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LOS ANGEIES GALIFORNIA fRIDAY, HARCH 19 1971
9.08 o' clock a.m,
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THE COUR 3 AJ;I of the defendants are present

I except Mr. Hanson, ai]'. counsgl .and all jurorg are prnsent. '

, You may contiﬁue, Hr, Kanarek PR
MR, KA‘NAREK. Thank you, your Hmmr. b _,# i
Good morniug, ladies and geﬁtlemen. I wcsufd
like to, if I way, try to spell ik might, tight heye .
the words, *possib'];’e’ innocence, becauée‘ in .the?a:b's.qiute
discretion that the jury has in the penalty phasge,
poss:tble innpocence is on¢ of the criteria that the jury

" may use in exetcising its absolute discretion, for the

obvious reason that death is the.. final kind of #tion that
isg irreversible. - o |
B And in that connection, the Court - now, '
1ef. e back off a littie bim - o
- Once again, once ngain we are Askins you to

-.'cqnsider, and you will be given by the Court, jury
Linstructions , and these jury. iustruﬁtiana that the’ Gouw:t

is going to give in this case -1 mean at this point
in the proceadings -- gre jury instructions that ::efer

' to i:he fatters that came out dpning;thg penaliy phase,
'!:hat is, they refer asg f.a'z; a8 Mr. Manson is" concerned to

the Gary Hinman matter and to the Bernard Crowe matter.

- And so the Court is gd:f;ng to instruct us in

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| inVOlving‘assault, certain crimes involving mugder.

‘ dOn t let anyone insult your intelligence.

~and we think that those of us that are on the jury herve,

cohnéqtion with several typés of crimes, certain crimes,
But these instructions and, 1f I may say this,

' What 1 am saying 1s there aze pebple -~ there -
‘are people wha would say, “WeII, Juries made up of this
that and the other type of pezson are incapahle of under~ ;:'
&tanding instructions.

“You hear peoPle say this from time to time.

We think tbere is nothing about those - tnstrucw
tions, that make it impossible for them to be understood,

certainiy have ag much gray mattex s anybody on thiz side |
of that particular partition (indicating) |

“CieloDrive’com ARCHTVES
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‘phage matters.

- us

-‘ * - -«‘_4‘-.

5 S0, thOSe jury instructions are mde in tha
English language and they are there, and they are the

tools, | L ‘
K ‘ These jury instructions don't contein words

like "monstrous,” "mutation,® they don't contain words of

| hatred. They 'contain words of apalysis, words that

shotild be uged for daliheraticn,

We might think: What does deliberation nean?

. Delibera;ion medns when you sit down and discuss things, -

tiot p].ay:l:ng up to ‘emotfon but pldying up to intellect,.
pla.yd.ng Up to reason. '

So, there are really two sets of things you
mj.ght; say that the jury is going to analyze,

H

One set iz what we might call the pre-penalty

Now, as for the pre<penglty phase natters,

what we do is we apply, we suggest, that is, this is .

within the absolute discretion of the jury; the Jury has

| many other things that the prdseeution has for you to
congider, but we suggest that one of the things to be

considered .is the possible innocence of Mr. Manson.

Ndw, that is the criteria that is used or
that ig applicable to the pre-penalty phase, the matters
that we have already suppasedly decided.

| ' Now, we have anothet set: And this is the

_penalty phase matters. "

¥
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Aqd as %o Mr Manson, thgre rr@ tuo $unfn ier,

ey

A a3t A, " 5 - » ‘ ﬂ' .l"
"- ool ar ﬂ.' i.da.t-.j u.L’l.J. L!.ﬂ. APIRVT VI E I

weo bl 3o Be garante Lg Q,(. ;,‘_m..i: Ta. s R S

How, as tO—th&aé tno muttars, the Lourt io

| galng to pive you a complete set of 1nstru£tions -and

1 don't want to attempt to paraphraqe it completely or
anything like that, but there are going to be instructions

_on what constitutes murder and agsault, and included in

these instructions there will be instructions as to

accdmpliée, a8 to the law of accomplice, which will be

similar to what we had before when we were debating the

guilt or immocence aapeet.of'tﬁe case, except for an
interesting difference. And that is, the Court, instead
of, &g in the case of Linda Kasablan, saying that she was

an aécompliae a8 é5mattér of law, tﬁé.coﬁrt, right now,

as to this penaity phase, is going to say it is up to the
jury to decide. | |
The members of the jury’wili decide whether

For ingtance, you will be given the definition

. of an accomplice.

MAn aceomplice is one who ig liable to be
prosecutes Soo Lu; ‘ant¢céi offansa choxoc g,
: abaxnbt . defoteliod ou ci&l;' Yoo b osw orecnapide:,
the person must have knowingly and with Crl&ilul |

intent aided, promoted,~encﬁuraged or instigated by

“CieloDrive.ComARCHTVES'
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‘promoted, encouxaged or instigated by act or device" the
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"act ot device or by act and advice the comnigsion
of’sunh an offense."

That ig the definition of accomplice that the

It is Interesting to note that that is the
label that 13 Linda Kasabian.

Linda Kasabian, as a matter of law, in this
person who "knowingly and with ¢ximinal intent, aided, -

eight crimes that the jury has decided that certtln
results, namely; first degree muxder thuld ensue‘
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" 8o it is interesting, vhen we weigh the.

‘_equities, whext we look at it, at this stage of the prcceed-

ings, the jurors in theix absolute discretion can take

. into account things such as the fact that Linda Kasablen
48 not dniy‘u- she is not given Iife;"she 1s given

absolute complete 100 percent freedom.

We know she is an &ccomplice 8s a matter of
law.

Sa read this type of 1anguage, and perhaps it
nﬁght give'us some idea as to the benefits that Linda

" Kasabian rece£Ved.

Now, ig this something to consider, the
benefit she received with criminal intent, knowingly and

 all of that which she did. |

She is howe free, Does that have any bearing
on what shouldbe dome to the rés; of the defendants?

So, getting iunto the.Gary Hinman matter, we have the

T.Question of.aceomglice.

Preiiminarily‘we wiIl ‘have to decida whather--
when we are analyzing this we are acting as judges In
the jury room =-- we have to decide whether Mr. Manson has

'{  any criminal responsibility for the Gary Hinman matter

because eveérything theat came out in this courtroom, we
suggest, and other people «- I'm sure Hr.,Kgitﬁ;wiit have :“
other auggestionsltﬁ'you\cbnceinﬁng Leslie Van.Hputeﬁ; '

but the question is, is there siny evidence before us?

A
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Is there any evidence hefore ue that is

.untainted by way of avidence from accomplice, bccause the

Court will also 1nstru¢t: us that if -- that you cannot
corroborate a accomplice on tap of an atcomplice.

. In other words; one accomplice cannot

' corroborate another accomplice.

. And the prosécution is advocating that }fx.
Hanson gomehow or othe:t: had home responsibility for Mr.-=

that J‘.s, the passi,ng away of Mr. Hinman.

‘ ‘He :Ls changed - fyou will get, r.his ju;t:y :{nstmc-"
t:'.on ‘- a ser:t,es of jury instructionﬂ, 80 we hhve the ’
interesting problem in lpgic to cons:i.@er, hecaude first. of
all Susan. Atking has testified that she did certa:l.n things;
she has testified that ghe in fact uged the kn:(,fe and |
caused M, Hinman to pass away.

She also testified, we have the 1anguage. in
the transcript -~ she also testified as to the fact that
Mr. Mansqn was there.

Mr. Bugliosi -~ Mr. Bugliosi says -- 1ndicated

to us yesterday they did not put on ~- glithough certainly

this Juan Flynn end all of these people are still .here,'

,s-t‘:ill available for the prosecution, there was nothing
- there, nothing that thie prosgsecution offered us to show

that these girls are doing what Mr. Bugliosi suggests.
| Mr. Bugliosi out of whole cloth is saying you
cannot believe these girls; that they have done all of

-

"CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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 this fust becauge of some a-ttelﬁp-t-to:am)'e Mr. Mansgon. .

'Manson had {n the Gary Hinman matter.
when Mr. Manson had a place in 1it, accorxding to her
| eliminate hi:n h 5_*»-:.,; NI sy e

mttﬁ'r. , ca -*‘, o \'-"r‘f"*

» the friendship and the relatibnship between these peopie,
. there is Bomething that shows that th:l.s girl isg telling
' the trath from that witness stand.

Vell, let's laok at ‘it Let's look at it.

For instance, Suun Atkins'

Sugan Atking on that witness stand; on that
w:l.tness stand told you, told us- what pliace she said Mr.

Shn did not lea\re Mx. Manaon out af it.

vietvpaint, 3he: ﬂiscysbed 1t, she sgoke of {t; She did not .-
t '4 . i

.:." ST

T

And this is é charge éf murder, this Gary H:hman'-

L N .

' )

' r Ty !' n. :F s . *
So it is scmething to think about an tor; T

think -- it's very intereating tp think abmt, v
~So- whethar or not n~ a8 to whether or not -

tion, ‘because 1f such were the casge she would not mention
Hr. Hénaqn in connection uit:h the Gary Hinmén matter.

S0 it is one of the things that we have to
evaluate, as far as the gury Hinmau mati:er is concerned,
a8 far as ‘the over-all resuit is concerntd because we
suggest that there is the showing of candor.

' That 1¥ the little bik that, notwithstmding
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law of accomplice that we must -- that we must think
through before we can come to any kind of results as to
criminal culpability. '

3ut neverthelessg a8 lawyers and ae Judges,‘ .
wh:l.ch we are when we are on the juzy, we still have this .
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And of course the 1ntEreu£££ng ﬁoint is,
Susan Atkins would be an acconplice as far as Mr. Marson
is concerned on the Hinman matter.

Leslie ¥an Houten woul& be an tecouplic:e as
far as the. matter of Gary Hinman :;s concerned,

n;ow, interestingly enough, interestingly
enough tha prosecutiou - we my look at ‘the - testimony

x .
B .‘ 3' B
R - - .

of Mary Brunner i this regafd.

- The p!:oucutian chom not to go into --
into the testimcmy of Htry Bx:;lmer. N v ‘
' When she wah here wé Obu‘ern& that tha prosecu-t

tion chose not to question here in cpnnept:ion with certaln

. matters whieh they cou’.l.d .havc and the reagon is, hec;ﬁse

the prosecution once again has subomed perjury ag' to the

Gary Hinman matter. o ‘
The prosecution -= Mary Brunner testified that -

. 'she testified before the Grand J‘uryl She said that she

placed herself - she. placed herself where Leslie Van
Hodten was. _ _
She said that from the witness stand.

| Haw, what it: weana is ; remembering agai:n this
tack of truthfulness befm:e the Grand Jury, it means that
this witnesa, Hary Brunner, was ’be:Eore the Grand Jury
wit:h only the prosecution pr.ese.nt, only the cm::.t r:eporte; _
present and onl.y the Grand Jury present.

And so 1f, if .- if Mary Brunner were not now . ”

—CleloDrivecomaRrRTHTvVE
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Gary Hinman matter caymot be uwed. against M?1~M§nﬂﬂn for

telling the story truthfuliy, the prosecution had the
capability by virtue of the testimony at the crand.}ury
and otherwise to ‘bring before us something to show that
Hary Brumney is not telling the truth. _

" So the Posture of the evidence is clear that
ag to the Gary~Hinmau.matter Mr. Manson - Mr. Manson has
no culpability as a matter of law, because the only
testimony against Mr. Hanson in the Gary-Hinman mauter'is
by virtue of accomplices who are purpqrted to be, and
see and do ‘whatever. . '

‘But these people ~-)#he$a people are accom-
plices,»an&'the law that the Court is giving us in thisg .
cage will show clearly that they &dre accomplices, and if

the festimony of an accomplice is not correborated, then
‘ X :

Hinman mattex.

, Now, we sought through the transcript, we
tried.to £ind some kind of corroboration.. There isn't
any, because we go back to the discussiong that we liad
previously ‘concerning accomgiice, concerning Linda Kagabian,

There is nqth;ng here. _There is nothing here
to corroborate the :estimony of‘these two accompliees,-

¢t

Linda Kaﬂabian and'Leslie Vaﬁ Houten. . ‘CL } a f';?jf

And go, since Ve are in the penalty phase type
of discussion, it is apparentﬁ ;t is apparent that the’

.
T o " a
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any purposne because of this lack of corroboution‘

Now, 1'm sure the prosecution =- they will
certainly try to. present some other viewpoint on this.

We cannot foretell exactly what the proucut::lon
will say but ve know -~ we know for Instance Leslie Van

- Houten's t:estimtmy == L believe she mentioned something
{ ' about Mary Brunner snd Pooh Bear, Being Hary Brunner' 8.

little child, Hr. Manson's child by Mary Brunner,
Michael Hanson, and we can certainly infexr because of what

. we koow that the prOsecution has dore in connection with '

| these matte::s, and what law enforcement has done with theae ’

matt:e::s, we can certainly infer that Mary Bruaner was
threatened that if she dld not testify a certaid way,
they would\ take avéaay imer child and we could certninly

' 'MR. BUGLIOSI: Your uonar, T'm objecting to th:La,
There is no evid”gncg 6f. 'this |
KANAI.iEK* ‘It 3 a fair ;!.nference, yaur Hoﬁor. .
MR, BUGLIOSI' He is* dt’awing an infexenee in a.
vactum, your Honor. . .
| MR. KANAREK: I wiilf: ih&w- yt)’;.t‘-'tt;e Ieédi‘g_i: N
THE, COURT: Counsel may: proceeda ‘ ‘
" . KANAREK: We can ¢entain1y inﬁer that ‘the

-
0

the prosetution threateyed ﬁary Brunner at the time ghe

- 4 .
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. tegtified to the Grand iufy and befm;’:é-, that 'ai‘: the i:ime
.they wanted to get Mr. Min_gbn that she would have to do
| . certain things Lf they were to accomplish some kind of

n |

18

1

result as far as she were concerned,

7 CieloDAVECOMARTHIVES
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' Gary Hinm,an maﬂtem " And the Court will give you s
. instmctian on reasongble doubt and &11 of t}ut

A A

ig |}

. 19 :-
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Thesé are things, the prosecuthn can
certainly argue that this ian t 8o, ,

" A)l we have to do is laok’ ﬁt: what Sergeant
Gutierrez to:Ld Bianne Bluestein, and there is ng regson
to expect f.:hat it would be any different with H&ry
Brummer thdn anyone else. |
' And thig is all inparx:mt :I:n this particular
phase of the case because of the abselute diacretion thlt.
18 vested in the Jury in dEc:[ding it

It is £&£r and reasongble to accept that such
is the cage. We | think that there is no cjue&ﬁ}on, nc'x-
qué’s.tit:n, “but what it is fair im& rﬁammable to infer
that these ki:nds of pressures were placed upon Hary

. Erunner. .

so, ve ‘i;ave' the law of aécorfplice as to the -

Row, ‘ap 5 the Barnard Crowe patter.
There 5 af caurse, is the situatiomu we. hawa

' ﬂinussed :l.t yestérdﬂy‘

There. is & qudstion‘ “Is this (simtion
where Mz, Hanson did snmething that wa;;s beyond the pale,
80 to speak, in view of the threats that occurred, that
were mﬁde, concerning the Spahn Ranch" |

~ I1f wa look at it in context, there has been
a2 nnr'éot.{cs 'transact_idn, and Hr Crowe, who is obviously

CieloDfive.COmMARCHIVES
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|engaged.in thé narcotics buxtnes:.tn somé fhshipn or,
other, was,beguiled out of his money‘by Hr Watson, ‘who

with that‘narCOtics transaction on August 1, 1969 -»

.dealing'bh‘the~streeﬁ in probably the roughest area of -

'are supposed to get in return.

‘agsume that-ﬂr. Crowe was a ve;y'unhappy man when that
‘money -- I think it was $2,000 -- When thst money was

~* that happeried and he wasn't congerned about that $2,000.

P LAt atas

oo ¥ a..‘r. e

is supposed to be 2 puppydag,qwho ia aupposed b be ?
kind of person that none of u#, if we saw-him, he would
Just be ‘a robot.' We he&rd dll. of that, concerning e,

Watsonu ’

Well, Mr. Watson 8 activities in connection

rememBEr, this was August 1, 1969, just a few days before ‘
the other incident -- Mp, Watson is out there wheeling and

criﬁe, becaure people in thafnu;cotics business are
dangéfbuﬁ people. They are the kind of people that they
don't give up their money unless they get whatever they

And sgo, it is very fair and reasonable to

So, he called up the ranch and said what he
satd. R -

He gsys from the witness stand -~ Mr, Crowe ==
he says tﬁaﬁ he didn't care about it., It was just some;

ﬁhing comme c¢i comme ¢a. It was just ome of those things

Do We believe that? ' We suggest that this is

—CieloDrive COmMARCHIVES
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- ag the saying goes on the street, burned for this morey.

) waB probably aomgune in-another car walting for him;
_and g0 he gefs out of the car with the money, meets his
'friggxd: , whoever Lt was that he was waiting for, or who

2 |

beyond belief.

Mr. Crowe was a very imhappy man when he ‘w'as,,

He went out to El Monte, he went out there,

Hr, W&tson left the car, Mr. Watsgon obvicusly had 2 plan,
there

waé walting for him, and off the} wént;w And Mr. Crowe 1is
without his $2,000.

PN
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deeide, .

| is in the type of custody i;ha:i; is -Jus’c unbelievableé, Mr, "
1 Mansor; | _ﬂ'& can infer, 1s searched and re-searched day in and

'the Bernard Crowe matter as far as ‘the penalby phase goes,

”;’22 'penalty pha.ae is concerhed.

. Then, on top ef that, there is a2 gun iﬂ the
room, according to Mn, Crowe,

'S, we have heard’ all ef the evidence In that

regard as do what Nr, “ans-f.m s.uppose,dly aid, and so forth,

_ So, the quesifiﬁn is: In deviding bthat, tﬁe f
Bernard-Crowe matter, Is there a ressonable douwbt in |
conngetion with Mp. Manam; s aatioﬁ% as far as A.tl;le' penalty
phase aspect of this is gancernéﬂg:

" The éues.‘oion,:ag_ain,. 'is up to the Jwry to

 And we think that it Is very significank,
as weé saia yesdterday, that ‘in.’b_hzﬁs situation, what is_- :'ne'ally '

more. important. bec'ause e, ManSon 415 in custody, Mr Mansorn

day out many bimes a day in the kin;i of custody that he is
in with the foeus Lhat is. upon h’im ; and so, In evaluating

we t;hink 11; is more signiricant aend wé suggest ‘that it 1s

ig to show any kind of criminail culpabiiity as far as th:!.s

The reason .1.5 88 wWe have said and we would,

1ike- to emphasize it, it shows that when ¥r. Manson :Ls

invo;_l,vg@ in- spm’et't&ng;an& hag some desire ; he does 1t himseli‘ja%

He d’oésﬁﬁ; folst it upon other people and hide behind these

¥
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other people.,
And this 1s the theme of tle prosecution in th:ls

trial, Throughout this trial the themehas been4that M,

Eanson is having other people 20 out and do some kind or r.iirf;x
or

K.

- Idinds Xasabian went on two of her creepy'crgwl
missions, an_d-_'bhese réﬁults came aboub. '
So, it 1= éometh:l:ng‘ that n'r.e' shoiz;td consider,
Nc‘mr., we have had in this case g ﬁaz-ked, lack bf'
Lt;anri_c:vg:._ We should eJ:pect more from oux publie officials |
than what was. done in this case. - I think we have a right
to e;stpect. more from our public Offici@.ls than what was done
in. thia case. - - : ‘

For instance s when the proseeution is putting

b wou‘.l.d .seen ’cha.t the prosecution should pubt on aill the

evidence,

WBs- presented o the Grand Jury, the prosecublon had
divergent statements congérn-ipg how Sharon Tate passed
away. The Roni Howard apd ﬁ':l.)_:'g:gnia Graham statements were
]taken before December 5, 3;969. ‘They were taken in fhe
Tnanksgiving period. They had November dates. We all
remember that. ‘

And :Ln those stai:ements 3 supposedly - and -

| That just didn's happen. It just didn't happen. -

For instance, we all know that when that matter _

CIGTGDFIVGMA RCHIVES
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“Grand. Jury and*pxesenting evidenqe deliberately wiehheld -
‘1truth ag’ they / ib in this court ‘

Mr Gaballero-said he knew about those statements whan he
talked'to Susan.Atkins at the ofrice, bernre she testified

beforée the Grand Jury -- in-those statements, supposadly

Susan Atkins sald that she had stabbed Shavon Tate. M !

So, the District Attorney, in going to the

A e p— v .

v s

: 25 L o

|
i
i
!
1
|

~CieloDrive.ComARTHTIVES



o a7m0

4b-1 ‘1 ... In this court they ddn't predent 1';he (ot}h‘ér

| view, In this court they, jxge§gnte~d the Rond ﬁowarcl and
Ly T Virginia Grahnm view.: f, - |

’ So, then, when they went hefore the Grand .
s Jury they &ellberately withbald yhat they are teild.ng ug
they believe to be f:ruthful st;atements ]9 ta how Sharon

s
P 3 x .
.

’ . Tat:e pass&d away. . f iy S ?rf‘,‘;-
- § | ' ~ What did they do" They onl"y put iﬁ t:he v
o : ‘statement of Sugan Atkins' that she held Sharon ‘Iate while
10 Tex Watson stabbed her.
BETRRE o Row, why was thia done? . That wax done forx
12.,,“,' the very same reason that-the prosecution has done other
13 g thlngs in this cage: To get & conviction at any, price
14 | réegardless of whether or riof: there. ig any basis for it,
15 ‘but Sef-‘« Mr. Mansgot.
v Mr. Manson iar the focal point of sumebady ]
| 17 - vendetta. ‘ ‘
- .  ' So, therefore, 1nst¥.-£d of the p::béeguﬁ:tou saying
a9 | | to the'érand Jury -~ and the Grand Jury is suppose"d to
20 i <d‘e‘11bérate‘the same way as when we a:r:é on the jury ve
T | o1 ’ deliberate and come to & decision -= the Grand .Iury is
E o 2 | supposed to deliberate whether or not an indictment should
23 | = take place.
‘ YR L And 80, you See, if the District Attomey had
, ’ 25.  \ ' presented the Reni Howard and Vizginia Grahan statamentn

- %  ' . along with what Susan Atkins gaid, the Grand Jury might

CieloDFiVETOMARTHTVE S
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‘dar-ling, of the District Attorney's office. At that time,

'in the District Attorney‘fs .G:Ef:ice of meny yedrs stending,

. the :Lntent to deceive the Gra‘nd Jury, withheld tbe Roni

,coruld have had t:he police afficers teatify as to what
' the statéments mare, ‘I‘hey were in absolute 100 percent
. ¢cmtro‘1 of tb.at Grand Jury, .

27,281
well never bhave indicted Charles Mansoa, alﬁng with the

fact 1€ they had gome into the ingestion of LSD and ather
narcnti:cs.

s might: well be th&t Mr. Mangon would never
have heﬁn indicted. These other people might never have
been {ndicted, C '

‘ Susan Atkins might have been indicted had
the dif_férant statements been presented to the Grand Jury .
but at that time -« at that time -- Susan Atkins was the

Susan ‘Atking was the one who was reprégented hy the
friend of Mr. Younger, by Mr. Caruso and Mr. Caballero,
who had been a ‘Depﬁi:;i; District Attorney, who had friends

and it ju's‘t‘: wouldn't be, there would be nopuquse, from

their étandpoint s to just indict Susag Atkins becausé what

they wanted to get especially was Gharles Manson. o
so, they deliberately, maliciously and with

Howard md Vieginie Grahai statements.

| There can Eé no other reason for it. Because
Roni, Howard and Virginia Graham were in custody. They
could have brought the over end had them 'testify. They

J
¥
: i o r
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) - §9, these are some of the things that we
1 ‘shm:i';];d_thinl; about in comect‘ibn with the exerqi;se of
. ’ | this abkdlute diseretion. an;there somethinQ there that
| i | Sme::l.]:s? Wag the wool ,pul’ired over the eyeg of the Gra'nd
R Jurors? - . ‘ :
y S © If the wool was pulled over the‘eyes, pf >th,e-'
: " "Grand Jurors there, there is no reason to believe that
, : .someboaj may .ﬁot be Erying -to pull the wool over the eyes
, | of the Jury in this care right now.
o 50, these axre someé of th.e things we must
- thiok abaut because of the absolute finality of death.
= Kow, aga;'.q, ﬁox whatever it may be worth,
sl is this People s E&hlbi.t 261, ‘ .
‘ . . : i ,' We wﬂl :ceme,mbex that the grqaegu,(;ion introducect
5 | this exhibit. Supposedly this exhibit had’ sr?me kind nf
4¢ fis, 6 b ‘reference to events at the Spahn Rancm Co e '
R .
v
» .
. o |
s m
..24,"__ i
.9 =
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N

Yool 3 . We feel the evidence makes 1t very clear that
( . o 2 this exhibi’b thia panel whieh was 1in the cupboard of
3 | Randy Starr 5 trailer » this exhibit wasuté even . in existence

i
' 4 on August the Oth, . 91:11 and lﬁth of 1969,

5 1 ' The panel may ha.ve beén in existence, bubt the

¢ | evidence 1ri this case ls clear, crysi‘;al—elear, that what ‘
7 | was wyltten on here was nof “in existence on August. 8th, 9th

and 1Uth.

4
o0

o ' " And the intereﬁai:ipg thing to Ehixik about is
10: 'i‘.haﬁ the;lprosecﬁtion' stil‘i has the original of this, .Th'ey
Co- Look %he pictnre. I am sure we can infer they took the
'1_2 ,p:tmbure hecause the picture -~ We may not know why fshey
' 13 took the pic,ture instead of hringing in %he panel, but they
. ‘ ‘14 | Chose %o take the pleture instead of bringing in thé 'pax;ei,‘ |
T 1 | this péﬁei ié in existence, and £he prosecution c‘o.ulc_i have
5&."1):"011811*? 4% in here,

j

17 ) '. ‘ Again, this is very signiflcant. This was }

13-A found in Juan Flynn's trailer. And ;uan Mlynn was n¢f~ i

1 |brought in heve. And Juan Flynn certalaly is & witness

g0, | that l1s friendly ta the prosecutiom

2 | .  Juan Fiynn was not brought here to refuﬁa the

' 29 absnlutely unrefu‘ced testimony beforé iig which we have

: 2 | received during this penalty phaae that th:!.s panel :
24 | with the "Happy, one, tho, three, four, five, six, seven,

. . ® all good children go to heaven," this "helter skelter,"

26 there has been nothing to refute the synthetic evidence ,

CieloDFVECOM ARCHIVES |
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tﬁat<this,péhel is, because it certainly is clear that . ~|

this,panei with that wording on it wasn't in exlsterice at fhe

time of the so-talled rage war type ldeas.

this is-sbmefhing that we can think about. Because'ﬁhy .

coneerning this wasn‘t brought in to refute this as far as b

'wasn‘ﬁ this refuted?
Even the—police officer that testified

what we hawe diseussed here.

especially where the prosecuflon iz dolng the things that

This is of éxbreme significance in this case | .

they are doing.'

fatfieia Kﬁenviﬁke& zestified in answer to the questions
"It makes you feel‘good is that i,

I submit it 13 something o burn our miuds on;,
This is the testimony of Patricla Krenwinkel‘

when,you take acl1d?

!l;ﬂ.

When it is there, I take 1t,
-about taking it, If I see. it

I take acid because I take aeid.

!
8o, in exercising our absolute discretion, - I

I dont't evéen think
and it is there '

and I feel. like taking some . I take it.

thought for you? ZIs thab. one of the reasons

e ~ Does it open up new areas of

- you take 1@? _ i
A i bave taken so mucﬁ acid, I am
acid. i dontt aver come down., I don't €ven knbﬁ

CieloDiive.cComARCHIVES
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how to tﬁy "‘aq relate to you betweén what somefhing does .

it a v ——
¥
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then or howl or whatever, ALL of .that is Just, phew, it is -
sure a ot of meaningless words. It is just there.” . B
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- Now, in deciding thls case we have to use the

English language in conveging ideas in the courtroom. Tﬁa; =k

is our language.

But don't we get bhe feel, somehow<or othér;“

that the EngliSh 1angua@e in inadequabe as a means of
"expressing whabever.hanpens to . pﬁqple when bthey take LSD

the Nay these people take it? .
And that includes Linda Kaaabian. .
" Dontt we~get.to feel that no matter how bthere

is the‘aﬁtémpt to describe and put into Words whay odeurs

thatﬂin fact this is almost impossible to convey, whebtever

vhen we eonsider that these people wére on acid and that
Tex Wataon.was daiyg what he was doing, when we conslder
that Lin&a Kasablan certainly has, you kriow what material
she hes. ingested.
‘ -.{, ‘When Patricia Krenwihkel says, "I am aeid.

How is she any dirferent than Linda Kasabian?

~ Now, Linda Kaaabian 18 & smoothie,

I mean5 there 18 no question about it'that
Linda Kasabian — plua Linda KaSabian.had very capable’
lanyers.

Mr, Eleischm&n and Mr Foldman did a beautiful

1ega1.36b for Linda Kasabian, peautiful! There is no quesbion
”abcut the fact that they dig.

And I Suppose the same~thing‘wonld have resulted

i
|
l

!
i

l

i
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. for Susan'Atkins if Nr, Younger's friends had stayed in as
representihg'her; :

, But apart from 1awyers and legakities, is there
ady reas;n to helieVg, is there any reason to bellieve that
Lindaﬂxaéabian is any'different in.her thinking and hed |
observatidiis and hepr perception than Katie Erenwinkel ia
in- conneatiOn with Wwhat she ﬁestified to?

Ve suggest this is something for us to consider -

beééuse again we get baek to fthe posslible ilnnocence aspech
Sffpﬂié £ase, because'ﬁ?nda Kasabian, speaking from that
wibnéééﬂgﬁand; knpﬁ}pgxfhéx shehisvthe dariing of the
proéecuﬁion, knbwiﬁg'ﬁhat no matier what.shé does ibts
right, it has ot to be right and knowing ‘that she has
the results, the benefits that she is . getting, this 1s
specially —_ specially importaﬁt and significant in a
nenalty phaﬁe where the resulb —- where the result is
irrevers;h;e. . |
: Deafh’is.ir?eversiﬁle,

| And so we are asked ﬁo'cqmmiﬁ murder ourselves.,
The proéecution;ig'aSking-us to do that, to deliberately
kill, based upon - baseﬂ;upbn this type of evidence,

‘ And 80 this 1s gomething to consider because
certainly Tinda Kasabian is Katle Krenwinkel as fgr as
thg‘ingegtion of L3D is concerned.

‘ '—Now, you remember, ladiés and_gentlemaﬁ of the

juryg ieu;can choose not £o believe this if you so wish,

CieloDrive COMARC HTVES
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’her and I said: "Now, dirécting'your-attention'to this

nut do you.remember'that wel-u the first guestion, I think ‘
that we asked Migs. Krenwinkel: A ’ l
| ”Hiss Krenwinkel, have I ever diseunsed ?
ﬁhls case with you?“ ‘
The aa&wer»was-na..' :
Now, we sagééét that that 1is tgﬁe; that is true. |
‘Now, 1if you obsexrved, ﬁﬁe prosecution ﬁﬁsimgde ’ !
much of what has taken plate in thé:courtroém ivself. I i
don't know if thcsé;of us on the jury observed it or not. |
| - But when fellow counsel went upstadirs dﬁrinsl'
these times to gee these girl&, the guestlon for you'tc
conai&er is where wag I? _ A »
| . . I mean, in ether words, 15 this true? Do any’

of us ﬁhat are on the_Jury think that that stabement ia

untiue? - ‘ _ .

We sﬁggéét that_the‘ﬁtaﬁemen% is true; that

Patriéia ﬁrenwinka1 never,never ~- I never discussed this

cas¢ with Patricia Krenwinkel. ' _ o
End that 1s ﬁignificant because or this.pioture*

4 —— oy e e k. e b . e, e

Tnis is the first time that I discussed this.case with

Patr;cia Knenwinkgl, and so I brought out this picture %Q .

what appears to be @ panel on the door, there was & door -

knob there " that language.

"Well, tirst the pietune itself, yon, have never
seen before — that is, you may have seen this picbure E

i

H
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| before but you have never seen what is plctured there befove,

| for some race war?

18

42-4_

is that corree:?

"%  No, I have not.

" o your knowledge do.féu-know who pub - |
who wrate, who drew or whatever, whatever is-set out in that
pictura? '

"L - No, I have no idea.,

" Now, then, are you telling us that peOple at
Spahn Ranch never gathiered around thils as a rallyfng point

Ta, No.
ug . Pardon? _
. "A ) NO N . ) l l B

"Q Directing your'attention t0 the people at
Spahn Bangh, was there ever a_gathering where people, where

everybody sat down and gigcussed or ‘planned some kind of a i

race war or confrontation beﬁween‘black'people‘and white

people?
A - Fo. i
. Now, s0 the~question Is vhether or niob Patf;cia. i
Krgnw;gkél is telling the truth in fhat regard. i
- The question 1s whether Mary Brunner is telling
ﬁhe truth in that regar&.

CieloDrivVe.CoOmM AR CHIVES
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KR
" Ba-1 1 - Nw, agai,n getting hack to the proxim:.te
| ‘ 'i .' ; . cauge w~ thgt i% nhy we think tbat the t?stiqony here is
S g much bett’e;c than " anything th&t we can yse by Wa’y bf '
e b synapsis of summary: . ° J;i PR f R }*
5.1 _ "Q'  What vas go:‘.ng through qu: mind |
6 | ‘Miss Krenwir.’tkel., wheéh oi were mqv{i_gg t&g_' ];nif_a
T ' that you have spoken of in this coutrtroom?
e s ' ' np -ﬂothipg;
.9 o - "”Q ‘Yout mind was a -conplé'tg blank?
ﬁ o 1  "THE CQURT: | What was the answer?
! ! L .‘ "TBE REPORTER:: '"Nothing. '
e N RV Is that a felr statemsnt?
T ;3"; ) J oy Yes, I t-":o,uld\ima.gine go."
. @ , 44 . Kow, apain, does that have any bearing, does '
- 15 | that have any bearing on the péssi;blg* indocence of Mr. |
6 ] ‘mﬁson?'A | o ' |
17 . c Doés thf.t have rany relationship to his |
1 | possible innocence, which is what we can use our absolute -
| diseretfon fn evaluating? | |
- éo 1 ‘ 1'a sure that none of ug ~- honé of us{ == no
) 2 | . matter how émutidntllﬁe are -~ jwj.shv to kill someone who
- g 22 : is im‘;o‘éent. ‘ , ’
- 23 " x We may remember - I m sure all of us rem.ember
24 ‘ the case «~ we don't have to go back to the 18th century.
. . - 25 b - -1 am gure we will remember the case :h:l
. 2 England. j;xst & few years ago vwhere & person -~ af'ter-a- !

—CieloDAVE.COMARCHTVE 5



sa-2 1 ‘person t-gas ki.‘.lled xexecuted -t w&s conclusivgly provexd,

‘ - 2| the Grown, the Home Secxetary, the ‘goverfment of England

o 3 cpnceded there. was o, qqest!.og t&pt the pezaon was Wrong=

H 4 i B

4 fully executed.

§ 4 . And when we-have what we’ l‘la!re {inthis case, -

6 | the passible :.rmocence of Mt. Manson, it Dvemhelms us, (
: 7 - ' There is no question that he is possibly innocent,
=+ & | to may the lesst.

RN © ' And so some af these thingn are significant in

o evaiuating that matter of pdssi.ble innocence, because, if
o 1 Patricia Krenwinkel Patricia Krenwinkel wexe the robot,
e 12 f L£ she Were operating the way the prasecution would have s
13- | operdtey then she wauld have a pre-—existing intent at some
14-] time -~ at some time she would know what she was going to
"1'5‘-d0u.1‘. | : o
,‘ 16 ) . And in éonnection with‘ that uge of the wiird,

i | robot, the prosecution has - has -- they have weasled on
" 1 | the uge of t:hﬁt word, as ye recall undaubtedly :E::'Qﬁl’the
R ! flrst add;éés that the prosecution gave us im the guilt or

20 innoéence phaée, these people were called xobots. |
C . _ 21 . ' And then wheén it came out -- when we discussed

.

- 2 | that robots are unthinking, have no thoughts, and the word -

-t

a8 | automaton was used, then the prosecuti.on changed the meani.ng

L]

% af the ward robot, , ‘
. R ' But these are rTobots that “think! , l

% F - 8o there,foxje the prosecution is gilving us now a

" CieloDFiVe.COM AR CHTVES
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new deﬂnitim. '.they nre playing Webster or somef:hing 111:&
that because they sny :Ln one breath that these people are
robots, and then when it is pointed out whnt robots really
are qnd yhati automatons retliy are, then they sny "Well,
they are not.” ‘

L But 06 mai;ter whm:, wiut wordé ‘or what llbal you
put: on it, the fact remains i:hat ‘there was no pre-existing

:Lntent to go out and dq* whateVer thede people did.

 And if they had no pre-existing intent to do 1&,‘

f. them Mr. Hmson has no culpability and no responsibility

any more ‘thln anyone of us would hg!ve a respma:l.-b:!.l‘.ity for

nay go nut and do sonething

“So it is something to consider, smt:h:lng to

| consider ag far as possible inpocence iz concerned.

Because I #m sure -~ T as sure we would all of
us Bu very disappointed be very unhappy, whether we have |

church évgry, Sundsy; whether we are devout in a particular

| way o whether we are devout im & way that is not particular-|

ized, that: i5, whether we follow & particular denomination

is not set out as particular ritual.

. I am sure we wauld be very tnhappy to pick up
I.:!.ﬁda Kasabian 8 book some day and ﬂ.nd out that she made
& few mistakes that, let's say, ‘she i.s_now wri ting her

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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"‘  memolrs with whoever is writing the book for her or

' 'collabo"rating with her, she poilnts out a few things that
may be just a little bit inconsistent or a Tittle bit at
= ,‘ odds wit:h what we heard in this courtroom, and it may

memoirs, and in writing her memoirs and iz discussing her

strike us as auggeai:ing one thing or the other.

I1£ these people are dead at that time, it is a
little biiz late, .even though I:inda Kassbian may still be
picking up her royalty checlcs on her book

2 wr 4 EU e R
e oo . ¢ . 4 Py Lo .. B
+ P : oty . : ’

¥ .
P LA
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1 - should perheps have been brought into the 6iscussion with

: ésf these glrls are saﬁing is the'gbgpel trith rather than

So the facht of the mattew is that this possible

innocence that we are speaking about is something thét

.
[

the things 1itke this. k
' Thip ig & quesblon of Patricia Erenwinkel: -
uRy . At gometime. that evening dld

- you find yourself inside the house?
‘ug ; Yep.' : ' . o -
ne Had any of the family cane to -. ' . !
the hcuse with youw.
g " Yes.
. ,Fé : Would you tell us the peOple that

' rere in...iée fhe. houne 2t the time?

iy,  We were 3ll inaide $he house.,
g . Would you name the people? |
"A  Linds, Sadie, Tex and myself. ;
| g Were 21l fnside the house, |
right? | | | o
A

qu fur%herﬂnre and this is eviden»e from the -
witness stand because these giris are defendants does not
mean that theg‘ hould be demegned the way the prosecution
wculd have us believe.

There are Indicationﬂ.here'—n we look ab what | ;

‘mbtivatgs people -~ there are indications here that what

.

—C IémmARCHIVI:SE‘
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something else.

. |
The guestlion: = | A‘ l
"Do srou' know who the person was that made. V.
the gtatement that you réferneﬁ to? :
IR 7 X t' . He.w S
I ha;v'e'to go back., I want to make sure I Just
féa;;:’t what the '-Courf:. offerad into evidence, . i
This is Page 23,802 if Mr, Bupliosi wishes to

check on this.

13

ki
11

13

13

T4
16
16 :
‘1-7._
i3 |
19
. "

21
4
o
%

"G ; I see, they were all in the living

rocSm ‘at the ‘same time? A
o, ;. ‘. I belj.eve‘ 80:
) At a time when Linda was there?

"N'ow at some. $ime when all 'chese peOple

';we.ré In the living room with *yop-,gwere 1?hesg
‘people these two women and these two men bhat
'ﬁou have spdken of, were they linreszrameci, that
- its, was there a time vhen you were in the is;fv-i»ng

- x-oom w:l.th them anﬂ a. time Linda Kasabian was . .

:!.n ‘Bhe livi!.ng, room with. ‘bhem when they were not
restrained by ropes or any other physlical
" dévice? '

"Do you follow me?

o 'Tes.
Loy Did that occur?
g, Yé&}‘h' .

~Ci€loDrve.COMARCHTVES -
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"Q And hou'long wag it after you
came inside of the Tate residence that these

two women and.these two men were in bhe living

poom unrestralned?

ny I don't know, -

g . Was 1t shortliy affer or can
you_ give us any kind of an estimate how long
1% was? ‘ |

" I have no idéa, nhoné whatsoever,

"y, S0 now we have a pigture-of‘ﬁhese

two women and thes® two men who are people

" who did not come to the Ciclo preaidenice. with, .

who are now in the' 1ivipg room.

' HAt some time - at some time dld there
develop an altevcation, a fight or some kind of
difference of opiniﬁ# betuween the two women &nd

the two men, thab you are Speaking of and those ’

of you that came to the Gielo restdence address

in the car?
"(No resporsge,)
“ng ' Did that develop into some kind

of & physical encounter?

LT Yes.

g And wpuld you tell us, how did

'.this phxsieal'encounter come. about, what happened?

“A I don‘t know. Words were said, sou@R®.

R SV U -

N H
+
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‘Ywas shot.
g Pardon?
", I s&id words were said, some~

one was shot,

"Thersa be&an a struggle among us ail.

"Whatever yau want to call it, a fight, whatever.

g Words were said. Coéuld Jou.tell

us what wopds were sald?

A don't know what words were said, .
ﬁé‘ ‘ '-Can §6u give us some kingd of —-
N iy, lf I would eVén be glving you

»éhveXampie I weula be giving you a lie,

FIf any of you can rEmember what you saigd

‘five minutes ago, you knﬁu, I dﬂn‘ﬁ uﬁderstand

I really don't understand.your thinkin@ or even

 trying to belleve what somebody would say what

they pald about thrée years ago.
"If you would belleve somébody saying that,

1% would seem foollsh to me, because you don't -

uniegs allfof you try to compleyely fememberu
everything eyeryoné has élfeady sald to you from

the time you get up .

WIHE GOURT: You answered the question. You
‘,dqn*t know the answer, is that Pight?

g WITNESS: Right.
WIHE COURT: All pright, Ask your next

e b s e e s e
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)

"question.

Y - Do you know who the person

was that made the Btatement that you.have

) referred to?

[

qu" ,‘ﬁéw
vy _ When.a shot was firéd, where -

were you in the room when the shot was fired?

- "A. I don't know, wherever I was
_standing.
" JQ Y »?neré was Linda?
g ‘I'ﬁonﬁt know, threvér.she w&é
. standing. - |

" - . Bhe was s;anding‘in the room when

'-‘the shot was fiped? -

hA Yes, she-was there as we were all

there "

ther& - is

ﬁhat untrue?

Now, ‘i§ that -- what Miss Krenwinkel is sayihg)

that fabricatEd? Iz that unbelievable? Is

- The fact Gf the mﬁtter is that when you readkher

eolioquy here, When‘you read what<she says, she is not &

friendly wib

it'a foolish* she says the question - hqw can you remember

BEBS.

When T am.asking her-those quﬂstions, she says

what happened three years agoz

Linda K&sabian e Linda Kasabian was tutorna

. N
wa v mees’ dai o o —

e s e s e e s ‘
.
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23

Iinda Kgsablan was spoken to and respoken to,
. Linda Kasabian was told what to say by -- and
we say-this is a fair inference —- by what happened at the

'Grand.Jurya

. What the prosecution did in this case witn

Liﬁ&a Kﬁsabian is, they %Gok when.they na 1cnger had
Susan Afkins, they took the Grand Jury tesgtimony and the
tape that ﬂr. caballero had and then they tutored Linda -
Kasaplan, " _ . ‘
| MR, BUGLIOSI: There is nd evidence of this, your
HonOr, snd I ohdect'on.that ground, absoluteiy no eviﬁence.

MR. KANABEK. Itts = Yalr inference, your Honor¢.

THE COURT; You dﬁd_not state it that way, sir.
The objection is sﬂstaihéd. | |

MR. KANAREK: It is a fair inference, we suggest,

that if we considered the testimony here in court as to

what Susan Atkins said, when we consider what the prosecutlon

had'wheﬁ'ﬁhey were at the inteprview at i, Garuso's office,

wheri you consider those words, the word-for-word answers

that were glven there by Susan Atklns supposedly, and compare

them;with what Linde Easabian saide what we have is a

Broadway . production.

CieloDrive.coOmARCHTVES
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»y 'ﬁtm of the fntexview with Mi, Caballexe.

of He, Cabuiléxe snd mm WS & taps yecording made. The

taking svsrything, and they used that at the Gread Jury,
1 zl!i pupnuéﬂ.

--Kgub’im;

-‘m ncnxﬂw ox stenographic notey made of Mm Xasahinu,

Tr-hnt we !uw ix t.indn Tasablon lﬂmx uhmlgi

He sy this s an infersnce that can be madk.

‘#nd this is dooe by the very clever technique of not Lekisg |

Linda Xansbisn's statament down sa tape.

o Mow, it is yery interesting, it ims wery
iutereating, when the prosecution was golug to 4o before
the ih'mdp JW, the prosecution went to prest paing, the
prosscution savw to 1t dm with vsing the pover of the
Court to aer te Lt that Sussn Atkins was draught to the
:#ﬁﬁiﬁtg of Hr, Cedalinrg, she was brought to the ;ﬁt;icht

rtaugmiém uged that tape retording as ih_-_y aaw fi%,
taking what they wishéd to use st the Grand Jury, ot

They bad this tape. m;- had thess gmcim

But t‘mm VRN 0O tapt mmwi; wade of Linds

xw, that way for us in this courtcoom, hd
mu wy & Mimm Teason, wi NgEest, why ﬂnr& L T

S —— s R 8 e = o st

i that ﬁm& Ahe came to thiw couriroem thers would bk e

| ey of iwmhiu het; Ko way, Necause the coly n;r o 4 |

m just gives it erelly thek way, thers {x ne tape. |
The pxomut&an um‘: Eoing ©n ler Geppes whet |

- ~CieloDAVE COMARTHTVES
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6=2 | _ ‘:hapgehed with S‘erg”euar;t Gutierrez and Diswme Bluestein
L '_ t when he ;suggésit_ed to hex. that 'uhé vould go to the .ﬁaa‘
. 4 : chamber if she didn't give answers that they wanted
‘ | involving getting the No, L mat, '

Sexgeant Gutierrez, vho is stil'l part of this
investigation, he hovered around Linda Kasabian just like

a 'glové. The same Sergeant Gutien::rez who told Dianne

o

Bluesteiu "You know who we w:n.t v
And so, we have every reason to believe that
- | similar language was used and similar conduct was uged in
?."‘ cotinection with Linda Kasabian. |

And what 1s the acid proof - if I. may, forgive

S m

. - | the exprgssion in this case, using that terni - the acid
' 8
. S proof is f:he fact that there was no statement recorded of

" Linda I.{.asabiam

“ . And it is very, very gignificant and it iz
T very 1mpo:tant when ve consider the doctrineof possible
i inneence ag far as Mr, Mangon is toncerned. : :

‘ag . } And along thtt ling, Patricia Krenwinkel ia
: 20 testifying at page 23, 926 in Volume 185.

Te ' o S ' And again, there is the matter of circumetances.

- Law iejnfoz:ée’mént; in this _éé@ty wag ol to get :Charie.g. :

25 Manson. There ig no guestion about it from the August ‘

- -é_fl 16th xai;d; There is no queation abbut; it from teatimny i

. B here in cmn:t by the police o;Eficers, the prosecut:f.on B
. 25

Fr oemaira i My e m me

" mm witnesses.
98 ’
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times a day, every day, and they would come up and’

“would always be trying to ‘find Charlie, asking us

27,302

And this is veferring to the vaid:
"And he weighed about what he veighs
now, some 130 or 140 pounds?

"Yes

"Did you hear any statements to the

Manson Y oor something like ‘that?

'"That f& what the police always say

>

Y am askmg about this occasion,.
. "Yeg,

'"They came’ up and they said, 'ﬁhere

19 Mr. Mansan‘z We haVe got to get Mr. Manson,
: He have gOt to get Charlie, Where is Charlie?’

~ "'Hey, I bave got him. He is over .
here.' ‘ " , ‘ |
| "me know, :Lt wag just mass =~ all you
would hear would- be his name. And besides, evérybody
else i3 spe.akj.ng, and just like I say, it was about

"ind before August the 16th, 1969 did
the police come there on occasions locking for

Charles Hanson?'

"They came up at Ieast two or three

they would just be searching and looking, and th.e,y

| effect that 'We want to get Manson' or 'Charles R

“CieloDHVe.COmARCHIVES
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"about Charlie.

., you know, like watching some of the gizls.

- that? And vhere did you get that" Did you s:tea].
' ";‘that over thexe.

- oxdex to6 be there to see the police because they

A8 |

0r they would come up énd just be. 1ooking s

: ”They wnuld pull Jover, you knbw, Just ' P
constant 'Where is your ID?' Wheie is this and

"And you knnw, jnst cOnsf:ant you know.
MWe always had to have somehody around in

were glways there making their rounds.!

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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Ga~1 - So, Again, what we have to consider in connec~
.| tion with i:he possible innocence of Mr, Manson is the over~
whelming pressure on the part of law enforcement to juat

,get a convietion of Mr. Manson ::egardless of what.

I don't knpow if any of us have lad the experi- i

ence of sometime wanting to get a prosecution. I am sure !

[¢]

that - alI of us ‘have had the occasion when we go to &
poI:l;ce station , and people. who practice law know it fmm
experience » We g0 to a police station, a wife says that

5o | & busband 1s doing this and that which may hurt somebody,

| OF & man, says that his wife is doisig this or that where

15 | SOmeOHnE may get huart, and they WOIL t even take & report.
43 You go to ﬁhe Van Nuys Police Station and-they

. ' o s&y if it 1s a domesti.c matter, lef: the divorce c:c:n.n:t'q et

o the civil courts handle it, They won't even take & report.

w | T-hey say we are afrald that one of the witnesses

47 | MRy back out.

18 ‘ When you ask them, when you interrogate the mn, i

the watch comander, yois. gay: But officer, this woman 1s
iable to.be killed.

19 |
. 20,

- He pays: 1 am sorry‘ We have had so much o '
experience with people backing out. and refusing to prose-
p::3
. paper vork. _

. C g - And we know what happens: We :read it in tfm

i
H
|
l
H
!
cute .that we just don't want to waste our time on this :
. - . 2
|
|
'3:2_65 . Paper- And the police wOn*t do anythi.ng |

(AekiDFVe KTﬂjFﬂTﬂ;s
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_ 'Why? Becauseé In those cages there is no "police
o j;ntefesi‘t‘in getting ‘th’h‘t prosecution. There is no police
o - N ‘iﬂntéresg;i., - | o
o . And .s0 they say, Let them :Eight_it out.. ‘Iﬁey 1
deserve ‘to kill each other. . _ : | o

———

You get those kinds of statements when you .

]

try to get someone just to teke a report: just to take a
xepo::_t; go that you qould take it to the City A.t:t:orneyvctr
-fhé 'Distii::[ct Attorney. Without those reports, the b‘i.st_:ri:ct
. Att:orney and the City Attorney won 't act. |
So, the 1mpqrtant thing to conglder is: Is

this thati kind of Law- enforcement? Qr ip this just the

5 |

T

opposite? IS‘ this the kind of law enforcement where gome=
" 13

. L 14 body wants a particuiar result, come what may?

sl And we say, in cﬁnnectidn with the possible

‘innocence of Mr. Manson, these are the kinda of things

that perhaps should be _conisidered in determining whether or

n
18 [ not the penalty shonl& he one way or the other. - ‘
1; THE ‘COURT: We will take. our recess at this ;time.

e . ' Lad:[ea and gentlemen; do not converge with

L1

anyone or form or express any opinion vegarding penalty
until that questitm is. finally submitted to you.

21

. The Court wﬂl fetess :Eor 15 minutes.

7 fla. wl® '(Race’sm.i N

o B - ‘ |

“':213 . . ‘ | ‘

-
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| a.bowb that that would malc_e ws think that she is Helling

remorse.

— — y -

TﬁE éOERE- All parties are present except Fr. ﬁanson.

All counael angd all Jurors are present._

You may continue. ’
mR KANAREK: Yes, thank-#ou yﬁur Honor.
Y am sure. thai sll cf‘us will recall a most ’
unusual statemeﬁt which oecurred when Mr‘ Bugliosi was ;
quest;onipg Patricia Krenwinkel, Page 23,958.
' He asked her; he 5aild:
| Vhre you willing to suffer the death
perialty for the murdérs ybﬁ'have-committed?*
| And the answer 1s yes. |

That simple question and answer ceonjures §§=-4

rJ

ﬁonjﬁﬁés up guestions such &s is this any insight ;n%o whether
or ndt Patricls Krenwinkel is telling the truth?

Because this is & very ~- this is a very candid

type of anawer, it cartainly is not ~-'there is nothing

anything_hut the truth

The praseﬂution haa dwelt aupon this aspeet or"

Now I suppose when S suppose when.aomeone is ;
accused er murder, if that person takes the witness stand '
and gives a show and lets the tears dnop? is this genuine . |
remorse from the prosecubion's standpoint? ~ Is ¢his ﬁhe.kind.é
of thing that is -- that 1s the state of ind that says; ;
“Hell, therefore we ghould give that person his.or_her 1ize |

)

" CieloDfive.com ARCHIVES
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.| theén it 13 important.

| #ot so mmch for- that particular Issue of shall Patricia | ;

‘Charles Manson is flesh and blood like all of us and when

-ﬁanson again after this ¢ourtroom? When? When will she

pecause tﬁeylare showlng remorse’?
' Well, that is part of the absolute diseretion |
that the Jury-has. If the jury feels that-this is important,

We are suggesting that It pe eonsidered now,

‘Krenwinkél be given 1ife or not, but it is important because |

1t gives an 1nsight into Patricla Krenwinkel on the witness

st&nd. oL . . _ ' . B
Al l Becausé what we have, the raw material we have

in- the courtrcom is ‘evidence. T

He have exiribits and we have testimony and we

have things like that that we have to work with, and we -

thik thit that statement is indicative of the fact that

thiB s@rl ig telling the truth.

She 1s Just telling It that wayr

, The'prosecution is ~going to say, "Well, she 1s
doing ﬁhis for Charlea-mhnson "
Let's face it, Qharlea HManson 48 not a delty.

e o e s e e e —

will Patpicias Krenwinkel in her lifetime ever see Charles i

If the jury gives life in the exercise of its
sbsolute discretion to My, Manson, he will be in ome part of
the State of California, in the kind of custody thab is more

{
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than 24 hﬁurs, Jetts say 37 hours per day, Bo t0 speaks

" |king of custody,

. fné Patricia Krenwinkel Bhe ia going to be
bwer'hgr_;prqbably in Corona, the‘Califarnia Tnstitution -

For Wbmen;that is Just south of the San Bernardine Freeway,

|not far from.romonaf THat i mhere she will be.

B[O -~ - 80y - there is nﬁthiﬂg -~ Ghere is

an inﬂex some kind of'an‘inkling as to whetheér or not she
'is telling the trui:h it is ‘bhere for us’ to comsider.
Becansa if Batrici& Krenwinkel is telling the

“'m}trﬁthﬁ th&n,-@f course ~- of course not only Hr, Hsnson: is

Just possibly innoceﬁt he is innocent.

) ‘ In.human affairs, and so fcrﬁh we cannot gﬁt
-~ we cannot get that absolnte certaiﬁty, Very rarely can
he geb that absalute-certainty.

, Ané we knqw that people of ﬂifférent religioua
eonvictions hame had.much to say concerning capital

‘puniahment,‘

And.a theught that may be samething to consiﬁer

;hen we eonsider—life or death 1is & atatement ~~ this iﬁ
ot my stabement, but'I think it’is a statement worthy of
some consideration,_ | y | | ' -

But can wWe speak at all of absolute guilt
ther we know a0 much-abont social involvement #nd soctal
guiit and the camplexity of‘the unconseibus?

nothing exnept -— E mean from $hat standpoint, using it as

o ek S i P T i i
.

[ S,

- ot - e ras m e mer
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22 .

- Can we speak at all of absolute gullt when we
know 6 imch about social involvement and soelal guilt and

the complexity of the uticonsclous?

The same way that we camnot.tell -- we cannot
tell whethey Patricla Kremwinkel 1s telling absolute truth

fthere, we certainly now, we certainly know that Linda

| Kagagblan has lled or that witness stand.

' We know dPhab.
It's -— 4t*s just the bare typing on the page

tells us that in connsebion, for insténae, vwith the $S;ﬁﬁom

And s0 when we have the irreversihie ides of
ﬂeath.before us, we nust ﬁhink in $erms of absolube guilt,
is we look at Charles maason, is our desire to

ki1il Chérles Fanson, is that a desire on the part of some

- of ug - faybe to think that maybe this will wipe away our

responsibility,

e

t
'

. Whatever it may be, our collective responsibility‘

in the people that we elect to publie office and in the
people that do whaﬁ they dofin~puhlic 1ife, is this 3 way

‘$hat we. can somehow or'qther rationaliza what our :

Arespansihility may he?

Now, 1% is true, and of‘course that 1s one thing
ahout:’ California, Calirornia is sort of ‘a melting pot.
We have peaple here from all over everywhere, _

And it is true that Hr, Hanson's early life was

in other states and we -- whatever our systems may be or

i

|

|

1
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o1 governments involved,

'have ’been in the past, in Calii‘o:-nia, when we spegk
collectivély we mean we are sPeaking of the environment*
we are speaking of whatever M. Henson wWas auhmitteﬁ tof'
Now the record here, the prbseéntion —~7desgiﬁe
the fact the Attorney General of the Uniteqd States Mp.
HMitchell, for~30me resson -~ )
. ME. BUGLIOSI: I f.;b.jeei;,t he 1s starting to qucte whaﬁ
other people say about the death.penalty.
MR KANAREK: I am not talking ahout the dea.th
penalty, your Honar. -
THE CQURT: Go ahead
I&R KAIWAREK~ Whaf: we are speaking of 18 his refusal '

to open up the records.|

- What reason can there be for not opening up the

revopds of Charles Manson s¢ that the complete file on his

backgroundﬂwhile he was in federal custody could be before
us? o _

I am sure it hgs nothing to do with any kind
of international affair of any type,

There are no treaties 1nvblred, ne foreign

It is an 1nd1cation of how sometimes, of how
somet nes _government ia arhitraﬁy. ‘ A‘ ) j'
' Qf how sometimes people-in authority ugse -
authority arbitrarily, gapriciously, Just because th&y have

the authority to do if, just because the power is there, the .

CieloDrive.COmMARCH IVES
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naked power is used, and it is used in & mean, in a yxa;,_r.f' ‘

that there 1s no rhyme or reason for 1t. .

. 2 :
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i

But in any event, Mr. Mitchell has said that *

we can't have the complete file on Mr. Manson.

" But we do Jknow, and it is in ?this record ==
it is in »ij:hi‘s record =~ that from a very tender -aée -
from a very tender a_-ge ~= and really, what Mr. Bugliosi

said, he mentioned gomething about that, we are going to

be begging for ‘the lives of iéhesé defendants. Wel‘,l,A L

think what we are begging for is really our own consclence.
What: we a‘re begging for is out owm peace of mind.

. When we allow Mr, Mangson to live, what we are

doing is we are glving solace to ourselves. What we are
| begging for is thet for all of us in this courtroom who
 don't happen to have had the misfortune of some kind of a

background here ig a person, at the age of eight years, ‘

he ;Ls thrown into a reform school at the @ge of eightz .
I dqg £ knog how wrong you can bgz at the age of eight,

but 70 matter what yoﬁ) have dbne' at eight, there 1s no,

‘abaolutely no; excuse for thé happenings occurring Which '

happened to Mr.- Hanson. -
' -We have fuiids for all kinds of adventures :Ln

| a1 k:!.nds qf places. -

Mr. Manson :Ls present}.y, let's say, 35 or 36

y‘éaf.s" old. ‘I'-ake away eight yearas. That would be about
28 years ago. ' |

So, that isn't any prehistoric era.
'Obviously hig parents, for whatever their

CieloDrive COmM AR CHTVES
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‘| 1 mean, éure., He may h‘gvé éb;;:le;'mé who 1s bilologically his

| mother, but it takes more to being & mother and father
13 ‘ : g :

27, 313

purpose way have been, he was tumed 1aose, i wherever it
may be, among pecple in comun:tties, and the record |
| teveals from Mi. Barrett's testimony, he was io the

| St-a;t;es“of West Vi.rgiﬁélfa » around Wa'shington s Da€., maybe

amund' Ohio, maybe around Chicago. And he was -séx_;t;" to a

L -

And B0, Mr. Mmson doesn’t have any family to

PO UG

come here like Patricia Krenwinkel has or Leslie Van Houten
has. He h&s fio family to come here to tegtify.
' Because biological pa:_:e;tthoqd is one thing.

father and he may have someone who is biologlcally his

than just being the physical parents..

‘With this_kiﬁd of a background, Mr. Mansom,
for all intents and purposes, E‘iéd no parents. ' . i

And so his ,parenﬁs., his family, is the
peniﬁentiary. The evidence isg ¢lear as to that,

The prosecution could put on all kinds of

evidence if they wanted to- c:oncerning Mi, Manson and whltevér -

{ have an exhibit here that shows that some years ago Mr,
Manson escaped. | | ‘ |

That :I.,s before you, That is 'aomething, 5
‘ 8uppoae, of all of the things that the prc)secution offered

e ——— e AL A A bep—

into evidence, that was it. ‘ They offered that into

CleIoDrlve.oom ARCHIVES
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»evi.dence.. .

yea‘::s for a $17 check. A
Mr. Manson ‘hag been in jail, the evidence

--::eveais., some 23 yeans of his life. So, you have great

“diffieulty in bringing the kind of people in that Mr.

Fii:zgérald was able to bring to this courtroom. He was

able. to bring Mr. and Mrs. Krepwinkel.

'\e can't do that for Charles Mansom. We have
to look at his backgrowid in other ways. We have to bring
in Mr. Barrett,

~° Let's lock at any child of ours, any child |
who mey; let’s say, at & tender age wént to a reform school.
- I am puxe that some of the ﬁeogle that run some
of these places, or at least have run them- in the past,

have not been as kind. to children ag they probably should

|be. But in &ny event, Mr. Mangon speént his formti«re

years in this kind of custody.

Now, Mr., Manson didn t have the background ox

| the 'bénefit of the background that these female defendants

-i:hat ate::before us bad, or that Mr. Watson, as the record
here xe;zeals that Mr. Watson had, who 1s mot before us.

|He is a -mett with a college education, He is a man with ’

some c¢ollege background. You cam infer that from this
record. Therefore, he graduated from high school.

Ag to the backgrounds of the female defendants

It is also before ns that Mr. Manson dld seven

-CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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here, certainly, we can say that each of them ig at 1east
& high school graduatea

' . 3 " . * And certainly in the case of Patricia Krenwinkel
. she has had some college; I believe. And Lesiie Van Houten {!
. had some post-high school background. _ ’
N ‘ Sa, we. have here a gituation, and the record
® ; will r.gveazl that from Mr. Barrett, we have a man who has
\ 5 | had ~= what has Mr. Mangon had? == third, fourth, fifth
5 | stade education. ‘
ol The record ;e'vé,ai'& here that Mr. Mansgom, at

u least mtil the time of this time that he went into

" cﬁstq_dy:'hem, we can in'fé.‘rv that his spell,ing, and 8o ‘fbr-t'h,
3 4 | 18 not what it should be, that his reading and writing
. - # are less than desirable, equivalent to whatever the third,
i | fourth or £ifth grade is, whatever educational level we

© want to pilck and say tﬁa-t he has. '

wl ’ S0, 1f we compare Mr. Manson with these
15 | defendante and look at his possible imnocence in commecr
e tion with AWhat he .did_ -~ after all, we are here, this
"oy, | indictment here is still before us, those ave the charges--

1%

~ ., |but when we look at what Mr. Manson did, would it be the
. " ,; |helght of barbarods type of conduet to kill Mr. Mansom,
gg | £O snuft out his life, when we look again at the equities, '

8b fls. 2 -when we’ speak of the abgolute discretion of the jury?

’26 - ’ . . Lo ) '
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ﬁe are nQW‘talking about‘human values, We

‘fcan pander o what ‘he ‘prosecution, to the monstirousness

that thg proseeuticn speaks abcut, We can pander to our
haéie motives, 1f we wish, and we gan execute Mr. Manson if

we wish, because this Is within %he absdiute discretlion of

| what we can do when we are‘on.ﬁhe_jurye

Is %this fittingg Is this fitting in this case?
) As wWe say, when we eompare-MrQ‘Manson wlth the
resﬁ,of_fheﬁe'defenﬂanﬁsw compare him with Ligda Kassblan,
Iinds Kasabian, look at her backgrbund, she came from a
broken 5ome it i3 true, but it appe&rs,that.she at 1eastA
had the"benefit of 4 mother who was somevhat stable. In
any'event, she has-her-cqmplete freedom‘ as we know, and "
this 1s~gﬁméthipg to think gboub. She 1s now going £ be
able tﬁ-faké‘care-of Tanya and her haﬁg and maybe livei
decently, and so forth, live confortably, because of this
very ease. ‘
_ Sa, on the relative merits of this, it wolld .
- Seem like alloﬂing Mr, Manson to live 1n the type of A
surrounding that he will live in, it is eertainly something
that dnean“t seem ﬁo‘he unreasonable. |
\ " We possibly ¢an ftake guidanee ~~ I don't know
if any ef us have h&d an oyportunity to watch how Judgas
operate in a eourtruqm — many timea . and Jawyers and
courts will certainly agree on this, I think -- tlhe Court
tries ho - let's sa&, fégge% a death sentence case, forget

o  r———
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.dea#hQ fo?get mupder, but let's say that three or four

delendants are arprested fqr“stéaliég.anugutémobilg. ind

let*s say thab fhey“are fbﬁpdgguilty, all of them are

guilty. &nd letts sﬂg that'durigg.the ienﬂeﬁcy of that

matter'-n an- aytomobile theftfis-not‘as sericus a8 murdepr
and 1% is. 5 ballable offense -+ 30. letts say that one of
those defenéants couldntt make ball,

‘ Let's say that b&il is $62S, and that one
defen&ant couldn’t make bail.andfhe was In custody pending
tha disposition of the matter for, let's say, three months.

.‘fhe court, many times ey the court doesn't

have te go it -~ the eourt in exercising its diaaretion

~w1thin ﬁhe sta$urﬂ‘has various. alternatives for stealing

an ‘automobile, Ineluding going to the State Prison, if the
Gourt WiSﬁBS o send a personAto the State Prison ~- ‘but
what ﬁhe Court many times will do in & case . like that will
try to equalize the sentence.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



10 |
| the people who are guilty.

11
12

13

o
T

i¢

17

18

18

20,

E
22
. B
%
2

.26

27,318

- niayhe e will serrtence the others to three months now."

" The Court will say, "Well, this man couldn T
make. ‘bail; thege other fboys were out on bail during the

nt:[re. pendeucy of the proceed:tnga, he spent three months
in jaiis . ' ’ .

"We will give him credit for time served and

- = ———

Something  like that. ‘
In othex Wbrds.-,.,‘it is a common prdctice «- it
is a »émén- practice in the criminal courts for judges

to try and make the result as equitable as possible among

_ And 1f we take fhat general that broad
' princ:!.pl’.e of the way judges operate, this 1s just am
inherent sense of ;Eairness. ‘
L£ the man haa been in jail, then - ;Eor a
'gertain period == and they are &ll guﬂt
I medn it i1s == It is just plain old common,
'aense. which tells us this is the way to look at it
So if we look at the equities in thig case,

.tb.e begging is that we give these people, and I'u speaking
now specifically of Mr. Manson, 1ife as opposed to death,
-because, first of all, there iz Linda Kasabian that we

b

have spoken of.
. We look at the background even as‘suming ;
fmatters conceruing Mr. Manson, this is the 1ogical stmsible,i |

! ratibnal mature approach to it because it is just mcredible ;

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES |
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-, |From Hr. Barrett, 1t sppeared ~- it would appear -- it
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| and knowing what an acc;mplic.e means, it ig fncredible that

13 the re&s‘bn may be‘, gnd I'm sure that each of the 1'awyersz

] ymi.

that one person who thé Gourt has defined as an accomplice,

one would get that kind of result by the happenstance of
what accurred in comnection with Linda Kassbian.

This would be grossly unfaiz, we suggest this
is something to consider -- that the jury congider im its

exercise Qf ftg absoliite discretion,

_ . Then we look and compgre Mr. Hanson and his
background with these gi;r:la.

T think these gixls haVe had the benefit of
some kind of a family influence upon then.

The fam}.l-y influence did not take, for whateﬁer

representing each Gf those girls wi'll digcuss that with.

But looking at it -~ looking at it -~ forgetttn,g
your own Iiving room digcussing it, it is just a reasonable

with all of i:hat which is attached to execution.

8o we Iook 4t the fact that Mr. Mansgon hus had

We ‘know £or instancE, it is in the record here i

is vertainly ressonable to infer that outside of these
evénts, if you step back and look at it, look at it Ifke

b
¢
{
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% ) whols bunch of people were arrested. cliey were released.

Ak o LY

and he did not nishehave tp the point tha-t‘anything was ==
" hig gonduct wag the best in terms -- except f.or the fact=+

~ look -at --‘%,‘," _* ORI AL {.',’ s

- bet therg were informers in that Spabn Ranch, pecple who

| hippies, ng in there and have them find out what is g&i.ng

PYS

from on top of Mount Baldy, exqepi:. for these events which
are very -- | |

‘ — We dre noﬁ trying to ru:x down the tragedy of
thege eventg, but: exceét. for these events, Mr. Mangon =~
we may approach what went bn at the Spahn Rauich, Here was
someone. tzﬁat ‘wa's ﬁ‘nﬁez police scrutiny on the outside

I see Mr. Bugliosi is snickering.
MR, BUGLIOSI: I object, your Honor, I am not
snickering. I object to that statement.
THE COURT: Let's proceed. .
R, KANABEI{ B;ht it 1g clear, look at ‘the pressure,

" 108

- o ' e L . 4 FI :
- Nene of us, 1 don't think, know anyone who was |
ever under closer pulice scrutiny thmi Mr. Hat;son w&s at the |

Spahn- Ranch ;Eor a peri.od of a cqupla o;E yeara.
Like we said beforg,s we Mpuld be wi,llj.ng to

mme in who Looked to, be hippies; that there was enforcement-
This is the way that law enforcement works;

they put undoubtedly people that -~ they have them look iike

an. . '. . e

' There is still 'notl:ii‘.ng‘ wrong came up, 80 when & |

T
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supervision of Mr. Burrett.

that he was doing anyz:hing that was vinlat:tve of anything
dnm connection with the federal courta.

21

‘ We axe mentioning this ‘be‘_tause" of the sbsolute
discretion of the jury in connection with péntlty.

Mr. M anson was under the - ms under the

He was unider the aupervisim of - the United
Stateg Probation and Parole Servj;ce.

‘He was there.

Except For these events there is no indication

. .
PR

5

-
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‘think of k¥, Hanson's conduct on the oubside, because the’
| 3ife im, as &L say, it 18 unbelievable to us.

would be, but it is almost 1mpossible to -~ almost impossibie |

to broach I den't wisk to e max I preface it by saying the

beeause thase eventa, we think at least as far as the

.have 6ecurrea except for the fact that those people {Lhemselve:

And when we Temembey the custody that he has heen *
in, He was accéused of stealing a ecar, accused of that $17
check, ‘ |

'Ddgs that have anything t6 do with this social

involverent so that the Jury iﬂ'the.exerciSe oflits

absdluﬁé discretion way glve Nr, Manson his life?

wa,‘the inferesting thing about Thls, when we
kind of‘custody he ls goling to be‘in‘for the rest of his
- I am sure we can gort of think about what it

to actually feel 1t.
The ‘fact 1s, and the suggestion 1. am.now going

prosecution is golug to éay thab ~— Whatever they are;going ;
to say. - ' - | ) E ‘
Buﬁ ds far as — now, this subjeet I am broaching |
|
Tate house 1s concerned, weuld not have occurred, would not |
4
were, using‘narcotics.

ﬂow the evidﬂnce is clear -- now, bthis 1s - {

something ~= that i& what I say# I dontt know what -- I

| kniow that the presegygion iﬂ.sgipg to say that Iam . !

demeaﬁing the filve people that passed away at the Tate home,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



[¢

10

T 18
%
15 |

a8

18

T

. éo;

2L

22

%%

2
g

- 986

275323

il

S s b

-

about. Steven Parent, probably 1 can aay that in his:

,conneetion.

faculties sbout us, we are eble to do certain things O

I am not demeaning bhem,
I am not demeaning these peo;:ie, and I don't
intend to demean them, but what we are saying is, in the

exercise of the Jury’s absolute diacretion-we think that
the iﬁxy e tpat all of ua‘sheula takg into account that
tﬁese'éwents.at the Tate house'probably wonld not havéa
oeéurré¢. , , ' - | )
. ) ‘That ‘is, these people, éssumiﬁé for the sake of
argument dertain things which we would“not belabor abouﬁ |
the knifings and ail of that. |

\, ‘ But for the faet that. these pecple that these
people, at least some cf them and probably a1l cf'them

were themselves engaged in a narcotic eépisode of seme type,

these events wouid not have taken place._

S XL ¥, Frykowski had.had &11 of his faculties.
If Abigail Fo;ger had hag all of her'xaeulties
If M, Sebring - Sharon Tate R don't know

But fbr'whatever it may be worth, for whatever
it may be worth, there could have been sohething done,

It doesnft mean —— 1t does not mean that anyone'

had.any right or-any pniyilega to kill anybody, hut
certainly 1f we think of it, if we have all of oup

whatever it might be, L P P

4
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Now, this is something %o consider because -—-

-because we really -— we really -- .

Because of the state of mind of Yhese defendants

and Linda Kasabian and the ackid which we suggest that she

was ﬁnder, we reélly don't know the trie events or the true

relationships,
*  Remember, there is in this evidence, and if ia
uncontroverted it is uncpntroverted and it is associated

with this aspect of possible innocenee that We have spokan

.Of-a ,f N

it 14 uricontroverted that Linda Kasabian had
ASOme —re ahe was burnt for $1‘000‘1n-eonﬁéction with the
purehase or some kind of nancoﬁic transaetion,

And Susan Atkins testified-about that in her

i | Boing to the Tate home,

"..wa,‘Linda Kasabian could have been questioned

by théiprosecutibn,pan& I'm sure we can infer that prlor

to the time that she took the wWitness stand people on the
prQ§EGut£Qn‘s side asked her about what Susan Atking had -
satd eoncefnigg this thousand dollar burning or this fact
that she had“soﬁe kind of an agsoelation at the Tate home

Anvolving the.narcotie purchase or whatever 1t may be.

S0 it is Juﬂt a circumstanee, a clrcumstance
that we have to eonsider in cdnnection with the possible
innocence of Mr, Manson, as well as loakipg_at‘the

equities of 1t for whatever that may be,

CieloDrive.COmARCHTVES
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. u ' The fact of the matter is becéuSe—pedﬁle ape —-
g.péop;e-are +-‘people~imbibé in ﬁhesé kinds of activities,
‘g anusnal nesﬁlts‘take place and we can think, for instanée,
4 |OF the place of Mr, Watson; gincé the 1last time we Spake'
5 | 5O you Hp. Wabson, it twrhs buﬁ=~4 1f turns oubt, it is clear
5 that‘ﬁr. Wataoﬁ.wés heavily engéged'in the narcotic¢ trafflc.
x%‘ ' The arount of naréétics that were there in.
¢ {lir. Sebring®s automobile, the narcoties that were found in
4 | the house there, it 1s not beyond bellef and it 1s certalnly
« | Fair inferén§e~§o make that somebody onAthose premises
'il:may have been deéling in narcoéics'at the Tate home,
‘:12=
13
|
s
1%
a7
i3
19.
a0 - .
?;_
: 2;..
2

o t—

4
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We dnn t have Mr. Watson here to find out if

. this is l:rue, or if thig is not true.

‘All we have ls a statement by the prosecui:ion

about & monstrosity, which it is, there is ng question

nbmxt it, that thege are horrible things.
But when we think of the evidence that is

l before ug .45 ta the nar.cptics on those premises, and dlso .

1 the fact. that Mr. Watson may well have - pilfered -- may

well have pilfered a large quantity of narcoticys.

He may have gone a:here very much with Lin,da
Kasabian in comnection with this burning, this thousand
dollars that was spoken of, and ‘congerning which the

'Prosecnt:[on chose not to :I:nterrogate Linda K&ﬂabiﬂn about.

When she ﬁ-nist}eﬁ here the prosecution was very
glad to see her Lleave without any questions, and go back,

the viewpo:lnts that the prosecuf:ion has. .
' _And when we " think aboht the various places

“'a‘.

Because it may well be -» it may well be that
My, Watson -~ there is regson to. == 'when we ‘look at that

Mr. Crowe was 'bu‘rnt:. Mr. Crowe made the
tzhreat thau we hai:e heard of in this courtyoom,

“~CieloDrivVe.COmARC HIVES
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9b-2 - 1‘ e It may well be that’ Hn Watson and Linda
o Kasabian hed some kind of a gripe, had gome kind of
, | ® feeling of unhappiness about ‘something that had taken

4 place.

5 | . When we look at the Bernard Crowe i.ncident,

. - this is one week later, o
=y o There 18 no reasph to expect i:bat if Mr. Watson |

- g | was engaged in narcotics mﬁte::s on August lst, 1969, that

) :-9" | he would mot ﬁbe engaged i.n them on August’ the 8th, 9th and

o | 10th, 1969, '*"=. o TR }u

a | And if we add to that if we add to th.lt the

- fact that L:i.nda Kasablan, drovg the car to Harbld True ‘s
- i 1 house, not knowing that Harold True no 1onger 13,ved there,,

. ;:'.y,-:m f“!’When 'we have all - L“fﬂf .~" RN e i
| ' le , And that algo invglves the narcotics, when we
16 ': look aié the Gary H.:f;nman house that ~-- ,
. “ " It 15 clear the :gcord shows - that there is

6 ‘evidence before us that Gary Hinman was engaged in marcoticsi
ol 1t appears that certainly there is some of this,
g | Some of this that goes in favor of our granting life to & -

T

© - 5| person who may bé, as we put it; and it is not just Beyc’md' {
| . | 2 | the reagonable dbubt, this Jia any possible doubt, any

| -2_3, '. possible 1nt;ocence. ’ ‘ _
#| - - There is no showing to us, and I'm sure it would|
. | o5 | be here --'the prosecution would have it here -- had Mr.

96 | Manson been involved in any kind of narcoties traffic.

~CieloDrive.COM ARC HIVE S




{a

" o

»
- 13
u
5
6
1 7T

1B |

20
i

2 -

23

24

25

27,328

. the penalty phase the progecution brought in evidence

| - that we have been =~ that have been brought to our

- eircumstances that did mot start -~ that did not start on

' had some kind of responsibility begioning with the political
| piggy in the kitchen there, and going on through to August

. subject mattzer which -~ which i3 subject matter that ve

Thexre 1s mio. ghowing of that. ‘
And this penalty phase, it's wide open. In

about Mr. Manson supposedly, in the Bernard Crowe matter
they brought in certain matters concerning other things

attention.

They di.d not bring anything showing Mz,
Mansoxx waa *epgaged in natrcotics.

A

'.i . As a matter of fact, == as 2 matter ;:tf fact it's
just the opposite. o o i

Thg evi.dence hare indicates ttut Mr. Mﬂnsou
disapprovéd of uhat were- c;lled downers, and disapproved
f e of =~ guns being ‘Broughﬁ e f:he :‘anch.

" So what. vwe have here bafore ue is a chain of

August the Bth 1969.

o ‘We have a chain of ecircumstances that appears
to have started earlier.

For whatever that might be worth it would
appeaxr -- it would sppear that Sysan Atking, Susan Atkins

the 10th. )
So these are all things that -- that bring up

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES



1 should think about in terms of what penalty should be

| invoked as to Mr. Mansom. ‘ '

3 This has to do with this, as to when did these
4 events really ~- vhen did these events really begi.n;.

5. : ) 'Page 23,789, the examination by the proisei:ution: _
6 { . fg Katié, what was your intent on the night
: 7 - of the Tate murders when you left the Spahn Ranah?
Y "A  What was my intent?
9 | : "Q Yes, what did you intend to do that
10 . night when you left Spahn Ranch, that {s, the night
n | S ' of the '-I‘atg murdefs, what was your sgtate of ﬁind?
2| "A I wasn't intending to do anything."
B .-- ‘ Then further om: .
. - 14, :‘ "4  When, then, did it become your intent
| s to commit murder?
10 £ls. 3 _ L .‘ o "A It never was my intent."”
18 |
1o |

.20
oo
22 |
'23. 1
. 20 [
';’ Coss

% |
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L vtriotmrm.

b1

q f’ KHWhen you Here atabbing\Ahigail Folger,
.,you.knew~you were killing‘her, right?

o ‘T knew I was killing her.

"q ' Iee?.n"s tell ?he truth now, Katie, | o
"A ) I am talling you the truth, - '
G . 411 right. .

"When did it hecome'yoﬁr iﬁtent to kill o
. these people? At what point in.time? ‘
) "a, There was never thab point in tine,
I wasih't thinking anythipg about-anythins I dida."
She says never.
‘Now, we ¢an think of that. &ﬁ she tellipg the
truth or is she not tﬁlling the truth?
Because 1f she is telling the truth at this
pdint; ;t means that Mr. Hanson should he alliowed to have .
at least possible iﬁﬁocenne, if she is telling thé trﬁtn.

And there is nothing - the presecution had an
opportuniby here with Linda Kasgbian in connection with-

sbme of these matters,she was back here, and.the_prosecution

choae not to ask her-one guestlon,.
Q : All right. When did it become

your intent to killl fthese people? Af what
- point in tine? - o '
A, There was never that point in_time.
: _I wasn'b thinking anythiug about anything I.did.

" You knew you were —- - : 4
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B

i It was just a reacticn. ‘
;-_‘"Q, | . You knew you ﬁéré st@bbipg‘? ;
4, Yes, I knew I was stabbing. B
It was Just a motlon, - E
e g . 'Did you in‘aend, to stab anyone }
when yeu left the Spahn Ranch’ that night? |
‘. ", - Ho.
vy When did 1t become jour intent

to start stabblng people? :

A, The minut‘e I - it would be -
‘ even i;hat is not the answer t.ﬁ ';y‘oizr q:uesﬁion s but
ail Lt is to see within a ’mbtion and reacting
%o _i.t:. I was with a woman. that was flghting me, -
I ha;ég.;a ¥nife n wy band. . That was it.. o
' :“*Q s You were Just killing her in self-
' defensﬁ were you, ‘Katie? =
N I am no‘b saying tha‘b You are." - |
.. . And theve 1 alittle insight.

.= ‘This gl#l - there 1s an opportunity, the

prosecution asks her 2 qnestion, and she had the power, at

that point, ta pay: Yes. 'Ie,sa we_ gq‘b into it, and I was i
Erying to fight for my life. Or something Like that.
. Bub she doesn*t. She doésn't. o
_ Sc, the interesting -{:hiz_:;;g-abodt it, the
inteneétir}g f:hing_ about It ia that the m@gr&ticﬁ of her

testimony with the physiecal evidenée, the stabbing, for

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES.
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integrate that with the medicsl testimony about her

‘some .kind of somebhihz or other £rom M. Manson, then, Of

:_l?-;: -

instance, fhe pleture. or pletures of Abigall Folger, if you

perseveration; it g clear that Mr. Manson is at least

possibly innccent., Because absent that kind of intent,

coursé, he 1z not responsible.

¢ b e ———
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And 13 1% coingidence that all of the homes

involvea here invélved narcoticﬁ?

. u” S Ewery ETOgs incident that is brought before us

here, everyone mann&rd Crowe, Gary H¢nman, La Pianca and
Tate, involvea narcotiesj involvcd dangerous drugs,
1nvolved LSD or 8IP, mariguana. Each one of Those homes.

_ Thie La Blanca home turned out %0 be fhe scene
of tragedy because Haﬁpld True wasn'b homé. He wasn't |
'iiving there any rore, and Linda Kasablian didn't know that
whety she drove thexe with Hr, Wabson, She didn’t know that
Harold True wasn't taere.. ‘

Is taiu coincidence? Is thls coincldence that

| each of these events involved sometnipg goncerning nar-

covies?

Dae“ th&t fact, the fact that gach of them

1nvolves narcatica, aomehow or ather, is that in favor of

*he pcssible innocence of Lip, Ianson?

Egpeelally in view of the large voild, the big

_gap, the Grand Canyon in this trigl bedause of the lack of

the presence of Kr. Watsﬁg and what part he played.

| ' nr. Watson is a forcefulg stfong, dynamie-
pérqon. He is no puppy qaog, as we ean see from the Bernard
Creye inci&ent. .
‘ Roﬁ, herevwe‘get to a place where really words,
what we have spoken of, thé fact that words somehow 3u§t

cannot éonvey the entire situation,

USSP U S —

e+ o g e s = el s
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13|

When the prosecution asks:
L S 'Why did you write the words
'Death to Plgs! in blood on the living room

-'wall then?
ap, © I don't know, It was just
written,
"0 " ‘Why did yéu write these partlcu-

lar words 'Death to Pigs!'? |
MPPE COURT; What was the aﬁsﬁér? )
. "MIEE BEPOBTER4 I don*t ﬁnﬁw. It was
just writtpn.z,~
“Q Why diﬂ you Hrite those parbicular

words, - tdeath to plgs'™  You didn't think they

were pigs?

Lo :1: don' krow. Maybe they Just

A'came to bhought because I ¥now *political

plgey' had. been written, too. -

"It is.ail’&gsﬁ'ﬁrcm & thoughf that
amongst ’ourselveis had beeén passed. Where it
came from ;ﬁ'it was Just there.

g - Yhy did you write the word op

.prinu the word ‘*helter skeltef* in blood on the

refrigerator door?
A . Idon't know. I Just put it

there.

"g Pardoii?

- e ke e

£ .
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WOLa?

L7 W I said I don*t know, I'duét_put
it there. o '
a3 Why ﬁid you chosse that paréieular
s, T aldn't think about it. I just
wrote it(’ | S

"R ‘ I ¥Xnow you wrote 1t, bub why did

. you write that parﬁieuiar-word tHelter Skelter??

>

"A - I don't know. It was just ih my

" head, I guess.

g What aboub the word 'Rise,’

(p-lsgee? Howchme you printed that word iIn blood

on ﬁhe living.room.wa1l2

:-- g, I'don't know th any of those .

vwords were ﬁribten,

' e You are the one that wrote them,
-I!;Eisgﬁt‘? o ‘ ‘
S | Yes. _

g You don's deny that?

L Ng; o

nQ . You phinted those words in bloodj
is that corréétﬁ

i Yes.

g Wheneiqid you gét the blood?

WA, OFff the man's stomach."

And;ao forth..

CieloDrivecOmARCHIVES
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10b-1 . ' - Ndw if you take the kind of influence that
’ 2| LSD, acid, has upon people, and L you take the fact that
’ : . I on ‘Auguat the 4th Mr. Beausoleil had been arxested, you

take the fact that these peo;:le -1- there is no question
3 about it =+ had discussed getting Bébby Beausoleil out of < |
jail, how to get Bobby Beausoleil out of jail, if you take
all of that and you put ;a peréon' in #n emotional situation

i

like she was confronted with when she came In there and

. saw Mr. Watson, it is in the context of thowe surroundings

4]
&

o and in the context of the medical testimony that what we

o | see and hear in this testimony 1s not unreasonuble.

' o { Does it point to the possible innocence of Mr,

] Man‘scm‘l' 'Did Mr. Manson have anything to do with this?
9 “ :ﬁ ‘This is the question thaf we have.

BV . Did Mr. Manson have anything to do -- don't

6 | forget, at the same time, Danny DeGarlo was there, all these
” :" other people were at the ranch. 'Is there some reason why

18 Mr. Watson did what he did?

w | Like ve have said, Linda Kasabisn grudgingly,
| o | in the penalty phase, tells us that maybe it is possible

I

' ,, | Mr. Watson had some speed the second night. And the

'22 - prosecution doesn't ask any questions of him.

s | . Then we get to this statement: -
"o - g Do you have any remorse for these
' ‘.25 | | : murders that you comitted? |
' % | ' HA I don't even know what the word means.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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0b-2 7 "q Well, do you have any sorrow for having
‘ murdered these people? ‘

3 No.
41 “Q You feel you did the right thing; 18 .
5 that correct? |
| 6 : . ( . f!A "It wag the right thing, yes.
: , - N i) And you still feel it weis right; is
Y ”that correct? R '
‘ 5 | ‘ "a Itwaf righi; then, yes.' _ .“'*’:
ib " R+ Y;::u"~'.st:lfll: feel it 18 xightl;. is that
‘1 | gorréct? U 't‘ B
2| A  Uh-hub. | |
| | Now, 15 that girl telling us the truth? Is
. .~ 14 | there any reason to belleve, is there any reason to bhelieve _' (
| 15 | that she is not, that she is lying to us about her atate
16| of mind? |
11 . - The reason that: 1s significant, again, 1s

B | ,because it 18 an ingredient by means of which we can
16 | test whether or not she is telling the truth in other
% |. respects. . .

ol : ) It is a homible thing to think mbout, and it.

IR ’ may not agree with what our thinking might be, bun she .‘Ll
o 23 | telling it the way it is‘ That is what is signif:tcl.uti
" m : : o Linda Kagabian comes to this courtroom and she
@ = | sives this lip service, this kind of statement, the kind

g - G . t .
2% | of statements Fhet ..:ar:e‘ pelf serving. She came to this

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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 courtroom and told us things that were for her own self

[ when you comipare it, one part of it with another part of
4it, for instance, how that $5,000 was dragged out of her,
it had 6 be 1iterally pulled out of her like a dentisr:

"comi:ng out: bgcmsé she knew -~ she knew - J:hat her testimony

. N
- - . Y, oLt f

2

5 |

2 |

interest.,
' The only way you could get Linda Kasabian to
tell the ‘truth is when you corner her.
| We went through the transcript. 1 aml su:ée |
that we all remember. _

- On direct examination -~ i:hat is when we gpoke

before -- and wheri you compare Linda Kasabian's testimony, - |

yanks a tooth. .

1t didan't come out in the direct examination of
her. Tt didn't ecome out until well in her cross-examina- |
ti-on, And then it came out grudgingly.

" She adigl eve:rything she could to keep it from

bad t9 ?e ] c&rtain way.

l

' LR A 3
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- 10e-1 And if we look at the equities of it, what
- 'z | about all the burglaries? | ‘
. o 3 | Evary tir‘tne that Linda Kasgblan entered a home,
. | every time that ghe went and did her creepy crawling, that
s | was a burélary. SRR ‘
6 | w ‘Ithe &5 000, th&t'a \‘us & f;heft. fThat is grand
o 7 thet. R R .
. ! 8 S Nobody évé;:a‘i:aik;':about én'y ﬁdssﬁ:ﬂity of
9 anybody filing any charges ‘on, hg*r “For that.
" ‘-:;o'»' - . the crime that that girl has comitted in

1 | copnection with these suppogsed -+ that is, the Tate-

1z { La Bianca matters, and the ¢ollateral and direct, and
B o whatever way you want to térm it, 8o far as these events
; . 1.;"; are concerned, the crimes that that girl has committed,
. 15 they are beyond number.
6 ] - : And she has sbsolute complete, 100 percent

p | dommity.. | | | |
| B Does tha:: have any significaiice? Does that
1 | - have any siguificance in agsessing the penalty in this

20 case? Doesn't it?

an

o2 | ' o It would geem like it should have some bearing
22 | when we weigh the equities between 1life and death as to

B |- Mr. Manson.

| 3 . Now, page 23,805. A question by Mr.
. © o | Bugliosi. A L | , “
2% | ; "y  Now, none of you girls, either Linda or

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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12

"vourself, Leslie or Sadie, reached any firm
agreement, did you, to kill other people in
, order to try and clear Bobby Beausoleil?
"A  No, it was just: 2 thought " |
. Now, we have seen from the medical testimony

" how the effect of LSD-Ls upon peaple, ev:l.dently, from what

these doctors te11 us,
’ She could have said at that point, she could

have sa‘ld 1nstea.d*’ of "Nd, 1t was just & thought," she

‘could have made up:a story. She could have piade up 4 '

Linda Kasabian-type of story where Linda tells us that-
‘she left the Spahn Ranch bec:aus,e. _a}he wa's 8o scared., She

© wasg izt}:erly and 'ébsolutely just so scared, petrified. That

is why she ran away.
But we know she ran away because ghe was

{involved in killing these people. That is why. That is

why Linda Kasabian left the Spahn Ranch.

Linda Kasabian wasp't candid like that.
Katie Krenwipkel says, "No, it was just a

and telling ud about a big artificial conference.
She could have said a l,ot of things at that
poi.nt' that we sat around nnd we decided this and that

amd the other thing.
But, no, she told you the way it was, which

ig probably exactly the way it happened. Because of

" CieloDrive.COmARCHTVES,
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whatever effest these chemlcals have upon people's minds,
_happen that are unexplained.

- a courtroom absolutely 100 percent determine thege events,

| and that 1is why the law wisély-provides,~&t the penalty

~ innocence, then, in our abéalute discretion, the bringing

- == without numbering them I, 2, 3, 4, 5 ~~ where there is

and the reault was life,_

6 |

ot |,

vhatever it may be, some points, some things begin to

The doctors indicated that we can't here in .

phage,>for‘possib1e innocence, because Lf there is posgible

in of a death type of result\wavcouid gay cerfainly would
be improper. E | K
But let's go one step fuxthex.

We certainly can’ say that we know of situations

no qpestion, thare 18 no quest10n that someone murdered

I : S O

1

LT ‘_”j‘%
Py
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)

Wi¥hout naming any of the cases we all know .

that there ape situations vhere there is absolutely no

o question, after the first~degree murder conviction nomes in,

that~the defendant did.it. And there are people who have
been given.life in that gontext.

. ' Tne reason that there 1s no guestion 18 because
it haﬁpgﬁg where there are actual eye witnesses who ‘are not
defendants., ‘

‘A liguor store is held up. Someone is killed.

One of the ﬁxamples that ¥r, Bugliosi speaka about. A

A person da killed. It ig fivst-

1iquor store is held up.

' degrae felony murder..

are
And there/, as ve know, many, nany situations of

that type, whera the person comes from & certain background,
ox whatever 4% may be, and'there is itfe,

- As a matter of faet, the Districet ﬂﬁtonney
Adoesn?t even ask for death in some of those situations.

-But those are not publicized cases. Those are

: cagés‘which'ame cases that have the benefit of going through

the conrt without all the_abtehd&ﬁt‘puﬁlicity.
~ And in.tﬁose césés there ig no qnﬁsﬁion, not
only .48 the person‘guilty, put the person is the aetual
one who aza the killing.
So, certainly, in this case& where there is no
question that Hr, Manson,; ma question.about it, that
Hr. Manson had nothing to de With, in fact, causing the

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES :
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i

death of any of these people, wlelding any knife, wielding

any gun, aﬂdiwe have these various matbers that we are

speaking qf—&onceﬁnipg'pbssible innocence, then it would

seem'liké ~— i would seen like --this reguestlthat we have
far 5 1ife sentence 18 ame thab is reasonable.
_ After she s ayp "o, it was Just a thought,”
Mr, Bugliosi says:
' ng You a1 telked sbout 1t, as T
understand 1t? Is tnaﬁ correct?
g, Jes. We falked about many
thinﬂs.“ . ,
II’owa 1r ‘ghe was Qu$ Just: to help Charles Mansén
by testimony, Just to utter words ‘that would help him, the

way Linda Kasabian was there just uttering words to help the

-prosecution and make sverything shipshapé, instead of saying,

"Yes, we talked aboubt many things " she would say there was .
a plan, this is what we dtd."
g I understand.that But did you
“galk aort of in, ggneral terms, conversational
‘matter about ‘what to do about Bobby Beausoleil?
"4, Yes.
_ s *“a : And aid the ﬁhought come up that
3perhaps kiiling other~peop1e wight persuade the
. police they had the wrong man?"
This is. Mr; ‘Bugliosi asking the qnestions.
3 Ibs.

. m—— ——

i

+

CielbDrlve.oommcmvEs -



27,344

T Tup e _ 'Bobby Beausoleil, that 1s?

"lo response.)

‘ ‘ gl g . HNone of you ever reached any

firm understanding or agreement that is what

you were going to dojy ls that correct; go ouﬁ

"and ki1l other people?
P TCITS S And the homicides B the Tate

residence ari&, the La Bianca r.es:};'de"zzce had nothling
oy " %o do, did they, with trying to get Bobby
Begusolell out of Jail? .. '

©o 4
ny o Well, it s hard to explain. It

o
L 13

- 18 just the thought, and the thought came to be."

-16
i

18

s

R

L1 ]
'

.2

.
A i e e

&3
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‘ " that we have been given by these four doctors.

-»"1‘3 {
.' B

35

o1 |

' And if we think of the medical testimony of
these dqct';.,ors and whdt thé.y say the E‘SD does, the efect
it has upon people, thie kind of answer ’1ﬁvolv1ng the
word "thought" certsinly »coincidesv with this approach

- 1Q When 'y;ou gdt'theré,, got inside . the
house, what was your state of mind when you -saﬁ
.Tex standing there near two pecple, oneé of whom
" was tied up? Did you think anything about it?
"A No. Nc}, you just ,—look at it. It
| .ifs" hard to -say." You l:!._ve-with d thought, and.
all it is, you know; everything is just ﬁefﬁxe'yuu.
. "Q  You wexe not,surbfise&? ‘
YA Sui:pﬂaed? iet, it could be a #urpri,se.
"0 Did &ou ask Tex what was going on?
. "A  No. . | |
"Q Did -he tell you what waﬁ going on?
"A No. I 8
"G  Did he say snything at all?
nA I don't know. I don't remember if he __
wAs gaying n:‘xything.l He could have been, ' |

Q  Manson vasn't thetre, was he?

%4 No, . )
'Q Hansonﬁwam"t in that car, was he?‘_
"A . No. | '

"q -, Are you afrsid of Mr, Memson? You aré

o,

L
Y
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13 |

i ol

“not afraid of him, are you? .
. "A -  No."

Now, why, if & person takes the witness stand
anél says that they are willing =~ when Mr. Bugliosi‘ asks
.concerning the death sentence and she said she ig willing
to .submit; to the death verdict, the death result, why is
it that ahe would be afraid of Mr. Manson? Even in the

| context of this?

Whet can Mr. Manson do to her? What is he
‘going to do to her? | |

I mean, we haVe got to realize that Mr., Manson
is not the Sven,gali tha.i: Mr. Caballero suggested in his
recm;ding wit‘h Susm Atkins.

',j P[e told Susan Atkins what the prosecution 8
vieWpoint wass - You remgmbcru R:.ght thexe at the end of
his intexview on December the 14th 1969. He said gomething |
to the effect: Ve’ are gpiﬁg to get that svéngali.

But Mr, Manson is not a Svengali,
I mean, he Bay be a‘n ‘unusual type of persom,
he may be whatever his background is ~-- he spent time

'A-i'n ¢cugtody and all of that -- but there is no reason,

no reagon in the world, to expect or to believe that Mr.

‘ | Manson is anything but just & guy who weighs a hundred and
1Ll flme

25

40 pounds whio likes girls.

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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faz-x - ] That 4s sbout the way it is. Wr, Nanson has had

_ B . gqulte a share of trouble because of the fa&t that he likes

. R _giris, S - v i
His t;o@;es- pro.p'ablx fevolve around that Ap!ld

anﬁiént feeiipg thaﬁvmen'ﬁave for yoﬁen? and theSe.girls-go

out, Susan Atkinz g@e.s out, writes "political plggy ,‘5 and

i’

when shie wrote that po:l.:ltical p:tggy, she had had a long,

jong h:l.story of whatever her i‘eelings were, long before she
'met M. Hanson. ' ’
ol When she left her home 111 Northern Galii‘oamia

g} anéL w’ent to San ,E‘ranei...ea and whatever she did she had
” 'ﬁhese attltudes and she ‘had these feelings and when she

" wrote politie&l piggy on th,ere, she was exercising her own -

¥ u 1dea whiql:; , which haaﬁ snowballed, by virtue of these tragic
. " events into —- into our belng iﬁ'th-is- courtroom right now, .

e Bat z‘.ﬁr. Manson -~ Hr, Manson may have -- _there

1 | ey be some kind of -~ whatever it may be, whatever his way

. | PPY be with these girls, but certaialy, certainly ~- let's

o | PUE it this ':ﬁayt | S

| '."éiais race war, this ‘pace war approach that the
. : . r&rééecution has suggested, is there anything here, is there
| anyf;hing; here concerning that that shows that i, Manson

2 started 11:'2 . g ' o

" Because the start was the political p.iée;y at

: ‘ 25 the Hinman home,: that is where the start was,

Susan Atkins felt that way towa.rds Gary Hinman

26

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES.



™

10

11

12

1B

17

.18

19
20;

21

2]

2

- 24

25

-2

. 27,348

] reveals that she felt, ixg&esaj that he dealt in bad dope or

| that is Just thuck full of inyestigators.

14

bnohabiy'becéuse of.&ohe_doye.si%uation. .The'record

something Like thab, or she felt he dealt in bad dope.
"Héfhaé-certain‘charagberlstics that she felt

i
i

she dld not like htﬁ; so She wrote “po@ibieal p;ggfﬁ on the . i
wall, . ' | ‘ '

- Now, if we are going to haye & race war concept,

'prosecution.end of - this thing, we are dealing with people

!

t

8

!

!

and we are dealing with very sophisticated people on the o
.

|

that are very smart, there is na qnestion.about it, they are
very smarb and they have get the manpowe?r to go out there, -

They have a’building.across here on-Spring Stteet

s They have {hree, four -~ I don't know, magbe 1
shouldn't Bay three or fbur.hundred but I know there is ;3

| whole buliding over. fhere right next to this side of the
i6. |-

£111led with investigabors. *

|

1

}

Esperanza Restaurant fa¢ing.Spring,Street near the freeway, [
% .

2

If there was 4 race war'aspect to this Bhing, I
{

,maybé this is something we should $hink about because why

didn't irb start at the Hinmian house? . L

|
Why has the-prasecubion artificially excised ;

strizken, removed " taken away, not considersd the po&itical
i
plggy at the Hinman.housey . :
" If we had not had that come in heve in conneetion

with this penalty phase, ‘that political piggy aspect of it ?

“CieloDrive.ComARCHIVES
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| would- not- be before us‘ :

How, the-samd prosecution, the same outfit that
is prosecutipg this case is proSecutinb.;n gonngﬁtien with
the ﬁinman mabter. . |

fow, 1% woula seem iike’ 1f there was a race
war king of thins, that that political piggy evidepce would

be just as valuable, just as valuable &g "pig," “rise,¥

"geath to pigs,” "helter skelter.”

¥R. BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, I object, this s improper
argpﬁEnt, I allege 1t Is not ma&e'in_good faith, your ‘
Hoﬁbg. | |

'QR,rKANAREK, o cerﬁainly is made in good faithJ

¥R. BUGLIOSI: I would 1ike to approach the bench,
gour Honor, | |

THE COURT: YVery well.‘

. {The following procsedings were had &t the

bench out of the hearing of theljury.) .

MR, DUGLIOSI: Numbe? one, your Honor, I filed a
motion to consolidqte the Hinman murder with the Tate-
La Bianca murders at the start of this trial and apparently
Judge Dell in ﬂepartmsnt 160 ruled the cases could not be
consolidated, | | - ;' “
- Humber tﬁo; during the penalby trial I ﬁdpéht
bo.intrOQuce_%he ﬁinmaﬁ murder and the Courf ruled we could
not do it. ‘ | o |

Now, Mr. Kanarek —-

b e ———————

4 .

That cannot be & good falth argument, why didn®t: -

CieloD'rive.oom ARCHIVES
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;| the prosecution bring In the Hinman nurder.
h | | ‘He said that severa‘.l. times, not Just now, how
3 . golie the Hinman nmrder wWas nobt a‘ained‘
‘4 . This is an lmproper argument and he knows it is f
5' improper. fe v.as é. ?éri:y "\_';Q the effort by the prosecution .
: | o bring in this other mupder, L : ‘
| 7 - MRS KANAREK: That i so -superi‘ic'iél and apécﬁ% -
. MR, BUGLIOSL: Way? |
9 . MR, KAN&REK. -z will tell you whv :L‘c 18 su;:erricial a.nd
"’n specious, benause you d:ﬁ 1% ah a %ime ﬁhen there was no
n possibility. of preparing for it. Youdid it on a
15 | Johnny-come-Tately basis Just as we were ready to go o
s | trial in this case. .
"‘:;.;’;;: ‘ You did not de it at the Gz'and Jury Jjust ag ;rbu
ata at the Shea and Hinmen -- '
- 15‘
" |
AR '
xR -]
) o
S !
52 z
. 25 ‘
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11a-1 1 ' THE COURT: Whether it's timelﬁr or not is not the
o | Question, | ‘
2 . It would appear your statement would be

.| incorrect.

. 5 | MR: KANAREK: My s.tiaﬁement is inc‘zorr#ct?’ My state-
s | ment is ahsolutely correet.

s 7 ‘ The reason wdg ~= ‘ |
'g’:. THE COURT: It is not .év?.d.'énce in this caéea That

o 1 1s the objection.

g | MR. KANAREK: It is argument.

'S M. Buglitmi has told the Court you can have
12 | the wings and let your imsgination take wings.

N s | ’ THE COURT: It .i_.s not proper drgument when you
. A 1Y .misrepresent. '
1] " . MR, KANAREK: I am not misrepresenting at all.’
' "16 . o ,: 'THE dbURT‘ You say he did ‘note try to bring it in
ST or did not bxing :I.t in. '.l?hatz is b1 misrepruentation.
18 | MR, KANARE{K. Br’ing:!.ng it in -..‘ _
10 " THE COURT: 'IHe objection is susta:!:neﬂ.

| 20 | - .v MR. BUGLIQSI: Wdui& the Gourt admonish the jury to

oy

a1 | disregard the last. ,

L @ | MR, KANAREK: I objeet td that. That is a denial

23 ., of a falr trial, a faiz triai undexr the penalty phase for
2 | Mr. Manson. |

: . ' %5 | ‘MR, BUGLIOSI: I moticed a couple of jurors were

| % taking notes on this point, That ig why I ask to approach

CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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‘the bench. They might thifk he is making & valid pofnt

to congolidate.

‘evidence in Mr. Kanarek's assertion.

Manson a fair trial and fair penalty phase in violation of

r " 1

»

here; that we werg trying to coriceal: the Hiomsn murder,
which we weren't. ‘ ' e

’I‘HE GOU#’I’: You are gbing to have a chance to answer
this argument. - '

MR, BUGLIOSI: I cannot argue, that I made a motion
THE COURT: You can segue there is not a shred of

MR. KANAREK: Your Honmor, if I may I would like to
have a conference in connection with the use of that Brown:
report, because it is my belief your Honor in foreclosing

my argumént. in the use of the Brown report is denying Mr.

due process and equal prétectiOn and a8 denial to the Tight
to coﬁfront ~- ,
THE 'COﬁR‘l‘:‘ Save it, Mr. Kgnarek, these machinegun
fire objections are ;a total waste of time.
Get to the point.
HR KANAREK: The point ié that that Brown report,
that Brown report was brought into this case by Mr. Bugliosi|
Re started it with his examindtion .,a»nd he used
Mr. Manson, he brought in deliberately -- '
THE COURT: Who?
MR. KANAREK: Mr. Bugliosi, he injected the statement.
TH!::‘. COURT: He did mot give the doctor the report,

T CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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-Mr. Fitzgerald did.

" Manson dominated he_:;.,_'

‘ that. . &

~ said "I took every word and _sente:jbe into consideration.”

MR. KANAREK: I know, but it was done im conmectiom --
He brought in the fact that supposedly Mr.

. We h,gvgf -a""':pight,, we have a right to go into
m.ﬂ: GOURT: How did he bring if In? What are you
talkihe abouf:? T T
MR. KANAREK: . By questiouing the doctar hs to whether
he: took fnto acdonnt i:hat statement in there., the alleged
domination, by Mr. Hansun of Pa tricia Krenwinkel

. THE CODRT: He may ask t;he question what he relied

_ kANAREK‘ We also have a righf: to refute the
implication because of the fact he did that strictly -- '
THE COURT. You seem to misconceive, and I think it
is intenta.oﬂal Mr. Kaparek, the purpose of that report.
| The credibility of Dr. Bz:OWn is not in iggue.
The credibﬂity of Dr. Tweed is.

> T

‘ - If Dr. Tweed relied on that: rePort, he is entitle
to consider it.
But you cannot go behind thai:.
MR, FITZGERALD: And I will show you in the transeript
where Mr. Kanarek asked Dr. Tweed what in that reporf he
took into consideration in forming his opinion and Dr. Tweed

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES'
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1la-4 1| THE COURT: ]: thj.nk I asked; the doctar a questinn, too,|
because I wanted to be sure the record was ¢lear on that and

5 | he replied the same,

. MR. _ﬁARABEK: So I ha;we a right to read that répori:,
5 ~ your Honor,, and your Honor foreclosed me from that yester-
6 day. | , |
¢ v | THE GOURT: You started t¢ go behind and argue the
) g | credii:ility of Dr. Biown and the credibility and the quality |

o | of the statements made by Krenwinkel.
0 ' In other words, you tried to argue Krenwinkel's
1 statements to D¥. onmi.as'substmtive evidence inl.this case.

12 R ‘You knew what jou were doing, Mr., Kanarek, and
. 1B | yeu aknew' it was wrong. ,
. ‘ % ' I am telling you now it is m'ong and you are
| - 15 not ,go:lng to do it. '
16 | Row, let's get on with it.
w | MR. KANAREK: Your Homor, I wish to make ore point if
w | I may. ‘ ,
w-l °° THE COURT: You have made &1l your points. Now,
20 | 1et s get on with it,
a1 L (The following proceedings were had in open
. 25 _ coitrt in the. presence and hearing of the jury:)
. THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, do mot converse with|
24 | anyone els,é or fo:m- Or expressg any opinion as to ﬁena'lty
. _. - % |  until that!:’ ‘is‘sue is finally submitted to you. |
2% ‘ | The court will recess until 1:45.

(Noon recesﬁ.)

CieloDrive. COmMARCHIVES
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12-1 - » ’ LOS ANGELES, GALEFGBNIA FRIDAY, MARCH 19, 3973
| ; 1 55 P.H,
® - o
. (The following proceedings oeeur in open court.

AllL. ;j-u-x"ors and counsel present. All delendants exceﬁt

5 A o

o M, Manson presen‘b,) ‘ ' . ' ‘ [ .
Lo '\ 7 : "-I.‘HE COURT: All the parties are present excepi: i
. 4 ) ;
;3- _ifr, Manson. AIl counsel and all jJurors are presept. !

MR, FI!IZGERALD Qould we approach the bench on a legal

© 'mattefr, your chor?

g THE GOURT: If it has to do with that letter, why .
“ :I am not golng to take the 't:.ime now. |

C i MR. FI‘I.‘ZGERAI.D* I‘b dﬁes .

. S 1¢ ; THE CDURT-: All right Let's proceed.

" MR, KANAREK: In, connec‘bion with this letter from

i br, Brown that we have heard abaut I don't think the Jury

1 has I:rad the oppar‘aunity to see it yet, the Court ;ls

& instructing us that this 1etter is to be used only in . '
o ' connection with the evaluation of Dr. Tweed's ~- I want to |
| say 1t right -- ln connection 'with_nj;s avaluation of the

29, _ _ , . ,
| datate- of mind of Patricla Krenwinkel.

th

i

|

}

g1 , , : . i
- 22 . Now, in order that we approach this, in order tha.’(;.

| e follow. the Court's: instructions on this without any %

. guestions, what we are golhg to do is discuss this principle -

’ 25 of law. : - Lo l

o5 Now, the Court 1s insbtructing that this lebber

CieloDrive COMARCHIVES
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. elge.,

‘cannot b& used for ‘the truth of tlie matters asserted,in the

doeument
' . Waat that means is thatAyou ean't use this .
1etter £0 try to prove anything that is set oup in the
letter
: In other words, for instance, ‘there 1s a
statemant in here to-the effect that Charles Manson was
awakenedi.far instahce —- that is, Patricia Krenwinkel was.
awakened by Charles lanson. It doesn't say UNManson,' it
sayslwehaéles.“‘ |
' That cannot bs used t0 prove oz cannof be
used 1n.our discuss ions‘to prove - when I say Your
discussi@nﬁ," I mean the jury's discussiong - o prové

that Charles Manson auskened Patricla Krepwinkel o ényone

Any of the statements in this letter, a11~of the
sﬁ&tem&nﬁs in this 1etter5 ‘¢annot be- used to prove anything
that is set out in the ietier. ‘

. For instance, let's say bthis letter had in it
a statement that I went £G Phoenix, Arizona -- which 1t
doesn't. You couldn't use this letter o tend to prove‘
that I went to Phoenix, Avigona. _

The onlv'pnrgnse that this Ietter serves 13

to use it as sorb of a,backdrop-to determine the merit,
the demexiit; the Worth, Tack of worth, ubility, leck of
?&%&&ﬁ%&ﬁﬁﬁ Dr, Tweedf!s énalysis concérning Patricla

i
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13-1 " In other words, this letter cammot be used '

. against. Charles Ménson for sny purpose whatsoever to prove
". ' | . o anything that Mr. Manson supposedly did or did mot do.

‘ 'Fot instance 1f there iz a statement in here _
abou.t'; Hr Manson's purported influence, and so forth, over

. Eatr;!.c‘ia Krenwinkel, that cannot be used to prove that
Patricia Krenwinkel wag influenced by Charles Manson. .

2]

. In other words, thié letter is to be used "
only =~ only in determi.timg whethex: Dr. Tweed had any basis |

o | . for making any kind of m anﬁ.ysis of the thiuking of
10 :i,-'Patr:Lcia Krgnwinke}.. ; ‘.“ ) .-‘r e T
7 . , How, this may seem - this may scém 2 ’bit i:a:r:d
to do. : B R } R '

" R R S S N %
: . S . In other words, )’Ou have to walk A tightrope,

S oH
{ 80 to speak, with this kind of an instmction., but that is
what law is, many times there ate these types of things

-

.15 |

6 | . A
o that oceur,. and 80 when Mr. Bugliosi for instance, and we

17
all remember it in this trial brought up & matter concern-

1B |
1 . ing Charles Manson and this letter, when he was interrogttink,

19
| ~we must, according to the Court's instruction, not use that |-
20 f. :
| to prove that Charles Manson did do anything or did not
do anything. ‘ ‘

I+ hag only to do with the evaluation of

v

3 |

23.:: N
ST Patricia Kremrinke]: from th.e psychiatric basis by the
' T24

. ; R -doctm:.» . g ‘

| And so, if we keep that in mind, then we have

~CieloDFVE.COMARCHTV ES
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the perspective of this let;:er as tq whether the jm:y

cbnsiders it for any purpoge4

Maybe’ the jury will decide that iu the :seriaus- '
ness of the natte:':s that we have here before the Court,
where it is & matter of 1ife or death, that perbaps this
letter, unauthenticated, no penalty of perjury, no restrainti

l - on mybady who gent this let:t:er --

The pergon who sent this letter czould be
completaly, sbsolutely wiiifully wrong and false anﬂ
vicious, whatever, and there is no ¥estraint, there i& no
legal restraint on them,

) 'rhey cmmot be prosecuted for perjury in Alabama |

: m: Califomia.

So that :tls a ntter of some i-;:ortfante :ln

1 : " comnettion wit:h the use of ‘the letter.

Huw, during the guilt oy innocence pbase of
the trial we did not have ‘the benefit of any medical
testimony. :
it is 1nté;feating to consider «= interesting to
consider ~- it 'i's' iuté:eating to. considex the‘t’estimohj of

- thege gijxls in perspective, _and haying in mind the doct_:ofa'
testimony. - |

We get a little -- we get & little insight into |
t‘t‘ie. worth, lack of worth, whether there ié any merit ox

" pot into Linda Kagabisn.

" We have heard from these doctors the use of
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the most avid advocate of monstr‘osity type of approach

i certainly, if not more, considering the testimony that we

| hive here.

“have ever-y reason to believe j:hat she was a chronic usex

:and abuiser of LSD and a myriad of other chemi.cals, dangerous

opinion - that the chron,tc useé or abuse ¢f just LSD causes

| 15 Gallfornia because of the geology; ft Lsn't proved.

terms such ‘a chronic use and absuge of LSD:

" Now, certain‘.[y I think even perhaps the most--

wou'.td have to agree that Linda Kasabian is in the same

ball park, chronic use._.o:: abusewise as these girls,

We don't know right row, but ghe at least at
the t:ime that ghe fesi:ified here in thig courtroom, we

drugs, nﬁxcotics and what not.

Now, theae dectors dre ungnimous in giv:tng the

Now, whether - or not it causes‘ actull b::a;!n

rlamage or not ig a matter of selentific -~ it is a mtter
of sclentific dispute at. this time, ‘

For instanca, let"s say befo::e gold was
discovexed in Californid; the gold was here.
. Now, somebod}r sLtting somewhere on the East

Coast, somaboay might say "Well, there is 301:1 In Califamia :

because of the geology # ' P
Someone else might say, well, there ig no gold

But at that point gold wag still in California in-

%
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‘working in this field would agree that the chroni':: use and
| abuse of LSD clinically creates a p‘x‘bf:g]:enr which we call a

27,360

What I'm saying 14, the fact‘ that the doctors

- don't agree as to whether or not it has’ been proved whether

or not. the microscopes are powerful enough ta read and to

gee the cellular construction of the brain; the fact that

| we baven't dewiéped that science, we have mot developed

that phyéics and chemistry and neurochemistry to the point

1 that e can pinﬁaiht and say that a mp‘.ké_quie of LSD has done

this to a iﬁert of the brain.

‘ The fact that that has nOtf-happ'ened- does not
mean that in fact the brain is not damaged. It ‘me:‘:‘ei.jr means
th&t our measuring capacity does not exist. _-

. So it is important to realize that clinically--

,Qlinically', which We a1l know that means you come fo the

doctoa: and his clinical obServations mean that, let' s say,

he ;Einds odt, he looks at you and talks to you and does

Whatever he does and hewtites down some notations and
these are called clinical notations to p-ro.ve that somathing

Clinical}'.yl there is every evidence, and Di. -

“Tweed and the other doctors so stated, thera was no

evidence from the prosecution to the contrary, because T

would agsume that every psychiatrist, every man who was

psychosis.

mim e B o A Attt e . e

|
|
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| 1| ‘ A psychosis, we bave Iearned in this courtroom,
® l4f8 54 psychosis means & departure from realitya.

) 7
o) 8

40

a1 -

RT3

D

%,

' 2% ) . ) . A !
e. ) ' : !

23,

t

A

i

¥ s g

* : N t

) . . ’ i
1

i

. CidloDFve COM AR CTITVES



141

% -

“

]

)

1

12

12

2%

15

16

RM

SR 3
1

20

o1

22

23 {

2 4

.2

26

27,362

When we have a lack.of the concept of reality,
then this is a_psyehosis. ‘
‘ Now, %f the. brain Is not working because of &
non-chemically induced psychosis, or let's say hecause
someone, in fact, has whatever they have, schizophrenia,

or menlo-depressive, oy wiatever you want to call 1b, 1if

of & veason that has ﬁbﬁmng to do with LSD, or whether 1t
has o do with LSD is irrelevant it is immaterial, the
‘important thing is th¢t the person is undersping a
psychosis._‘ .
- That is what 1is important to us, because the

raw material that we get from the witness sband, that

| raw. material 5 evldénce, That is what we have to pub

through‘cur ﬁiocesves and deternine uhét should happen;

So, the fact that we have-a chemically-indueed
psychosis means that e have a lack of realiby belng por~
trayed tb us by the_geruon who wgsqundepgpipg a.chemicallyu
induced gsycﬂosis. | | '

| Now, I know it by hoart it is Volume HT,
uLinda Kasablan shated certain things, and these doetors
indicated to us that this was delusional conduet,
‘ It 1s in this record. It is in this record
that hhis ﬁelusional‘eonduct was ander our scrutiny, 80 %o

"speak by way of what anda ‘Kasablan told us,

; ‘ . Remember when she told us that she, in fact,

they have a psychosis and are detaehed.ffom réality because

~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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[ -

mthdﬁghi she was & witch, and-she, in fact, thought Charles

Manson was God of Jesus Christ? _ ‘
;hese doctors say fthat was a delnaion. That

is 1in the record, '
Whigh means that ﬁinﬁa Kasabian's bestimony,

‘xher~crédibility, whethepy we can,beiieve.what»she‘ié saying,

is-open to suspicilon,

And so; we. have a diffbrent vantage point
we have a.dirfegenﬁ polnt to 1ook out upon right now,

'Lhecaqée.we now have before uﬁ'tﬁié medical tﬁstimony to

gssist us ih~evalué£ipg Linda Kaéabiaﬁ*s testimony,

It is ¢lear, as we sald, cervainly all of“them;
ape chronic users mnd abusers. Now, then, if that is the
case, ip.appiyipg our pos%ibléﬁinnocence criterlon EO"-
Mr, Mansbn ﬂeAha?e to walk'caﬁbiously, beeaﬁse Lih&a

Kasabian 18 in the pame ballpgrk as these glrls as far as

the use of LSD gdes.,
" I am sure that there 1s no queétion in your mind

Therefore, such‘being'the case,, andlsince the
prosecution has chosen not £0 have Linda Kagsbian'ts "
chronic use and abuse of LSD, that is, analyzeimedically
for‘us, we_ eertalnly have soma reaaon to pause berore~we ,

vuae anything that she Says in conneetion with this

'penalty phase.

Now, Linda Kasabian is about the same age,

1
!
!
I
'
1
{
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g ‘roughly, I gather, 21, 22 ye&rs old the same age , reughly, '

. o 22 certainly, as these girlfs. ‘ ‘ ‘
. : . . ,
3 Now, the prosecu‘aion is very, very vehement and

4 they‘-exh'ori; us and they implore us to b.ring in & certain .

| § | Pesuit,
’ R A

L 6! . ,‘ The pmsecuticm: di& nat bring to us any medical

iid

g | eVidence, and 7o medigal eyidence whaﬁﬁoever eoncerning

.| Winds, Kagablan.

S
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Wea=l - ] 1 ’ Is this importa.nﬁ? 13 this 1mpor’cant .‘m the
. S p| context of these proceedings?
- o . That 1s part of the absolute diseretion t:hat

e .the Jury Exercises in this case.. o A !
sl. We tnink that there is some reason to look ab

|
s 1.the mattez' of Linda Ka.sa.bian 8, credd:bili‘hy, and this ‘has ‘ !I

FUSEIN

' 7 no‘bhing to do with he"r :therent honesty. - )
s |- © Assume far a moment agsume that Linda | o
' § Kasa'bian:ig the most hones-.t pemmn in the world, Let's |
| 1w | S&Y éhéria-the ﬁeﬁrgé'ﬂaﬁhingtongof Milﬁord, New Hampshire,
1| s¢ to spégk, Thet xpélduhave nothing to éo~with her-

‘7'-13 credibility, because if -éhe is sick, $f she has a

_ j13- ., ch'emically--induced paychosis ab frhe time she is obsgrvinz
. S 14 'these ﬁhings, then we camzot rely upon h&r no matter how

SRS 15i| much she intends to be honest.

16 o T e certainly canno‘& rely upon. her to send

"+ 'y | people to the gas c.hamber.

USRI

w| - And we have reason to helleve that her

‘s psychﬁsis - and the thing that comes to mind 1s what ‘ghe

© g0 | bold i, Breekenridge in New lextco, We all remember that.

ey

a1 | ) Now, this 1s many days after the incidents of
C oo 2y | -August 8th, 9th and 1%2_1, and she #till was undepgoigg this
P "witeh! thing. ‘

- e

94 .- S3he diﬂn'tr have %o te}.l Hr. Bneckenridge anything
. ‘ 5 | @bout being a witeh. She dldn't haye to dimcuss something
. ‘ A.zs‘-: about ir, Hanson being Gad,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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did.

~ instance, that I an anything, I can éay that I amn King Tub,

’ It wasn't whab Mp.. Hanson did it 1s what she

ST She voluntaﬁily ingested these materials and
became psychotic.

So, it isn't Mr, Manson ~- I can say, for

but no one here is golng to bélieve-it because everybody
here is in touch with reallty. _

A Buf if a person ig not in touch with realiﬁy —
and Lindalxasabian was'not in touch with reallty beeause '
of her sickneas, ner mental iliness, Whether you call it

' chémieally-induced psyechosis or chemicallymindu¢ed

achizophrenia or a true sehiwophrenia, oﬁ whatever you uant
tc call it, the Pact is that she was . sick giri, She was
a sick, young voman In these criﬁicgl-dgys that we are. ‘

analyzing in this courtroom. -And being a sick, young

woman., we;dagnot-depen&-upon hef'tes#imony to send-béople ;

to the gas chamher,
' . And thig ¢ertainly is clearly something that
can be inferred from what these ddctbrs have testiﬂied.,
| ) Now, there is uﬁ¢h-8 similarity in these girls;
I have gcne through the transeripts here, and each girl
left. home or: thelr own, so to spéak, That 1s, they walked
out of the house on their'owﬁ, ﬁyaﬁever the motivation

nay be. .

Edech girl was oub on the street long before they |

g =} iR RIS ATV, AT i s 27 n i

i
I
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ééw‘bharies.manson or these people at the Spahn Ranch.

there. Gathy~ﬁillies, Lynn Frcmme; Sandy Good.

:PEOple were already thera.

anything to haye bhesé people lgave home., It lsn't that

22

They were alrveady street people.. iinda Kazgabian, Leélié
Van Houten, Patricia Krenwinkel. We don' have to stop

Tnere is 1o quEStinn about it that these.

e e e

’ Now, I suppose ﬂnen you £0. down Sunset Boulevarﬁ,
there 1s a concentration of these types of individu&ls
You, go out on the Sunseb Strip, out in the area of Sunaet'
‘and ﬁoﬁény, and these peopile are 811 there, And s6 they
congregate in certain areas. . A |

‘ So, there isn't any QpestiopAthat Mr, Hanson did

The evidence is clear that they already had

sitced themselves off frbmfwhateve; ties they had in what-

even their hore was.

Eurthermore, it 4s clear that these peqple

before they e?er saw Charles Manson*

m . et i i S — s
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- the %r1a1¢
_that v that the temtimony ‘of these glrls is - is

" been candid with us .

" read thése‘trans¢r1pts they have aot left Charles Manson

So that these indlividusls, whabever they have
done as far as 1eévipg heﬁe-hndfso-fbrth, 1t was airéady _—
1% was a faif accompli by the time they came in contact with |

Yr. Wanson and the Spahn Ranch and all of the people there,

So that is o bezinning point that is véry
signifleant in analyzing the tegtlmwony of Linda Xasablan, L
&z it impinges upon, as it bears upon thils pEnalty phase of

ind in that regard I think that rather than
demean or run doun the teatimony of these girls, I think

11Tuminabing to the events, and bthe redson that these girls
have;given.un-this illgﬁinatipg.testimuny is becausg they havr

They have nob exonerated Charlies ‘Manson: Just |
for the sake of exonerating him. |
h "He is exoneﬂated because the evidence

exonerates him, that is whys; because when you o through'and

cut of the plcture at all. ' ,
' Leslie Van Houten puts Charles Manson right at |

the Hinman home.
She did net have tolsay what she says here—at -*‘
Page 24 042 beginning with Line 1 '

L g Was bhere an argument between

Bobby and Gary Hinman?

T CicloDHVECOMARTHTVES
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10

u

16.

16 |

A7

a : . 18 o} . B
' 'questions truthrully and. honestly and she is answering the

25

26

"o Yes, yes.
"Bobby ﬁn&' I}ary started fighting .
a.r;d_» Bobby ;punched‘ Gary pretty -ha;rd;
"Then Sadle got on ﬂthe, ph;p_r;é . Charlie

and Bruce came ovexr,

i

e . ¥here dig Gharlie and Bruce
come from, if you know? '

A X Amagine Sadie called them,

"y A‘b “the Spahn Ranch?

A, " You know s I was. ’crying to keep

Bobby calmed dgm,_ I nevfer sgen- him go off like

that before. ol
So she is pui:ting Charles Hanson, she aaya,

. 86 if this were some kind of s,ehemg' among these

. g&i:r’flé even tb"exonéf‘;#‘if'e’ Mr, Manson, she would not merition

Charles Hahson, -bui: ‘she . is selling :I;f the way she sees it.

. She is tea.ling it ~- she is answering the .

g

quesbions qandid_ly.. ‘

And she -gqeé. on, further on at the bottom of

| Pagé 2U,042: Did Charile and Bruce Davis arrive?

"A, Yeah, they came,

g What happened next after they
arrived? ‘ | ‘

A, They ‘came over .é.nd 81l .of the men

CieloDrivecomarRCcHTVES

.
R A e s ain b s o

. - ——— .



10

)

12 |

13

T

. 15

L

17

. 'is
R

N

2

22

I

24

25

26

I

27,370 -

pry v
- - "
FY

"Went into the lIving roon end were talking
‘and ggain I wab in the kitchen, I spént 2 l

s 16t of time in she kitchen because I aldn't

' know what was goipg on.

"Then Bohby and Bruce and Charlie caue

inﬁc the kitchen and they were discussing

sotiething, and I don't Lnow whab .
S g © And who came in the kitnhen?

t's Bo slowly.’ l ,

. -“Hh Bobby, Bruce, aﬁd Oharlie
ceine 1nto the kitchen.

-A -G ,'“ They wers having a discussion
jabout sometning? '

s Yeah. ,

"q ~ BEnd did the discussion conﬂinue

”m the kitchen?.
‘ Ui . "Yeah, you know, they just — YOU
knﬁw‘how-pe091e-are, they Just came in talking.

FQ I see,

L7 I wasn't éven paying any attention
because it wasn't any or my business and I didn*t

uant to make 1t my business.

g AHhere was Sadi¢ at that time?
Co In the kitche with me,
g Then what happened?

Cup ~ ‘Then Gary came in with & gun and

" mar s an e yas e R . ¥ b

i
|

:
|
!
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"he shob it, and the gun went and 1t missed

a_group of men, and it wen:b into the kitehen

wall. | | |

"It was like cablnets, 8o I guess in the
course- bf' him shootlng, 1% locked like he was
trying $o hit Charlie,’

i '- “Cha-,rlie’ had on a sword, and I guess '
Charlie, :g_rpu' know, jevked it out and went to
c?te,fgfﬁd himséif' and he cut Gary's ear."- |

. She is sge_aking candidly. She is speaking
honestly. She doesn't have t¢ say- that Charlie had on a

5| sword. She knows this ig a murder trdial, if she is lying.

"Charlle had on & -sw_ord and I guess Charlie,
you know, Jerked it out and went $o defend himself
and he gut Garyts ear. .

“’S_O ——!

‘l‘hese are the words of a girl telling the

vy This ;?,wor:ci, wag this a pirate~ |
1like sword? - )
"4, Yeah, i% iooks 1ike the one thgy
‘have been bringing up ail ;;h'e time.
"g ' Ana did you see Charlie wear that
' sword from time to time before this ~-
ay, Sure.l

. L pirate
! Did Chaprliie play . / . onee in

CieloDFiVE COM ARCHTVES
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18]

"a while? ,
g ;fA. : ‘Now~and then, yeah.
g ' That was one of his roles in

the magica],, mys#;ery Lour?

also?
%he guys sometimes too.

pirﬁté, $oo?

m:'she is being asked a question concerning subject matter
‘where ghe does no*l; ha.ve to she does ’not have to bring in

Bhaples Manson 13:‘ i wasn’t the {:ruth. e

happened.

-“:Q I mean, you played the roie of a
Loy ¥eéh, that's when I would wear ny
kniﬁ._‘fe, I would wear my knife other btimes, too,

though, '

‘hé $ook 1t,- you know, like I say"

v _.*'B. Sure, I even ha:& a pirate outfit.
"q . You played pirate from time to time
A ‘Well, you kncw, I liked to be wilth ‘

”Well anyway, Charlie had the sword and

Now, here she is, she is being ask:ed a question, ;

But she :ts telling it the way 1t ac‘tually

[PV VP ——
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15a~1 ! “Well . aziyway, Char‘lie had i:he swm:d and
o he toak 16, you know, 1ike I say.

~ “Anyway, Gary got eﬁ.’b and -~

ug" . Then what happened‘ when Gary "
got eut? . . : : o 8
, u, ‘You know, well, Charlie stood
: " there looking.

"It looked like £0 me, like he wasn't quite
sure just what had happened, and Sadie was all
© freaked out ;because Sadie is a‘maya yoiz know, |

" had a 1'1e:51:9:7;gr thing for Chariie.

"So I sald, you know, I sald to Bruce
12

. and charli-e, Just e;o‘ * you knoivr, rJust go, and
) 13
, . : . ‘ I will do every‘o’hﬁ,ng I can %o ‘bake care or this
‘ situation,’

15,
"So :I;et's- seg -- : |
14 .

"Q Did Charlie and Bruce go?
w . g, Yeah, théy started out the house.
1 YAnd Gary went runnipg,'ycﬁ know, not
§ = By

5 running, because it was & small house, -but went

[L]

o 1 after them again,

"And Sadle went toward Gery, and I'm not
" sure Jnm'at'what she did, bub somehow she banged )
. b him on the head with the gun & couple of times
: . :5_ . because he endéd uz_; }-ay;;ag in the 1living room.” : ‘

. Now, reading this we have the opportunity to :
26 |. , _ : . ;
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observe this girl on the witness stand admitting, no

,qﬁestiap; that she has_ipges£e@,L$D for a great period of

time, ﬁany, many trips.. ,

, Eas she up*there trying to - was she up there,
trying.to SQuirm and ‘Brying o an wer for 2 partieular
point OT view or was -she telling 1% the way it was?

When Lﬂnda Kasabian vwas on that witﬁeﬁs stand
she was-there as an advoeate.- She was there & 2 lawyer

She was there— she-might Juat as well have
utteredAﬁhose statements from this podium or from the
counsel table as another=pros¢cutor.-

Tndb is the way Linda Kasabian wag testifying1

But thege girls are $elling us the trubh,
and I think if‘We Took af the mosale of thedr testlmoeny,
that we would zome o the comclusion that such is the case,

" Now,. she testifies to —- 4nd this 1s something

that is mpst significant in this case,'especially since
we are here on a life or death mission, 80 to apeak.‘

She was asked: S |

"To your knowledgé was Mary Brunner there at
the~ﬁinman'resi&egce-duﬁing_the proceedings that you have
described?

A,  Fo.it

How, hary Brunner has taken the witness stand
and she SRys , and whken she tgsti;ied at the Grand Jury she -

substituted her Yestinony -~ she was acting out the part of

b o e e dei wh ol aemas
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'believe Leslie Van H.outen'?

Anfer:

Leslie Van Houben.

How, do we belie#e,ﬁary Brunner and do we

, We have every resson to believe and the pessgon
that we bave to believe is fhe Lack of the prosecutlon, the

lack of the prosecution refubing Hary Brunner's statements

| Trom vhich we certainly can infer that the Distriet Attorney
‘of tHis County has allowed untrubthful evidence b0 be

presensed at the Grand Jury in the proceedings thatlﬁary‘
Brunner was at, -

And if we have that in that case, we have it'
right here.

Wé certalnly can infer that someone has los}

[ thelr cool in the District Atborney's Office. They have —-

they have for some reason or.other done certain things
in this litfgation that is not all that it should be.

Now, we come to her testimony from which we can

RS ) your-knoWledge was there any bad.blood
between Hary'Brunner and Beausoleil?

", Mo& no«
2h) " _ Everybody Toved Bobby, lsn't
" that might?
"W Well now, how would I know 4if

everyboay 1oveﬁ Bobby? 1 know some people who
don't particularly:care fpr‘him,

«
e . ey —n it o1

t

!
i
H
|

|
i
%
l
:
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30.;

P ‘Weil, that was & little too broad
a question. That wes & little too broad a
question.. - -’

| ;a“ﬁ _ ¥0¢ see, HMavry was?afrested for
forgery ance,‘an& ;he nolice kepf,mesaipg arouﬁd
with Pooh Bear, -
| Now, thaéﬁcould have sémething‘tc'dq with -
iéi T don't %nﬁw why aheAdid;-I-then thought
gbout it, I don't know why Mary dfd that

Now , we knaw from Mary'Brunner’a testimony here.

that there was certain involvement she had with forgeries,

-with fo;ging credit cards. -

She was arvested on August the 8th, 1969 in
eonnection with this kindlor an offense, August 8th, 1969‘

| Thak 15 the day of tha Tate~La Bianca events;

‘ “Q Now, at any rate, getting back to
the ranch, was there aver any discussion amongst
you or Linda Kasablan or Gypsy or Patricia
Krenwinkel or‘Sadie about killing other people?

AT Tes., o

U g ._,: “When - did these discuasions or
cthat diacussian take place?”
-0 7 Then’ there's an ebjection. -
Now, after that Leslie Van Houten tells us
about LInda Kasablan and-Bobby Beausglgil anﬂ‘gettipg of

'ZBbbby Beausolell out of jall, the purpose, the purpose of

~CigloDAVE COMARTHTVES
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‘what has bappened at the Tete and La Blanca homes,

uQ Leslie, were you interested in

trying to, in some wanner,.protect or save

" Bobby Bedusolell after he was arrested for the

‘H‘:Lhﬁlan' AUrder?

"A . Yeah, very much - so interested,

1T don't know if protect and favor are

the right werds, but I was interested, you know,

in his nei:t‘-are. , .

g To that éﬁﬁ; v{hether ¥we use
proﬁec‘b; gsave, or to ald --

"R i‘hOSe- words are okay.

g Did you have & conversation or
convemaﬁ,ioz;s with Patricia and Sadle and Linda
or anybody elae, for that matter?

A, Well,. Patricla and nysélf and
Sadie- had dis.cuaSed: different ways -~ different
people running the ranch. We were tal‘k:l;ng about
different th:l,ngs 1:I.ke ba:l.l and we found out he
didn't have bail,

¥Phen a good attorney.

"Then we talked about copycat cases,

"We went aroﬁnd and felt out different

péople’s feellngs, you know, like one time Linda and
T d3d go up to Gypsy and mentiloned o her and she,

" you kriow, she just ran away.

CieloDFVe.COMARTHTVES -
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"She didn'f: explain or even express what

ha:ci reelings were, you know, 8he just left, and

e d,idn’i; See her for a 1ong time‘

g Do yﬁu know where Gypay went?

O he- uoo&s she said, I don'ﬁ

Kriow .. I did not know where she Hen'l:. She just -
*book off.. ' ’

T was wllling to do anything to get, quby -01_11:.'?

CieloDriveComARCHTVES
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151?-1 | K “And we know from f:he.se proceedings that there

- is a very significant: circumstance ﬁe;l:e. . . .
Lesiie Van Hoaten vag very much enamored of

‘_Bo'bhy Beausoleﬂ‘ ’Ihere is no question abaut that, 'and' .

-when we- ttonsider August the 4th and August the St:h the ‘
‘clﬂose proximity in time as to thﬂse d&tes, this :Ls a :
:cirmmstance of some- signific"ance. . _
- o MY was w:.lling to do anything to get

- B‘ébﬁy out: - - . o o )

“Q‘ . And you talked about that with gome of

’ ,‘10;- )
' Q ‘]the other girls at the ranch?

N

sl "M Yes; we -palk.g& about it. We took an

R . acld trip. ' ‘
" . ,' o T don't remember exactly who everyhody
15 | :v;ags;" I know Patricia was there. 'Most likely sadie
".:iﬁ_’r- _apd Linds ﬁe‘:‘ce, ybe a coup];e of others, and we
7 > di.seussed it many different waya, to get h:lm out,

different things. .

|
Wl g Did you ‘ever reach any cenalusion as to’

o .wha,t you. cau‘l.d do to best sexve Bobhy Beausoleilj

AR 'interest’Z

23 ]

L

~ "A No, :not 3 conclusion., we just’ kept all {
: |
" l:he thoughts in Qur minds, - :
"2; o .u.Q' , And one of the thpughta was, as you put ;

it & copy-ncat kiiling?"
By the way, thig is ’Mr. Keith questioning

: 25? i

%]
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| Leslkie,

b 3

"y ¥eal:i‘ - they do that an IV and stuff.
"y But npth:‘.ng ever jelled in any of your
_ minds about that kind of dan operatn.on, I take {t?

"A Well just say it this way, the thought
was in our mind, though, you know == |
- "But we did pot ponder upan it or plan

ﬁﬁyfhing..
' "We never plamed anything.
. "q - Did you ever talk to Charlie Manson’ .
about what to do’ for Bobby Beausoleil?

"4 I dont thimk I ever confronted Charlie
with it. Séw&ebody‘else night have, but I don't
believe I did.

"Q To change the subjact briefly, wag there l

& 'place near the Spabn Rarich knownas the Fountaln of |
the World?
A  Yes. ‘
‘"Ql pid you ever go there?
"A  Yes, I did.
"Q.  What was that? « ' | O
nA It was a church," ' |

wa, thet point, that po:.nt, the prosecution f

Linda Kasab:[an -= it is certainly a falr -

| inference that I just did not call up Linda Kasabian ‘and say !
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v | does. havg significance in connection with the matter of
: pbssible tnnocen.ce, which is the cziterion that the jury
: in its abselute discrétion may congider in the penalty
_phase of the trial;- i '

"Hey 1et’s gn have. Iunch " 1 wean, and discuss this.

, 1t's not only a fair inference. We can say that |
, iB a fact ‘We are all agreed that Linda Kasabian, if ¥
~asked het’ the time of day, she would prdbahly give me the

wrong time of day, not alone not: give it to me.

S0 I have no Way of gettmg together w:l.th
Linda Kasabian, period: ; o
A ' The prosecution, though, in this case, in’ this

| penalty phase of the case, had Linda Kagabian -- she-yiaa

back hér-e == the prbsecution had, and I'm sure ve can infer

CwWe. can infea: that if in February, I\iarch, and January of 1970 u

the prosecutlon made many pilgr:tmages i:o the Sybil! Brand
Institute to speak to’ I.:tnda Kasabian, we hdve every reason

to believ.e, and certainly there :Ls no question about :Lt

that the prosecution d:.scusse.d with- Linda Kagabian, '.
diacussed with her f;he Bobby Beausoleil matter.

e intermgated Linda Kasabian concerning the

Bobby - he'r reiationship *m.th Bobhy Beausoie,il and yet-
“the prosecution did net choo,sé, did not choose to ask. her .

s:tngle questlon conce‘m;tng o cmceming this Bobby -

‘Be&usoleil situstion.

" Does that have any significance? We think it

- L i rie et grdn R e+ b

CieloDrive COm AR CHTVES |



15b~4

T

"iIe

10

S

S 13

.
W
e

17

18

.16

16 fis.

20;

T2

%
-

25 .

26

27,382 -

scene 48 ,far &g Linda Kasabian is concerned, came from ;he

| and Susan Atkins, that is where the prosecution --

Now, then, Mr. Keith still 1nterrogating:‘
"Q Now, before getting in the automobile
&id you hear Charles Mangon or Tex Wataon discuss
the doing ‘of othex killings?
YA I didn't hear anybody d:tsc:uss the doing
of other killings‘
" -"Q When you got i'.n the automobile with
v Batriﬁia Krenwinkel, did you have any knowledge or ’
| idea or suspicion that: there had been additional o

e i iy S & 1 ek b At
' . -

s e w

’ murders plénned that evening?
: “A HO-' | .: o - |
';Q. . Dbid you gét in the automobile with a
- charge of c¢lothing? - |
T we. T

" Dz.d anybody tell yau o take & change
.Qf clothing? ' '
‘ YA No..
"y Had yo& taken =-!

Before 1 get into that, thig change of nlothing

tape, from the conversations with -- with Mx. Caballero !

"CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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18

1|

2L

23

28"
s

26

L. 27,383

1 '.Kasablian. '

. MR. BUGLIOSI: He is r;éi: Adr’awiﬁg any inferences, your

{Honox. He is stating this as a fact, and there is mno

evidence of this, and he knows it.
THE COURT- ‘Sds'tained;.
The Jury 1s admon:lshed to disregard that

statement..

MR, KANAREK: Well, we can certainly infer from the
statements that have been here, we can make the inference

that when the prosecution wen,ti out to \zisif Linda Kisabian,

‘that the prosecuition had the legal materials that were

of Decemberx 4 - pardon me, December 1 == 1969.

There 1g no qges tion aboui: it that f:hese

In other words, the min is ther_e.saying:' '

‘Hey, L:tnda' ' Waé it this way? "Did you get a change of

clothing? And Linda says: Yes.
" Linda is talking to someéone that is going to
saée her life or grant her immunity, because her lawyers

- have told her that the progecution isg thinking about giving ‘
| "her absolute and. confete imn:unity‘ ’

Well, is Linda going to fight aomebody who is
going to get her out of that jailhouse?
‘ . These are some of the things that we may

~CisloDHVECOMARTHTVES
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consider.

I am saying.is that these are some of the considerations,
this iz some of the meat that we should chew on in deciding |

ie.

what I am saying is that this ig the ates, this i§ the

g:ound that we certainly -- it is certainly not unreasonable
{ to cbns&dér it. -

was done to preser\re with Linda any orilginal conversations*

reaaoﬁ to infer that somebody didn £ want to'preserve

Linda' gt origi.nal conversations and her actual word*for-word

utterances.

probably did take acid before you got in this
dutomobile?’
A Y Yesﬁ

Maybe what I am telling you is all wrong, What

Maybe you will decide it the ather-ﬁay, but

it 1g a fact that no iape recordings, nothing

80, we have the programing,, we have every

This is certaialy not unreasonable.
Page 24069, |

" 5o, your best recoliection 18 that yau

T Y St

) Did you bring any weapon with you of any l

kmd when you got into the car? o 1

X '"A No.% . A : i

well. -

Now, there is something that ties in quitg l

t

CieloDrivVe COM ARCHTVES



it .-2-7-’.;38»5~

Lﬁv-S ;,. 1 SR ‘,I'he weapo:ls that wete used at the La B:Lanca,
. ST el home weke Weapons that were Ta Bianca property,
T gl It is interesting. It is interesting. Because

i i that ‘4s physical evidence that is here befm;e s in these

Y unplea,sant pletures. “The testimony makes it clear that the .|
T 6 weap‘*on's’ ﬁééd in the La ';'B:tanca - 8y far as tHe La Bi’aﬁéasi, : ‘ -

7 Mrn. and M'Z'Sa La Bianca wea:e concemed came right from their |

o gl _ “And $0, when we look ai; what happened ;Ln the
- a0 ;I'..a Bianca hame as & happening, as. something t;hat Waa
’ 11 triggered that is not unreasonable. |
R - . ... 1t is not unre&sonable at all that tb.ese people"
i '_'13-:» vere. h;l.gh that: they were stoned out of their minds, as the
) 14 sayi’.ng goes. ' o .
15 | Lo They went i:here, this triggering gccunred and
B ?a’triaia Krenwirﬂiel got the g utensils that aa:e :i:n evidenceﬁ |
Cap ;before us. | | ,
RT3 S . When once again i:he Jury *x:etires to the jury N
<19 ‘room, tha,t same evidence will be -there befc:re yqu, and if
20 : there is any questiﬂn about.. :.t, I know that Judge Oldea:

| 21 'will centa:[niy allow the. reading back of any test:imony that
- i ~“ .y -wil'.!. pnove conclusively that thisg g:{rl is telling the truth.

' B BecanSe. when we 1001: at those Weapons, i£

K

94} Patrieia Krenwinkel let's say for some reason or oth,er

. R RS those weappns hadn’t been :there at the house, she couldn;'

© o lba £ls. 2| finﬂ those utensils, Mrs. La Bianca would be alive tt)day.

, C;éloDrlveLMARCH VES
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; ‘by the scene of Mrs. La Bianca taking the lamp, and i:n.

QYour feeling of real:l.ty is gone. You have no relation to
. events in a real way. ‘

1'5‘.

There is évery reason to belleve, there is ‘
'-every reason to believe, every reagon to believe, that this l
was an incident that wag triggered by the yelling of police,

| thig psychotic condition that Leslie_Van Houten wag in,

|
!
.gheﬁ:(callye-ffriduced or whatever way, she had an unreal i
response to the .scene before her. ;

That fs what you are. When. you are psychotic.

And. 50, she *fleeacted, she reacted in a psychotic
way, and she d:.d what /. did, and we have that‘ perseverative
'conducrt, we' have thwt repetitive stabbing that is get forth -
' i;n the pictires bf Rosemary I.a Bianca.

A Then thé nex;:ﬁ question: -

"Q 'Ixicideixtaiiy‘,- who was in the car when

you gat in’ and ic stari:ed off down the road? o
oA Linda Tex, . Glem, sadie, Patricia and :

me.
-1 " Was Mr, Manson there? !
- "A  No. He was with S éepha'nie.
i} How do you knaw he was ﬁit;h Stephanie

Schram? : ;}
.. ™A Becausé he spent all his time with 5
 Stephanie when Stephanie was around. , ' i

"3 . Was Stephanie something of a newcomer

CieloDrive.cCOmARCHIVES
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26 ' ask tha:t.

27,387 f’ |

‘was a proﬁecution wi»tness.' And yet the prosecutidn, in
' theix direct examination of. Stephanie Schram; covered A
'k'Stephani;e Schram when she met Mr‘ Manson at B;i.g Sur, aid

'that t!';.ey didn 't show she was, at the ranch with Mr. Manson
-anc’t ‘he-had- gotten-a tit:ket i the 7th wiith her. |

o to the Famﬂy o:: the; group, or- whatever you want to
- hcall 1u? - o
B nA- - Yes. A very pretty young girl .
" "3 - Had she been a8 long time, or’ was she
"".arecent arrival‘i‘ T ' o —
| LY No, Bhe was. new:, | ‘ | ‘ ‘
_ | "When she came., she had P big crush on
B _' Gharlie and demanded all his attention.
| . "y  pid Stephanie § crush on Charlie - ‘
C c‘reate any competitiqn or Jealﬂusy among !;he ot:her |
o -';-jgirls, to your knowledge? ' '
g Notwith me. |
"If it di‘.d with some'body else, 1 ﬁon v
,-_knm‘,, | : c
| ﬁaw, 1E we le:ruk back; we wi;Il remembex, in the .

then went :f.nte the ﬂesert aréa, which WAS Iong aftex August 3

8th. ch and Iﬂth, mterrgga:l:ing Stephan:{e Schram.f _
A],l :::ighﬁ Let 8 sa,y that wag just an oVersight

. RV
" -

| That the prasecution somehow or other didn‘

CieloDFVe.COMARCHTVES
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1 'Théy could have Eroug‘ht; Stephanie Schram here in
z | .connec.tion wﬂ:h this’ prm:eeding to interrogate her, to l ‘
3 interrogate her in this area. . L
4 ' - Now, agailn, th:I.s is a factor, this is a factor '
K that we can consider in the possible innocence of Mr. Mangon *
¢ | &8s to a11 of these eveirts. : : 5
‘q | On page 24077: Well, before that.
g l;tagie 24076. '
9 | _‘She statesi
Do you remember whether or not either
1 one of Elhe;[m -- this is after saying what happened
when /... stopped:. ‘ |
13 | HA Linda 'ancf Tex got out of the car.t
1@ ‘A’A’Q Do you ;:emember whether or not either
one of them or both tolxl the rest of you in the car
;;5 vwhy they were getting out? -
17 A No. - |
ol | "Q  They did not ssy stiything, to the hest f
19 of your recollection? - A V
g | "A  They might have. Like I say, I don't ' |
-.:»:1‘t - _r'emémb.er. ‘ - § | :
] Wh;at did you say Linda #nd Tex did, if
- 3 anything 3 aft:er they got out of the car? | i
24 | "A They walked awdy from the car. |
s '%q  Did they go towards the house or down l
‘gs the :a;tﬁewalk or what? A ‘ ,

- 10

. 15

Y

i . . 27,388
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16a-4 " g , ‘"A  i'm siot even sure which dlrection they
. Sy vent in. B | §
o P - "o . At some time later did ome or both -of

4 '_ oo them reappear at the car? i
5 L - Lmda eame ‘back and she said that Tex AE
e . was go:i:ng tn stay, ‘ : ;
:-*z.- T : 59 Patri.cia and I said 'Hell we want |

LS “Sa we went; up to the house,

10 - 'A : "‘“She said ‘Go tp that driveway."

u o .+ "Did Linde tell you what was goiug on

Tul| in the house?

w| " ¥,

; # IR - Did “shef} tell you‘ anything at all .alfbut
“lg| - who was dn the house or what they were doing? .

.‘iB-H | A No. L .

:17A | My -Did you ask"

. Lo TA ﬁo.; I ¢an tell you wha.t 1 ﬂgured but
LW x| didn't ask;

S| ", Well, at that time vere yop -« at.that |
T a| O time you = strike tbaf.. “ . |
;. ) ‘:"22 . o g *‘Ynu did wa‘.lk ap in the dri:ve.way with ' 1

o] " Katie and go in the house? ‘ :
s S mA | Yes. |

_— 2‘5.-. T ng Whﬂe you. waﬁ'ed up the driveway twards :

3 ‘ the house did “you hasfe muxder in your mind?

CieloDrive.ComARCHTVES -
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A Wo. o < | . t
"¢. Or hayming anybody? | ‘
YA No, . | o | %
:ﬂQ - Or robﬁiﬁg aﬁybody?;i '

A Ne. |
g 0% bufglartéing the hgusez'
*A  No."

b — T— A e a4

T ———— 2k = e . .
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: ‘i:g;"'fact among oOther things, that the night before she went up

Now, the nlght before Linda Kasabian said that
: she walked ug. to the Tate house with Tex Watszon and the

others.-

" Is this set of ;Eacts here, is thig unreasonable

in vi.ew of what she told us that happened the niglﬁ: before
‘when she walked up with ‘Tex Watson?. ' , :

Is tfns mote reasonabie thau Linda Kasabian
-being. asleep? ‘

Remember, at -the La B::am:a home, remembet in
her testimony, she wae half asleép and half awake. ‘

~ She conveniently was asleep and awake and asleep

gnd awake whenever- she wanﬁed to be asleep and awake
respect:;vely as far as the evidence was concerned. .' : ,

. That.-is sbmething to consider because of the

with Mr. Hat_sqn. Why would she be asleep on this occasion
if not to camouflage the fact that she knew it wasn't

[ i S

in the p::osecuti-én's best’ interé-sts- or her best intérests
to be in that house. _

86, she was asleep and really di.dn 't know too
mtach about anything. '

Then Leslie Van Houten goes to the house. |

At the top of page 24079.° - o
*Q  Did you hear Tex threaten the woman or '

the man? - ‘A . - |
"A  No. . . T i

CieloDAVE.COMARCHTVES
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' ‘Iﬁb;-‘;.". Ay ~’ g .- pid yoa Qﬁ Katie threaten the woman or
L & e tf;é"mati’i.‘ -A T
,-, #l o na . No. ' ‘ ‘
4| PR *Q 3 So the firsi: thmg thaf: you can remember i :
5l R that was said vag 'T1L give you anything.
6 . -.‘Ti, - LA Yes. ' i'
TP RN “Q . Then what hhi:ﬁened?‘ - i
sf : L - "'JA, . bel’atric':f.é and myself and the lady - ]
'9‘Y ;"weat intcr i:he beﬁroom., and the closet door was open,
| ’.10 | 80 we were looking at ‘the clothes. '
| ... . . TAnd then she said, "I won't caIl the
12 | C :police' I won 't call the pglice.
Wt ~ "she kept saylng that.
| N "Q  Now, wait a minute, let's go sloﬁlﬁn _‘
5| . : . *’ﬁid the woman - show you her élothes‘?
. 16 _ | ‘ A Well, the clbset was open =- and all of
-17 1 - - the clothes were there. - !
#] . - . ‘;.Q Did she have a Tot of clothes? 1 j
- ’19". Y S Yea, she had some very pretty clothes. i
‘:20,-" ‘. SO "Q Did you think that the woman was g’.;{:ing' 5
"2‘1 _ to give you ‘some of the clothes? E
al| - MA Yes. | | _ !
23 | _‘ L "g Why aid you. think that? : i
7 """A ‘Because- she said, ‘I".I.l give you anythiﬂgq
25 " Now, this i nat the conversation of premeditated
1| murder as the prosecuf:ion muld have us he?.ieve. '

CieloDFVe.com AR CHTVES
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26,

This is the conversation of an acidhead: ‘I:his
is the gbné“ersatioﬁ of someone who happens to be somewhere.

The fact that the tragic events happencd at this |
- particular | time iz the kind of thing that results when

people take narcotics, when they take drugs, when they do

' things, when they créate a situation in their mind so that

they really don't know what they are doing, and iastead of

bl this being just a disturbing the peace case, which it would

have been; perhaps, 1f Patricia Krenwinkel hadn't brought

-in t":hc_sef utensils -- it all -debén'ds on how far Mr. Wakson
had gone with Mr. La Bianca at that point =~ we know that

he was tied up when Leslie Van Houten walked into _i:hé '
house <= instead of it being just that kind of an event .

* that wpu-i;é:i end up as, say, 'disturﬁi:‘xg. the peace, 1t ends

" up ag 'a murder case.

£
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1ée~t - = © And gurderers do mot go to a home and depend
g L, uport the ttensils being. there. Murderers bring weapons
® . 7ol with them.

4 * And if Charles Manson was going to show these
5 people how to do it, supposedly, like Linda Kasabian said,
they would bring their weapons with them. ‘

8
: 4 - It ig a very poor Mafia head or Svengalt, or .
- 8 | whatever, who agpénds_ ypon. the victims having thelr owm
'g.| Weaponsg.. . ' o :
il - And go, it is clear from the evidence in this
4| case; because the evidence in thliis cdse is clear, that t
m . Mr., Manson bad nothing to do with thés;a proceedings.
| ’ 13 He had no‘thin'g to da- with these people dying except that
. X 1 " he was gt the Spahn Ra:ich with Stephanie Schram, and he
- . 15 N knew these people. ‘
| 16 * That is why it ig intexesting to chBider the -
) 17 | eiréumstances rather -tl:;an -the bare words ;:ha,u: are uttered.
13 And the strongest circumstance that we think L
;9 perhaps should be consgidered is tﬁe, fact that these K

'ﬁ- weapbns:, the weapons thdt were used on Mt. and Mrs. La Bianc

gy | Wexme weapons that came out of their own kitchen.

S Now, again, if there was to be a planned

o _.,_,_;.....a__:_ -

(4]

53 mfurder and if this wias to be done with the kind o:E - ;
s activity that the prosecution would have us believe, _
i . . 25l the wespons wogf!;d be gupplied, the weapons would be there. !
They would be using their -own weapons:

26 x
- s ) ) - {
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if anybody can do what Linda Kasabian says Mx. Manson did

‘suggest be consfdered in connection with the possible

| in this couttroom to these doctors and we have learned that

These people were high on acid. They were

wandering around. They went to Harold True's house for

O, TR —

whaéévé’:_f the Teason miy be. They were at & home the

night before, at the Tate home. They went to Harold ’J;rue's

in commection with some kind of narcotic or LSD activity,
And s::hthey{ wandered from Harold True's home, they

waﬁdert‘e_d over to thig home next door,

Lo *

' And oncte again, in the jury room, we will have
the picture of the relationship of these houses, t:he.

Harold True home and t‘he home. of the La Bidncas, andf

in three: or. :Eour minutes, in the smoking of & half a
clgarette, the tying up- and? all of thdat -- we don't have

to look at those pi{;_tures zight now, but I am sure we will
all have in mind the unpleagant plctures that we sre }
spea,klng“ of here -~ it is just not == it is just not
within human possibility. | B

And so, these are circumstances that we

innocence of Mr. Manson in coiinection with the penalty :
phage of thigs tria].. E : : '
Now, the :!nteresting thing about eventually, !

' the use of LSD, and something that we have learned in this
" courtroom, it is very ‘*iﬁté;:esting, and although it is a |

st.ibjeét that has p].-eﬁty of gad overtones, we have listened . :
|
( .
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T

there :l.s something about the ingestion of LSD, there is-
‘ sanething about its use, that, as we have said before -~ |
: and bear with us while we say it again -- Wo::ds can't

A rdescribe it somehew.
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‘ _We-tried, evidently the abcﬁors try,Aand as a
matber-of fact, we have read In the litérature where
doctora Will sometimes, in connection wiﬁh thils, they Just
throw up thelr hands because it is Just very difficult to
convey what 1s going o1t in tne person's mind who is under
the influence of LSD, ‘

\

And why is that? It 1is because the person who

Ed

'is‘under-the fnfluence of LSD is then and £here psyehotic.

They are undergoing a psychotic episqde af the time that
they are high on LSD, e

Now, the prcseeu#ion, aa-wa~said, could have

aid . But they haven't because i1t i3 so, I suppose, for &

1 ong, long fime, people have tried-ﬁo-descrihe-peoplenwhc

were not well méntally;vand we can look at some of the

writings in England, some hundreds of years ago, people who .

were psychotie and sick were acbually conaidered criminal.

We all know ©of the story of Bedlam; that famOHSj‘

aaylum.in England wherein there was actually a criminal

charga, It would be the State +taking actlon and throwipg o

people. into a dungeon begause they were mentally 1I1.

- Now, here we have peoﬁie under the influence
of LSD doing these thipés, and they are mentally illlﬁt the
time that they are doing these things. They are menfaily
111 at the-time they are seeing these things, that they are

obserying as to what 1s golng on.

“CieloDrivecomaRCHTVES
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Fc;r instance, here, &s to Tex Watson,

i} Did you talk bo Tex abt all, or
did he talk to you about what hé was aupposed
to"be doing in that houge?“

This 1is Page 24,087,

"Why he did what he &id"

' That is part of bthe qiiestiem
| _ "Wny he dfd what he ataz"

_' A, -Fone -of us talked a,bcmt 1% much.
o "Tex kind of was somewher& else > you might
s o8 -

"y Do you bel.?;eve, having : .’c;;gestgé;
all the :L'SD and other drugs that you have taken,

. that Tex.was under the influence of some narcebic

or hallucinogen?

wp, I would say he was.. ;
o ;’Q. - Do you know what particular drug
be took? - | |
T ..No, thet I had heard Sadie mention
something about STP. ' .
. 1g. P STP? ,
VA T dentt think I ever had any s

‘but. I heard it ‘s one of the farthest out

‘ p§yche£Ms .;mu can. take.

"It lasts 'for dairs land days and days.

' ‘;-'f 8Q You mean Téx seemed sort of out

' of 1t when yeu were, going back to the ranch?.

~ CieloDFive . COmMARCHTVES .
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"he Well, at the ranch we were
- N . own .
all pretty much ln our/worlds. '

i You mean this wias afberwards, or

" wis he always im hic own world?

Bh - Well, you know, he was always

. prety golly. .

“But after this we started calling bhim the

Iad Hatter. He would just zoom in the kitcher and
. - We g Fix Klm soxe c'Q'ffe& and he zmoomed out of the

- kitehen.”
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7 4 : . Bowy we come o a place in commection with deter-
. 2 rmini“ng whebher or not Leslie Van Houben i3 telling the truth
B 3| Page 24,090: - o |

s A "Q &nd where did you go after you left |
5 the. Fountain of the World? - ‘
e ' Y L went to the deseﬂ;. ;
: B¢ : g Was Chaplic ab the desert when |
. g " you got there, if you remember? |
| 5 A I'reé.,ily ¢annot recall. : _
| 10 ‘ “é pid you ever gee Charlie again? '
- o m, Sure.
12 E 'b g " ¥here did you see him?

. s| .~ "  Yn ghe desert, but I don't know 1f

. 1;_ ‘ " he %&S‘ theye ek the time I got there, . |
o 15 | | ‘ s Dig yau ever tell Charlle about wnat E

TS I 'ha.d happened at the La Bianca house? ;

] s Mo Eeé.- E

18 : R What did he have to say, if anything? E

W v "é. L &v‘ell he kind of looked at me a.nd j

m| L kind of looked st him, and what could he do sbout |

R LT : , - :

. m| 7 vIdon's know what -~ I had done it. ]

. ‘ - Mg . Pid he t§ik o you about how wrégg. ;

ot | . it was for you to have dc?ne this, or anythiz;g' 1

@ . 1ike that? - B !
2 na, I never told him anything he did’ :

(;IélﬁDf"— _AR_C”FITVE’S
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vl
‘ : him urha.t I had done. -

08 |

i “Wa;s WPONG. th should he tell me anything I

did was wrong? | |
: ﬁq, So he did not take yoﬁ to task }

, : o ;

then fox what you had done? ‘_ ) . ;

" Taken me what? ;
"q To task. "
S I dontt know what that is,
L8 KX -right., Did he get angry with
- you when he told you whé:é you had t,:ione? |
. Because I had done something? .
' ‘('%Q. o ‘.’,Y‘es-:. = |
VA Ho. ‘
, "o Did he tell you you had done tﬁ,e
right thingr - . |
U i,“A., | Be did not tell me his op:l.nion one

vay. oF the.other, -
“Gur eonversatibn amounted to what 1 told

.
At s o st uraa R —
3
[ .

A"Q ' That is what I am trying to get at.
LR I don't, know the exact words, but 1t

a.mounted to I was there, and, whatever was to come
ﬁo paas was whatever was £o come to p&asas and this
:Ls where I am ab. |

"There was no right or wrong :ln the dis-
cussion, ’

g Sometime in October you were |

"CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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13

1 | truth, -

“aprested in $he desert?

VA . Yes!

Now, if Leslie Van Houten - we all observed
her demeanoz- on the witness stand.

She doean't have to-say these things, I;'she

was gaing to Just absolve Mr Hanson, Just whitewash hin,

she co&lﬁ.do.tnat?' She hag the power,

- The peprson that'takes the withess stand has

‘the power to say whatevar they say,

Now, the. questibn Is, vwe have to evaluate.as

n“tc whether she isg telling.the truth, and if she is out to

whitewash Mr‘ Manson and not tell it the way 1t was, she

does not-have to say this kind of eonveraation occurred
So what I am.saying id, it is Interesting to

réad the éxact testimony and think of the exact testimony

' becausé It spesks 36 eloguently in telling us who isg telling

the truth and who is not telling the truth.
And these girls, these girls are telling the

The prosecution is cértainl& not goins'tb Bay
that there is -- that when Leslle Van Houteri says she has

no remopse, or Katie Krenwinkel says she has no remorse,

the prosecution is not going to say that that is unérug.
The prosecution says, "Thls 1z it," he sald

: something like, "They are muvations and menstrosities and
andmals,v. and that.kind_of thing.

E
!
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' everything that these girls have said here iﬁ the truth,

vhat fhis 1s where --

11y

Well, there’ is every reason 0 believe that

if you 100k at it «~ 1f'you look at it Word for word and

.analyze it and think of it in terms of’ the whole picture

- and all of the circumatances and all of the evidence in

this case. . |
‘It 1s nob easy to de, and it is not necessarily |

I

an ingratiaﬁing kind of experlence to e this, but we think |

This is where the evidence is, that at least
the verbal evidence is in this transcript.

- Then we come to Leslle Van Houten's statements |

at Page 2k 095 —— pardon me, «93¢. . - : [

“Leslie, at some time after you werée arrested,
you: were ultimaﬁely phawgeﬁ.withfthe La Bianea
homlclde; isn't that correct?

"R Yes,

R{*Y | - Now, dld you have any conversations,.

-with‘mgmbers-ﬁf the Loz Angeles Poldce Department, - :

eitﬁer herbfé-ar arter you were formally charged
wiﬁh the La Bianca homi&iﬂes?

© g, You mean before XL was charged with . E
‘tyeHQ -
N e Yes, - o
ua, Yes, I did. %

g ‘-: Po you remember who some of the -

T T T T CieloDAve.CoMARCHIVES
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.3:4, T

“peopia wére,ythé;names of some of the people

were?
“ fp, o ijetective' HeGann and Detective

" Patchett.”

‘Now,' we have all ecome to know Officers MeGann

and Offieer Patchett,

' She is testifying-eoncerning eoﬁﬂersationa
with them, It would be no problem whatsoever fcr the
prosecution to put on Officers MeGann éndﬁPgtchett, 1

- what Leslie Van Houben is saylng hére was not so.

But is it indicative, her testimony here shows

te way the prosecution has operated in this case in

" connection with witnesses:

i Were they from the LAPD or the
Sherifr’:s Departmerit,_ if you know?
"a, | .It was~mé'gnderstand;pg that they
were LAPD Homlelde.
Mg D1d you talic with Sergeant
Gu{:ieﬁrez" here? A

VA, No, he was guestioning somebody

eISe;“ ' A
, - g _Did you failk té3any other homiclde
| aﬁteﬁﬁives? .
"4, Well, ltﬁe these detectives

guestion you and there are about three or four

of them, One fires questions at you and the -

'

CieloDrive.COmM AR CHTVES
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’18:' P ’

’ %th‘ers stand around Yike, you know, 'We can .

- ,sergeant Patﬁhe‘at whein 3 s’ ap Triyo county. '

. wWith Sergeant Patehett, dId you have one or more

‘ "-‘than &ne cnnversation with him?

12 . i:e him arter tha:ta

o and Ser&eant Pa&chett?

a hia na;me .'Later s and ‘one other one s but I

‘-.‘were aetually indieated on the charges?

hrought me here t~o I;.A.a and tnen it ’wasn't . | .

fmain Oones VPEI'e Petective IraeGann in L.A. and

réad your mind,* you know., - '
| *'So, there were okheps around bu’c the

ng Sergeant who?. I'm sorry,
- ™R Patghebt. ) | .
o -‘-“‘Q," In, the cozwersation that you had

L

"1!{ _ I had one; and 1. refused to spea.k ‘
v e Who was present bestdes yourself
) Sa’:rb‘uche — ym.x know, I ,'Learned -
N 'Was this 10 Inyo Country Jail? o

- : Yes, it was. . -

, ’T@h o Aﬁmi wa§ it some time befere you,‘ . )

Y Ii: was about a week befcre f:hey_‘..' -

' .:tong after that that I goi; indicted I guess. SR |

It mugt have been about a couple of weeks.

- g - DId you talk with Sergeant

~CieloDAVE.COMARTHTVES .
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4 . “Paﬁchet;t and tell him what you have told us
. o 3 here today? N

s me, I aiam's |

o , "y  Did Sergeanb Pakcéhett offer you

sl anything %o try to induce you to talk?
' : A - He offered me immunitﬁ,'and when -

1
H
i
i
i
i
L
P
'

* ‘ 7 I $urned him down he said ke would have me murdered.™

1#
of |

And that is ?{hatf the prosecublion is asking at this poi-_rﬁ; ,
o | Tiet now, they are apking - " |

wl R COURT: We will take our recess at this tine;

111 M, Kaparek. |

12 Do not converse with anyone or form or e:épre_as
13 an oplnion regarding pénalty until that question is flnally
. | submitted to you, | - ' |

T S Thé fourt willl Tecess for 15 minutes,

| Y {Recegs.)
Ma g

-
e e e o —————— )

i

20; |

{
- - . i
2] 3
. 5 :.

: 23 i ' . l ) * - |
24 . ' o b
. 5] : . ' :

26

{
!
1
{
i
i
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may continue, Mr. Kanarek

" because the issue right now being life or death, it is

- UpoR a police oﬁficer or a prose,cutor giving immunity. to

" if that is untrue, could not be brought here to testify.

s f

TI-IE CGURT-; A‘ll parties are present except Mr.

Manson.

;. ARl ccunsel and all jurors are present. You

MR, KAKAREK‘ Thank you, your Honor.
Leslie Van Houten testa.fied that .she was offered;
mmu:rity, and when I turned it down, he said he wouid have

ne murdereda. #

Now, it is clearly within the power of the -
District Attorney =- 1f this is untrue -- these police
ufficé‘:r:s., the prosécti-ti;on was. here iﬁ- court, they could
bring these police officers here and testify this did mot
happen. . . | |
' 1s that significant in commection with what we
are. l;_e‘re for presently as to the penalty? '

Ave we interested in this kind of evidence,

sort of like roulef:te in-Las Vegas.
IB jusm.ce supposed to be admimistered based

.

scmaeone?

There iz every reason to believe that if

- anything is true, that statement is true. ' :

There is no reasan, no practical reason oY

any othez: reason in the world why those police oificers, : !

CieloDHVECOM ARCHIVES |
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26

- to teéstify is because it is true.

. the murder of Lesl:.e Van Hauten..

25|

But the reason that they weee not brought here -

“So, theréfore, - therefore the wheél was spinning |
and it came up Leskie, and Leslie did not want the stakes, ’

even though she won. '
x~She did not want that immunity. .
S0 niow just becauge she did not want that - !
imum.ty she is to be killed. |
' ' She is tﬁ be murde’red

They atre asking us in this courtroom to commit |

" THE -GOﬁRT.: : That is not & pruprer sta‘ten;enbg_ sir.
That is improper ‘arguineﬁth

MR, KANAREK: Well. I would like to app:roach the
bench then, your Honor, i.f I may. ,

THE COURT: - The jury will d:.sregard that term,

murdsr.

- MR. RANAREK: Ladies and gentlemén of the jury, )
*read over =- if I mey disagree with the Court ~- |
‘ But in any events in any event Yead In copmmec~
tion with the jury Instruction that you are going to get,

you are gattmg an inst:ruction on murder, and that :i.s one

¢
A e w sm e e s sy b =

of the instructlons you will get going into the jury TOOm.
' But in any event, in any event, this i‘.s what

she testified to. 5 N ;'
And cert&inly the gist of it is there, and that

CieloDrivE.COMARCHTVES
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1| 1s why there ig this aspect. of pogsible innocence.
2 ’ . Can we depend upon a whole scheme of things?

3 : Can we depend upon a prosecution where the only

4 thing that is desired is the result‘?

5 . Can we usée that kin& of a pxosecution to put - i
8 people in the gas chamber? .|
Ik B - ' "He said he would haue ne murdered.
§ " -"and then thet is where Dianne Bluestein
:3 came running in our cell.
10 | , "Q Now, wait. We are getting ahead of
| - ourselves.
| 12 o . "You are sute Sergeant Pa tchetﬁ offered
i3] ‘ygu;‘itmmunity if you woukd testify for the State?
14 . ' “mA  They all offered e {imounity, and‘ they
15 : offered .me 525,000, and a 9:00 to 5:00, and 24-hour _
Y security. o 1
17 | ‘ ' "They of'fe;:ed me a complete world if |
it3 ‘ I _ﬁoui& turn in evidence for them."
19 ‘ . She is menfioning Sergeant Patchett -- I

30, | megﬁ,t- ithere is no ques,tibn but what that has to be txué; {

K ‘ - .M . Now, you see; we are getting ahead of : l
2| - outrselves. We have to determine who ’they' are. ‘

E S »; . "Who besides Sergeant Patchett?
24 " McGapn. Mr. McGann used to see me ..;
35 . in *I;he Captain s office for three hours every. d.ay, |
S for three or four days, and do nothing but offer me - ’

CieloDrive.Com ARC HTVES
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=

-“éﬁ entire Wdﬁld'if-l‘. would i-ook'a‘t a plcture and
say thai: 1 saw Char].es; Manson shoof that gun, -
and wasan't he a terzible misn, )
. Now, in the context of these proceedings,
where it 15 a matter of life or: death for Gharles Manson,
. can we depend uport law enforcement that has this kind of
Ca sta;t:e of mind as fax as pxosecutiou goes?
| . Can we depend upon this kind of an exercise .
of a pu'bl:.c office, because- a polx.ce officer is a publié |

official.

o I:Q
Mr. MeGam?
LY.

- Lo L :nQ'
AR

n A
) : “"'Q
Mr. McGani?
n A

them came in. : ' . i

.He is a public officer. Should he be doing

Where were thege conversations with -

e i oy BT e e o b -

In the Captain's office at the jail. |
What jail? ‘ '
Syb:.l Brand Insi:::-.tute for Women:.

Was anybody else present besides you &nd

I think -~ T not sure =~ but one of .

¥

"1t might have been you ~=- that one O

there -= but I -don’ t rememnber.

"Once in-a whﬂe one ox twa woulii come i

ix and ask McGann how he was doing with me; you i

know; and McGann would just look &t me and say

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



27,411

17a=5 - 1 ' "something
® ol . © . "§  #nd who offered you $25,000, a $25,000

g - reward?

4 A Detective McGamn."
5 Now, the issue is framed there.

B Either that was said or it wasa't said
T - Either that offer was made ox it wasn t.‘ made.
- s L sf R | And thls then is the kin& of situation when
) _9;2 we . 10015: at the equities of ir; it :.s in the game kind of
17b figl; m bushel basket. as the situat:_mn wi-t:h-‘ Susan Atkins.
‘ LT a toC .
w
]

15 |

1§

=
1
1y
‘_ 50:‘

2

- o e i e s et e & e+ e  —
»

. - o 2
-3

28
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- of mind of a little girl 19 ~- whatever she was, 19 or
.20 a.t tha:b time, her st&te o;ﬁ‘ min

jq;ife or ;ie:ath? Becaus_a thai:q_ was an’ opportunity £or her

Shall we allow the happenstaﬁce the state

\ Sne sald, "Yes, she would be given immunity - :
and beeomé. a pros.ecuticn w.itnesa if she said yes,"

: . Then to that she would have the $25,000, the
immun:!.ty and ail of tha,t. o ' : 1
; Shoyld t‘hat be the criterion of deternining
to escape these préqaeﬁifpga and be where 'j;inda Kasablan is.

S0 these are some of the 'thi-pgs that perhaps
we shi:uld congider °A1n deciding whether or not life or
death should be gi‘ven, because that has to be true.

- Be'ause Detectlve McGann 1s verg, very ava;ilable. |

‘ "Q, ( And who pffered ybu Whaﬁ sounds

o me like some kind of B iob?

s e ———

"a, He did, He offéred me everything.

9 ¥hen you say évemthing , What do
you mean by that? S | z

ug, . " In other words, he offered me a
. complete world. oui:aiﬁe of the bars if I Hould
.“bu:m in evidénce aga:i.nst -other people. ‘ | i .

o Did you steadfastly refuse? .
A - Yes, I refused, 1 ;
" | Perhaps you counld tell us why. .
A Because if' I was at that house - .

CieloDAvVe.COmMARCHIVES
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16|
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_ this eourtroem.

;.'“which i Knew I was — know that it was
up -t me-to he juﬁgeﬁ accordingly, and not for me
5o be cat loose because i waﬁ to - turn 1n-evidennel
;againsb other people.
B¢ don‘t see where,;ustice 1tes in that. : S
' :danﬁt see how it ig fair,* a

Thi@ is ﬁhe state of’mind of 3 girl whn is in

She is. testifying* ﬁhe is testdrying as to her
true s’hate of mind, o |
This is an.index this s indicative of the

ﬂa- ‘ Leslie do you feel. sorrow or
,shamy or & sense. of guily at’ having participate& '
: ‘in'the death or'ﬁra% La Bianca?
U wy o (pause.)

T ;Q;i- ?Qkaf Let me go ‘one by one.
o .. "Bo you féel sorrowful about it, sorry,
‘mhavwf o ’ . |
- f?% f Sorny 15 only a five—letter word,
- '11: cari't bring bk anything. ‘

Naw, those are harﬁn'uerdﬁ, it is trne, and our

' oniy aﬂvaeacy of those words atb this point, since we dcn‘t o

represent L?slie Van Hout&n, 15 becaﬂse of the fact +hat

| we are advacating that what she is saying s the truﬁh.

Thab 15 why'we utter those words to you now; to

o b r e o s e - —

" i
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try to discuss —

We are not here to cause any barm to Leslie \
“Van *ﬂouten, but the pm:pose ls to gee whether we osmuse her

‘words in deciding whether Mr. Manson should ‘g‘et life or

| And there is a girl that is speaking the truth. |
and otit of the context of these proceedings, in

chur own lives, how many tiseg have we heard reople say,

Vsorxy," o¥ have indicated a regret wiilch we know is

éuperﬂ'icﬂ,a&; which we kpov is something that is not in
fact what they mean. '

In the socia.l graces reople say, Mt uorry,
because of one thing or another that may have occurred.

3 Sc:mt':.mes a public official will gay, "I'm

You go down and you go SQmewhEre and you want
tp get a ccrtain aqcumnt or something, and somebody fakss
a misgtaks L and they i:&,ll you they are sorry, something of

’,that type, i:hat they have -- they arze very sorry, and so

" gy | Eorth.

Aﬁd- ake they sorry or are they not sorry?
The question ig., when she says it, does she man
7 ‘

When she says Lt, She means exactly what she

Bays. That it is just a five~letter word in her sind.

And so it 1s not like the pﬁblic official dr

CleloDrlveCOI‘nARCHIVE
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S |
. the Digtyrict Attorney saying, "So¥ry, Susan Atkins, you 1
K 1 -changerd. lawyers, sor;cy, we. are xot going to ailow you to ; ‘
] ’ have Iife because, you changed lavyers.™ ‘ ¥
3 . *) _ I anl t¥ying, mslie, to dige-
:_ ] s cgver ag best I can your feaxings about
16\_ | what you did, your feelings Sow, bow you
) ‘ : feel about it, aml I can only use woxds.
-z 'f . “'”‘JA. Wha.t can I ;i:'ael? It has
-: ’ hapéenéﬁ. - ghe ig gone.
: | "What can I dp? What céﬁf I feal?
Aio ' . "y Do ‘you wish that _ff.t-‘ hadn 1€
. "h&@'{ﬁl"i\ﬁd“? ) ' ‘
o ,':"A Do I wish? J:nevrer wigh any- ;
- thingto be done ovex anbther MAY '
B ' :i".f‘;‘ha;t ig & qulish fhou@ht; It never
‘15__‘ WLll bhappen that way. You can—"# undo some—
’ thing that is dore. . . ;
' "Q - Do you feel ashamed of what '
o ha'pgene& within yonrself?
19 | - "A astamea?
20 o Mg Yes, ashamed.
fl | "a ashamed? iy
. " ves. , ;
28 : ’ . .
' "A  What is aghamed? !
"24-7 g Do. gbu have a feeling —- the j
B 256 best way I can puk it .éther ‘than to use that !
26 : . !
b
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"word ikself ~-- do you have a feeling of == -

MA . You wean S:=E I vanted to hide?
"% No, not to hide, but as 1E you

‘warited {:c ory for what happened.

e cry?
"y . Yes,
A For her death?
"y yes. ‘
Wy If I gy fc:: deat:h. it is Ior

. death itael.f »

she ig not the only pa¥son who has
died.

g gould jou te11l us, how do you

feal about Tiow Bitting m the %-zitneas Pox?’
*3 How I feal? o .
%1 feel Iike it happened.
e And it is something that we
a.‘Ll, none of us, van undo, is that right?
' "A " sure. f |
§ "¢ . bo you ‘think ,.aigaoui; it Erom time
to tide? | |

4. ‘only when I am in the caurtroom.

"Q -Have you tried to stop thinking

.Aabout ;Lt exqept when you ware in the courte

room? ™

" &n objection which wis overruled.

¥

2T peenp meem oo

CIGIODI‘IVECMARCHIVES



e

i3

.
. .y
aFFLC

161

S

iz

RN A
Cml]
R
O
s |
RE

ot

T

<26 |

27,417 .

. ﬁry to stop?

‘_that are already pst. "

YriE WITNRSS: What do you mean, do I

*1 dom 't generally thi’rrk about things :

“CieloDrive. COM AR CHTVES
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..‘3.0: 1.

- is Leslie Van Houten talling us the tx‘uth

"'when ghe is testifying in that way?
1t is unusual, it ¥e == itfg == it Ja certainly '
ez sure ‘that rone of us would agree with that state of
: v.mind’, ‘that she ha-s, but s.he is telling us the truth. That

45 in fact hgi: state ;oﬁ mind, so we van rely upon w";xa,.t ﬂl}e
is telling usy- and yhen you compare, when you coia}_:::arer' this
:hearf-ren&ing ~=~ a yaung gi'r.‘l. like that making statements
Tike that -— there is no quest:ton but what 4t tends to

tea,zf you up, that a young girl in vom: society ghould have
this :Eeeling. o

WX wean, T think we are in agreement that this :

Cis a:egreti:a.ble,, that she should have ‘l:his feeling, but it
is the truth.
"she is telling us ﬁxat:’bly the way she- :r;‘eiusﬂ!_,-;:,E

And this means that the girl can be balieved.

There is fio. wvay, ho way that we can beliave Linda Xasabian

‘the way we can belleve her, the way we can belleve

' Leslie Van Houten.

Whexe hag the prosecution shown anything in
connection w;i.th Leslie Van Houten that would be analogous

T to minda ¥asabian's theft cf the $5,000?

Where?
whe::e g it m connection with anything?
I8 this :meori:ant? ‘

wall. that is what we have to decz:x.de and

U
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g ‘certai,na,y,, certainly thies girl is giiéing. PE = is givi,ﬁq us

the informa-tion that we can use in de‘c‘idipg this case 6n

the penalty phase.

-
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was try:l.ng to protEGt charles Manson she woulﬂn"t ‘.be
‘uttering: these wordm '

-

that sadie, Bobby Beausaleil, and you went {:n

- wi.th 2 gun.

Iage 241102 is the kind of truth that if she

”Q aesiie, you stated" -~ this is
Mrp shi.nn e ramdne he,a: -- "esiie, you stated

'the Hinmin residences

*A - ves. _
"y g that corréct?
A yes. -
" . I believe you stated that Gary -
Hinman took a shot at Somandy?
' "4 what?
"Q ' You gald that cary Hinwan took
a. shot é-t. somebody with e ‘Qun,,.
‘?A Yes. | a _
e And you saixi right after that -
shot that Sadie hit Gary Binman over the head '

" "A 7 No, that is not what I said, i
"Q  What did you say?
"A I said that Charlie took his.

S‘\’Ol:d an& cut G&t’Y"S ea.r." ; - 4

Now, ig she telling it the way it is, or :l.et

|
she mak:l.ng up a story? , < !
i

She vas there, according to this testimony.

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES.



(4

(3

B
1;“

N ‘:; :12
13

" 14

15

S
-7 ]
18,

9 |
o

3

22

r
e
-

. 48

27,421

The prosecu‘,cic_;n will may I am stating a fact.
‘But we can certainiy infer, you can make the inference
from i:!iis that she was there. And she is telling it the

wWay it wvass

she is tell;mg us, she. s saying, "No, that
is not what I sald. -

e ‘What did you Fay?

"4 T £aid that charlie took his

swor& and cut gary'g eax.”
K fhe khows that My. Hinman ‘i's dead. 5he knows

that that is not good in the context of these proceedings
for anybody to be thére, ):‘Let alone to hava committed som

| kind of an injury to the physical pexson of Gary Himr.sanu..‘

But we certainly must agree that what she is telling here
i5 sompthing that has the ring of truth to it. |

And the proceedings that we have lere, in -

Gcnnection with- this lifé oxr death, @re proceedings that

mq::ire the kind of integr;i.ty, the kind of t::tzthfulnaas that -
you get from = witneSB Who te not beholden to anjbody.

" Linda I%mbian is heholden to the prosecution

for all 6£ those benefits, '.[,‘_here. s no rest:ra.int qn, Lindad

Kasablan 's Words . Nothing,

. Can we think 0f any restrain:t: upon her?

Why ahe should not say somethé.rgthat is helpful to the

oseqution s viewpolnt?

‘Here ik a girl that is ;beholden to nébo&yu

e v—

i
L

i
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“hexr 1ifetime .

Abﬁblutely nobody . A

' ike we bave suggested, she will probably,

after thess proceedings are over, never see Mr, Manson in

| "t said that chariie took his eword and -
cut Gary Is e.ax‘.
. %Q pfter that?
¥4 ghen I told chariie that I
" would take care of gary as best I could, and
£or him to g0 '

- "Q: - okay.

( "s0, now, I bel:l:eve you stated that Sadia
'then hit Gary over the head wi-l:h a gun; is that
:c'cr::ect:? . ‘

' "A ' I said.I didn it see 1t But she
- muast have becausge he was kmc]eed out in the -
- living zoon. _
L You say when charlie and Bruce
© left, Gary weni: from the 15.v3.ng room == I mea‘n
f:r:om tha kitchen to the J.iving room?
| "A .He went intc the hallway with
the gun still patntiﬁg‘.
D P Where was gadie at that time?
. ™A . In the kitchen with me. Then she

*

: 1e.ft the kitchen and wént xunning towdzrde

caxy. : ,
*Q That is in the hallway?

CieioffriVE._CUm/}H(JHWt:S'
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"A - Well, the way the house is
sitvated is there is still a hallway. when
you Z].eave the kitchen through the kitchen
door, you go down a hallway which leads to
the front door and then goes on up into the

living room."

LT
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= 15
- 17 Gary Hinmn fs aax.
,:.‘. |
g .“1;5:
-8 .'

B -. 25 ‘
“ Maﬁson oF. :I;s thiz a gir;L telling *us what happaned?

An& hea:e is a pieture ‘. Defenaants' 1 P‘-‘-ﬂﬁ,

A seriéa of pictures. The upper one here havj.ng tha

polq.ticatl pigay" on the ’mlb o ,

) ‘ o Then furthez: on in i:his testimony of Leslie
van Fouten. .
R | And whexe wis : cary when you

first anteyed the iivipg room?
' | "A 'fHe was 1ayixxg on the floor.
- "‘Q : ‘Whe:e:e was sadie?
& "’Naar him. - _ _
: "Q : :.' g Was Gary ‘bleeding’ at that t&m?
"Ho _ﬁis ear was._
L -ff'Q 'What about bis head where he was.
hit on top bf the head‘?
o LT It could hava been.”

~f'Q ; Did-you ever g'c back :Lnto the 1iving -
room to see Gary uttey tha{-.
. That was ‘after Sad:i:a' had stabbed Gary. ]
"“A I went in once when I heard a
1ot b:E m!:sa go:!:ng ;m i.n there, strange sounds."
X w@_ni;. in and X saw,hi;n-,.dead or :(iying.., I Exfon ?‘f::
'k"np_pr Lf by was dedd ox mf:." ' "

Iz thig a g;!.r:l tryi;ng to protect chaxlea

This is r&fe::ring‘ tcs Mr. Manson"s auttmg of

-
i
i
§

.
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- would show that Linda Kasablan == and I think we can infer

_such, buk algg mnda maabian?a ability to perceive and
ib §- '

. begause this ¢learly shows thatLinda Kasabian ihgested LSD

: Now, here is testimony at page 24,11l which

it by her lLife styls and by the habit she bad of taking
TSD and consuming it the way it has been portrayed fo ug =-

and then, agatn, to make her ¢redibility synthetically
something that ii: wasnit, she tcrld us. that ghe only. took LSD

once in the whple time ghe was i:hexe at the ranch,

[ T

So, thisg testimony is 1nteraating in cannaction

| w::,rl:h determining fiot only Linda Kasabian's credibility as

'ra-lé;te and bring to this countroom whatever sbe saw)

at the critical times that we are considering.
At pPage 24,1lll..

"Q “OKaY,, now, did you ever see hax

taks any diugs 1lke LSD or épaaa or warijvana?
b I have been with her a -éouple of
‘ ¢iieS.. We have bad acid. . '

o she has been on a& gouple of aa:ﬁ.d tr;ipu
W.’Lt:h m& ' ’ +

g And would shé take these ldruga

. Quite often? - - = | * !

a "A  nike I say, you know, .like at the
ranch I was doing whai:ever I was doing,

| sometines I would come acroes Linda; ’

she could have been_ loaded, I don 't know, or ‘

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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A Ca.theri.ne shara haa told us, that L:Lnda ms&bian Jrought: -
to the ranch when she brought the $5, 000, she also bxought

only took it once in the whole time that shé was at the

-e.vents at the Tate and Ia Bianca house occurra&, thé reason

! i:ha prosecui:ion«;

e *hlgh on acid« A

sl "I don't lnow how many times she did.
I know she had an acid atash when shﬁ camg
with ug, thet People vere, you know, ta-k;mg
tabs’ from naw andv. 1.:harr-."‘ : |

We lmow Erom what Gy psy told us, from what

thig acid with hér, the '1.8D that we age speaking of. i
And she tells we, Linda ham told us, that she

vanch.

Now, then, we get to the weason that thaaa

that Linda Iﬂasabian dould have been ;!.nterroga{:ed on by

g o:f:.aig{ dia you talk about Bobby
“BéauﬁqiEii?’" ' 4
This is at Page 24,112,
"a ~ on those two  daya?
e Well, preceding those two ;iaYﬁm
| before August 8th and August ‘91:.11.-_

f

. "a Everyona was discussiiig Bobby . 5

Beausoleil. . . ' f
"¢  Yes, but T want to6 direct your

‘ a‘&tent:tbn o whether or not Linda Easabian

W i:alking to you or in your premence ahout

Clelo[Flveoomm0H|VEs
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Npobby Beausoleil.

"4 e talked about it.

"Q ‘ pid eha talk about :Lt‘?
"a . pid sha? ‘
") Yes.

"\ We, it wasn’t Like she did mot
do any wore than I did.
"Q You say Twe .
"5id she participate in the conversation?
"a Sure. | ‘
. "Q Do you recall what she Baid about
‘Bobby Beaupoleil?
| M4 No.
*Q . pid she say anything about trying
to get him out? .
"L  wWe a1l said things about trying
to get him ou‘h.
*¢ - When you saild you all, you are -
:!.mluding Linda ;Kasahian?

. “A Surfu

'Q pid she talkabout ;Bobby Baauaoleil

in jail.- Linda msabian? ‘
VA While ,'Bbbby sms in jail di.a she

talk about him?

"'Q' Ye 8.

Y\ . SULS «

|
|

!
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'@ How to get dut brothsr ouk?
"a [Yes{ f.‘n:"s a shame hefs in jail.
1 wonder how we could get hinm out.?
| "Well, you Xnow, conversation. I cannot
pinpoint the woxds. |
ng okay, So now on August 9th you
, ~gtafi:ed, she drove the au:l:omobilg?
) | "o Wpat date?
g August Sth.
A I fhat the second hight? _
"Q  7That is the nigkt of the La Biancas =~
"a ves, she drove,”

¥ -

Now, there i‘s o gue si:ion about what I.inda

| was driving that car and but what Linds stopped in front of )

the house of Harold ‘mm&s-
Page 24,117
"Q Now, T believe you sait,i L:I.nda,
wem: into. the housa with Tex.
"A . Linda left the car with Tex.
"Q Did you see her leave the car?
"E ves.t
| That does not a,grée with what Linda has A‘told

- u8, of course.

The quéstion isr I8 thig testimony nore
reliablei,and in connection with deternining the possible
innocence of Mr. Manson is this testivony sionificant of

3
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Linda?

Now, at Page &,121: , .
We bave, on that page, without reading the
detalls of ik, ™wben was It that you first took Lsp?"
' ' she gays, "My father cape up and we had &
visit, and he told me it was when I was 15."%
So, there- is no question but what she is 4
chronic user and akuser of LSD.

Now, Page 24,122:

*Q

then, to the taking of LSP. bDid you ever
. take LD in the presence of Linda Xasabian?

-'"'A

"

oy
*Q

A
"

. discuss Bobby Beausoleil with you? Just a
,.cligcnésién of Bobby Béausoleil? |

My
"Q

: IIQ

vas said by her?

ﬁow. directing your attention,

'and whera wére you when you
took LSD in the presence of Linda Rasablan?

‘When was that?

Yeg. _
on how many occasions?

A couple.

At the ranch.
Now, did Linda Kasabian ever

Yesu,

Wheir we were at the ranch.
YWhat wvas gaid by you and what

B AR e—— ke ——
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"'.A - Differant kinds of conversations
happened aboui: Bobby, how good looking ha wag,

~ what & nicé man he was,

A
* -

®and then after he got arrested, how

A could we go abouk getting him out, that it
. wasn it right that he was lozked up.”

Then: "And directing your attention;

“theri, to the words "political piggy."

"You saw these words at the Hinman home;
is that corxect? ’

"uE WITNESS: I saw some wrpitings on the

wall., Tater on I found it was fpolitical piggy?.
"I didn't pay any attention at that time."

.
s m o A A+ BTy o g e e LA S i, et
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' iﬁc‘*l' -1; - o And then: ' . \
3 : - "Q Now, directing yn;ur attention to Linda i
T Kasab:ian, did you ever hear Liudé Kaéabian'n's.e, E
gl the word 'pig;’ speak aud use the word 'pig'? '
5| o YA Tt wasn 't a word that was wu.dely l
%\ - ixged, _ 1
= g o "I personally cannot remeﬁber her :
. 8 -saying that word, - ' b
| g _ "Q At no t:t.tne in your -=- gince you have
T known her do you remember her using the word
|l 'pig'? | -
g ' i ) A The ‘on]_.y time Linda and I wéu.ld '
13 ( gexwrally speak would be. about Bobby because Linda
14 .+ knew I was with Bobby."
48 | . \ She knew, in the conte:it' of these proceedings,

. 36| that if she wished to jus:t 1ie, j-u‘st get up ‘there and lay

471 it on fox us fo try to fool us; or something like that,

19.' o She is telling us, i£ you‘l-ook at it., regd
o0 | . the detail of this evi—d_ence,_t_his girl is giving us’

[ "

! l evidén'céa that is truthfel. she is telling ug the things

23| that we can believe,

o

|
r
- 13-)_-,'she would say that she heard her use the. wm:d "piz. " o l
i
t
i
: |
sl . 'I‘hen shé goes on to discuss. E

|

al D - What suggestions, if any, did Linda
. . S " Rasabisn meke to get Bobby Beausolei1 out. of jail? ;

Cas| L - Y& she didn't come up with any herself. !

CieloDFAVE.COMARC HTVES
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-”It Wa;s a lot of different thought,s comb:med <= @

.' bunch of diffetent thoughts.

' "L:Lnda dld not mastermind or plot any

: main thing. ' ' _
| ~?’Q. Weil, st a time when I.inda was present

did you, Sadie, Batficia and Linda together discuss

,gatting, Bebby Beaﬁsoleil out. o:E Jai‘l'*"
ST yes

And isn' 1.: that perfe'ctly ‘:eagonableff’ Isn t

it’ reasonable that sQn:teone ‘1ike Bobby Beausoléﬂ e :Lsn t )

:Lt reast:mable he was :m Jai’.l, got ar;r:ested on August the

lsth, doesn ¥ it see.m that peqple wou«ld discuss some way of |
" getting him out of Jaa-_l"' 'J.‘hesre far~-out people, theée ‘ |

people who ate an unusual type @f paoplve"‘ . .
Sa, they tﬁ:{nk of what happened to Gary Hmman

wrote tzhis “poh.tic,al piggy." So, one person speaks to

i the oj:her and there is thi.s cont:emplaticn of tﬁi.s

evidence being there.
' S0, what do they dg" "Ihey go ahead and’ they

. just - being upset or whatever g they go ot,t and they -

dn whate\zer they did .{n au atmosphere of acid.

- In cther wards, ‘i 1¢ not the ’ki:mi of thing,

‘certainiy, the way the Board of Directors of a large
. corporation sit down and, 1 suppase, plans next yea.r '§

model. _Bu}: in the g_:\oxrl:e:;t of these people_, and in the a

i
1
i
F
]
i

t
i
1
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| 18¢-3 ‘? e egn-tex’t c;f Su‘san Aﬁﬁne, who was the driving f&z:ce here, £
- - 9 nb question about it N Su;san Atking felt that whatever
. "3 happenied to Bobby Héattsclgi}; was her ﬂg:lng, that she had
4| killeg ;éaﬁy Hinman, and. so it .géﬁeratéd iﬁto what happened |
‘5 and the tragedies that we have before us. ‘ ‘
i | Does that make méxe senge to us than th:[s ,
2 ¢| race war? S _ o [
. 3 | Cis the'-‘ffa’olitical piggy " is that the clue? o I
‘ 5| Is that the clue to the whole picture here? o |
;0 : it cer-'tainl’y fits in. it certéinly fits in
| | y| with the notivation, It certainly Eits in with the
1’8d ﬂ#.«_ '1._2' mo:ivation dbout Bobby Beausolea.l
. ' 1
o |
‘ '.' - '
%
- |
A T i
20 §
. ‘ . ) 3
O w |
. a .
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o But Linda Kasabian, ve know what she told us
when shé came back here, and the mteresting thing ahout
this ‘whole situation is that Linda Kasgablan, when she

‘ -'tes-tif_ie'd, she tells us »- how did she put if -~ you

remember, -there was that Aas}pect of her testimony, she
wrote out all of these things for the pr‘os‘ecuti‘on,A she

made a she.af of papers up, and she never: mentioned Gaty

- Hinman fn that sheaf of papers that she was. welting fm:‘

the prosecution. _
‘ ~ You remémber, there was the pulling out of a

word about g murder. But she left out any allusion to

Gary H:t.nma.n in those wrltingm

And the reason she did that is becauﬁe Linda

-Kasab:r.an is a very clever girl, ~ She was gett:.ng i,munit)r.

She was getEing inmnnity in these Tate and La Bianca
.ma-ttefs, and‘ she didn't wanff; f;o become too invelved in
the Gaty Hinman matter.

‘She didn't expnound upen that im her wxitz.ngg

Remember, we had to kick out, there wds. one

: wordt there where she used the word "murder."®

1*Ilif.ell she didn’ t ~- ghe ¢ould have, T don't

know if there is any reason why she couldn'i have, but she

could have wmtten out all of this, that she knew about:
the Gary H:.nman matter. . she could have written o,ut
averyth—ing that she testified to in this courtroom about

.the G‘a;::y Hiaman mat_te;:{ But she didn't do that.

CieloDrive COmARC HTVE'S
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T L *'Q Anc'[ what suggestmns, if any, d:td I.inda ‘
Kasabian make to get Bobby Beausoleil out of jail?
e A She di&n t come up with any hex:’Seif "

" and s¢ forth.

And them ) ‘ A
‘ "Q All rlght then, in thege 'd:i.‘s‘cﬁs;si-oﬁs,v.
| E:' whethér En;da Stated- the words or noi, what. wa-é-,—-
‘.jwhapt was the method that was to be used o gel:
Bo’bby Beausale:t.l out. of Jall? -
A . We hadn t come to-a decisive method in
- which fo get him out. ‘
: "We had diffexent thoughts “
Now, if Leslie Van Houten was & liar, if she -

' Was making soething up, that would be a wonderful oppor=-
3 tunity for her to give us a. detailed plan.. |
_But she is . tell:tng us the way people on acid‘

i:h:mk artd dct. They had different thoughi:s,

Some kind of a convers&tion or series o;E

3 ‘convérsat.tons- had taken place, and sameho‘w or other,

whatever the mativatlon was, they wen,!; to the Tate res§.~
dence, and then went to the La Blanca ‘residence,

T Because; you see, when a story is told ‘that is
Just a story and it is made up, it is 1)3:1:, it doesn’ ﬁ
have any 1oose ends to it. But when Ehe truth is told,

’-’u'because of the Iack of ability of ’people to’ remember

details, there is a 1003& end hexe and there. Therg isa.
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%

" 25

looge end that you have when you don't rehearse a story
Eime after time after time, as.Linda Kasabian was S

rehearsed.

p————_—__

PSSR
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‘ dis’mu‘ssed- these matters with me before. And so she toid

it exactiy the way it was.

~ This witn‘ess; Leslie Van I{cufen, took the
witnéss stand and told us what It was. She had mever

She says:
"We hadn't come to a decisive method
in which to get him out. We had different thouglits.
"G ALl wight. -
‘ URould jrori"state"what“ the different .
thoughts were that were discussed in the pre'sencae.
) o;E Li’nda Kasabian?

ps

12 R A  .We gcould raise the bail; we found out
1'3i later there was no bail.

‘:14“ N ' "We could get a good attorney to try

15 to beat the case.

) 1{;:‘ "0r we could ﬁo éoPy-cat killings. !
a7 | " And this was discussed in the presence - |
| of Linda Kasabian? | | 1

" g "A . Sure, Linda Kasabian was there. !
5 "3 All right; and in comnection with the ‘

o I ‘,matte:':‘ ‘c'rl:E copy-cat killings, what were you going to ‘

. copy? ' ’ I

. "What was @lscussed as the example, N

24 tha.t whi.ch wou];d be copied? l
- - -mA I Suppose the writl‘ng on the wall the
25 “Weapons used. . . . . L
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'..Leslie Van Houtezr &s an, example here.

13

e ﬁéﬂn't ‘reiﬁ-liy ‘thought about that:.¥ I
Now, in dEGidins what the penalty should be, ) '
:

we have other witnesses, and we have tried to use -

We are not going to go through everybody

-‘testlmony is 50 helpful in sheddirgg a light in cnnnecti.on ’ 2
‘with these events that we have gone into detail on that. ;
. . i

E
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I{g]f% ﬁut; .tf 'ﬁre_ 10.91fc at the other testip}ony in. .
h . 3| -here from people that are -- people that admittedly have
‘ Y "lived together on the Spabn Ranch. '
4"+ -+ You take witnesses like Cathy Gillis., Lynne |
5| Frorme -Sa'r‘zdra Good,; Catherine »Sh;are, gnd analyzing their ;
s testimony we maybe ghould be a little careful that we i
z ot don't «= because we dor_;’t like what they say, we should g
- T -g be careful that we: don't say because we glon"i: 1tke what :
.As_;‘ they ,sg& that they .ére therefore not telling the fruth.
b - . You take‘Aa witness. iike ca{the‘zine' Gillirés,- she |

. 11 g;ot on the witness starbd ,
1 = She knows that Hrs Manson :I.s in custody ; she.
13 knows sheis before this court. She 1g telling the truth

14 ' Her feeling is, she says, she would kiil to .

ﬁ 15: : get a brother out of jaii ‘ ‘ , ‘ ‘
4¢{° . - . Sheds telling it the way it 1is. o i
17 : ‘ Now, that dae,s not mean that Mr. Manson had |

R anything to do with thege matterg. You cannot substitute |

L 19 [ ==~ you cannot substitute disiike for someone’s way of

g0 | 11fé or dislike for someome s thinking for proof, be::ause ;

LT

| 21 " this girl bas some unuaual com‘:ept of life does not mesn~= |
.1 = does riot mean that she canmot be believe.d &8 to what she
| - 33| says as to where Mr. Mansqxz was with Stephan:l.e Schram on
© u| that nfght. T

| . ’ . 35 - When Gypsy ox Gatherine Share get on the .

st" witness stand and tell us where Mr, Manson was, she is
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19-2 s f:elling us the truth, ,
. o o 5 ‘ it just: =le happens, it just 80 happe.ns, and
CS L .| 1t may ’me;ke scenario writers unhappy, and it may make

U U,

people who produce some kind of a gla-y or something
5| unhappy, but it just so happens that Mr. Manion was tied
up with a glrl on that -m‘;ght == on. those nights that we

% . .| are speaking of here. -
. § The ev:l.dence 1s overwhelming to that; effect.
e - These girls, these girls have come here and

| they == they ~= they haven"t tried to pulI the wool over
‘ our e,yes. They haven®t come here =- they haven't cqme

here and Said that their philosophy of 1ife i something
| different th.an it s, . .

Cal
12
. ' : 14 " . They have .come here and told us the harsh

' 'truth, They have come here and told us what their

‘feelinga a?;e. | .

And in telli‘ng us what the:’.r feelingt are | |

16 {

TR

1
_ 13 ' they certainly know that they are not saying things -that
1& are pleasant.

2‘Q SR '~ Bukt they have come b.ere and i:hey have IeveIed :
s 21 ﬁtbﬁ ué, They have come- here and if there is any per_;ury,_ ;
. - “We cén .rpst aggured that they will be prosecuted for it. E
‘23 _ ‘Their, testmony :Ls probably séreamed by the :
T District Attomey 8 office lmmedlstely when these j
; . o 1transc,,ripts come out._, , ' :

26 : So when Catherine Gillies gtates what ghe

CieIoDrive:oom ARCHIVES
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, ;19-,3 ';,_j gtates -- I am ndt going to gd throﬁgl:l 1t word: for v‘zor'd"
. . “: . g| but when she states what she states about this period of
- 5. time, and she says that she could have been in that car,

4| just the ha,ppgns-tanee of fate that she was not in that
;5 car, and Av‘ve'nt out to do whatever they did, that is undoubt-
g edly the way it happened.

. .

£y g ' That is’ undoubtedly the way it happened;
. e N There was no big racial war plan.
‘ gl ‘ ‘Bobby Beausoleil was arrested and these. peoyle |

‘ 10 wanted to do something about it and they started driving

1 | 8round the City of Los Angeles and did what they did and

‘im brought it to these events their addleheaded ideas based
. "y |om the fact that they were taking something, they were
® - “ taking this LSD. o _ | |
- - 15'3' .7 % Who kndws exactly the deta:.l of the way it

16" happenad‘? And exactly why it happened? But those were E
. ;the people that we’r:e there, and. they got in the cay and |
1a | they did what they. did. |
P L Now, this, again, is & watter -~ 18 a matter %
i
| 5, of personal ~= ig a mattéir of personal type of integrity. |
-y . It is unusual, it is strange, it 1s the kind of l
. . ‘22. '.thing that we dpn't'see.(, probably never will ‘see éggiﬁ, :
' "4 | but tﬁey have ar integrity, am integrity in what thef SAYy
: .24 that 1s unimpeachable. - |
. o ‘ . If it was lmpeachable, the prosecution would
3 | have brought people here. to impeach it.
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-doné that,
‘&nd a'bsdlutely and un'believable type of. person, a very

use in connection with. this case?
‘ certainly can remembex . ”Wa can remember that Li-nda
- Kasabian S you remember Mr; Grqgan testifying conce‘ming

‘the gan?

:'-h:us demeanor on the witness s'l:and because he is urmsual

to be a popularity contegt?
g, .

2.

| actress you are, or is the crit_eridn to be how truthful

‘But the prosecution, the prosecution has not

Now, when we look at Mr. Grogan, for instance,

i-fr &rogan testified here ;Erom the ‘witness stand complet:ely

—— e g

unusual t.ype of person.

Is what Mr; Grogan said ;something that e can

-1t :’r.s a. bit of testimony that -~ I mean we

Howz, he was unusual because he is ‘u:mmua’l in

in his panner of responding to the questions because he ig
tnusual in what he didy . k , ¥

Doe& that mean that we should re_';ect, we should
reject what be safid?. i " :
‘ Sho&ld a trial such ag this >~ is this supposed

It is true that Linda Kasabian is a person

who makes & gomi appearanca on the witness stand But is

a th&t the criterion?

' Is the criterion to be how good an actor or.

. you are?

s
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) and the credﬁ:ility of ‘vitnesses:
that is going to cauge us to believe that maybe =- maybe

1 to this aspect of what e ha,ve called possible innocence.

That is the question that we have to resolve

- IE there is anything that 1s going to oceur,

Liﬁda Kasabian is not taning us the truth, :then this goes -

SRR Now, looking at these exhibits -« now, tliege

‘exhibits by thewe doctors, for instance, they are rough
: sket“ches. Maybe they don't mean a- 10t. ‘Maybe they are

something we shoulti not c.onsi.der.f
The fact of i:he matter is f:hat the whole fie]'.ti

of credibil:tty, the whole . f:i.eld of determinal:ion of whether

s_o:nebe-dy is tell_ing the truth qr not is wrapped up in the

| subject matter of LSD.

Now, when somebody comes to the courtroom and

the.y have not been on LSD for some particular period of -

"ta.me, they may glve an appearance on the witness stand af ‘

being hOnest, forthright, and go forth.

But thege diagrams are sort of -~ sort of

descriptive, they are sort of &.i.;agrammatic , because both of

thé—se doctors, both of t:hese doctors have told us that LSD

does affect the mind, whether it is provable or whether it |

is not provable, in terms of gctual analysis, ‘both
o £ these doctoxs that made these particulax diagrams out,
tell ug that it does affect the miﬁd

Now, does that mean’ that these people that have‘

.
o =t LA Lmea———hr ey i o i o Tt T———re
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193—2 .| come here to testify -- thege are urusual people. -~ doeg |
27y that meam -= 1 don't know x:wha-t the prosecution is going to

4| say, but does that wean. that we cannot believe Cﬁthex{in'e.
_ "o | Gillies, 'Sandra- Good, ‘Lynne Fromme, Catherine Share becduge
. they have taken LSDY '
| ;{;- U Does that mean that we cati't? Because if We
| 7. cannot believe them, we camnnot believe Linda Kasabian. o
A + There is no reason to expect any diff:‘erence
: 9 between Linda KaSabian’ : credib:l.iit;y and the credibility a
, 1-91 of these pecple, because we aFe now talking about retelling'
i 3 events that have occurred' that have occurred in the past.
12 : Now, we can rest assured that these girls who
.1-:-,,-" ﬁe‘knoia from the evidence here are living on Templé‘ and
fﬁ " Broddway, right here on the corner,; we can be very very‘
15 | confident that those girls sre under police scrutiny l:f;ke
o . 16 24 hours a day.
B 17 |. . . We cam be very sure that those girls ar& coming
13 herg » and I don't know i:f:' the prosecution -~ what the

' '-‘ig; prosecution is golng to say about ‘their credibility, buﬁ i
-2 | we can certainly bel:i.e“fe that they are undexr police '

« 4| scrutiny. ‘, ' _ !
o | s - And so can wé;'can that we should reject |
5 their testimony? | |
o 55 . Gertatnly when ‘they came to the witness stand |
R and testz,f:.ed there was nothing about their t:eatimony that i
.45 | was not to be believed except =~ except for the fact th&t; |
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2003,
w7 bave Mr. Manson's philosophy s reflected by these pirls

11

ERT
13
- 44

15

16

. -
iSﬁ ]
' 19
’ 20
ta
22 |
23
)
T s

.26

* the philosophy of Mr. Manson as reflected by Gregg .Iakobson,

that is-not i:rua.

‘ told s fro:n the witneas si:ami when she tells ug that she

what they gald was um;sual
Catherine Gillles for instance mking the

stat:ements that she nmade.

But what car. we do, what e.lse can we do?

Thege are the people +~ these are the people
that wete there on the scene at the Spahn Ranch. o

Now, Mt, Manson -- Mr. Manson cert‘ainly is
friendly with these people, but if they are going to use |

as reflected by Mr. Watking, we #lso have the right to

considered, that their reflection of what his philtosophy
is is certainly more Tikely to be. true than tha phﬂosophy

a9 reflected by Gregg Jakobson or Paul Watkins or people
who are oriented toward the prosecui:ion yiewpoint.,

" The fact of the matter ia that when they say
that Mr. Ménsoxn believ‘es that each pe::scm, that each
petson is reSpons:Lble for his acts ox her acts, and that
this is the way My. Manson conducted himself, and this is
his thinking, there is no teason in the world to believa |

it —— in e i —————— met R R g S S wme b g s e ey

And when Lestie Van Houten tells ns, ag she

told those things to Mr. Manson and he in effect listened

e A amemm ——

.. £& her. gnd in effect walked.auay, th—:!.s igs the way we can
' _Bélieve“thét it héppené.d as far ag her relating these
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20 1

--events to him.’

Because: ifwe get £o the heart of what we- have

'b‘een' ta‘lking‘; ‘ahout, doing in thig couxtroom, the only

reagon there is the focus on Mr. Manson is becduse he hasg

‘been dragged in here &8 a dé"fendan-t".

There were many other people at that Spahn
Ranch. | | |

We cannot depend upcn the Fact that: beeause

Linda Kasabian says something happened a certain way that

it -happened‘ that way =- in othey words, if we cammot
_ctepeﬁd upon Catherine Giiri_es and we cannot 'dep.énd upon.
Sandra Good and we cannot depend on those people; &nd we
cannot depend upon these girls (ind;icating) why can we
depead upon Linda Kasabz.an?

It insults our intelligence to ask us fo

depend on Linda Kagablan because she has heen schooled for
. the job. ‘

. 'She was talked to, she was_ spokenr to, she was

{ rehearsed.

"i‘he reason .th;t‘s 1g important in the penalty

‘p'hase,’ ,l thé reaisox‘x\ e say that these two documents, these
':ough sketches by tHESe‘-doctors have symbolic meaning in
'th:l.a trial is becau«se of the effect that LSD has had upon

the minds of these peogle.

THE COURT: We will adjnum: at this time, Mr. Kanarek.

. Ladies and gentlemen,, do not converse with

e ot e b ey

e e ————
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19a-5 . 1 gnyo'h‘ewbr‘ form or express any opinion regarding pepalty
: . | watil that issue is finally submitted to you.

S ‘The court is adjourned until 9:00 a'm. on }
" 4| Monday morning. _ , o i

s (Adjournment taken.)
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