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FERE R L
THE COURT:  Good morning.

THE JURORS:
THE COURT: Gentlémen..

MR, BUGLiOSI": Good siorning, Judge.
THE COURT{ People dgainst Watson.

Good morning.

Let the record show all prospective juroxg ate
present,
Counsel and defendant are present.
Mi, Keith, had you finished with Mr., Pollak
yesterday? |
MR. KEITH: Almost, your Honor,
JOSEPH J, POLLAK
BY MR. KEITH: ‘ |
Q Mr. Pollak, did you ever discuss the Manson case
with Bill -- pardon we if I do not pronounce liis name
correctly «- Lignanti?
A Lignanti.
Yes, I have.
Q And did he tell you his views of the case during
these discussions? |
A Yeée
Q And did you tell him your views of the evidence?
A I had none.
Q Did he impress you with his views of the Manson

. -

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES



/‘

#2

10 ¥

11

12

13

4

15

16

17

18

9

20"

21

22

23

24

% |

27

28

178

case? -

at this

> 0 B O

O - A -

-

I?q?ﬁiﬁ’knsw‘wﬁaggyogféeéh,;yfimpress.
bid 1£ leave you with an opinion?

Yes. . i il

And is that an opinion that you now have?
The Hanson case? e

Yes.

Yes,

Are you able to divest yourself of that opinion

time in the event you are selected as a trial juror?

I should think so.
Are you sure 80%
Yes,

You are positive so?

Yes.
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#2 1 | Q °  In other words, what Mr, Lignanti told you and

n. 2 youz own opinion that you formed is not going to intrude upon .
3 youx j-udgmeni: in this case in the event you:are selected as

4 a tiial juror. 1Is that a fair statement?

5 A I would say so.

6 Q Do you have any opinion at this time of the mental
7 | capacity or mental condition of Mr. Watson, the defendant here 3
8 | during, say, the year 19697

5 | A None whatscdever, T know very little about Mr.
10 Watson.
1 Q You have no opinion then, I take it, of what his
2 [ mental condition was during the time he lived &t the Spahn
1B | Ranch? |
" A I didn't know that he lived there.
. i Q Well, let's assume he did for the sake of
6 | discussion. | ‘
| A I wouldn't have any opinion.
By Q Do you remember what wl.tnesses you Baw testify when

» you vigited the Manson trial as a guest of Mr. Lignanti?

2 A No.

2 Q Undoubtedly then you didn't form any opinion of

z |- their c¢redibility?
B A No, I d:ldn;l"t.- I wasn't really terribly interested .
24 .

In it, L _ ) .
= Q pid you sgiéhd all day down there?
% | I No., ‘
“ " 4 & 1 lefu at yhe hoon; recessi.
P 28

Q Having had the evani.ng perhaps to think about it,
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- full and open discussion with the fellow members of the jury

FE I B R
Y B

Mr, Pollak, can you think of any reason whatsoever why you
might be biased or prejudiced against Mr. Watson in being able
as a result to give him a fair trial?

A No. ‘

Q Have you searched your conscience to arrive at
that decision or that expression that you have just told us?

A 1 thought about it and I think that I can if the
evidence is -~ Whatever the evidence is I think I can judge
e, |

Q In the event you are selected as a txrial juror,
will you give Mr, Watson the benefit of your individual
opinion?

A Yes, ,

Q You won't be swayed by what you think public
sentiment might be, will you?

You promise me that you won't be?

A Yes, :

Q Also in coaneétiqn with giving us the benefit of
your individual opinion, Mr, Pollak, will you promise us that
in the event you are selected as a trial juror and the case
is given to you and the balance of the jury fdf-deliberanion,
that you will form your opinion about the facts as applied to |
the law oxr the law as applied to the facts only after free and

panel?
A Yes, -

o3
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Q And you wouldn't change your position, would you,
" now, simply because a majority of your fellow jurors may have

| & different view -~ only because .of that?

A Only because of that?

Q Yes,

A No,

Q In other words, you'd stick to your guns, would

~ you not, unless you were convinced by the members of the jury
| that the position you were holding was erroneous?
A T would,

MR. EKEITH:

Juror,

THE COURT:

| Mr, Clerk?

THE GCLERK:
THE, COURT:
‘THE CLERK:

Jose M, Vascos, V-a=g-c~0=8;

Allen L. Tatum, T-a~t-u-m, J¥,:

" THE COURT:

were present in court all day yesteiday and you heard my
comments and the respective questions put to all prospective
jurors by counsel, - ‘

How about the time élement; can you give us the
"two months 1t is going to take to try this case?

HR, VASCOS'
THE CGBRT‘

MR. VASCOS:

I have nothing further of thiz prospective
Would you call two more jurors; please,

Yes, your Honor,
Seat 1,

Yes, your Honor,

Mr, Vascos and Mr, Tatum, I take it you

Myself, I don't think I can,
4

Beg your parﬁbn? E .
Hyself I don t think I can, Ttwould be

vooe o CieloDrive.ComARCHIVES
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TR2 1 | too much for me, two months, because I request permission for
. 2 ' one month, and 'Zl',,f wq;uld 'i:i’nd of chore people -~ see, T work
3 | mqi.ntanaéce amg a month is kind of hard for them,
3 | : » I work for Western Airlines.u 1 called yesterday;

5 when I say two monthq - I think I'lﬂ goj.ng to get in tyouble
6 | if I stay so long,

7 THE COURT; You mean ;t 5;3_ going to work a hardship on
8 | you? - . o
5 MR, VASCOS: Yes. ) '
0 | THE COURT: How about you, Mr, Tatum?
1L MR. TATUM: I cari stay,
iz | THE COURT: Gentlemen; tiay Mr, Vascos be excused?
13 MR. BUGLIOSI: So stipulated,
v MR. BUBRICK: So stipulated.
. 15 THE COURT: You may be eaxcused, Mr, Vascos,
16 - . THE CLERK: Simeion N. Suaregy, S-u-a-r-e-z,
LU .. THE COURT: Mr, Simefon, first, can you give us the two

13 [ months we need to try the case? '
19 ;& MR. SUAREZ: ‘I'n afraid, your Honor, I could not, because*
20 in the first place, I have a doctor's appointment at the end
2 | of this month and in the second place, I will be vigiting my

2 old-age father in the Philippines.

% THE COURT: Will you repeat the last part?

% MR. SUAREZ: I'm going to visit my old-age father in
the Philippines, |

% THE COURT: In where? )

2 | MR. SUAREZ: 1In the Philippines,

MR, KAY: "In the Philippines.”
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“}BR{Q ' 1 | THE COURT: May he be excéused, gentlemen?
. 2 MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, your Honot.
3 | MR. BUBRICK: Yes, your Honor,
4 | MR. KEITH: ' So stipulated.
5 | THE COURT: You may be excused, Mr, Suarez,
6 THE CLERK: Carol L. Syquia, S~-y-q-u-i-a,
7
8 | CAROL L. SYQUIA,
s | BY THE COURT: |
(L Q Would you pronounce your name £6r us, please?l
1 A Syquia,
12 Q Is that Miss or Mrs.?
13 A Mrs,
. L Q Mrs, Syquia, can you give us the two months we
‘. 15 | need to try the case?
16 A I usl_gefdb.;py enployer and she said, no,
v Q  What work do you do?
B | * A;: ! Um a supervisor,
|, @ FEnployed bywhom? .
o |7 A padtFic Mubudt, ' NP0
21 Q Pncifi}f ;Mut:.}ia].; ;:?a}:; is the insurance company?
2 A Right. A
% Q  And ‘they seid poi ]
% A They a'aid that I should ask to be excused,
% Q A little unusual for Pacific Mutual to do that,
% ' A Well, I just asked my manager,
. 2 - Q ‘How long have you been on theé jury riow, on the
) % jury panel? ‘
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A This is my second day,
Q This is your second day?
Well, if selected as a juror, Pacific Mutual will
have to do without you, Miss Syquia; ¢ y should know better

than that.
Have you ever served as a juror before?
A No. ~°
Q Do you know anything about the case, other than

what’ you ha,ve *héard in court?
* A,, yhal;_ I have read in the papers.
= Q “That is® on. a fot'}ner triql?
A Yes, - a5

i g
Q Did you hear ali the questions put to all prospec- |

%

tive jurors by defense, ~cp§ms,e;‘£- hy,
S L SR
A Yes, I have,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Q Other than those that aré purely personal, if you

were asked the same questions, would your answers be the same? '

A Of the questions that you asked or ~=-

Q No, that counsel asked or that I asked, other than
the personal ones as to your occupation and so forth. Would
youxr: @nswers be substantially the same?

A No, I could not vote for the death penalty.

Q let me see now, Are you telling us now, Mrs,
Syquia, that you would automatically vote against the death
penalty regardless of what the evidence might develop?
| A Yes, I would,

Q You cannot conjute up anything in your mind at gll |
that might ¢ause you to impose the death penalty, any state of‘:
facts?

A No, I wouldn't.

THE COURT: Is it stipulated that she may be excused?

MR, BUBRICK: So stipulated.

MR, BUGLIOSI; So stipulated.

THFGOQKB. You may be excused. |

. THE CLERK*N Mrs. Louige A. Stanton, Set-a-n=t-o-n,
' q BY THE GOUHI Mrs. Staﬁton, can you glve us the
two months we need to. try thi.s case?

A I afra:{d T can! '-e
You can't? '

[ . ;
-, i §|.- * R T
. « * . F s

I can.
You can or cannot?

I can.

Lo L0 L

You can?
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A Yes.

Q Very good, How about the question of the death
penalty. Would you automatically vote against the death
penalty?

A No, I wouldn't,

Q Regardless of what the evidence might be?

A~ No.

Q@ - In other words, you could vote for the death

"~ penalty if you felt It was a proper case to do so; 1s that

correct?

A 1 could.

Q And is your attitude toward the death penalty such
that you would be prevented from making av impartial decision
as to the guilt or innocence of this defendant?

A No, I never thought about it. I hever thought «~
I just never thought about it,

Q In other words, as you sit there now, you have no

conscientious scruples or objections to the death penalty?

A No.

Q Is that ?éé:q;ect,?

A . Right.

iQ Havé you served as a juror before?

Q Do.'ﬂrdu know anybody con;aeétéd-"with this case?
A No. e T

Q Did you hear all t’:ﬁe"qﬁestions that wexe put to the|

prospect:ive éurora“ yesterday? ' Pt

Q 1If you were asked the same questions, other than

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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those that ave purely persomal, would your answers be
gubstantially the same as those given by the other juroxs?
A I think they would.
Q You know that both the people and the defendant
are entitled to the individual opinion of each juror?

A Yes.
Q You understand that?
A Yes.

Q And both the people and the defendant are entitled
to a fair trial, a trial based only upon the evidence that
you hear in this case and the law as T shall state it to you
and you can be that }d.nd of & juro:r: ‘and decide the case in

H
that mftnnir? e

-

A Yes. , g ',
- Q " BY 'L‘HE QOURT How ahout. you, “Mx, Tatum?
A. I can beb N

R

Q How aboutl, ';yimi'fa}ieé; {'Aé' to the death penalty,
would you automatically vqte agai.nst, the. death peénalty
regardless af what might be developed at this trial?

A No.

Q In other words, you can conjure up oi;: gee a state
of facts in vhich you could give the death penalty if you
felt it warranted it; is that coirect?

A Yes, your Honor:

Q How aﬁout your attitude towaxrd the death penalty,
would that prevent you from making a fair and impartial
Judgment of thé guilt or innogence ;::E this defendant?

A No, your Honox.
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Q I think you told us you can give us the two months
that we need, |

A Yes, sir.

Q . Do you know anybédy connected with this trial at
all?

A Ro.

Q Did you hear all the questions . put to all the

- prospective jurors by respective counsel?

A Yed, sir.

Q Other than those that are purely personal, if you
were asked the same questions, would your answers be substantiafly
the same? | | |

A Yes.

THE COURT: Gentlemen,
MR. BUBRICK: Thank you.

' | Your Honor, would you suggest I start with Mrs.

LA}
Stanton 'again or continue ‘around?:: | -

i
: * ]

" THE COURP: ' Either way you care to,
MR. BUBRICK: T will start with Mrs, Stantom, if I may,

your Honor,.

PO

. .. e, ]
e ¥ ‘! ¥ oo HE
- s ’ PR P

.t . -

[ L
:

LOUISE A, STANTON

" BY MR, BUBRICK:

Q Mrs, Stanton; may I ask you please what general

- area of the city you live in?

A Southwest.
Q Is there a Mr. Stanton?
A Divorced.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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do?

Missouri.

boy.

PO PO O O oo 00

Q

A

Q

PDP:&-—P.’O-;P

What does Mr, Stanton do or what did Mr, Stantdn
Manager over a Shell Oil Company, St. Louls,

Are you then from Los Angeles?

Ko R Gaorg;a

How‘ 1ong have you lived here in Los Angeles?
Almost 8 years nOW., f;,‘ N
pid you ‘comet £rom’ 1:113 ‘Missouri area?

Georgla, . .

13 e

. ?;:M:j",".
Do you have -any children, Mrs, Starnton?
Yes, I -do. - I have three kids -~ two girls and a

And thelr ages, please.

14, 12 and 10.

Are you employed outside of the home?
Yes.

What sort of work do you do?

 h.A: County Clerk; DPSS,

Department of Socfal Welfare?
Social Services.

Which office, way 1 ask?

Beverly. |

Pardon? ,

Beverly family office Metro north.
Metro north? |

Yes,

THE COURT¢ For & moment I thought you were going to say :
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Beverly Hill;s.

Q BY MR, BUBRICK: That ki.s the west Los Angeles, I
take it? |

A No. I think maybe you are talking about west L.A,
It 1s Beverly, right down the s;ziegﬁ from here.

Q 1 know where your ﬁi'ff::l.'ce: is, but the Beverly Hills
office was administer:‘e& b;'_v"i:‘:ie; west Los Angeles office, |

A Yes. | . L R

¥
H

Q Mrs. Stanton, have you ever been the victim of any

assaultive type crime? e
o ;.«.: i

A No.

Q Have you ever been the victim of any sort of a
crime? t

A No.

Q Have you eévexr been in connection with your work --

have you ever in copnection with your work filed what do you
call it? A fraud petition or something like that against a
recipient?

A No.

Q You do that kind of work. Are you called upon to
‘do that sort of work from time to time?

A Well, I work in the administration office with the
administrative personnel, but I don't come in contact with that
type of thing. '

Q That is the re-affirmation thing or something like |
that you have to file?

' A Yes,
Q You don't do that kind of work?

CieloDrive.comARCHIVE S
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-
-
oy
e,
.
-

&  No. e
Q Do you know anybody that 1s near or dear or close

to you, Mrs, Stanton, that has ever been the victim of any

crime?

A Ro.

Q Have you ever witnessed a crime of violence being
committed?

A No.

Q Have you ever beén a complaining witness of any

soft in any sort of a legal proceeding?

A No. This is as close as anything I come to, being
here. —

Q. You are by no means a witness in this matter, Did|
you hear the judge's definition of readsonable doubt as he
read it yesterday?

A Yas.

Q Do you think that it is too mich to expect the
people to prove a defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt
and to a moral certainty?

A No. _

- Q You don't think we are ésking too much of the
people if we ask them to prove or introduce that amount of
evidence against a defendant, do you?

A No., I feel that after you have heard both sides
you get the facts, the evidence, you just make up your mind.
That is all. ro

Q Fine.

You realize, do yoyfﬁot,‘that before you do that

i
*
i

L

PR
s

. .~ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



St

Pl

Y

W

1

LI

1%

15

%

17

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

26

i |

192

.:} o A YEG.
§ ¥ .

. x

| 'have heard and if you axe satisfied with what the prosecution |

‘thétg is a presumption that the deféndant is innocent?

'évidence to make you believe beyond a reasonable doubt and

s ®

Q And the people have to introduce emnough evidence
o mgkasyou phange your ‘mind, and have to introduce encugh

to & moral eertninty of the defendant's guilt, If they f&il
to. do that.would you still give this defendant the presumption
;¢ﬁxinnacan¢e?

¢
4

A If they cannot give me anything to go on to make
me change my wind, knowing now to me he is innocent. If they
can’t prqducg.anything ofhertthan that to make me change my
mind he is still innocent so far as I am concerned.

Q You realize that what you have just sald about
"to mwe he is innocent" is absolutely true and he is innocent
ﬁntii such time as the judge tells you what the instructions
are and tells you to go into the jury room and deliberate and ;
at that time you will start putting together everything you

has done, that is the time to change your mind; is that
correct?
A Correct.
MR BUGLIOSI: There is 8 slight misstatement here.
THE COURT: Yes., You see we don't say he is inmccent,
We presume he is innocent,
MR. BUBRICK: I am sorry.
"A JUROR: I guess that is wﬁat 1 meant.
Q BY MR, BUBRICK: That is what you meant?
A Yes, |
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Q

that gtégg of the proceedings and not before then; is that

i 1.
| cofrect?
; "y 1 e

(o k
1 A A
‘. AR
H S
ooy
vy
1N
II'1 “’
¢ =S

Ri.ght-
v‘ P . ~ .
3 Y +
i - i f
§' il ;* #{ i “
7 o
- .
] -
- ¥ -
S
*;' 4! L
» 5,
;';\:‘-ri, - {
¥ o i

The presumption of innocence 1s not overcome until
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1 I- ¢ . - . ‘l',__ *'q t:':

Q Wbuld you, howeyer,,nrs. Stanton, expect or

- demand that the defendant take the witness stand and testify
_in his own behalf? -

IR RN 2 2 “—

A Would youw repeat that, please?
Q Are you going to réquire or demand that the defen- .
dant testify in his own behalf, in order to acquit him, for

A I don't knew, 1 don't know whether I would or not.
Q Well, you realize, do you not, that a defendant

doesn't have any sort of a burden at all, he doesn't have to

- convince you of his innocence; it 1s the prosecution that has

to convince you of his guilt,
Now, as you sit there now and as you think about

what we are talking about, do you have the feeling that you

| wouldn't be able to find the defendant not guilty if he didn't
. take the stand and tell you his version of what happened?

A No, I don't have that feeling,

Q You are going to make the prosecution carry the
burden of convincing you that the defendant is guilty, beyond
a reasonable doubt, whether he testifies or not; is that
correct?

A I'm going to make the prosecution --

Q Yes, convince you that the defendant is guilty,

A Well, I thought it wis two sides to it thet I had
to listen to.

Q Oh, yes, you listen to everything‘that'is said
from the witness stand, it dbesnft make any differéance which
side it comes from; but all I want to make sure is that you

o CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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e 1 ‘am not : going to démand thar the defendant take the witness

. 9 "stapd ‘and give you hia versiona p‘f ‘:',Imt ﬁappened in order to
3 | £ind him not guilty. )
4 " THE COURT: Poss:!.”bly Mfs. étmton doesn't realize this:
p | Whether or not a defendant personﬂly takes the stand and
¢ | testifies with that: Elefendant and h:l’.s counsel,
7 | Now, I think I explained yesterday that every
8 | defendant is presumed to be innocent and the burden rests with
o | the progsecution to prove him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt,
10 In that connection, rio defendant need take the
u | stand and prove that he is innocent.
12 QDo you understand that?
13 | A Yes.

PR Q Because the burden rests with the People to prove

. 15 | him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.
16 Now, ma'am, what Mr: Bubrick wants to know,
17 I despite that being the law, deaspite the fact that he need mnot
18 | take the stand, if he doesn't want to, would you still hold
io. | that against him if he doesn't take the stand? ‘
2 | A Oh, no, no.
21 MR, BUBRICK: Thank you, your Honor,
22 THE COURT: I hope I explained it properly.
28 MR. BUBRICK: You certainly did,
24 Q Do you know & member among your friends, rela-
B tives or associates, Mrs, Stanton, any members of any law
2% | enforcement agency? '

| 7 | A Yo
. EL Q How about prosecutor's staff, members of the

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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‘district attorney's staff, city attorney, attorney general?

A Nos
Q We talked yesterday a 1little bit, Mrs. Stanton,

| about the fact that the evidence will show that Mr, Watson is

elther a drug user or a drug abuser,
Ndw,lis-your present state of mind such that you

1 will deny him a fair trial because he is a drug user or drug

~ abuser?
A No. |
Q The evidence may 4lso show, Mrs, Stanton, that the

LR Y

defendant 1ived & ‘sprt of a hippie or communal type life, It

may be a kind‘of existence that you and I may not approve of,
¢ ,;' wa* will fhe faQt that he wns that sort of a
person, hippish, npmadic, withpu% apparent ties in - nature,
will it cause you in your‘gind to -deny him a fair trial?
A No, it wouldn't, "
Q I thinﬁ‘you daid. ybuf‘children «= you have at
least one daughter among you; three children; 1is that right?
A Two.
Q Two daughters,
Now, we all know, as sdults and parents, Mrs,
Stanton, often children are leaving home and they are just
sort of gravitating and floating around the country, If the
evidence here should disclose part of the people who were
living at the Spahn Ranch were the youngsters, young girls,
teen-agers, maybe young adults, who had left their fam{lies
and were living a cbmmﬁnal sort of 1life, would that fact in

and of itself force you to deny this defendant a fair and
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impartial trial?

A No, it wouldn't. .

Q You realize thdat during the course of this proceed-
ing, we are not going to be able to do anything about solving
the drug problem or, perhaps, the 1ife of the hippie or even

the runsway who is going to run away from home. That is not

~ our issue Lere,

Our issue here ig to decide whether or not this
defendant is guilty of murder; and is that soﬁething:that you
feel that you can do?

A Yes,
Q I'm not suggesting now that you may not find it

- relevant to become involved with the matter of drugs or the

.kind of existence that this defendant lived in that it was

communal and that there were rumaway people about him, You may
find that very relevant and you certainly are going to be
required to do with that evidence whatever you think it is and |
give it whatever waight that you think that it is entitled to; |
but a11*1 want to make sure is that the very existence of these
kidds of sociai P;oblems isn t‘the kind of thing that would
thwart you from giving this defendant a fair trial.

A No. o onhd £
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lAr; 1 : Q Do you have a feeling as you sit there now, Mrs.
. 2 | Stanton, that a person éouf«i :.‘Sé' a member of a group and not
3 i. be responsible for eve::ythi—ug the group does?
e} A Yes.
5 Q You realize, do:you not, that you are going to have |

6 | to treat this defendant as an individual and decide whether
7 | he is guilty of murder, because of what he did?

8 | A Yes,
e : Q Do you understand that?
10 Will you do that?
1 A Yes.
2 Q You know, as adults we may have our own personal

3 | beliefs about what happened or what did not happen, but as

4 Jurors or as persons concerned with this trial, will you only

. 15 | be guided in your determinations by what you hear from the
16 witness stand?
v A Yes,
% Q Will you put aside whatever you think subjectively

¥ | as an adult what might have ‘happened, your own conclusions
20 in that regard, and your decisions only on what you hear from

Z | witnesses who testify in this courtroom.

Z A I would have to take whatever I decided, it
% would have to be from the evidence I hear.
% Q Would yourverdict, then, in this case be based

= solely on what you hear, rather than any prejudice you might

%1 feel?
%8 Q I think you said a little .w‘hil‘e apo there aﬁe two
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5Ar2 1 sides to every question and, by CGod, there are; and, therefore, |
. 2 | would you wait until you've heard everything, including what
3 | the defendant has to say, if he should say it, before you make

4 | up your mind or express any opinion?

5 A Yes, I would.

6 Q Or any opinion relative to this case?

7] A I would,

8 | Q Let me ask you now, Mrs. Stanton, whether as a -

9 | person who has 1:'Lved in this community during the course of
10 | 1967, '8 and '9, perhaps, whether you have had occasion to
n hear about -the Tate-La Bianca killings?

e | A_ Yes.
B . Q And qhat wa; your gri,nciyai or primary source of
14 | information? , ’
® 5 A NeWSpap:erm, ?'Eeiévisiéh.
6 Q Do you get a newspaper delivered to the home

1‘1,1? 5

7 1 regularly?

18 | A Yes, at that time I was,

9 Q And how about magazines?

2 | A Yes,

21 Q I take it you had occasion to see it reported oni

22 television, did you?

B | A Yes, I did,

24 Q And you also had occasion. to hear it, perhaps,

% | on the radio?

% A Yes.

2 Q Pid you watch any one channel on television more

than any other?
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5ar3 1 A No, I watched all the channels, everything I like, -
. 2 | 80 I Jjust turn the IV.
3 Q Well, do you have a particular preference, Mrs,

4 Stanton, for news programs, siy, as opposéd to musical or

5. | variety type television programs?

6 A Well, if anything on good that I want to see, at
7 | the time the news come on then I see what I want to see and

8 | leave the news alone,

o | Q Let the news go?

10 A Yes.

1 " - Q Did you ever read any books on the Tate-La Bianca

2 | killing? |

13 A No.
, 4| Q Did you ever discuss the Tate-Ld Bianca homicide
. 5 | with any friends, relatives or colleagues at work, perhaps?

16 A Yes, at times were scant remarks made in the luneh-l

7 1 rgom but usually everybody is moving so fast, so there is very
1B | 1ittle time to do a lot of discussing of any one particular

¥ | thing,

2 ‘ | Q Well, did any of thoseé scant remarks that you
2 |' may have heard stay with you at this moment?

" A Moy T o ‘

5 | Q - ] pid yéu“ ;_c\’ier’ express an opinion about the Tate-
# 1 1a Bianca c's‘uie? q |

& A Yes.l.: :*l‘ L g‘- ’i* |

2 _ Q And as yo;z sit here now as a proapective Jurorx,

o can you set aside whatever dﬁinions you might have had about

the Tate-La Bianca murders and be guided solely by what you

¥, 1 R T
: N

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES



P e 201
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TAr4 hear here? oot

. , A No, ‘bgcause the only opinion I had was I was

gedred, s0 th&t 8 about the only one I gave, This thing, it

. just scared me, period, so in the conversation -- this is about|

' as much as I said about it, that it scared me, '
Q You mean you were scared because ag a member: of

: the. community, there were murde;:s of this sort being committed

in a private residential ares; is that correct? : | ,’

A Yes. |

ol Q Did you ever express an opinion about the relative |

u ‘ merits of the Sharan Tate-ia Blarice case?

2 | A No, because at that timé I didn't reslly know‘

5 Q Did you ever talk to anybody who professed to know

. - any of the people involved in the Tate-la Blarica case?
.- 15 A No?

6 Q I take it you rever had a chance to attend any

iz | courtroom sessions?

18 A No.

19 i Q Are you familiar with the name Susan Atkins?
. A Yes, I've heard it.

21 Q In just what respect do you recalil her?

99 A That she was on trial and she was found guilty,
s | I think.

2a | Q Do you remember whet punishment was assessed

25 dgainst her? |

.26‘ o A Death pendlty; so I heard yesterday; and before

27 'yesterday, I didn't know.
. 2% Q As of this moment, then, you know that all the
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participants in that trial.uercffound guilty and all got the

[l 35 . . K !¥

death penalty; is thaé correct?
A YQS:« iﬂ. f PO
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L o

Q Now, knowing that, Mra, Stanton, is your frame of
mind such at this time that you can still give to this defen-
dant a fair and impartial trial, knowing that hé was a member

- of that group?

A Yes.
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j«'&’f,' Q o 'Di.d*y?‘c{u? ever read or hear of any statements
allegedly wmade by Susan Atkins?

A No.

Q Did you ever hear Mr, Bugliosi, the prosgecutor in
this case, on television or as a speaker anywhere?

A No.

Q Well, in view c;f everything that you have heard,
Mrs. Stanton, everything you have read about the Tate-La Bianca
killings, can you set all that aside and not give that a '
ﬁhou'ght and 1istén to what we are going to introduce during
the course of this trial?
| A Yes.

Q  4nd will you be guided solely by what you hear
during this trial in determining whether or not this defendant
is guilty or not? | |

A Yes.

THE COURT: You know, I think you are slighting Mr. -Kay.: :

MR, KAY: That's all right. I

MR, BUBRICK: Well, I don'™ know. I don't waﬁt to do
that,

I am not aware of M. Kay having made any
appearances except when I did back in October,
Q Pid you ever see Mr. Kay on television?

A No.
Q Did you ever hear his melodic voice on television?
A Ro.

+ -~ MR, KAY; Thanks, Judge.

oy

L ;‘- * THE COURT: We won't slight anybody.

- | | CieloDrive.cOmARCH IVES
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S5B2 1 . Q ) BY M?.:.‘ j'l;UBR]'ch(: Well, I might ask, did you ever
. 2 | see'me on éé‘].?egi;s{oﬁ?: X
<3 : A No.
i | Q Somebody told me I was on once ==
s | MR, BUGLIOSI: He didn't . know he was?
6 MR, KAY: Don't forget Max,
z | Q BY MR, BUBRICK: Mr. Keith, I think, has also
8- i made the tubes once or twice -~ |
5 A Like 1 said, I only watch the news if one of my

1 | stori,és go off, and usually if 1 get the news it is at 11:00
1 o’clock when our pictures go off and the news ‘cdme off, and
2 | at that particular time T am getting ready for bed so I

13 | really don't be looking at it, I'm listening.

14 Q Well, Mrs. Stantonm, there is a chaice, I suppose,

. 15

& | they mighti rerun some of these old newsreel scripts or you

and I am hoping it doesn't happen, but there i3 a chance that

1 might be driﬁing to work some day and hear something over
18 | - the radio and hear the voices of one of us saying something;

» | and if you do, I guess other than just say, 'They are some of

20 the people involved in the trial,”™ you are just going to pay

21 1 it no attention} is that correct?

z L A Well, honestly speaking, I have other things on

23 my mind, really, at the present, so maybe if they are talking

% | about it it would just go right on through.
2 | Q Well, may we 'as'aume, Mrs. Stanton, that if you are

% 1 a juror in this case that you are going to have nothing on
# your mind other than what is going on hexe?

2 A That 18 true,
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5b-3 o Q And nothing, I hoi:e,., is just going to go through;
‘- 2 | 1s that correct?
3 A Yes,
’ Q ALl right, |
5 | Mras, Stanton, I want to ask you something else

6 now that I baven't asked anybody else, There may be some
7 evidence introduced in this case -- before I ask you that,

8 | are you familiay with the name of Charles Manson?

9 . A Yes.

10 Q And who did you know him to be or what do you know |
n |} of him? |
2y ' A l'l;he leadex.

13 | Q Now, there may be some eyidence during the course

¥ | pf this trial that Mz, Manson was the proponent of a theory

. 15

16 | probably going to be referred to as helter skeltex,

or a philosophy or something, call it what you will, that is

o Now, it is quite probable, Mrs. Stanton, that you
12 | might £ind the philosophy of helter skelter as derogatory,

o | defamatory, very unflattering of the Négro, the black or the
0 calored -- and I really don't know how you would prefer I

addréss you in that réspect, Mrs. Stanton ~-
NESI

ST L It doesn’t matter.
P 1 ' Q It could be interpreted by & black as being
e 24§ N ,{efy mfmﬁtering and very derogatory.
2%

- N I By, it is at least subject to that soxt of an
% iqterpmtation and I am not suggeating that it is, but if you

.. 7oy -5at_as a trial juror, Mrs. Stanton, and you heard evidence

» that was derogai:ory of the black race and everything else were
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5b~4 1 | equal in your mind, would that fact in and of Iitself cause
. 2 this ;I?fendant any prejudice in your mind?
-3 B

L8 4;. 2 i A 'HO.

!
y e ot ",-‘ E!
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1 bl@cks on the jury, if there be any, might be very offended
Lol ‘by what they hear, but I think you must realize it would be

Q Is that true, Mrs, Stanton, even though you are
going to find ﬁﬁat the defegdant was & member of that group?

A That mbuldﬁ't-bqthaﬁ me due to the fact that I
héard so much of it ~- just like I say, that type of thing,
it goes through too. How &4 pexrson feel @bout a black or a
brown or ~~ I just don't have time for that.

Q Well, we realize that thexe is a poasibiliﬁy at
ledst of a sort of a racial issue being Introduced and I
thought it only fair that you know about it, because I think
what we want is absolute candor and we certainly appreciate

your frénkqessrwith us because it is very possible that the

te:rible if for gxample,.tﬁat sort of & feeling on the part .
pf 4 prospective jyror were the thing that made ;hat juror
elther éfﬁ&}ﬁﬁfé dafeﬁdant gullty of murder or perhaps impose |
the death penalty.if they.got to that stage of the proceedings;
| Wbuld you agrea?
A Yes.,- ‘
Q Let me, if I way, for a moment, Mrs, Stanton, tElkl-
with you about the death penalty and I do this at this time
bécause it is the only tiwe I can. T am not by my questioning |
suggesting that I think thig is a death penalty case because
that is your determination, but the law says this 1is the only
time we-éan.talk.about it and so I would like to do that at
fhé moment: , | ‘
-Ybu:have indicated to the couxt that you have no
conscientious sc¢ruples against the imposition of the death
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T
pgngify if,y;ukf;ii that the facts warranted or justified it
i youx Jiﬁ&:;? ‘15 tHat ‘correct?

A Right, |

Q You realize I am sure from what you heagd yester-
day that you are going to be calléd upon to determine this
defendant s punishment, whether it be 1ife imprisonment ox
death, only after you find him guilty of first degree muider
and first degree is a murder which is willful, premeditated,
deliberate, and done with malice aforethought.

Knowing that those are four ingredients of first
degree murder, Mrs. Stanton, do you feel that the death
penalty i8 the only proper punishment for a person who commits |
a killing that way?

A No, I don't.

Q I think you must realize from what Judge Aiexander
hag told us that the law doésn't prefer or has no preference
about life or death becauéé that is‘sdlely within your
discretion. . Therefore, there are.ng guldes or standards that |
the court can give you in an eifbrt to Help you decide which ’
of the two punishments to impose. |

-“How, knowing that there is just absolutely no
agsistance that the court can be in this sort of a determina-
tion, is your frame of mind such that you feel compelled to
impose or automatically impose the death penalty if you are
satisfled that the defendant is gulilty of first degree murder?

A No.

Q Do you have any set of ideas in your mind at all,
Mrs. Stanton -- and I realize that like so many on the juiy

b
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1| yourever dreamed that you would be sitting in the Jury box

2 talking about the imposition of the death penalty -- but do
3 | you perchance have any ideas in your mind at all of the

4 con:ditiéné ‘under which you would impose the death penalty?

? ! 3 A Not at the present time.

- Aa N

=

. o
“', '.3'

5

2% A o Q . Let me apk you conversely Are there any

: B

7 cbndit fona’ you ‘ate going to demand be present before you

% | would impose 1:Lfe?« -

9 Al &ay ﬁh@t ggain. I don't quite understand it.

1o | - Q .. Let me illystrate it to make it a little easier to
H follow. Is your frame of mind such that as you sit there rightf

» now you sély to yourself that unless I am convinced that one,

¥ | two, three and four are present, I will not impose a life

14 sentence?

s In other words, you have got some ideas of your

1 own about the kind of a case that deserves a 1ife senternce.,

o Do you have any such preconceived ideas?

B A No.

® Q In other words, you have nevér given thought to

2 the conditions under which you would impose a death penalty

“ any more than you have given thought to the conditions under
which you would impose lifa?

A No, I haven't,

22
23

24 | : . .
: qQ And if the set of facts are presented to you at

that time for the first time, perhaps you will decide whether .
26
or not the totality of the informatiom you have at hand demands
27 _ .
a death penalty or life imprisonment; is that correct?

28 |
' A Yea.
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1| Q  Reowlng what you know about this case, by virtue

2 of what you have heard so far, Mys. Stanton, do you have any

8 feeling that you would be compelled or you would automatically
4 | lmpose a death penalty in a multiple killing case? |
5 A Na, ‘

6 ‘; Q You realige thﬁt there are séven dead bodies

7 | involved in thie case. |

54 A Yes; I do.

? , Q Which means that _yaﬁ may find this defendant
1 I guilty of seven counts of fivst degree murder?

Bl A Yes. | ,

2 1" Q@  Now, knowing that along with some of the other

¥ | things we have talked about, the fact that there are some

% | ‘pretty gruesome pictures to look at, that there have been

* | some stabbings, pistol whippings or things of that natyre,

' | knowing that along with the fact that there are seven bodies

" involved, seven dead bodies involved; does that léad you to
believe that you would be.compelled to impose the death
penalty? 4

A No. .

18
1
20
"oy Q I think you lmve already toid us that you would not

= be gompelled or you would not impose the death penalty aga:lnst: '
B t;his@défendant solely because he was a member of a group, the '
- en i .
‘ 24" | + other participants of which have alraady recelved the dear.h

- ;25'? i
N R i

26 [ LI R N Iy PR
. y 5 K. . : . L T
: 3 Co Ny T

P - ,Q. P *I think conversely then you have told us you were
goi.ug o treat him as an. individual‘

27

28
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e
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VLA Raght, o
2 | ‘ Qd"“ ﬂhﬁdﬁﬁeéid; his guilt-oghinnocenge and his
s | punishwent.. . ' T ¥ |
s A -~ Right.
5 4 Q- Do you feel, Mrs. Stanton, that this defendant
6 ; has the burden of convincing you that he should get a life
7 é gsentence? B ,
8 ;» A I don't feel that be haé the burden of convinéing

* | me. I thought it was the -=
0 Q I don't went to confuse you. The people have the |
111 burden of convineing you of the defendant's guilt, That ig

¥ | the first stage of this trial, when you determine his guilt

o or inmnocence, The people have the burden of convineing you

H this defendant is guilty beyond a reasonable doubt and to a

-15‘: moral certainty. ‘ |

m-: But yesterday I think we also mentioned the fact

7 | that when you get into the penalty phase; deciding what the

* | punishment should be, that meither side has the burden -~

» there is no. legal burden imposed on either side. The

2 1 di;éretion, the authority to imposé whatever sentence you

2 will is youzs‘and‘YOurz aloneé.

= ; A Yes,

2 Q ‘I want to know whether back in any recesses of

24_, your mind you are going to still feel that the defendant

= should convince ypﬁ that he deserves a life sentencé as

* | opposed to the death sentence.

S |

® ‘ Q ?-”‘Ybuaaaiize because there are no guides or no
ROTSTAN CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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standards that the court can give you, that you pérfomm your

you return & life sentence as you do a death sentence?

returning either one because you as & jui:or, you are performing

@,}x{ix_iishnient in California?

- ",,Q » Iiave you ever partic:l.pated actively with any
mgaﬁi‘zatiom that; wagr pro capital punishuent in the state?

) abolish t:he ‘death penalty in California?

. type it might be, that has as one of its principles the
27 ' ’

duty as a juror with the same degree 6f effectiveness when

A Yes. -
- Q You see those are the only two alternatives
available té you and you are not going to be criticized fox

the duty you are called upon to perform irrespective of which
verdict you retum. You understand that?

A Yes.

Q There iz no dut:‘y ‘*to return one as opposed to the
other, -

A Yesd. .

Q Let me ask you, Mrs, Stanton, have you evér been

& member of any organization that sought to retain capital

A No.

T A : Ng .s

G AQ “ n}l&v'& you ever done the reverse? Have you ever been :
a;n aqti.ve. pa:ztiﬁj.pant of an organization that sought to

A No. |
Q Are you a member of any organization, whatever

retention of capital -‘puh:tshmeﬁt in Californiea?
A No. '
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Q Did you hear what I asked one of the other jurors |
yesterdayﬁ about being a membex of a church that perﬁaps might |
'ha\a;e that as one of its tenets?

A I am kind of 1ike him. I didn't even know there
was such a church. ‘

Q Do you feel that because of the publicity i.n this

¢age and the fdct that the othen participants in the murder

-got the death: penalty, that you might be subjected to some

criticism or the,-_ disapproval of your £riends because you
didn't ‘r'e,tum such a Vérdié.t?
A No..

Q Do you have any fear, Mrs, Stanton; that you might|

be subjected to influence of~ one sort or another by people
who know you dre on this kind of a jury, if you remain as a
juror, who have a specific point of view about the death

penalty? _ B
A No.
Q Do you number among any of your friends or perhaps

cdlle.’agues at work people who are ve:rj firm in their belief

of the death penalty as the only punighment for a murdex case?|

.A°  No, I don't think I know anybody lLike that,
N |
v+ @ - If you should happen to meet such a persom, if

'l‘.._l.‘

PR S|
| ;. you are sitting on this jury, can we assume that you are not

going. to-permit thém to’ {nifluence your thinking at all?
o n A - i’.ﬁé{,;?-;: EFRRNETI.
Qv Augl m -dre going to arrive at whatever decision
N !

you arrive ‘at :ln th:ts part:icular phase of the case if you are
a p?roépécti:ve,-.jgixo‘r;ag;a- result of your own individual thinking
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is that correct?

A That is right.

Q And you realize this defendant has a right to
have you reflect upon the information you have heard during

-the course of the proceedings and décide what the punishment

should be?
A Right.
v eQ While we all want an end to this proceeding, 1

t&}ii.ng}you wmust realize that since it mquirés- a unainimous
': "\fgraict that you are redlly a whole jury untd yourself,
btcause unless you make a determination, a decision in this

7 case thére wi‘.l,l ‘be; no :Einal verdict. Do you understand that?,

A_ ‘Yps,
sQ fi,!lnd';srou feel that you_can and you will do that;
is tbat right? _ | |
CA T Yes, i . |
Q Do you believe in the old proverb of an eye for an

eye and a tooth for a tooth?

A No.

Q Do you feel the need to impose any sort of
retribution on this defendant because he was a member of a
group that committed some pretty horrible murders ox kill.ings"!’

A No. |

Q ALl right.

Let me cover -oné’othe:: phase; Mr. Si:autan, and

' t:hlat:. is whatever feeling you may have about the general field
of medicine called psychiatry.

Do you know any people in the field of psychiatry
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or perhaps psychology?

A Not really.

Q Do you have any friends or relatives or associates’
who have ever visited a psychiatrist?

A Yee.

Q Or a psychologist?

A Yes, .

Q Which one did they visit, if you know?

The psychiatrist or a psychologist?

A Psychiatrist, .

Q Did you know this person before they started
the course of those visits?

Afp Yes.

‘é - » And did you know this person after those visits
qeré ovar?

A Yes,

Q"'-1 ‘Did\ypu;eger form or express any opinion about
what the value if any this psychiatry was to this particular

o (g’l"*

personz _f;f:»,;
A' Let me aay the person wase myaelf.
Y 'Q:’ Di'l" R
A I needed a good job and I took a civil-serviée test

and I passed and I got the job, but after about two or three
weeks of the job I found out that I didn't care for it and
because I didn't care for it, and because I was in such great f
need with three kids and being sole support I was told that
I must have a problem and I was told to see & psychistrist
and I did and the psychiatrist sent me back the same day and

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



0.

10

n. .

12

13

14

FLI

16

17

18

0 |
20 |
2
2
2 |

24

26 -

27

28

216

fi'r
f-*

told me not to come back until I had a problem.
;- Q So6 then may I assume that your experience with &

;f ﬁ&y&hiatrist was a beneficial one?

A Sura it was,

P AT

L ,*' : Q ' 3' And uf ;:ourse 1 think you realize that I suppose
there are goo;i ﬁo—r bad psychiatrista just as there are good
ornbad law?ers. '

. =

~a N
A
T

‘ Q' - Aﬁd T take. it that at this moment At least you
have -nb prejudice against the field of psychiatxy? |
A No, I don't,
Q Nox against psychiatrists as such?
A No.
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| Mrs, Stanton, do ybu know anybody else that might have gone to
| a psychiatrist where you felt that the results weren't bene~
| Ficial?

| has # pldce in our present society?
| relative merits or lack of merit of paychiatry in our pfesent

- day society?

- tion about a psychiatrist who -- well, it was for my own bene-
] ££t, as I say, I went, myself, and I felt that, to me, he' s

| with my youngest daughter in school and she is the type of

':wpn‘t express herself, and I felt that I should get information .
{ of a good psychiatrist that maybe I could send her to another

meetings, to try and pull this out.

{ are able to tell yoﬁ, or interpret for you, human behavior or

" a child's behhvior?' P
27 |

Q Well, aside from your own personal experience,

A I don't know anybody, ,
Q Do you feel there 1s a need for that, the psychiatribt

A Yes, I do.

i

Q Have you ever expressed an opinion about the
A No, I have only tried to acquire a bit of informa-

someone that can give you help; arid since I was having & problem

child that she holds something in dnd she won't let go, she

few meetings, even if we have to have group

So, this is the information that I was trying to
acquire, as far as the psychiatry,
Q Then I take it that you believe that psychi&trists

1A,<f YiSp & of

f]

H@w abput the issue/sanity on insanity, do you have a

t ) . ." ‘u
}"- . ,'i.‘: AR A o
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. witnegses and, therefore, you have a right to accept or reject |

~ with it that you will, because the determination of the merits

: with a peraon;who has some’ feeltng-about psychiatry, so that
we are golng to be undble‘td :each them,

feeling &t the moment that psychiatrists can or cannot operate |
in that area, as far as you are concerned?

k_ A Well, I feel that if a person have studied this
type thing for any length of time, have,éot a degree in this
type of work, I feel that she should be capable of performing
such & duty,

Q All right. Now, because of your own personal
experience with a psychidtrist, Mrs, Stanton, do you feel so
biased about the subject matter of psychiatry, that you would
automatically accept the testimony of psychiatriste?

A No, I wouldn't.

Q Weuld you automatically reject 1t?

A Ro.

Q I think you may have heard the judge tell us
yesterday that psychiatrists are what we consider expert

either their'entire  testimony or any part of it or do anythingi

of that testimony lies with you; but we want to make sure that

we don t'Start off neitherathe prosecution nor the defénse,

You uﬁderstand that?
A Yemll Il
Q Well, we have taiked a good bit now, Mrs, Stanton,
and you hnve'had & chance to sit here yesterday and listen

to some of the other questions,

Is there any thought at all that comes to your mind
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whether it has been suggested by anything I have said or the

Judge has said; or anything else you might have heard or

thought about, yourself, over this last night, that leads you
| to believe you can't be fair and impartial to both sides?

A No.

Q Certainly, you can, you feel, to this defendant?
A Yes,

Q Well;, I just want to cover one fwore field; I meant:

| to do it a moment ago before I asked you what was to be my

closing question, Mrs, Stanton.

I think we talked a2 few minutes earlier that there
might be some evidence that this defendant was a user or abuser
of drugs; I think the evidence will show thdt it was voluntary
on his part, that he was taking them, nobody was forcing them

" down his throat.

Now, knowing that, would you reject any medical

- evidence that was offered about' the mental condition of a user |

of drugs? .

A No, L youa.dn t.
f*Q } }Now, 1f the judge tells you that there is a proper |

place. for’ evi.dence about- medical-use of drugs, even though
}i "

they are takén voiuﬁt&rily, will: you gi\re that testimony some
thought and will you- p‘on?iide::_, it in determining your verdicts, -

! ‘.{!_
-_?i‘;‘

whatever they be? i
A Yes,: ',Pf“~ i "?5
Q And the fact that th:ls :Ls a voluntary act.on the
part of the defendant is not going to dissuade you or prevent

you from considering that testimony? ~
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TR»4 | A No, it wouldn't, ‘ _

. 5 j Q Will you do that even as it peértains, perhaps, to
{ his mental condition at the time the murders were committed?
A Yes,

MR, BUBRICK: No further questions, Thank you, Mrs.

Stanton,
o ALLEN L. TATUM, JR.,

0 | BY MR, BUBRICK:

10 Q Mr, T‘ﬁm;s may 1 ask you, sir, the general ares
n | in which you live 1in the city?

2 | A No;:t:heast.

- Q' Anﬂ the pature of your bhsiness or occéupation?

i4

Q
A

.' 15 Q Sir? ‘_-;f SR ‘.
A
Q

'
I atn a unit control supervisor for Barker Bros.

it !
.

6 I Am a tmi.t control supervisor for Barker Bros.

| Barker? - R O

1 | I8 there a Mrs, Tatum?

1 | A No, there isn't, | ,

2 | - Q And I take it this is the first fury case that
21 you have been on; is that correct, Mr, Tatum? )

2 ;. A That's correct,

23 ] Q Can I ask you, sir, .do you number among your

% | friends or assoclates any members of law enforcement?

25 A No,; none.
2% | Q How about a prosecutor's staff?
, 27 A None, |
. 2 j, Q Have you ever been the victim of any crime?
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A
tnp n.ths .

Q
A

Q

with that?
A

Q
A

P
" A

No.
L
v
. L]
" »
-2 ?f
4
J’
2
o < * 11
* 3 . L -
§ R £ ‘2‘ ; ;i
L ] [PV . 3
et I * ! A ' i1
. S o 1’ 4+,
H IR * ii *
s ¢ . L
K N e d
Py \ i b
% + ‘7 i

Yes, my apartment was buglarized twice within six

I hope you got the material back.

(Shakes head negatively,)

You didn't? I am sorry.

Were you forced to file a report in connection

Yes, I was.

Did you ever go to court and testify?
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7AR1 Ll Q Well, would that experience cause you to deny
. , | this defendant a fair tri.al? ' |
s A No, 1t vgouldn t,
4 | Q _' Bec#use yott have been the victim of some Bort of
s | eriminak handuct? o - 2 \
6l A Right. ,,’t APPSR
. . Q it would"x?.ot? I
8 A That's zight. | .- ;
9 Q Have you ever- studied lm, Mr, --
10 A No, I haven't. o
un Q -= Tatum?
12 1 Have you ever read any books or paperbacks,

13 | perhaps, in the general field of psychology or psychiatxy?

0 A No, I haven't,
. 15 Q ' Have you ever witnessed a ¢rime being committed?
16 A No, I haven't,
1w | Q 1 take it, then, you have never been called upon

18 | to be & witnessy lny sort of a criminal proceeding?

19 A That's ¢orrect,

2 Q Now, you have heard some of the discussion we

21 : have had about druge, Mr. Tatum.

22 Is your frame of mind such that you couldn't give

23 | this defendant a fair trial if you found or heard that he was

24 | a user or #buser of drugs or narcotics?

2 A Noj if that's what he enjoys doing, let him do it,

2% | Q Well, suppose he doesn't enjoy doing it but just
; 27- | does it, do you think that that would influence your thinking?

. 28 ‘f ’ A No.
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7AR-2 1 Q If the evidence disclosed that the defendint was
C ] , | voluntarily taking drugs at the time the murders are committed,
s | would the fact that :!.t was a voluntary act on his part preveat

4 | you from giving any c?nsideration to medical testimony intro-

5 | duced? : _,f il
6 | A; i Ncr, it wouldn te
7| ¢ Q“" ‘. Po; ymﬂ hav& any fealin_ga t;hat because this defendant

g | may have beeﬁ ‘u&:lng dfugs it: the tin{é it;f the murders and it
o | wids a voluntary Act:, that: iou: Would refuse to be concemed
10 about his mental cond:ltion? L

n | A No, . ISR

12 Q And if the judge tells you that even voluntary
13 drug’ ingestion may be considered by you in determining certain

1 | facets of this case, may I assume that you will follow those

. i5 | imstructions?
16 A That's correct.
17 - Q May I dsk whether you have.had occasion, Mr, Tat\img'

- 18 | to hear or vead about the Tate-La Bianca murders?
1 A No, really, I didn't follow the case that filly;-
20 | T just glanced at the IV and the paper and that's as fdr as
21 | it went.
2 Q I take it you knew during the year of 1968 and
22 | 1969 that there was such a thing as a homicide committed in
% | the Sharon Tate and the La Bianca homes?

5 | A I had hesrd dbout it because I didn't really live
% | 4in Los Angeles until October of '69, |
= | Q  October of '69?

Where did you comé from, Mr, Tatum?
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R

A Seattle, ;iin;hiﬁ‘ggﬁéni ‘i, |

Q Do you' r;feipgmbey’ ’rggdj;?g_k‘.';b]out this or hearing about
this in wWashington?

A No.

Q You mean it didn’t make any of the news media
there?

Appareritly not,
Q That's kind of refreshing.

But when you got here, you realized that such a

" matter had been litigated for some period of time?

A That's right,
Q And since then, since it has been : over; Mr, Tatum,

have you had occasion to read any books in connection with it?
A No, I haven't,
Q Do you ever talk to anybody who professed to know
anybody who was involved with that trial?

A Ro. _

Q Do you know the participants or recognize their
names? | _ |

A Only Mr., Manson. .

Q And what did you know of Manson?

A That he was the leader of this «=~

Q The leader?

How about the name of Susan Atkins, did you ever
hear of that?
A I heard of it, but I couldn't ~=
Q pid you ever read anything that 1s attributed to

her by way of a sthﬁépeht?‘

1 .
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T T . g - —— =
- { 1 - N N ¥ i‘ r ’
: P SIS T B I

ERr . L Ia . l; -

A Né‘);n—éﬂ,i"‘ I O R R

| Q Did anylg?._dy;g?g{:i d{i?puss with you any statements
| attributed to her? '~ SRR

A Now iy tETYUNE

Q Did you ever hear anything about Charles Tex
. Watson «-

A " No,

Q <= before you came to this courtroom?

A Nothing. ,

Q Did you know that he was & member of the group

before you came to this courtroom?

A No, I didn't,

Q Now, do you think you can put aside anything you
may have heard or learned about the Tate-La Bianca killings

~ and be guided solely by what you hear here?

A Yes, I can,

Q And may I assume that you will not permit Anyﬁody
to expreéss any opinion that they may have about the relative
merita of thig particular case, 1f you sit a=z a prospective
juror?

A That is correct.,

Q Now, you have indicated to the Court that you have |
no conscientious scrupl'ei against the fmposition of the death
penalty; is that correct?

A That's correct,

Q Have you ever thought, or ever had occasion to
think about the factual situation under which you would want

to impose the death penalty?
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A
Q

situation that you would require to be present before you would

impose only a life sentence?

Q

. Tatum, that the death penalty is the only proper punishment =-

A
Q

b murder?

A
Q

discretion in determining whetlier it be 1ife or death, assum-

ing you get that far?

A

No, I haven't,

Conversely, have you ever thought about a factual
No.
Do you have any feeling as you sit there now, Mr,

No, it is not,
== for one who has been convicted of first degree

It is not,
You realixe that you have absolute, unfettered

I do.
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malice aforethought, a&nd premeditation?

the courge qf this tr:!.al?

psychiatrist or psychologlst?

Q And you realize that that's after you make the
determination about a willful, premeditated murder with

A Yes.
Q Hoﬁ, you have heard some of the questions I have

asked H;:s Stanton about the use of drugs and its place during|

,?*‘A 1 aid,

. ;_Q . If I ,asked you all those questions individually
w;uld ,;ouz 'anawexa tend'é’:o be the same?

A."ZM 'l‘hat: ’s right.

Q .. 'Do you; have any feeling at all, Hr Tatum; that
you coq,ld noJ: giye this defendant a fair trial because he was -
a d;:ug user at the qtii;a;‘thia mirder was committed?

A No, I feel that everybody is entitled to a fair
trial, ‘ ,

Q How about the general field of psychiatry, Mr,
Tatum, do you have any feelings about psychiatrists in modern |
day society?

A It has helped a lot of people.

Q Do you know anybody who has ever gone to a

A No, I don't,

Q Do you believe that they are capable of interpret-
ing human behavior? |

A 1 do. |

Q If you had a friend or assoclate or somebody that

wids near or dear to you, Mr. Tatum, and they had a mental
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pz:qblem vzquld. ydu rgfer them to a psychiatrist?
o P I would. A

Q And would you be willing to do whatever the
psychiatrist told you to do 111 an effort to be helpful wir

A I would.

Q Asguming that the.:e" wag something «« I think I
have asked you whether you have éver read the subject matter

| of psychiatry?

A Yes. )

Q Is your frame of minid' about a psychiatyist such |
that you think you would either automatically accept or reject
the testimony they give? | ’

A Well, T would have to see both sides of it.

| Q You realize from what has beén said here that you |
are going to bé the one to determine what merit, 1£ any; there

s to psycl;iatric testimony?

A 1 do realize that,

Q Angd that he's just another witness &s far as you
are ¢oncerned and you have the right to treat his testimony
ag you will? ) . '

A That's right.

MR, ﬁﬂBﬁIGK: ‘Thank you, Mr., Tatum,

MARY E. TRAINOR
BY MR. BUBRICK: ‘
Q Nowwe go back to Mrs. Trainor.
A Yas.
Q I thinkthat's where we were.

-

s

e -
Lot
. ‘J 3

L
-
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e
7b=3 . =1.,}‘; o Mr,s. Trainor, mny I ask you, please, the general
. ez | a,rea;oi the. £ty in.which you live?

.:"

3 | . ‘”‘A Bout:hwast I.c{;n Aﬁgeles.
And‘ do you have a business ox occupation, please?

&
. n,,

T am ‘retired.

'w?l

What was your work?

- R B

Waitress, _

Is there a Mr., Trainor?

No longer,
o What was his work, if I may ask, please?
no Precision inspector.

1 Have you, Mrs. Trainer, ever been the victim of

13

any s of assaultive criminal behavior?

14
. 15

16

No, I have not.
Have you ever been 8 witness to & crime?

NO; I have not.
| Have you ever testified in court?

® No, I haven't.

¥ In comnection with any proceeding of any sort?
No.

Do you number among your friends any members of

20

21

Db@-bnhb?’n.ﬁb&'bbb”@bp

= the law enforcement agency?

2
8 fls,
25 |
2% |

a7

. 28:
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- Q How about a prosecutor's staff?

A None, |

q Now, you have heard what we have been saying about V_
the fact that this defendant lived a éo:t of a nomadic or a
hippie type of existence,

A Yes.

Q Evén though it is not what we might approve, Mrs,
Trainox, would you nmevertheless give him a fair and impartial
trial on the issue of whethex or not he is guilty of murdez?

A Yes, I would.

Q And is that true with respect to the fact that
there may be evidence that he was a user ot abuser of drugs?

A Yes.

Q Irrespective of how you may personally feel about |
the drug problem; I take it that you realize we are not
going to settle or solve that issue here?

A Yes.

Q May 1 also assume that your frame of mind ig such |
that even though you should find that the drugs were being
used voluntarily, you will si:iil; accept any medical evidence
offered about this defendant’s mental condition at that time?
X ' 31& Yes, I would,

o Q You don't feel, I take it that one who uses a
. drug on his own,j without Jbeing forced on him, should be held
xespon\iible ’f‘or’gverything he does without ariy limitation?

A NQ, I do not,

é__JQ ;’ Aud d.f there is psych:l.atric evidence ox medical
gyidence avg:l.lablg to put that in some soxt of a proper

1f4
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perspective, I take it you will listen to it and be guided by
it 1f you prefer to do that?

A Yes, I will,

Q Noﬁ, I think you have heaxd the judge tell Mxs,
Stanton that the defendant doesn't have to take the stand and |
testify at all because he hes no burden in the first trial.
Will you mevertheless i:hough require that he testify before
you make any determination?

A No; I woiild not.

Q You realize it is the people who have the burden
the first trial?

A Yes

Q May I ask you, Mrs. Trainor, whether you know

- anybody who has ever gone to & psyé¢hiatrist?
A Yes,
Q Pid you know that person before or while and after

they went?
A It was my husband, went once for an examination.
Q Ag a result of that experience, Mrs, Trainor,

do you have any feeling about the merits of psychiatry or
péyehiatti;sts? A
' A Yes. I think they are very useful in our society.
Q You think théy are useful in our soclety?
A Yes, they are, .
Q  And you think that they are capable of interpreting,ﬂ
h@n ‘l?el‘,:xagior? ' |
.+ A1 L'believe if they are gualified to do so and have

:pééééd their examinations, as we all must, I believe they
3 1 :

R R Rt oY CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




8-3

10 .
n o

12

13

21

2

23

2

25

* | opinion.

b S

232

Do ydu fee}. that a competent psychiatrist should be able to
' expresa an opinion in that field?
:‘. re A » Yesr‘.[ ck:vﬁ ?Iho else would there be?

should and could. "

Q Certainly we realize that there are good and bad
in every profession, but asau{ning that this is a competent
psychiatrist., |

A Yes,

Q You would feel that his testimony may be of some

A Yes I would.
Q And his particular expertise may be of some value?:
A Yes,; indeed.
Q Have you ever read in the field of psychiatry on
own? o

No, I have not.

How about the general subject of sanity ox insanity.

1 2 ’,Q‘.f: t’!’ou arg not;f;:esentful of anybody trying to tell
*you‘ whether a,pexson is sane or inssne?
§ '_._- Wel'lﬂ unless they are qualified to tell me I would

?:g;_ ?}lt 'a’ quﬁli&f::l,gﬁfgerson, if they told me, someone was oOr
was not, T would accept their word dvexr anyone else's,

Q Fine:; We axe assuming in all of these questions, |
Mrs. Trainoxr, that we are dealing with qualified ps-ychiatri;sta-L

A ~ Yes. Well, then, I would certainly accept their

Q I take it then there is nothing about your feeli-.ngT
about psychiatrists that would make you either automatically

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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or not they can be dominated by other individuals withian their

accept or automatically reject their testimony?

A 'No, I would not do anything automatically,
Q Fine. You will give that the benefit ~-
A Right., |

Q -~ of some thought and some deliberation?
A Right,

Q May I ask, Mrs, Trainor, whether you will set
agside whatever feelings you had with xespect to the one
experience you have had with your husband and psychiatxrists
.and be guided solely by what you hear here in the detem:[.nat:[.oT
of the relative merits of these psychiatriats?it

A Yes. He only made the one trip and, was only
an examination, nothing more.

Q Do. you feel also, Mrs, Trainor, that thexe is
merit to the use Of a psychiatrist in even a murder case?

A I believe there is merit at any time if the
evidence or if the situation demands it 6r requires it.

Q And even though we are involyed with & mirder case,',
-you feel that the doctor has a place here?

K 'A”' Yes, 1 do.

Q Do you have a feeling, Mrs. Trainor, because of
'yaur dwq life expgrj.encea that lead you to believe that
taenagere either can or cannot be dominated by othexs? |

f wbulﬂ have to think about that for a moment, sir)
I believa they can he domipated by pogssibly older people or
peo*ple= with sl;rmg'_ef w:_l-.'.!,;lsi We are not all alike,

Q How about do you have any feeling about whether
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i teenagera start getting out of the home they meet a lot of

own peer group, in other woxds, people of their owr relative
age oxr atandafd,sé | '

A I would think they could.

Q Do you feel that is posgible that they can be
dominated by other teenagers in spite of all the parental
contyrol?

| 0k Oh, yes.
f 4 Q In other words, you‘re;alizé, 1 take it, that when

people. A
U xéa. DR
'Q . Outside their own family.
{i ’A g 'rhe.y certainiy do. '
Q ) Let me ask you a few questions, if I may, please,

‘ -

Mrs. '.Era:lnof, aboul: the death “penalty.
Having hesrd what you have so far, Mrs. Trainor,
do you have any feeling at this woment that the death penalty 1
is the only proper punishment for first dégre‘e murder?
| A I don't think thar it is ever the only proper
punishment. It would depend upon the evidence.
Q And you would wait until you have heard everythingy

A Yes,
Q Before you decide which of the punighments to
impose?

A Yes, indeed.
Q 1 think you imst realize by now that the court
is not going to be of mich help in that particular issue

because there are no. guldes oi standaxds?

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



235

b235 i A Yes.
. 2 Q You do this on your own?
3 A Yes.
4 | Q I think you must understand that no matter which

5 | of these two permissible verdicts you return, you perform your
6 | Jjury duty just as well?

7 A Yés,

8 Q And do you have any f.éef].:lng that because of what

9 | -you may Know about the othér participants in this murder,

10 | and the outcome of thelr case, that you would feel compelled

n ) to treat this defendant the ‘s'amé?

Z ‘A" . No. He is -on: trial by himself, The others have

;34,_',-( }:ge‘i:r;‘se;fled., _So one hds nothing to do with thé other now.

L ; | Q Hay 1 assume that knowing as you do that this

. - i : defendant was a mep’ber of that same group, that he should

16 nevertheless be treated as an individual?

v | A " Yes!, He,still is an individual,

1 Q— Have you ever had a chance or hsdve you ever given |

© | any thoughé biru. *Tminbr, to the conditions under which
2 you would ;L_mpose the death penalty?
a A I wotild have to admit I have thought about some

22 instances, but again readiné gomething and being on a jury

% | would certainly make a differerice in how I would think.

" Q . However is what you have read guch & part of your |

% feeling at this moment that you think it might control your --3'

% A Not in this case.

. = Q -~ yerdict in this case?

% A Not in this case,
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YiQ May we assume that if the factors that you vead

‘ﬁ;,

about that you thought about, happen to be present in this

part!.c.ular case -_—

T

| SIRFION W uo, sixs

o Q _ =~ that you are not going to impose the death
per(alty just bdcause it happens to concur with something you
haye read ;ln t:he past?

‘A I would not.

Q Let me ask you conversely: Haye you ever thought
of a factual situation undér which you would impose a life
sentence?

A Not a factual one, at least nome that I have
thought of. | _ |

Q So that we don't start this trial with having &
burden of convincing you one way or .the. bther that either one
of two possible punishments is not justified in this case.

A - No. I think I could be completely impartial and’
decide on the evidesice, |

Q May I ask whether you have thought since you have

‘been in this courtroom now, whether you feel that the death

penalty is the only proper punishment for a multiple killing
cage?

A No.

Q How about a multiple killing -- after all there
are seven dead bodies -- along with some stabbings and some
beatings, drugs, weapons, things of that nature, would a
com bination of those things lead you to believe that this is |
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,or haa been suggested to you so far that would lead you to

g ;} Al ‘Nothing -at all*

the only kind of a punishment you would return in this case?
A No, it would not.
Q Well, you have had a chance also to reflect for a
day or 89, Mrs. Trainor. 1Is there any doubt that comes to
your mind based on anything I have said or the judge has said

'beliave you cannot give to t:h:ls defendant a fair trial?
THE ?OUR‘J,‘ 2, Ladies gnd gentlemen of the jury, we wiil
take our motninf retess at this time,

o - pr;.e ‘a_gqin.,;d‘o not form or éxpress any opinion in
this ;asé. Do not ciisc;x;ss it among yourselves and let no
one else talk to you about this case and keep your m:f.nds open,

We will have ashort recess. Thank you. |
{Recess,)
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9R~1 1 | THE COURT:; People against Watson,
. 2 | Let the record show all jurors are presents
3 All counsel and the defendant are present,
4 Mr, Keith, you may proceed.
5 MR.' REITH: Thank you, your Honor.
6 :
7 | | CARLOS RODRIGUEZ,
8 | BY MR. KEITH:
s | Q Mr, Rodriguez?
10 A Yes, sir.
n Q You are the president of a union; is that not

12 correct?

B | A Yes, I am,
14 Q And what ig that union, sir?

. 5 | A It is Local 1549, affiliated with the Steelworkers
6 | of America, AFL~CIO. |
mo Q Now, you told us yesterday, I believe, Mr.

s | 'Rodriguez, that there may be some difficulty or hardship
1 with your serving as a trial juror in this case for an extended'

2 period of time amounting to as long as two months.

2 Have y‘oﬂ resolved that problem?

2 A Y‘egt,'erd;nyi I resolved that p‘x.;oblem and there will
28 be no ditfﬂcuif::} whatsoever,

24 . - Q ¥Mk ylpu. . B (

5| ’ ‘Now ;" MEs . Rodriguez, have. you ever gat as a juror

* before, either. in. a«civi.l jor criminal case?
21 A Yes, I hlve. 2
| Q  What type of matter was it, civil or criminal?

!t‘
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© I'm BOXYY. . » . S

| .. decent exposure,

—
A Criminal case.

Q. *Qn,this:juror duty or a previous tour?

A. :ufpbroxipgtely sikapntﬁs ago - about a year ago,
Q Was ﬁhaﬁA%p'SupérioE!Cogrt or.Mnnictpal Court?

A Mﬂnicipalnggié¢:; 'Ej;r*

- Q And in what_junisdigt%on? .

 In what judicial district?

Los Angelesn, |

This Central District gight.here?

The Central District,’

How many criminal cases did you Qit on?

As far 28 I cdn remember, there was two cases,
Did they both -~ did both cases go to a verdict?
Yes, they did. |

What were the naturé of those cdses? Don't tell

L PO PO PO >

us the facts; was It a drunk drivipng case or assault and
battery or =~
A A thild molesting casé and the other involved in-
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10-1 1 Q Did anything occur during the coﬁrse of your .
® 2 sitting in those two cases that you think might in some manner |
3 | prejudice you against Mr. Watson in this case?
4 A No, sir.
5 | Q Nothing occurred that made you antg'_gonistic, say,

6 | towards defense counsel in those cases or towards the prosecu~ |
7 | tion in those two cases?

B | A None whatsoever,

9 ‘ Q Have you ever been the viétim, Mr, Rodriguesz,

10 of any type of ussutltive.com‘luct such as robbery, dssault

n and battery?

12 A 1 have not.
s | Q Has anyone near or desr to you ever been such a -
| ¥ | vietim? C
.. 15 i A N?,'ij .S'ir&-'“
16 N Q " ‘Pardon me?
w | : A . No, cei¥. i;h‘ , ,. Ly
18 qQ Ra!?e; y;:u ever witnesscd a crime of vio!ence?
B A No, si‘ﬁ, I have mt.
20 Q Have you ever testified in court as a witneas
2 | {n any kind of cage? - Pl
2 A No, I have not,
2 | Q 1s there a Mrs. Rodriguez?
% A Yes, there is,
%] B Q And where do you live generally, not the street
% |  address?
2 A Fast Los Angeles.

Q Is Mrs, Rodriguez employed outside the home?
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A No, she is not,

Q Hag she ever been?

A She was employed approxima.tely five years ago in
& manufacturing place,

Q Do you have g:hildren, gir?

A Yes, 1 have.

Q How many children do you have?

A Four children.

Q What are theilr ages?

A -Twenty-*pne; years of age, my daughter, 19 years

of age, male, 14 §§n;£g of age, female, and 10 years of age,

male- .. ‘ '*l"" .
q y - Are 'your oldest daughter and son students by any
chance? © . . . L s s

TA My on ls a ktadedt, s -

Q How about your diaughter, what does she do?

A She is working as 'a medical clerk at Children's
Hospital. 1o DO AU

Q Are 1'11’ four off your children living at home?

A Yes, they are,

Q And how long have you resided in this county,
Mr, Rodriguez?

A Oh, I will not give you my ‘age.'. 48 years,

Q Have you always lived in the East Los Angeles
area?

A Yes, I have.

Q How long have you been president of the Steel-

workers of America local?
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A Six yaars.
Q Have you always been affiliated with union &ctivi-

eyl ,.aa.,

A 1 S:I.nce btck in 1948. | .
©Q ‘. 1 mean during your pro&uctiye adult ]J.fc, of
course. . e
A 1'd say Yes, - ‘. -
| Q Were you employed also along with your union

S

activity by steel cpncerns'l

A Yes, T am. _ )

Q Ia your sole occupation now president of the
union or do you also still work?

A That is a dual purpose, I work -ipproxim‘ately 50
percent as & production mechanic and T ténd to my union
activities 50 percent of the other time, four hours and four

hours, approximately,
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11r-1 Q For what concern do you work?
1 B
@ A American Can Company, in the City of Vernon.
~ 2 . . :
Q In the course of your employment, in the course of

your union activitéles; have you ever witnessed any violent
a.ctivity between, 1et 's say striking members of the union and
scabs V. 6r vhai; hlve you; has there ever been any violence

| that you hive been involved with in union activities?
. I P

e ilot p‘hysica]l vfolencﬁ, no; ‘
Q In other words, any strike that you have been

o | involved wi.th hag aiways been fa ‘peaceable one?

A Fortunately,

n | AN : S g

!

o
= | Q Mr,” Rodriguez, concéxning the publicity attendant

15 | upon the Tate-La Bianca homicides and the Manson trial, did

1 you ever -- were you ever exposed to any of that publicity?

. 5 A News media, yes,

16 Q And were you aware of the outcome of the Manson

1 trial prior to being seated in the jury box here?

18 A Yes, 1 was,

" Q And as a result of that awareness did you form
. | any opinion of the guilt or isnocence of those persons,
51 | Charles Manson and the female defendants who went to trial

2 | in that matter?

23 A No, I did not.
26 Q Do you have an opinion now as to the guilt or
% innocence of Mr. Watson, who sits before you?
% A I have not,
27 Q . You realize that he is charged with the same
| . s | offenses that those defendants were charged with?
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A Yes, I am aware that he is charged.
; oot e ¢

Q Yoy are aware that HLe iaféharged with seven counts
| of murder?
| A Yes.

Q Are you aware now that Mr, Maﬁson was tried and

_convicted of those same seven counts of murder?

A Yes. ‘
Q ' Having thet knowledge, does that make you believe

 at this time that Mr, Watson is more likely guilty than

| innocent of those same geven counts of murder?

A No.

Q Would you treat him separately and apart from
Mr. Manson and the female defendants who stood trial in that
other case that was tried last year and part of this year?

A I would consider this &s a separate and completeiy
different case, h

'Q You wouldn't be biased or prejudiced against Mr,

. Watson because of what happened in that other case?

A No.

Q You promise me that?

A I promise you that,

Q You are absolutely positive that you have no

opinion sabout Mr. Watson's culpability because of your aware-
ness of the outcome of the Manson trial?
A No, I have no opinion; I don't even know Mr, Watson
Q I take it that you'dfd not follow the so-called
Tate-La Bianca homicides and the trial that erisued as a
result of those hoqiqides-with any regularity or any special

" CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES

1 » "
3
s N . i ' [ e




245

| attention? _
. A Not wi,.tih any-special attention, no..
| Q Did you ever discuss the case with any fellow
employeés or union members or members of your family?

A As a passing conversation, yes; I have,

Q Did you ever hear anybedy express an opinion to
you or to others in your presencé concerning their views on
that ~- that's kind of redundant, isn't it? =~- did you ever

- hedr anybody express an opinion to you or to others in your
presence about Charles Manson or his -- the pegie with whom

16

" he associated?

" A About Charles Manson, yes.

Q And do you have an opinion about Manson, yourself?
A The opinion that I have is that he had a fair

13

14.

.‘ 5 . trial and he was justly dealt with,
6 | Q And do you know who he was?
;,f ' A He was & leader of this particular cult,
18 Q Now, call it a cult, if you will, that's all

19 _‘ right; but, let's assume that the evidence shows that Mr;

% Watson was a member of that same cult, this may have an

o1 evidentiary value in the case; to be sure, but would you so

» | hold it against Mr. Watson that h¢ knew Mr, Manson, that you

55 | would automaticslly £ind him guilty of first degree murder?
2 A No, I would not.
124, 25
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- #12 i | Q" T dave say that in the event you were selected as |
. 2 | a tz:ial Juror and the case wag subm:l.tted £o you for decision, |

5 -and you found f£rom all the evidenee that you had a reasonable |
+ | doubt that M, Watgon was gullty of first degree mﬁder,
5 | you wouldn't hesitate to return some lésser verdict, 1e that

5 | -correct?
7 , A If there is a reasonable doubt then.
8 . I ¢ You wouldn't have any trouble sticking to your

' 9 |  guns and retuining such a verdiet, would you?

10 | o A No. : .
w| Q  Even though you might feel that public sentiment
12 :" or the comiutity in which you reside might have a different
.| opinion about Mr. Watson's culpebility or complicity, this
14 :. " wouldn't affect your deliberation in this case, would it?

. No.

% 1 Q °  You would promise that, that no extraneous factors|

7 1 or cireumstances such as publié" sentimént ok public passion

¥ | would in any way affect your deliberations?

v I ¢ No,

2| Q Or affect your ability to 'give' Mr. Watson a fair |

2] triar? , S |

2 A No, it would not affect my ab:!.lity in my

» deliberations. ; ‘

= - Q You,; of course, have heéard many times that Mr.

i Wa’tsgn is now presumed innocenla." Would your knowiedge of the |

A owicpm of the Manson case 'in any way, ox does it in any way
. I }27., . ,pi"ake you feel that that presumpﬁ;ion of innocrence has already

o - ;"m_’; 1.""been whittled away?

P 4

' P TP I
4 L T i £iv gf' ‘;" -
P T R S R T A S B S

B 13 . - [ - - - ¥, "
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.affected Mr, Watson's mentdl state and mental condition in

- X " A N s
§ i_ , - w N oL E,

A - Ne, + 7 -0

Q i 4 beli.eve that there will be evidence in this caseL
or at leasl: for the sake of our discussion let us assume there
will be that Mr, Watson was, if not addicted, very psychologicLlly
dependent upon drugs.

. Would this fact in and of itself so prejudice you |

against ﬁz:w.,’&lat;son. that you would find it diffidult to give
him a fair trial bearing in mind that such psychological
dependence on drugs may have an important bearing on your
deliberation in this case?

I am not suggesting that such addiction may not
be material and relevant, What I am asking you is solely
because of psychological dependénce upon drugs, if that is
what the evidence shows, would you deny him a fair trial?

A | No. 7T wéuld not deny him & fair trial.

Q Would you consider such dependence as it may have |

1968 and 1969 for whatever value you deem or whatever weight
you believe 1t should carry, regardless of any 1like or

regardless of any aversion or animosity you may have toward

drug users?
A No, only as it is related to the case in itself.
Q In other words, you wouldn't deny Mr, Watson a

fair trial if the evidence did show that he was an abiuser of
narcotics and drugs?

A No, sir.

Q And you would consider such evidence in the light

of whatever bearing you may deem such evidence may have in
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connection with Mt, Watson's culpability and Just not cast
Mr, Watson aside and give him short shrift because of any
drug use on his part? That is sort of a complicated question,
A That is right., I understand what you are saying. |
Q Have you read any books or articles on the effect
of LSD or Speed or belladonna or other forms of dangerous
drugs and narcotics on the human mind?
A Not as a matter of truth. Comstructive |
information just for the purpose of knowing a little about it,|
I have no general knowledge about the use of drugs. |
Q Do you have any preconcéived idea at this time as |
to what LSD or Methedrine, which is speed, or other dangerous
drugs do to peopie's minds?
A Based on what I have read in the mewspapers and
Buch, ‘
S Q Would you be able to set aside any such pre-
conceived notlions you may have and listen to the evidence
in this case bBearing wpon that subject mattexr?
: Definitely.,

tr

¥
¥ L
LR
"{
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#13 1 Q In othex words, you'd try this case in accordance
. 2 | with the evidence presented from the witness stand, and the

3 | witness gtand; alone, and not because of something that you

4 read or heard or considered in the past «-

5 A Correct. _

6 | T Q -~ putside of court?

7 A Right.

s | Q The evidence may also show, as we have discussed

o with other prospective jurors, that Mr. Watson was a Hippie.

| . Is that going to so prejudice you against him that
1 | you'd have trouble giving him a fair trial?

1z A No; no question.

B | Q And that he did live a commmal style existence

14 with Mr. Manson and other members of the so-called Manson

. 15

family, would that make it hard for youto give him 4 fair

6 1 trial?
. A No, it would not.
. Q Again, I am not suggesting that such evidence

® may not be relevant and material in this case, but you

? 1 wouldn't -~ would you cast such great importance or weight

2 upon such evidence -- no, 1 don't like that question; let's

# { start over,
2 ‘ You may not agree w:!.t:h the sort of life style in

vhichu Mr. Watson lived dur:lng the period of two years, two and|

T

2
gk - . i
s ]’w,,,_”ga' ha],f years, but would you so -- have such animosity towards |
C |
P ‘Mr., Wataqn bEcaUSe of the vay he lived that you would, as I
. + !
?iﬁdicated befo::e, sort of cast him aside and not listen to

what he had to; say or what the witnesses in his béhalf have to

. f-
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-?;;. Q  Incidentally, do you know anybody personally that

-1.~ “ T
18 |

‘ employee's .drug problem that has, perhaps, wade you so hateful|

say, and close your mind to his defense?

A No, testimony will wake me make a determination.

Q You won't decide this case after the prosecution
finishes its evidence, will you; you'll keep an open mind if
you are selected as 4 trial jurox?

A  FKeep an open mind,

Q And consider all fha ovidenge'thét comes before
you?

A Right.

Q You promised Mr. Bubrick and I and Mr. Watson
you v;ould do that; right?
Fas Absolutely,

v
4

A
‘has had a drug problem?
CE Yas. c

i d : And would t:his be some acquaintance at work -~
without ﬂely;r.pg ;[v;{to any personalities?

' [

RS

A It was some employee at American Can.
P ‘». Ar‘xd ¢old this problem, this employee had, cause
you to form some opinions about the use of drugs, the use
of 1llegally obtained drugs? '
" Now, I will withdraw that guestion; you are having
trouble with it. ‘ -
A It 1s a difficult question.
Q Did anything happen in commection with that

toward the use of drugs in genexal that you'd have difficulty
giving Mr. Watson a fair trial?
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-even know whether he made the Sheriff's department or not, as

A None whats.oev'e:z,
Q Do you know any meémbhexrs of law enforcement, Mr;
Rodriguez?

A Not personmlly, no.

Q I mean personally.

A " No,.

Q  And by that I am including prosecutors and police-|
meén and highway patrolmen #n*d deputy sheriffs. |

A No. Excuse wme, I know one that is & hal£~brother,f

and this was strictly for character reference -- I don't

fax as that goes.

Q Your eldest daughter is a medical clerk?

A Medical elerk. .

Q . And where, six?

A Children's Hospital.

That's right, you told us and T didn't write it

”
. .

o
e

« ., F .

down - and do you discuss together her work?

H

> (,A»‘ ‘ Occauional,iy.
‘9' And when you say she is a medical clerk, does she |

~

have any expgsure td medical doctors specializing in psychiatry
at the Ch:l.ldren's Hospital, to your knowledge?

‘a0 Occasionally, not too often.

Q Do you ever discuss psychiatry with your -daughtér?

A Pardon? _ '

Q Do you ever-discuss the field of psychiatry with
your daughter?

A Yes.
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_-“ 5w0i1]‘.d not in any way be prejudiced against medical doctors

] -
. A}
Aw

C ;{,, A *"'. 'HQLI’ wpuld nof:.

Q Is she interested in that field, psychiatry or
psychology?
| A This is why she is here, because she is going
into: college to go into child psychology.
B j Q I would think consequently that you, yourself,

specializing in psychiatry.

b ) Do you know anybody at all that has undergone
psychiétrig t;re{-atment or examination?

A ﬁo, I do not.. '

T 'Q'*:‘ ’And "db you believe that theére is a proper function
in our society for the psychiatric profession? |

A Yes. ‘

Q Do you ll:eliav‘e thﬁt a qualified and competent
paychiatrist is able to explain and understand and interpret
the workings and processes of the human mind?

MR. BUGLIOSI: This is a little bit for prejudgfing. Ehe
evidence, I think. - .
| THE COURI: Read the question to me; please.

(Record read by the reporter;)

THE COURT: In generdal, just in general,

A In some cases, in general, yes.

Q BY MR, KEITH: What I am getting at is, you don't |
believe In your mind or heart that psychiatrists are generally
incompetent or charlatans or not able to do the job they
profess to be able to do?

A No, I do not believe that,
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In 1968 we helped negotiate psychiatric treatment |
for our constituents. This is part of our contract;, s0 ==
does that answer?

Q I should have asked that question right in the
beginning, I would have saved some time,

In othex wordé, in your uﬁian contract there 1is
a provigion that members of the union may have certain
benefits in the event they need psychlatric treatment?

A Right,

-+ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




254

L4R-1
o , | reject the testimony of any psychiatrist that might appear

i Q You certainly would not automatically

here in court, but you would weigh and consider his testimony
. | in the light of the instructions that will be given you by

s | his Honmor? ’ |

6 A Yes, , ,f
7 ' Q Now, i:aychi.atriats may testify in this case con-

8 cérning the mcntal capaci.ty of Mr, Watson, the defendant here.
9 , Do you find that, oF wbul.d yéu find it impossible,
10 | or would you tmtomatically reject: any testim:my of a psychiatrisgt
1n | that Mr. Watgon could hot. have the mental capacity to pre-
i | meditate or deliberate? ‘

1B A I would have to wei.gh the testimony.

You would listen to such testimony?

1 would definitely listen,

14 }
16, To such testimony?
17 A Yeﬂ,

"18 You wouldn't automatically reject it, would you?

> O > O O

19 Not automatically reject it, nos

20 Q Even though there may be séven dead -~ or there are:
2 | seven dead bodies involved in this case, and even though there
22 | may be multiple stab wounds and even though you may be subjected
5 to. seeing some very gruesome photographs and even though knives ’
2 | or guns weré used, you would still, would you not, consider

% | such psychiatric testimony of mental capacity carefully and

2% | deliberately? '

% | | A 1 would,

z Q With reference to the death penalty, you understand
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the only reason we are-discussing this with the prospective

EjurOrs is thig 1s the only oppurtunity wa_hnve to do so.

In the event that phase of the trial is reached,.
you understand that there is, first, the issue of guilt or

" innocence to be decided and then if that is decided adversely
' to the defendant, there is an issue of insanity to consider,
and then if that is c¢onsidered adversely, there is an issue of

| what pepalty to iupose - life or death,

In the event & jury reaches a vyerdict of first

I degree murder, only in that event, and the defendant were

found aane, would you be required to deliberate on the ques-

 tlion of 1ife or death, - You understand that now, do you not?

A Yeit 1 do.

Q With respect to the death penaity, would you auto- .
matically impose it in a first degree murder case?

A Not automatically, no, '

Q Do you believe that because a defendant has been

. convicted of f£irst degree murder, the death penslty is more

1ikely to be the proper péndltf ;han,life imprisonmpnt,fwitha

:.out.ragatd to the facts gn@icircumstances of the case and the

background and history of the defendant himseif?

A ‘ I'wduldihn#e to take all thg.fa;fs into considera-
tion. o | ,

i

’Q‘ (Wbuld you automatically: impose the death penalty
or be mnreAlikeli to do so becaise you. Were exposed to some
gruesome pictures and multiple stab wounds and multiple gun~
shot wounds and seven dead badies?

A It wpu}d,hqye;npﬁhipg:tq do with it,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




10’

1 -

12

13

14

15

6

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

256

Q Do yqu have any Opinion at the present time cons
cerning the validity of the death pen;lty -~ and let me put

it this way: Let's suppose the lssue of capital punishment

was placed on a ballot andAyou.were asked to vote yes of no
whether to retain cgg%tal.puqtshgeng‘pr to abolish it. Would
you know at the present time how you would vote, or would you
be undecided at the present time and want more time to think
about it? ]

A ~A.t the present time, I am undecided.

Q Have you ever discussed the aspects of capital

punishment, the pros and cons, with other people, Mr.

- Rodriguez?

A Yes, I have,

Q And despite such discussions at the present time
you haven't made up your mind how you would vote, if such an
issue were on the ballot?

A That is correct.

Q In the event the insapity phase of the triadl is
reached, can you tell us, Mr. Rod¥iguez, whether you believe
that a psychlatrist is gqualified to advise us,.all of us,
whether or not a particular person is legally insane or insane"
under the rules of law that apply to that situation.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Again, your Honor, I have an objection,

It seems that this 1s asi ing the jﬁry to prejudge the evidence,
Are they qualified to advise us? The jurors are not going'
to kﬁow~nnt11 they hear the psychiatrist, The jury might
say no, that the man 18 not qualified to advise us.
MR, KEITH: I will withdraw the question.
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THE COURT: All right, It is withdrawn. So it requires |
no explandtion. Withdrawn, |
Q BY MR, KEITH: I will ask you this and see what
happens. Do you think it is possible that an individual who

has committed a crime can be legdlly insane and not respon-

" sible legally for his acts?

A I think it is possible. Nothing definite, though,

' but it is possible.

Q What I am saying is & person who 1s legally insane

or found to be legally insane in this state is not considered

" eriminally reéﬁpnsible for what he has done or not done,

12

I think the best way to put it is: When faced
with’such a problem in court, would you follow his Honor's
instructions on that subject and not reject them out of hand,
because you- mﬁiﬂhéve difficulty believing In the'concept of
legal 1naanity? - B sl

"A Yes% T would foliaw his Honor's instxuctions,
Q Getting back briefly to the issue of the death
penalty, Mr, Rndriéﬁe&iyiﬂd.£i§§£~degree murder, Do you
think that thiq must be a firgt degree murder cise because
the proaecution'ha; told.you that it is seeking the death
penalty? ‘
A Nos I would have to listen to the testimony,
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#15 1 Q You are not so overawed by the prosecution's
. 2 | position in this case that you might not be able to give
3 | Mr. Watson a fair tr:l.al and you'd just automatically return
s " a verdict of f:lrst de%ree mu:der bacaus& ‘the’ prosecut:l.on 8ays
5 | that's what you ought to do?" o

6 . You won't have that stlte o;E'mind, would you?
7 | A I will not do anything automatically.
8 Q Do you believe, Mr. Rodri.guez, "in the concept of

2 | retribution as a doctrine to consider when determining whethe::-‘
0 | to impose life or death?

B A Again, you are talking sbout an eye for an eye.
¢ Q Yes, | |

B A No.

1 Q Now, having, perhaps, pondered the question of

your fitness, if I may use that term, to sexve as a trial

| juror in this case last night and perhaps this mozning, of

T | " your qualifications to serve as a trial juror, and all that

18 means is being abl

® THE COURT: Gentlermen, I can hear you up here.

MR, BUGLIOSI: All right, your Honor.,

. Q BY MR, KEITH: Can you think of any reason why
22

20 |

you could not give Mr, Watson a fair trial -~ and be completely

# | candid with us, because I'm sure there may be many subject

2 matters that I haven't touched upon that you can think of that

» might have a bearing on youx ability to be fair in this case?
A I can't think of anything at all.
27

. : MR, KEITH: Thank you, Mr. Rodriguez.

26
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15-2 1 MURIEL C. OBERRINDER,

. . 2 | BY MR, KEITH:

Is it Mrs. QOberrinder?

Yes,

Am I pronouncing your name correctly?
That's coxrrect,

And is there a Mr, Oberrinder? |
Lieutenant Commandex Oberrinder was killed in action.
Second World War?

0 - That's right.

n Do you have any children; Mrs. Oberrindex?

L No.

1B Are you employed or have you been?

14 Yes,

And what is the nature of your occupation?

16 Investigation,

1 For what concern? | .
Merrit. '
Parqon ina?

Her;n:t.t: Service of Californfl.as ' ii

8 .

19

= 0 > O B O Lo PO O P Lo L >0

20

2 Q Perhaps you could explain a bit furthar what you

2 mean by investigator for Me:::;:it;c -Service.

% I am sorry, but: I haven’t heard of that company.

#* A Well, it is testing the integrity, service and

attitude of employees,
# Q 0f other companies?
. 27 A Other corporations, yes,

- a Q In other words, you investigate applicants for
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A No, it is after they are employed.

Q After they dre enployed?

A And they know that they are being tested.

Q When you say investigation, do you do what a
detective does and go out and try --

No.
Q «= to find something about them?
A No.

Q You are talking about aptitude tests and the like
within the confines of the Merrit Service of California
Cbmpany? ‘ ‘

A It 1s not exactly an aptitude test, no.

Q Well, I realize that, I just seized upon that word

for lack of a better one, offhand.

A And I am on leave at the momert§ I have been on
leave for two and a half years,

Q Is that medical leave?

A Yes; durlng an assignment I was injured in the
Palm Springs area.

Q Is that an automobile accident oxr something?

A Yes.

Q And you still haven't recovered from that
accident?

A No, itfs my arm,

Q By reason of the accident are you in pain at the

présent time?

A No, I am not.

y ? “ l“ '
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Q I don't mean to be ilmpertinent,
A I am not in pain, but they had to take bone from
my left thigh and it will take a little time,

Q In what part of the county do you reside, Mrs,
Oberrinder?

A The Handcock Park area.

Q Do you know, by reason of your occupatién or

otherwise, are you well acquainted with any members of law

enforcement?
A Not in Southern Cdlifornia, no.
Q Where are you?

A Well, my brotherii;hlaw is Sheriff of Alameda
Comty in Nbrthern California
Q The sheriff ox, aldeputy sheriff?
A No, the aheriff ’
Q Do you know Mr. Pitchess, gourself, the sheriff
here? LU

A No, 1 don't, ey ot e

Q Do you talk to you; brcéher-in~law from time ﬁo
time about his duties and functions?

A Oh, my brother-in-law doesn't discuss his duties
with we,

Q Bearing in mind ~-

A My goodness.

Q Bearing in mind there may be some sheriffs
deputies -~ pardon wme?

A 1 beg your pardon. What did you say?

Q 1 didn't say much of anything.
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NP R TE

: Whaty I was going to ask you was, do you think the
fact that your brother-in-law i{s the sheriff in Alameda |
County would make it difficult for you to give Mr, Watson a
falr trial?

A I do not.

Q Simply because the she;;iff stands for law
enforcement and Mr. Watson is accused of violating the law
in a most serious way? '

A Well, that has nothing to do with the case at all,
ag far as I 4m concerned.

Q I realize ~-

A Yeah, :

Q  The sheriff of Alameda Cownty has nothing to do
with this case, but what I am suggesting is that -~ maybe he
gioes -- what I am suggesting is that you perhaps have a
close reia!:j.onship with him and then as 4 result you might
side w;ltﬁ the prosecution more than the defense simply because
of that relationship. ' ‘ | |

A My brothernin-law doesn’t discuss anything as far |
ag his work is concerned; and when I am up in Northern
California we are not ‘discussihg, law enforcement,

Q Well, we'll drop that subject.
A And T also have a nephew who is a policeman in

Q- Would the same apply to him ~- -
A That's right.
Q - as applies to your brother-in~law?
A

We hdve too many social things to discuss,

-."? 3 . *
. o
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Q Have you evex been the victim of a crime of
violence, Mrs. Oberrinder?
< A No.

. ;Y Q@  Bave you ever been & witness in court?
A Yes, I have, in my work.
Q .. Was that a criminal case oxr a civil case?
ST .,‘ Aa ':12 think yﬁu'd call it a civil case.
.. Q _‘We]‘.l, was it a domestic relations case or -=-

..*a

P03 A 1¥e, it was a theft.,

} -Q, Sombody was suing the insurance company; is that

m'.

wh.at: you are tell:t.ng us ==
A Yo,
~=- complaining of a mysterious disappearance?

A No, shortage in & large department store,

Q Did you investigate this shortage?

A Yes.

Q And you testified in behalf of the department
store? |

A Yes, because I was the witness that saw the
person.

Q Are you sure t;hat: was a civil case as opposed to

a criminal prosecution?

A I'm sorry, it was a criminal,

Q = Is that the only occasion in which you testified
in & criminal case ox any case?

A Yes.
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R16-1 1 Q Getting to the subject of publicity, Mrs,
. 2 Oberrinder, before coming to court yesterday, did you know
3 | the outcome of the Manson case, or had you ever heard of it?
s | A Before coming to court yesterday?
5 | Q Yes, ; .
6 ' A No. I didn't read anything before coming to court |

. _ o
7 | yesterday, ;7i°
g | l q { { ‘About the Manson case?

9 { A No, J;didnot. Co T

+
n_,":1

o Q So ybu never knew even what happeried in that case
n until you came to; court yesterﬁdy?
12 A Oh, no. You sa.:l.d before I came to court yegter-

13 day, You mean: pfevious to yuaste‘fday?

X 1 Q Yes. Perhaps I wasn't as articulate &s T should
o 5 { have been.
16 A Yes. - 1 read about the Manson case,
7 Q Did you know the outcome of that case?
18 A Yes, I did. | .
19 Q Had you formed any opinion, or do you now have

# | an opinion concerning the guilt or infocernce of Mr, Watson

21 1 here?

22

A No,
» Q By reason of what you have read and heard?
. A No, sir, I do not.
5 Q And perhaps seen on television concerning the
% Manson case?
. 2 A No,
.. 2 I Q You, of course, realize that Mr, ﬁats_on is
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facts of this case, yet, : 31 : '?;

. charged with the same offenses that Mr, Manson was chiarged
| with?

A Yes,
Q Would that fdet have anything to do with making

it imposgible for you to give Mr. Watson a fiir trisl?

A No, Jii: iwould not.

Q chausé Mr, Manson and three femsle defendants

-~ 5

| were. fouﬂd guilty of first degree murder in that case, do you

believg Mr. Wutson is: a.lgo gui}ty of .£irst degree murder?
A I’can t say that, becsuse I haven't heard the,

Q ho you ‘have ‘an Opinion that he is more likely to-
be guilty of ‘f;ik.}t:‘s‘ﬁ degrae :m!n;'d?g‘ ‘:than not to be because you
know what htp‘ﬁen‘e'd i:; th; ‘mnso;i case?

A No. I didn't read sbout Mr. Watgon and I never
heard of Mr, Watson until I came into this courtroom,

q So you had no knowledge before coniih_g to court
yesterday as to whether or not Mr, Watson had anything to do
or was - . - ‘

A That is right.

Q -= anywhere around the Tate-La Bianca killing?

A Yes, because I was in the hospital most of the
time when that was going on:

Q Incidentally, was that an automobilé accident?

A Yes, it was.

Q Do you feel that you would be in any way piejn-'
diced against Mr. Watson in being able to 1is£en,. or would
just automatically out of hand reject any evidence offered in
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his behalf because of your knowledge of Manson?

A Oh, no,

Q And did you know that Manson was the leader --
A Yes.

Q -= of a commune or cult as 1t has hbeen sometimes

referred to?

A Yes.,

Q And did you algo hear or know that there were a
number of yo‘ung; girls and young men along with Manson, living
in this commune in a hippie sort of life style fashion?

A Yes..

Q Would you hold that against Mr, Watson and not
be able to give h'i';m : falr trtal in the event the evidence
showed that he in some way was associlated with Mr, Manson,
knew him and fo'.llowed him?

PAL Mo, T would not. - :

Q Wou;ld you hold it against him to the point of
being unable to give.him a fairttrial -

A No. | o _

Q - g&&&éé mé;;léé mé finish -~ because Mr, Watson

was sometimes called a hippie?

No.
Q Or used or abﬁsed drugs? ‘
A No. | .
Q Voluntarily, for 't:ha-t matter?
A No.
Q Again, as I said to other prospective jurors,

T am not suggesting that these facts; if they are facts, may
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not be relevant and material in this case and that you should

consider them,

What I am asking you is because of your very

possible dislike for hippies or‘ drug users or communal style

living, that you will gsimply reject any testimony lautoma.tic.-

. ally off.ered, by Mr. Watson in hi.s behalf?

A No, ‘I wouldn't, -1 will weigh both ::Ldeso

Q You, of course, realisze by now that there will
be undoubtedly psychiatric testimony offered by both the
Peopie and the defendant concerning Mr. Watson's mental state
during 1968, 1969, even 1970, and particularly his meéntal
state in the evenings of August éth and 9th, 1969,

Would you just simply reject and not listen to
such psychiatric evidence, because of some possible antipathy
on your part toward psychiatrists or the paychiatri‘c field in
general? _

‘ A No. I would listen to both Bide#, if _‘there are
going to be two Pﬂth:!.atri'sts.
Q There might be a lot more than two psychiatrists,

but you will listen?

A I will certainly listen to all of them,
Q ° There may be a psychologist for that matter, You

_would listen to him, too, wouldn"'t you?

A Yes, I would,

Q«'I ~ And you don't have then any fneling that the
psychiatric profzssion is pade up largely of charlatans or
incompetents, or do_y'du ,k:gow '.nn)r_bpdy that has had any bad
experience with a ps-yéhiatrizst;?

L
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No.

A
Q Or psychologlsts?
A No.

Q Has any c¢lose friend or member of your family

ever been treated or examined by a psychiatrist?

A No. L ,

Q Or psychologist?
A No.
Q Have you read any books or literdtures or articleés |

| on the subject of psychiatry or psychology?

Well,; yes,
Or studied it in school, for that matter?

Yes, psychology.

oo Lo >

Have you read books on psychologjr?
Just in schoel.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Does the Court wish to adjourn now.

THE COURT: MHow close, Mr. Keith, are you with being
through with Mrs. Oberrinder?

MR, KEITH: I would have another ten minutes.

THE COURT: We will recess at this time, ladies and
gentlemen of the jury.. Once again, do not form or express
any opinion on this case, Do not discuss among yourselves
or with anyone else the ciase and keep your minds open. 1:30,

MRS. OBEREINDER: May I dsk you a question?

THE COURT: What is on your mind?

MRS. OBERRINDER: Well, we don't say that we are even
on this jury, do we?
| THE COURT&E? Not yet, no.

;o
i

. *
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MRS. OBERRINDER: I haven't., So I just wondered about

You are rot on the jury yet, no.

No, I didn't think so, Thank you.

THE GOURT:
MRS. OBERRINDER;

(Noon recess.)
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, AUGUST 3, 1971, 1:30 P.M.
-‘-QOO-- '
THE 'COURT: People aga%nst Watson.

Let the record/all jurors are present and in

their places, All counsel are present with the defendant.

Mr, Keith, you may proceed,
MR, KEITH:; Thank you, your Honot.

Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.
THE JURORS: . Good afternoon,

w4
M

) ' MURIEL G. OBERRINDER,
A “ T

BY MB. REITH: ‘" .. 1 .

Q Mrs, Obérrinder, briefly on the issﬁe of capital

punistment, would you ‘automaticlly invoke or impose the death

penalty in a first degre? murder case, assuming there was

conviction of first degree mrder?

A Well, it depends upon the case, of course, and the |

evidence -~

Q Then you wouldn't automatically -

A No «-

THE COURT: Wait a minute, Mr, Keith; you are stepping
on the lady's lines, '

Q BY MR. KEITH: Go ahead; I apologize for being
rude. | |

A I wouldn't automatically do anything.

Q You would carefully weigh and consider the
evidence that may be presented to you on the issue of |
penalty or punishment, ‘wci‘uld‘ you not -~
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2 A Yes, sir, T would,
. Q ~= before reaching a decision? ’

You understand that you have the untrammeled or
unfettered, as the expression is sometimes used, &iscfetion
'as to which pernialty to impose; you unders;l:md that?

A Yes, I do.
7 Q And at this moment -~ at this moment, knowing what
' you do about the case, do you have thé preference of one
 penalty over the oéhni'?
. A No, ‘because I haven't heard the evidence yet.

\"'»7:

10
1 Qo And would you have the courage to return the

. pentaltyidf life i.mprisobnient 3 ﬁ you felt that was proper,

13 even though you ’miy' believe t:h&t people in the commmity or

u | friends or neighbors’ or populnr,gentiment might have a differ-
Ly

. ‘ 5 | ent view? <o SR
6 A 1 dén Ef’"‘" ’;,15_,‘:'1 :"1
7 Q In other words, you wouldn't be swayeéd by what

18 | you felt popular sentiment to be?
19 A Oh, no; indeed not.
18£. w |
-
22
23
24
%
2

27
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#18 1 Q Do you have any belief in the concept of

%’ ) retribution as a factor?
3 | A No, I do not,
4 | Q Do you believe in retribution, an.eye foxr an eye
§ | and a tooth fox a tooth?
6 | A 1 do mot.
7 | MR, KEITH: Thank you,
8 | Is it Miss or Mrs.?
1} THE COURT: It-is Miss.
o | MISS GAINES: Miss.
n
2 ELAINE GAINES
* | BY MR, KEITH: ‘

: u Q Thank you. I canlt read my writing., I .§p01.ogi;ze

o ¥ | to you, Miss Gaines?
. A Yes.
1 Q Where do you reside generally, Miss Gaines?
18 /8 Southwest Los 4ngeles,
T *Q - Are ‘you employed?

Pt A Yes, Ten.
PR AP wmr. {s the nature of your occupation?
om ; 7 K. L {m a ii.c".,‘ehse& nurse, superyisor, licensed nurse

# .supervisor atvthe eme::gency area for the Southerfn California

| io
“ Kaiser~Pemanente Hgdical Group,

.2 " THE COURT: "« Q ¢« Is that one on Sunset?

®, . A I work at the Inglewdod facility.
Py 1 Q@  BY MR. KEITH: And how long have you had that
" “ occupation, Miss Gaines?

e
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. A Ho;w lotig have I been a nurse or how long have I

. a*l x ; o
been there? '

A For about: 7 yeaxs.

Q And how long have you been at Kaiser Permaneﬁtefi

A Flve, |

Q How long have you lived in the southern California
area?

| A About 25 years.
- Q And ag a nurse do you deal with patients from
time to time who have taken overdoses of drugs?

A Yes, we do.

Q I'm sure the hospi’tai does but you yourself,
personally, have you cared for patients who have been abusing |
drugs ox ndrcotics?-

A Yes, I have, because we are in the outpatient,
not inpatient. 8o we get all overdoses or gunshot wounds,
abortions, stab wounds, what have you, and then they are
admitted to the hospital as necessary or transferred.

Q I take it as a result of being a nurse in the .
outpatient and in the emergency department you gee the effects
quite often of viclence and of drug abuse? |

A Yes, we do.

Q Bearing in mind this case obviously involves so:ﬁe :
violence and as you hdve heard may well involve drug abuse,
do youl feel that you could be a falr juror to Mr, Watson under
the cireumstances?

A Yes, very definitely.

-~
o
Ty
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. telling us what youxr opinion is.

-
-

Q Do you have any opinion at the present time as
to whether drug abuse can cause changes or alterations in

the mind or the wental capacity of an individual? Without

A Yes.
, Q Would you be prejudiced against Mr, Watson in
the‘event the evidence did show that he was a chromic ﬁser of
dangerous drugs or narcotics or both by xeason solely of your
exposure to persons, outpatients at Kaiser Permanente, so
afflictgd?

T

,E‘J _ No, I don't think I would be pxejudiced necessarily.

1
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' young persons come into the hospital having ingested too many

| attack, either, so I don't quite get your point,‘

" or understanding towards people in general who take too many

: drugs, or do you, judé because of your occupation; feel that
| understanding or not entitled to -- I am sure you don't have

. not entitled to your personal agsistance or the hogpital's

Q You probably don't like what you see when you see

drugs; would that be a fair statement?

A Yes, but you can also say that I don't like people |

who come into the hospital who happen to have had a heart

Q Well, my point is, do youl ‘have & certain sympathy

they are not entitled to any treatment or rxiot entitled to
this feeling, but I am going to ask you that, anyway =-- are

assistance?
You don't feel that way, do you?
A No, I don't. T feel that any individual who is
ill, and if I certainly didn't want to take care of ill people;
I wouldn't be a nurse; so, therefore, I do have great compassio
Q Incidentally, Miss Gaines, do you know anybody
very well that is connected in any way with law enforcement?
A I uséd to go out with & fellow who worked for the
L.A.R.D. - i‘ :
Q quaiéné‘ago‘was that?
A Fy ﬁﬁbut a year, .
i;Q?,‘ And did you tnlk to thuﬁ iﬁdividual about his cases
or about the problems the police have?

3 ! l‘_
A No. T
Q Nothing in your relationship with that person

- i ‘y' ' v
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would in any way affect your judgment or abii:l.ty to be fair

in this case, would ﬂ: if you are selected as a trial juror?
+ ’( 1

A- Noo V
Q. Do you know anybody else connected with law enforcet
. Q ) & 3 . ‘f e 1
: mentfweil? z , 1‘~“ } “q‘ . ..l‘ :‘;'~ . : i'

S o F-
[ -

- . ? i

Q Have you evgr been 1nvolved as a victim in a crime

H
'ss,

of violence? p .. .
I knoﬁ you have’ seen a 1ot of the results of it,
apparently, but «-
A My purse was stolen one time,
Q Pardon me?
A My purse was taken one time;
Q Has anybody near or dear to you ever been & victim

of a crime of violence?

A No,

Q Have you evér been & witness in a lawsuit, either
eivil or ciminal?.

A No,

Q And ydu have not had previous jury experience; is
that correct?

A That's correct,

Q You have heard the questions I have asked other
jurors about their attitudes towards persons ?ho effect a
ﬁi,pp:te-l:lke. style, "

will y‘éur answers be the same to those questions
or be substantially the same &8 the other prospective jurors

were, as their answers vere?
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In other words, they all told me that they wouldn't
be bothered if the evidence showed -- '
A All right; fine, I wouldn't be,
Q ~~ that Mr, Watson was at one time & hippile and

1lived in a commune with a man named Manson, who operated a

_ cult up at Spahn Ranch.

Now;, I am not:" suggeéﬁihg* that such evidence may
not be material but what I am asking you is that you wouldn't
be prejudiced to the iaoint where you couldn't give Watson a
fair trial because of the manner in which he lived and solely

| because of the manirier, 1n which he lived?

A No, I wouldn t be prejudiced in regard to this,

Q. Do you ‘deal with psychiatrists at all at the
hospit&l?: ‘ o y ‘
oA No, riot where T work. We, Pnly have surgery and

" internal medicine md _general practitioners ; we don't have

€ "7
£ a0 f

any specialty fieldﬁ

Q Have you, during the course of your profession
as a nurse?

A Yes, I have,

Q And in general do you hold psychiatrigts in fﬁigh
est"eem or do you have a low opinion of them, or are there some |
you have a low opinion of and some you have a high opinion of?

A Well, I would say that I have a v‘efy high esteenm
for psychlatry and psychlatriats,

Q ' You have no such belief that psychiatrists in-
general may not be able to doswhat tiey. purport or claim té

"be able to doi that is, understand the workings of the human
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mind and treat mental diéorder or mental disease or mental

" defect?

- terapy or sensitivity, call it what you might, for a week;
. and the head of that group was a psychiatrist,

| was a psychiatrist.

fon have no such feelings, do you?
A No; no, definitely not,
an . '
I happeried to attend/interaction group of psycho~

Q- I am sorry; I didn't hear the first part,
,

AT happened to attend an interaction group of psycho

Pt

th@xapy or sensitivity fo;,a.week and ghe head of that group

Q Has that bcen ?our-only personal exposure to the
field of psychiatry? )

A Other than referring patients to & psychiatrist,
yes,

Q What was his name, that psychiatrist that you
referred patients to?

A Marty -- I beg your pardon?

Q what was the name of the psychlatrist to whom you
réferred patients, because there may be psychiatrists testify
here and we might want to find.out if the person to whom you
referred patients was one of the witnesses in this case,

A Well, the psychiatiist that worked for Kaiser;
they havﬁ several.

Q I see, no particular one?

A So we just make an appointment for patients to
see s psychiatrist by phone.

Q No particular psychiatrist?
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Q

No; no particular one.
Other than being on the staff at Kailser?
No;, just the doctorg on the staff at Kaiser,
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work Oor read the paper.

‘belief that the black people would win it and come to seek his’

i

-“!
,a‘

e

mapagerial responsibility.

Q With xespect to the publicity attendant ubon,the
Tate-La Bianca homicides and the Manson trial, were you
exposed at all to any of that publicity, both pretrial and
during the trial of the Manson case?

A Very little.

Q I take it that you just weren't that interested
tn‘follawing that case; is that éorregt?

A Well, I was not interested plus I worked evenings
and it was & little difficult to, you know, hear the news at

Q Did-you‘knOW"of the outcome of that case?

A.  No, I did not, not until I heard it later,

Q Evidence may be produced in this case, Miss Gaines|
showing that or indicating that Mr. Manson had a philosophy
involving the imminent revolition whére the black people would
rise up and kill all the white people and Mr: Manson and his |
followers would go to the desert im a bottomless pit there and
live for years until the revolution was concluded.

And dt the end of the revolution it was his
help in ruling the world because they were inept and unused to

' N Mr, Manson's philosophy, which was apparently

! 4

éspoused by a number of his followers, if not all, may be
somswhat derogatory of black people. Would this offend you
%n any‘way if; ;bu Were selected ag a trial juror and heard

this kind of evidence?
A-'?’ NQ.
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’, the putcome of the Manson case, would that in any way make

P

’ :Lt difficult :Eor you to judge Mr. Watson fairly bearing in
1 mi.nd that ha :Ls chaxged wit;h the same crimes as Manson and

or innocence one way or the other, do you?

‘the present time?

Q It wouldn't prejudice you against Mr., Watson in
any way, would it?
A- - No, it would not.

¥ L

Q.. Getting back to the publicity, now that you know

-

LR

his follmirers were?
ALyl ;l{O,_ X fom't think that has snything to do with Mi.’
Watsom.

.’\.)r‘\i

. . ¥ . ;‘q“'-" —': s 'E’
YQ  You don't hdve any present opinion about his guilt

A He is innocent until --
Q You said you realized he is presumed innocent at

A Right.

Q But you don't think he is more apt t.;é be guilty
than innocent, do you, becauyse of the verdict in fhat Manson
cédse?

A No, definitely not.

Q And you will keep an open mind throughout this
cagse Lf you are selected as a trial juror, will you, and lister
to both sides,

You won't close your mind to Mr, Watson's side of
the case simply because he is a defendant and charged with
these offenses, will you?

- A ‘Oh, no, definitely not,.

k

Q Is there anything about the publicity that -océurreT
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1 in the Manson case ~- I know you didn't read about 1t oxr

2 hear about it very much, but is there anyl:hing about that

8 | publicity that makes you feel that you ix apy way would be

s biased against Mr, Watson? '

5 A - No.

6 . Q Have you evyer heard the Manson case discussed by
any of your friends or fellow nurses or doctors at the Kaiser
% | Hospital? |

L A No. I juat remeniber hearing a passing remark that
10 1 think Susan Atkins, she was pregnant -~ was she not pregnant}
" | I think that ig all I can remember, I don't know.
o Q I think she mey have been at one time.

1 A That is about all T can remember about it, the

-14 fact that this Manson guy was leading these people,

1 Q You heard that?

- A Yes. !
Q That is about a11 you know about it; is that right}

e . A Ye.a. That is about all I kdow about it.
20N IR SRR e
PN SRS j" OnJ:he i&sue of capital punishment, Miss Gaipes,

you to].d hi.s Hpnor: that as a philosophical proposition you are|
i not against capit:al punishment to the point where you would
: mtomtina?.lx 1mpoae 1ife imprisonment regardless of the facts/

of the case or the backg::ound or the history of the defendant

in thie case,
Can you tell us the converse of that proposition.
Would you automatically impose the death penalty in this case

2%
25
%
27

in the event Mr, Watson were convicted of first degree wurder
28

and found to be 1ega113f sane?
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20-4 1 A, , Ngy I yggld not automatically do that,

. 2 *(’2;‘ | Wl'.':l;ld you automatically impose capital puwishment
8 | in/this’case _because there were geven killings, homicides?
4 A No, I would not automatically do that.
s Q Would you autometically impose it in the event
6 the evidence showed that there were multiple stab and gﬁnshdt'
7 wounds?
s A No, I would not automatically do that.
°o | Q Ox that the perpetrators of the offenses did not
© | know the people who were killed?
n | A No, I would not automatically do that.
Z Q T am not saying you might not éonsider these
¥ | things one way or the other, but just automatically.

- e . A No, T wouldn't do that autométically;,

¢ B Q With respect to your views on capital punishment,
1 if that issue were presented on & ballot and you were asked
" | to vote yes ox no to sbolish capital punishment or retain it,
| do you know at this juncture how you would votem that issue?
e A No, I don't, and I thought about that.,
» Q  You are undecided at this time?
# { A Quite undecided,
= Q  You would want to think about it more and talk
= about it more before you would make up. your mind whethexr to
“ abolish capital punishment or not; is that a fair statement?
= A That is 4 fair statement,
* Q You have heard that Mr, Manson and three female

. 2? defendants in the so-called Manson case did receive the death
a penalty, have you not?

. - | ~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Yes.
You heard that here?
Right.
In this courtroom no doubt. Is that corxect?
Yes.
You didn't know about it before?
No, I didn't,
£ Q And having heaxd 't:hat do you now have the opinion

o P oo o >

t:hat Mr, Watson cught to get the samé penalty that those othe

- ¥
L)

;wi],], you not,, ,before making any such decision one way or the

people rece;tved?

e . “q- . NQ,,.,_

oA

"f"‘"‘\ Q You wiil 1:l.cten to the evidence in his behalf,

ot;her, wi},l you not?

s & o Very definitely.

Q And in thia cagse there may be evidence of what: is ,‘

called diminished capacity or diminished responsibility

_ produced by doctors and others, Will you listen to that

evidence and make up your mind freely and fully and after a

. full discussion with your fellow jurors in accordance with
21 |

the law whether ox not Mr. Watson did or did not have the

. mental capdcity to premeditate or deliberate or to harbox

malice?

A You know I forget the first part of your question
because you take so long to get to the end., So you have to
give me that first part again.

Q X can't speak any faster. I was borm that way.

' THE COURT': No., She suggests you chop your questions up.

o
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L.

THE JUROR:
forget what you sdid at the beginning. Clarify it. Make it

Cut them down. I am so busy at the end I

more direct and to the point,
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1 | Q BY MR. KEITH: In the event evidence is intro-

21R-1
® ;. | duced in this case, concerning Mr. Watson's mental capacity
‘ | 3 ': to premeditate, iwould you l:lsten tﬁ that evidence with arn open
. mind? . | oo,
5 A Yes, Iﬁili-." SR
6 | Q Despite, your being expoaed to evidence of lots of
7 | blood, gruesome pictures anci of mu].ti.ple killings, you would
g | still listen to evidence of diminished capacity with an open
o | mind; will you not?
0 | A Yes.
u - Q | Do you know of any reason that you can think of,
12 | Miss Gaines, why you could not give this defendant a faiy tyridl?
13 '. A Yes.
: u | Q Pardon me?
. 5| A Yes.
1 | - Q And what reason is that?
17 - A Because I think I have already formulated thé

is | attitude about Mr, Watson, the fact that he is 111, and I

io | think that I perhaps may favor the defense; and I may have

% | some prejudice ‘,ﬁbout: the prosecutor, so if that's being unfair
2 | or prejudiced, then I am being unfair and prejudiced,

22 Q Well, at the present --

2 A And I don't know ==

2 . Q At“the present time, you don't know what the

% | evidence is going to be regarding Mr, Watsen, do you?

2 _ A No, I do not, but -

2 | Q Although we have been asking you questions about

drug abuse snd about mental capacity ~«
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18

Right.
-= and about legal insanity; is that right?

> o >

Yes.,

Q So you deduce from those questions that there
probably will be evidence in this case bearing upon those
subjectg; 1s that correct?

A Right; because you have said that he -- you are
pleading guilty with insanity, or something like this ~--

' Q¢ No, there has been no plea of guilty -~
A Well, anyway, I have got it all wrotig; but I may

be prejudiced from the standpoint that I have been observing

this gentleman, I have presumed that he is mentally deranged
or disturbed and I don't think that I would be fair to him --
or maybe to the pfoaecutor -~ because T can't look at his side
very wall, 1f I'have already formulated that opinion,
| Do you understand what I am saying?
,Qhﬁ‘ Ohy yas, you have l.fifm,o?inion now that will
t;ke evidenca to erase, thlt Mr., Watson is mentally 1112

rl’v
N

A Yes. ** ¢4 ‘._j',"

Q Can you set that opinion aside right now and not
think about it,fif you are seledtbd as a trial juror in this
case, and start afresh? .

A I think that I may be able to, but lt would be
nﬁfully, awfully difficult.

BY THE COURT;

Q Miss Gaines, let me say this to you: No state-

merit made by counsgel in this case is to §e~considered by you

as evidence in the case, and no question asked by counsel is
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to be considered evidence in the case, The only time 2 ques-
tion becomes material is when you hear the answer to that
question, ,

Now, at the pr sent’ time, Mr. Keith and Mr,
Bubrick are trying to find out your state of mind. Noﬁody ag

| yet has testified that Mr. Watson is mentally deranged, sick

ot anything else,
Do yo‘u understand that?

A Yes, I understand you.

Q Now, are you atill of the opinion that he is
mentally i1l at this time?

A Yes, I think so; so, th’eiefore, I am = ’yoﬁ are

asking me a question and I am giving you #&n answer to the best
of my ability. |
| Q That's all we want, Miss Gaines, is an honest and
candid answer, .
MR. KEITH: Thank you for your candor, Miss Gaines. |
MISS CAINES: You are quite wealcome,
MR. KEITH: Maybe I shouldn't, but =~

MANUEL 0. PRADO,

BY MR. KEITH!
Q Is it Mr. Prado?
Yes, si,;r.: _
Q And ._yo.g'x ‘h&e never sat dn a jury before, have
youl . T
= go, sir.

Q What: is ‘Your -écc:upa%,t:ibxi#; -ai.;:?
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. Mr, Manson, TV, that's all.

~ before you were laid off?,

~ other one works,

A 1 am unemployed; I am an auto mechanic. |

Q And you néver heard of this case befare until you
came into court yester_ﬂy; is that correct?

A Well, just nothing dbout Mr. Watsom, I hear about

Q Is there & Mrs, Prado?‘

Yes,, g%r‘i -

Wherell do you live, génerally?
Northeast L, A,

Pardon :,n‘;el?_!, | L ‘.
Northeasat Los Angeles.

And wh;t; sutonobile. company did you work for

O o o >

Gerieral 'Mo::ors: |

Is Mrs. Prado employed outside the home?
Rever been,

And do you have children; sir?

Four,

Are they growm?

OO L0 PO

Grown up, yeés. |

Q Arid what do they do, .generﬁlly, students or are
they married or working or what?

A The youngest one, my daughter is married; and the

Q Ard what is your oldest =~
A 27.

Q A boy or girl?

A Boy.
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Q Where does he work?
A He works in Gardena.
Q In what?
Auto parts company.
Q Do you know any law enforcement officers, Mr,
Prado?
A No, air,
Q Any member of your family well acquainted or

‘close friends with law enforcement people?

A Not that I know of.

Q Have you é@ver been the victim ox a& crime of
violerice, such as an assault of'robbery or burglary? |

- A Other than cleaned out my tools, that's all,

Q Pardon me?

A Other than cleaned up my tools; that's all,

Q Now, with respect to what you heard about the .
Manson case, I take it or gather that you didn t follow that
case plrticularly 1n the news?

A quer.

- Q ; Did you know the outcome of that case before you
came to court yesterdny? e 3::-4
A Other th;n he'waa found guilty, that's all.
Q And had you haard fhafjhe had also recefved the

death penalty? Pt T, ;
A Yes, that's right,
Q And have you formed any opinion about Mr, Watson's|

guilt or innocence because of what you know abouit the outcome |

of that Manson case?
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© A 77 1T'didn't even kinow that he was associated with
IR
him, Vs 5#‘1 . f, 3" ,._;54‘.~ o
S PR ) \ .
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Well «-

Q
v "_* A Other than here in the courthouse.
Q

You don't have any opinion at the present time --
4  No, six. |
MG Q ,',, :%--x-"a::l!)a:\int; fo Watson other than you know he's
presumd ;l:nnocent; is that correct?
| m ‘Zus,* sir.

- Q. Do you beliave in that presumption, the

+ 9

‘presumption of innpcence; do you believe in :l.t‘l

A Oh, yes.

Q Did you ever hear any of your co~workers talk
about the Manson casé or express opinions about him?

A Not that I remember. I don't used to talk aﬁout
criminal cases.

Q There is nothing about that case and about the
Tate-La Bianca homicide that has infected or tainted your
mind about Mr, Watson; is that correct?

A No, sir,

Q Despite any publicity that went with that other
case and despite the publicity about the homicide you feel
you could treat Mr., Watson fairly and give him a fair and
impartial trial?

A Yes.

Q You have heard the questions that T have been
asking other jurors about their beliefs on the subject of

~ drug‘ sbuse, hippie life style, communal style living, living

with Mr, Manson at a ranch with a lot of young girls and

. dome young men, perhaps.
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Would your answers to those dquestions, if I put
those questions to you, be substantially the same as the
answers the other jurors gave?

A Just about theé same.
Q In other worde, although such evidence may Be;.
rglevant and mdterial in this case you wouldn't so hold Mr.

. Watson's life style against him that you'd automatically,

T would you?

A No, sir,
Q You wouldn't give My, Watson short shrift, would

- you, simply becduse the evidence might show that he was a
13

heavy user or abuser of drugs and narcotics?

- without considering other evidence, find him guilty of murdet, |
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e
A

#2? s Q '1 $Do you iknow any psychiatrists?
® R IR S

; | Q Has any menber of your family €ver been treated

4 or ‘eij:au;ingd by a psychiatrist?

5t A My daughter was examined, but not treated.

6 | ) Q Do. you hold any prejudice against psychiatrists

2 |- in genmeral?

a | A No.

o | Q Have you ever read any literature or books about

w | Ppsychistry ox psycﬁolugyfg

1 A .Ho.

5 Q If psychlatrists appear in this court, in the

13 | ' evemnt you are selected as a trial juror and testify, would you|
) b7 listen to their testimony and not just shut your eaxrs to it? |
o 5 | A Iwould listen.

16 Q You have mno opinion or preconceived ideas then

17 | that psychiatrists when they discuss the workings of the

1 | humén mind shouldn't be believed or their opinions should be
1 | disregarded, do you?

o | . A Should be taken into consideration. .

2a - Q You have no animosity towards the psychiatric

22 profession, 1f you want to call it that?

% | A No.

24 Q Do you believe that psychiatrists play an important
%5 | role in society im helping people that have mental illness
26 or in finding out whether somebody is mentally i1l or not?

e

| "7 A  Yes.

.. « F .
. ‘ “ ;*"’
» 2B Qg
-
.

Or £inding out why people do these things that

A, CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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“they do?

‘ A Yer'.
qQ Has anybody in your family or anybody close to

you ever been in trouble with the law for possession or use

 of drugs?

A No, not that I know of. A
Q Getting to the subject of the death penalty, Mr.
Prado, would you automatically impose capital pnnishment or

| _ the, dea!:h penalty in this case if Mr, Watson were found
| gui.lt:y of first degree murder?

- A, No, sin. : _w.

!

:”-’1 X Q X the subjseut of capital punishment were on a .
ballot and you,were asked to decide whether to abolish capital

' ) v . .
puiishhent or retain it, do you know how you would vete at
- this time today' or are.you undecided?

A Undecided.
Q Are you telling us that you would want moie time
to think about the problem fapd. perhaps talk to other people

and do some reading about it before you meke up your mind?

A I would do some veading before.

Q Have you ever had any discussions about capital
punishment with members of your famlly or friends?

A No, 1 never discussed it,

Q Have you ever read anything sbout the pros and

cons of retention of capital punishment?

A Not that I remember,
Q - Pardon me?
A None that T remember. I never studied, I ite,ve-r
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think about it.

Q | Would you be more inclined to impose the death
penalty id this case simply because the prosecution asks for
162

A No, sir.

Q You would want to hear all the arguments for and
against the imposition of the death penalty before you made
up your mind in the event this case ever got that far?

A 1 would. ,

Q You realize, do you, that there is also a plea
éntered in this case of not gullty by reason of insanity?

A I reallze that,

Q It is not gullty by reason of insanity. _It' is
not gullty by xeason of insanity. ¥You understand that there
is that issue that has been raised in this case, do you not?

A I understand.

- Q Would you be willing to listen with an open mind
to the testimony of doctors if that issue is ever réached_' in

- this case?

AR

dlaie Q Bearing on whether Mr. Watson was legally insane of

qQ Do ybu believe that there is mo place im the law
fo;r 1e3;], il.rféanity which means in effect that a person who
is 1ega11y insana is not responsible for his criminal dcts?
2 g Wouﬁd you repeat: the yuestion?

Q Sure,
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.

Do you believe that there is a place in the law

§

fgr&:':!;hequncept of legal insani,t}?

i 4" A& Yes, T will.

o=

;"ﬁ‘ ; ,Q Unde::standj.ng T pow that someone who is legally
insnne 18 congidered by the ‘law not to be ceriminally responsib
for h:l.s act;a or omissions?

. Yes . "I. understand that,

! 3_Q: . You don't have any quarrel with that concept?
A Ro.
MR, KEITH: I have no further questions.

.

We pass the jurors for cause, your Honor.
THE COURI: Which of ypu gentlemen want to take the
lead? Mr. Bugliosi?
MR, BUGLIOSI: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.
Your 'Hdnor.., may I address one general question
to the prospective jurors now seated in the spectators!
sec¢tion?
THE COURT: You may,
MR. BUGLIOSI: Ladies and gentlemen, when I ask

- questions of those jurors who are presently seated in the

jury box, I would appreciate it if you would mentally ask
yourself the same question so that if and when you are latexr
seated in the jury box I will not have to ask every question
all over again., Will you all promise to do that?
(Affirmative response,)
I would like to re-emphasize one point, ladies

and gentlemen, at the very beginning, just in the evert there

is any doubt in any of your minds ~~ if the jury which is
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R L

eventually picked to sit on this case returns & verdict of
first degree murder against Mr. Watson, and if that same jury
finds that Mr. Watson was sane at the time of these murdexs, |
it is the intention of the prosecution, Mr. Kay and myself,
to ask the jury during the penalty trial to come back with a
verdict of death,

Is there any question in any of your minde about
that? Do you all undexstand that?

(Affirmative response.)

I would like to ask you some questions at this time,

ladies and gentlemen, about the death penalty for the purpose
of aacqrta:luing your state of mind with respect to it.
i ' In the interest of time I am going to &sk these

: %hésfiqus of you collectively, or most of them will be

eollective quest:f.ons.
i‘:ﬁ: i; *'" ;How?vdr’, 1f:any question pertains to you

V( 1nd1vi.dua11y, T would’ appreciate it if you would raise your

hand 89 that; I éan address iy attention to you individually.
Will you all promise to do that?
(Affimti.ve response, )
In¢identally, 1f I ask a question which does not
specifically pinpoint your problem, but which touches upon
a subject that you think I ought to know about, I would also
appreciate it if you would raise your hand & that I will
havé an opportunity to guestion you individually about the
matterx, |

I would like to make one initial obsexvation
before 1 commence my questioning and that is this: Although
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it ;&;‘;’éeni H’i,'ff..’:.«:“ui’i:-E f;dw to speak out and answer each
question fully -~ obviously this is a rather crowded courtroom
and most, if not all of the people in the couxrtroom, you do
not. personally know., " You have never met them before and you
might feel a little hesitant about speaking out. |

I should think it would be much more difficult
later on in the jury room during your deliberations to
express your views on the death penalty for the first time
when your co-jurors know that you were asked the question
either by Judge Alexander or the defense attorneys ox Mr. Kay |
or myself, which should have prompted you to¢ speak out.

Of coutrse, it would also be a violation of your
vath not to speak out at the present time, So when I ask
you questions about the death penalty; please don't hesitate
to speak out. Now is the time to do it, not later on in the
jury room.

His Homor, Judge Alexander, clearly went over t-h:l.s:.
grea already, but because of its importance, because you folks
are obvioufxfl.y not lawyeis, you are lay people, I would Iike
tow over it dgain just for emphasis in the event that these
points are not clear in any of your minds, ,

| The area 18 a little _Ac‘omplicated, so I prepared a l
chart here for you., Cidn you all see this chart?
| Ag you can see thexe may very well be three trials
in this case: The first tridl, the gullt or innocence trial; .
the second trial, the sanity txial; and the third trisl, the
penaij;y };&:ial, 1ife imprisonment ok thé death penalty.
) """ Do you a1l realize that in the first trial, in the|
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gullt or innocence trisl, if Mr. Watson is convicted of any

3
y -
A’? Yoo, e =T

degree of criminal homicide whatsoever, not just first, say
he is convicted of second degree murder, if he is convicted of
any degree of criminal howicide whatsoever, thexe will follow
a second trial called the sanity trial, in whi.ch the gole
issﬁe :Eor you folks to decide is whether Mr. Watson was gane
qg’ hsane at the time of these murders.
Do you all ymderstand that?

o . (Af.firma.ti.ve Yesponge,)

© Do you undersﬁaud further that if the second tiial;
that - 13 the s@ni@:y,trial if in that trial you find that Mr,
Watson was sane at the time of these murders, that he was not
insane, yomfind f:hat he was sane at the time of these murd&xs.’
and 1f during the first trial you convicted him of fivst
degree murdexr, as opposed, let's say, to second degree murder,
there will follow a third trial in which the sole issue for
you to decide is whgther' Mr, Watson receives life imprigonment
or the death penalty.

Do you all wmderstand?

(Affixrmative response.)

Do yo understand further that if in the second
trial, that i3 the sanity trial, you find that Mr, Vatson was
Iingane at the time of these murders, this means that he will
be found to be not gullty of these murders by reason of his
insanity and since he is fbund to be not guilty of these
murders because of his insanity, there will not be a third
trial. There will not be a penalty trial.

Do you understand that?
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- and the issue of the dedth penalty never axises,

'\‘E“E B
L e
N

(Affirmative response.)

Any question about that? Do you understand further
that if during the £irst trial Mr. Watson is found to be not
guilty, or Lf he is found to be guilty of some degree of
criminal homicide, lesger than first degxee imirder, such &s
second degree murder, there also will not be a penalty trial

Do you understand that?

(Affirmative response.)

In other words, there will only be & third trial
if No, 1 Mr, Watson ig convicted of first degree murder, and
No. 2 he is found to be sane during thé commission of these
murders.

Do you all understand?

(Affirmative vesponse.)

Do you understand further that during the first
trial, that 18 the guilt or immocence trial; you will not
be permitted to discusa or consider back in the jury xoom
during your deliberations, fbu‘Wili not be able, you will not
be’pgfﬂ¢tted to considar oxr discuss the issues of sanity or
F?éiﬁéath penalty during your delibexations.

Do 3ou'understand'that?
?ﬂ 35} S {Agfirmafiye reSponae )}
""" Are you ail willing to do that during the first
trial, thau 48’ ot let the quéstions of sanity or the death
penalty enter 1nt; égur deliberations?
i L (ASfLimative response.)
' The sole issue during the first trial is guilt or'
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' ' innocence,

o 25,

| . of what is or what is not a propexr case,

w7

T Po ygu“ undﬁrstand that?
(A:Ef:l.rmati\ie response..)
!-'_.-':

Mr, I(ay nor myself, ladiés and gentlemen, can tell you what s

5Heitper Judge Alexander or defense coumsel, nox

gr,what -;!.a ﬂpt: {:he; prc)pa: case for the imposition of the deathf
penalty for the simple xeason that there is no legal definitim;

The law says that it is within the absolute
digcretion of the jury to decide what is and what is mot a
proper case. There simply are no guidelines or standards foxr
you people to follow,

Do you understand that?

(Affirmative response.)

Stated another way, ladies and gentlemen, the
law ds it presently exists leaves it up to each juror's
individual decision whether he feels or she feeis that the
circumstances of the murder are sufficiently aggravating to
warxant the imposition of the death penslty.

Do you understand that?

(Affirmative response.)

I want to .fnak_a it abundantly clear that the law
does not state any preference for the death penalty over life |
imprisonment or life imprisonment over the death penality,
It is cétﬁp}.etely up to you folks.
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23R~-1 Soﬁi,éf‘tbeéqjqﬂéséiﬁﬂa’I am going to ask you
. 2 | collectively have slready been asked individually by the

8 | defenge attorneys, but not all of you were asked these ques-

4 | tions, so I have to ask the questions basically #11 over again,|

5 | Do any of you belong to or contribute to or gupport

6 | any organization which has as its objective, or one of its

7 | objectives, the abolition or the suspension of the death

8 penalty in the State of California?

9 | | MR, RODRIGUEZ: Yes, siri I belong to the Catholic |

10 religion and I think it is common kﬁowled‘ge that they are

I | against capital puniéﬁnent, but I do not on at:h.ts particular

2 | theory follow their belief.

13

14 CARLOS RODRIGUEZ,

BY MR. BUGLIOST:’

16 ! Q All right, Where have you heard, sir, or -- T
= am not questioning, sir -- but, where have you heard that the

8 | Catholic is oppomed to the death penalty?

¥ Did a priest say that in a sermon or did you read

this, or what?

1
2 A No, I am just talking in generalities in regards

2 to the priests and the nuns T have had conversations with:

B Q You are familiar with the old Testament segment
24 .

of the bible, of course?
A 1 believe I am.

Q And you’ reali'ze , of course, that the Catholic

25 |
26

. 7 Churcli, among o(:her things, is founded on the bible; and are
28 |

you aware that {n i:he 0ld Testament there are many, many

T R ‘-",* } ) 'i ¥
L] ¥ N -
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references to the propriety of the death penalty?
Are‘you-uware of that? |
A I am also aware of that,
MR. BUGLIOSI: That is a good point you brought up, Mr,
Rodriguez,
1 balievé i‘qill ask that question of each one of
you 1ndividu:11y§ Wt will start out with Mrs, Stanton; you

are the lead-pff jufor.

,
t L B - - + we . st
AT 3‘ - S F
.- o0 , Lot Hp : ‘;
e Irve - g e, C o -

M N )
' LOUTSE A. sa:mon.
”. “Ey T

BY MR. BUGLIOSI: - +{, ... 1.

Q Do you feéi; Mrs, Séﬁntbn, thaf the religious
doctrines of any chui'dh th;*:*-yofurtﬁighi:f belong to would prevent
you or hindeér you from voting for the death penalty?

A No.

Q ‘Are you opposed. to the death penglty, Mrs. Stanton?|

A Like I said before, I had never given it any
thought whatsoever,

Q See if you can answer this question: Are you in
favor of retaining the death penalty in the State of Califor-
nia?

A Ié&m, T am,

Q Now, you indicated that you are not opposed to the
death penalty; is that correct? |

A No.

Q That 1s correct, what I said?

A Well, as I indicated before, I had never given
it any thought but then I am not opposed to the death peﬁaity, '
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~ it,; but they simply do not want to6 sit as & juror om & case
| where the death penalty is involved and vote for a verdict
‘ of &G,&tﬁb- - ,

they.don't want to do it themselves,

| frame of mind because it is not an enjoyable task., Tt is not

| mugt die. It fe certainly not a pleasurable task,
| this question, Mrs, Stanton: If, after hearing 511 of the
you felt that this was a proper case for the imposition of

the death penalty, would you personally lave the courage and
| would you personally be willing to vote for a verdict of death?

} course, 1s the time to speak up on this; don't hesitate at
! a1l if you have any doubt at all sbout that,

| BY MR, BUGLIOSI; .

305

Q Now, some people, Mrs. Stanton, have no objection

whatsocever to the death penalty -~ they have no objection to

" In othexr words, they want to let Ceorge do it,
Certainly no one can criticize a juror for that

easy for any juror to come back from the jury room into court
and by his or her verdict tell a defendant that that defendant

Now, with that thought in mind, let me ask you

evidence in this case and consideiring all the circumstances,

A Yes, I so felt that.
Q As T indicated to the jury as a group, now, of

Do you feel that you would have the courage?
A Yes,
ALLEN L. TATUM, JR.,

qQ OE#Q,Eﬁr. Tatum, do you feel that the religious
S IEE
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. vent you from voting for a verdict of death?

form of punishment substituted for it?

- was & pfopef cas;*for the imposition of the death penalty,

| would ygu bersonallg have the courage, and would you person=-

doctrine of any church that you might belong to would pre-

A No, I don't.

Q And you are not opposed to thé death pendlty?

A Ro, I am not. ’

Q Are you in favor of retaining the death penalty in

the State of California, or would you rather see some other

A No, I am in favor of retaining it,
Q 1£, aftéf¥hearingaa11 of the evidence in this case,
Mr. Tatum, and c@gaidéfing all the circumstances, you felt this)

v g

ally be willing to vote for nxverdict-of death?
A I could. . .

",y O DARGO, -
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q Mr. Darco?

A Yes.

Q Do you feel that the religious doctrines of any
church that you may belong to, sir, would prevent you from
voting for a verdict of death?

A No.

Q You are not opposed to the death penalty; is that
correct, sir?

A Xo.

Q Are you in favor of retaining the death pendlty
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in the State of California?

A Yes.

Q 1If you felt that this was a proper case for the
imposition of the death penalty, would you have the courage
to come back into the couitroom with a verdiet of death?

A I believe so.

LOUIS E, SISMONDO,
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q Mz, Sismondo, do you feel that the ﬁeligiouﬁ
doctrines of any church thit you might belong to would in some
way hinder you from voting for a verdict of death?

A No.

Q And you are not opposed to the death penalty?

A No.

Q Are you in favor of retdining the death penalty
in the State of California, or would you rather see some othér.
form of punishment substituted for it? |

A I am in favor of.rgtatuiﬂg the death penalty.

Q 1£ you felt, Mr. Sismondo, after hearing a&li the
evidence and all qhe circumstances in this case that this was
the proper case for the imposition of the death penalty,

woulﬂ you have the courlge and would you be willing to come
S

-v n Rt

A I most certainly would
;:‘ i-iq'? E h 3‘

S ALIcg K NIHEI,
LT B N AP

BY MR. BUGLIOST: SRR

Q  Miss Nihei, do you feel, ma'am, that the religlous
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6 1 doctrines of any church that you may belong to vwould prevent
. 2. | you from voting for a verdict of death?
3 A No. f' .
4 Q.. énd ;'qiu, are rnot opposed to the death penalty?
5 ! A , ' No. K
6 | ‘. Q' o Ar;-e le;; in fqurof;retlining the death penalty

C Tt

7 1 in the State of’-caiifoénté‘z 4

o | A Yes, Tam v Y

0 | Q Would you have the courage to come back into the
10 | courtroom with a vérdict ‘o£ ﬁeatﬁ?

H ' A Yes.

12

23&f, 13-

14

6 |
if
18
19
20

21

23

24

26

27

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



'23AR-1

10 f

3%

12

3]

14

5 -

16
17
18
19
20
21

22

23 |

24
25

26

27

a8 -

309

fthat s what fxamfgoing to ﬁoilaw..‘

1‘ commanding you to come back‘with a verdict of death; the law

MR. BUGLIOSI: Again, I remind you that if you have any
hesitancy, feel free to speak up; now is the time to do it,

MEYER SCHACHTER{
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q Mr, Schachtér; am I pronouncing your nime correctly,

sir?
A Right.

Q Mr. Schachter, do you feel the religious doctrines

of any church that youwmay~bé10ng to, sii, would prevent you
from voting for & verdict of death?

A No, sir,

Q And you are not opposed to the death penalty?

A ;;éﬁiﬁﬁt. I am pot a sadist, but --

Q : Ybﬁfare not & sadist, sir?

A | _ That's right. We go by law, as the law is, and

Q Right. I want o make it aburidantly clear again
that the law as it pfesautly lexists does mot state a preférencé
for the death penalty over, life Amprisonment.

In\ail £airness to Hr.'ﬂhtson, the law is not

leaves it completely up to the jurors,
You undsrstand that?
A Right. .
Q Life imprisonment is a perfectly permisaible
alternative form of punishment in the State of California, It
is up to the jury; they can come back with the dedth penalty
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or life. b :;-.'
Do yot understand ﬁﬁ;p?“
A Righé; N ‘
Q If you felt that this wé= & proper case, sir,

after hearing all of the evidence; if you felt it was & proper

case for the death penalty, would you have the courage to sign

" your name to a verdict of death?

A Yes,
JOSEPH J. POLLAK,

Q Mr, Pollak, do you feel that the religious'ﬂacs
trines of any church you may belong to, sir, would prevent
you from voting for & verdict of death?

A No,

Q And you are not opposed to the death penalty?

A Nou |

Q Would you like to see sonie other form of punish-

| ment substituted for the death penalty in the State of Cali~

fornia?

A No,

Q Would you have the courage to vote for & verdict
of death?

A Yes.

BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
Q Mrs, Triiﬁé;?

b
i1
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A Yes,

Q Do you feel that the religious doctrines of any
church you might belong to wnuldlinhibiﬁ.you'froﬁ going for
& verdict of death?
| A No, it would not.

Q And you are not opposed to the death penalty; is
that correct? é fj?

,A; Ehat is correct.
' B Q " Are you in favor of repaining the death penalty
in the Stlte bﬁ ﬂhlifornig? % }if

A 'd 1like to preface that, if I may.

Somn years ngo I received questionnaires from both
ny aaaembly‘woman and tha statg senitor requesting that same
answer, at which*ttme I voted -LrI didn't vote, but I answered -
the question and at that time I did vote t6 retain ft,

T guess that answers it, doesn’t it?

Q Has anything changed your mind since then?

A No, it has not.

Q Would you have the courage, ma'am, if Lt came
right down to it, when all the chips are on the line, would
you have the courage to sign your name to & verdict of death?

A I would have the courage, but T would have to be

very sure.
Q Very sure? Tet's say that Mr. ~-
A The evidence proved.

Q =~ that Mr. Watson iz guilty --right, but if you
were sure ~-

A If I were sure, I would not hesitate,
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10 .;; penalty.

21 |

CARLOS RODRIGUEZ,

' BY MR, BUGLIOSI:

Q Mr, Rodriguez, we have nlreédy digcussed the

' religious aspects and you have assured me that this will not
- inhibit you in any fashion from voting for a verdict of deaths

is that correct?
A That is correct,
Q And you are not opposed to the death penalty?
A Presently, no, I am not opposed to the death

Q Are you in favor of retaining the death penailty
in the State of California?

A I still have an open mind in regards to that. I
haven't gone -- I really have to study that, that real good,

15 | golng into the figures and everything involved in it, but

thdt would come af.tér this,
Q Coing to the figures?
A We are talking about figures; if this thing ever

came out on the ballot, I'd have to study it real good, that's |

Q You prob‘af:iy won't have that opportunity during
this trul, you, nnderstand that?

A,‘ ‘ Probably nots

¢ ' But your present: mm oﬁ mind '13 that you are not

opposed to the deai:h penalty? ‘

A If the casa‘ mgritq ;death, the senténce of death,
I would have np reason why ot to vote for it.

Q And hfter hearing 111 the evidence and considering
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- all the circuﬁstances you felt that this was a proper case
1 :Eor t;he death penalty, you would be tble to come back :l.’nto
| ’;his courtroom %vith a ve;&ic‘t pf death’l

A Yes ’ I would .
Q You' are sﬁra ’abéut that? 1Is there any doubt in
your mind about that? .

-f“fi’

A No, there 1s no doubt in my mind,
MURIEL C. OBERRINDER,
BY MR, BUGLIOSI:
. Q Mrs. Oberrinder, do you feel the religious doc-

trines of any church you belong to or may belong to would

- prohibit you from voting for a verdict of death?

~

A Ro.

Q You are not opposed --

A No.

Q Are you in favor of retaining the death penalty?
A I am, |

Q Arid you'd have the courage to vote for & verdict

. of death, ma'am?

A Yes, I would,

ELAINE M. GAINES,

. BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q Miszs Gaines, and I want to compliment you, Miss
Gaines for your candor a lifttle while ago. It hurt, hut --

A I'm sorry about that,

Q But I still thank you very, very much,
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6 1] Q ;You are nﬁ_i: opposed to the death penslty, I under-
® , | stand?

3 A!’ No’ I m .hot. A‘t .; ) }.. ) ’l‘ .

s Q And if you wexe selected as @ juror in this case

and you felt it was a pxoper chse s you could come back with
a verdict of death?

A. ) YES, 811'- N

MANUEL O. PRADO,

w | BY MR, BUGLIOSI:
T Q Mr, Prado, do you feel the religious doctrines

12 | of any church that you might belong to would prevent you from
13 | coming back with a verdict of death?

¥ | A No, sir, .
. 15 Q And you are not opposed to the death penalty?
6 A No, sir, ' ) |
v | Q Aré you in favor of retaining the death penalty
18 in thé State of California?
19 A Yes, sir.
20 Q Would you have the courage, sir, to come back into |

21 the courtroom with a verdict of death?

22 A Yes, sir,

23 | Q Any doubt in your mind about that?

24 A No, sir. |
23Bf. 25

26

a7
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#23B 1 MR. BUGLIOSI: Incidentally, ladies and gentlemen, you
. 2 | koow some of my questions might easily lend themselves to a
3 | yes or no answer, don't fael so restricted. I would welcome
4 | =~ in fact, I would encourage you ~-=- to qualify or elaborate
. 8 | or iterate on any particular yés or no answer you might give,
6 | 1'd like to ta]_,k .juét. for a few moment's now, we

7 | have already discussed the death penalty issue, 1'd Like to

8 | talk about the issues of insanity and diminished capacity.

9’ : During the first ‘-tri.al, as 1 indicated earlier,

0 | there is not going to be any issue whatsoever of sanity as

u | opposed to insanity, That is very clear in all of your minds?

2 .. . However, during the first trial I would assume ==
1B :Ln fact -1 am as sure as I c¢an possibly behtgat the defense
o e | attomeys will put on psychiatric evidencej at the time of

' these murders Mr. Watson was suffering from what Ilawyers call |
SR 'ff;diuiinislied mntalic“ap&cit;ys

w | W1l you all pmm:[se to follow Judge Alexander's
ol :l.nstructions on, the ‘1law of diminished capacity?

19 (Affirmative response. )

| ety ok ' poeiiodI:  Psychiatrists will testify for the
= defengse and for the prosecution. Are any of you of such a

2 frame of mind, ladfes and gentlemen, that just, for instance -

‘._' -

% 1  apd this might very, very well happen «~ if the defense

2 psychiatrists testify that Mi. Watson was suffering from

» diminished mental capacity at the time of thesé murders and
% | thérefore he could not deliberate and premeditate these

. # | mirders and, on the other hand, the prosecution psychiatrists |
8 |

testify that he was not suffering from diminished wental
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23b-2 1 capacity at the time of these murdexs and that he could
. 2 | deliberate and premeéditate these murders, are any of you of
3 | such & frame of mind that this disagreement between the
4 | defense and prosecution psychiatrists automitically means
5 | that there mmst be a reasonable doubt as to whether or not

6 | Mr, Watson had the required mental capacity to comuit these

7 |  wurders?

8 - Are any of you of that frame of mind? _
2 MRS. TRAINOR: Not of that frame of mind,but I think I%d
10 1like another gpinion besideg the two, 1
u }'IR. BUGLIOSI: In other words, someone to break the

121 deadlock, you mean?

13 MRS, TRAINOR: Well, at least help us a little bit
, ST |
® 1

16

because, after all, we axe lay paoPilé and we wouldn't know
which one to believe if there are two different sides and two |
. different stories; obviously you need a little assistance and "
1 I would just like another opinion. You would do that if you
a :, were i11.

1 MR, BUGLIOSI: I will touch on what you are referring to

? 1 very shortly, at least in & peripheral manner I wil‘k_'get to

A what you are talking about.

MBS, TRAINOR: Thank you,
MR, BUGLIOSI: But under this type of example like I
gave you where some prosecution psychlatrists testify one

22 ‘
23 |
24
. way == or, 8ll the prosecution psychiatrists testify one
* way an,d the defense psychiatrists testify another way, would

. “ , you, ersQ Trainoxr, say, "Well; they are in disagreement, ergo

.} < |'!“there must be a reasonable doubt."
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min& or it would be cleax to you that the psychlatrists

J"

Are you of that frame of mind?

MRS. TRAINOR: I would have to say so until I could
decide for myself, at that time thexre would be a doubt in
my-mind if there are two opinions and they are opposing
qpini;@ns on the same gsubject.

IQR. BUGLIOSI: There would certainly be a doubt in your

d:l.sagree?
ﬁas Tnmogg Yes. :
HR BUGLIOSI. | But ére you saying that there would
automét:i.?ally he & dbubt in your mind as to his state of mind?

- MRS TRAINOR,R No, 1 could still decide that for myself, ’
I hope 3 I believe' I-could, '

MR, BUGLIOSI: You &all realize that in every criminal

trial -- I don't know if I shoukl say 100% -- but I would say
just abouyt every eriminal trial, just about every civil |

-~ f

trial -~ let's talk about criminal trials for a moment ~--
the prosecution and the defense witnesses disagree; éven witnesses
who are not psychiatrists. Thejr digsagree and it {s up to the
jury to decide which testimony has the most mcr:l.t: and which
testimony is the most believable,

Do you all understand that?

(Affirmati*}e rYesponse.)

MR, BUGLIOSI: So, a disagreement between witnesses is
Ybusiness aa usual,” in other words; it is not out of the
ordinary at all,

Do you all understand that?
(Affirmative xesponse.)
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10

26

‘just mentioned to you is the MiNaughiton test for insanity.

s s
=

MR, BUGLIOSI:
trial, will you promise to follow all of Judge Alexander's

Now, during the second trial; the sanity

instructions on the law of insanity?
(Affirmative response,)

MR, BUGLIOSI: Without going into the law of insanity
in detail, if Judge Alexander instructs you to the basic
effect that ta conditute legdl insanity it has to be shown
that, No. 1, the defendant was suffering from a diseased
deranged mindj and, No. 2, as a result of that diseased ox
déeranged mind he did not kiow what he was doing was wrong,
will you follow Judge Alexander's instryctions on that?

(Affirmative response.)

MR, BUGLIOSI: Now, the test for insanity that I have
It 4is an old English cagé and the test that cemé down :f:‘i;om :
this. case has been adoptéd in the State of California as the
test for insanity -- in fact, in the majority of American
jurisdictions, called the M'Naughton test for insanity,

*’ ) -

by
o ‘.‘
L™
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“24R-1 1 ' Do any of you have any-quarrel with this M'Naughton|,
.- o | test for insdnity, as I just indicated to you, that there has
s | to be a disemsed mind and as a result of a diseased mind the

s | defendant does not know that what he did was wrong? Do a:iy of
s [ you quarrel with that test for insanity?

6 (Negative response.)

7 ' Do any of you feel that there should be a differ-
s | ent. test for insanity? ‘

9 f‘ (Negative response.)

10 If any of you have any preconceived notions of

1 what constitutes legal insanity -- and I would expect that
12 | many of you do have notions before you came into this court-
3 | room of what constitutes legal insanity ~- will you all promisze

1u | to set aside those notions and follow the test for insanity

. 15 as given to you by Judge Alexander?
16 (Affirmative response.)
w | In this trigl, ladies:and gentlemen, Mr, Watson,

18 is charged with seven counts of murder and #n eiglith count of
19 conspiracy to commit murder.

20 He has entered two pleas to this charge. ¥o, 1,
2t he has pled not guilty, which means T am not guilty of these
2 | murders, I didn't commit these murders,

» He has entered a second plea: Not guilty by
reason of insanity. He his entered two pléas.

25

How, because Mr. Watson has entered a plea of not

% | guilty by ;reasona of inami‘ty, do any of you feel that this

P 2 medris that ha nmxt be insane because he entered this plea?
% | 1‘ : ; o (Negative response, )
st L
- AL S S LA i_? N
v R LR ,’:- [ e
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You all understand that any defendant in any case
can plead not guilty by reason of insanity, but his clainming
that he 18 insane is no evidence that he is insane.

Do you all understand that?

(Affirmative response.)

If Judge Alexander instructs you that although the

- prosecution has the burden of proving Mr. Watson's guilt --

we have that burden, He doesn't have the burden. He does not

have to prove innocence. We have the burden to prove he is

guilty. Sy
‘§ Do you undcrstand that?

1

(Affixmative response ) o
¢ Judge Alexdvider tells you -« I am pretty sure
he will tell you -~ thnt if thia _trial proceeds to the second

- phase, Mr, Watson, not the prosec&tion, Mr, Watson has the

burden of provtngﬂbz‘aupreﬁonﬁq;dnce 6f the evidence that he

- ig insane and will you follow Judge Alexdnder's instruction

on that?
(Affirmative response.) ‘
Do any of you feel that it is an unfair law that

places the burden on a deféndant to prove that he is insane?

" Do any of you feel that is unfair?

(Negative response.)
MR, POLLAK: You are brtngihg two things in there --
not gullty by resason of insanity. If he is found not guilty,

| the second trial will still be held?

MR, BUGLIOSI: Q No, if he is found not guilty, sir,

~ of these murders during the first trial, there will not be a.
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second trial. There will not be & third trial.
A Then, in the event that the second plea is upheld,

there would be no such thing as insaenity brought up in the

second trisal? The second trial wouldn't be held?
Q During the first trial there is not going to be

[ nnj issue whatsoever of his sanity or inganity, There is not
' going to be aiy issue, The only issue is gullt or innocence
| during the first trial,

Now, if he is found to be not guilty during the
firat trial, that is the end of the ball game,
A Not guilty by reason of insanity?
Q No, no, no. Not guilty by reason of insanity,
that only comes into igssue during the second trial.
A Oh, all right,
Q So if he is found to be not: guilty of the murders

| during the first trial, then we all go home and there ix no
. second or third trial, |

A Okay.
Q If he 18 found to be gullty during the first trial,

| then we go onto the aeeogdft;inl where the issue is insanity
+ " _ ;
. a8 opposed to sanity¢r;np you understand that?

A Y%s. g'

THE COURﬁ* Whgt-Hr. Bugliosi 1I'telling you, that on
the 1slue.of his guilt or innocenc& on thlt‘ﬁhase of the trial,
you. dre not even to discussj*pgagtty.;ipb_you'undarstand that?

| A Yes, SR -

MR, BUGLIOSI: Déuy&& aiiliéiiiéi‘éﬁht under the law,

if Mr, Watson during the second trial does not prove to you
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that he was insane, you must come back with the verdict that
| he was sane at the time of these murders, Do you understand

| that?

(Affirmative response,)
Now, some lay people havé beern heard to say -~ and
I believe you also mentionc;d it:, Mr. Pollak -~ is it Pollak?
MR. POLLAK Po].lik
Q BY HR. ‘BUGLIOSI. Pronounced as P-o-1-1, actually?
.-'Thlt is ﬂght. r“,, EY ?;‘ é5: --"

I' - ‘AH 2 I

There is only One ‘L, A8 tbat éorrect?

Yes, LU

*

Mr. Pollak, I believe you made the statement -+ let

o O P

‘me agk all of you -~ do!any of you:'feel that if anyone commits

| a vicious premeditated murder, they must be insane? Do you

feel that way, or do sny of you feel that way?
MR. POLLAK: I feel that there has to be some form of

insanity attached to it, emotionally or otherwise,

Q BY MR, BUGLIOSI: Now, do you rémember what I said
about the M'Naughton test?

& Yes.

Q That there has to be & diseased mind and because
of a dizeased mind, the killer does not know that what he did

| was wrong. He thinks it is perfectly all right to go out and

" kill someone,

A I know nothing about the M'Naughton theory.
Q Right. And in fact many law students don't know
‘too much about it either, but you are going to have to become

familiar with it, sir, if you are selected as a juror on this
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cagse, You are going to have to familiarize yourself with it

and follow Judge Alexander's instructions explicitly on this.
Or do you feel then that in view of this M'Naughton

test for insanity, like I have indicated, do you feel that just

because someone commits a vicious premeditated murder that he

k must be insane?

A You said a premeditated murder,
Q Premeditated mixder as opposed to a spur of the
moment decision to kill; in other words, the defendant thinks

' about it beforehand and goes oqut and kills -- premeditated -e

thought about beforehand?
A Rot necesasarily,
Q I other words, you can conceive of someone commit~

ting & vicious premeditsited murder andmt be insane, You can
*

coriceive of that? ¢

F]

-!

A Yés.
MR{ BJGLIOSI" Do you aIL feel ﬁhat:way?

(Affirmative rQSponse.) '

All of you have indicated that you have heard of
these murders before, the so-called Tate-La Rianca murders.
Are any of you with,sﬁéhfi fgdﬁE.;f‘ﬁihd'éhat you feel anyone
who partic¢ipated in these murders mist have been inséne? Do
any of you feel that way?

MR, POLLAK: I do.

MR, BUGLIOSI: You do, sirn.

MR, POLLAK: Yes,

Q BY MR. BUGLIOSI: So assume that the prosepution
proves during the first trial that Mr, Watson perpetuated

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES"




10

11

13

14

15

16

17

18,

19

20

2r -

22

23

26

27

28

324

{ thege murders, you are telling us riow that automatically during

| the second trial you would rule that he iz insane?

- to trial yet, Manson and the three girls have been.

| body who particglpated in i:hesc seven murders must have been
insane? Do you :Eeel that way?

- should go to a hospital? They 3hou1dn'5t gq to a prison; is
| that right?

Q question, but when a person is found to be insane, he committed

| stir, with what should be done with that type of an individual?

| - {mmaterial.

A Not automatically, Mr. Watson hasn't been brought

Q Right.

A And they were found guilty,

Q But do you feel, sir -- I will ask you agdin,
Maybe I didn't understand ‘}ydﬁr answexr. Do you feel that any-

J I - ~ Ml .
A - Yesl ;, R T 3
LA PREE A )

Q You feei then that the perpetuators of these murders

~4

A T did not say thati ! o ¢
Q Let me ask you this question ~- maybe the defense
attorneys will object to it -- I don’t know if it is & proper

a murder and is found to be insane, what is your state of mind,
MR. BUBRICK: I will object to that, I think that is

THE COURT: I think you are right, Sustained,
This might be & good time to have the recess.
Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will have
our afterncon recess at this time, Once more, do not form or
ewress an opinion about this case. Do not discuss it among

yourselves or allow anyone to talk to you &bout it and keep
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your minds open. S iy
(Recess.) =
3 N $
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* T aekd

' T TH,E COURT - People agaj.nst Watson.
L "f L e t:hé record show all jurors present.
:.-_ 3 :I:h? defendant: and counsel are present.

! Be¥ore’ \you proceed, Mr, Bugliosi, maybe thi.s
would help Mys, -Trainoy -on the question of experts.

Suppose I read the instriuctlion on expert opinien, |

It might be helpful,
You will be instructed as follows conceming
expert opinion:

YA person is qualified to testify as
an expert if he has Qpecial knowledge, skill,
experience, tralning or education sufficient to
qualify him #§ &n expert on a subject to which
his testimony relates, Duiy qualified experts
may give their opinions on questions in contzro-
versy at a trial,

"To assist you in deciding such
questions, you may consider the opinion, the
reason glven for it i_’y the expert who gives the
opinion. You may also consider the qualifications
and credibiiity of the expext,

~ "In resolving any conflict that may
exist in the testimony of expert witnesses, you
should weigh the opinfion of one expert against that
of another, In dolng this you should consider the
relative qualifications and credibility of the
expert witnesses as well as the reasgns for each

opinion and the facts and other matters upon which

‘o o CieloDrivecomARCH |

VES



24A-2

-

10

!

12

13

14

16

T

18
19 .

20

21
22z

23

%

25

% -

27

28

327

| " MR, BUBRICK: No.

: 15

it was based.
"You are not bound to accept an

expert opinion as coriclusive but should give to

it the weight to which you find it to be entitled.

You may disregard sny stich opinion if you find

it to be unreasonsble."

That will be the instruction given to you on

weighing expernt pp:lﬁ:ton, Mrs. Trainox.

MRS, TRAINOR: Thank you.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Thank byou,-» Judge Alexander,

MR, -BUBRIGK: Might we approach the bénch 2 moment,
pleage. ‘ |

; ; 'I.'HE COURT: Do you want the reportex?

A discussion was had at the bench which was not reported))
‘_4 P é {} -y
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#25 (fhe.- f’enwmg proceedings were had in open court
. A 2 in the pfesence*and hearing of the juxry.) :
3 * THE COURT: Now, we have been speaking of legal insanity|
s | There is a distinction between what medical doctors call

5 .| dinsanity and legal insanity; different doctors have their

6 | conception of what insanity is, but we are bound only by the.
1 legal definition and we must follow the legal defini,tion of
- insanity, and that reads as follows -- and you will be

§ ‘:' fnstructed to this effect at the end of the case, too:

w0 "Legal insanity, as- the words are used
ny in these instructions; means a diseased or deranged
2o condition of the mind which makes & person incapable
1 | of knowing or understanding the nature and quality

14 of his acts ox makes @ person incapable of knowing

or understanding that his act is wrong. 1If you

PR ' f£ind that theé defendant was capable of knowing and

T undexstanding the nature and quality of his act and

1 in addition was capable of kmowing and understanding

® that the act was wrong, you will f£ind that he was

+é L] . 2 138&11? sanéci

2 "However if you find that the defendant

# " was not' capable of knowing or understénding the
nature and quality of his act youy will find that

. he ﬁas 1ega11y Insane; or if you find that he was

23

2

g5: | - M
R .’f, incapable of knowing or understanding that his
% | -
e - .act was wrpng, you will £ind that he was legally
5 rra . R
. 3 BTN :Lnsane. TR

28 : _
' ,f‘];h,e defendant has the burden of
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proving his legal insanity by a prepondérance of
the evidenée, By a preponderance of evidence is
meant such evidence as when weighed with that
opposed to it has more convincing force and the
. greater probability of proof."

PR

4w You will notice that on the question of insanity

)| S < .
? i:!;é»iiefendant has the buxden of proof and that burdem is
' merely a pref:onderance of the evidence, whereds the gullt of

t:h& dcfendarﬂ: whether he is guilty or mot, must be proved
beyond & xeasonable doubt and to a moral certainty.
ks j o Dp' jgu‘ see the distinction there?
(Affirmative response,)
<5 iyge couRr:’. Thank you, Mr. Bugliosi.
MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you, Judge.
The primary issue during the trial will most

likely be, and I say most likely because I don't know, but it |

will most likely be Mr, Watson's mental state at the time
of thesé murders, his mental condition, his state of mind at
the time of these murders -~ that is August the 9th and 10th,

' 1969 -~ mostly, that will be the central critical issue,

Now, do you all realize that Mr, Watson's mental
state at the presernt time, that is, as he sits here right in
front of you right now, is not in igsue, it is not an issue
f£or you to decide, |

Do you all understand that?

(Affirmative response,)

Is there any question about that, his present

state of mind, his present mental condition is not in issue
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&

- and*I saj.d what I said because I thought that I couldn't be fafr

for you to decide, :
. Do you understand that?
(Affirmative response.)

ELAINE M, GAINES
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q M:i;s_é Gaines, let me go back to you for a moment,
Ma 'au,

You felt that at the present tix

A Yeah. _

Q -= certainly you were not & witness to these _
mirders so you don't know what was on his mind at the time of
the murders; you were talking about the way he looks right |
now?

A Right. |

Q " You indicated that ﬁou felt he was mentally 3.11‘;
is tﬁ:h&tx 1;::5:‘1:::&31:?

FANA A Yeah, from appearances he looks this way to me

;" Qﬁ ,S}I} ﬁa‘

A A I R
Q.. R:Lght. .
A‘ --: tq hﬁ: because of -«

Ol Q,;,‘, Ndw, what fl.a it about Mr. Watson as he presently

sits here :I.n front o;E you that leads you to believa that.

perhaps there is aometh;tng wrong with him mentally?
MR. BUBRICK: Object to that, your Homor; I think it is
improper voir dire.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Well, she bxought this up; your Honor.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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condition called "cotton mouth™?

THE COUR:f.'z Yes, :upposing we just ¢onfine ourselvea
o thisc Caa i

Q7 Miss Gaines, "’as Mr. Bugliosi told you, his mental |

conditi.on on t:he *night of August 9th and August 10th is
what you must determiie and not by his presenmt appearance.
- ’ Dc,you whderstand that, Migs Gaines?

A Yes. He said that before and I -~

THE COURT: Can you do this?

A Yes, I ¢an, . ‘

MR, BIGLIOSI: May I ask Miss Gaines, your Homor:

Q Is it because Mr, Watson has his mouth open, has
that caused hex to think thete is something wrong with him?

A No, -

Q Ad a nurse, Ma®am, have .‘yb.uA heaxd of thé physical

A Yes. )
Q Which has nothing to do with any mental derangeémen

it simply is a physical conditfon that causes a person to open|

their mouth because théir lips and their tongue is diy.

A - Right.

Q You are aware of that?

A Yeg, I wag taking that inf:q consideration -~

Q BY THE COURT: You have wade no diagnosis yet,
“though, have you? ‘

A Oh, no.; no; he just told me, do not -~

MR, BIGZIQSI:. I dm just trying to qualify her as an
expert in the field of medicine.

| As has been previously indicated, several

' - .
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g psychiatrists, psychologists ox neui:clog_ists-:

T
PROD L o DryVeznor, Bolx;

<7 ) T~ .o ¥ + i l’ 1
RER RIS X T L ! 4 . 'E:.
Y Dy André Tweed;

2 |

psychiatrists and several psychologists are going -_i:o testify,
some for the defense and othexs for the prosecutfon,
Have you ever met or spoken t¢ or been associated

in any way with the following doctors, all of whom are either |

: Dz. Grovener Bailey;
'Dr. Joel Fort 3
Dr. John Suarez;
& .., Df. Ira Frank;
:;[ ' :. Pr. Richard Walter;

Dr, James Palmer; -

L N 4 P e

v Pr. Seymoux Pollock;
‘:-—‘21"",-!‘:" " .

- =D, Marcus Crahang
"AL 4B, deorge Kbe;

Dx. Keith Bttt}nan H

‘Have any of you ever met or spoken to ot do you
know any of these doctors? ' '
(Hegai:‘:lvé xeaponsé.,)
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[ i A Yes, T did.

‘ Not all of these necessarily will teai::lfy. Some
of them most likely will.
_ Again here 1s a question that was asked by the
defense attorneys of some of you but not all.
Have any of you ever studied psychiatry or
psychology in schogl or on your own?
MR, SISMONDO: Yes.
MR. BUGLIOSL¢ Q I believe you sald, Mr. Sismondo, |
that you studied in school? | |
A Yes, that is correct.
Q You mejored in engineering but you did take a
course in psychology; I think you said.
A Right. |
Also I minored in education and I was going to

teaching instruction. ,
Q How many psychology courses did you take?
A I don't recall offhand. Less than 18 units.
Q You have a fair background in the Ffield of
psychology?
A . Well, if you would call that fair, yes. .

Q In other words, certainly more than the average
A I would say so.

cho R BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Miss Nihei; did you indicate
thatyou studied psychiatry or psychology?

b}

Q  In college?

“
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'_-‘,4'5fi Q And in the course of your study, you studied

1,-.

;Af + That was related to nursing in Hawail., I worked

as a }iéensed practical nurse.

psychology or psychiatry?
- e vy Ps&chnlogy; just a little bit,

Q  Vhat was-the extent of your study?
-KEfa It was’tn regards to patients, you know, how they |

look, how they feel

f: cpi

- pid yoﬁ take any formal course?

A No.

Q | This was just kind of on the job training?

A On the job plus -- well, I took psychology in

school;
Q In college?
A Yes.,
Q How many units?
A Just one.
Q A three-unit course?
A Yes.,

Q  BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Miss Gaines, I believe you also
said that you did. Was this in school?

A Yes.
Q Rursing school?
A Uh-huh,

Q What courses did you take?

A Like one and two, psychology in one and abnormal
psychology.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Anyone else either studied in school or
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26<3 1 | on your own?
o (Negative response.)
81 Any of you have & peychiatrist ox psychologist in {
4 your family? - " |
& .l (Negative yesponse.)
s " Any close friends are psychiatrists or psychold-- |
71 -gists? |
A MR, SYSMONDO: Yes; I do..
LR Q@  Who is that?
0 . A The name is :!o::dar'r, Robexrt Jordan.
n - Q What relation is he to you? -
’ 2 A A friend, ;
2 Q Close friend?
o " A He is also ~- my wife was a patient of hls. We
® 5 garnered a relationship through that but we heve a friendship |
© ‘there as well, ‘ ,
o Q Your wife undervent some psychiatric treatment
® 'from Dr Jordan?
- | ,{ - A Yes.
J* k2 ‘;or “ Q Was it as a result of this assault on her?
) : »21; T | A:. - Yes, gnd another incident that happeéned.
A O L, ’BWLI&& ..iQ  And yoy, matam,
S .| MBS, QBERRINDER; Yes, Charles Rhodes in Phoenix, M.D.,
"1 nd1s'aerfend. |
: : SRS Qg B}F }ﬂ;;.i ;iUGLiOSI ¢ He is a psychiatrist also?
1 A No, no, psychologist.
. ' : Q A psychologist?
A Yes.,
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 relative,

P ¥R, BUGLIOST: Anyone else?
{Negative response.) , ,
I think Mrs. Stanton, Mrs. Trainor and Mr. Prado

~ also answered this question or maybe one or moxe of you also -

answered it to a certain degree.

I will have to ask it of you cdllectively again,
at least those other than the three that I j\ist mentioned.

Have any of you or any mémber of your family ox
c}ose friend ox relative ever -unciergbne treatment from a
psychiatrist ox a psychoiogi—&t?

Row, 1 realize this is a personal question and
I apologiée to you fdr it but please understand that in the
nature of things the question is nectassary;

Some of you have already &mswered that., For those|
who haven't, I am addressing myself to you folks at this time.

MR, DARCO: My fat.:her' died in a nental instzitut;ion;

MR, BUGLIOSI: And.Miss Gaines?

MISS GAINES: My sister. o

MR. .BiﬁLIOS_I: Is your sister still undergoing psychiatr
treatwent:? ' o | |

MISS GAINES: No.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Anyone else?

MR. RODRIGUEZ: A friend, .

MR, ﬁIBLIOéIz A close personal f£riend?

MR, RODRIGUEZ: It is a close friend,

J}u!R;.; BUGLIOSI: I believe Mrs, Stanton, Mr: Tatum, Mrs.

b

R

This appllies to yourself, a'memb.e-r of your family,|
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Trainor, Miss Gaines and Mr, Prado have already answered this

'_queqt:l,on, so I will try to ask the other juroxs.

Mr. Schachtexr, do you have any feelings about
psychiatrists one way or the othex?

A Never.
No feeiings at all?
A None at all.
Q Never stop to think about them?
A I have no occasion.
Q You don't have any pro or éon feeling one way or
the other?
A No.

."Q What I am getting at, Mr, Schéchter, is some
people, in fact many people feel that psychiatrists or all
psychiatrists are quacke and that they are a little goofy
themselves, Where on the othex hand many people feel that
pasychiatrists can make a valuable contribution toward the
understanding and treatment of one’s mental condition.

This is what I am getting at, Do you have any
feeling? '
A . I believe that.

t

,i7Q ¥ You believe the latter?

A I believe that they can help, the right kind, not |

t:,ha mharlntan8, N in. P 15
2T MR, BUGLTOSI:. L ‘*,H:s. Nihei, do you haye any
feelings one. way o the other about psychiatrists or
psychologists?

. —A,_"' ._nlo—;" 4;.
. * LA S v t
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:“g_
*

e 4 MRS«. OBERRIXPER' I think they are very good. 1 have
ﬁ" ) .»,s

_some of them can do a lot of damag‘e;

MR, BUGLIOSI: Mr. Sismondo, do you hdve any feelings?
MR, SISMONDO: I feel they are beneficial.
. MR, ;B‘mz.ios::: How about you, Mr, Darco.

: ' “D&RCW Yes, They are beneficial. They have their |
‘place ‘ln soclety. | |
MR, BUGLIOSI: How about you, Mrs. Oberrinder? |
&i@rked 'a“vith' tﬁeﬁ:aw ﬁha Veterans Hospital in Ssn Mateo ~- in

Pa:l.p Alto, gat;har, in volunt;ear work and T think that they
have-done 4 1gt \for patients. '

R Mi}. BIK;LIOSI gl-lw about you, Mr. Rodriguez? |
MR. RODRIGHEZ, They have their placa in present societyl
MR. BUGLIOSI: Mz, Pollak. .
MR, POLLAK: I think good ones are very, vexy beneficiall
MR. BUGLIOSI: You feel good ones are hard to come by?
MR, POLLAK: I think they are very hard to come by and

MR, BUGLIOSI: I think it is genexally agreed that .
psychiatxy 15 not an exact science like, let's say, chemistry |
or mathematics, but it is more in the nature of an art. .

in othexr words, it is very common for several
psychiatiists to. examine the same perdon and come up with
completély diammetrically opposed dlagnoses and opinions.
Whereas I think if it were an exact science,
by definition, each of thieir diagnoses wourld be the same,
- Now, do any of you feel that psychiatry is more

have that frame of mind?
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is up to the psychiatr:ist to settle it?
21

them figure it out. Axe any of you of that frame of mind?

(Negative response.)

MR, BUGLIOSI: Do any of you feel that the testimony of
a psychiatrist is the gospel truth?

(Negative response.)

Do any of you feéel that psychlatrists are {ncapable
of error? ‘

(Negative response,)

Do é.ny of you feel that psychiatrists rarely make
errors in thelr diagnosis, that it is uncommon foxr them to
make an error? Do any of you have that frame of mind?

{Negative response,)

Do you all agree with me then that psychiatrists
are just as fa].lable and capable of error as any one of us?
Do you aIl feel that way about it?

.*. - (Affirmative response.)

Since the state of wind of Mr. Watson at the time |
pf thesg murders w:llll most 1:I.ke1y be the critical issue dur:l.ng
ﬁhis trial are any of you wj.th such a frame of mind that you
feel :tt,' J.s ufs 1;0 the psychiatrist to settle that issue? It

¥ ~.
ML

gIn othex words, wash your own hands of it, ILet

(Negative response.)

Do you all realize that you folks; not the '
psychiatrists, but you 12 people or whoever it is selected as
a juror in this case are the judge and the trier of the facts,l
including Mr. Watson's state of mind?

And that psychlatrists, no matter what they
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?‘yééﬁtif§~t6; ateiéﬁljihéfé.to help you make up your mind.

. | ,Do yuu all understand that?

5 (Affirmative response,)

A - That th@ psychiatric opinion, the diagnose of a
psychiat;ist is not: “an end in and of itself in this courtroom. |

Do you understand that?

(Affirmative response,)

| Do you all realize that the final deterimmation;
the final determination of what Mr. Watson's state of mind was|
at the time of these murders rests solely and exclusively with
you, not the pgychiatrists.

Do you understand that?

(Affirmative reésponse.)

It is not 1ike 80% of the responsibility is on
your shoulders and 20% on the psychiatxists. '

100% responsibility for determining what Mr,
Watson's state of mind was at the time of these murders rests
gsolely and exclusively with you, not the psychiatrists.

Do you all understand that?

(Affirmative response,)

Are you all willing to assume that responsibility?

(Affirmative response.)

You all realize thét as Judge Alexander told you, |
you have the right to accept or disregard all or a portion of
the testimony of any witness including psychiatxists. |
(Affirmative response,)

In other words, if a paychlat¥ist, whether it he

a progécution or a defense psychiatrist, testifles to something
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ji'_tehéimény in this case in the light of all of the evidence

which in view of all the evidence doesn't accord with what
you think is right, you are perfectly fxee to xeject the
conclusion of the psychiatrist on the ground that it is
unreasonable, ,

Do you all understand that?

(Affixmative response.)

A Yowiag you all promise to consides the psychiatric

and only give it that weight which undex 411 of the circum-
stancss you feel itlis ‘nntéi:tled to?

- (Affirmative response.)

‘ﬂ :EI;;identally, ladies and gentlemen, I am sure t:hatA
whep the psychiai;::ists get up on the witness stand you are
go:tng to hear & lot of bi.g fancy medical words and we lawyers |
will do our beat to have the psychiatrists break these words |
down into our language, into layman's language, so that we -
can lay everything out in front of you ‘and get a good look
at what we arxe dealing with,

Most of the words they are going to use, or 4
good portion of them we lawyers even don't understand. We
have to pick up a dictionary to find out what the heck they arf
talking about. . 1

Now, I have already! asked you questions about the |
death penalty and the state of mind. I would like to ask you
some miscellaneous questions and I will sit down.

You have all iidicated that you are aware of the
previous trial in this case, the Tate-La Bianca trial, the
one that took nine and a half months,
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I was a victim _6£< that trial; of sorts., When you |
are involved in a case for nine and a half months, seven days

- & week, I guess you could call yourself a vietim.
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27R~1 1 Now, there were four defendants in that trial,
‘ , | Charles Manson, Susan AtKins 3 Patricia Krenwinkel, lLeslie Van
3 | Heuton. The two defensehaﬁﬁbrneys have already told you that
4 | these four defend;nts were convicted of first degree murder and |
s | in the penalty trial, the jury returned & verdict of death
¢ | against #11 four defbndantc, one.male, Hanson, and three females|
7 . You realize, of coursa, tha; the fact that these
. 3 | four defendants in the previous tridl received the death
o | penalty for the same murders thnt Mra Hhtson is presently being
10 | charged with, you realize this is no evidence against Mr,
1 | Watson #nd that Mr. Watson is entitled to & fair trial, to

12 | start anew.

13 You &11 understand thﬁi?
14 (Affirmative response,)
. 15 | And you are willing to give him a fair trial?
16 (Affirmative response.)
o fn a criminal triel, ladies and gentlemen, in order;

18 | to have the Jury verdict all 12 jurors have to agree one way
1 | or the other, In other words, all 12 jurors have to agree'that'
20 | the defendant is guilty or all 12 jurors have to agree that he
2 | is not guilty. If all 12 jurors do not agree one way or the

- 22 ; other; for instance, let's say 10 feel he is'guiltj, 2 feel he
2 | is not guilty or 9 and 3, 11 and 1, 8 and 4, whatever it is,

% | there ¢annot be a verdict,

% | . Do you understand that?
% | » (AFfirmative response.)
L And the result is what is called & so-called hung

@ 2

3Jury; and in & hung jury, the case has to be tried all over
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"ag'uin by & aew jury,

Do you all uinderstand that?
(Affirmative responu.)
I believe most aﬁ yuur, or some of you, At least, B

|told the dtfema at:tornqys’ ﬂf ymi had any children; some of
you, I don't- hcucve, mﬂ' uknd that question,

Hx. Schlehten, dc you. huva any ;‘hi.ldm, sir?
MR, acmcmn: !u;sfdwr‘ o |
MR. BUGLIOSI: How old Are f.:hcy? o
MR, SCHACHTER: The youngest e 38,
MR, BUGLIOSI: Okay/ < - .ty 0"
HR' EBKAGHTBR: Add by two,
MR, BUCLIOSI: I can follow you there, as long as you
don't say "divide by three.”
Okay.
Miss Nihei, hwe you ever heen warried, ma'am?
MISS RIHEL: No.
MR, BUGLIOSI: You don't have any‘i,:hildgm’l
Louis Sismondo, I balleve you said you have some
children?
MK, SISMONDO: Yes, 1 have a daughter that is six and

my won =~ T have & nephew that lives with me who is nine.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Mr. Derco, sir?

MR, DARCO:; T have thres children.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Their ages, sir?

MR, DARCO; 27, 21 and 19,

MR, BUCLIOSI: The 27~year-old is a -=
MR, DARCO: Boy.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES




W b

11

12

13
PR
15

16

17

18

19

20

22

23

24

25

5

27

28

345

~ answered that question,

;: and three great grandchildren,
21

BUGLIOSI; And 217
DARCO: Girl,
BUGLIOSI: 197

MR. DARCO: A boy.

' MR, BUGLIOSI: Mr. Tatum, do you have any children,

sir? |

MR, TATUM: I am niot married,

MR. BUGLIOSI: I believe Mrs, Stanton has slready

PP B

Mr, Pollak has alresddy -answered that question,
Miss Gaines, have you ever been married, ma'am?

MISS GAINES: I have been married, but I don't have any

é¢hildren,

MR, BUGLIOSI: And Miss Oberrinder answered that question|
Mr. Rodriguez dtd. | '
Mrs. Trainc;f, do you have any children, ma'am?

MRS. TRAINOR: No, I have not,

MR, BUGLIOSI: And M., Pollak?

MR, POLLAK: I have two daughters, five grandchildren

MR, BUGLIOSI: How old are the daughters, sir?

MR. POLLAK: 49 and 48.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Here i# another personal question, and
agiin T apologize to you for it; but in the nature of things,
it has to be asked: Have any of you or any member of your
family or close friends br‘ relatives ever been charged with
or accused in any _fas‘h'i.oﬁ whatsoever with the crines of

murder or conspiracy to commit murder?

N .
L - s 4
. Lo Co- [ ., F
Yie,
L
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| dants in eximinal triala? E e ;-’_ AR L

};R. TATUM: Yes, sir, an uncle, statutory rape,

MR, BUGLIOSI: Which isn't quite murder --

MR, TATUM: But it is atill a crime.

MR, BUGLIOSI: I was going to gét on to other crimes,
Your uncle was charged with the erime of statutory

| rape; how long ago was that?

MR. TATUM: He was 18, he's 33 now.
MR. BUGLIOSI: What dbout any other felonies ~= 1 am

not talking about misdemsanors now -+~ felonies, yourself, a
. member of your family, close friends or relatives?

Have any of ydu*’ever worked for . .the public

 defender's office herc in ;Las Angeles or elsewhere?

Have any of you ever worked for a criminal defense

attorncy, a 1aWyer praeticj,ng criminul law, representing defen-

i .
¢ r; =N

Have any of you ever worked for that type of a

t r M
i . x S B
e H 4 ?5_:

lawyer?
Do any of you hdve: a ¢lps;e, £:i.end or relative or

' member of your family who presently is or has been a defénse

attorney?
Yes, sir?

MR, SISMONDO: I mentioned my uncle,

MR, BUGLIOSI: Your uncle was & defense attorney?

MR, SISMONDO: He was assistant district at:tomoy.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I don't think he was a definse lawyer,

MR. SISMONDO: i‘m sorry, hie was a prosecutor; but he
is also in private practice,

MR. BUGLIOSI: Re is in private ~practicq now?
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MR, SISMONDO: He has had his private practice, although
he iz somewhat semiretired mow <~ bank director, so I would
Imagine that would put him in & position of being ~-
| MR, BUGLIOSI: Here in Los Angeles?

MR, SISMONDO: No, this 1is in Pennsylvania.
R
£ -
' “ :“f i
R . FE
£ ' :‘
[ ,: - ?; ‘b}";“ ‘ ,
i 'I . ? . .
5 . e 1 4 "_- i‘g = . 3 -
] N [ ';1 ]
; 1 f .::\ : !
< .

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES




348

27a~1 1 MR, BUGLIOSI: Have any of you ever met or spoken t6 -
. 2 MR. KAY: Mr, Rodriguez,
3 MR, BUGLIOSI: I am sorry?
4 | MR, RODRIGUEZ: 1In regards to that question about hav«

s | ing & friend that is a& criminal lawyer, we have Mr, Dick
"6 | English from the Dick Bnglish law £iZm on a retainer, because
7 . of the organization thhi: we have,

8 MR, BUGLIGSIf- Okay, do you, know. H;r:a English?
o | MR, RODRIGUEZ: Dick English, yeg. ‘s
10 .. | MR. BUGLIOSI: Is he a friend of yours or is he just a
‘1 | business acquaintance? S
1 | MR, RdDRIGUEZ": , Let ¢ say-a bus 1ness acquaintance,
1B | MR, BUGLIOSI: Do you socialize with him at all?
4 MR. RODRIGUEZ: I think I socialized with him twice in
. "1'5 { the last two years, so that's not .i'eqlly socializing.
16 MR, BUGLIOSE: How often do you have any cont#ct with
17 L Mr, English ~= over the telephone; or see him?
1 MR, RODRIGUEZ: Through the telephone, usually, whenever
® it involves some of our constituents. |
| MR, BUGLIOSI: Once a week?
4 MR. RODRIGUEZ: Oh, not even that; maybe once every. two
2 | months.
| MR, BUGLIOSI: Have any of you ever met or spoken to,
% I or been represented by or in association with the following

% 1 lawyers:

% Irving Kenarek;

L " Paul Fitzgerald;

| Daye Shinn, S-h-=i-n-nj
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' any of those lawyeras?

attorneys tell you that; is that correct?

2 |

. prosecution over and above, over and above that which the law

Ronald Hews;
chm.jlesf Hollopeter3: - " .
- 'R'i.chardq "Whi'.t'on-;‘ Foot -
Marvin Party . .o,
Karl Ransom; e
Leon Salter, Sea-l-tse-r; i1
Donald Barnett, B-a~r-s-~e-t-t=;
Paul -ﬁarﬂso; '
Richard Caballero;
Tuke McRispack, M-c-Rsl«g-g-g-c-k;
Robert Steinberg; 3
Gary Fleilschman;
Ronald Goldman?
THE COURT: You forgot one,
MR. BUGLIOSI: Who is that?
THE COURT: Ira Rainer.
MR, BUGLIOSI: =Right, Ira Rainer,
Have any of you ever had any associ;tiou with

(Negative response.). |

You have heard the Court and defense counsel Sgy
that the prosecution has the burden of proving the guilt of
Mr, Witson beyond a reasconable doubt,

You héard both Judge Alexander and the defense

(Affirmative regponse.)
Would any of you require any burden of the
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requires?

(Negative response.)

Would any of you require a greater burden than
that which the law requires?

(Negative response.)

Am I correct in assuming, theén; ladies and gentle-
ment, that you will only require that we prove Mr, Watson's

" guilt, simply beyond a reasonable doubt, not beyond all doubt?

An I correct in assuming that?

(Affirmative response,) '

Do you 2ll understand, ladies and gentlemen, that
in a criminal trial, in every criminal trial, whether the

| defendant 1s being prosecuted for murder, as is the sitvation

here, or assault and battery, arson, drunk driving,'burglary,
whatever the crime i8, the prosecution has the same identical
burden of proof, to prove the defendant's guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt, not beyond all possible doubt.

Do you all understand that?

(Affirmitive response,)

Do you understand that our burden in a murder case
is no greater than it would be, let's say in a drunken driving
case?

Do you understand that?

(Affirmitive response,)

Are any of you of such a frame of mind that before 1

you would convict My, Watson qf‘first degree murder, you would

- require that, not only we rémoved reasonable doubt from jour

mind this guilt, but you would require that we remove all

. i

.
V-
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1 | possible; conceivable doubt of his guilt from your mind?
. 2 Would any of you require that of us?  You would
3 | only require that we remove reasonable doubt of his guilt
4 | from your minds; is that correct?
5 (Affirmative responseﬁﬁ
6 | Do you all realize that although & defendant at
7 ; the start of a criminal trial Ls presumed to be innocent, this

8 | presumption of 1nnccenge only lasts until his guilt i{s proven
}*_?....

o | beyond & reagonable doubt.’_ LR AT

10 Do you understand 1::1‘;&3:"? e

m (Affirmative response,) ; :: ‘

1  And do you understand tha.t once ;nis guﬂt is

B proven beyond a reasonable &oubtig this: presuml?tion of innocerice
. ¥ | has been rebutted and it therefore no longer exists; do you
. 15 | understand that? |

16 (Affirmative response,)
C27bE? Y

18
19
20
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et

y273 Now, without asking you to prejudge any of the

.-" 2 | evidence in this case, the prosecution intends to rely in

‘, 3 | pért upon circumstantial evidence as well as direct evidence,
4 | of course,

i 5 Hig Honor will instruct you that the crimes of
6 | murder and the conspiracy to commit murder can be proven by
7 | elrcumstantial evidence,
8 His Honor will further instruct you that the law
® | shows no preference for direct evidence over circumstantial
1 | avidence as a means of proof.
1 Before asking you whether you are opposed in any
2 .| fashion to sitting as a juror on a case where circumstlntilll

1 | evidence is involved, let me briefly indicate the distinction

¥ | between the two kinds of evidence té you, so that you will be

| better equipped to answer that question,

ol Direct evidence, I think, can be defined as evidence

" | which proves a fact, an issue, without the necessity of draw-

® | ing any inferences.

» Circumstantial evidence, on the other hand, is

® | evidence which tends to prove a fact in issue by proving
“ | dnother fact. e .

22 Let me giva you a brief example which lawyers

23
frequently use to ‘,lliustrate the distinction between these.

* two types of evidence -~ Mtxwall Kelth s,aid, :‘*Ii: 8 the copkie

® jar example." SRR

* I could give you ahother |-:mey»,'r ‘but that's the one
’. Z I was going to give you, anyway. Let's assume - I will mgke

it oatmeal cookies this time,‘ Max == thﬁt all of the ocatmedl
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cookies have beaen taken from a cqbgié jar in the kitchen of
Mrs., Jones and five minutes later Mrs, Jones discovers her
only son, Johnny, eiging the cookies in the living room,

Now, Mrs. Jouea,ﬂbﬁggréing-herelgttléwson; Johnny,
i 4 ]' . B . - N

eating the cookies, is a fact in and of itself; but it is

circunstantial evidence of the ulﬁiﬁdtg'ﬁgét;thét it may have

. been Johnny who took the cookigs; that's the ultimate issue,
- who took the cookiss. ' '

xs' LI
R o “ e 4

The fact that he ia eating them in the living room |

| 18 eircumstantisl evidence that it may have beén he who took

the cookies, '
Now, if Mrs, Jones had actually observed Johony
reach into the cookie jar, remove the cookies and go into the

1living room, this would be direct evidence, as opposed to

- eircumstantial evidence,

Now, with that very brief legal background in mind, |

and it is a precious little legal background, do any of you

have any hesitation o¥ objection to sitting on a jury ina o

~ case where the People rely in -part on circumstantial evidence?

(Negative response.)

Do you all feel that you have a basic idea of the

 distinction between these two types of evidence?

Do any of you want, let's say, another example?
(Negative response.)
In this trial, ladies and gentlemen, the prosecu~

tion will not offer eyewitness testimony to all seven murders,

 We are going to offer testimony to some of the murders, but

" not all seven,
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Are any of you such a frame of mind that you

| would mot convict any defendant of any murder, unless the

prosecution offered an eyewitness to that murder?

Are any of you of that frame of mind?
(Negative response.)
The prosecution, ladies and gentlemen, in a criminal

trial never has the burden of proving motive; we never have the

| burxden of proving why a particular defendant, let's say

committed & murder. We only have the burden of proving that

 he did commit the murder, or aided and abetted or was a con«

spirator in the commission of the murder, but we do not have

 the burden of proving why he did it, We just don't have that

burden.

Do you all understand that?

(Affirmative respdnsé;)

Now, although we do not have that burden, if we
do offer evidence of’mot{ve - that is; the reason.why'Hr.
Watson committed these murders - do you hIl understand that
you can consider this evidence’of his motive as circumstantial
evidence of his guilt? - ‘ '

In other words, we don t have the burden of offer-
ing. it, but if we do offer it, you can considef 1t as evidence.

At the end of this case, but before you retire to
the jury room, Judge Alaxgnder'will instruct you on the law
applicable to the case, ﬁpw, if the lay given to you by Judge

. Alexander is different from what you thought the law was, or

if it is different from what you thought, or think the law

should be would you, nevertheless, set aside your own personal
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beliefs and follow your oath and fellew the law given you by

Judge Alexander?

0

(Aﬁgiﬁuitive response. )

o P
N _ oo .
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J!':'
N L

Do jou all understand as jurprs you will be the |
sole and exclusive'jugges bf the credibility of the witnesses |
that take that ﬁitness stand" that is, whether they are
telling thqfﬁruth or- not?

CAffir;ative response.)

Si;ein 1 And do you all understand that in determining
credibility you haye the right to take into consideration
such factors ds the wituess*-dgmeanox on the witness stand,
the witness' manner of testifying, the witnes.'s’-" interest iti.
the outcome of the case qr,gny-bias'or'prejuﬁice the Witﬁess
might have for or against the prosecution and the'dgfenéef

Do you understand.ﬁou can take those things into
consideration? ' |

| (Affirmative response.)

Let's assume, ladies and gentlemen, that you are
all selected as jurors in this case and let's say the trial _
lasts two months =~ we?ll try to make it as short as possible,;
it might pnly last & month and a half; on the other hand, it
might go two and a half months -~ but we'll all do our best
to expedite it, |

Let's assume you are back in the jury room at
the end of the case and yﬁu are'deliberattng and you find
that youtr view is a minority view; you personally find that
the view that you enteéxtain is different from the views
entertained by the majority of the other juroxs, I take it
that none of you will be, shall we say, inflexible; but,

‘¥ather, you will listen verjacarefully*to the views expressed

by your co-jurors and if you find these views to be reasonable
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A

and persuasive you will.at least reconsidexr your position?
Am I correct 1n_§sauming that? |
(Affirmativé ::es-i:dnse )

‘ You are not going to go back to fhe Jury room
and say, "Don't confuse me with the facts, I have already
made up iy wind"; you are not going to have that type of
attitude. , |

Do each of you understand 'éhatz‘ each time the
defense coungel askédyou whether you would be willing to
F give Mr. Watsonva fair triai, that the prosecution -« that ‘
is, the people of the state of California we are also entitled|
to & fair trial; do you also understand that?

(Affirmative response.)

| If you are selected as.a juroi in this case do
you all promise to give the people of the state of California

&'fairrtrialz '

§ ¢, - (Affirmative response.)

TR

sy
f

DN ~ Is there any doubt in any of your minds about this

Fa

' g,x;xé’ : {NEgattve gﬁﬁpouse 3]

i PN
A. 1 (IR
1 WO SR SN

Can you tﬁink of any reagon at all not aIready
tuuched upon why yau might not be able to give the people of
the state of‘Galifornia a fair trial any réagon at all,
*;hutsoavar? S SN . | '

MR. SISMONDO: 1'm afraid I'm beginning to draw a
conclusion already as to Mr, Watson's --

Q BY MR. BUGLIOSI: In what respect, sir?

A  With reference to his innocence or guilt.
Q . And what is that conclusion?
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A Do I have to say?

Q Well =~ |

MR, BUBRICK: It is immaterial.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Well, I think it has some bearing on .
which side makes the challenge, before one of us -~ |

Q BY THE COURT: ¢ Tell me this, has something occurre

here that caused you to prejuége'this man's guilt or innocence

A .Yes, the constant reference to the associations
that have taken place.

. The fact that he is charged with these murdexs
is one thing, but the constant réference to everyﬁhing.that
transpired in the murders and everything, plus his association
with the group that hag already been convicted, I'm afraid
I'm beginning to assume gullt Ly association.

I just don’t feel that I'm being fair about it.
Q . I take it you prefer not to sit here as & juror;
is that correct?
A I would like to, but I don't know that I'm

- qualified; your Honor.

Q  Well, we are trying to arrive at your state of
mind. |
You have been told that this defendant is
ﬁreaumed to be innocent --
A Yes, sir,
Qi - You have been told that the fact that others have
beeg}qQﬁQiéted:of-ﬁhe-same charges with which this defendant

. s
. }S‘ahdused has no bearing upon his guilt or innocence,

A Yes, s%r,

£ -4
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Q Yo have been told that because he is a membex of |
that group does not make him guilty of_evéry erime committed |
by that group but that his guilt must be proved beyond a
reasonable doubt. You have been told that, have you not?

A Yes, your Honof; I recall it all very well.
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#28 1 Q And despite all that, you still feel that you have
.‘ 2 | now arrived at a state of mind --

3 A I feel that I 'have formulated an opinion that
s | maybe won't be entirely fair to the defendant. |

<

5 ~ THE COURT: I would entertain a chdllenge for cause.
6 | MR, BUGLIOSI: By the &efenae, of course,
7 | MR, KEITH: We cbﬁanllenge him for cause,
| MR, BUGLIOSI: No objection.
9 THE COURT: 1 thought I heard someone say "I object."
10 | All right, Mr. Sismondo. Thank you. You may be
n | excused,
12 MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you for your candor, sir.
13 THE COURT: Supposing we have the next prospective |
14 juror seated and we will resume tomorrow,

. 15 MR. BUGLIOSI: I have just one more qu’estiaﬁ.,
16 THE COURT: Go &head. 1 beg your pardon.
| MR, BUGLIOSI: Cau you thimk, ladles and gentlemen,

B 1 of any‘ reaaon not already touched upon by Judge Alexander,

® the defense attorneys or myself, why you feel you should not
" é“f . ! git as a Juror on this case, or would rather not sit as a
a juror on this cagef, Any reason whatsoever why you should not

‘s“

or wuuld r‘ai:her not? IR

B .\ i, (Négative response.)

)

B MK, BUGLIOST: No further dquestions. Thank you ladies.
% . THR COURT; Fill ithe box.
THE CLERK: Hustafa Siam.
.- A THE COURT: Mr, Siam, you now know that this trial is
28

26

going to take approximately two months. Can you give us that
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Would you automatically vote against the death panalty regarde~

e

two months? ,
A a Actually 1 plan for one month, I am businessmsn.

It would he some, ha,‘rdqhip to my business Jbut as I feel the

trial is needed and 1 should do my duty ‘to people of Galifomilz,

s0 I think I will ac¢ept,. - -

%
'R

. Q We apprecia‘te tha’iz Hr. Siam.' That is the proper
attitude and we a11 appretiaté that, !
You see I dare say that no person on this jury
if he had a preference would prefer sitting on the jury, but
it is their duty to sit as juroxs and without them our c¢ourts
cannot function. Sd we appreciate your attitude,

Let me ask you your ideas toward the death penalty|

less of what developed at the tridl?

A No, sir.

Q Would you automatically vote for life imprisonment
regardless of what developed at the trial?

A No, sir.

Q You underéta’nd, Mr. Siam, that you and you alone
determine the penalty phase of this case?

A Yes, sir,

Q If you find this man guilty of wurder in the first!
degree, and if you £ind that he was sane at the time he |
committed this wurder, or any of them, you then will have to
fix the penalty.

You will have no guldelines, We cannot tell you
if his eyes are blue or black or green he gets the death
pensalty, nor if he 1s blond or redheaded he gets the death
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o Whet:ha;r he gets the death penalty or life 1mpr:i.sou
-ment‘* 18 up to -you and ybur gc:»ocll conscienee and your judgmént

alone. Do you understand that?

A I realiza thaﬁ ¢ ”.. ;
Q You are .willing to: assume that burden?
A Yes.

Q You have heard also that the defendant is presumed

to be innocent and the burden rests with the prosecution to

proveé him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.

A Yes, sir,

Q You understand that?

A X Yes.

Q  You understand that onm the guilty phase no .
defendant need prove his innocence?

A Yes.

Q The guilt must be proved by the people,

A Yes,

Q Have you sérved as a juror before, Mr, Siam?

A No, this is my first time.

Q The first time?

A - Right.

Q " Do you know any attorney commected with this case?

A 1 know nothing except what I heard with the Manson |

case as it has been explained,

Q You heard Mr, Bugliosi call off a long list of
doctors. Any names sound familiar to you?

A No, none of them I know.
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A EN S I %
Q How about the ‘list of dttorneys that was called
of£7 |
No.
Q Mr. Siam, you know that both sides here are trying
to get a jury that can give both the people and the defendant
a fair trial,

A Yes.

Q Both are entitled to the same fair trial.

A I realige that, sir,

Q And we are trying to get a jury that canm decide

this case based solely upon the evidence you hear in this case
and the law as 1 shall state it to you,

A Ygs, sir,

Q Do you think you can do that, Mr, Siam?

A I will do my best, sir.

Q Now, do youvthiﬁk you can exclude from your mind

anything you heard about the so-called Manson oxr Tate-La Bianca

A I thiik I can, sir,

Q And decide this case only on the evidence that
you hear in this case?

A Yes, I can.

Q Do you know of any reason at all why you could
not be fair to the people and to this defendant?

A No, six, I don't see any reason why I can't be fair

THE COURT: All;fight. Supposing we resumé questionding
Mr. Siam tomoxrrow mb;nfyé, ‘Would that be satisfactory,

T

gentlemen? . {',

L .
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THE COURT: All right.

at this time yntil 9:30 tomorrow morning and if my precautiona
instruction is becoming irritating to you, as having heard

ft so often, please understand we must do 80 and you must |
follow that precaution, and that is do not form or express

any opinion in this case,

talk to you sabout this case, Please keep your minds open.

August 4, 1971 at 9:30 a.m,)

2w
o

MR, BUGLIDSI: Yes.
MR, BUBRICK: Yes.
THE COURT: How about 9:30, Is that agreeabla?
MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes,
MR, BUBRIGK: Fine.

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will recess

Do not disciss it with anybody else. Let no one

Tomorrow morning at 9:30,

Thank you.
(An adjournment was taken until Wednesday,
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