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LOS MOLES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY:, AUGUST 2., 1971, 9145 

(The following proceedings wart bad in clxarAbets:) 

THE COURT: 'Gentlemen, I think you knoW X. hove a son 
who 10 as attorney? 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, that's right. 
MR. RAY:' Sure, 
THE COURT: i 410 putting this on the record so that you 

ten make Any comment you care *bout this. 
I spoke to him on -the phone last night end, as 

you know, he has two partners; one, Howard wiseman, and 
liatterson; and he told me. last night that his two partners 
.represented a girl by the name of Mary Brunner, 

ML MY: They still, do. 
To COURT:. Arthur has nothi;ii to do with her, but his 

two partners did repressit 
Now, do yon -think; that, in any way, would:disqualify 

tie? I dOiet know what she testif.ied to -car 'from whom- she testi- 
find or anything else. 	 - 	1' 

161 RAY: She will. not be a witness a far the prosecution. 
MR. -EUBRICK: She will. not bei: witneas •gor, the defense. 
THE COURT: Now, Mr. Watson, you heard my statement? 

DEYEIMOT: Yes, 
THZ COURT: As 1 say-, X don't know what she testified 

to or who she was for or egainst. I just want you to know 
that my son's partner* did represent her at one time -- end 
you *ay they still dol 

MR. SUGLIOSIt Yes, your Honor, but the prosecution has 
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no objection-to your continuing on.. 

What about the Wens* attorneys? 

10. KEITH: Of course**. 

AUBRICK:. 	.,, 

THE comrt' Whtt about you,. .Mr. Watson? 

THE IngrittoANT:No.' 	 4; 

THE COURT: I felt yoU ,should know that because he 

called me last night to tell me that,' an if 3 thought 

that {Important, I felt l should let you people know. 

HR, sumaOsx: cdad ask ,;(3U about: two quostions that 

1 Was thinking of asking the jury "Pal and I wouldn't went to 

even bother asking them if they are Improper would the. 

Court have any objection to my asking the jurors if their 

spouses or someone is their family is opposed to the death. 

penalty, =this rational., that if,. for Instance, hypothetic. 

ally, a proSpective Juror's wife is very muCh opposed to the 

death. penalty they might 
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THE COOT: You might ask them 'if they or any •of their 

family, close friends of their family, belong• to any organize- 

tion. 	
4 	14  

MR. BI GLIOEIt es. 	4ere• going, to ask that. 

THE •COUPS; Or if anyone, close to, theta or close to 

members of their' families 'is opposed• to the. death= penalty, 

which may 

MR.. 

Steve and 

undergone 

IA *AY way inflilenee s tliem4  • ' 

BOGLIOSI: Influence.ttista. 40,4 the other thing is; 

I were thinking of -asking. whether the. jurors had 

psychiatric treatMent. :This is,t ;  very personal 

question. 

THE toilittl It is rather personal. 

MR. HOGIJOSI: We thought that it Might be advisable: 

to ask this question 	not to go. into the depth or length of 

treatment or anything like that, but We WOuld prefer, of course 

Jurors who had not undergone psychiatric treatment. 

THE COUPS: Well, 'you will have to be awfully technical 

in asking that question. 

MR. AUGLIOSI: But if the court has a strong. position 

on that ,, we .don't even want to bother eating. 

THE 'COURT: You -might ask it this. way, which T think 

will bring out the answer: Has any member of your family or 

close friend undergone psychiatric treatment:. I think that 

would bring out the answer or the idea, because you may be 

hitting 'between the eyes. It is a very delicate question. 

Mk. !MUM: It is sensitive. 

THE' 'COURT: You may be antagonizing them. 

.N11.4 BUGLIOS/: That. is right, your honor. 
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THE COUR/; 'Sci-yOUMIght put it in those two arees, if 

mvorte. c1ose.to  you or 1 memberot yor,f410.1y,„ 
t. 	I • 	-  

BUGL/OSI: Vhank'
'
yoU.• • '.$ 

THE COUIC; Anything else? ,- 

MR. BUBRICK: May I inqnite you/4  Plan on approaching 

the. voir dire of the jurors on publicitysc  

THE COMM: I will permit general questions. 

BUOLIOBI: In open court or 

THE COURT:. In open court, right here.: 

As I said last week the juror who wants to serve 

will give' you the proper answer and tho juror who doesnIt want 

to serve will give you the proper answer. 

Me Ka.: I think Mr.  BUbrick and I are both Concerned • 

about -- and' Mr. Stigliosi and Mr. Keith 	we are all 

concerned about the publicity beeause• if you ask a juror.  What 

opinion 'he has formulated. about the publicity, one of the-

jniors might blurt out a whole bunch of stuff and then 'every-

body in the courtroom will know. 

THE CQURT.t Well, we are not going to let them blurt. out 

a let of stuff. They are going to answer the questions, you 

see. 

MR. BUBRICK: It gets awfully contagious when someone 

says something from the witness stand. It may be something 

that has been marginal with another prospective juror and if 

they hear it more than once, it may become a very firm part 

Of their thinking and I think, as I say,, it sort of contaminate 

the entire pane). by virtue of 'what you hear. 

THE marl How do you mean that? You mean they.  will 
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say yes they have read all about it;,tkerwill be honest to 

say they read about the Manson case, but X think the juror 

Who does not want to serve will tell you, "I forMed an opinion 

and Ian: strongly convinced of the guilt or innocence of the 

defendant." 

BUBRICK: I think if somebody .says that froWthe 

witness stand Often enough, I thinklt soft of catchea on wi.th 

the rest of the prospective jurors. 

TEE COUKtt YoU mean they will give the' same answer? 

MR. Boulcg: yes.. 
Tug COURT: If they .1:Wwe will bounce them off the jury. 
la. EUBRICK: I just happened to read through soma of 

the Moir dire of the jurOrs'in.that Grogan-Davis-M0040n-case, 

which was apparently conducted in chambers and it becoMes 

apparent that some, of these' people have-very, very definite 

ideas, which once theyset Off their chest, you know, kind. 

of leaves an. impression on the minds of all the other people 

*Aware sitting around listening. 

TH COURT; I Will not permit them• to. make any speeches 

from the jury box. They ate going to answer the questions yes 

or no and they ere not going to make any speeches. 

MR, -15001-051: Each side has 20 paremptories? 

THE coulret Yes, 20,. and each. the number of alternates 

tie have, each hat to many 'for each alternate. 

I heard over the radio this morning that you 

estimate this case is going to take 10 weeks to try, 

MA4 AVOLIOSI: 10 weeks? I thought I said about two 

months: 
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THE COW: Welly they quote you this morning*  after 

giving the names of the prospective witnesses*  some of them)  

they quote you as saying it is going to take about 10 weeks to 

try. 

MR. BUGLIOSX: Yes. 

THE COURT: Shall I tell the jury we ,estimate it will 

take about two months? 

MR. BUGLIOSX.: I think that Vould be a fair estimate. 

MR. BUBRICK:,  X think So. 

MR. BUGLIOSX: Between 8 and 12 weeks 	two months 

will. be  good. I mean between 6 and 10 weeks is what I meant. 

THE COURT: With, the stipulations that the defense 

intends to offer, you 'Should be able to cut it down 

considerably. J. will tell them we plan to have them serve 

about. two monthq. 

BUGLIOSX:'. /ad will tell ,theM there la no. 

sequestration? 
vu, 

• 

THE COURT: I 	them kiiiew that is true unless 

something unforeseen happens. 

MR, BUGLIOSI: I guess that is it, 

THE COURT: AU. right, gentlemen. We will get going. 
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(The following proceedings were had in open 

court:  

THE COURT: People against Charles WatsonA 

MR. BUBRICK: Defendant fa ireattat and ready, your 

Honor. 
BUGLIOSI: People are ready, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Swear the prospective jurors, please. 

(The prospective jury panel is sworn,) 

THE COURT:. Call the jury. 

THE CLERK: Nettie N4 Morrison, VE-o-r-r-i-s-o-a, 

Marian DA  Taylor, T-a-y-l-o-r, 

John Darco, D-e-r-c-o. 

Elvira Wnsons  

Claire 14, Close, C-l-o-s-e„ 

Meyer Schachter, S-c-h-a-e-h-t-e-r. 

Hrs. Josephine Wallace, W-a-1-1-a-c-e. 

Mks* Mary EA  Trainor, T-r.a-i-n-o-r. 

Carlos, Rodriguez, R-o-d-r-i-g-u-e-z, 

Ana S. Freedman, F-r-e-e-d-m-a-n. 

Shirley J. Sullivan, S-u-1-1-i-v-a-n, 

Edmond D. Cooper, C-o-o-p-e-r* 
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THE. COURT': Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I will make 

some comments -to yOu and I will ask you some questions and 

counsel will too. 
Would the prospedtive jurors seated outside the 

box also please pay attention to these comments and questions 

because you- might save a great deal of time if you listen 

to the questions now when you are asked probably the same 

questions. 
The- defendant in this. -case is 'Charles D Watson 

,who sits at the end -of the counsel table.: Will you Stand up 

a moment, please, Mr. Watson, -and 'face the jurors. 
(The defendant complied with the request of the court.) 

THE COURT: Thank you. You may be seated. He is being 

defended by Mr Bubrick who sits closest to. him, and by -Mr.. 

with who sibs alongside of him._ 

This calla* is being prOisecuted by -Deputy District 

Attorney BugliOtt who sits closest to you and by Deputy Kay 

who sits next to him. 
Now, in this case Originally the defendants were 

Charles Manson, the defendant. Watson,. Patricia. trenwinkel, 

Susan Atkins and Linda Kasehian. However,, in this trial we 
; 	• 

are concerned only with the ,defendant Watson. 
-The defanilant has been charged with seven Counts -of 

murder. Briefly on :AUgUst 9., 1.969 it Is 'a .egad he murdered - 
Abigail 

 
Anne Polger,' Wojiciecb. Frykowskt,. Steven Earl Parent,. 

Sharon M, Polanskit  also knowit-1,beltevel, as Sharon Tate,. 
k 	• 	' " a 	' 

Thomas- J. Sebring; and on AUguit 10th it is alleged he 

murdered Leno. A4 	Siancavandiasaiilitiy_LABiancat-. 
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in 'Count 8 he and the others are charged with the 

Crime of conspiracy tO commit murder. 
- 

tallies and- gentlemen of the jury, those are 

briefly then Allegations,of the,indictment. II tell you that 
• y* only to acquaint you.  With. the facts or the - alleged facts of the 
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	case. 

You see becaUlie' 	hasIbeen indicted for Ant 

offense or offer ea is no, indicatiO!- that'he is more likely 

to be guilty than,  innocent. Remember, please, that in every 
be 

-criminal, case everydefendant it presumed toAinnecent and the 

burden rests with the prospecution to prove him guilty beyond 

a reasonable doubt. 

In that connection no, defindant need prove his 

innocence. To the contrary the burden rests with the 

'prosecution to prove his guilt beyond a reasonable doubt4 

I think I might define reasonable doubt to you-in 

the language of the statute so that we might all understand 

what we are talking about when we speak of reasonable doubt. 

"A defendant Ina criminal. action is presUmed.to 

be innocent until the contrary is proved and in, case of a 

reasonable doubt whether his guilt is. satisfactorily-shown, 

he is entitled to acquittal. Ihis presumption plates' upon 

the state the burden of prOving.him-guilty beyond a reasonable 

doubt. 

"Reasonable doubt is defined as follows: It is not 

* mere possible. doubt, because everything relating to human 

. affairs and depending on oral evidence is open to some possible  
is 

or imaginary doubt.' ItAthet, state. of the case Where after the • 
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28•  
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entire comparia0n -"and consideration of -ell the,oviden0e. leaves 

"- the winds of the ittirors_in:,thet.:'conoition,that .they cannot say- 

they feel an abiding conviction to a morel certainty .of the 

truth of the charge." 
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That is the definition of reasonable doubt. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, the defendant 

has entered a plea of not guilty,  and not guilty by reason of 

insaniti. By the Very nature Of things ,and under the.. law. we 

first decide the question of whether this defendant is guilty 

or not guilty of one or more. or all of the charges for which 

he has been indicted. 

Should you find the 'defendant guilty, we then 

proceed to the second phase of the trial to ;toter/aim whether 

or not et the time of the commissiOn of the offense he was 

legally insane and we Will define to you the .definition of 

legal insanity. 

Should you find the defendant .gUilty of murder and 

you fix the degree as -murder in the first degree, we will, then 

.have the third phase, assuming you find the defendant was 

sine at the. time of the conimissiOn of the offense, and that 

phake is the penalty phase and on. that phase you and you alone 

determine what the penalty will be. 

'You have a -choice of two penalties 3. One life 

iMprisonment or two, the 'penalty of death, 

Ladies and gentlemen, should we come to the 

penalty phase, we have no guides- by Which you determine what 

the penalty shall be 	either life or death. You and you alone 

determine what that penalty is and you .determine that only in 

000018



1.2 

6 
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' the exercise of your good Cottsql.en,ce end.  the facts of this 
case-. '4 A 	 . A 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, as in every' 
4. 
	Case you are the sole and .ixclusive judges.  Of the .facts iii  

this Case. That-  mean* you and yOu alone 'determine what-  the 

facto art:. Vouuu cannot, look to Vie.  for 0.01.4140.cit in .deteratining 
what .the facts -are-4 indeed, ff I. were to expteso 

Sentiments as to what the.  facts -are*  it would constitute error. 
That is- your &Action and your function alone. 

in addition to. being the sole and exclusive' judges' 
of the facto, -  you are the sole and -exclusive judges of the 
Credibility Of, the wittesset.. That means you and you alone 

. determine which Witnesses you believe or which witneSseS you 
distiieltisVe• or what pert of their  testimony you choose to 
believe or disbelieve-. 
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Tat .COUBM 	that goes with larwitnesses. 

We have .a different method of retuning the avail- . 

ability of expert vitae.*** that we .expect will. testify in. 

this 

low, in .deteratining the credibility of the ley 

witnesses, we do root do so arbitrarily or by tossing a coin.-

We have certain rules or guides by which We judge the crediti* 

ility of all -witnelses, aed When Z. say "all vitt:tosses"' t neon 

lay witnesses, police officers, if there are any, or *yen 

the defendaiit„ hioself, if he chooses to testify. 

leas of  thuee ,Fide*.  are,. and I don't intend to 

sib you all the guide*, it is **possible, to gilt* you all the 

guides 	sone of those -guides, are the eanner and appetirance 

of the viten* who testifies*  his docepaeor of the stand, .does 

the- vitae** hoe * bias or watt we in this eau*  has the wit-

news Aside stetwitents previously which are inconsistent with 

his present testinoay„ has the witneSs pad* .litat0101112t11 pre* 

viously which Ow consistent with his present testipony. 

Those.  are sone ,of the guides- that we use in deter* 

vlog the credibility of witnesses. 

Kay, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, as 1. under.. 

"'tend it, the Po pie are asking the death penalty in this .case, 

in order to determine whether you can or shOuld sit here On I 

juror In a case in *WO the death penalty is asked, it is 

absolutely essential and necessary that you, give us,  very, very 

frank and honest answers. Tou see, under the lest Ilene Jurors 

are disqualified frost sitting in g ate where the 'death penalty 

is aeakeei 
r 
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Not44it is estAmated•by loth . sides _that this trial 
; 	•  

will take approximate- two.00.nths .to  try.; - maybe:ii. little longer, 

maybe a little shorter, but. I think, we can fairly say it will 
_ 

take two months to try: 

First, do any of you, know  ..Arty ,o,f, the names that 

I have called off up tof  this .point, counsel Or the persons 

alleged to have been murdered? 

Can Any of you, or .do any of you, feel that you. 

-cannot sit here and conscientiously give your.  full attention 

to this case, it, it takes two months to try? 

Would you raise your hands, please; will you keep 

your hands up, please? 

Mrs. Taylor, what is .yout difficulty? 

MRS. TATLORt x have two youngsters and I -don.It know 

that /141 be able to, for two whole months.. 

, COURT: Oh, I might tell you now that unless some- 

thing unforeseen happens, I do not intend to sequeeter you; 

that is, I do not intend to keep you confined to some hotel 

at night; and, as I say, unless something unforeseen happens, 

you will be going hqme every.evsning. That might help you in 

deciding. . 

Now, Mrs. Taylors, would that help you any at all, 

if you know you arc going to ,g0 home every. evening? 

MRS.. TAYLOR: It helps a lot. 

THE -COURTI Could you serve with ust for two months under 

those conditions? 

MRS. TAYLOR: Under those conditions, yes. 

Tag COURT: Now, Mrs. iliorrison, what it your trouble? 
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15 

MRS. MORRISON; My lobs only provides for 15 days. 

THE COURT: And would, it work a hardship for you, if 

yOu were to work longer than the 15. days? 

MS. MORRISON; It's kind of difficult for sie to say; 

I El the sOle support of my family. 
THE =MT: You are the sole 'support and X take it if 

you hiki to serve after 15 days, you wouId•be kind of worried 

.about your job; is that it? 

MRS. MORRISON: Oh, it's just that they tompofts*Nr for 

ray loss, this difference in the jury pay is compensated on my 

job up to 15 days. 

THE COURT: And after 15 days- they won't compensate you? 

MO. MOUISON: /Light. 
THE COMB i..11 right. Now, Who else ". Mrs, VinsOrk, 

is that? 

MIS. VINSON: Vinson. Yes, I have. throe children, *Aso, 

and I couldn't serve more than One month because of my job, 

, • 	: • 
THE 'COOT; Ws.; Mobs? / 	• 
MRS. Owls: I Wait, skipp0:6.4' to go' hack- to work, the 1st 

	

,n  • 	• 1, •„. 
of' September, myself' 	1112 of through tafgeptember, but I 

sUpposed to go to work,.- • • -. ;, 

	

THE COURT: Would it w4rk 	hip on.  you if you stayed 

after September 1st? 	'. 	! 

MRS.- CLOSE: Well, X guess I could do it, but 4.- 

TM- COURT:, We don't want to impose any hardship on 

you, *xi. Close. 
MRS. CLOSE:. Well, I would prefer not to, 

also. 
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THE COURT: Who else? 

That is Mrs. Trainor? 

MRS. TRAINOR; , Yes, mini was just the sequestered — 

the. sequestering pert that would have caused A. hardship. As 

it stands nowi  it is all right, I can serve. 

THE COURT: All right, any other juror? 

Mrs. Sullivan? 

MRS. SUI41.11/0: You have explained, though, that we. 

wouldn't be spending the nli;ghtl: that was my 'ptOblest. 

TM COURT: And you can. spend the WO Month* with us, 

if I 400't keep you locked up  'et night? 

MRS. SULLIVAN: Yes. 

THE COURT: And Mr CoOper? 

MR. COOPER; It was concerning my job, also, I had 

planned not to be more than a  month, hit it wouidalt really 

prisent m itiktilithip; but possibly considering the case, if .1 

was 'more thaw A month,. because / just did return from out of 

. town., 

TO COURT: It will take more than a month, Mr. Cooper, 

MR. COOPER: Viii., I bidet planned on spending more than 

a month, because i have. been away from my job for About tbires 

'week*, Hit 

TM MOM hit is your job, the nature of your work? 

Mit. COOPER: I run a, department at 'Tex Oil Company. 

THE COURT: If you are not there, would it work a hard- 

ship upon you? 

MR. COOPER: Well., not really. If z had to be here 

thou I could tall it would work out t 
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THE COURT: Tou would prefer not to ,sit; is that what 

you ars tilling sta, Mr. Cooper? 

XL COMMA: Right, for two 'months, I wouldn't -- 

THE COURT: Coatis:asap is it stipulated that WO+ 

Morrison, Mrs, Vinson, Mrs. Close and Mr. Cooper ay be. 

excused? 

IA. 'MIMI So stipulated. 

BUBRICK: So stipulated. 

MR. KEITH: So stipulated, 

•.. 	 . -.... 
41' . 	i 	: 	, 	• 	 l''' 	' ... ',' , 	, 

, 	. « .• 	 -, 	,' 	' , 4 
• 7 	' . 	,- - ••• 	. 	• • • 	 . , . 	,• 	, 	..-.... 

' 	' • -• ' 	, 	 ... 	•• .„, .. 
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THE COURT: Yes; what is your, trouble? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ; I am more Or less in the same predicamen 

this gentlemen is. I only anticipate staying for one month, 

due to the fact I am a local union president and I have 

already set aside this ondi month and not any more at this 

particular point. 

THE COURT: Well, me have enough trouble with strikes 

now and. I don't Went arty more strikes caused, so would it work 

a hardship upon you if you were to remain more then one month 

or, yoUr. union, let 'a put it that way? 

ML RODRIGUEZ; At this point I would -definitely say no; 

:but I'd have to check a little. further on this, 

I was not. prepared to sit at 410 point for more 

than a month. 

THE purr Well,. when could you .fir:? 

MR,. RODRIGUEZ: This afternoon, very eaatly, 

THE CORTI ALI right., we: will wait till this afternoon, 

MrA lodrigUet. 

Alx right, Mrs. Morrison, Mrs, Close and Mr: Cooper 

lay be ezeused, thank. you'.. 

THE can: Mrs.... Vinson, alio? 

THE COMM; Yes, Mrs. Vinson. 

THE CLERK: Clarence Woodbey, 

LouiS 	Sismondo, 

Alice K. 

Harold Dittmar, 

THE COM* Sr. WoO'dbey, can you. give.us  the two months 

We need to try this caseV , 	 ; 
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MR. WOODBEY: I it lasts .no /onset than two months, 

otherwise -- 

THE cougT4 Maybe a week or So, we couldn't possibly 

give you the exact tits*, but we have estimated about two months 

MR.. WOODBEY: It would Cause some -personal CesiateetiOne 

for are, yes. The time period is what 1 would be more 

interested in. 

THE COURT: We 	that is as close as we can give it to 

you, two months more or less, a week or so,. we couldn't tell 

That would work a hardship upon you to have to 

stay another week or so? 

MR. WOODBRY: Yes, I do have some personal commitments. 

THE COMM: How about you, Mr. Sismondoi  

MR. SISMONDO: Ito, sir. 

THE COURT: You can stay with us the required, time? 

Miss Hihei, is that the way you pronounce your 

name? 

MRS. HEBEI: Nihsi. 

" THE COURT: Can. you give us the two months we need? 

MRS. ORE': Yes.. 	•. 

THE QOM:Mr. Dittlse*t 

MR. DITTMER; No, .sir, not beyond one month. 

THE cottg What is your trouble?. _ 

MR. DITTMER.; I aptrnaly allowed one month, also, 

supposed to be back. 

THE COURT: Would that. warry"a hardsliip upon you? 

5A-2 
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THE COUNT: Gentlemen, may Mr, Dittmar and Mr. Woodbey 

be excused? 

ML. BUBRICK; So stipulated. 

M. MTH: Yes, your Honor. 

MR. BUGLIOSIt No objection, your Honor. 

THE COMM: Mr. Woodbey and Mr, Dittmar, you may be 

extUsed. 

THE CLEM Miss Lois L. Hall, S.-44-1. 

Marion L. Stu, $41.-ti. 

THE cotta# you are Lois Bail? 

MRS. SIM I am Marion Slu, 

THE COURT; Would you exchange seats, please. 

Now, would you pronounce your name .for us, please? 

MS. SIM Marion..Siu.  
THE COURT; All right. 

Miss Rail, can, you give us the two months we need 

to try this case? 	 y • 

MISSAL: .Well, X. had Only anticipated one.. It will 

work aliardship4' on the job, but I could etayi 
. ,.4  

ME COM; You ,could•stayt '. ;'. , , , 	. 
4 	• 

MISS Hata They Wouldn't like it, bUt X could stay.- 

THE .COOST ; And how iithbutrur  Miss Siu? 

MSS SiU; I am planing a family vacation. and I have to 

return, to. teaching in SepteMbe4 

THE COURf I guess that would. work a hardship on you 

if you remataed. 

Gentlemen, may Mts. 'Sin be excused? 

M. amoupsit $o stipulated., 
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MR, HUBRICK:. So. stipulated. 

THE 'COUP'' ,: You. may be excused. 

THE CLEW Edward Ortiz, 0-r-t-i-z, 

THE COURT; Kr. Ortiz, can you give us the two months 

We need to try this caw 

MR. 0grul I am afraid not, sit, They allowed me only 

!Qur weeks, 

THE COOT: Who is that? 

MR, OHtlat. North _American Rockwell, 

THE COURT: Are they kind of busy this time of the year? 

MR: wax: well, too.many layoffs they.  got only so 

loony people. to work with. 

THE COURT; Would it work a hardship on yoU if .you 

stayed the two months? 

MR. 'OWE: IA)* afraid so. 

THE couva- Geneldinen,, may he be excused? 

MR.101OLIOtXi SO stipulated. 

HR. KE1TH1 Tee,. your ionor. 

THE COURT; Thank you you 14ay'be 'excused. 

THE CORK: Manuel O.Prida„'0,r**d..#44, 

IVA. PRADOt MO I correct the'nam0. .it. 4.8 a °O.°  

THE CLEM' "G" Prado"; thank you 

THE COT ; Manuel G.. Prado? 

101. ORADOI Too. 

THE .c.OWtrg Mr. Prado, can you. give us the two months. 

We need to try this 

MR. PRAM Yes, sir. 

THE COOT: Good: 
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Now we have the 12 people who can give us the time. 

Now, if I were to ask you„ "Have any of you heard of this. ease " 
what would yOur answers be? 

.4, • 	 .1s there Anyone on' the jury who has not heard of 
5 
	this case? 

.211E.COUM: You hive not heard anything about this case 
is that, correct? 

MR. MOO: Yea. 
!MX COURT: And I take' it. you have an open mind, you 

haven "t formed any  
PRA* Whatever, it ,is, I have no 

THE COU • Au iight. 
Now, *Fit*, the course of thetrial one lawyer may . •  

ask a question: 4r44 	 "1,  object to that 
15 question being answered." 

Nov*  that is just a. tiol
„
ite-. wity',Of gaging. to me, 

• , 
a 	i 

"Judge s, if you perniit the witness to Answerz  the question you 
are 0:kating one Of the rules of evidence,'" and I ars then 
Called upon either to sustain the Objection, to the question 
or .overrule the objection. 

• 

-P 

24, 

26 

27 

28 
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If I overrule the objection, the 'witness answers 

the question. If I sustain the 'objection,,, the witness -does 

not oinswer that question and in that event., you are not to 

speculate as to what the ansWer might have been or could have 

been or even the reason. for the objection. 

You seo, just es you have s4 job to do in determining 

the facts in this cast and credibility of the witnesses, and 

possibly the penalty in this case, I too have a job and that 

is determining the rules of oVidoncie and detormining the 'law 

that nuty arise during the comma of the case. 

• 
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Sometimes count,/ will approach the bench and we 

will have a little 'huddle .ovir on the left side here out of 

your 'hearing. 	Whin we do that, we are not trying to cocoa 

anything from yOu.. 	We have no secrets hero in .thits, court!  

W. are discussing 	question of Ism and, its I say, you are 

not concerned with law. 	You are concerned only at this. phase 

of the game anyway with the fact*. 

Would you please raise your hands. 	How many of 

you have sorvod as jurors befoo 	I criminal case. 	ttkluld 

you raise your bands., lgotaiii,' so counsel. may make notes. 

(The.jatiore comply Withi,,Toquest,,'of‘:the Court. ) 
.4, 	A 

Mr.. Schacbtor- and' Mi. Rodriguez. 	Have any of 

you ',reed as Jurors in a civil case? 

I take it, other than Mr. Rodriguisi and Mr. 

Schechter, nobody hero has serried  as iv Juror •before•  in any 

Case. 	Let no ask you: 	Do any of you fool that you would 

iliutomatiectly vote against the imposition of cepital punish-

ment, that is the death penalty, without regard to any 
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evidence that might be developed at the trial of this case? 

(jurors comply with request of the Court.) 

Now,. lees see, we have Mrs, Taylor -- 

A. JUROR: Would you please repeat that question; over 

Again? 

THE' ,COURT: All right. First, lees get these news. 

firs. "rest maa and Mrs. Wallace. 

The cleatiOn. is this:. Woad you automatically 

vote against the imposition of the death penalty without 

-regard to any evidence that you might hear, or which Might 

develop in the trial of this case? Do you understand that 

question, sir? In other words, would you automatically vote 

against the death. penalty, regardless of -whet this evidence 

might show? 

Mrs. *liege and Mrs. Sullivan, Mks, 'Freedman and 

Mrs. Totilor. Now, you Ur:400*nd the question -- do each of 

you understand that question? 

(Affirmative response by the jurors.) 

,Do s. hold conscientious objections against the 

death penalty, that regardless of What the evidence might 

show, you would .automatically vote against the death penalty? 

A. JUROR; x honestly .don't know. 

THE COURT: Mks, Sullivan, if you done  t itnow, ham can 

we know? 

MRS. SULLIVAN: I don't 'know. 

TOR 'COURT:. it is very important ;that we do know. Did 

you understand the question? 

MRS. SULLIVAN: Yes. 

24 ...;. 	. 

„ 
, 	 - • r ' 	• • ". 	' 
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0.3-a 	 TR! COURT; You donit know Whether you have such con-- 

• 
acientious objections against the 'death. penalty, that you 

automatically would Vote against it, regardless of what the

4   evidence *lett show?' You don't know; is that right? 
MRS. SULLIVAN; I guess, 'if I believed someone was guilty - 

•billOnd a reasonable doubt, I guess I could stay. 

	

7 	 TOR COURT;- I told you you cannot convict anybody of 

-8 _anything unless the reOpte hive proven his-  .guilt beyond as 

	

-9 	reasonable doubt. • 

	

JO' 	- 	 MRS. SULLIVAN: / piss T could. 

	

xz 	tHIC COURTt How about the second part of my quottionr 

12 Is your attitude toward the death penalty such that it would 

prevent you 'from .ming an impartial decision as to the guilt 

14- or innocence of the defendant.? Do you Understand that quits-

! i5 tiont 
16 

'7 

18 

19 

20 . 

MRS. MINA* Yeti. I would rather not make a decision. 
Me, persOnally# I would rather not ;sake a decision. 

• •COURT;, Gent/omen, 'do you wish to inquire' further.? 

ML MAIM No, your Sonor. ,.• 
ML BUGLIOU: l 'think we caicstionlate that Mrs., 

21 

22 , 

Sullivan be excused, your :Honor.. 

TH6 COURT: I diankLyO'U, Mrs, Sul i, au. ;You' na% 170-:* 
23 excueed. 
.24 

25 

AUGLIOsit 111 thsre a defensaNstipulatiOn? 
BUZRICK: Yet. We. will join- in the stipulation. 

• 
26 	 THE COURT; All right., 	. , ., , .4. :-.. 	.; 	. 
27 	 Nowa  "Mrs. Wallace, you understand those questions? 
28 	MRS: WALLACE: Yes. it wouldn't influence me. My 

000032
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2 	, 

3 

4 

objections against capital puoi a ent wouldntt influence sir 
4 	 ,- • 	4, 	 f 

judsment, whether or nut, ,I think '00.1 4104ortiXig guilty 
innocents I could make en inpartiel decision4on thAt. 

THE COURT; You could make an intpaiii4t;d1C4ation? 
MRS. WALLACE: I could. 

6 
	 THE COURT: As to his guilt :or innoconete? 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 
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15 
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17 • 
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24. 

26 

27 

28 

MRS. WALLACE: Yes. 
TOE COURT:. 'Mt, bow about the other part of the question? 
HU. WALLACE: t don't care for the -death penAlt7. 
VIE COURT: Would you be frank enough. to tell us one way 

:or the other: Would you Automatically vote. against the death 
penalty,*  regardless of what this evidence night shawl 

WALLACE: Ias X would, 
THE COURT:-  You guess? 
HIS. WALLACE; Yes. 
THE COURT,: Doss that oven you Would vote against it? 

WALLACEZ I would, yes, 
THE COURT: Gentlemen, do yOu wish to inquire further? 
MR. =BRICK: Your Honor,. the only quettion we would 

:IWO is. whether or not. she feel" there might be a state .of 
facts in which she could .not. If she would Automatically, of 

- course, then we would. bey* no question. 
THE 40ORT: You. understand m  question. you. woad' • 

autantiesily vote against the death penalty regardless of 
what the evidence might- Ode,  

'HRS. WALLACE: Yes. 
THE. COURT:. Are you satisfied? 
HR. lUERICK: Yes, your Honor. 
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ML KAY: Wit will challenge this juror for cause. 

Tag COURT: You may be excused. 

BUGLIOSIt We are not challenging this juror for 

Cause. We would, like to stipulate that this juror.  may be 

excused. Will the defense. enter into that stipulation. 

MR. AMICK; Yes. I Will so stipulata: 

SUGLIOSII So istIptatted. 

THE"CQUIV.I1 No,  challenge has been exercised as yet, 
Mrs. Freedman, 	_4Ou understand my question? 

MOS. FREEMAN:.. Yi4,' I 04., 

12 

13 

• 14 • 	15 

16 

27 • 	28 
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p 	 ' 	' 	4 	' 	-f 	• 

THE COURT: Let me *sk *01.1i to ivia 'understand each other:. 

Would you automatically vote against the.  deat) penalty, regard." 
• , , 	•  . 4 less of What this evidence might ahoy?.  

S. FBEEDMANg Yel, x. 1#044.0., • ..- 
TM COURT: And are your views toward the bath penalty 

such that you. would bis prevented from making an isipartItl 

decision as to -the guilt or innocence of the .defendant, where 

the bath penalty' is asked? 
MRS* PREEDMAN: No: 

THE COURT: You could mike that dietician? 

S. FREEDMAN; Yes: 
THE 'C T: But regardless, of what the evidence might 

show, you would automatically vote -again:it the death penalty; 

Is that correct? 

HAS. FREEDMAN: Yes)  I would. 

THE COURT: Gentlemen, may a stipulation be shbers4t 

BUGLIOSIt. Yes, the People will enter into 

stipulation. 

•7,  • 	
; 

; 	
t 	 • 
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4 

MR. MUCK: May I ask Mrs. Ireedman just on• question? 

TO COURT: 'Yes: Go Ahead,. Mk4:;ittibri0k. (  

MR. 3UBRICK: Mrs., Free'dmans• I know it might be very 
; • 

difficult to put yourselfan'this frame of mind,but_,if,yoU. 

were called upon to Sit is - a .furor=-,in 

vittiat 'might have been somebody that you knew, near to you 

or Close 'to you, is it. still your frOe 	'Ott you could 

not. impose the death penalty,. bscauseyof 	conscientious 

feeling' that you have about the death Psoilty7 

MRS. IREEDMAST Yes. 

MR. 8RICK: Nothing further. 

T$11 COURT; A .stipulation may be entered into?' 

MIL DICK: Yes, so stipulated. 

MR. SUGLIOSI: So stipulated. 

THE COURT: You may be tlfCtiled. Anybody else? 

MR. BUCLOISI: May the record reflect that the proileou‘ 

tion is not leaking a motion to 'have the prospective jurors 

excused, These axe stipulations. 

THE COURT: These are •stipulations: No challenge has 

been exercised. 

MR. BUOLOSIt Right. 

MIL KATI I biUsVe Mrs:. Taylor raised bee band. 

THE MORT: We will come to Mrs. Taylor. We will just • 

settle QM thing it a time. 

Mrs. Teylor,. Aid you Understand my question? No 

doubt in your mind about what my question is? 

-TA:Mkt Ito doUbt. 

TO COURT: I will ask yam. ,again: would you autostaticall 
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vote against the death pensity,, 'regardless of what the facts 
might show in this case? 

MRS. VALOR; 	/ r arid.  
ME WORT: Yo0 bold sUch•con.scientioni. objections *gait* 

the (teeth penalty? 
MRS. TAYLOR: Yes. 
TIM CQU 	How about, the second half of the question? 

it your attitude toward the death penalty such that you would. 
be. prevented from making an impartial decision as to the 
guilt or innocence of the defendant, where the death penalty 
to asked? 

• MRS. unott r belleVe I would be so. concerned about 
the death penalty, I don't think I would be. 

THE COURT: Do you gentlemen Wish to inquire further? 
MR. tUBRICK: No. 
THE COURT; Do you 	to enter into * •stipulation? 
MR. 317aXOSIt Yes, No stipulated, . 
MR. BUBRICK: Yes. 
M. =MI: So stipulated. 
THS COURT; You are excused.. Any 'other juror. with such 

mind? 
•quoutt Juror for poittion 00:,  10  Jest* T. Teetenotteht 

1-a-m-a-nmo-ugic-h-i,Michael R. ,Braxton, 
• 

Victoria M. Ribs-, 1.4...o4s.,"Alaine M. Gaines, ONei-i.o.n-e-s. ); • 
THE COURT: Mrs.• 'Yomiaouihif. 	4reaton; 	;and 

..,. 	• 	. 
Mrs. Oldness  did you hear ell my remarks up to this time? 

(Affirmative resporisa by' 	jurpis.)• 
%US COURT; Prom What you: have heard, dq any of yeti knew 

• L 	• 
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1. ioxiy,  reason why you couldn't sit here as,  a fair juror, fair 

2 to the 'People -and fair to the defendant? 

3 • 
	 )4R. 7.7ia=0114 I don't believe in capitol punishment. 

	

4 
	 COUNT: Let :se ask you this: Many of us don't 

5 believe in capital punishment, but sometimes Are placed in 

6 such a position where we must tatite a decision. 

	

7 
	 Now, & good 'many of us don't believe in capital 

8 punishment. HOweVer, that. would not excuse us from serving 
0 as aluror. 'Would you autometitelly vote. against the imposi- 

10 tion of the death penelty„ without regard to any evidence that 

	

11 
	might be developed' at this trial? 

	

32 
	

BRAXTON: Yes. 

	

13 
	 THE COURT: You would? 

	

14 
	 141. ERAXTON: Yes. 

	

15 
	

THE COURT: There ill no question in your mind About 

	

16 
	

that? 
17 

18 

19• 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 ' 

14R. BOON: No.. 
THE COURT: Now, is your attitude 'toward the death. 

pert*Ity. such 'that you would be. prevented from making an 

. impartial decision as to the guilt or innocence of the deferi- 

14R. BOON: No. 
THE• COURT: you could determine •his guilt or innocence 

but you autoguitio4Ly "'mid vote against, the 'death penalty:, 

dent? 

regardless of Whet the,  evidence-,might show? 

1411. BRAXTON: Yes. t 	/-' 

I. 	a  

27 

28 

THE COURT: -Nothing would Change --yOurlisititd about that'? 

3321410N: No. 
4 
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1 

3 

TO fix: Do you wish to oak anything further? 

MIL KIM May: I inquire' 

TO COURT: Tee. 

ML PM Mr* Braxton., can you think of any aot .of 

facts, ailty trims, any-  murder, vI*t have .yout  no *atter bow 

horrible, that you think night doeoric the daath penalty with 

rialliset to the perpetrator? 

MIL 1IKAXT014t tifo., none in *y minds 

1410 

 

Vim; Let's say as Mr. Buhritk iontioned that 

your hrothar, if you had * brother, and he was imurdored and 

sorter wilt first dostio and you sat on the jury, Would you 

giWal his *order life inpriaoneentt,. 

MIL BOGIJOSZ; X will object! to. that quotation, 
, 

TO COURT: Tie., t objKtion will he sustained* 

Wit 	 Ae:lieiropar„ 

ML itErnit wontd you itutiiiiatially'i nit *poi* the 

death penalty in such a ease 

111401124 Woo, 	 L 	• 
, 

HR. UM: Ilothing further. 

Mt COM: Stipulate. tist illight'be-iircUrad? 

ML SUBRICItt Soy atipnlatod. 

MIL  BOGLIOSII so stipulated, 
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THE coma* Mr. Braxton, you may be excused. 

How about you, Mrs. 'Yamenouchit  did you hear those 

questions? 
MRS, YAMANOUCHI; Yes. 

Co T: What would. be your ansWers to those .questions? 

MRS, TAIANQUCIII: My /minter would. be  no. 

Tux COUPX.1' You toad:impose tip death penalty? 
Yat.S. YMIANOttal Yea.. 
THE COMM; If you,felt,'it , Wits • p'iqtet.case for it?. • ,r 	 „ - 	;•• 	- 

MRS. YAMAMODUOtt Bight. 

THE COURT; By the we i,1 1,  pat iwantiOned proper case for 

it. Maybe I shouldn't have mentioned.  those word's because there 

is no guideline as to what'il - or - is not a proper case for the 

death penalty. You and you alone determine what is a proper 
case for it. Do you ,understand,that? 

MRS. YAMANQUCHIt That 30 right, X do. 

Tn.  COPT: Now, 	Rims. 

MISS RIOSI 4orrootion 

TRIt COURT:. Mst* Ofts Iijog your pardon. 

How. could you anlitet those 'questions?.  

MISS RIOS: To the first vae I could mtke a omit:Lod* 

To the second one X Could not. , 
THE MUM; Let's see which was first Sind which was 

second. The first one is would you automatically vote against 
the death penalty regardless At' what facts might be developed 

a this case? 
MISS HI041 I would. automatically -vote against, 

'THE COMM,' You- cannot conjure in your  mind, any feat at  

000039
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all that might cause you to' impose the death penalty? 

MISS RIOS: 

THE COURT: 

is that correct? 

MISS RIOS: 

THE COURT: 

cannot, 

You are so conscientiously opposed to it; 

less  your Honor. 
wish • 

AnybodyAto question the juror any further? 

MR. MANI: No questions. 

MR. UM; Ho, 

THE COURT Stipul 	,she may be exeused? 

MR. BUGLIOSIt It: may be so stipulated* 

MR. BUiSR.Tegif So stipUlited. 

THE: Qt 	1,  ..Miss Rios- may be - excused... 
r " 

Is that Mn.is 

MISS GAMS; Kis Gaines.' 
• 

THE COURT: Miss Gaffs;' , haw -would you answer tiro see 

quettions? 

MISS GAINES: The question No. lo  I feel that if the 

evidence showed me I would have no qualms about the death 

penalty. If it was indicated that I could without any 4- 

THE COURI1 How about, question No. 2? 

MISS GAMES: Do yoti want to read It over? 

THE COURTS Is your attitude toward the death, penalty 

such that you would be prevented from making an impartial 

decision as to the guilt or innocence of the defendant? 

MISS GAINES: No..  

WE Comer:, Have you served as a juror before, Miss Caine 

MISS GAINES: No41  I have not. 

THE cam: Miss Gaines. 

6A-2 

• 
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MISS GAINS,: No. 

THE COM; Ulu heard the. names that I called off, the 

names of counsel,:  the defendant and the persons allegedly' 

:killed. Do you imow any of them? 

KISS GAINES t NO.! 

	

THE Go un z 	koow any counsel in this case? 

•MISS.iGAiNES; No, I dice 

	

. 	 r 
THE COURT;s:.-Call•two,„morii,';jUtors, please. 

THE CLERK* Yes, your Honor. 
= 

Revision SChulisani. te4Cf.h-u-/-11*.a-n. • 
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Nuriii  C. Oberrinder, ,_04-earsr.i.an-dse-r* 

THE COU 	YOU Will take' seat iffo'• 7, Mr.. Schulman. 

Mr. Schulman, did you bear the comments I have 

made about this Case? 

MR. SCHULMAN Yes, your Honor, I. did. 

THE CORTI If you. were asked those two questions: (I) 

Would you Automatically vote against the death pena).ty regerdle 

,ot what facts might he developed in this case, what would your 

answer he? 

MR. SCRUI.MAN1 The answer would be no, your HonOv. 

THE CO M: You could irapose the death penalty? 

Va. '5CittOsMat Yes. 
THE COURT: Under certain circuititances.; is that correct'? 

MR. ScHUI.W.10 Yes, your Honor.: 

THE COURT: You heard me, gay that what is or is not a 

proper case for the penalty depends on your own good conscience 

We 'have nO gnidelines, 

Have you served ars juror before? 
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.scallommit 36, your Honors  but 1  would like to say, 
yoUr Honor*  it would-be * terrible.burden for me to serve • . ..• 

- 	; 

TEE COURT: In what way? 
SCHUTAANI ritianCially and physically. 1 feel --

really don't see ,that Y could serve two months on the jury. 

:THECOVRTI You have. Something the matter with you 

physically? 

MR. scam/IAN: Tea. 
THE CoRT; May 'Mr,. Schulman be excused? 

lUOL1031t So stipulated. 
MR. BUARICK4 So atipulated. 
THE Went Ifxs. Oberrinder, howl about this questionl- 

•WOUld you automitidally vote against the death penalty regard- 

lala of what might develop?' 
MRS.. OHERRDIDERt NO. 
THE COURT': You could impose the death penalty If yOu 

felt it was proper case for it? 
MRS. OHERR/HDER: 
THE COURT; You heard me say that there ere no guidelines 

as to whet constitutes a proper case and it :is up to you and 

you.  entirely? 
MRS. OBERRIHDElt Yes. 
THE -COURT: Vow *bout the question of time'. C&A you give 

us the time we need here? About two months. 
MRS. OBERRINDER: Yea, 1 tan. 

THE COURT: All right. That brings us 'down to one juror. 
THE CLERK: Roland Cash, C-a-s-h. 

two months. 
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THE e(l'Ukts Der*  sash*, Ca you _give 4s the two mouths wo 
'need to try this 440140 

KR. CASIO Ms. 
THE CoUIT: low about the questivi of the death penalty* 

Dm you hold some coescleatious objections to the death psualy 
so that you old' automatically vote Against the death penalty 
regardless of *hat the facts might show in this case? 

MR* CASS; Yea. 
THE Com" : You do hold such couseientious objection? 
M. Mat I do& 
THE COWeri Csie you visualise any case at 	which 

yOu could impose the death penalty? 
M. CAM No. I can't, 
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THE COMM: Do you wish to question Mr. Cash any further, 

gentlemen? 
KR. MUCK: No, your Honor. 
24k. IrSIZI: No. 
MR. BVOLIOSI; May it be stipulated that he be excused? 

MR. xximl So stipulated. 
MR. =RICK: So stipulated. 
THE COUPIt Thank you, lir. Cash; you may be excused. 
THE: CLERK: Joseph 3. 'Pollak, P-o-14-a-k. 
THE =al 24r. Pollak, can you give us the two vouths 

ve need to try this case? 

MR. POLL t Test  h can, your Honor. 
THE COURT1 Now, how about the question of the death 

penalty., do you hOld Such conscientious Oblectiork to the 
death penalty that you would automatically vote against the 
death penalty regardless of what the facts might show in this 

_case? 
MR. .POLLAK: No, I do not. 
THE CQURT; Then you: can impose such penalty if you felt 

it was a proper case for itt 
POLLAK1 Yes, sir. 

THE COUPSI Have you ever served: as a juror before? 

'POlii.at NO, I have not. 
THE COUPZi How about the names that I called off, thoSe 

deceased.; do you biol any of them? 
MR. i'014AX: Wot personally. I have heard of them. 

TUX 60=1 You -have.heard of them; and. her about counsel- 

do you know an* vow/44a in this' case/ 
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MR. 'POLLAK: No. 	t- , 
THE COMM; All right. 

Not, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, counsel are 

going to ask yOu qUestions. I don't believe they are going 

to be personal questiOns•.; 	. • 	• 

You see, both the people and the defendant are 

entitled to a fair trial). and a.fair:trial means a trial in 

which you determine the guilt or innocence of this defendant • • 
only, by the evidence that' you heir in 'this.  case and the law 

as. I shall state it to you. 

Do any of you know any reason at all why you could 

not give both the people and the defendant such a fair trial? 

Now, al X indicated to you, counsel will ask you 

questions. They are seeking a jury which, in their minds would 

be a fair jury and what they feel would be well balanced 

jury. 

Do not -resent the questions they ask you, they are 

not intended to be personal and they don't intend to pry into 

your parsonal lives at all. As I say,, they are just trying to 

arrive at a jury that could be fair to all persons involved in 

this case. 

N. Bubrick or Mt. Keith, who *wishes to question 

first? 

MR. BUBRICK: Your Honor, may I drag that lectern up a 

little, please? 

THE courr: You may. 

MR. BUBRICKt As the judge has indicated, I intend to ask 

you sou* emotions which will treat. generally about the matters 
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1 that may hove come to mind because of what you may have heard 
2 - as members of this Omeaunity. 

	

3 
	

I think I will ,start with you*  Hiss Hall; we'll 
4 probably be talking for some little bit.. 
5 

	

6 
	 MISS LOIS L. BALL 

7 
BY BUBRICK-t 

.1 want to talk to you first, if I may, and ask 

9 
you, some questions about what you may or may not .knout about 

, the ,original case of which this,  is a part; that is, theTiate- 

11 
La Zion0a murders, if we may refer to-thent by that expression, 

12 so that there Will be tome understanding between us. You 

13 • probably will hear us referring to rate-La Bianca quite a bit 

14 • during the course.of these proceedings. 

	

15 - 
	 THE.  CO'.- YOU eight include "Manion" in that* too.  - 

	

16 
	

Q. . 	BY 110.'. ,B=RICK: Yes, I have Several, names that I 

17 will ask yoU411?-iut -during the course of the inquiry this • 

	

18 
	ming , .141/1:11i, :t0 do *tit  0010: Part:With What we will commonly 

	

19 
	refer to now as data-Lilif.anca. 

Let, mot ask4Gu-firSt,:liiss Hall, I think you 

21 have indicated you have never befoi* served as a juror; is 

	

22 
	that correct? 

23.  

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

A 	NO,. X have not. 

Q 	Coax ,you tell us what part of the city you live 

' in, just generally speaking? 

A 	Southwest Los Angeles4 

Q 	What sort of work do you. do, MSS Hall? 

A 	X ass a senior stenographer. 
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0 	Pardon? 

A. 	X am. a senior stemograpbert  • 

q 	For what sort of a firm? 

A. 	City of I.os Angeles, Department of Airports. 

Q 	Airports. 

In connection with that work, Miss Hall, do you – 

ever have occation to type up reports, prepare ,:recordattQns 

any sort which go to the police .department or any othefr-  law 

enforcement agency? 

1 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 A 	No.  

Q 	Does your work ever cause you to come in Contact 

with law enfortiment agencies? 

11 

12 

13 Not.-With the pepartuelit of A 	rts, no. 
14 

Q 	Have you ever been a complaining witness in any 
15 • 

sort of a proceeding?: 	• • 

A 	No, 
16 

17 • 

26 

27 

Q 	Have yOU.44er seen — tve. you ever been the victim 

Of any sort of a. crimet 

A. 	Burglary, auto theft. 

Q 	X take it that was your car? 

A 	That was my car. 

Q 	I hope you got it back. 

A 	Z didn't, 

TO COURT: Maybe she didn't want it back. 

HISS .'NALI did, I did. 

Q 	BY -MR. BUBRICI.O. Was it the car you lost or some." 

thing in time cart 

A„ 	It was the car'i,  it was recovered-  eventually, but • 

18 

19 

28 

21 

22 

23.  

24• 

25 
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it was completely stripped. 

Q 	It just wasn't the same any- mre? 

A. 	It was & wreck. 

Q 	Was the one who did that dastardly' deed ever 

apprehended? 

A. 	Be was apprehended but he was let go; they didn't 

dO anything. 

THE COMO: NOW, I was- not the judge, was I? 

MISS liALIE: No, it never got that far. 

Q 	BY MR. IBBRICK: You are not going to hold that 

.against the general. judiciary, are you? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Did you file a theft report In. connection with that 

Kis Hall? 

A. 	Yes. 

Q 	Did that bring you into conteCt with the police 

Officers? 

A 	Oh, yes. 

Q 	And I take it, however/  you never testified in 

Court; is that correct? ' 
, 	• 

A 	No, I didn!t..'' 

• 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17  

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

.23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

000048



1 

2  

Q 	All rightl other than that, Miss 'Hall, other than 

that personal lost that you suffered, have you ever been the 

•victiat of any sort of assaultivs behavior? 

A 	Nod 

Q 	D0 you. know anybody that you See'from time to 
ever 

time, that you. are close to, that you know wasAthe victim of 

an aesaultive bithavior? 

A Nod  

Q 	Are you friendly or, do- you number among your 

friends people who *2* engaged generally in law enforcement--

that might be laembert of the Los _Angeles Police Department, 

the Sheriff's Dapertratint Department of 

A 

4Ustiee on the .federat :e vO. 	you are? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Who would that bet 

A 	Z worked eight years with the Los Angeles Police 

Department. 

Q 	In what soft of:a .capacityl 

A 	x was .47  clitik,stypist; I worked in the vice unit 

at 77th Streit, Dkrision. 

Was that 'typing 4;44 Taliorts and thing* of that 

nature? 

Yes. 

24 

A Us*  
25 	

Q 	And X take it that got you into close contact 
26 

with the police Officerit 
27 

28 

A 	Oh, yes, I worked at the police station. 

Q 	Now, did that experience inn and of itself cause you 
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28 

to form any Opinion, generally speaking, about people, who are 

accused of orb*? 

A 	'Well, when you work for sight years., yeah, you 

generally form opinions. 

Q 	Do you think that everybody that is accused of a 

crime" must bit, ,, guilty of the crime, otherwise be Wouldn't be 

0,0cuseti? 

A 	Oh, no. 

Q 	That is what I am, driving at, you -don't think 

that. everybody 'whose crime report you prepared must have been 

guilty of that Crime, otherwise you wouldn't have been in a 

pOsition to prepare the report? 

A 	Oh,. no, X 'wouldn't 

THE COURT: Excuse mit, 'Mr. Aubrick.- 

think you heard me say that you judge the 

credibility of -ell witne!iies by the sail* standards, and that 

includes a police •Offtcerf. 1)  

*OW; simply :because a man is. a police officer, 

that does nit'._ mean he is etntitled to -more credibility than 

any civilian witness; entt,by the late! token, .hecause he is a 

police officer that ,does. ,.pot mean 	is entitled to any less 

credibility than 

Do you think you can follow, that? 

MISS imEil Yeah, think I could; • 

TUX COURT: Thank you, M. Bubrick. 

MR. 3UBRICKs Thank you. 

Q 	Now,,  aside treat the experience, then, you have bad 

working as a typist with the police department, do you know 
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1 

2 

any other people who might be engaged in what we can generally 

or loosely can law enforcement, such as a Deputy J)istrict 

Attorney, a city prosecUtor or any person of that sort? 

A. 	No, just primarily Los Angeles police officers. 

q 
	

Have you ever been a witness to a crime of 

vtolince? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Have you aver studied any facets of the law or take 

special, interest in the law, aside from your work? 

A. 	No. 

Q 	Now, I wouldn't be surprised at .all, Miss Hell, 

11 there is: a great deal of discussion about the general 

subject matter of drugs. , 

Now, nobody„; of Course., 	likes drugs;; we wish 

we could all .do something about that problem; but 1 take it 

you realiae'4as member of, this jury it would be most unfair 

to make any rUling on thehdefenda*Y tat fics, , find him 

guilty or innocent 	because of the, subject matter of .drugs 

in and of itself. 	 , if 	 7 

Do you understand that., or. am I double talking? 
• # , 	. 

A 	Nos. I follow you so far. ' 

Q 	Vou seri, there may be a subject matter of drugs 

that will come up; there may be, also, the subject matter of 

sex and perhaps an abnormal sexual relationship between this 

defendant and young 

Now, do you think this defendant will be prejudiced 

in your mind because of that general subject matter? 

A. 	11.0w young a Oriel 

4 , 
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2 

4 

 

Q 	Well, they may have been old enough to know what 

they were doing. 

A 	This doesn't. have anything to do with child 

molesting, does it? 

Q 	No.. 

A 	Bilbao* I have. a horrible dislike for child 

molestera. 

$0, I. 'don't thinkwe'Il be involved in child 

molesting, but that is a decision you will have to make, 

whether or not these things which may come up from time to 

time during the course of. these proceedings involve somebody 

that you would like to think of as a Child. 

But., 'suppose they,:do, do you think that that would 

be such a traumatic experience .as far as you *re concerned, 

and knowing your frame of mind as you do, that you think it 

might cause this defendant_ to be ptojuAtoe4 in-your: mind? 

A 	Would it tauSe 	to  be prejOdieed?' 

(1 	Against him, yes. 

A 	Possibly. 

q 	You realizethat whgewe. are after is to decide 

we want you to- decide, if you are a member of this jury panel, 

Whether or not this defendant is guilty of murder; and from 

what Judge Ale,xander has indicated, he is charged with seven 

specific murders. 

Now, you may find him guilty of one, two, or all 

seven or none, depending upon how you react to the evidence; 

but what I want to know is whether or not you think you might 

be inclined to find this defendant guilty because there is some. 
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evidence of an- abnormal or an unusual sexual relationship 

2 *tureen him and young girls? 

3 
	

A 	'to, not Specifidally. 

4 
	

Q 	'fon see, what I am driving att  the issue of young 

5 
	

girls and sex and murder art very far apart; they might not 

have -Anything to do with one another, but what we want to make 
7' Ore is that yougl. decide the issue of murder based on the 
8 
	

evidence of murder end not, becaule of.  a collateral issue that 

involves Mr.. WOOOn Ind some girls* 
10 
	

Do you understand, that? 
11 
	

A. 	I understand* • 
12 	 Q 	Nor,,  in that same context may I ask you again 
13 • whether this .defendant will suffer any prejudice., again to 
14 	the principel issue, iihIch is whethsr. ar -notIi is gOilty of 
15 	any combinations- of murders between one and seven., or none at 
16 	ail, solely 	and I say "solely" 	because he is. involved 
17 with drugs? 
18 	 . Does that coatis* youor-botier 'You? 
19 	 A 	A littlee 
28 	

Q 	Let's put it this way; YoU. know yourself better 
21 

than anybody else in this courtroom, and certainly you know 
22 	

your frame of mind,, Miss Hall. 
23 	

Do you .have any feeling at all that you might 
24 	

inclined to say to, yourself that, "I. dislike people who use 
25 

drugs so badly that I think I am just going to find him guilty, 
26. 

don't cars what the evidence is. I think if he is a drug 
27 	

user, that's At"? 
28 . 

A 	_ Well, X do have prejudice against drug users._ 
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7 	. 

8 

Q 	We ilk -do; we alt have proluditeso  we all wild; 
we could do something; but X think what you must realize is 

that we are not going to solve the drug issue in this county 

by this trial, 

Do you understand that/ 

I understand. 

THE COUP:11 14r., 	suppose we have our mOrang 

revolts at tie time4 

MR, MUCK* rbis, 
TEE COOT* taclieor and get:MI.10mo  we will have our 

toOraing recess atthis,. tisie, 

DUB.  the recess do nOt for* or express any opinio 

it this ,case, Do- 	cuss . it among yoOrstiveto  let no one 

else talk to yOU'itboOt, this .case' 	'keep your IllAda 
15 Open. 

• • t 	
1 

16 

17 

We will 	 .10- or 15-minote recess. 

(Reness4) 	, 
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A 	1 sm. not sure. 

Q 	Let me try to expand it for 'you 4: moment. Suppose 

there is evidence introduced by way of medical testimony that 

the defendant wan a drug user mid the judge 'issitued ..instruc,.. 	• 

tiona to you that toils you that you may -do certain things 

with that information. Is your frame of mind such that because 

of your feelings about 'drug use, you would totally reject 

that information? 

A No. 

g 	In other vortig, may we assume,. Miss Nall, that 

T114 COURT: People vs. Watson. Let the record show ell 

of the prospective jurors are in the box. AU counsel and 

the •defindant present. Mr. Zubrick, you .m .y resume' 

141R. *Unita: Thank you. 

Miss Hall,. may I for' a mount invite your atten-

tion again to the problem, the general problem of drugs wit 

spoke *bout * moment -ego. You were frank enough to admit that, 

as we all are, there is a genuine dislike about the general 

subject matter of drugs: gowever, you told us, 	under- 

stood 'you correctly, that .you totiuld not let your feelings. .about 

drug us. or drug -abuse prejudice you in determining the real 

principal issue of guilt or innocence,. so far as murder is  

concerned; is that correct? 

A 	Correct. 

q 	Do- you 'think, Mils I'll:, 'that your feelings .about 

.drugs are such- that ifitestimOtiy Wire introduced- in this 

trial *bout the deferidanti.s'ise of drugs, that you would not 

consider that on the issue of ,guAt err 	e 	' 
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    13-2ia • 1 
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28 

even, though yOu have .a feeling about drugs, that if drug usage. 

'is introduced. in this trial by way of defensive. testimony 

from a .doctor,. that you will give that whatever weight you 

will, your personal feelings aside? 

A 	Yes, I would try. 

Q 	I think you can, see what we are driving at.. .I 

ea* you can appreciate it 'would be. most unfair to hav4f. a 

jUrO.r who 'says that if the' subject matter of drugs' is intro-

dueed, I est just. not going to Iitten to anything *t alt. I 

Just .don't want to have anything to. do with stnybody who *met 

drugs, or give that any sort of consideration At all. tan 7011 

appreciate that? 

A 	ican. 

Q 	That is what we *re trying to eliminate. We all 

appreciate that we all have feelings about drugs and .  sex, 

as we have mentioned here, but we have to make sure we. put 

those personal feelings .aside and put the evidence about drug 

usage in its proper perspective. As I say., the judge will be 

'the one to tell you what you May or %ay not do with that 

informtion, but we don't want you to foreclose it. We Omit 

want you to come into court with as closed rind. Do you follow 

me? 

4 	1 follow you. 

I take it that you will, • in spite of your personal 

feelings, 	 • f!, 
be. open and. 'receptive =to' the issue of drugs and put 

that in whatever context 4ewhatever *Copee you,  want to, :depend-  
2 	• 	•...` 

ing upon the instruction of the .7:CoOrt aid .y OUr 'taional4eelev . 
Inge about where this belong, if anywhere at ell,. in the 

• . 	4;  
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19- 

over-all scheme of things? 

A 	To the best of my ability, I will attempt to. 
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Now, let's get on to another facet, mlos 

And we are going to talk bOW about. publicity, the things, you 

may or may not have heard about this trial heretofore. 

Have you been a continuous resident of this Los 

Angeles area for the year of 1969 400;1970? 

A 	Yet. 

And I take it4 that because of that residency, 
t 4 4 

YOU,  heard about the Tittii4a BilliCira#407 

	

I, 	4  

744  

A 	Yes. 

1Q 	'X take it you have a teleyilion pat .in  the house, 
t 

do you? 

A 	Yes. 	 , 3 , 

4 	You have *radio in the house? 

A 	Yes. 

Do you regularly subscribe to periodicals? 

A 	No • 

4 	Do you got 44ftspapert 

A 	I don't subscribe; X purchase one. 

From tisie to time, •Or on a, regular basis? 

A 
	

it ell depends.. 

R. 
	Sow about magasines, do you regularly subscribe- 

to them or do you pick dotal.* from time to time 

A 
	

Oh, 1 subscribe- to as few. 

4 
	

You subteribe to a few; and did you, X take it, 

hive occasion to read thew during the year of 1.969 and 1970, 

as they pertained to the La Bianca case? 

No, it is not .tboie type magasines., 

4 	Well, I talk* it, "however, you did read about this 

51 
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52 

*atter in. the newspipapere? 
A 	Yes. 
q 	Do you remember which newspapers: you did. pick Up 

from time to tits? 
A 	Uraid end the times. 
q 	And would you read the setters in those newspapers 

as it pertained. to the perticular trial; with any degree of 
regularity?  

-not reallr,• 
-{; 

Bow sibOut the televilion,.;:tito...you;wateh 
• . 

,titled its ton 

A 	Yes, 	 .0k,  - 

Q.. 	:Regularly? . 	t 	,! 

A Right. 

Q 	Do yoU watch news progren(S--al opposed ̂)o-  tiw4f other 
type of entorteittmento  or variety type shwa?' 

bto,, I generally Watch the liz0.0 o'clock news, . 
q 	And. do you always. ...fp do you find yourself watching 

the same channel night after night when you lieten to the neva 
rqkport? 

A light. 
q 	Which Channel is that? 
A 	7, 

14, 
work? 

A 

gow about thous. of * radio, do you drive to 

TO84 

Do you listen to the radio when you CO ! to  work 

in the morning? 
A 	Oh*  yes, 
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Or go home at night? 
A 	Yes. 	 ; 

Do you listen to,mei*.. caste as opposed to music 

type progress? 
A 	No., X listen to musi'C but there, isliel4ra/ty -:newa. 

. 	r 
Q 	And so you have h tied whatever spot reporting there 

• 
slight have been in connection With therlattaX,CVinct ease? 

A 	Oh*  yes. • 
Q 	ten you tell us*  Siss Hall, 'what you thinkiyour 

primary source of information might hive been about the Tate-
La Bianca murders,- whether it be newspaper, television. 

A. 	Television. 
Q 	You think teuch more so than 'anything you might 

have read? 
A 	Itight. 

Q 	And always on channel 7? 
A trimerily. 
Q 	Rave you read any books about the Tatailli Witte*. 

murders? 
A No. 

Q 	DO you. know whether" there are any in existence? 
A 	X toa tura there are*  but I .dontt know. 

Q 	ut you haven't *ought -them, outt 
A 	o. 
Q 	Have you ever had occasion, Miss Hell, to discuss 

the Tate-La Bianca. trial or the killings with any of your 
friends, MittOsintet or relative*? 

A 	Oh, yes.. 

9-3.4 • 
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54 

And with whom did you do that? 

Friends, relatives, acquaintances. 

'Fairly regularly? 

Well, when it wet in the nown,.-prinsxily, last 

Q 

A 

q A 

year. 

12. 

13 

14 

• 
16 

17 

is 

19 

20 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

That. covered it period. of about a year or so 

A 	well, probably the first few month* after the 

murder. 

Q 	Do you remember what those discussions were? 

A 	Primarily the brutality involved. 

tz 	Was 'that also your feeling, that they were 'brutal 

killings? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	You sort of winced when you. said it, Did you • 

find that diseusatott. and the reading material ,  on that pretty 

revolting? 

A 	Yeah, it was. 

Did you find it do you think you find it so 

revolting that it night prajUdia0 you to sit on this jury? 

A 	Possibly: 
21 	 Were you aver a visitor in any of the courtroom 

I. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

26 . 

proceedings in connection with the Tate-La BianCs. proceedings? 

A 	(Shakes head megat3Y.01:Yii-) 
ti 	Did you knOli Inybo,cly-who did visit the courtroom? 

A 	No. - 

q 	Did yOu .koow anybodt whO-insw AO of . 	0#0Plie 

who were involved in that trial? . 

A 	Ho. 
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13.  
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101. 	16 • 

17 
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27 

28 

Q 	X take it you had no real ,firsthand knowledge 
about what went on frt..", pet.ople*io. were observers during the 
course of the trial, or 'bad; tiiithend knowledge about the 

participants? 	 ' 	1 A:11  t 

A 	fo,, not firsthand. 
Q 	Do you ressember what his you:  happened to •hear 

1.  

about the Tate isurders at or about the same time you hsard 

about the La Biancas? 
A 	The Tate,primarily. 

Q 	The Tete. primarily; and ea that, again, over 
the noes oasts and television/ 

A. 	Both. 

Q 	Well, do you remember anything you might have 
heard about •a person by the name of Susan Atkins? 

k 	Yea, she was a witness. 
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#10 
	

She was what? 
A 	She was a witness. 

3 
	

Q 	Do you think she was one •of the -witnesses in 'that 

4 
	

trial? 

5 
	 A 	I beiiove 00 was. 

6 
	 Q 	How about 

7 
	

A 	She was a defendant also. 
Q 	How about Charles Manton? 

9 
	

A 	She was defendant also. 
10 
	

4 	SOsan Aains was a defendant,*  dO you think? 
A 	Yest  to my recollection. . 

12 
	

Q Row about Charles Manson?,' 

21 

22 

:23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

13 

14 

15 

16 • 

17 

18 

19 

20 

A 	He was a defendant 
Q 	Did you ever-, hear, of: him? 
.A 	Yes. Re was a. defendant.. 	, 

Q 	Can you tell us just :generally what 

him. and about. Swan Atkini that is in your mind at,7,0.is moment? 
A, 	I as trying. to .remember if" 'Susan 'Mami was a 

!Witness for the prosecution Or if that.' las the -tither  

Q 	How about Manson? Do you remember*  can you tell 
US general ;y about his partitipation? 

A 	He was the leader, 
Q 	Anything else- you can think about MansOn? 
A, 	•Just that he was the leader got the cult that was 

alleged to have killed the victims. 

Q. 	HO aboutMr. Frykowski, do you remember him? 

A. 	I, have heard. the name but I can't remember. 

4 	How about Patricia Krenwinkell 
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3 

4 

5' ,  

6 

A 	She was a defendant also. 

Q 	Anything else you remember about her? 
A 	No, I can't recall right O. 

Q 	How about Mr. Watson, the defendant in this case? 
A. 	I heard his name mentioned that he was allegedly 

ty

fnvolved. 	 ; 

Q 	Anything elso-thetc,you may have heard or remember 
8 

• ,.. 	 1 about him? 	 r z a 	• 

9 	 A 	Just that.  he was 	 involved in the murders. 
19' 	 Q 	How about jay Sebring? 	• " ' 	;; • 

11 	 A 	He was a victim.. 
12 	 Q 	Now &bent Mr. La Bianca? 
13 	 A 	Yes, Mr. La Bianca was a victim also. 
14 	 Q 	Anything else that -you remember about his death? 
is 	 A 	JUst, that they Were so.irdered, 
16 	

Q. 	Bow about Steven Parent? 
A 	I don't recall that -name. 

18 	 Q 	How about Abigail Folger? 
19 	

A 	She. was a victim. 
20 	 Q 	Leslie Van Houten. 
21 	 A 	She was a defendant. 
22 	

Q 	Anithing tale yeulTersember about her? 
23 	

A 	Not right off, just that she was involved. She was 
24. 

a defendant. 
25 

Q 	And Sharon Tate? 
26 

A 	She was a victim. 
27 

Q 	Mary Bruner? 
28 . 

A 	1 don't recall that name. 
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• 

Q 	That doesn't ring a bell at all? 
.11 

A. 	No. 	 , • 

4/ 	All right. How about Vinceot-Bugliosil 

A 	Yes, that is him. 

Q 	right. You have heard, him in connection with • • 4  
the Tate-14 Bianca murders? 

A 	Yes. 

gave you ever heard hits as. a speaker? 

A. 	No, I haven't. 

Q 	Do you have any friends Who may have heard -him 

speak on the subject matter? 

A 	Not that I kat* of. They have never discussed it  

with me. 

Q 	Now .about the term Spahn Ranch. Is -that familiar 

to you? 

A 	Yea. I, believe that is whore Manion and his 

followers lived for .a time. 

Wes it have. any :other meaning to you? 

I believe that is where another victim, Shorty. 

something was supposed to have been murdered. or scorkething. 

Q 	Shorty something may. have been murdered? ----- 

/‘ 	Yes 

Q 	YOU dOli It feel that. has anything to do. with this 

trim; p, do you? 

A 	NOA I can't recall right off, 

Q 	'Nave you ever heard or read of the statement by 

President Nixon in connection with the prior trial? 

A 	legl. t heard his statement. 
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Q 	Do you. have any feelings about the justification 

for the statement, the efficacy of the statement as made at 

the time? 

A. 	Ho, not really. I think .at that time everyone 

vas making the same general statement that. they were all guilty 

Q 	Za that the way you felt about it? 

A 	At the time. 

q 	You felt they were all guilty based,  on what you 

had heard over the air and 'in other accOunts that you may have 

read? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Does that include the defendant Watson who is 

here now? 

A 	I didn't hear his name mentioned too much at 

that tiles, but At the time I Just said they probably were all 

Q 	Is that still your frame of mind that they were all 

giSilty? 

A 	Yes., they are. guilty, 

TRE CO': You say "Their are guilty." Are you referring 

to the defendants Watson too? 

THE JURORS' No. I was-  referring to the defendants. 

'THE COURT: Those who.  have 'been convicted? 

THE JUEOE4 That have been convicted`, 

THE.  COURT; Are those the onea; you have been referring 

tO? 
27 

28 

THE JUROR; Correct,:  ,•' 
,• 

Q 	By' 	BUBRICK: TOW teilize• that Mr. Wati'os6stas a 

59 
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member of that group*  do you not? 

A 	:1 ,do now. As. I said I didn't hear his name 

mentioned very such. 

Q 	Are you  going to associateyOur feelings abOOt the 

group, the family, or Charles, Manson, and apply it to 

Watson? 

A 	Vrobably, I probably would. 

Q 	'You probably will just Sort of paint them by the 

whOlit bruah? 

A 	Right, probably Connect them all. 

Q 	In other words, you think it might be necessary 

for me to introduce evidence to remove whatever feelings you 

have in your mind at this time as the- result of publicity? 

A 	Definitely you would have.  to. 

MR. BHBRICK4. Your Htnibr„ may we approach the bench? 

THE coma 

(The following proceedings were had at the bench.) 

MR. HUHR/0K2 What Z really want itO know is whet you 

would prefer we .:do by Way or proced4re* for challenging a juror 
• 

 

 

fOr cause. 

 

THE COM: .SUppoaing yoU.40.thiii;.  Don't . challerige..,her 

yet because if you challenge her now,  on her statement that she 

associated them all*  painted them with'-40. s 	
,

ame. brush, they are 

all guilty, that this may be a -cue to a few other jurors, So 

just finish your (motioning, beret *n4 gash .on. 	they ;:ixt one. 

I will allow the challenge of her later on, you see, 

MR: BUBRICK: Yes. 

VIE COURT: l think that woUld be the better procedure. 
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(The following proceedings were had in open court.) 

Q 	BY MR. BUBRICK: Let me just ask you before passing 

on, Miss Hall, whether as a result of anything you heard and 

read in connection -with thil ease you haVe the feeling that. 

your opinion is Such that you Couldn't give Mr. WetsOn a. fair 

and impartial triel? 

A 	Unfortunately, I think that's correct. It's just 

tOo much publicity and I really don't think that I'd be able 

to. give him the just due that he deserves. 

Mg. BOAR/CM Thank. you. 

Thank you very much„ Miss ilea. 

THE COUltrt We appreciate your r frankness, Miss Hall. 

MR. BUBRICK: Yes:, we Certainly do. 

4' 

pan omexotpair„ 
BY MR. Et/BRICK; 	

• 
- 

' 

-Q 	Miss Tamanouchit 

A 	Ifamanouohi. 	
, 

think you have indicated in response to a questio 

by the judge that you -have had no prior jury serv-icet is that 

tOrrect/ 

A 	That's right. 

q 	Hay / ask -you, -please, what area of the City., 

generally speaking, you live in? 

A. 	Southwest. 

Are you friendly or do you number among your 

associates people, who know members of any law enforcement 

agency? 

000068



Q 	Is that the department thatdealtvdth Welfare 
, 

frauds, things of that nature? 

A 	Yes*  have been in fraud. oases, 
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Well, Via afraid I do, because I em retired tram 

county. I used to be with special investigation unit for five 

years and I do know some investigatori and the D.A. investigators. 

Q 	District Attorney inuestigatora? 

A 	Vas. 

Q 	is that the department;yOu Were with, the District 

Attorney -- 

A 	NO, X was with. 	 special: =investigation 

volt for Department of Public SCcial'SatViccC 	' 

Q 	So, 'I take it in connection with your work, then, 

you caw in contact with people of the district attorney's 

office who Were then called upon to investigate 

A 	Right, yes. 

Q 	What part, if and, did you play? 

A 	Well, just computation clerk, However, I had to 

'appear as a witness a number 'of times; in fact*  many Omes. 

Q 	On behalf of the prosecution? 

A 	That's. right. 

11 	DO you think in view of that, of the relationship 

that your work forced you to perform, that, just as the judge 

asked before, you slight be inclined to give law enforceeeut 

officers greater weight or- greater credence than otherwise? 

A 	NO., X don't think I would. 

Q 	Does it give yon any particular feeling about the 

general sub, eet matter of defendants IOW Ore asked.  to stand 
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A 	Well, T. think VIII quite openminded. 

Q 	And I take it, then, you 'don't feel that just 
because this detfendant appears here for trial that he is more 

2 

4.  

5 apt to be guilty than otherwise? 
A 	I, thinks  XIA be quite fait about listening to 6 

7 : both sides. r 	* 

Q 	'Mt -1401,01t;!' ',Yon tviardi 14ri. iiisenouchi, mY  

statement that he is presumed to be innoCent- 
Yes,- that's right:. „ 

.8 	• 

9 

10. 

13 Q 	And that presumption follows him throughout this 

15 A 	Right., yes, 

4. 	B 	BUBRICKt You still are employed no, 
you are retired? 

A 	lin,. I an* retired now:. 
Q 	You art vetired? 
A 	Yet, housewife. 

Q 	is it Miss or Mrs.-? 
A 	Mrs. Yamanouchi. 
•Q 	Do 'you have any children, -Mrck  Yamenouchit 
A 	They '*re both grown up.0. , both married. 

.,ire they toys, girls.? 
A 	80n and 'daughter.. 
Q 	And is. there Mr.. Yamanouchi? 
A 	.Yes, 

1.6 

17 
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28 
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Q 	-'1"ou heard that? 
A 	tee,. prethisied. 

I ; 

• 

14 

53 

11 

12 

000070



Q 	What does he do, please? 
A 	Ws self-employed, 

Q 	Does he have anything to do with law enforcement? 
A 	Well, he i sort of semi -retired„ so hats home 

Coat of the time. 
Q 	Not under foot, though? 
A No, 
Q 	Did he have anything to do with law enforcement 

of any sort? 
No, 

Q 	• Rave 104 aver bean the• victim of any crime,. Ifts, 
tamonouchi? 

A 	'No, X have not. 

Q 	HO, you ever, witnessed any crime? 

off: you have Any friends, relatives or associates 
Who were.  the Viatim of any assaultive type crimes? 

A 	X 4014' remember. 	 ' 

Q 	Are you. friendly With any, aside irom the 'people 
. 

that you,  told us *bout i*.the .1**eotigatores. Staff, District 
Attorney's office, are you friendly with people who are 
generally prosecutors/ 

A, 	No*  I 41.14 dot. 
Have you ever studied law or anybody in the family 

ever studied law? 
A 	No, I just have to Study regarding fraud cases, 

acme of the codes. 
maids from — 
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A 	No. 

Q 	if. the alveifienegs of the problem that you were 

working with at the moment s  have you ever studied the general 

A 	NO. 	• 

1 	• 
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Q 	Now, you heard the judge read the definition of 

reesionable doubt, mss;: VisasOtteht, Do you hays any feeling 

that that's Asking too much Of the proiecution in a Aurder 

,case to prove a defendant's guilt beyOnd a reaonable doubt. 

and 'to a %oral certainty? 

A I don't think so. 

You don't feet that they Ought. to be able to 

produce less than that **Ant= of evidence, do you? 

No fob well, say it aSaio so that 	you $ot noli• m•-• 

I just went to sake sues that you don't feel that 

in -murtitte eagle thei-Oan:produat less, than the quantity of 

evidence. that the judge has just indicated; that is, beyond 

a reasonable ,doubt and to at morel Certainty, 

A' 	Well, the answer would have to be :yes. 

Vat not trying to. miiiliad$ 'maybe my 'question' 

A 	They are misleading, because Via 14.* 

CODITr: Xt is diffieult, Mr, Rubrick. ' 

MRS. YAMAROUCHI: I .a m. getting t little confused there. 

4 
	

SY MR. IDBRUK3 What I want to make sure,, is, 

A 	Yes. • 

Q 	le that even in a stirder ease, yoU ,tro going to 

expedt the same quantity of *video** but produced by the 

prosecution that you would in any kind .Of"* 

A 	Right. 

Q 	And that's what the jtidge already indicated 

A 	Yes. 	- 

that It-would be beyond  a reasonable doubt 
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Q 	Well, you are the only one who knows, Mrs. 

Yosanouchi. 

When you say you guess not, are you telling us 

that it will not effect 

A 	It will not, I should say; it will not. 

Q 	May we also aissume, Mrs. Yanuntouchi, that if the 

evidence shows that this defendant, • along with other people 

involved in this proceedings, lived the kind of life that you 

disapproved ofi * COMMU0111 type of living, that you axe not 

going to• permit •that to influence your thinking when it coots 

around to deciding whether or not. he is guilty of murder or 

not? 

A 
	

Well, I •will have to •be truthful and say no. 

It will .not affect your thinking; is that 'correct? 

A 
	

No, because 

Q 
	

You realize you are going to have to take the 

facts as we find theisa,  

A 	Right, that's right. 

Q• 	Even if -We don't like the way they' lived. 

A 	'that "s. right. 

Q 	Itway or nay not have anything to do with whether 

or not he is guilty of warder; you understand thatt 

A 	I understand that. 

Q 	And we want to Aoki i‘re',that these collateral 

ilealea are not going to:n affect :your thinking, if they are not 

gerniaasti 
, 

- 
No. 

Q 	You understand that, however, if you feel the 
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subject matter of how he lived.  is iiiportaint in arriving at 

your decision, you•may, and =lot consider that. 

A. 	Right. 

-Q 	Now, can you tell at, generally speaking, Mrs. 

Yamanouchis  whether you lived 1,* thin Los Angeles are during 

the year of '169 and '707 

A 	X have lived her.. 

Q. 	And I take it, then, you heard about what we will 

refer 'to as the Tate-LaBianca cosi? 

A 	Yes, 

Q 	And. how- did you happen to .6- what was your primary 

source of information about those killings?' 

A 	Oh, suppose 'over the radio and newspaper, which 

I take daily,, magazines. 

Q 	what papers do you read or take. daily? 

A 	Titan. and we have a Japanese paper,. 

Q 	Wel it reported in the Japauet. paper? 

A 	1 never read that., but I imagine my husband' did. 

Q But you did read it in the Tittles? 

A 	Yes. 

Q And how 'about magazines, did. you 

A 	Time Magazine, Reader's Digest. 

Q 	Mid take it yott .read those articles that covered 

the. Tate-lair Bianca, ourder? 

A 	At first;  X did. 
46 
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28 
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#12 
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7 

Q Then later on you sort of lost interest? 

A 	Lost interest. 

Q 	Did you ever watch it on television regularly? 

We11., I am not a TV watcher. Occasionally I may 

listen to nesivs. 

Q 	How about the ratilio? Would you listen to it on 

the radio from time to ti ;7' 

A 	'jots;  tiris to time when I feel like it in the 

evenings..  

Q 	did you, when yuu Witched '  it: On:television, did 

you witch any ono station‘more than : the* other? 

A 	1
.
have no particular' *tat ion. 

Q 	And hOw abOut,the ;edit/A.0000, did you make A 

point of listening to the new* reports on'radio? 

A 	No • 

Q 	Or just pick up the spot reports as you heard 

them? 

A Yes. 

Q 	Have you read any books on the subject matter of 

the Tate-La Bianca killings.? 

A 	I have not 

q 	Have you ever discussed the matter of that trial 

with any friends or associates or relatives? 

A. 	You mean Tate-L* Bianca? 

Q 	The Tate-La Bianca killings. 

No, except that I must say that I have a friend 

who is a nurse told me that she was very close friends of 

La Bianca. She told me that but that Was all and I didatt want 
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4 

to hear the details. 

q 	Von did not discuss any ,details? 

A 	No. She just told me she knew, theta very well, 

the children, and Mr. and Mrs: Li Bianca. That is ali. I 

said I don't want to hear any details. 

-Q 	So do you think that because of the relationship, 

because you knew somebody who kneW some of the Victims in 

this •case, and whatever it is she might have told you about. 

the victims, that you cannot be fair and impartial to this 

defendant now? 

A 	Well, l as just too old, I guess. It wouldnIt 

bother me. 

It *Won't bother you? 

A 	No. 	 ," 

Were yOu %1,4vit'in court during any portion, of the 

Tate-La Bianca trial? 

A. 	4 ticil  osover haves' 

Do you know anybody -Who wee ever there? 

A 	No. 	 • 
t • • 

Did yOu ever talk to anybody who was a, witness. in 
x . 

that case? 
22 	

A 	No. 
23 	

Q 	Did, you ever talk to anybody who said they knew 
24 

any of the defendants personally? 
25 

A 	No. 
26 

Q 	Can I ask you please what you know about the 
27 

following people, if the names are familiar at all? The nese 

of Susan. Atkins. 
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A 	Yes, I know her name. 

Q 	And in what context do you know her name. 

A 	A defendant, and she is the one that started, I 

guess, gave the information in jail. I think she is the one. 

Q 	Whit do you mean .she gave the permission? 

THE COURT: "Information." 

THE JUROR: Information. She talked to a cellmate. 

Q 	IT MR. BUBRICK: Did you ever happen to read What 

it was that ,she said about the Tate-La Bianca killings? 

A. 	Ho.,  I didn't read it in detail. 

Q 	Did you ever talk to anybody who said they had 

read the Susan Atkins' statement? 

A. 	Noo  never have talked about it. 

Q 	So you really know very little -- 

A 	Very little. 

about whet she said other than the fact that 

2 	, 

3 

4 

5 

6 
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15. 

16 

17. she made a .statementl: •  

20 What about Charles Manion? 

A 	He is the leadeii Ow cult -leader. 
21 

18 

19 	• 

A 	Rilgikt 

Q 	All right 

24 	• 

Q 	A cult leader? 
4E, 	- 

A 	Yea, 

Q 	Attythies elite you ',wow about him? 

A 	I feel that be has been guilty and he is the head 

of the family'. 

g 	AU right. 

How about Mr. Watson, the defendant in this case? 

22 

23 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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.2 

3 

4 

5 

-6 

7 
• 

A 	V*II)  his name more or less appeared after they 
were looking for him and found him in Texts. That it about 
-all I know in detail, and --his 	The picture I saw 
4;tf him then and what I see now, I mean the way I see him now 
is different. .That 

q 	xi there _anything about' the. fact that he was in 
Texas? 	 , • 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 . 
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26 

27 

A 	lito• 	 • 

• Q. 	As MI takentiotia4, 'exit,  leads you to believe 
A 	No. I was surprisedl that,he was there. I thought 

be was here right alOng. 

We have you ever heard him referred to at 
Charles Tex Watson? 

A, 	Now when you say that, yes o 
Q 	Have you ever heard that expression before? 
A. 	No*  X. dcm.'t think so. 

Q 	are you attaching any particular significance 
to the fact that he wag in Texas?• 

A 	trot  lust that / ttappeueddd to read* the paper and 
it said that they found him Texas. That is all. 

Q 	How about Mr. Bug .cosi. Did you ever hear of him 
before? 

A 	A 'victim? 

Q 	No. Thank God he is not a victim. 
A. 	don't know him then. I don't know him. 

MR. 1413/410SI: A victim of aorta, Ma'am. 
THE" JUROR,: I don't .know 'him. I don't know much of the 

details. 
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A -%•-*BT,MR;.BUSEICK: Re is the gentleman sitting on 
the and of the cOunsel, table 'closest to you, 

A 	Ohs  he is there. X .couldatt think of it. 
Q 	X take it without either introduction or ending, 

you didn't have occasion, to bear any of the statements he 
wty taw. made. in connection with the proceedings.. 

THE tOUlat. Our vanishing heroe. 
B PA. BUBRIC12, .Rov. about the. term Spahn. Ranch. 

Have you ever heard that expression? 
A Whet? 

Q 	Spahr& Ranch. 	. 
A 	Yes, X have heard. 
Q 	What did you hear about the .Spshn. Rancho  Mrs. 

la**nouchiT 
A 	That Vinson and his faraily were reiidiag there. 
Q 	Did you ever hear the statement by President 

Oxon or read it? 
A 	heard it*  
A 

 
Did yOu think it vas a fair gotenent? 

A. 	X 'didn't -think so, for the president to raske. 
Q What? 
A 	X didn't think it vas n fair statement Or the 

president to make i.  

Aecause4ke lies the president? 
,A. ,Icrj:for anyone at that time. I. mean right Off 'like 

ttAit 

Did 344 agree vithl.the'statement that he mode? 
A 	X guess my mind ; tort of. 

.1 	• 
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Q,  - You'  sort of did? 

A ‘: , 2 think _so at the time. 
r e . 

d 	 • he 

Do 

 

jou matiber whit  said ,about .  the people who 

wfire standing trial then? _ 

A 	Not too sisc*. ,  I ,know:. 	said said they were guilty. 

That is about alt X matcher., 

Q 	And you tend to agree With his appraisal.? 

A 	X thought at that time the president shouldn't have 

made that kind of statement publicly. 

Q 	We can't help it. Re Rade a statement and you 

know it ie 

A 	And X thcoght was it s©? 

Q 	Xt is like unriuging. the bell, Et is pretty herd 

to get the sound. Like the %idgik said, it is iike serambling 

eggs or unscrambling eggs? 

THE cowl No; unscrambling ow. 
Ton see, President Nixon is not a judge*  is not the.  

judge in this case. 

JUROltt X knOw 

TUE COM: You are not to be influonced by anything he 

says, at least about this case. 

THE JUROR: Right. 

'R 	MR, AIDOIXCK: Do you remember how the guilt phase 

of the Tetoolia Mince case -came out? 

A MAUI 

Q 	'The guilt phase as distinguished from the punishiont 

We try to separate those two phases of trial, 

A 	Minn it cam. to court you *ant 
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1 
	 Q 	Do you remember what the jury. finally decided about 

the de.fendanta in that 'ratitelenience ,oase? 
3 
	 A 	They 'were found 	, 

4 
	

Q 	Do you telell*SIT what punishment was assessed? 
5 
	

A 	2 think they .11.er, found death;  
6 
	

/t.rthat ibat- you:hterdi that : they *ere given the 

• 15 

• 28 

.25 

11 

13' 

10.  

12 

14 

16 

20' 
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22 
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24. 

26 

27 

7 

8 

9 

nth penalty? 	. 
A 	Yes, ith.:114i; 6141 , 

Now,,k4qpintOat th, lefiendents in the Tete 
La Diana* case, that ts those,  people who -have been tried so 
far, were found ti3.ty and -were given the death penalty*  are 
you stM, Itra„ laimannuebi,, at this moment able to give this 
defsoaut the presuoption of innocence that the judge hee 
described?.  

k 	think he has to have a fait trial and then decide 
TUE COURT: That is not the question, i told you. before 

that a defendant is presumed to be innocent, 
THE JUROR:.  lih.Phnh. 
THE COM.: And the. people twit prove him guilty beyond 

*, reasonable doubt. 
lea, 

THE COURt: co you give him the benefit of that 

presumption at this, time 
THE JUROR:: Weil, tidal; so. I. think so, 
T. 'COM If there is any doubt i* your mind, let us 

know. 
THE 	R I feel that X guess in ysy isiad#  I think X 

have to associate hist with. Manson. 
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• 
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16. • 

17 . 

THE co.: bitt though you -heard nothing about, this case 

you 

 

ha' heard no 'evidence in this case concerning hiakt you 
bays to still sssotiate- him with Manson; is that correct? 

THE JUROR: It has been there right along. 
ThE CO : It has been there right, along in your mind 

Or he boa been there right along? 
THE111ROilt I pass to be fair 
t01.. -EIMICKt 	Q 	Yes, that is what we want*  Itie want' 

you to be. film. 
A 	Z 19,10$11 

Q 	In other words, you. think that it Will be 
necessary for sts to introduce evidence to wake you change the 
mind that you. now hive or the opinion that you now hold? 

Yea0 
MR. SUILEICKt Thank youi  your lionbr* 

Thank yoUt  Mrs. Yonatoouchi. 

26 

JOHN DARCO 

ET M. EUERICXt 
Kr, Darco? 

A 	Vas 0 
Q 	May. I ask you, sir, the area of the city that you 

generally speaking live in? 
Atwater. 

Q 	The Atwater ire* district? 
A. 	Yes. 

is 

19 

20 

21 

22 . 

.23 

24 . 

25 • 

27 

Is tho north, south, west, east? 

,A. -! Welts  yen could aay north. 
28 
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i take it, if my notes are correct, that you have 

not preViously been a member of any jury panel ii that car* .  

root/ 

A 	That is right.. 

So this is your initial experience as a juror, 

either civil or -criminal? 

A 	Tee, air. 

I ask Irou-, Mr. Demo, 'whether yo3. *re friendly 

with lumbers of 07 itro enforcement agency? 

No. 

Q 	Do you have any. friends who are usebers,  of any 

police department, if you know? 

A 	Oh, I have edquaintsinces. I wot*tdntt call them 

friends. 

her often do. you see them? Very frequently, 

perhaps? 

A 	!e$, I would say that. 

Q 	Do you ever h*ve ocda.sion_ to discuss- with them 
t 	• 

•• 	A 	- • k , 	 • 

A 	No. A / 

Q 	I take it hOthin?t 

	

force you to give any toot, 	Credence ho e'manwho 

says he is a. policeman than 'othezvise? 
E 1, t 	 E E 

Thitt is right. 

Q 	Solely because of thet. factor.' ;.• NOW;abtint members 

of any prosecutor's staff, whether it be the district attar-, 

nee" office, the U. S. Attorney's office, the city attorney? 

A 	No. 

the nature of their 1,040 
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Q 	Raw you ever been the victim of any crime? 

A. 	No, flavor. 

q 	Do you have. any friends, relative* or aellociateli• 

who have ever been Victims of any crimes -of violence? 

A 	Not that I can think of. 

q 	Not that yoU can recall at the moment? 

A 	No. 

Q 	You have not had your car taken or anything of 

that sort? 

A 	No, fortunately, no. 

Q 	Unfortunately, no? 

A 	I said fortunately, no. 

Q 	Have you ever studied any law? 

A 	Oh, in the '30's I be ionged to the National. Guard. 

I was taking course in being an officer .and I took military 

lot and that is about all. 

Q 	if thora -should be any facet of military law thit 

.you can *till remember After ail these years, that pertains. 

to whit we call. criminal law, I take it yoU can forget about 

that; is that correct? 

A 	I don't think I would remember it. 

Q 	tf during this trial,:ilnything should come up 
7 	• 

that would jog your memory, I takok it;you are not going to 

pay any attention to,that; o ti wil l completely forget every.,  

thing you nay have..betriklibOut law and :bet~ contrOled 
' • - • • by the instructions you hear. hire 	 • . 

A 	that is right. 	 , 
1, 	• I 	, 

Q 	Kay I ask you the nature of your' business or 

• 
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MR. ~ICXs Q 	 lou,have rot bilon goaded 

to file an informal complaint itt:cannection With those? 

10 

11 

12 A 	No. It 1.0 Minor. • -4. 1. . 	- 

80 

occupation, sirt 

I work for Mater and Power and I. am in charge of 

the Stationery store. I buy .4/ Of the stationery for the 

department: 

Q 	has that ever been the victim of any' theft of any 

'Sort that you know 'of? 

A 	Our inventory always comeifnp short. 

THE COURTt You are not accUSinglinybody but you do come 

up short? 

17 . 

q 	Now, you heard what I havi4sked the other two 

jurors heretofore, Mr. Dario* about, the general• klub** stetter 
• 4 

of drugs, for example. Is your frame of !mind about, the general 

subject matter of drugs such that you think that any evidextes 
that this defendant was inV.otVed with drugs, might tend to 

prejudice you in your mind? 

A No. 

Q 	You realise as an. edUlt that we ail have feelings 

about drugs. We are not asking you to void yourself or 

eliminate those .feelings.. 'Thu know that is pretty herd to. a0.. 

But do you have any feelings at all that if the 'subject matter 

Of drugs comes up, you can put -that in its proper perspective? 

A 	That is right. 

Q 	If there' is evidence introduced by doctors or 

Otherwise about drug usage, you will treat that however you 

feel it *Wad be treated? 
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A 	That is right. 

Q 	'tour frame of mind is not such that you are going 

to close fir.mind  off to' any subject matter of drugs and 

refuse to consider it for Say reason 'at all? 

A 	No: The only thing that I believe is that a 

victim taking drugs is still responsible for his behavior. 

Q 	Well, am t going to have to introduce evidence to 

force you to come to some other conclusion? 

A 	I believe so. 

Q 	Oen I do that, Mr. Darco, knowing yourself as you 

do? 

A 	Well, I have been known. to bet wrong. 

Q 	You knot/ z am not. trying to be facetious. This, 

isn't like one of those games, "em from MiSsouri. !roster. 

• it:: H.  You know' your from of atind.. You ,know bow strongly you. 

feel,  *bout a person. who conatts.a critfewhile taking drugs. 

Ars you telling me 00,0 that.  your frame of mind is 

such that you ere not goi4 'to 'Se :receptive to Illy evidence 
- 	1 

I .can put on to show that there ms7 be some justification — 
' 	?. 

I 'et sorry, that is a bad wor4,-,:not, justification 77-  but that 

there may be some place for thet in the law? . 

A 	Oh, we- talk Of drugs. ihat: !.0:'*W114 

Q 	'So ere, some of the drugs., 	. .„ . 

A 	That is right. Maybe the handler drugs, Which I 

em not acquainted with, 'could be in the nature in which I 

could be wrong.. 

Q 	I don' t really quite know whet it is that you 

think you are wrong about, Mr. Dom. 
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A 	well, say, somebody is under s shot of heroin, 

I might myself feel he it still responsible for his acti9no, 

but ad not too sure of this LSD & 	am not tool well  

-acquainted with it, but I have. seen,  somebody take the needle 

and 1 still think that they should be held responsible for 

their actions. 

: 

7 ..„ " -1. 	I  A 	, .r 

t 	, 	• 	, 

4 	 , 	• 

" 
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13.1QR 	1 
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Q 	Well, you see what we are talking about now may 

be a stetter of degree. All I went to mak* sure is that if 

you are told that a person who voluntarily takes drugs may 

b.c held responsible in some degree for his crimes, whether 

you will follow such en instrtictiOn• 

A 	that's tight. 

Q 	You se*, when ve get Around to the instructions 

in this trial, there probably will be some degrees of murder 

defined by the Court. 

THE' COURT: Wen, letle be perfectly frank, Mr. Darco. 

i think if toil did that, weld make . it much easier. 

NIL. AI/BRICK: Fine. 

Q 	Nit THE COMM you. Cu, when we speak of rixtrdory 

fturder is the unlawful killing Of a human being with malice 

aforethought; -that's a vary,. Vary simple .definition that we 

can understand; but now we get ourselves into trouble when we 

get into the degrees of murder: .mairder first degree, murder 
1.! 	- 

second degree, and menilanightei.;.  voluntary or involuntary. 

/tow,. V. Bal>rick hes been talking about drugs. 

The defendant has .entered a, 1ir#10.  plias toL  al/ thest counts 

When a defendant pleads not, guilty to at charge of 

murder,*  he puts into issue the folloWiniiepaiients: No. l his 

intent to conmit the crime of murder; 
4 	, 

-deliberation. upon the crime befOrre the, commisilini of the crime; 

3, was the crime. willfully cosaimitted; No. 4, did he premeditate 

that oriole; and, lastly, did he commit that crime with malice 

aforethought. 

Now, in the trial of the guilt phase, sanity or. 

-__Irissnity is tot an issue.s. but under our law if a man is 	-  
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suffering from some mental derangement or from some. mintel 

disease ox even from voluntary int444tion or drugs, in 

the question of• whether car not * Is' guilty of the •crimes that 

I have just enumereted .to u,, 'we do take into consideration 

his manta capacity todelliberate„ to, form thei:intentt  to have 

the willf0Inese to tali:gait th14'crine.; 	 toLpreMeditaite 

and, lastly, 	he do it with malice eforethought, 

Now, if his :mental -coedit .on; bottliiii of derange- 

:Kent, intoxication or disease:4  irey,be suh, 	could not 

'hoe formed the -intent or hs.couId not have deliberated,; and 

if the -doctors .so testify:, You may take that into considers-

tiOn it reducing the crime fret Murder first degree to nutdet 

second degree; end if they say, and you believe from all the 

evidence that he was in such mental condition: from those 

maladies or into*ication or...drugs or diseases that he could 

not eves have famed the malice aforethought necessary, them 

you can reduce that even from murder 'second degree to Man-

slaughter, depending upon the evidence you bear and what 

Witnesses you chose to believe, 

Now, if I instruct you to that -effect* would you 

follow those instructions?' 

A 	/es s ir, 
. 	I believe that's what Mr. Erubrick is getting at 

in this ass.. 1 may be presumptions :i— 

n, SVBRIM No, that's right, your Noon 1 thank. you 

for doing it. 

Irt TIM COURT: In other words., it is what we 

call on the question of guilt or innocence, he ii now 
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1 ' offering the defense of diminished capacity* He did not •hen* 

2 the ability to promodiate„ he did apt have the ability to be 

.3 willful, he did not• have the ability to do this intentionally 

4 and he may even go so fir as to say that becaues• of that 

5 condition of mind, he could not even harbor malice afore- 

6 thought; and if you believe ell those things, you even have 

7 a, right to come back then with involuntary raanslaughter. 

	

8 
	 in other words, that diseased mind on the question 

	

9 
	of guilt or innocence does not excuse him completely from a 

	

10 
	crime he committed, but it tends to reduce the degree of the 

13 

crimes if you believe that evidenic.04, 

Is that 
4  

toss, 

14 
	

THE COW: Munk ifous'llrfit Sul:trick' Tou: "say►  pfeeeed. 
t 
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MR* =WICK: Thank you* 	- 

Q 	Now, after that belpfa ate" Mari scholarly die- 
A 	• 

•cUisions  Mr. 1:tateco., can I ask you:".11gainv  thee.. whether you. 

think your frame. of mind: is.. such';thitt 	the ievidence showed 

voluntary drug consumption on the part of the defendants  you 

mtmldautomaticelly find his involVemeut to be that of the 

first &some if you found him vat)►  of any hOmieide at all? 

A 	No, not atilt degree. 

In Other words, you are telling• us, tilos, that 

you will listen to whatever evidence is offered about drug, 

ingestion, even though it be voluntary, and decide whether 

in *our own mind, that evidence forces you: to believe that the 

crime it either first, second or anything else,. and not auto-

matically at thortop? 

000091
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l3-4-1k 	1 

2 

3 

A 	Yes, sir. 

IQ 	'You see, thee* rife ll* "all we are asking, that 

you' be here with a ire. and open mind, that you are receptive 

to our evidence and 	3,00 n t ,foreciose-  tt beiori;,-.1teer- 4 

13 

14 

I 
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21 
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24' 

25 

26 

27' • 28 

5 lag anything because of some-personni bias or prejudice that 
• - a 

11 , 

12 

YOU have. 

.A 	I get the point. 

:May I ask you, 	Dilrt;;' wiither your 

trine of mind about thirgeneral subject matter Of sea is such. 

that you. think that this.  defendant will be prejudiced if you 

find. that be has been involved in a matter that you disapproVe 

oft 

4 	• • 
t 	:1, 

1. 	- 

A No. 

q 	And bow About. his life style-, if t brR. -evidence 

sboirs that he is,  living a communal, iv:medic type of existence,. 

something that you sty personally disapprove of will you, 

nevertheless, put it in its proper perspective in determining 

whitever you will about the guilt or innocence of this &fen-

,dent on the issue of murder? 

A 	Yes,. sir. 

q 	You .realise that these are kind of collateral 

n not implying that yOO not. -consider them, because -you 

certainly' may, but don't foreclose this ,defendant's guilt or 

innocence 'because you disapprove of the. way be lives, for 

example. 

Do you follow? 

A 	That', right. 

NWL BOBS, M Your Honor, would this be a good time to 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10- 
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Sr. Bubrick,4 think-  if you will 	never mind, 

1 S d.$ R 	.1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 , 

10 

25 
I .  

26 

27' 

28 

11 ' 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22 

23 

19 ' 

the jury' silky be excused.. 	; 
.!" 

COurt 	remain In seasnon. 

(Jury excUsed*/ 	; 	••! ,c; 

TOR OM% AU rights  the jury 'has left'now. 

Gentlemen, as a praoticiiti ,sittort.  Jurors Co.J 1 and 

2, of course, if they are challenged for cause, I will allow 

the 'challenge. 

.Do you want. to challenge them now or wait until 

you are through with the jury? 

R. BUBRICK: I don't knOw, your Hipnort I think tid just 

ree soon complete the jury and then, perhaps„ challenge therm 

at the termination. 

'TO COURT% Because I will allow the challenge. 

1101.104 Fins. 

Unless it will save them the inconvenience of 

sitting here for a. couple of days —J. 

i'vt. calieft. Wert, it makes no -difference, because you 

Are soin. to: go - through the jury, anyway. 

' 

take the recess/ 

TUS CCURT% Very well.. 

How about i;30, gentlemen? 

HR. MUCK; Fine. 

'UR COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will 

recess at this time until 1:30. 

Once more, do not form or exprese awf opinions in 

this cols; do not discuss it amongst yourselves or with any.,  

body else. Please keep your n4nds,' °pea. 
4.  a • 

$7 

000093



.88 

1 
	

Mi. MUCK; X was just thiflking o thatr' convenience, 

THE 401310.: Welt, they. 	tpify 	givfi 	two month*" 

3 so just a few day* iihouldn't twitter. 
4 
	

(Noon recasso) 
.5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
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12'  

13'  

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
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22* 
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zs 

26 

27 
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4 42  

S ANGELES, CALVORVIA, Mt 	AIM UST 2, 1971; 1:30 P.M. 

4 	I 	 . . 
/114 count Eloise Versus Waton. 

14 ti* mord Show that all jurors are present 
and in the jury 'box, counsel for the defendant and the defendant 
and the Dietz:Let Attorway. 

Yon. say proceed, Mr. Bubriek. 
MR. SUBRIOltz Thank you, your .11Onor. 

Mr. Vargo)  let's take up where wit left off and 
nOw camas for a few minutes, if we nay, please, the totter 
o pubucitI, 

May -X ask yoU„ sir, whether you lived in Los 
Angeles County area during the sow .1969 and 1910? 

A. 	X 4d. 
take it then you have beard of the Tateal,e Matto* 

killing? 

A 	X have. 
Q 	And during that period of tits., Kr. DareN were 

yOu-  subscribing. regularly to any newpaper megazinet? 
A 	VOA*  the. Bxlmablerl 
Q 	Which one did you get by wayof newspaper? 
A Mearld-Ixeminer. 
4 	And I take it that you owna television set and 

radio? 

A 	Vest 

q 	What would you say was your prinety lotome. of 
information et#out the hoetotdel 

000095
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25 • 

26 

27 

0 	28 

A TV, 
Q 	You 'watch it fairly ragulariyt 
A 	Tha news, yes, 
Q 	And de you rameeher which particular station roc 

watched, if there was one, *ors than the others/ 
It &panda on what tine I *a looking, It zones on 

at 5:00, $:30 eona comee, on at 600, some at 5:00, It La 
• 

41 according to whatt4e• 
11; 	Would. you *,: hottever„ make a point of liatening to 

the nowt fiki4y tortiarly mug.the 40000 of the prOceedingat 
A 	Z diAlatt foiioiii-ihgt► odootit41_, at au, just what . • 

Awn cane On blippitzistance* 
".'" 	A 	J 

.4 	 yoU happened to.,-turn on the noes that day and 

there was aams, evoir*rion of itcyoul..t.ttenikci to that. Other 
than that you- didnitligi out' of ',Toni 'Wail is that coratett 

A 	That lit correct, 
Q. 	SO* you read any,  book* an the -Tata440 WA*. 

*oder? 
A 	110, 
Q 	Inn know anything at all about the defeadanto 

-who were involvad in that asset 
A 	NO* air,. 
Al 	Neve you-ever dtacutied the Tata-. Slow trial. 

Or the hiltings with anybody/ 
A 	Jolt casual coatreriation. • 
4 	With wheel 
A 	'Of  meetly /ay. help down at works. 
Q. 	You place of onsploynentl 

t44 
	

1 

0 
	

2 - 

3.  

4 

5:  

6 

• 7' 

8 

9 

10 

11 	' 

12 

13' 

14,  

• 
16 
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18' 

19 
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21 ' 

22 
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• 

10 

21 

22' .  

11 

16 

19 

20 . 

?8' 

24. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

12 

13 

14 

17 

18 

'3 

.4  

2 

I 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

A, 	That it right. 
Did you ever form or express an opinion 

A 	No. 

About the people who were lasolvad in that 
homicide? 

A No. 
Q. 	Were you ever in court during any of the 

proceedings? 

A 	No, sir, 
Q 	Did you ever talk to anybody Who was in court? 
A 	No* Sirs 
Q 	Did you know anybody who knew any of the victims 

in that particular case? 
• A 	NO.„ 

Q 	Did, you know anybody who knew anybody who testified 
as a witness' in that .case? 

A 
q 	Did you know anybody who knows this defendant or 

aver talked to -Ws .defendant? 
A 	No., 
Q 	Do you remember anything at 	about the name 

Susan Atkins? 
A " 'tee*  she was -- she turned state is witnesa., - That 

*$ $bOut all know. 
Q 	Doyou]think she vat a witnese for the prosecution? 
A 	ThAt is iight, yes. 

liaeisbout the defendant Charles Tex Watson. Do 
4 

you reasmber 'anything you.taisht,,h4vik, read or heard about him? 
- 	, 

• • 

91 

• 
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14-4 
	 A 	No, just that he was a suspect. That is all I 

	

2 
	

knows 

	

8 
	

And how about the name Leslie Van Houten, Doss 
4 that mean Auaything to you? 

	

5 
	 A 	$0. Z ask very lousy at names anyway. 

	

.6 
	 Q 	Haw about Vincent ISUgliosil 

	

' 7 
	

A 	know him hers. 
That is the gentleman at the and of the table, 

9 ' but did you hear anything he ever had to say on that matter? 

	

10 
	

No, just what I see on the 74114, that is alio 

	

11 
	

Q 	Pardon? 

	

12 	 A 	1 seen him a couple. a times on TV. That is all, 

	

13 
	

Q 	connection with the Tate-La Bianca matter?' 

	

14 	 IL 	Just a, little, 

	

15 	

Q 	You heard what he had to soy in connection with 

	

16 	those matters, did youl 

	

17 	 • A 	Yes. :01e didn't say tOo much. 11,41 said he couldn't 

	

18 	-discuss it, 

	

19 	 q 	I take it you heard hist say that more than once, 

	

20 	did you? 

	

21 	

A 	X sure did, 

	

22 	

Q 	Ton never beard any other comments of his, though? 

	

23 	

14P4  
24 

(4' 	441111186.114 that there vete any others* 

	

25 	

A' 	go; 	• 	:•' 

	

26 	

Q 	Did you hear the states*** by President Nixon in 
27 

.connection with that 	". 
28 

A 	No,„,  X. jolt heitdlbout 
4:e 	 • 

• 

000098
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22 

23:  

24 

25' 

26 

27 
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14-5 
	

1 

10 • 

11 

12 

4 

5 

6 

8 

, 

Q 	DO you remember what the statement west 

A. 	Not in its entirety, AO. 

Q 	Outside of what you might have 'heard about it .today; 

prior to today-  do yen have any recollection of what it was that 

the president said about that or its participants? 

A 	At, the time I remenh-er what he said. 

Q• 	What did he say that you remember? 

A 	That they ware all guilty. T. thought it was in 

poor taste. 

Aside from the fact that it was in poor test*, 

_did you share that opiniont 

A 	Not necessarily, no. 
13 

14 

15 

16. 

17 

19 

9--  'Oats do you wan not nacesearilit 

- 	It,  nerkr-.discussed pi guilt or 

any part of theitriati. 

Q 	111.1*04 ,entirely upon 	you heard or what you 

re and Considerinit 4is yil4; wi t the president ,s statement, 

did you ever or 	-opinion that -91,e Iparticipanti in that 

trial were .guilty? 

X thought they had a poor cues 

Q . 	You -thought they had a poor case? 

A 	A poor-  chinoe of getting out of it, yes. 

Q. 	Cotivorsoly does that mown that you felt they were 

guilty? 

A 	Yes, in sense. 

innocence of 

15 

A 
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94 

1 

2 

 

Md, do you still feel that. way about the 
participant* in that murdert 

A 	just the ones who,  went to trtal*  they lore 
Convicted of guilty'. 

Bow about Mr: Watson, the defendant here, knowing 
that he was a member Of that group have you formed any opinion 
about his guilt or Unocen.ce 

A 	No.. 
q 	You have "net? 
A 	'No, sir. 

Rave you ever expressed an opinion about his guilt . 
or innocence based on What you have heard or whet you have read 

A 	To tell you the truthp Z have never discus teed Mr; 
Watson nor never seen Ufa till,  tight nov* 

Q 	appreciate the fact that yOu may not have seen 
him*  but I want to mak, IMO* that nothing that you' have read 
influence a your 'feeling at this time. 

A !. 	'have never discussed it, 
Do ,you.kapwthe oUtcoile of the Tate-La Bianca 

murder so far as those defendants who- item tried were concerned? 

A 	Yes. 4 

.4 	What: yea the outcome Jot that'? 
• A 	They,got the `:death lentenee • 

They were found guilty and got the death. sentence; 
is that correctl 

InowlAng that., it your frame of mind still such that 
you can give. this defendant the presuiption, of tonocetteo? 

A 	Z have neyor given it a thought. 

4 

5. 

7 

8 

9 

to 

11 

12 

is 

14 

15 

 

16. 	: 

i7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

'27 

28 
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13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26, 

27 

28 

• 

0 

Q 	Well, if you thought about it for a second;  Mr.. 

Dare°, knowing •that he is a member of a group, some of whom 

-have already been sentenced tos death, do you have any opinion 

now about his. 	It or innocence? 

A No. 

Q 	Is thsreany question in yOur mind but that he is 

innocent s faros you are contarned right now? 

A. 	..6,judg0  ri,a4trIcadc. 'he is innocent until c 	, 	Pr 

• THE CCM 	y, th  . u 	did t iay "He is innocent." 

Tha Judge said*  "He 	presumad!,to be innocent." 

0044): Praeumed innoiant, then. 

Q 	Br MR* BIORICAKI- !You,  understand then is * 

presumption in the law 'until such time as that is overcome 

And the guilt is satisfactorily evidenced to you? 

A. 	That's right4  

Q 	:And I take it you feel that you can do that and 

Will do that so far as this defendant is concerned, 

A. 	That is right. 

Q 	1 taloa it• you have no foaling that everybody who 

was involved with the family is automatically guilty of a crittek,  

No, not neceesarily. 

Q 	Do you feel, r. Darco, that one could be a fiber 

of a group and still not be responsible for everything the 

group does? 

A 	!es, many times that can happen. 

Q 	T know this!' may be a poor analogy, but you realize 

that one could be a member of the democratic political party --

and am not suggesting for a 'minute that there is any sort •of 

15.2 

• 
"2 

3 

4 

5 

,6 

7 

9 

to 

11 ' 

12- 

9$ 
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•1 

2 

3 - 

4' 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

I0 

11 

12.  

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25' 

26 

27 

96 

an analogy here 	buto, one. could be a member of the democratic 

political party end still riot believe in ell. the tenants of 
that party;' you: dee; 	they 

A 	Yes.. 

Q 	Will you give this defendant the same presumption 

of innocence even though yOu know he was a member of a group. 
that was involved in a .  number of homicides'? 

A 	That's right.. 

Q 	And you.  are going to treat him as an individ0a4 

ate rA1 not? 
it 	Mot !NI;  fisht. 

Q . 	And, that you are going to set aside everything ; 	2 	4 	• 
that :7044 may have ihaard about,eveTybody:•else who was involved 

• ti. 	3 in these h,oetiOides , :and ••creat,this iient/elimn 41$ an individual' 
A 	That Is 

Q 	Do you baba anY 	against this defendant 

'because thig is the sisOond 	siaongo ,.costly trial that we are • .„1 j, , 
going to ensue? 

A 	Never gave it a thought. 
Q 	take it you. have no feelingti about the merits 

Mr. Watson's defense at this ,Oment? 

& 	No'., 
Q: 	Mid you are not going to he is nOt going to be 

prejudiced in your viva because it may be costly' to try' this 

matter? 
A No, 
Q 	Do you. remember when you Urn heard the term 

u'ha Manson famt1y" 
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144 	1 

2 

A Yeah. 

Q 	When. was that? 

.A 	During the trial. 

Q 	Did you tors; or express any Opinion, about the. 

Manson faskilY as a ArouP? 

•-• 

4. 

5•  

6 

7 
.„ 

,,aiiilattythins you sawor read cause. you to fora any 
8 opinion aboUt the Manson family as a group? 

	

9 
	

' 	A . ' 
	• 

	

10. 	 Q 	Do,  you remember who the so,called members of out 

	

11 	family were? 

	

12 	

A 	404 the people ,at the trial.*  is all, and I don't 
13 • think I can Om thee*  

	

14 	

g 	Do. you know that the defendant was, a *saber Of that 

	

15 	
family or that group? 

	

16 	

A 	It was *0 mentioned*  yes. 

	

17 	

Q 	itx view of all the publioity that YOU  have heardo  
18 

in view of everythi4 that you have heard or read about the 
19 

'rate-La Bianca case*  Mr, Darcoi  is there any feeling at alio  
20 

any thoUght et all that you have at this *patent that you can't 
21 

give this defendant a fair and impartial trial? 
22'  

A. 	i d0n't 'believe s0.,, 

	

24 

	 Q 	s there any feeling at all in your mina that 

25 
because of everything you have read and everything you have 

- 26 
heard you *ay not be able to forget about all that in arriving 

iat your own independent judgment? 
27 • 	28 

	 A. 	Would you reword that agate? 

Q 	yr of everything that you Imre heard about the. 
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2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 

11 

12 

13 

• 14 

15 

16 • 

17 

18 

19 

20 . 

21 

22 

23. 

•Tatei.La Stance matter0, 'whether it be by radio, television or 

otherwise, do you feel that it is going to be impossible for 

Iron. to forget everything you have  heard and read about that 

matter and be guided solely by what yOu heat during the Course 

of this trial? 

A 	v„013/44iiiag 

OAS defendant. We are only concerned about Mr, 

Watson. 
' 

A 	 right; • 

othei 	Wha4yer you may have heard about 

the other participants, you are going to forget about? 
• • 

A 	That)Itight.:.' 

II 	And you aro going to be guided solely by what you 

'bear here in determining the defendant's guilt or innocence? 

A 	'That is right. 

incl. there is no question in your mind but that you 

On do that and you will do that; is that correct? 

A 	That's right. 

Q 	Did you ever _read any statement that was publicized 

and attributed to one Susan Atkins? 

A 	I read several Statement.; I don't know what you. 
are referring to. 

:q 	Well,. did you ever read a newspaper account of a 
statement 

A 	any thing. about newspapers, I just read the 

headline$ and then they read .it to me on IN/4 

'Q 	Do you ever recall anything 'on W about a statement 

attributed to a Susan Atkins? 

24 

25 

 

26 

27 

 

  

000104



A 	No. ' " 

1.0 	• 

20' 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

X take it,. then, you don't reign,/ anything at all 

connection with that statement or any of the people mentions 

in that statement? 

A 	Noe 

Q 	Do yoU think, Mr0  Davao, that you are so effected 

b)i what you read of heard that you couldn't follOwthis court's 

instructions on this matter7 

A, 	I can follow the instructionsv 

Q 	And you will follow the instructiOns; is that 

correct? 

A 	(Nods -affirmatively.) 

Q 	Have you ever formed or expressed any opinion about 

this 'defendant's guilt or innocence? 

A 	ito0 

Q 	1f you were so unfortunate as to be a defendant in 

a lawsuit such as this, 'Mr, barco, wOuld you be satisfied to 

be 'tried by 12, jurors in your present frame of mind, mowing 

everything that you UMW abOut this case Or that you have heard. 

about this case? 

A Xeah, 

Q 	In other words, your frame of mind is such that you: 

feel. you. are the. fair and impartial: juror that we teak,:  even 

if you was going to be tried? 

/Oahe 

Q 	Lot sae WM, Mti Dare°, take you into an area of 
27 • 

26 

	thought for it minute, and that 'a a field of medicine 1020,74, as 

psyhiatry. 

17 

18 

19 

99 

e 
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Let toe ask you*  first, if you are friendly or. 	.. 
Whether you know anybody who practices that kind of ;medicine*  
psychiatry? 

A 	(Shakes head negatively.) 
4 	DO you know anybody who is involved in psychology? 

A No. . 
Q 	person referred to as a paYchislogist,. 

DO you know the difference between a psychiatrist 
and a psychologist, Nr. Derco? 

A 	?Cot in the entiretyogo. 
Q 	Well,. ,generally, a psychiatrist is a -doctor," one 

who has a doctor 	.**01:040,,, who #1.00 does psychtatricit« 
7'he psychillOgiat is one who -has a. college degree, 

a dOctoros,degree 1whe t hs has majored in. psychology; bets 
nOt a doctor: of'siedicine, however.. 

ifow,;0 -:-.,inrWingthst,. do yon haviv.any fettling* .about 
4 	= t , 1 

the validity of pilebittrid teatiaionyt 
A NO. , 

3 	• 4 	• 
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1 
	 Q. 	save- you ever formed, or expressed an opinion about 

2 doctors who practice- psychiatry? 

3 
	 A 	Vo. 

4 
	 Q 	Do you know anybody who hes ever gone to see * 

psychiatrist or psychologist for that clatter? 
,6 
	 A 	No. 

7 
	 Mery ti you ever -read anything,  on the field of 

8. .psychology or psychiatry? 
9, 
	 A 	only about What they .referred to as the 'industrial 

10 'handling of pereonnel, PityoholOgical hindlins of personnel. 
11 - 
	took $9110 courses it* that. 

12 
	

Q 	tt 	concerning 	reiation,shipi, 1 
13 -take 01 
14 A Us. 
15 
	 :q 	Aside frost that specific branch; of that have you 

16 read anythiag about the 00004 field of psychology or 
17 Psychiatry? 
18 
	

A 	'IWO 
19 
	 q 	Do you have any feeling about the role of a 

20 peychiatrist in -your tooderooday soctity? 
A 	iki• 

22 

23 

24 

26 

2S 

Do you either itppr#?;-or disapprove of such a 
person? 

A. 	t think they have:.theix‘  

-Q 	Do you Ws any 	, 4.Q that 	night 
resent the psychiatrist trying to- tell ion:Whother somebody _ • 	• 	. 

2T was.  sane or insane? 
28: A • 
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A 	it would depend on hie: presentations 

16'*244. 	1 

'411 	
2 

3 

4 

6 

9 

19 

11 

12 

23 

24.  

25.  

26 

27 • 	25 

13 

14 

15 

16 

'17 

18 

19 

20 

12 ' 

zip 	, 

Q 	Do you have any Opinion about the merits of any 

third person, such a* a psychiatrist, telling 'you whether 

somebody- is sans Or. insane? 

A 	Say that 

Q 	Do you have any opinion about the relative Diorite 

of a doctor trying to tell you whether somebody was sans or 

it**404 

A Ho. 

think you vitalise that what, JUdge..Alexander told 

you before lunch,. that the psychiatrist is an expert .whose 

testimony you may accept or reject, as 	 You are not 

"bound by anything he says,beitause, as the "ludo told lout the 

question of fact is something that you determine and you will 

listen to him and just as any other witness, and, you Mill  

decide where, if at an, that testimony applies. So that 

youlra not bound one way or the. other, but what we went to 

make Imre- of. is that you don't have the feeling about * doctor 

who prettites this type of medicine, that would forestall or 

preclude anybody from trying to,  present you with that sort of 

testitsomy,, do you understand? 

A Yes 

Q 	Do you have any feeling, Mr. Oarco„ that you would 

automatically accept the testimony of a doctor who testified 

in the .-field of psychiatry? 	.? .E  

A. 	It would 
4 	1 

Q. 	You will 	it whst,ver Weight 	 that 

correct? 	 . 

102 
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Q 	May I assum* that you won't automatically reject 
44, 

the testimony of the psychiatrist or psychologist? 

161-3-R 	
1 

2 

a A 	No. 
t .  

Q 	DO you have any feeling*: based, on your 'personal 

adult mature refiectton an this field that leads' you to believe 

you cannot be fair and impartial to both sides in the matter 

of psychiatrit testimony? 

A 	NO1. 

Q 	You are not going. to accept the testimony of one 

psychiatrist beOluse he happens to testify before the prosecu-

tion, or Vice-versa, if they happen to testify for the defense? 

A 	It would be Justly weighed.. 

Q 	You mire going to listen to what they eay,.'00 

natter whose side they testify for, and then be guided -by 

tut; is that correct'? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Let me explore with you another phase 	this ' 

inquiry, if X xey , Mr.. Deno)  and that is some question 

relative to the death penalty.. 

Judge Alexander has already indicated*  the, People 

seek the death' penalty in this particular come. We are going 

to talk aboUt it now, because this is the' only tite we limit to 

talk *bout it and the feet that 'we make reference to it shouldn't 

be Interpreted on your 'part as an indication that we feel this 

is a -death penalty cage. 

We talk about it only'. as I sity, because the law 

-des d$' 'we do it now and not it any other time. You realise 

from what Judge Alexander has told you that first you have 
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got to find this defendant guilty of first degree *Ardor. and 
if you do- that; we get lirouniito the' issue .of -punishment and 
itis the- ludo has indicated- -at that tin* you will b. Called 
upon to determine whether the pUniihment be 'life Or the. punish= 
is 	be ,deatia. But remember the condition to that is the 
finding of first degreassirder. 

Now, let me suggest* or let me paraphrase the 
lodge*  as he- to you a little while *goo  that murder in the 

first, degree involves a willfuli  deliberate*  premeditated 
murder with. Malice *forethought. lbw* if you find :that to be 
:true, 	Darnoo, would you. autovatioally inipose the death 
penalty/ 

it 	les. 
Q 	Do you think you wouldt There 1.1 no 4tuikittioit in 

your.  "kind *bout that? 
A • That is right* 
Q 	If you found 'it to be 	Ateliberoe, 

-premeditated murder with malice aforethought:0 you would impose 
the-death penalty anti;taat4illyt 

A 	That illi ig iti - 	- 
MI, MUM_ That* you,' iste4o-,41ro-i-: ;tour. Blink, may  TX  

-.defer to Mr.. Keith? 	• 
4 

THE COURT' I was wonderinvwhet)iti4it,;tutroo Atom/41y 
-understood your question.- You' lteerd Ise ;tell;  you before,' Ga  

should you find, the -defendant-  .guilty of atutder end fix -the 
degree. of .a dor ;in the first degree, you will fix the penalty 
and that penalty n0014 be either life‘prisonment or the (teeth 
prualty It is. up to,  you. entirely* If you felt it was A'. 

••  

• 
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proper case for it and your conscience-  dictated the death 

penalty .should be imposed* you could Impose that penalty.. 

On the other band*  if you felt that it well pot 

ae proper 04110e for the death penalty*  you' could impose life 

imprisonment/ 

THE JUROR; I understand that. I understand his ques- 

tion is ipso facto that is it, high, cut and dried, 

THE 00tHert Insofar as you are concerned, if you find 

this defendant, guilty 'of murder in the first degree', you auto- 

matically-win impose the death penalty; is that wbat you. are 

ovine 

THE JUROR: Hot if there is any question. 

TIM COURT/.  Question ittottut .whatt 

THE MOO Well, he 1071 prameditted Without malice 

aforethought 0.4 

is COURT: Lets see, Let us not confuse the penalty 

Oast with the guilt phase, Under.  the law, if after you 

hear all the evidence. 4.4. 

THE JUROR: That is right. 

THE COURT: 	you are convinced. 'beyond R reasonable 

doubt that this men 	 'deliberately, and with pre.. 

meditation and with 'malice afOrethought killed someone, that 

would be murder' 'in the first 'degree. 

All right. You would have no choice there, if 

you found those to be the facts. 

But you do have a. cho pctyon the penalty when it 

comes to the penalty- pbaseeither death or life imprison- 

Vint. YOU would exercise only ,the:choi,:of the *Oh penalty, 
;, 
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is that what you are telling -Us, and you would not even Con-
sider life imprisonment/ 

- 	THE JUROR:. Oh, I would consider life imprisOnatent, I 

don't know what yoU are getting at myself. 

THE COMM Well, X WI trying •to take this as uncOttplica-
ted xa can. whet I am getting. at is this: lie doutt Want 
people on the jury who would automatically vote against the 
death penalty., -regardless of what the evidence shows,. and by 
the. same token, vs don't want people on the jury who would 
automatically vote for the death penalty*  regardless of-  whit 

the evidence shows. 
other words, what we want here are jurors who 

conictintioulaY weigh the two penalties and then deter-,  

00411 for pelf which penalty should be imposed. that Is 

your duty, Ton Must weigh the, two' alternate* -- life imprison.. 
swat or death.. We don't want anybody who will Say, HI will 
automatically do one or do the oter, without regard to what 

I hear." • 
4 

Do you UniferSt:and what we are getting at now? 
• .,, . 	• 	, ,.. 	• 

si 	i • 

THE COURT: In other words, we want you to really exer-
.cise a free choice, a free,  and-  untrammeled, choice without any 
guidelines, but you must exercise a choice. That is what we 
want, people who will choose and not be hid,ebonnd one way or 
the other. 

THE .11:010R: I am not hidebound in any way. 
couRT:. And you would give both penalties choice. 

THE 1011tOR: I would give them consideration, right, 

THE JUROR: 4es. 
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Mt. =BRICK: Q With None fear of repeating siyailf, 

your HON& but to make sure,. Mr. Darco, all. I-reeIly tried to, 

give you was the definition of first dears* murder and. thoso 

are ions .of the IsIoutents that you erre going to htve- to -find, 

in oder to find this &fondant. guilty of first degree murder, 

and tboy riquirs the murder his to be a deliberate *mei_ it has 

7 to be willful, it has 'to bo prentrlitated, and it has to be 

8 malice aforethought.; • 

9 

10 

11 

Those 11.rili at J ut four of the elostonts that you 

are going to have to find hot;r4,40i cilitkliOd the 'defendant 

gOilty of first degree _sturdier. 
• • ; 	; 	• 4 	f 
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15 • 

Noir!,,, since the penett/.044.:of thie: trial. Only 

domes into effect after YOU mike such a finding, I 'went to 
, 	 • 

make auto,_ as the judge has liked you over and 'over again, that 

you are not going to Just ikutoluktioallY ,and that is the word' 

"a0tomatically" -- you ars not going to automatically impose 

the death penalty:because you have found -the murder to be 

'willful, deliberate, premeditated and with malice aforethought. 

A 	go, I don't think I would.. 

Q 	Vou,  don't think you would what? 

A 	After' it has been re 	after it has been explained 

a littlo differently,. I don' t think I *Quid. , 

Q 	Is there any question in your mind about whothor 

you. would or would not? 

-A 	lio, 

Q 	You aro certain are you now that you. will. •weigh 

these matter* and you will form some educated opinion based 

on what you have heard? 

107 
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A 	Yes. 

Q 	And you Sr. uOt tall: ng us now that your mind is 

such that if you find the *Order that I have described to 

you to have been Oositteds  you are automatically going to do 

one. thing or the other? 

A 	No. 	 • 4, 

t  Q 	You see, the law sioejnitt prefer One over the other. 

That is Shy the law eannOt'be of any help to you. The judge 

Will only tell:, you, whit your Aity: as, a' 34rot is, and then you 

make the decisions. 	
y. 

 

You decide whether it 	144 ,or: -death and there 

are no -guides, no• nothing that the Court can do to let you 

find out what you think you ought to do. You. are just going 

to have to sake thet determination, based solely upon what 

you heard *04 reach  your own huarti your :wind and .your 

science, to determine whit the punishment would be. 

NOW, knowing that *gain, is, your frame of mind 

such that you feel the death penalty is the only proper punish 

Sint for first degree murder/ 

A 	riot necessarily.. 

164 R 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

0: 

10 

11 

12 

13 , 

14 

15 

16 

Z7 • 

18 

19 

20- 

21; 

22 

23 

2. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

000114



3. 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

18 

19 

20" 

21 

.22, 

23 

.24 

25 

26 

27 

26 

109 

Q. 	Do yOu have any preconceived ideas, ?fr. Dego°, of 
factual( situation that you would have to find to be true 

before you would autOmetically'impose the death penalty? 
A, 	say that *gain? 
Q 	Do you haver any preconceived idea* of condition* 

under which you *7003 automatically impose the death penalty? 
Vio0  

Q 	May X assume, then, that there is nothing in your 
toW, such as, "If I find On., two, three, .four to be true, 
I automatically impose this death penalty"? 

A 	Moo  
Q 	Do you hive any preconceived ideas based on auythin 

you. that you have heard or reed about whether this case at 
this moment is: Ort is not a proper case for the death penalty? 

A 	Ito., 

Q 	in other words,,, so far as you are concerned there 
,notes that` you know about 'this .04tas either by way of 

reading,. televisions  book fore or anything else 'that leads you 
to 'believe that you would automatically impose the death penalt 
in this case right now? 

A 	No 0. 	- 
Q 	Let me astri ,You this, then, Hr. Dare*: If you have 

na .precortoeivad!icioai about the .ittuatiOn where you would impose 
the death isitaltyc  _saw. I ,ask you if you, would automatically 
impose- the :death penalty 44 you found.- û   defendant guilty of 
two murders in the first degree? 

• (4J A 	Not necesearzly. 	• 
et 	How about .thrteejourdere in this first degree? - 
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• J3  
A. 	Not necesearilir. 

Q Fowl 

No it would have to be according to the evidence. 

Q. 	rive murders in the first degree? 

A 	Qat,. twos  four, five, it doesn't make no difference 

it wouldn't change wry opiniOns 

Ct 	That is ail went to mak* sure of, Mr. Ditto°, 

Tou realise you are going to have, in this case 

hate to use the word "Option" ige. I really don't know what it 

is., but you are going to be called upon to cast at least seven 

ballot*. Be is charged with seven counts of first degree 

murder and you mil, .iihen ell the evidence is in, find him 

salty of all seven, of -one or Ativr number of those murders, 

but what I want to make Aura is that the sheer number of 

firat degree murders that you can find thil defendant guilty 

of doesn't subject you. to the frame. of mind where you are 

aUteSsatically going to do something, 

A, • No. 

Q 	And' t is not? 	' 

Do. you have any feeling, .14r. Darco, that the same 

SOrt of punisingent 0044 be -meted out as matter,  of well, 

should - be mated out automatically to everybody who is involved 

in the same cruet 

A. 	KOt necessarily's' 

tn. other words, you don't feel that everybody 

-who commits the same erime should receive the same punishment, 

knowing nothing else about the case? 

A 	No. 

• 

• 

• 
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'Neve you. ever given any thoUght„ Mr Darn°, or 
do you know of any factual situation under which you would 
ivose only a life sentences for exampl' 

A. 	No ot 

g, 	Hay. I assume that you have never thought in the 
past about a situation which you wOuld WO* to find to be 
present before. you could impose a life sentence in a first 
,degries murder case 

A 	/t, was only up to a couple of months ago that I 
thought the judge did the sentencing. 

Weis, ttio judge really does the sentencing in most 
vases other than this)  and he does impose the final 'sentence 
in this; but it is the jury who decides. Whet the kind .0f 
PUnishment it. 

Irt THE COOT; Let Ise ask you this, Mr. Darcnt " r. 

To be perfectly truthful and frank about It, before you got , • 
into that. jury box and realised that you have a choice between 
the. 'death i:ienalty end:lifis.impriaonment*  you never really gave 
any thought atik , to what' you _would ao- 	iny given state of facts.  

A. 	VO. 
Is that allout-what atm truth is? 

A. That 	:! ; 
St MR. *MICK; Do you feel Mr.. rcop that this 

*fondant has the burden of convincing you that he shOuld get a 
life sentence rather than death? 

say. that again. 
DOOs this defendant have the burden of convincing 

you that he should get a life sentence rather.  than the death 
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sentence? 
A 	Not necessarily. 

YO u realise neither side has the burden se far as 
the puniahment is concerned, that you decide what thi punishms 
inr 

A 	That 0$ right.. 
Q 	And a0 you sit there now you ;butt favor One type 

over the other and the **fondant doesn't start off in the 
trial laboring tinder the -handicap. of having tO convince ,you 

that 	one rather than the other should not 'be applied to him 
A 	Thetis xight# 
Q 	Have you ever been member of any organization the 

't to retain capitol punishment in California? 
A 	No. 

lave you ever participated as an active participant 
a pro Olpteal, punishment movement? 

A 	<Shakes head negatively.) 
Q 	Are you friendly with any other people that you 

lizgitim ere actively pro capital punishment in California? 
A 	Not that' 1-  know of!  

Q 	Do you halm any fear, Mr. Darco, that you might be 
subjected to :4:1.gappmval by your friends' if yOu didn't bring 
back & deathrpenalty, fn thin particular case? 

lin t 	H ,' 	• 

11 	You don-it 1101.711, fear that once your friends know 
you are on this kind 'Of iury,:aissumitig that you stay on . this 
jury, that you are going to .get all, sorts of advice about what 
you ought to do Or ought• not to 40I 

• 

• 
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/101 COURT1 Moog those,  lines)  I might ten yoU that if 

you are on Oda jury you are going to be directed and instructs 

that you. are llot to omextunicate with anybody concerning this 

-*awl you.  are not to speak to anybody*  you are not to let 

anybody else talk to you abut this easel  ,and I will tell you 

that you are going to get that instruction, 

Q11, you ioilcw it, sr. Dow 
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1 	Q 	Kg* BOBRICKt Are you the kind of a persOn# Mr*. 
Daroo, that is so easily Played emotionally that shocking 
matters of any sort say force you to Impost the death penalty? 

.A. 	No. 

Q 	You don't think that if you see pictures which are 
gruegome„ and I will Use that expression*  that the mere eight 
of those pictures, alone, would want to force you to. impose 
the death penalty? 

A. 	NO* 
Q 	Do you have any feelings that because of the 

tremendous amount of publicity that this. case has received and 
knowing, Alt you dt), what the other defendants in this other 
matter got, that you would be. forced to return the death 
penalty? 

A No. 

Q.: , :DO you have any fettling that the pUblic demands 
that- you xittutit the ,death pensity, in this case? 

, 	- 

Q 	Do you her Any,feeP.4, knowing what you know about 
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A No; 

this case and the seen in whillh these murders were committed, 
that this ..is the-kiud. of $81,-ctitie',thai calls for retribution, 
punishment for punishment 'a sake? 

A 	No. 	you mean an eye for an. eye? 

Q 	Yea* 
No. 

q 	Do you belies in the old theory of an eye for an. 
eye*  a tooth for * tooth? 

A. 	No.. 
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Let es ask you this question*  Mr, Dar0o#  and X 

'don't want to tolOw specifically -- 00 long as you motioned 

"an eye for an eye or tooth for tooth" Lmow.  waybill We both did .-

1 don't want to 'know specifically what Sort o a church or 

religious organ ion but do you belong to sob* sort of a 

religious organization that has as on. of its tenets the death 

penalty or capital ptinishinintt 

IL 	X don't get what you mean*  

Q 	Well*  do you belong to any church that believes in 

the death .ponalty and preaches the death penalty? 

A 	X have' never beard it4 

THE COURTS is there such a church? 

EIBRICIt Yes: 

THE COUPX: Zecause X est on. Kr: Datoo 1$ side*  X never 

.heard of it.*  

NIL .100RICitt Vow there  it. 

TO COT:, I 441 sorry, go ahead: 

THE jOROR: I au at Catholic and everytime I se* thew in 

the movies it is.  the Catholic priest Hang thew down to the 

electric chair* 

BIDAtiCK: Do you think that tatholocisin has., 

thenout its stamp ofepprOvel On the death'. penalty because the • 

.priest 'does that: 

Xot. they. arikjust noticeable, that's all. 

Th. 004  :at want to sake of this, Mr. Dare°, 

is that X ni;4 ait experience once heforei  talking to a juror 

OUeh is I 'ata tOking.tO:ytiO.;1` who, Said that: eventually we would 

learn that be was iseraber of a church that endorsed the death 
ye Y  
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penalty and he was very honest and very frank. to tel the 

court that he would do that because he would feel like a sinner 

if he. violated * tenet of the church; and that's the only 

reason I am asking that question*  I didn't mean to ask.. you 

what olutrOlt you belonged to, but I; just wanted to make Sure 	. 

that this facet of. the trials  if we get to thats:  wouldn't cause 

you any discomfort -because of any religious belief you. have 

Or because it *tight bring you into some argument with the 

tenet of the Church. 

You realise, Mr. Darcos  that every defendant" in • 

every kind of a lawsuit is entitled to your individual, opinion. 

In other words, he has a right to expect that, you 

will reach whatever decision you will because of your awn 

independent thinking; and we will all expect that if you are 

convinced that Whatever position you originally hold is wrong 

you will change its, Whether it be to join the majority or the' 

minority; but what -we want to make sures  lir. Darco, is that 

you- believe ind you tell us that you will give the defendant 

the benefit of your Om individual thinking in this Clia* 

And ro will, do that, will .you not? 

A 	Vass  sir., • 

q 	434 you won  4t:  change that beteuse you. find it.  more 

convenient ,:to ...go)iimia at .an eairly hour becauae you nay get 

tired of this:trial, and want .  to_bring it. to an end, is that. 

correet; if you,skske.a:Change.it 	Only because you decided 

you were wrong, in you first .impressions and you now feel 

justified in challenge 	;, 

A 	Ithittie right. , 	• 
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q 	VMS see* we need uniantnitn diet U. We hat to 
have sr Inutnimous verdict. if we. are. going  :to impose any tort 
of punishments  so. elch. jurors  in that senses  is responsible 
for his -own verdict. You cannot slough the respcnisibility 
off to somebody else and: say, "You do its" because We have- 
got to get * ballot frost. each and every 

ItcsOwirm.; that, ate you prepared-1  W. 'Vargo), to. *it 
on a jury with thit kind of responsibility? . 

A 	- Us.. 
Vows  s there any mutton et ail, 164 Pernep whether 

1. UV. touched on Its  whether it has been- suggested: byanytbing 
the judge has to say or anything you have beard or tight 
or read about .over the noon hour that leads you to be eve 
that-you' cart be lair and impartial). to both, sides in this. 
.proceeding 	litsues involved? 

O. 
MR• 3ORIOR-4 Theta you. 

Now, your,};.0nOr:,, my 1 now defer to Xt. Keith, Or 
! 	• little. bit1 - • 

THE CIMAtft: Voss  sure. 

• r. i t , ailk,.'youihis;s; 	Onli 'reservation I have 
ni0 two Shall /Agit* of the sackone« 

'MR. BOUM N. 	 will probably go 
„ 

OM Roy, yr  Honors  it is* long, arduous job 
rso we -decided to t‘de'.off...:' 

%1IR COORTt Thetis all right. 'We don't vent any douia. 
musing, 

MR.. as /0 • all right. If he hands sae a note if 1 

_ , 
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1PUIS E. SIStiOND0 
R MR. OUR: lire Simon& -a. 

A 	Ifesi that's correct: 

what is your business or occupationj  sir? 

I at* a design engineer. 

For what company? 

A 	Western. COncrete StructUres; currently a purchasing 

agent. 

Is there a :Firs„ !fii.insondo? 

A 	Yet. there'is. 	, 	. 
!A.: 	•, 	•,' 	*.- 

Q 	Does .she have -an 0.04:4tietion; 	thim home? 

A 	Not officially;, she ionates ,,4or -time to the free 

i see: Ave the**. 	- 	 • 
•!. 

A, 	She's a totals. 

Q 	Is the a nurse by *** is she registered nurse? 

A 	She is a licensed nurse. 

Q 	Sea she ever been .employed by t medical, doctor. 

or a medical doctor ,specializing in p$ycbi*try? 

A 	No, 

Q 	Are there any psychiatrists attathed to the free 

clinic for which she donates her time? 

A 	Yes, I believe there are. 

Does she do some work for them? 

A 	lot directly, nol she is primarily involved with 

applications of medicines and fulfilling doctors' requirements 

as far as treatment of ills and diseases*  or what not. 

Q 	She is not, thin, I take it, directly involved 

with. the mental states fp- 
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1 
	 A 	No. 

	

2 
	 Q 	MI NO or the emotions of the patients 

	

3 
	

A 	That is correct. 

	

4 
	

Q. 	That attend the. tree clinics? 

• A 	That is correct. 

	

6 
	

q 	continuing On this lin*, is the free clinic a 

7 , ttlitce Whore young people who hive been abusers. Or user! of 

drugs go- for hole 

	

9 
	

A 	Us, that is correct, yea 

	

10 
	

And Aces she have anything to do in connection, with 
11' trying to, oh, let's sayw get them on the road back? 

	

12 
	

A 	Yes, that is correct,- 

	

13 
	

Aild What aces she 10 to that capacity? 

	

14 
	

A 	Well — 

	

15 
	

Q 	Does she give them, medication? 

	

16 
	

A 	'Specifically, it it primarily up to the doctor to 
17 maks the recommendations, or Whatever he determines is needed 
18 to, you know, straighten them out .or whatever,. if they have 
19 some physical. ailment or something it has brought about the 
20 caul. of drug abuse and she carries out. the. doctors' orders. 

	

21 	 q 	x gather that she is interested, very interested 
.22 in the field of drug abuse? 

	

23 	

4 	Well, that's secondary, became.. her prislary intermit 

	

24 	

is just 	helping people that need help. 

	

25 	

Q 	And does she discuss with you from tine to time 

	

26 	
over the dinner table or elsewhere ug•-;,,, 

	

27. 	

A 	Yes. 	• 

	

28 	

Q 	-- her job 

• ' 
	4. .; 	4 

• 1 	1 
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A 	That is correct. 

Q 	at the fr4e, 
,And are *I, ;mm444  interestenthedrug 

problept? 	 t 	= r 
A 	!e1,, that is Corrects • 	1:-. 

• 1;ii 
Q  Have you done some 27;444 en that subject? 
A Hot 

Have you, yourself, donated any of your time to 

-help' such peopl.• who run afoul of nature's drugs.? 
A 	Timewise„ no; material donations, yes.r 

Q 	la other words-, 'gather you have donated to the 
free clinic Where your wife works? 

A 	Yes, inlay capacity where Z work have Access to 

Commoditios at very good prices, A& I maks a personal contribu-
tion of obtaining the commodities and passing then on to the 
Clinic. 

Q 	Would thole be medications? 

A 	Paper towels, things of this nature. 

Q 	In the event in this. case the evidence showed that 

Mr. Watson, the defendant here, was an abuser of drugs and 

narcotics, I dare say you wouldn't 'bait him :aside because of 

suchavidence and reject any othet evidence in his behalf 

that may be offered in this case. 

Do you understand? 
A 	Iwolidn't make any automatic presumptions,- if 

that's what you are getting at. I don't have any objection 
.0' I doet have any preconceived notions about people that 
have taken drugs or that do take drugs, if that is what you 

are. saying. 

 

1.1 

 

12 

13 

14 

• 1.$ 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

.21 

22„ 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 • 	28 

 

      

      

18f. 

000127



 

1 

• 
2 

 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 • 

 

S 	28 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

20. 

27 

122 

Q 	You may find,  it very unfortunate that people do 

b*com* involved with Im p, I'm sure we. all have that feeling. 

A: 'Its*: 

=' -And att not suggesting that evidence of ,drug tie 
= 

in this gate would be irrelevant. f  It isayi l)* quite to the 

Contrary* ghat I am •a*Iting- 	you would find it difficult 

to give this defendant's fair 'trial on the issue of murder., 

/With which he is charged, in t the event;  the. evidence Showed that 

he was or had been a heavy user of dengerous drugs and 

narcotics? 

A - Z don't think that 'would enter my judgment. 

Q 	Zn other words, you ars telling us you would not 

deny hist the benefit of bit defense? 

A 	-That is correct.. 

Q 	Solely because he was in the past, had been a drug 

user? 

A 	l wouldn't bold. that against him tpf that is what ye  

areafter 

Q 	Vea* That is whet 1 am getting at, 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Sometimes it. takes a little iwhil* to got to the 

*tint, but IlkWyere *re that way. 

Wave you, to get back to more general questions, 

have" you or anyb.ody near or dear to you ever been the victim 

of a crime of Violent*? 

A. 	No 

Q 	Nave you ever witnessed such a trim*? 

Ott minute. Let me step back a point.* Yes, 
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182 	j:  

0 
	

2 

member of my family was a vied)* of a crime of Violence, 

qAlit Was the relationship? 

A 	Ny wife* 
• # 

Q 	Was she hilck,up or something like thstt 

3 

A .; 	She'wis assaulted when she was about 15 or 
6 

7 

8 

. 9 

19 

11. 

12 

18 

14 

15 

5 

something* 	 . 
) 	. 	)4 

Q 	You mein 	'itssaUltedi ' 

A Vie*  

Q 	0044 'tilt that happened' •tn your wife,- and I ma 

Sure understanding your. 'wife* lt.10t 4tt Wthat 00ent, do you 

feel that incident in some way would militate against your 

,giving this defendant a fair trial, bearing in mind he is 

charged with **Van crimes having to do with violence? 

A 	100  1 don't think so* I am certain it wouldn't* 

X have taken this as it happened in the pest even before 1 even 

knew.  Tay wife and, i have taken it 411 a matter of history* 

Circumstances, whatever' 'led up to it, were :certainly beyond 

:ow control and it was very unfortunate but.  there is nothing, I. 

could do about it* I wouldn't hold a person 

Q 	You wouldn't hold what happened to your wife against 

-somebody else? 

A. 	No,. certainly not*  

Q 	globs on, do you nUmbiar among your Close friends 

or relatives any 'ants= of law enforcement? 

A. 	'Yee 

Q 	Such as police officers, District :Attorneys? 

A Yes* 

4 	And so on« Could you tell us about that relationship? .  

16 

• 17 

18- 

19 

20 

21 

'22 

23 

24 

25 

26 • 

27 

28. 
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A 	Well, live in southeast Torrance and 1 know the 

current chief of pOliCe. I know the peat chief of Ppliee* 

live across the stt:seet from a patrolman. I live down the 

street from two -or three. On the total staff of the torrents 

Police Department I probably know 15 to 20 officers and, women 

officers. I A personal friend with the police chief in 

the comsonity I am from back in Pennsylvania and my uncle was 

a District AI:turns'''. Xs there aulthinx eloat 

	

q 	District Attorney where? 

	

A 	In Perinsylvania. 

	

Q 	/0 ;het where you. are fromt, 

	

A 	les.. 

	

q 	How lois have you lived in galiforniet 

	

A 	Since 1962. 

	

tl 	With ail of those relationahips, would it make it 

-difficult for you tO give the. defendant here a fair trial-

bearing in mind that the District Attorney is prosecuting this 

-case and there will be police officers to testify? 

	

A 	Xflorlin'Policemen as I dolt  they are people just 

like everybody else, I don't see that, that would interfere 

with my judgment on the testimony. 

	

Q 	so.. i am. not Suggesting that log are going to 

lend more credence to the testisony of a ixiiice officer than 

yOu would mother 	 don't think that that is going to 

a factor in this! Case really at *11 -4,  _possibly*  but 

doubtfully. 
; • 
What. 1.ait 	gettinit- at; is 	apparently have 

.had a- longatanding -and close relationship with many police 
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officer: in high places' and it- '-ii,MPly- because often police 

officers are on one sic* of the;  fenfei and everybody els* is 

on, the oth.X, that maybe yont *light tetot-to side for the 

prosecution even thoUgh.,the.intidence may; not indicate that 

that is the positicst you-  should take. 

THE CORTI The. gentlemen, said he tat:a from Pennsylvania. 

THE JUROR:,  Wall, yes, but quite .a few of the friends 

that. I hive On the polio, force are in this locale.. 

THE COUltrt A riot But front what read in.  the 

papers Soo* are on one side of the -fence and some are on the 

other* 

KR. 130314 I am with you now. 1 am *0 slow. 

TEE JUROR); l don't think I -am not quite too sure if 

Understood your -question 001110;001y. 

Q 	AT KR* %MUCK; Would you be inclined to, accept 

the. prosecution': View of the evidence? 

NO. 

You know -they are going to-  argue to you in the 

avant you are selected as a -trial Juror? 

-A 	Certainly.. 

and they are going to argue their position. 14r. 

Kay and Mr. Bugliosi •—• naturally you expect. them to do that 

and would you be more inclined to accept their 4 

A 	Certainly not:, 
25 

Q 
	.0. evaluation or interpretation of the evidence 

26 

Oar the defense's Interpretation simply because you have had 

a close and longstanding relationship with many law enforcement 

Paolgo? 

27 

28 
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8 '  

4.  

6 
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.10 
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13 

14 

l& • 

16 

17 

18 

19 

}194 absolutely note 
That is the thrust of that' ingluity. 
To make my .point more cieart 	Z .said. I have 

known ,leanY: p011Oation for ttuite x fry years and l couldnit 
lend any 'more-  Credence to their testimony just because they are 

enforcement people or District 4ttorneys. or whatever,,  
q 	Inuideruttliy, have you seen, ttr„ ugliest on 

television? . 
4 	No, Today - is the first time I have seen bias 
.4 	Ton have never heard hint speak? 
A 	No.. 

We 'aril get to another *eject and that is the 
publicity. You have heard about the Tate* lia Bianca homicides 
no ,doubti 

A. 	Vela, that. is correct, 
And. you are aware of the, outcome of the case that 

involved Charlie Manson and three .7oung female defendants? 
A 	I wee evarei-Of'the outcome of the trial., that 

they were found. guilty"; 14
.
1 *atm it aware of the, penalty put 

forth.to 	'' -i,1404titrstand from Whet has been said.  here today . 
it was death; but. X. was-, fOtatorlynowate of that. 

4
, 

'• 	right;:. yrtii Dext.,ittheititiOn-;01. Assuming for 

the sake of Ilieeuesion.thit bac. :Watson* -althofth he 'wasn't 
tried In that other casit,,,:***:10."  Someemanner .10iLvolved in those' 
homicides, 30st assuming, that,;  dp you,  have such a 'preconceived inien 	 - .$ 

Atif" his guilt or lettOCSOCe in this **se that it would talo 
-evidence to, erase it Eras your Mind of .cOuld you erase any 
opinion you .qty` have right now without hearing any evidence 

20 

21 

22 
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24 

25 

26 

 

27 

 

28.  
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conettaing 	'Watson's. Ottipe 	if any? 
ho., X *Slit believe it,* 	Oct,. when 3: caw 

into the courtroom 1 thought he wait a member of couneeld Xn  

all honesty Z. have no preconceived nOtiOn Of his Oat or for 
that matter eaten that of the. others that were tried previoully 
except -that they were found guilty. 

Q 	Ion Ourself had no opinion as to whether the* were 
guilty or innocent? 

A No. 
Q 	Via. you ever discussed the 'Tate-Tsda Bianca case 

with any neabera, Of your family or friends? 
A 	qty 
•Q 	Or police officer friend*. 
A 	. 110. We don't discusa things Co much as, shop talk, 

So to speak. Hy aosociation. with police officers and whatnot 
*XS: on other.  leveled, 2 am in a hose owners group and we have 
traffic problems and street itaproVetmentit s  Soo* of the ;aesthete 

of the police department* their children are on. the all* 

baseball testa,  as sty youngster. 

Q 	YOU are vary civic minded*  X gather? 
A. 	Somewhat*  yes. 
Q 	M.1. right*  .The evidence in this case talky well 

show that Mr. Watson was sort of a hip py heck in the 1969, '68, 
led a comanmal style life*  dressed riot as he to, today*  wore a 
heard*  loft beard*  associated .witha oh*  the term has been 
used here today as a cult*  .associated with a group of young 
people in a oelantine at a place Oiled, the $pohn Winch. 

Now, would you refuse tcp give Mr. Watson the, 
•  
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benefit of hi* defenle, the benefit of his testimony or 

testimony- in hit' behalf solely because at one time)  or at one 

time in his life he assumed the characterization corns oray 

called a hippy type? 

A 	I have no reason to hold that against him at all. 

Q 	%*10‘44 you have any region to hold it against Mr• 

Watson because,  the morals 	let's say the evidence-in this 

case indicated that the moral values of the mothers of this 

group mere something less than you and I might ascribe to)  

would you hold that against him to the point mereyou would 

reject '.via offered in hi* behalf and therefore refuse to 

give hist a fair trial/ 

A 	No,. 

• • 

20 

S 

, • 	, 
< 	 , 

a,
, 	 , 
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	 I 
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26 

27 

28' 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25,  

000134



2  • 129 

18Allt 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2Q 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

I 
	

28 

I ea not suggesting -either ,t Sat somc.of this 
;  

,v ,dance Lay not be materiel as certain issues in this case? 

A 	X understand. 

Q 	What I as asking you is simply because of his 

life style that he was living back in 1968 and 1.9690  and 

perhaps- b,'fbre .that, you would Automatically refuse to listen 

to evidence offered in his behalf and convict him, just because 

of his life style and the manner in which he lived? 

A 	I would have no reason to hold that against him 

at all. 

Q 	We have covered the Subject of drug*. X got on. 

that subject rather earlier than I anticipated because of your 

interest and your wifets in that field. We will go the subject 

of psychiatry, which we have olio touched upon because of 

your wife's connection with' a free clinic. Has any mesiber of 

• your 	ever visited a psychiatrist or * psychologist, or 

also include close friends Or relations, or been in a mental 

institution for that matter/ 

A 	Yes -- not in a mental institution as such but -- 

Q 	Well* X might 

A 	As such, yes„ beige/use of an incident involving my 

wife in earlier years, she had to. prescribe to psychiatric 

treatment later.. 

Do you yourself', or does your wife believe that 	. 

1 think I already know your -answer.  , that psychiatrists den 

be of help to people? 

Q 	You obViously Adontt -feel that psychiatrists as a 
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group or incompetent or charlatans or really not able -to under-

stand or explain the workings or processes of human hind? 

A 	$D. 

You don't feel that way at all, You feel to the 

contrary, r guess? 

A 	If anyway, yes, to the contrary. 

That is, it is 'difficult to generalise, I know, 

,begaus. there *re .good pSychietrists and bad psychiatrists, 

just. as in every other field or profession or business, but 

the best t can do is to generally and generally .spenking you 

have a respect for psychiatrists? 

A 	That is correct.. - 

Q. 	And do you believe' that a good psychiatrist is able . 

to understand and explain the workings of * particular person':s 

human mind, at least at best aS thf:itiT has advanced in the 4 S 

• 

present day tine? 	
f 

 

A. 	I can okgre,'"Witht,hati, yes.?-  .7t ,t4ink,,ttor4re of 
,..• 

greathelp in certiin tasesi-  • • 	 ' 

q 	Did ask you if yosii reed:  books .Or; Articles or 
, • 	 ; 

periodicals or articles 14 medical .journAlif On`.the subject. of 
21 psychiatry' I forget. 
22 
	

A 	1 don't recall, if you did. But _aside from de- 
23 	

1/ 	X knew you .were interested in it. 
24. 	

A 	Aside from the formal schooling have hid in 
25 psychology _associated with teaching, and lust psyCholoby class. 
26 • 

in gan.r*l, in college, 'nothing aside from that. 
27' 	

Q 	Did you major in psychology in college? 
28 	

A 	No. I was in engineering and in teaching« 
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question. You tried. 

When did you come 'hers from Pennsylvania? 

A 	1962, JanOarY of *62. 

Q 	Do you. believe that it is possible -00,. 1 won't go 

any ,furthet than that — you recall that one of the Altai is  

this ea** is not guilty by reason of insanity? 

A, YU. 

Now, without asking you to prejudge any -evidence 

in this case, beta's-awe cannot do that, do you' believe as in 

abstract proposition that it is possible for someone to be 

legally insane and not criminally–responsible for their act? 

A 	Yes, I do. 

Q 	 And by the same token; although perhaps not 

do you believe that it is poisibIe for someone to have it dLairt  

tilted responsibility; not to the point of legal insanity, but 

to have s. lesser 'responsibility for their act* and conduct by 

reason of mental disuse or defect or 'the ingestion .of drugs? 

A 	Yes. 

q 	Or alcohol to excess? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	As an abstract proposition, do you think it is 

impossible for one person's mind to. totally .control and dominat 

the mind of another to the extent that the person's mind that 

is being dominated is virtually destroyed, in other words, no 

more free will? P. 

MR. BUGLIOSII 	thini he. is getting into the area of 

prejudging. 	 „ 	t‘ 

l'alt COURT: 'Yes, I will Sustain tni Objectiatn'td that 
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Q 	g MR. KIM Nowt sie will discuss the subject 

of the death penalty briefly. 

As 14r. $ubrick told you, this, is the only oppor-

tunity- we have to find out how 'you feel about .th*t subject. 

I are. sure you. will understand that we certainly don'.t, or are 

not going to talk about it with you because of any feelings on' 

our :part *bout this aloe? 

A 	Yes'. 
1 	4' 

g 	However, this beint-tha ,,only -opportunity to inquire 
• 

about it, _about the :deaith penalty, lets ask. you thiSt.  .00 

you believe now that tido ie likoy114.1.4y tfi. b4A firat.degree 

murder case than ,otherwisa., ;,410414f beciiusiYiatii‘-iwave.lieen told 

that the prosecution will .seek the.sdalith-peitkelq-, in the event 

a, first -degree murder verdict 11 returned?' • • 

I hive no preconceividonoti5m. 	a.  

Q 	As an abstract propoiitiOtik  are y04. in favor -of 

or are you opposed to the death, penalty,- or are you undecided*  

assuming that you have given. the subject sone thought in the 

sit? 

Wow*  are,  you speitkittg specifically of the death 

penalty or the death penalty in terns of the question of the 

,death penalty versus life itopridoment? 

Q 	I prefaced my remark with "as an. 'abstract proposi- 

tion." X am not talking about this case. 

A 	Okay. I think that the death penalty is the biggest 

deterrent that we have against crime, against invasion from 

"Aosta and quite * few things of that nature. W. as it nation 

woulditt stockpile And tit,* ballistic nissiles-nerd_ atomic bombs 

4 

5. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 . 

11 

12 

 

13- ' 

14 

1.6 

16 

17 

IS' 

19' 

2Q 

21 

22 

23, 

24 

25 

26 

27 

2.8 

 

000138



133 

8A5R 	1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

0 

if the death penalty didn't mean something. 

Are you telling us that in the event you found this 

to be a first degree murder case that you Would -• and bearing 

in mind that you have two choices if you are selected as a 

trial juror and the case ever gets that. far -- two choices, 

life or death -• are you telling u* that you would tutomaticall 

impose the death penalty in this case Without' any other con-

sideration, because you feel that the death penalty is a big 

deterrent to crime -- 

A. 	No. 

•- and because it 

12 

13 

14. •. 

11 

10 

7 

8 

9. 

A 	Absolutely not; I don't make any -- 

Q 	and, rather, it has something to do with staving 

off Russia, invading us? 

A 	I dont make any automatic decisions, doet get. me 

wrong there. As such, I feel the .death penalty, as a penalty, 

Just improper; and that 'was tiy-,,t?' 

Q 	You don't have ariy, Preconceived sxotiOns about its 

15 I 

16 

17 

18 

19 propriety in this 

A. 	that's correct.. 20 

4 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 • 

r 	
f.,a ?i 

1 I 
• 

Q dO you? 

A. 	What Iwo* 

is 	the debate is in 

Or not to have it -- I 

tying tU1.1X;',Iiraa,21,0;.the death penalty 

process 1 ; is tot iehither to abolish it 

undealOod.yoUr -iluesti00 ed me,. am I 
I 	 * 

in favor of it or not, I feel that it has place in our 

society and I, am in favor of it; but 'would not automatically 

Q 	You wouldn't impose it automatically? 

26 

A • 28 
No. 
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imposition of life ialprisonsaentl 
"
V:the Calle. ever got that 

;  
far and you were selected as *trial juror, would you have the 

courage to return a verdict/ of life iisprisopment, even if you 
• f, 	f , - 	" 

fiat that the death penalty 	 deterrent to, .ciisat and 
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A 	No, 

q 	If you felt that this was a proper Case for the 
4 

104 also felt that society at lirge.,might !hays to take it differ- 

	

ent view of this case, not knowing*ficts 	would, of 

course? 

	

4 	 - 
p 	4 

A 	Not being concerned With society it large, 

rely on ray arm ludgzaentj and. 1think x would :make up my own 

mind, as far as whether the penalty of life haprisonment or 

death was justifi*ble in this particular case, 

Q 	Without regard to what your friends .or .neighbors 

or police office acquaintances nay think about this case? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Or any other -case? 

A 	1 don't think it's any of their business, if I 

u on. the jUry, or whatever, I don't think it is imy of their 

business. as to hair 1 am thinking or what r .gink going to do. 

44 	I didn't suggest that you talk to them a-,  

A 	Right. 

4. but afterwards -‘4 

understand that, 

q 	after it anis 41 over, someone alight criticize 

you for returning a verdict of life ispritonsient? 

A . Well., but, it it my decision, not theirs. 

Q 	$0 you 'would give' us the benefit of your individual 
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opinion and ludgment witltout regard to popular sentiment, whim, 

caprice, arbitrariness or otherwise? 

A 	Whatever. 
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15 

16 

In the. alrei2t of t first degree murder-  convicti.On. 

in this case, would you auto**  titally• taptliik the ,dmath penalty 

because there were *even dead bodies, instead of just one? -

A. 

Q 	Woad you autOmatically impose the death penalty 

because you had seen * number of,. as Mr. Bubrick told you, 

gruesome pictures?' 

A 	No, sir; as X txplailied earlier, X wouldit,lt xuto  

Matically impose any 

Q 	Ropittnolis, itf'tht grueermenese •of the case, tit 

I wouldn't cause you- to automatically impose" the,: death-penalty? 
• = 	- 

A 	No, six. tty•Ifil- Wati.. pretty gruesome; to0.: 

Pardon am? , • t • 
•P 	

A 

A 	Mritai wet pretty &rues**, too. 

.Q 	Tess  •tir. 

A, 	And X .don't think numbers teeny eke any dexter- 

urination as to. whether the death 'penlity 	istpriscneent 

opplies. It 1.* the specific case at band:, 

11 	And by the same token, you wouldn't automatically 

find the defendant without 	find the defendant guilty of 

. first degree mOrder, simply -because there were' seven boat**, 

Would yout 

A 	No, sir; that is 'correct. 

You. would listen to all the evidence and require <. 

that the prosecution convince 'you beyond a reasonable doubt. 

17 

18 
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20 
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28 
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%A  

y 

3' 	
r 	:',  

that this was * first degree Murder case; isn't that correct? 
, 

A 	Yes*  sir. 

And in the event that you entertained a reasonable 
t 	! 

doubt that this was not a firsedegree'eurdervaS4Wwould you 

have the courage of your convictions and bring back a verdict 

oUsome lesser degree? 

A 	Yes, fir, if 1 thought it was applicable. 

Q 	You understand that the defendant does not beve 

to prove his innocence,  

A 	 That is Correct. 

do your, 
 

As -a matter of fact. the defendant has no burden 

whatioever7 

A 	Ever *ince I was 'knee-high to whatever. have 

always been aware of the feet that the person on trial is 

supposedly innocent until proven guilty. 

Q 	is presumed 4w. 

A 	lsresumed; mar hive always adhered to that 

philosophy*  or whatever you want to call it. 

Rea people don't and that's the reason for my 

questioning -- 

A 	I understand. 

off.' this subject, 

A 	Certainly. 

I gather that. barking back to publicity fOr a 

minute, r gather that you did not follow particularly -the 

Went* that took place in the previous trial? 

A 	Nos  not particularly. 
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q 
	

Where Charles Manson was on trial? 

	

A 	= I didn't; x didet follow the trial. /was 

	

aware of it* existence and' the approXimate t 	that. it was on. 

lec*Use of the notriety of that other case, do 

you feel in any 'way that you would have difficulty giving 

Mr Watson * fair trial ta this :OW* *  :knowtng "è  

	

A 	Not myself. ; 

	

Q. 	knowing thati.the people in that other case, 

the defendants theire-4;itrt  e ctionviateat,of first ;degree *vier? 

	

A 	-No, I don't fieriiinally 4011 would-  hare- any 

	

problem. 	 ', 	— , 4 

	

Q 	You can toll us now, Can you 'not, that if selected 

as I trial juror, you will keepi an;Opeti Mind throng out _all the 

presentation of the evidence in this case; you juin: won't list,. 

to the prosecutiOn side of the case and thin close your ears. 

as to what the defendant hat to say about his defense? 

would- want to hear both sides in order to arrive 

at a :decision; and I certainly cOuldn't get * decision from 

one side. 

TRE COURT: That is good commonsense. 

The very IL-attire of a trial is inch that both sides ,  

can't jump up simultaneously and. speak at the same time; so 

under our system of justice, the prosecution presents its 

evidence first, then the defendant may present such evidence 

as he cares. to present and it is your duty-  to keep an open 

mind until. you have heard-  tEl the evidence and until I have 

instructed' you to go into that jury room to. 'deliberate. 
Q 	And would you, do that* sir? 	• 
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yes, air. 	
4 

Q ET MR. KE/T11:' .'*s. 4.4*  gee, 1 have forgotten -,.. 
, T A, 

 

$XS$ 111118II lesi. 	,: .1`.• / 	 v  
, 	 T :,.„ 

	

--,, , 1. , 	. 	 , .i. 	, 	, 	, 	, 	• 	- • • ; 	$.  
THE 1:;0431(T: Bofors Ye gat to,  Mils Sitio  suppose we have 

our afternoon recess, Mr. faith? 	f. ) 1 	
4,} 

	

ML XETTHt Tine* but it is 	Nihei," isn't it? 

M88 SIMI; Vic 
TO COURTS Witist happened to. Sit t? 

MR. REIM There was another lady by that AO* and 

she has been excused.. 
TOX COURT: MB: 
MR, B' RICK: No, 12, your Honor. 
THE COURT; $o. 12, and this is Mrs. Iiihei? 

MISS !MEI: Miss. 

TR% COURT.; All right. 
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will have our 

gifterneon recess at this tip. Once more, do not fora or 
repress any °Onion in. this cos; do 'Not discuss ft •allong 
yourselves* let no one also talk to you about this .case and, 
again,, keep your as 	open completely. 

(Recess.) 
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BVHR. KEUM: 7 

20 

21 
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10 

a Q 	Nie$ Nihei, do .yeg .4sva as. bis i 	o 4)eckipatiott? 
A 	/ am In office: supervisor for Pacific Telephone 

if 

Company, 

15 

16 	• 

19 

Q 	Do you numiber .amonkyour el„ogfe ifFien4s, for relatives 
•' 	 .7 	• 

any persons,  'engaged generally' in the field of law enforcement? 
A 	No. 

gave you ever been.the victim yourself Of a crime 
Of violence such- ses an assault or robbery? 

A 	NO, I baVen't. 
Q 	Has any meibers of yOur family or close friends 

ever been. so  ;Envolved? 
A 	None that I know of. 

q 
violence? 

A No. 
Q 	In what part of the .county generally do yOu 

Miss Nibei? 
A 	The Wilstaireoliollywood distriOt. 
Q 	Row long have you lived in this county? 
A 	About la years. 
Q 	before that time where did you reside? 

Have you ever been a witness to a crime involving 

THE COURT: People against Watson. 14et the record show 
that all prospective jurors are in their places, all counsel 
end the defendant are present.. Mr. Keith, you may. proceed. 

MIL iterelts Thank you, your BOnor.,  
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20-2 	1 	A 	State of Hawaii, 
2 
	

Q 	Were you born in Hawaii? 
A. 	Yet* 

11 

12 

13- 

14 
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16, 

17 

18 

19 

20 
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26 

27 

23 

6 . 
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10 
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6 

7 

ort 	With respect. to the publicity in this case, before 
coming to naive todly were you *wart of the outcome og the - 
so-called Tate-La Bianca case that was tried in this County 
some months ago? 

A 	1006 
Aa. a result of that smartness and anything else you 

may have heard or read about that case, have you formed an 
opinion about the guilt or irmocende of Xt. Watson, bearing in 
mind that the charges in this sees; arise out of those same 1 .  hOmicides? 	 - . 

1 	-I  A 	'So*  I haven't. 
. 	" 

Q 	Witt IOU ever taikfid inay 	iatoUt.giUtir 

the fentlt dafandants? 

And did any of them :express any opinions to you 
about how thoy felt? 

A 	They did. 
Q 	Int you yoursiell have no opinion one way or the 

other about the guilt or innocence of this defendant now is 
that correct? 

A 	Yes.. 
Q 	In Other words, you are telling us that inasmuch 

as Mr. Watson legally at this tin* is presumed to be innocent, 
that you accept that presumption without any VialtielitiOnil 

of that case,• that other case involvinglpharles Manson and 
r 	5 

Yes, at the office and some close friends. 
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i tea. - 

'tither  rial 

te10.1,140n: 

involving Mr,.14ans"?.  
• * 

Us, 1 did*, in the L.A. Tilaaat 	niagatineta 

8 #21, 

204$ 

-410 	 2 

4 

5 

6•  

I 

9 

10, 

11 
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13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Did /au read newapapeF acco_tatkioy:hatar teleViaionp 
- 	•: 

rifts broadcasts*  caneerning the events that transpired in tliat 

whatsoever, Ii that 'a fair, ati.t•meAtt 
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t *One of that news exposure, then, caused you 

tO,  fora an opinion Concerning the guilt or innocence of the 
litigants. to' that prior case; is that correct?: 

A 	They had, you know, a trial, a just trial. end 
Were convicted justly. 

All right, so you have an opinion that the 
, defendants in, the first Tate-La Bianca case ware properly 

convicted? 
A, 	As far is I know, yes. 
CI 	?tow, having such an opinion emu= strike that. 

Are you able to erase that Opinion from, your mind. 
*en you are sitting her. as a prospective juror in this case, 
bearing in mind that many of the facts to which testimony will 
be addressed and litany of the events will be the *an** 

A. 	(Sods affirmatively.) 
YOu .have to.! say '015 or no. 

T040 ; 

Q • 	What you know about the case -where *noon and: 
the three youngtir.s.'14re,:defeindants 	44thitt 70).1 knew about 
the outcome of that Casa, you. can aseure us 11010 it will not 
affect your ability t4-serve as 	and impartial trial. 
,juror in. this easat , 

A 	.ItigAtn. 	• 
Q 	 you have heard* fly reasonof the 

questioning of other prospective jurors, that there slay be 
evidence in this- case that the defendant bire, )Ire Watson, 
-Could' at .one tine have been characterised as a hippie, lived in 

commune, that the moral. values present in that commune,. perha 

1. 	1 

• 2 

B 
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were not such as you and I would abide by or aspOuse* 

. YOU have also '.heard from questioning of other.  , 

Prospective .jurors that there may he evidence that Mr. Watson 

'not only used but abused drugs, illegally' obtained dregs. 

NOw, I alert not suggesting Oat such evidence may 

not be relevant and may not have a bearing on the issues in 

this case-, but What. I am asking you is, because of the life 

style, assuming such is the case, of )fr... Watson during the 

years. 1968 and '69 and perhaps sometime prior thereto,. would 

yOU. 	inclined to reject: evidence offered in his behalf and 

not keep .an open mind throughout the case solely because at 

one time he was a hippie end used drugs extensively? 

Do yop:unclerstand the thrust of my question? 

/.0' Other-  words, you wouldn't give. him a fair trial 

becanse.74 	(7, 

A  

Q  becAuse Of -the osaluier in which be lived?' 
• • 

A 	I would .give,' hie 	trial. 

Q 	logatdpiitiC cog .1416: use 	abuse of drugs,. -regardless 

of his being a hippie, regardless of the owl type setting 

in which he lived for a period of time? 

• A 	Yes. 

Q 	This would not militate, in your mind, against 

giving hint a fair and impartial trial, which he is entitled 

t would uott  would it? 

Xot  it wouldn't. 

Q 	Novi. there may be in this case, if you are selected' 

aa a trial juror, you *lay bear extensive psy0hiatria testimony 
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produced by both sides, both the prosecution and the defense. 

Do you have any strong feelings one way or the 

Other about the field of psychiatry? 

t 1411 put it %Ore specifically "0. that's' a iittiO 

too general, ,perhaps 	do you believe that the paichtitrilit 

who i a vallaCal doctor, specializing ixt psychiatry, has 

function, a role, a significant.  role in our modern day .society? 

A 	rest, 

. 	e 	• 

144 
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2 

4 

q 	you;donot. eieworel  I take it, believe that most 

psychiatrists *re really not competent to delve into the 

processes Of the human. 	 COmpetent 

to evaluate and assesii and form an opinion as to why or what 

-causes aK per304 to do a ciritaio„ thing or , att in a certain way? 

A 	No, Z feel that psychiatrists,. 'hellos a degree and 

he has studied in the field-  and he is competent in giving testimony. 

Q 	Has Any member of your family ever been treated 

by or been examined by' a psychiatrist? 

A 	o*  

Q 	Save, you studied psychiatry in school, college, 

or aftorwsirds? 

A No, 

Q 	Have you read any books or literature concerning 

psychiatry or psychology for that matter which is, of course, 

A related field? 

A 	Just five years ago. I didn't read a lot. 

Q 	Would you be inclined, Miss Nihei, to automatically 

find this defendant guilty of first degree murder simply and 

80101 because the evidence may show there are seven dead 

bodies in this case? 

5 
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a 
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23. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

k 	No. 

Q 	Do you think it is possible, bearing in mind what 

his Honor told you about degrees of hOmicide, first degree, 

second degree and manslaughter, both voluntary and involuntary 

let me put it this ways Would you agree that someone's mental 

capacity or mental ability ray have considerable to do with 

whether or not a particular homicide is first degree, second 
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1.46 
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1 

5 

6 	• 

8 

9 

' 

degree or manslaughter*  .or 'would. you find simply because 
somebody has been. killed that automatically the perpetrator 
.is guilty of first degree murder? 

A 	No*  X. wouldn't say he was guilty of first degree 
murder, not until the evidence hair shown. 

You would want to be,  Shown by the evidence end 
be Satisfied within 4 reaSonable doubt that this defendant 
or any d ieax dant ,charged with murder had the tante" copecity .„ 
to commit- first degree. mOrder or. second ..dogree murder*  would . 	4.1 	 • 

you not? 	, 4 • • 

.11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

AZ 

28 

A 	Yet. 	 - 

And mould You4.,IiSten ,ici'medical evidence and other 
evidence bearing on the subject of.tha, mental copacity or 
ability or stets of mind, if you will, of this defendant in 
determining that issue, n other words, the degree of the 
offense? 

A, 	Yea*  I would. 
TOO; VOuld not close. your mind to defense testimony*: 

would you*  simply because the evidence may shOw that these 
homicides were. bizarre and gruesolt? 

A 	No. 
44 	Would you deny the benefit Of the defendant going 

fOrwerd with his defense, in other words*  close your ears 
and your mind to defense evidence*  if the evidence showed 
that the victims in this Vise received multiple Stab wounds and 
'in. some instances multiple gunshot wounds? 

A 	X. don't quite get that.. 
Would yOu refuse or reject any evidence. proffered' 
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hy the defense on'  hehotif of Mr. Watson *A,  
, No; wouldn't. 

the *vent-the', eiii4eitceri lix this oats showed 
• 4 

• 

that the vietlias6liet their death through-multiple stab wound' 
5 

6 • 

and gunshot. wounds? 
A 	No, 

Ton leighit be aim:41041)i aim* of the photograph* 
in this case. I don't know whether you will or not, But in 
the event you are, would you let the grilesomeness of the 
photographs override your judgment and your wisxlam and simply 
Out of .et oti4n find this defendant guilty of first degree 
*order solely because of the oh** value of the photography? 

A 	No, X: won't, 
14 
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41. 	Do you think, Miss Nibei, ,getting to the subject, 

briefly, of the defendant's keit of not guilty by reason of 

insanity, that it's possible for it defendant not to be resport.. 

*ible for that crime because of legal insanity? 

A 	US* I fila 	is a possibility, 

. 4:1 	And along the same vein, do .)TiOu think it possi- 

ble,, without knowing any of the' facts of this case, of course, 

that a defendant charged With murder could not be guilty of 
first Awes murder but ease other degree., because of * 

defidiency in, mental capacity, Caused by 'mental disease, Mental 

defe0t, alcoholism, ingestion of drugs, whatever the case may 

2 

3 

4 

•6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 be? 

A. YU« 

Is there anything About the natur. of the charge 

that makes you not want to sit 	trial juror in this , case? 

You may not be too excited about the prospect*  but 

what I as iteking is, bearing in Mind that the, defendsct is 

charged with seven counts of murder, would those charges and 

those charges. Alone, sake it .difficnit for you to sit its a 

13 

14 

15 • 

16 

17 

is 

19 

20 	• fait juror in this. case? 
21 A 	No, it wouldrOts 
22 

23 

24 • 

Q 	;roughing 1;44: the Subject of the death penalty, you 
L.2. t 	i m  -have 0;  beard the viettions asked :tnikprOspecttvelugors aid 

this is. the 'only chance, as you realise, that we have to 

inquire ebOut. your state of mind .oi",-Ythiti,'Subjec**' would you. 

automatically impose the death penalty, if: you found this to 

be a first degree murder case? 

Ro, I wouldn't, 

25 

26 

27 
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• 2 
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s. 	•, 
Q- 	You realize that thervis. ,two add possiibIy three 

phase* to this 'particular case. There ip the trifurcated 

trial, one on 'the issue of guilt .or innocence and. one on the 

issue of insanity" and then if those matters are decided 

adversely, a trial on the issue ,of life or ,death, 

NOifi *IOWA you automatically impose the death 

penalty if you found the defendant guilty of first degree 

murder and sane? 

A Mo,. wouldn't. 

You would weigh and consider all the facts bearing 

on penalty, would you not, before reaching a, conclusion 

A Yes. 

-- including the defendant-'s 'background and 

history and whatever evidence may be offered in. his behalf 

cOncerniag pealty' 

A 	Yes. 

11 	You would do Omit, would you.  not? 

A 	(Reds head affirmatiVelyi 

WOuld you automatically impose the death penalty 

without regard to any other fact or circumstances, simply' 

because. you found 	or you might find the .defendant guilty of 

first degree murder seven 

A 

Q 	-- bearing in mind there sire seven bodice in this 

case? 

A 	No, X IftWildet4 

q 	And than the homitiles ware very bloody fAr  that 

there Imre knives or his used titr that there were multige . 	r 
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Stab. wound*• and multiple gunshot wounds? 

This certainly would bit, I a sure, the prosecU-

tion would tell you, a factor that you night consider; but, 

.automatically Impose the death penalty because of, 

say, the multiplicity.  of stab wounds? 

A 	No. 

Q 	As an abstract, philosophical proposition, Miss 

Ribit, are you opposed to the death penalty or era you 

undecided on the subject or ars you in favor of it? 

A 	I a undecided. 

Q 	In other words. it the subject of the abolition of 

.cepital punishment were on the ballot iiitd you wore required 

to vote,  right now, you WOUldatit know has to vote, is that 

right., right at this very aoment?:: 	want to have time to. 

consider this subject- end 	*bout it; - it that whet you 

are telling us? 

A Right.' .4  

Q 	Well, don't 1st as put words in your mouth.. 
, 	e - 

At this time* you.are hipir you would. vote 

if the abolition, of 04041 punishuient _wore presented to you 

on a ballot; is that a 'fair stitteisent?' 

-A 	I ratragi that statement. I would vote either 

yes or no. 

Q 	X know you would vote yes or no, but you don't 

'know whieh it this time? 

A 

Q 	Would yoU have the courage to return a Verdict 

of life imprisonment in this taite, if you felt that that yaw 
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the proper psnalty* 41,0U though you also felt that perhaps 

you'd be subject to criticism frOm your friends or neighbors. 

Or coumunity? 

Did you understand that questiont 

.sCould you restate it? 

Z will rephrale 

Letia assume, Or lees -suppose that you believe 

that -popular sentiment might be against you;  if you believed 

that this if“ the proper case for the imposition of life 

toprisoment. 

would' you ova have the courage to bring beck a 

Verdict of life imprisoriments  despite What you believed that 

public sentient to be; that is, . *Immo to that position? 

A. 	would, 

r; 	1 

- 
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152.  

Q 	Let me ask the same question about the guilt or 

innocence phase of the care. Would you be willing to bring 

battik a verdict of .at mething. lest than first (tepee murder, 

even though you believed thtt. popular' sentiment, friends., 

neighbOrs, or imaybe-  community, 44E* be against such a verdict,: 

if you found .from all the ,facts -that this was not a first. 

degree Murder case? 

A 	Yes*. 

Q 	You would :ire the ;courage of yoUr conviction* 

Own, would you not; klsidte.14`mit you believe popular 

meat to be, or if you .12eliityld 	to ,-hel to..,the:-contrary7 

A 	No. I .would deCide4oie'fory.  004-",. .I . Wc;uwidnit let 

nry friends- 

in other words, you wOUld 10.4 us' the benefit of 

your individual opinion, woulting,t. .you?, • 

A 	Ye** 

Q 	Without regard to what anybody else. might think 

about it? 

es. 

Q 	by that X don't mean to imply,. tf you are selected 

by a tri*Ii juror, you shouldn't freely and fully discus* the 

facts ,amd the lam of the case with your fellow jurors* I 

don't mean to imply that at 	but you- would stick to your 

individual opinion, would you not, after a full and thorough 

discussion of the case with your fellow Jurors? 

A 	I certainly would, 

Q 	Unless you were convinced by. logic that your 

origintl position was erroneous,. then you would be 
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to change. wouldn't 'you? 
A 	les. 

But you wouldn't Arrive at it Verdict in this -cue 
because of any eXtraneous factOrs or factors extraneous to the 
trial, such as popular feeling, as X voiced before, and-  other 
such considerations? 

A 	Mo. 1 wouldn't let ny friends or popular -*a,  

Q 	You wouldn't discuss the case with your friends 
. or anybody else while it was in progress, or -during your 

deliberation' in any event,. naturally. But you would give Mr. 
Watson the benefit of your individual opinion, unfettered by 
any considerations outside the courtroon and outside of the 
jury roast isn't that correct? 

A 	Yes. 
Q 	Can you think of any, reason, Miss Mittel., why you 

night find it difficult to give.this defendant it fair trial, 

	

, 	• 
any reason either I have toTile4 'upon or haven't touched upon 

e can spend 4;lay aftef day talking to you.and.wo. have to have 
complete candor Opin you 	Ijig): 	have, iivien'  us, but „ - 	. 	1 
there *aybay 1102* subject or some 'observation that X. haVen't 
nods or yOu haven't made' that 1"1.0 Illaktuit :difficult for you 
to be fair to Mr. Watson. 	

• 
LWelli  I dOn't hiiVe' Any. `1.1iiiien't 	heard 

about the case that much. 
Q 	We have gone into the verbosity regarding that 

other case. That is not going to affect your judgiwint. You 
have told us. that. Did X ask you, Miss Miheit. if you have 
ever heard Mr.. Bugliosit the prosecutor, speak or talk about, 
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the Other call.? 

A 	I think X saw him oz tliklevision once.. 

Q 	Was that during -th!v:triar of the Manson caw*? 

A 	Yes, it Was., t  ; 

Q 	Nothing abooj- his .e 	lets :there' that vou/d.,cause 
4  

you to be prejudiced 'in fivorzot the" prostcutint 

A 	E don't think 1:** said 	 , 

MY ER SCRACHTEk 

BY MR. MTH: 

Istr. Schachter, whit /t your businest or occupa- 

tion? 

I in retired, sir, 

what was Your occupation before your retirement? 

A Storekeeper. 

What sort of a store was that, sir? 

It was -- 

Q 	A general store or 

A 	No, this was in Nett York4 Cell it a lunchroom. 

Now long have you lived in this county, Mr. 

Schachter? 

A 	Ten years. 

Pardon ..? 

Tem years. 

Q 	And during that tau years, have you been retired? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Dia you. come here from New York, or did you go to 

some other IMAM* in between? 

000160
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• 

2 

1 A 	No from  
Have yo'u ever saplactlia.4 

4  

jUtOt Nfite ° OM 

4 

5 

6 

A 	Yes. _ 

Q 	This is riel York city? 	 . 

A 	That to right. . , I 
L  

	

S r 	• 

Q 	• 014 you ever sit on any 	 on jury. 
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service in New YorkT 

	

A. 	No. 

	

Q 	YOu have sat on a criminal case here, tbOtighT 

	

A 	I did. 
Was that .during this tour of duty or' some previous 

tour of duty? 

	

A. 	No. This was probably three years, over three 
years Ago. 

'4 	Did you ever sit in a. homicide casel 
No, sir.. 

	

' 4 	How any criminal cases . did you sit on during 
your previous tenure? 

	

A 	, prise  

	

'CI 	What kind :of a Case was that? Don't tell 	whet 
happened, but was it a robbery case or burglary tits*, if you 
remember? 

	

A. 	It was a murder case. 

	

q 	it. was a murder case/ 
A Yes. 

	

Q 	And did the jury, of which you were a member}, reach.- 
a. decision In that ceset 

	

A 	We did. 
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Q 	And did it involve the death penalty at all? 

X really .don't remember how it turned out. 

q 	lei ,uot. *eking you how it turnsd out. X' am lust 

*Wiwi you whether' one of the.  issues in this ,case was life„ is  

that other case, was life imprisomMent or cleath? 

A 	X am sure it is vett foggy in my mind what 

'happens& ,f  

Q 	Rave yoy -evert bard of this cm? 

A 	This particular.  caSokI.  

Us, the Watson 0000 - 

A 	The only thing that rho  ard, &Wit Watson is that 

be was apprehended in ions other state. in Texas. 
, • 

Q. 	Are you tolling us that because this it something 

you beard today in court or did you know that before you OM. 

to court?.  

A 	I knew that before. 

Q 	gave you ever bawd of the Manson cue? 

A 	Oh, yes. 

Q 	And you read *bout that? 

Not so latch, mostly television. 
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Q 	incidsikts).*; is there a Mrs, Schachter? 

Q 	And s she eieployed.-oupside -the hose? 
A  No*  

Q 	And do you have-chtldreno  Mr. Schechter? 
• 

A. 	Yes, 	. 
Q 	They are grown. perhaps? 

I 

A 	Sore ii 
Q 	And what, are their Ocnupntions? 
A 	Well*  I have only on* son. and he works for the 

IL Si Post Office" 
Does he live out hare or back in New York? 

A 	H lives out here l  yes*  
Q 	And whet part of:the county do you reside in, sir; 

generally/ 
A. 	Weil*. if X told you the street*  would you know? 
Q Woo X probably wade t 

Well*  'do you. live in. Los Awl**. or Hollywood or- 
A 	No, Ips Angeles" 

Q 	And do you number among your cXosre. friends, Or 
relatives any erre tf law enforceteentt 

A. 	No.*  
Q 	Were you. ever held up -when you owned And operated 

that 'lunch room. in New 'York/.  
A. 	No*, never": 

boo have nnver been the victim 'of a crime 

.No. 
violigne*,: Oita 
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A 	Ito b. 
• 

00 any set*** of 	family ever been such a,  
victital 

.4 	NO. 
/11X Cinint 'What part og Now tots was that,*  lir*  

'Schachter?.  
A 	Brooklyn 4-- Brooklyn. 

Vhat port of Brooklyn?: 
Borough Park, 

'THE count Borough lark? 
sito am You know now*  if you didn't, 141044 

the outcomo, .of that *noon case, don't youl 	- 
A 	Yes4 

And would this. in any way make- it .diffteulx for you 
•1010wing the °itams 'O that Case,. to give Kr. Watson. a far 

trial in this case, bearing in mind that' Manson was charged 
with the aloe ,offenses that mr. 'Watson La charted with?.  

A 	I **snit that **oh into rooted in it, 
YOu don't bav* an opinion, then, now, about, the- 1-- 

A 	No,t  sir4 
Q 	t 'Ase culpability of this defendant,' do you? 
A. 	No, 

Did ,you. ever discuss or have.  Others discus; -with , 
you the •facts and circumstance* or alleged facts and circumstances 
of the mouton case? 

A 	Noll  nobody &round my place to discuss. these things. 
Zou veran'i! particularly interested in that mattert  

then? 

• r. 

:E. 	• 	• 	•<., 
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2 54 	 1 

• 2 • 

3'  

No. 
'; , • 	4 

Q 	And theta pis nothing you .can think of in connection 

with O. notoriety of the Manson case that would make. it 

difficult tor you to serve, ot a fair ,juror in this case; is 

that a fair statsntt 

A 	Ohs. that's right, 

Q 	Do YOu low,  anything ,about Mr, Manson as a result 

of the notoriety of his case? 

A 	What sbOuld I Wow? 

Q 	Maybe yOu will .find out something. 

Wells• if you are :selected as a juror I dare .ilay 

you will find out, somathing about it; but you don't Into! 

anything about hia right now and you. care less; is that it*" 

A. 	X don't cars 'too muoh.. I Ms not cops And robbers. 

interested in. 

Q. 	So you didn't pay any particUlar attention to that 

other case; is. that right?' 

A 	Not too muchs  no. 

Q 	Nowt  as we have been telling the other prospective 

jurorirs  the Ovidence uoy well Show in this case that Mr. Watson 

duxing '67, '68 and '69 led a rather unusual life style. 

You beard us talk about his being a hippie and 

taking a lot of drugs and living  *, comma with a rather.  

Unique set. of moral values)  if you call them 'moral values at 

all and solely homage of such evidences. if such evidence 

is produced, would you so hold that kind. of a life stile of 

Mr. Watson agoinit hi* that you would not tie in a position or 

be able to sty* 1214:# fair trial? 
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% would say that. what the judge, in the beginning 
Set -down, the ,guidelines, would be it i guideline to-  the. whole 

3 
	

thing, 
4 
	

Q 	Well, 1; am not Sure Z. understand you, but 1 Vilt 
5. 	follow it up, if X may, with a few questions. 
6 	 ea pot suggesting that .evidstice Of Mr. Watson** 
7 manner of living may not be relevant end material in this case.' 
8. What I ete ash  yoU is would you reject any evidence Or not 
9 	mat to any' evidenet offered- in his behalf because you los* 

10  • 	found out At * result of testimony from. the witness stand. 

;544 
	

1 

2' 

that. sr-, Vatoon -used 44 tot of drugs, lived litoa a hippie in a' 

cOsaanne and  ran *round with. women. 
Would-thine -facts so pre-judice. you against him. 

that you coulAtit, you Voul4i't listen to the evidence offered . 
behalf' 

A, 	Not so, no, sir. 

-Q 	Or- -wouldn't pay .44 attentiOrt to what be has to 
say or witnesses iu his behalf haVe to fait 

A 	That his nothing to 40 with: this. calm-. 
Q 	Nowo X at not saying that it May not have something. 

4o with 	 yon if you 'would, if 700 

.leadthat 	Weil* ,lot ofdOP.,, old i_04 just- 
forget `about.bil and sax,. "forget about him, convict hitt becalm 

414;iie uS.***!!'en**ir 	iesi;ip2t. • • 	-.• 	• 
You wouldn't .  Wouldn't .  44 that, mid your 

- 	 , 
, 	1! 4 • 	t; 

Q 	And we have also discussed the• subject of psychiatry 
here, 'because I expect' there will he testimony from both •sides 

A 	No. 
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:concerning 	Watson's mental state,. KS capacity, his mental 

opacity, his mental, ability, whether or not he hid what 

itriown in the law as diminished -capacity, -which limply means 

lesser.  capacity Or lowered- capaCity because( of some mitita1 

disease or defect, or the heavy ingestion of drugs Or alcObol 

Or a combination* 

Now, on the subject of psychiatry Would you 'listen 

to psychiatric evidence offered fret* both sides, or don't you 

believe that psythiatrists have a proper role to play in our 

society and simply reject their testimony out of handl 

A 	I he'll.. perional knowledge of psychiatry as far 

am concerned, but X boor people, soma people are under 

.paychiiktric treatment for years and. think the world of it; 

others. make 30104 

I have no idea. 

Q 	ton don't hay* any preconceived ideas at this 

time about the benefits that psychiatrists can offer to the 

general public.; you have no .objection to anybody seeking 

psychiatric help*  do you 

A 	NO, I bur people were helped, by it. 
21 
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Tou don't have a belief that psychiatrists simply 

are not competent as a whole maybe was are, but generally 

speaking that psychiatrists aren't competent to delve into 

the processes of the human land and come up with some answers • 

as to why we do things or don't do. things', or the way our mind 

Works *  or whether we 'hove the capacity to think and premeditate 

or whether vs act in an unusual way in a given sitvetion. Icy 

are tilling uS that you have An open mind on that subject? 

A 	Absolutely. 

. 	And that you don-ft feel, that psychiatrist* aren't 
knowbg 

capable otAehat goes On in your lAirtdt 

A 	It $.11a big theory. 

It is a big tield*  but if psychiatrist,* in this 

case give their Opinions with regard to certain subjects*  are 

you going to say "We1;4; that is just a wild theory*" and. relent. 

it? 
' 

Out Qhand,. or .are, yo0'.  going,:to listen to it? 

T- 4114.: 
q 	intaciontaliys, Xi, Schachter*  do you have the 

feeling that the defendant hel'ii-i;ore likely to be guilty 

then innocent offtrA-degtorivovdor,because you have heard 

that the prosecution is seeking the death penalty? 

A 	You have- to rely on the evidence. 

Q 	And yOu realize this is the only chance we. have*. 

:either side hal to talk about the possibility Of capital 

punishment in this case and ,simply because you .have heard that 

end Mr, Kay are seeking it, it doesn't mean that 
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this is a death penalty case to you, does it? 
A 	There are always two sides to the subjeet., 
Q 	DO you believe that it is possible for an 

individual charged with seven counts of murder to be legally 
insane? 

A 	It to possible. 
Q 	'Would you be willing to listen and evaluate such 

evidence in the event -- 
A 	Absolutely. 
Q 	DO you know of any :reason Why yOu couldnot give Mr. 

• Watson a. ;Nix -trial on. the issue of his sanity.  or insanity 
the. avant the. case ever reaches that point? 

A 	NO, absolute-ly. I ask Opentsinded. 
Q 	Do, you know -of any reason -as you sit hare nowt  

Mr. Schachter,. why .yam-'eight find it diffiOUlt to -give Mr. 

262. 
2 

3 

4 

7 

8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

'15 • 
Watson a fair trial? 16 

17 

haw ,'t touched upon all subjects, I as Ours, 
that isight beat .yi!yog:r-que/iffWatiOn4. tft serve as in -1 pa 
juror in this case. Ti4a y9:04 take dars ortd we donit have that 
kind of time. so X /lava •94' to -lily on you to be candid with 
usj  as I ma sure you- Will be, *act tell ;us if you know of or 
can think of -any reasiin„ elm in your.  subconscious mind gine. 
we are talking about psychiatry, that might sake it difficult 
for you to be fair to us. 

A 	ltoi 1 :don't recall. 

18• 

19 

20 • 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 • 

27 

28 

000169



26.3 

2  

3 

4 , 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

4 

13 

14, 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

0 	 28  

164 

JO$E'B POI.A.AX 
vt mg. um: 

$sy Z ask your 'Wetness or occupation/ 
A 	I: em sinst-retired. X ana dialliond tool engineer... 

ate' that 'been your occupation for most of your 
productive career? 

A 	Moat of my life, yes. 
4. 	And hot long have yOu lived in this county? 

years. 
And where sere you, from befO.ris that .timet 

'v rioldyn. 
yon''.  know Schachter? 

A 	 „ t 

Ever eaten at his lunch room? 
A 	Mo.. 	oit;Oioi,' trost:BeroUgh Park. 

fMW  BrigittOn, Beach? 	, 
IV JUROR: *4;1 	 Prospect Park. 

IV RR. MTH; is there a MrS, Pollak? 
A 	'Us fp 

it? 	Does she have an occapsktitxt outside the hone? 
A 	A 'veer important occupation .0.,  housewife. 

DO you blVe any chil,dron., air? 
A 	I 40 and tWo: gftat-grand,children. 
Q 	liOw sway/ 
A 	Two 0 

14 	What are the occupations of your children or 
grandchildrint 

A 	It youngest ,daughter $.8 a housewife. It oldest 
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2 

3 

daughter is. my secretory. 

Q 	You have two -daughters? 
A Yes. 
Q 	:Frump' some .of their children are..grown since 

.you have I• 
A 	My: 0144 daughter's son is in the armed service in 

Germany and.her other eon is eatilOyafi aa a *atesoft in  the 
company o -Which 'I a president, 

Q 	whet is that company, 
A 	Cast Gem', incorporated. It is industrial diamonda.' 

‘Wherit Is your place -of business? 
A 	

- 3 
A 	western. Avenue near Beverly. 

' 	Have *On or aq'isea0)e;i qf. ty* Ear .1y been the 
Y 	$ 

'victim of I -grime of Vi010110*1 
A Fortunate40, • -„ 	0. • 

-Q 	Do you or any member* of yOur family number **long 
.you as their clossi*iikands.',Meiabers-  of law enforcement in any 
capacity? . 

A 	Z .130.0 been Wondering how 1. could answer that 
question. I ae * loottor of the Reece ,Officer la Shrine ClUbv, 

4—  How loot have you  been a laetalSr of that organisation 
A 	19$3;* 

COURTs That is not composed of *II peace officers, b 
the way. 

THE .14R01,1 NO 	a few of them. 
Q 	MR. Kant So you do rnsaber among your friends,. 

inasmuch as you are both. in the same organisation, peace 
officers? 
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A 	Yes 

2 
	 Q 	Would your membership in the Peace Officer's 

3 
	

Shrine Club in any waT affect 'your ability to be fair in this 

4 
	

case in the event y'04 irer. selected as a trial juror? 

5 
	

It lould probably hal)e the opposite .effect. 
6 

7 

"8 

9 	• 

pii* are. going to. have sone inquisition on that 

Subject. iso 1 niiit 	 yo#,. 1,  

#3 	ahead.' It wouldn't:  

When you **y 	cu 4 p*obabiy have the opposite 
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effect*  could iouexplain perhaps what you 1114 ant? 

A 	Well, - I" °nee sot ia , tialcitt "and X made a niistake 

Of telling. then at the Peace OffiCerls Shrine Club and it cost 

Ise two fines*  

Q 	You are telling se that you wouldn't be? 

A Which? 

Q 	VOla wouldn't be inclined to favor the prosecution 

over the defense because of your affiliation with the Peace 

illfficer's Shrine Cluh? 

A. 	No, air r.  

Q 	 seriousness 4..ao I realize we have been 

sOusishat facetious 	in all serioulneee would you to inclined 

not to favor the prosecution,. in other words)  to favor the 

*fins. solely -because of that affiliation? 

$04 - 

Q 	You would be Lair to both sides? 

A 	AceOrding to the -evidences 

Q 	.Save you served,as a trial luror before in either . 

a criminal or civil case? My notes AlOn't show. 
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A 	NO, 

	

q 	/0141 hair* heard his Honor talk about certain **meets 

of the law. You *ill follow his 1104Or's instructions regarding 

the law scrupuouslys  will you not, regardless' of any personal 

feelings or 1?eliefat 

	

A 	will* 

	

, q 	4uvr.blateo'rusitity.havig* it to what you think the 
, 	. 	. 

law ought to be.' 	
...x... 
. 

!I 	r-" F 

	

A 	I will. 	i , 	,,,' ,t: ', 1 ,  .,. , 

	

Q 	Ton have no quarrel ,with the presumption Of 

innocence, or the' prosecution' hal the burden of proving their 

case beyond a reatoniblot doubt and to a moral certainty*  do 

you? 

	

A 	Sot  X• do not have any quarrel with that. 

realize as the ,defiondent sits here he is 

presumed to be innoa*nt?• 

	

A 	Us-. 

	

Q 	We have been talking a good deal about pretrial 

publicity attendant upon, the Manson case that preceded this. 

en. and is now over with. Were you exposed to .any Of that 

publicity or' notoriety? 

	

A 	was. 

	

Q 	And as 'a result, of such exposure have you fortsed an  

opinion ,conterning the guilt ear innocence of this defendentt 

/ know very little about. Mrs- Watson. I do know 

quite a bit about the Manson 410  

	

Q 	Yon did or you did not know? 

	

A 	I knew very little about Xr. Watson. 
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A. 	I know quit. a bit about tI* *noon trial, 

• • 
• ' 	, 

. 	• 
t 	• - 

• 
x 	 yOU, said 
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is :that, 1;4041;34,ot 	did you ever attend .a 

trial as 

20 
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Yes, I ad.  

Q 	How isliny times did you attend the msnoori 

A 
r 	• 	•••, 	' 

" " 

And lora* your' purpose 

Ccattl, Did you sea Kt. )4liosi there? 

THE JUROR: Tee, I didj. 

Bow could you avoid it? 

Q 	He might have been .a victim theta. 

A Kay 1 explain why I was there? 

Q 	By Ka, =mu I was about to ask you thato  

A 	My niece is fiance was the courtroom artist for 

channel 7, I think it is, and it was et his instance that we 

came down to see the trial. 

II 	Did you have any special or overriding interest 

in that case? 

A 	*me whatever, 

q 	'fon attended that trial twiteat the instance of 

your niedek fiances  who. was an artist 

A 	That's right. • 

for channel 7? 

if that artist appears, in court in this 'case 41.a.  I 

**it know whether he will or not, but be may well would 

this in any way affect your duty as a juror to give both sides 

a fair trial? 

A 	I don't see hoc it could hays any effect. 

Q 	I don't Seep either*  but you can't tell. 
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A 	No, it would not« 

ru also listen to television broadcasts and 

read the newspapers about the Heaton trial and its progression? 

A 	X road very little about it In the newspapers... 

did watch television, perhaps:, asinly to see Lignanti's 

pictures. 

q 	Whit los his nateet  by the 'weyt 

A 	30,11 

Q 	:you-  half* an opinion at this. time as tollibether 

the verdicts in' diet case were just and proper, or haven't 

you formed any such opinion? 

A 	X, haven't, formed any opinion, bu / take it for 

granted that the jury found a just 

Q 	I gather you believe that the jury did their duty 

as they saw it in that case, but aside from that do you have 

any opinions of your awn bated on your -Own exposure to the . 

publicity in that ousts and your own appearance On Vao Ootations' 

at the trial, itself? 

A 	1 feel that they reached a just verdict* 

Q 	Samuse of that feeling that you have just 

expressed, do you think it would be difficult for 7011 to give 

Mr, 'Watson in this case, bearing *Ina that he is charged 

With, the some homicides that Manson was charged with, a fair 

trial? 

A 	I believe that if the evidence it the sate in Mr. 

Watson's ease, that would have tent' nay to find the -sag* 

kind of a verdict ti”it the other jury found, the evidence being 
I. 

the same. 
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Q 	at this present time, however, as you sit 

here now, can you erase from your mind, can you forget about 

and start afresh without any opinion at all 

A 	I don't know of the other evidence; 

about Sr. W.atson'S guilt or innocence, oven 

thOugh you do have an opinion, about the justness of the 

previou* verdict? 

nut count Mr. Keith, may X attic you this _a, 

Ma. UM I will withdraw it; I got mixed up. 

nit COUltrt Iwant to aik you a question. In that vase 

was,  there any plea other thin not guilty? 

Ma. X031..TOSI; Your Honor, 1. don't know if that would be 

relevant at this particular stage. 

COURT'; Wells  for this reason,. in view of Mr.' 

rollakis answer that if the evidence was the same $31, that cases  

or this case as it was in that cage, he'd be inclined to find 

• bite guilty; but. I do not know whether in that cots, there were 

any -*tier* was any other plea.. 

MR. AUGLIOSII There 'say or laity not. hays bean, your  Honor 

• but I am not tOo 11,4r0 it is, relevant is far as this particular 

jury is concerned because that just opens up a pander& 'I box 

as to all. types of distinction*, perhsp$. 

THE COMM; Weil, I  am just trying to gets clarify in 

my Min mind Mr., Vollek"s thinking, and I think it might clarify 

his thinking a bit„ toe. 

M. BUWAOSI: I WOuld object to any reference to. any 

pleas in the other.case,.' 
• 

giL• 114M (:$ can't very well explain to Mr. Pollak what 
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xlifferonosis if Any* without asking hist to prejudge the case. 
THE COORTI Counsel, will you approach the bench, please? 

,discussion was had at the bench off the record.) 
(The following proceedings were had in Open court.) 
THE COURT; Mr. Pollak, having indicated that if the 

evidence is the same at this case as it was in the Manson case 

you Would be inclined to find, this defendant guilty, now„ 
there may be itiaiStal in this case which were not present in 
the Manson case. There may be. 

If there aro, would you consider those issues? 
A 	Yes. 
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THE COURT: You would coy:Sider the facts and the lam 

pertaining to those issues)  is that correct? 

THE JUROR: Yes: 

THZ =IRV In other wOrdA, as you sit there wry, you 

aro not ready to' say Watson is ,gnilty of anything, are you? 

THE JURO* No: 

THE COURT: And you will decide every issue presented 

to yo0; is that correct? 

THE JUROR: Yol: 

THE COURT: t have no further questions: 

ML ES/TH: Thank you, yOUr Honor:. 

Q 	Would you be inclined oat to give Mt-, Watson ,a 

fair trial* W. Pollak, in the event the evidence 'bows that 

be lived in a communal style setting in A hippiasiiks fashion 

and used drugs IswtioustvelY1 These are f440110 the event 

such testimony is "produced, may have :a bearing on the issues 

of this case. I. am not discounting that. 

Whet I, art asking you is: Would you just reject any 

evidence offood on his behalf because you didn't approve of 

the, manner in which he lividi or the people ". 

& 	Yest  1 would, 

Q 	he was associated with? 

A 	Yes, I would reject ay feelings against that. 

Q 	Toter* :wavering it in the 'negative* Ton would 

COnetder such evidence fOr Whatever, yalue you think ;it: might 

bay* on the issues presented to yot 	Cage, but you. 

mulch:it deny the defendant tbebenefit of his defense, 

simply because of his previous life style, would you? 
„ 

” 
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28R2 A 	$o. 	- 
Q 	And with the Feipect to the subject of psychiatry*  

you have heard the 'vie' stionsi.:thet.:have- beete. elked :Of :the Other 

prospective jurors*  hoe you not, about their feelings about 

the psychiatric art or profession? ' 	yoor:apswers be 

substentiAlly different? 

NO 
	 .4 

• 

• 

Q. 
	Than the answers of any of the other ! jurors? 

No. I have a high regard for psychiatry: 

So you wouldn't reject psychiatric testimony out 

of hand but you would listen to it and give it whatever weight 

you think it deserved? 

A. 	That is correct. 

And you would '.consider it. You would consider the 

testimony offered by ,the :medical professiOn in this case and 

not reject it out of hind*  -simply because you don't think much 

of, psychiatrists as it whole. You would take A contrary View? 

A Yea. 

.4 	Do you believe*  Mr. Pollak*  that it is possible 

for an individual charged-with murder.  to be legally insane at 

the time of the commission of the Crime'? 

A 	I don't believe be can commit a murder unless he 

is. 

Ct 	What you are saying is that you accept the proposi- 

tion that there is such a lex an legal insanity in this case 

and in the event we 'reach that issue, you wouldn't find the 

defendant' sane. simply because you bed found him guilty of 

first dstgres murders  but you would listen to the medics' 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13, 

14 

15- 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

'26 

27 

28 

000180



1 

2 

a 

4 - 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

:28 

-28R3 

• 

175 

evidence bearing on the subject of unity or insanity and make 

Up your mind,. according to the evidence and not simply because 

you believe there is no such thing in this state or anywhere as 

legal insanity? 

A 	tea, X would. 

(.4 	It is your belief then, if someone is legally 

insane,. they Should not be held responsible for their criminal 

conduct?.  

A 	I believe each case should be considered individual) 

Q 	I appreciate that,. but what am getting. at is 

:eta a philosophic.  and legal proposition you accept the law in 

this state and someone who is found legally insane is not 

legally responsible for any criminal conduct they may have 

entertained? 

A 	Is that the law in this state? 

That is the law in this *tett, yes. Touu-will 

follow that lot, won't you? 

A 	I will, if that is : the 1* of the state. 

Q 	In. other words, if you believe after hearing all 

the evidence". if we reach that pol4t ,in the trial, if you 

believe that Mr. Watson was ,inaiinsulat' the time of the commis-
, 

stop. of these. offenses, you;would have no hesitation to bring 

back such a verdict? t)4'.irci.1141 hive the'-aclirage 	dO.: ? so 

If it was proVon; could itrings  that kind of a 

verdict beck. • • • • 	. •  
THE GO T: All right, Mr. laith.' Mr. lubrick end 

Mr. Keith, if you Ire challengt4,;itliori:110,i 'end 2, for cause, 

I will accept that challenge at this time. 
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ML BUSUCKt We are, yOur: Honor. 
THE COM: Mrs. Hall and Mrs. Yamanouchi wilt be 

excused. Thank you for coming. 
14R. BUOLX0Slit Your Honor, before you recess:, could,  we 

approach the bench. 
TM COURT: Yes. 

(Discussion at the. bench, outside the record.) 
THE COURT: Ladies end gentlemen of the jury we will. 

recess at this time until 'tomorrow morning at 9:30. 
Once again, let Lme caution you, do not form or 

expirst. any opinion in this. case. Do. not discuss it among 
yourselves or with anybody else. 

Please keep your mind open-  and 1..sx asking you 
now, in fact, 1 am directing you to do ell in your power to 
avoid receding 'anything- about- this .case or listening to *op; 
thing about this case on the radio or watching it on tele. 

You may become jurors' in this came mad we want 

yo1.1-  to. be completely uninfluenced by any outside interference 
of any kind. -Please make every effort to OW reeding or 
hearing -about this. cm. That* you. 

(At 4:00 p.m., an adjournment was taken until 
Tuesday, August 3i 1971, at 9:30 it.m,v) 
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