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1 
	

LOS ANGELES, cangomiu;TgEspArkWITGuvr 3, 1971; 9:38 
2 

3 

4 

5 

7 	. 

9 

THE. COURT:.  Good morning. 

THE. JURORS: Good morning. 

THE COURT; Gentlemerk. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Good Morning, Judge. 

THE. COURT: People against Watson. 

Let the record show all prospective jurors are 

• 
A r  

10 	present. 
11: 	 Counsel and defendant are present. 
12 	 Mx. Keith, had you finished with Mr,. Pollak 
13 	yesterday? 
14 	

MR. KEITH: Almost, your Honor. 
15 

JOSEPH J. POLLAK 

22 

28 

25 

17 

18 

19 

21 

26 

27 

23 

BY MR. KEITHt 

' 	Q 	Mr. Pollak, 'did you ever discuss the Manson case 

with Bill ,- pardon. me if I do not pronounce his name 

correctly -- Ltgnanti? 

A 	Lignanti. 

Yes, I have. 

Q 	And did he tell you his views of the case during 

these discussions? 

A 	Yes. 

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 
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'4. A' 	 .15now what,,.. you _mean. by . impress . 

	

Q 	Did it leave ,you _with. an opinion? . , 	4  
R. 

	

A 	Yes. 	 . 
' 4 

Q 	And is that an opinion, that you now have? 

The 110inson case? 

Q 	Yes. 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Are you able to divest yourself of that opinion 

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

A 	I Should think so. 

Q 	Are you sure so.? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	You are positive so? 

A 	Yes. 

case? 
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In other words., what Mr. loignanti told you and 

your own opinion that you formed is not:  oing to intrude upon 

your Judgment in this case in the event youi-are selected as. 

a trial juror. Is that a fair statement? 

A . 	I would say so. 

Q 	Do you have any opinion at this time of the mental 

capacity or mental. conditiOn of Mr. -Watson*  the defendant here*  

during, .say, the year 1969? 

A 	None whats0ever. t know very little about Mr. 

Watson. 

Q 	You have no opiniOn then, I take it, of what 'KS 

mental condition was during' the time be lived at the Spahn 

Ranch? 

14 
	

A 	I didn't know that he lived there. 
15 
	

Q 	wen, let's assume he did for 'the sake of 
16 ' discussion. 
17 
	

A 	I wouldn't have any opinion. 
18 	 Do you remember whatittnesses you saw testify when 

you visited the Manson trial as a guest of Mr. Lignanti? 
20 	 A 	No. 
21 	 Q 	Undoubtedly then you didn't form any opinion of 

22 	their credibility? 
23 
	

NO,. I didn"-t. I wasn't really terribly interested 
24 	

in it. 
25. 	

Q 	Picl yqu spend all day down there/ 
26 	 No. 
27 

28 

I left et :the noon' recess,..- 

Q 	Saving had the evening perhaps to Ulla* about It, 
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1 
	

Mr. Pollak, can you think of any reason whatsoever why you 

2 
	might be biased or prejudiced against Mr. Watson in being able 

3 
	as a result to give him a fair trial? 

4 
	

No. 

Q 	Have you searched your conscience to arrive at 

6 
	

that decision or that expression that you have just told us? 

7 
	

A 	I thought about it and I think that I can if the 

8 
	

evidence is -- whatever the evidence is I think I can judge 

9 
	

it. 

10 
	

Q 	In the event you are selected as a. trial juror, 

11. 	will you give Mr, Watson the benefit of your individual 

12 	opinion? 
13 • 	 A 	Yes, 
14 
	

You won't be swayed by what you think public 
is 	sentiment might be, will you? 
16 	 You.promise me that yOu won't be? 

A 	Yes.. 
16 
	

AlsO in connection with giving us the benefit of 
19 	your individual opinion, Mr. Pollak, will you promise u$ that 
20 	in the event you are selected as a trial jUror end the case 
21 	is given to you and the balance of the jury for deliberation, 
22 	that you will form your opinion aboUt the facts as applied to 
23 	

the law or the law as :applied to the facts only after free and 
24 	

fu31 and open discussion with the fellow members of the jury 
25 	

panel? 
26 	

A 	Yes, 
27 

28 
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Q 	And you wouldn't change your position, would you, 

now, simply be0ause a majority of your fellow jurors may hive 

a different view -- only because -of that? 

A 	Only because of that? 

Q 	Yes. 

A 	NO, 

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 	I would., 

MR. KEITH: I have nothing further of this prospective 

juror. 

THE COURT: Would you all two more jurors, please, 

Mr,, Clerk? 

THE CLERK; Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Segt 1. 

'THE CLERK: Yes, your Honor, 

Jose 14, Vascos, 

Allen L. Tatum, T-a-t-u-m, 

THE COURT: Mr, Vascos and Mr.. Tatum, I take it you 

were present in court all day yesterday and you heard my 

comments and the respective questions put to all prospective 

jurors by counsel 1 

How about the time element; can you give us the 

twO months it igiLgoing to take to try this case? 
f 	 • ;. P 	. 	• 

*it; VASCOS: myself, I don't think I can, 

THE COURT: Beg your-  pardon? 
, 	 "*1 

MR. VASCOS: _Myself, I don't think I can, Itwould be 

;; 

*- 
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too much for me, two months, because I request permission for 
; 

one month, and t would kind of chore people. -- see, I work 

maintenance awl a month. is kind of hard for them, 

• for Western Airlines. I called yeSterctey; 

when I say PO .Fa0.tttl* 't•IA 	
. 	. 

,g ing to 	get in trouble 

if / stay so long, 
• 

THE COURT; You- mean 1 1,6 vgoing. to work a hardship on 

 

you? 	
f  

  

MR. VASCOS: Yes. 

THE COURT: How about you, Mr. Tatum? 

MR. TATUM: I can stay. 

THE COURT.: Gentlemen, tar Mr. Vascos be excused? 

MR. •BUGLIOSI: • So stipulated. 

BUBRICK: So stipulated. 

THE COURT: You may be excused,. Mr. Vascos,; 

THE CLERK: Simeon .Ne Suarez, 

THE COURT; Mr, Simeton, first, can' you give us the two 

months we need to try the .case? 

MR. SUAREZ: I'm afraid, your HOnor, I could not, because 

in the first place, I have a doctor's appointment at the end 

of this month and in the second place, I will be visiting my 

old-age father in the Philippines. 

THE COURT: Will you repeat the last partt 

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

the Philippines. 

THE COURT: In where? 

Mit. SUAREZ; In, the Philippines, 

MR. KAY: "In the Philippines." 
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2 

THE COURT: May he be excused, gentlemen? 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, your Honor. 

MR. BUBRXCK: Yes, your Honor. 

Ia. KEITH: So stipulated, 

THE COURT: You may be excused, Mr, Suarez. 

THE CLERK: Carol I. Syquia, S-y-q-u-i-a,, 

4 

'5. 

6 

7 

CAROL L. SYQUIA, 

BY THE COURT: 

	

Q 	Would you pronounce your name fitir us, please? 

	

-A 	Syquia. 

	

Q 	Is that Miss or Mrs.? 

	

A 	Mrs. 

Mrs. Syquia, can you give us the two months we 

need to try the case? 

	

A 	I asked.my employer and she said, no. 

Q 	What work do you do? 

im a supervisor. 

Employed by WhOla 
1. • 

14utualw 

Q 	Pacific Mutual; that is the. insurance company? 
!! 

A 	Right* 

Q 	An 	!qa.41.  
A 	They BATA that I Should aslc to be excused* 

Q 	A ltttle unusual for Pacific Mutual to do. that, 

A 	Well, I Just asked. my manager-v. 

Q 	Row long have you been on the Jury now, on the 

jury panel? 
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• 2 

3 

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; t y  should know better 

than that. 

Have you ever served as a juror before? 

A 	No. 

Do.Q 	ou ktlow anything about the case, other than 

what'you have lida,rd to court? 

to .1 have read in. the papers. 
A 	e 	

; 

Q 	'Thaif is' on,  

A 	Yes. t  

Q 	Did you hear' alij ti4 questions put to all prospec- 

tive jurors by defense, cpun,c? t; . 
I • 

A 	Yes, T have. 
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1 
	

Q 	Other than those that are purely personal, if you 
2 	were asked the same questions, would your answers be the same? 
3 	 A 	Of the questions that you •asked or -- 
4 
	

Q 	No, that counsel asked or that I asked, other than 

the personal ones as to your occupation and so forth. Would 
6. 	your answers be substantially the same? 

A 	No, I could not vote for the death penalty. 
8 
	

Let me see now. Are you telling us now, Mrs. 
9 	Syquia, that you would automatically vote against the death 

10 	
penalty regardless of what the evidence might develop? 

11 : 
	

Yes, Y would. 
12 	

Q 	You cannot conjure up anything in your mind at all 
13 	

that might cause you to impose the death penalty, any state of 
14 	

facts? 
.15 

16 

17 

18. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A No, wouldn't. 

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

MR. MUCK:.  So -stipulated. 

MR. BUGLIOSIt - So stipulated. 

THE'COURT:'. You may be excused. 

THE'CLERp Mrs..Lou4e 	Stanton, $ 
k • 	t 

VT -Tilt COURT : firS.Stanton),'can you give us the 

two months we need 0.try this case?. 

A 	1 %a afraid- .1 cant 

Q 	You cant? 
k 
5 	 • 

A 
 

I can.. 
26 ' 

27 

28 ' 

YOU can or cannot? 

A. 	1 can. 

Q 	You can? 
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A 

Q 	Very good. How about the 'question of the death 

penalty. Would you autowatically, 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; is that 

correct? 

I could. 

Q 	And is your attitude toward the death penalty such 

that you would be prevented from making AO impartial- decision 

as to• the guilt or innocence of this defendant? 

A 	No, I never thought about it. I never 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? 

No. 

Q 	Is that correct? 

A 
?1 	• 

flAve you served as a juror before? 

, 	Noy 
1 

Q 	Do you know anybody connectedd-vith this case? 

A 	No. 

Did you heir all: the questions that were put to the 

prospe
A
ctive rors yesterday? 	; 

Q 
	es. 

If you were asked the same questions, other than 

• 

4A 
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those that are purely personal, would your answers be 

substantially- the same as those given by the other jurors? 

A 	I think they Would. 

Q 	You know that both the people and the defendant 

are entitled tattle individual opinion of each juror? 

A 	Yas. 

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 cat'',  and the law as I shall state it to you 

and you can be that kind of a juror. and decide the case in 

that mannar? 

A  ,Vea. 
Q 	jni, #0?.oujak:.:119wabout'you;:lfr‘Tatuml 

A 	I can be. 	... 

Row about4yOur,NViews as to the death penalty, 

would you automatically vote, against, the death penalty 
) . 

_regardless of what Might be developed at this trial? 

A 	No. 

Q 	In- other 	you can conjure up or see a state 

of facts in which you could give the death penalty if you 

felt it warranted it; is'that correct? 

A 	/as, your Honor* 

Q 	How about your attitude toward the death penalty, 

Would that prevent you from making a fair and impartial 

jUdgment of the guilt or innocence of this defendant? 

No, your Honor. 
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Q 	I think you told 'us you can give 'us the two-  months 

that we teed. 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q 	Do you know anybody connected with this trial at 

all? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Did you hear all the questions put to all the 

prospective .jurors by respective counsel? 

A 	Yet, sir. 

Q 	Other than those that are purely personal, if you 

were Asked the same questions, would your answers be substantia Lly 

the sauce? 

A 	Yes. 

THE COUBTt 'Gentlemen. 

MR.i BU,BRIC4 'Thank you. 

Tout Honor, would you suggest I start with Mrs. 

Stanton again :9r continue--00:41110 	t 

THE, COW 'Eithir way 'you care to. 

MR. BUBRICK: lyili. startiwith Mrs. Stanton., if I may, 

your :Honor. 

• 

LOUISE Aht  STANTON 

BY MR. =RICK: 

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

area of the city you live in? 

A 	Southwest. 

Is there a Mr. Stanton/ 

A 	Divorced. 
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Q 	What does Mr. Stanton do or what did Mr. Stanton 1 

do? 

A 	Manager over' a Shell Oil Company, St. Louis, 

MiSsourie 

Q 	
. 

Are you then from Los Angeles? 
T 	' 

A 	No, Georg.14.,  

itor long have you lived here in 'Los Angeles? 

A ; 'Allsost-8 years now..:, 

Q 	Aid ' :yOu aome‘ 	tbe :missOnii: area? 

A 	Georgia. , 
4, I  

Q 	Do you have 'any children, Mrs. Stanton? 

A 	Yea, I 	I have; three kids -4, two girls and a 

boy. 

Q 	And their ages, please. 

A 	14, 12 and 10. 

Q 	Are you employed outside of the home? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	What sort of work do you do? 

A 	L.A6 County Clerk, DPSS;  

Q 	Pepartuient of Social Welfare? 

A, 	Social Services. 

Q 	Which ofice, may I ask? 

A 	Beverly. 

Q 	Pardon? 

A 	Beverly family office Metro north. 

Q 	Metro north? 

A 	Yes. 

THE CQUK 	For a moment 'I, thought you were going to say 
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Beverly Hills. 

Q 	Y MR. BUBRICK; That is the west Los Angeles, I 

take it? 

A 	No. I think maybe you, are talking about west L.A, 

It is. Beverly, right down the street from here. 

Q 	I know where your Office is, but the Beverly Hills 

office was administered bi/the, west Los Angeles office. 

A 	Yes. 

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

assaultive type crime?  
r.• 

A 

Q 	Have you ever been; t a viotim,of any 'sort of a.  

crime? 

A 	No. 

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

have you ever in connection with your work filed what do you, 

call it? A fraud petition or something like that against a 

recipient? 

& 	No. 

Q 	You do that kind of work. Are you called upon to 

'do that sort of work front 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? 
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Do y►ou know anybody that is near or dear or close 
to you, N. Stanton, that has ever been, the victim of any 

crime? 

2 

3 

4 

A 	No. 

Ha +e you ever witnessed a crime of violence being 

committed? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Have you ever been a complaining witness of any 

sort in any sort of a legal proceeding? 

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

5 

6 

7 

8 

10,  

12' here: 
13 Q. 	You are by no means a witness in this matter. Did 

you hear the judgers definition of reasonable doubt as he 

read it yesterday? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Do you think that it is too much to expect the 

people to prove a defendant% guilt beyond a reasonable doubt 

and to a moral certainty? 

No. 

You don't think we are asking too much of the 

people if we ask them to prove or introduce that amount of 

evidence against a defendant, do you? 

No. I feel that after you have heard both•sides 

you get the facts, the evidence, you just make up your mind: 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 	• 

is 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

4 

1 A 	No. 

26 
That is, all. 

Fine, 

You realize, do you 	that before you do that 

27 

28- 
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1 
	

thert is presumption that' the defendant is innocent? 

2- 
	 A 	Yes. 

.4. And, the people have to introduce enough evidence 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23. , 

24 ' 

25 

26 

27 

28 

6. 

7 

8 

9 

10" 

11 

4 

5 

to;),Mikkeiyou:Ohange yourmind, and have to introduce enough 

narfence- to make you believe beyond a reasonable doubt and 

to.4'moral'cart#nty of the defendant's guilt. If they fail 

to, -00-  that iloold You still give this defendant the presumption 

:44n110045004 	; 

A 	It they cannot sive me anything to go on to make 

Ale change my mind,. knowing, now to n he is innocent. If they 

can"t produce anything other -than that to make me change my 

mind he is still, innocent so far as I am concerned. 

You realize that what you have just said about 

"to me he is innocent" is absolutely true and he is innocent 

Until such time as the judge tale .you what the instructions 

ate and, tells you to go into the jury room and deliberate and 

at that time you will start putting together everything you 

'have heard and if you art satisfied with what the prosecution 

has done, that is the time to change your mind; is that 

correct? 

A 	Correct. 

NW4 BUGLIOSX: There is a slight misstatement here. 

THE COURV: Yes. You see we don't say he is innocent. 

We presume he is innocent.. 

MR. BUBRICK: I am sorry. 

'A JUROR! I guess that is what I meant. 

Q 	,BY MR. BUBRICK: That is what you, meant? 

A 	Yes. 

000019
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1 	 Q 	The presumption of innocence is not overcome until 

2 	that stage of the prodeedings and not.before then; is that 

cotTebp? 

Right, 

*3 
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Q  
	„ 

Wcu:14 	, '110taver Nrs ,','*'..$tanton, expect or 

demand that the defendant take ,the witness stand and testify 

in hit own behalf? *: 

Would you repeat. therto ,please? 

	

Q 	Are you going to require or demand that the defen- 

dant testify in his own behalf,. in order to acquit him, for 

example? 

	

A 	I donit know*  I 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 is the prosedution that has 

to convince you of his guilt*  

Now, as you tit 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. 

You are going to make the prosecution carry the 

burden of convincing yo0, that the defendant is guilty, beyond 

a reasonable doubt, whether he testifies or not; is that 

correct? 

	

A 	going to make the prosecution 

	

Q 	Yes, convince you that the defendant is guilty. 

	

A 	Well, I thought it wits two sides to it that I had 

to listen to. 

	

Q 	014 yes, you listen to everything that'is said 

from the witness stand, it doesn't make any difference Which 

side it comes from; but all i want to make sure is that yoy 
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1 

2 

are notgoing to demand that the defendant take the witness 
ft 

Stand 'and give you his veriii00.0f.What happened, in order to 

find him not guilty: 
. 	t 

THE COURT: POssibly,Mrstanton -doesn't realize Will 

Whether or not a defendant personally tikes.  the stand and 

testifies with that defendant4ndhis counsel. 

Now, I think I explained yesterday that every 

.defendant is presumed to be innocent and the burden rests with. 

the prosecution to prove him guilty beyOnd a reasonable doubt, 

In.thatconnection, no defendant need take the 

stand and prove that he is innocent. 

Q 	Do you understand' that? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Because the burden rests with. the People to prOVe 

him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Now, ma'am, what M. Bubrick wants to know, 

• .despite that being the law, despite the fact that he need not 

.take the stand, if he doesn't want to,-would you still hold 

that against him if he doesn't:  take the stand? 

A 	Oh, MO, no. 

MR. BUBRICK: Thank you, your Honor. 

THE -COURT: I hope I explained it properXy* 

BUBRICK; You certainly did. 

,Q 	Do you know a member among your friends, rela- 

tives or associates, Mrs, Stanton, any members of Any law 

enforcement agency? 

A 	No. 

Q HOw about prosecutor's staff, members of the 
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district attorney' staff, city attorney, attorney general? 

A 	No, 

Q 	We talked yesterday a little bit, Mrs, Stanton, 

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

either a drug user or a drug abusers 

How, is your present state of mind Such that you 

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

abuser.? 

A 	NOS  

Q 	The evidence may also show, Mrsf  Stanton, that the 

defendant lived` 4 'Wit of a hippie or communal type life* It 

may be a kitk 4 existence that you and I may not approve of, 

win Vie 	he was that sort of a 

person, 17400.0* 	withOui apparent ties in. flature, 

Will it cause you iwyourmlinCto.,deny htm a fair' trial? 
A 	No,. it wouldn't, 

thinVyoU Said.yoUecVadren,-. you have at 

least one daughter *tong your three children; is that right? 

A 	Two. 

Two daughters, 

Now, we all know, as adults and, parents, bits,. 

Stanton, often children are leaVing home and they are just, 

sort of gravitating and floating around the country, If the 
evidence here should discItise part of the people who were 

living at the Spahn Ranch, were the youngster*, young girls, 

teeirgaBers, maybe young adults, who had left their families 

and,  were living a communal sort of life, 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 that during the course of this. proceed- 

ing, we are not going to be able to do anythingabout solving 

the drug problem or, perhapti„ the life of the hippie or even 

the. runaway whO is going to run away from horde. That is not 

our issue here*  

OUr issue here is to decide whether or .not this 

defendant is guilty of murder; and is that something 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 runaway 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 weight that you think that it is entitled to; ?, 
but All?q, want to take sure is that the very existence of these 

ItiOds 	000-aljnoVXems- isnlethe, kind of thing that would 

thwart you from' giving 'ibis ciefindanta'fair trial. 

A 	No, 
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4  w 	, 	 - 

Q 
	

Do you have a feeling as you sit there now, Mrs., 

Stanton, that a perionCoad.be' a member of a group and not 

be responsible for everything the group does? 

Yes. 

YOu realize, dcylou -.not, that you are going to have 

to treat this defendant as an individual and decide whether 

be is, guilty of murder, because- of what he did? 

A 	Yes, 

Q 	Do you understand that? 

Will you do that? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	You know, as adults we may have our own personal 

beliefs about what happened or what did -not happen, but as 

jurors or as persons concerned with this trial, will you only 

be guided in your determinations by what you bear from the 

witness stand? 

A 	Yes. 

Will you put aside whatever you think subjectively 

As an adult what might have happened, your Own conclusiO00 

in that regard, and your decisions only on what you hear from. 

witnesses who testify in this courtroom. 

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 

feel? 

A 	.`hat's right, 

Q 	I think you said A.  little while ago there are two 
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sides to every question and, by riod„ there are; and, therefore, 

would you. wait until you've heard everything, including what 

the defendant boa to say, if he should. say it, before you make 

up your mind or express any opinion? 

A 	Yes, I would. 

Q 	Or any opinion relative to this case? 

A 	I would. 

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

person who hes lived in this community during the course of 

1967, '8 and "9',. perhaps, whether you have had occasion to 

hear about .the.TateLa Bianca killings? 

::Yes. 
-• 	 :•S 

And tfhat;  wet yo#r. tirtncipal .:or primary source of 

information? 

A 

Q 

regularly? 

Yes, at that time I Was. 

Q 	And how about Magazines'? 

A 	Yes: 

Q 	I take it you had occasion to see it reported on 

television, did you? 

A 	'Yes, I did, 

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

on the radio? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Did you watch any one channel on television more 

than any 'other? 
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Newspaper,  

Do you get a newspaper delivered to the home 
• 

000026



A 	No, I watched all the channels, everything I like, 

so I just tura the W. 

Q 	Well, rib you have a particular preference, Mrs. 

Stanton, for news programs, say, as OppoSed to musical or 

variety type television, programs?' 

Well, if anything on good that I want to see, at 

the time the newt come on then I tee what. I want to see and 

leave the news alone, 

Q 	Let the. mws go? 

A 	Yes. 

Did you ever read any books on the 1'04,4,4 :Bianca 

killing? 

A 	NO. 

Q 	Did you ever discuss the Tate,-Le Bianca homicide 

with any friends, relatives or colleagues at work, perhaps? 

A 	Yes, At times were acant remarks made in the lunch-. 

room 'but usually everybody is moving so fast, so there is very 

little time to do a lot of discussing of any one particular 

thing. 

Q 	Well, did any of' those scant remarks that you 

may have heard stay with you at this moment? 

A 	No, I -- no. 

Q 	Did you 'ever express an opinion about the Tate- 

La Bianca eagle? 

Yes.' 7 
4. 	• < 

Q 	And as you sit here now as a prospective juror, 

can you set aside whateyer'00iniiSnayou might have had about 

the Tate,La Bianca murders and. be  guided solely by what you 
$. 	7 
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hear here? 
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No*  because tie only opinion I had was I was 
• , 	, 

seared, so that's about the only one x gave. Thts thing, it 

just scared me, period, BO in the .conversation 	this is about 

much as I said About it, that it neared me, 

Q 	You mean yOu were scared because 0 a-member,.of 

,the. community)  there were murders of this sort being committed 

in a priVate residential area; La that correct? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Did you ever express an opinion about the relative 

merits of the Sharan Tate-La Bianca case? 

A 	No, because at that time I didn't really know►  
Q 	Did you ever talk to anybody who professed to know 

any of the. people involved in the Tate-La Malice case? 

A 	No, 

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

courtroom sessions? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Are you familiar with the name Susan Atkins? 

A 	Yess  I've heard it.• 

Q 	In just what respect do you recall her? 

A 	That she was on• trial and she wag found guilty, 

I. think. 

Q 	Do you remember. What punishment was assessed 

against her? 

A 	Death ,penAlty, so I heard yesterday; and before 

yesterday, I didn't know. 

As of this moment, then, you know that all the 
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participants in that,trialmereJound guilty and all got the 
•:t,' 

death penalty; is that coirect?-'' 

A 	Yes*::--,' 

Q  Now, knowing that, Mrs* Stanton, IA your frame of 

mind such at this time that you can still give to this defen-

dant a fair and impartial trial, knowing that he was a member 

of that group.? 

A 	Yes* 
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Q ; 	ion! ever read or hear of any statements • 
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I Am not aware of Mt. Kay having made any 

appearances except when I did back in.  October. 

Q 	Did you ever see.Mr. Kay on television? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Did you= ever hear his melodic voice on television? 

A 	No. 

- MR. KAY; Thanks, Judge. 

t 	THE COURT; We won't slight anybody. 

allegedly made by Susan Atkins? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Did you ever hear Mr. Bugliost, the prosecutor in 

this case, on television or as a speaker.  Anywhere? 

A 

Well, in view of everything that you have beard, 

Mks-. Stanton, everything you have read about the Tate-La Bianca 

killings, can you set all that aside and not give that a 

thought and listen to what we are going to introduce during 

the course of this trial? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	And 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, ' think you axe slighting Mk. Kay. 

MK. KAY: That's all right. 

MR A BUBRICK: Well, I don t know. I don't want to do 

that. 

= 
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A 	No. 

Somebody told me I was on once 

10 • 

26 • 

' 

MR, BOGLIOSI: He ,didnIt 	know he- was? 

Wt. KAY: Don't forget Max. 

Q 	BY MR4 .BUBRICK: Mr. Keith)  I think, has also 

made the tubes once or twice. -- 

A 	,Like I said, I only watch the news if one. of my • 

stories go off, and usually if I get the news it is at 11100 

o'clock when our pictures go off and the news come off, and 

at that patticular time r am getting ready for bed so I 

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

Q 	Well, Mrs. Stanton, there is a chance, t suppOse, 

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

they might rerun some of these old newsreel scripts or you 

might be driving to work some day and hear something over 

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 

the people involved in the.  trial,"' you are just going to pay 

it nO attention; is that correct? 

A 	Well, honestly speaking, I have other things on 

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

about it it. would just go right on through. 

Well, may we assume, Mrs, Stanton, that if you are 

a juror in this case that you are going to have nothing on 

YOut mind other than what is going on here? 

A 	That is true: 

•  
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Q 	BY MR, BUBRICK: Well, I might ask, did you ever 
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Q 	And nothing, I hOpel  is just going to go through; 

is that correct?. 

A 	Yes. 

.Q 	All right a 

Mrs: Stanton., I want to ask you Something elSe 

now that. I haven't asked anybody else, There may be some 

evidence introduced in this case -• before I ask you. that, 

are yoU familiar with the name of Charles Xanson? 

A 	yes.. 

Q 	And who did you know him to be or what do you know 

of him? 

A 	The leader,. 

Q 	Now., there may be. some evidence during the course 

of this trial that Mr. Manson was the proponent of a theory 

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

probably going 'to be referred to as hater tkelter. 

Now*  it is quite prObabiA„ Mrs. Stanton, that you . 

might find the philosophy of helter skelter as derogatory, 

defamatory; very unflattering Of the Negro, the black or the 

eglored -- and I really- don't know how you would prefer I 

acidreits you in that respect, Mrs. Stanton 

A 	It doesn't matter. 

Q 	It could be interpreted by a black as being 
, 'OA*.  flatlering and very derogatory,. 

say, it is at least subj:eet to that sort of an r- 	- 
intert•retat;ion,and I am not suggesting.that it is, but if you 

sat_as a trial juror,. Mrs. Stanton, and you heard evidence 
f 

that was '.fierog'atOry  'of the black race and everything else were 
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equal, in your minds  would that fact in and of itself cause 

this defendant any prejudice 	your mind? 

.A. 	No. 
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Q 	Is that true, Mrs. Stanton, even though, you are 

going to find that the defendant was a member of that group? 

A 	That wouldn't bother me due to the fact that I 

heard so much of it -- just like % say, that type of thing, 

it goes through too. 'Row a perSon feel about a black or a 

brown or -- I just don't have time for that. 

Q 	Well, we realize that there is a possibility at 

least 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 frankqess with us because it is very possible that the 

blacks on the jury, if there be any, might be very offended 

by. what they hear;  but I think you =1st realize it would' he 
P: ka 4  J 1  

terrible*, for,example_tat sort of a feeling on the part 

Of a prospective juror were the thing that made that juror 

either Bind this;  defendant guilty of -murder or perhaps impose 

the death,e441tY4they.,got to that stage of the proceedings. 
t 	

woUlci youTagree? 

A 
	

'Yes, 

Q 
	

Let me, if I may, for a moment, Mrs. Stanton, talk 

with you about the death penalty and I do this at this time 

because it, is the only time I can. I am not by my questioning 

suggesting that I think this is a death penalty case because 

that is your determination, but the law says this is the only 

time we can, talk:about it and so I would like to do that at 

the moment. 

You have indicated to the court that you have no 

conscientioUS scruples against the imposition of the death 
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1 

2 

penalty if you felt that the facts. warranted or justified it 

1456k 4n4ia giateorredtT 

A 	Rtght. 

You realize I eita sure from what .you heard yester-

day,  that you ate going. to be called upon to determine this. 

defendantls puntOhment, whether tt be. life iMprisonment ot 

death, only after you find him guilty of first degree murder. 

and first degree is a murder which is willful, premeditated, 

deliberate, And done with malice aforethought. 

Knowing that thoie are four ingredients of first 

degree murder, Mrs. Stanton, do you feel that the death 

penalty is the only proper punishment for a person who commits 

a killing that way? 

A 	No, I don't. 

I think you must realize from what Judge Alexander 

hag told us that the law doesnot. prefer or has no preference 

About life or death because that is solely within your 

discretion. , Therefore, there ate no guides of standards that 

the court can give you in an 'effort to help you decide whiCh. 

of the two punishments to Impose. 

Now, knowing that there is just absolutely no 

assistance 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 

Satisfied that the. defendant is guilty of first degree murder? 

A 	No. 

Do you have any set of ideas in your mind at all, 

Mrs. Stanton -- and I realize that like so many' on the jury 
;• 
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you raver dreamed that you would be sitting in the jury box 

talking about the imposition of the death penalty -- but, do 

you perdhitOce have any ideas in your mind, at all of the 

conditiona under which you would impose the death penalty? 

Not at the present time. 
1 	4' 

$ 	 , 	' 	 ' ' 4 r 	* 

COnditiOlit - yOu.Ate, ,going,to-.:demand be present before you 

would impose WO- , 
' 	• 

A F  - Say that again. I. don't quite understand it. 

	

.c1+ 	T44et :me illustrate it to make it a little easier to 

follow. Is your frame of mind such that -as you sit there right 

now you say to yourself that unless 1 am convinced that one, 

two, three and four Are present, I will not impose a life 

sentence? 

In other words, you have got same ideas Of . your 

own about the kind Of a case that .deserves a life sentence. 

DO you have any-such preconceived ideati? 

A 	No; 

Q 	In other words, you' have never giVen thought to 

the conditions under which you would impose a death penalty 

any more than yoU have given thought to the conditions under 

whidh you would impose Life? 

A 	NO, I haven't. 

Q 	And if the set of facts are presented to you at 

that time for the first time, perhaps you, will decide Whether 

Or not the totality of the information you, have at hand demand 

a death penalty or life imprisonment; iS that correct? 

A 	Yea. 
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Q. 	Enowing what you know about this case, by virtue 

of' what you have heard so far., Mrs. Stanton, do you have any 

feeling that you would be compelled or you would automatically 

impose a death penalty in a multiple killing case? 

A 	No. 

Q 	You realize that there ate seven dead bodies 

involved in this ease. 

A` 	Yea, I -d0., 

Q 	Which means that you may' find- this defendant 

gUilty of seven counts' of first degree .muider? 

A 	Yes 

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 nature, 

knowing' that along With the.  fact that there are seven, bodies 

involved, seven dead' bodies involved, does that lead, yen to 

believe that you would be.cOmpelled to impose the death 

penalty? 

A 

think you lave already told us that you would not 

be Compelled Or yOu would not impose the death penalty against 

thisj:afendant solely because he was a member: Of a group, the 
•Thy, 

rotcler participants of Which have already received the death 

penalty*  
A 

9,  
• 7'  

going 

• 
$ 	 / 

'4t() 	 • 

:1 • think conversely then you have told us you were 

#'04t,  hii as an individual. 
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Wight 
t  • 	• 	. 	;, 

Q ' 'And 'decide his guilt or innocence and his 

' 

A 	Right. 

Q. 	Do you feel, Mrs. :Stanton, that this defendant 

has the burden, of convincing you that he should get a life 

sentence? 

A 	.1 donit feel that he has the burden of convincing 

me. I thought it was the 

I don't want to confuse you. The people have the 

burden of convincing you of the defendant's guilt. That is'  

ehe first stage 'of this trial, when you determine his guilt 

or innocence. The people have the burden of convincing you 

this defendant is guilty beyond a reasonable doubt and to a 

moral certainty. 

But yesterday I think we also mentioned the fact 

that when you get into, the penalty phase, deciding what the 

punishment should be, that neither side has the burden --

there is no legal burden imposed on either side. The 

disCretion, the authority to impose whatever sentence you 

will Is yours arviyour0 alone. 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	I wept to know whether back in, any recesses of. 

your mind' you are going to still feel that the defendant 

should: convince you that.  he deserves a life sentence as 

opposed to the death sentence. 

A 	No. 

Q 	You nalize because there ate no guides or no ' 
.%. 
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standards' that the court can give you., that you perform your 

duty as a- juror with the setae' degree of effectiveness when 

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

A 	Yea. 

Q 	You see those are the only two 'alternatives 

available to you and you 	not going to.  be criticized for 

returning either one because you as a juror, you are performing 

the duty you: are called upon to ,perform, irrespective of which 

verdict you return. You understand that? 

A • 	Yes. 

Q 	There' is no duty to return one as opposed to the 

Other. 

A 	Yea. 

Let me ask you, .Mrs;. Stanton*  have you ever been 

member o any organization that sought to retain capital 

• ipliriishment in California? 

A..- 	No4 

Q < Have you.  ever participated -actively with any .  

-gOitatio*that., wiittio Capital punishment in the state? 

o. 
., 

' „Q 	,6nste- you ever -doUe the reverse? Nave you ever—bee 

part4,ipant of an organization that sought to 

abolish the death' penalty in -California? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Are you- a member of any Organization, whatever 

, type it might 'bet  that haxs -as  one of its 'principles the 

retention of -capital punishment in. -California? . 

A 	No.. 

":*;. z 
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Q 	Did you hear what X asked one Of the other jurors 

yesterday: about being a member of a church that perhaps might 

have that as one of its tenets? 

A 	I am kind of like him. I didnit even know there 

was, such a church. 

Q 	Do you feel that because of the publicity in this 

ease And the fact that the other participants in the murder 

got the death penalty, that you might he subjected to Some 

criticism or the disapproval of your friends becaUse you. 

didntt return such a Verdidt? 

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 are on this kind of a jurys  if you remain as 'a 

juror, who have, a specific point of view about the death 

penalty? 

A 

Q 	Do you number among any of your-  friends' or perhaps 

colleagues at work people who are very firm in their belief 

of the death penalty as the only punishment for a murder case? 

;'- No,. I don't think . " know anybody like that. 

. 	 you, should 'happen to meet Such •a person, if 

jrou are sitting -on this jury-, can we assume that you are not 

:gii41.4to-periaiethtim7toin`fluence your thinking at all
, 

7' 	• A - 	;':, 

Anet'i 
0
i,it'gkre going -to arrive at whatever decision 

you strii•Te - at in'this particular phase. Of the case if you are 

a lirotsp4ctive..vrot-Aw?.4 result .of your own individual thinking 

000040



   

214 

     

 

1•  

2 

'4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

M1 	10 

b. 

18 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

 

is that correct? 

A 	That is right.,  

IQ 	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 decide what the -punishment, 

Should be? 

A 	tight 

While we all went an end to this proceeding, 1 

tlIti4 you must realize that since it requires a unanimous 
t 

:40-rdiet, that you are really a whole jury unto yourself. 

because unless you make a determination, a decision in this 
e r  3 • 	. 

,Fitsgi; there jorill'bei'noi  final verdict. Do you understand that? 

A  Yes. 
• , 

- 	mod':%q feel that you_ can and you will do that; 

is that right? • 
• 

A 	Yes. 

 

  

Do you believe in the old proverb• of au eye for an 

eye and a tooth for a tooth? 

A 	No. 

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 or killings? 

No. 

All right() 

Let me Cover one other phase., Mr. Stanton, and 

that is whatever feeling you may have about the general field 

Of medicine called psychiatry. 

Do you know any people in the field of psychiatry 

 

• 27. 

  

28 ' 
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or perhaps psychologyl 

	

A 	Not 

	

Q 	Do you have any friends or relatives or associates 

whO have ever visited a psychiatrist? 

	

A 	Yes. 

	

Q 	Or a psychologist? 

	

A 	Yes, 

	

Q 	Which one did they visit, if you know? 

The psychiatrist or a psychologist? 

	

A 	Psychiatrist. 

Dj4 you know this person before they started 

the course of those visits? 

A. Yes. 
, 

	

'Q 	And did you know this person after those visits 

wei4 lover? 

	

A 	Yea* 
-4  ,".:: 	t  Did *o*emer fOim or express any opinion about 

what the value if any this psychiatry was to this particular 
I 

person?.s t-.  

	

A 	Let me say the person was myself. 
7 't 	 •' 	' 

Q " 

	

A 	I needed -a good job and I took a civil service test  

and I passed .and /.got,the jobi  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 carer for it, and because I was in such gteat 

need with three kids and being sole support I was told that 

I must have a problem and I. was told to see a pdydhiatrist 

and I did and the psychiatrist sent me back the same day and 
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1 	told me not to COMA back until I hada problem. 

2 
	 So then may I anal* that yOur experience with a 

3 
	

psychiatrist was a beneficial one? 

	

A 	Sure it was. 

	

0 1  k 

' 
, 

	I think: you realize that I suppose A 	
P  

6 	there are good, or bad psychiatrists just as there are good 

' 7 	ar;' 1;41;1 

	

A 	Right. 

,And take it that at this moment at least you 

10 	have no prejudice against the field of. psychiatry?' 

11 . 	 A 	No, I don't. 
12 	 Q 	Nor against psychiatrists as such? 
18 	 A 	No. 
14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

ga 

24' 

25 

26 • 

27 

28 
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1 
	

Q 	Well, aside from yoUr awn personal experience, 

2 Mrs. Stanton, do you know anybody else that might have gone to 

3 a psychiatrist where you felt that the results weren't bene- 

4 ficial? 

A 	I don't know anybody. 

	

6- 
	 Do you feel there is a need for that, the psychiatrist 

7 has a place in our present society? 

	

8 
	 A 	Yes, I do. 

	

9 
	 Q 	Have you ever expressed an opinion about the 

10. relative merits or lack of merit of psychiatry in our present 

11 day society? 

	

12 
	 NO, I have only tried to acquire a bit of informa- 

13 tion about a psychiatrist who -- well, it was for my own bene- 

14 fit, as I say, I went, myself)  and I felt that, to me, he's 

15 someone that can give you help; *nd since I was having a problem 

16 With my. youngest daughter in. school and she is the type of 

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

18 Won't express herself, and I. felt that I should get informatiort. 

19 of a good psychiatrist that maybe I could .send her to another 

20 one to have a few meetings, even if we have to have gtoup 
21 meetings, to try and pull Otis out. 

	

22 
	

So, this is the information that I was trying to 
23 acquire, as far as the psychiatry. 

	

24 
	

Q 	Then I, take it that you believe that psychiatrists 
25 are able to tell you, -or interpret for you, human behavior or 
26 a child's behavior?' , 

	

27 
	

A 	Yes# s. 	
of 

	

28 	 about the- issueisan#Y,pt insanity, do you have a 
y, 

000044
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9 

10.  

11 

12 

is 

14 

15 

16 • 

17 

18 

19 

2. 

3 

4 

s. 

7 

feeling At the moment that psychiatrists can or cannot operate' 

in that area, as far as you are concerned? 

A 	Well, I feel that if a person have studied this 

type thing for any length of time, have ,got a degree in this 

type of work, I fee/ that she should be capable of performing 

such a duty. 

Q 	All right. Now, because of your own personal 

experience with a psychiatrist, Mrs. Stanton, do you feel so 

biased about the subject matter of paybbiatry, that you Would 

automatically accept the testimony of psychiatrists? 

A 	No, I wouldn't. 

Would you automatically reject it? 

A 	No. 

Q 	I think you may have beard the judge tell ,us 

yesterday that psyChiatrists are what we consider expert 

witnesses and, therefore, you have a right to' accept or reject ' 

either their entire',testimony or any part of it or do anything .  
! 	!' 

with it that ygwr1114 because the determination of the merits 

of that' testimony lies with you; but we want to make sure that „, 
20 

21' 

we don„' t start ;off, ne,ither, the-  prosecution nor the defense, 
f, 1 4 : 

with a verso n.-Who, his woe' ,feill,t4".:abc."4t psychiatry, so that 
22 

23-

24 

25.  

ve are going to becunable -toi  reach them. 
i..-, 	, 	o' 

You understand that? 

A 	Yegf., 	7- • A 	t 	' % 	.6 	1. , 	 , 	'. ge 

Q 	Well, we have talked a good bit now, Mrs. Stanton, 
26 	and you have had a chance to sit here yesterday and listen 
27 	to-some of the other questions& 
28 
	

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 US* 

8 	 Q 	Well, I lust want to cover one . pliore field; I meant 

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

closing question, Mrs*  Stantoni 

I think we talked a few minutes earlier that there 

might be some evidence that thin defendant was a user or ,abuser 

of drugs; i think the evidence will show that it was voluntary 

on his part, that he was taking them, nobody was forcing them 

down his throat. 

16 	 Now, knowing that, would you reject any medical 

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

of drugs? 

No, I 10.1041dt:0 t, 

(IQ , 1 lio; if the judge tells you that there is a proper 
• 

place for evidence about 	of, drugs, even though 

they "ate takith 	 *Are that testimony some 

thought and will you-  consider 1t in determining your verdicts, 

whatever they be? 

A 	Yes* 	F 4it B 

Q 	And the fact that this is a voluntary act,oh the 

part of the defendant is. not going to dissuade you ,or prevent 

you from considering that testimony? 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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7R"4 
1 

• 0 '8 

in which 

Q 	Mr. TatUm, may I ask you, sir, 

you live in the city? 

NOrtheast. 

occupation? 

Barker Bros. 

, 
An, tile nature of your bizsiness or •   

A 	rani, g unit control supervisor for 

Q Str? 	st 
t 

A. 	I am a unit control supervisor for Barker Bros. 

2. 

a 

4 

.5 

6 

7 

9 

zo 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 ' 

19 

29' 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 ' 

A 	No, it wouldn't*  

Q 	Will you do that even as it pertains, perhaps., to 

his mental condition at the time the murders were committed? 

A 	Yesw  

164 BUBRICK: No further questions. Thank you, Mrs*  

Stanton, 

ALLEN L. TATUM, JR.,' 

BY MR. BUBRICK: 

the general 4ama 

Q 	Barker? 

1° there  a Mrs. Tatum? 

A 	No4  there isn't*, 

Q 	And I take it this is the first jury case that 

you have been on; is that correct, Mr. Tatum? 

A 	That's correct. 

Q 	Can I ask you, sir, do you number among your 

friends or aasociates any members of law enforcement? 

A 	No, none. 

Q 	How about a prosecutor's staff? 

A 	'None*, 

Q 	Have you ever been the victim of any crime? 
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A 	Yes, my apartment was buglarized twice within six 

months. 

Q 	I hope. you got the material back. 

A 	(Shakes head •negatively,) 

'oti didn't? I am sorry. 

Were you forced to file a. report in connection 

with that? 

A 	Yes, ',mut. 

Did you ever go to Court and testify? 

A 	No. 
t 

de 
r
, 
	 4 

• ; 	" t 
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I 

3 

 
Q 	Well, would that experience cause you to deny 

this defendant ...fair trial? 

A 	'No, 	couldn' t, 

Q 1  'Bec4uE4 you have been the victim of...owe sort Of 
crimina tOriductt, 

* k - 
-A 4 	Right' .,% 	• r 

Q 	It would not? , 
J 

A 	That's e.ightii.  

.Q 	Mute you ever- studied-law;  
. 	- 

A 
• 

No., I haven't, 

Q. 	-- Tatum? 

Have you ever read'any books or paperbacks, 

perhaps, in the general field of psychology or psychiatzl? 

A 	No,. I haven't, 

Q 	Have you ever witnessed. a crime being Committed? 

A 	No, I haven't; 

Q 	I take it, then,'you have never been called upon 
in 

to be, a witnesWanytiort of a criminal proceeding? 

A 	That's Correct. 

Q 	Now, you have heard some of the discussion we 

beveled about drugs, Mr. Tatum. 

:Layout frame .of mind such that you couldn't give 

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

a. user or Abutter of drugs or narcotics? 

A 	No; if that's what he enjoys doingt  let him do it. 

Well, suppose he- 	t enjoy doing it but just 

does it, do you think that that would influence your 'thinking? 

A 	No., 
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1 
	 If the evidence disclosed that the defendant was 

2 voluntarily taking drugs at the time the murders are committed, 

3 would the fact that it, was a voluntary act on his pert prevent 

4 you from giving any cOnsideration to medical testimony intro- 

12, 

13 

14 

is 

16 

17 

18 

19. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

10 

7 

•8,  

9. 

5 duced? 	
44", 

No, it wouldn't„ 

DR:3044 *rex any:,f04ineitliit because this defendant 

may have beeil-ifi6ediuis;iiit t(41Oi the murders and it 

was a VolttntArq" 	 yocould refuse to be concerned. 
• • 	-114 

about his mental condition? 	' 

	

- 	, " 

	

4' 	I 

Q  And if the judge tells you thateven voluntary 

drug.ingeation may be considered by you in .determining certain 

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

instructions? 

A 	That's, correct, 

May I ask whether you bare ,had occasion, Mr. Tatum,' 

to hear or read about thelTateliLe Bianca, murders? 

A 	No, really, I didn't follow the case that fully.; - 

1 just glanced at the TV and the paper and that's as far as 

it went. 

Q 	I take it you knew.  during the year of 1968 and 

1969 that there was such a thing as a homicide committed in 

the Sharon Tate and the Lit Bianca homes? 

A 	I had heard about it because I didn't really live 

in Los Angeles until October of '69. 

Q 	October of '69? 

Where did you comae from, Mr. Tatum? 
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, 	• 	 $ 

A 	Seattle,' 
.1
Washington,str» 

Q 	DO you • reoedber:readilg.about this or hearing about 

this• in Washington? 

A 	•No, 

You mean it didn't make any of the news media 

there? 

A 	Apparently not. 

Q 	That's kind of ref reshing» 

But when you got here, you realized that such a 

matter hid been litigated for some period of time? 

A 	That's right. 

Q 	And since then, since it has beenover, •Mr. Tatum, 

have you had occasion to read any 	in, connection with it? 

A 	NO, I haven't, 

Q 	Do you eve talk to anybody who professed to know 

anybody who was involved with that trial? 

A 

Q 	Do you know the participants or recognize their 

names? 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26' 

27 

28 

20 
	

A 	Only Mr. Manson„ 

Q 	And what did you know of Manson? 

A 	That he was the leader of this 

Q 	The leader? 

Bow about the name 'of Susan Atkins, did you ever 

hear of that? 

A 	I heard of it, but I couldet 

Q 	Did you ever read Anything that is •attributed to 

her byway of a statement? 
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Q 	Did anyhody,eVer diecuss with you any statements 
IV . 

Attributed to her? 	, _ 

A 	No. 	. : • 

	

Watson

q 
	

Did you ever hear anything about Charles Tex 

	

A 	No. 

Q 	."11  before you came to this courtroom? 

A 	Nothing. 

Q 	Did you know that be was a 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 *bout 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 anybody 

to express any opinion that they may have about the relative 

merits of this particular case, if you sit as a prospective 

juror? 

A 	That is correct. 

Q 	Now, you have indicated to the Court that you have 

no conscientious scruples against the impOsition of the death 

penalty; is that correct? 

A 	/hat's correct. 

Q 	Hams you ever thought, or ever bad occasion to 

think about the factual situation under which you would want 

to impose the death penalty? 
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A 	No, Z haven't, 

Conversely, have you ever thought about a factual 

situation that yOu would require to be present before you would 

impose only a life sentence? 

A 

Do you 'have any feeling as you sit there now, Mr, 

'Tatum, that the death penalty is the only proper punishment ,- 

A 	NO, it is not. 

Q 	-- for one who has been convicted of first degree 

murder? 

A 	It is not. 

Q 	You realize that you hive absolute, unfettered 

discretion in determining whether it be life or death;  assum-

ing you get that far? ' 

A 	X do. 
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And yOu.  reitlise that th,at 'a after you make the 

determination about a Willful,. premeditated .murder with 

malice aforethought., and premeditation? 

	

A 	yes. 

Now, you have heard some of the. questions I. have ' 

asked Yi. Stanton about the use -of drugs and its place during. 

the course of this trial? 
,4 • ; A 	I did. 

. 	Q 	Ifs.  I asked you all those questions individually 

	

'*; 	• 	A,  

Ycnir}:attaitifeiS,  tend to, i the same? 

;hets ' right. .14  

	

Q 	yon, eve any feeling at all, Mr. Tatum, that 

You could,;  not girt- phis defendant a fair trial because he was 

a drug User at the time this murder 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 10t .of people. 

	

Q 	Do you know anybody who' has ever gone to a 

psychiatrist or psychologist/ 

	

A 	No, I don't. 

	

Q. 	Do you, believe that they are capable of interpret- 

ing human behavior? 

	

A 	I do. 

Q 	If you had a friend or associate or somebody that 

was near or dear to you, Hr. Tatum, and -they had a mental 
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• " 	 ; 

lb-.2 	 ;wouldprOblemyou refer them to a psychiarist? 
2 
	

A 	would. 
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Q 	And, would you .be willing to do whatever the 

psychiatrist tad ru to clo in an effort to be helpful -- 

A 	I would. 

Q 	Assuming that there was something 	I think I 

have asked you whether you-have ever read the, subject matter 

.0f psychiatry? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Is your frame of mind about a psychiatrist such 

that you think you would either automatically accept or reject 

the testimony they ,give? 

A 	Well, 3, would.  have to see both -s :des of it. 

Q 	YoU realize from what has been Said here that you. 

are going to be the One to determine what *merit, if any there: 

is to psychiatric testimony? 

A 	I -do. :realize that.. 

Q 	And.that he's- just another witiiese as far as you 

.are concerned and you have the right to treat his testimony 

as you will? 

A 	That's right. 

MR. itIBRICI(z Thank you, Mr. Tatum. 

sy MR. RUBRICItz 

Q 	Now go back to Mrs. Trainor. 

A 	Yes. 

I thinkthat's where we were. 

MARY E. TRAINOR 
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7b-3 

4 

• 
Mra. Trainor, may I ask you, please, the general, 

are,a4f 0e;city.intWhich you live? 

	

•• 	 • 	fi 

	

" A 	• Southwest:Los-  quigeles. 

Q.- 
t  
.frnd,-cto, you have a business. or occupation, please? 

. 	• 
ait 'retired. 

Q ; 	What,,  was yclir. work? 

A 	Waitress. 

Q 	Is there a Mr. Trainor? 

A 	No longer. 

Q 	What was his work, if I may ,ask„ please? 

A 	Precision inspector. 

Have you, Mrs. Trainor, ever been the victim of 

any sort of aOsaultive criminal behavior? 

A 	No, i have not. 

Q 	Have you ever been a witness to a crime? 

A 	Noi  I have not. 

Q 	Have, you .evertestified in court?  

A 	NO, Thaw-Wt. 
Q 	In connection with any proceeding Of any sort? 
-A 	No. 

Q 	Do you number among your friends •any members Of 
the law enforcement agency? 

A 	No, I do not. 
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Q 	How about a irosecutor Is staff? 

	

A 	None.. 

Now„ you have heard. what we have been saying about 

the fact that this defendant lived a sort of a nomadic or a 

hippie type, of existence. 

	

A 	Yes. 

	

Q 	Even though it is not what we might approval  Mrs. 

Trainor,. would you nevertheless give him a fair and impartial 

trial on the issue of whether or not he is guilty of girder? 

	

A 	Yes, I would.. 

	

Q 	And is that true with respect to the fact that 

there may be evidence that he was A user Or 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 I also assume that your frame of mind is suOh 

that even though you should find that the .drugs were being 

used voluntarily:, you Will still accept any medical -evidence 

offered about this defendant's mental condition at that time? 

	

A 	Yes, I would. 

	

Q 	Yon don't boa, I take it that one who uses a 

drug. on his own, without being forced on him,, should be held 
.1 .7 	k 

respoxisibi,e 'fork ever'ything he does without any limitation? ,• . • 
A . , ,No, , • I do not, 

• i4 	 it 
af there is psychiatric evidence or medical 

pvidfonce, avg.lable to put that in some sort of a, proper ,..t;  
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perspective, t take it. you will listen to it and be guided; by 

it if you prefer to do that? 

A 	Yes, X will. 

Q . Now, I think you, have heard the judge tell Mrs. 

Stanton that the defendant doesn't have. to take the stand' and 

testify at all because he has no burden in the first trial.. 

Will you nevertheless though require that he testify before 

YOU make any determination? 

A. 	No*  X would not. 

You realize it is the people who have the burden 

the. first trial? 

A 	Yea. 

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

anybody who has ever gone to a psychiatrist? 

A 	Yes. 

Did you know that person before or while and after . 

they went? 

A 	It was My husband, went once for an examination. 

q. 	As a result of that experience,. Mrs. Trainor,, 

do you have any 'feeling abOut the merits Of psychiatry or 

psychiatrists/ 

A 	Yea. I think they are very usela in our societzy. 

Q, 	You think they are useful in our society? 

A 	Yes,. they 

Q 	And you.  think that they are capable of interpreting 

human behavior? 

I believe if they are qualified to do so and have 

their examinations, as we all ;mist, I belieVa they 

8-2 

• 2 

3.  

4 

5 

6 

10 

1): 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

'25 

26- 

27 

- 
A 

000058



232 

should and could. 

Q 	Certainly we realize that there are good and bad 

in every profession, but assuming that this is a competent 

psychiatrist. 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	You would feel that his testimony may be of some 

merit? 

A 	Yes, I would. 

Q 	And his particular expertise may be, of some value? 

A 	yes, indeed. 

Q 	Rave you' ever read in the field of psychiatry on 

your own? 

A 	No, . .I have not. 

8-3 	1 

2 

4 

5' 

6 

7 

8- 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14, 	 Bow about the general subject of sanity or insanit 7. 
15 eyOu)feel that a competent psychiatrist .should be able to 

• ecpress an opinion in that field? 

A 	Yes / do., T Who else would, there be? 
• . 

t . 	 a#•notrresentful of anybody trying to tell 

you.,whether ,a ,person is sane or insane? 
. • 	' 	' 	t 	; 

t.iell*.unless they are qualified to-  tell ma. I would. 

19 

20 

21 	bed  but a qualified, person„ if they told me, someone was or 
22 	was not, I would accept 'their word Over anyone else's. 
23 	 • 	Q 	Fine. We are assuming in all 'of these questions, 
24 	

Mrs. Trainor, that we are dealing with qualified psychiatrists. 
25 	

A " Yes.. Well, then, I would certainly accept their 
26 	

• opinion. 
27 	

Q 	I take it then there is nothing about your feeling 
28 	

about psychiatrists that would make you either automatically 
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8-4.. 	1 	accept or automatically reject their testimony? 

• 2 • 
	 No, I would not do anything automatically* 

.33 
	

Q 	rine. YOu will give that the. benefit 

4 
	

Right. 

.5 
	

Q 	-- of some thought and some deliberation? 

6 
	

A 	Right. 

7 

	

	
May I ask, Mrs. Trainor, whether you will set 

aside whatever feelings you had with respect to the one 

9 
	

experience you have had with your husband and psychiatrists 
10 	.and be guided solely by what you hear here in the determination 

11 	of the relative merits of these psychiatrists? it 
12 	 A 	yes, He only made the one trip andAwas only 
13 	an examination, nothing more. 
14 	

• 	q 
	

Do. you. feel also, Mrs. Trainor, that there id 
15 	merit to the use Of a psychiatrist in .even a murder case?.  
16 	 A 	I believe there is merit at Any time if the 
17 	evidence or if the situation demands it or' requires it., 
18. 	 -Q 	And even though we are involved with .a murder case • 
19 	

.you fail that the doctor has a place here? 
20. 	

• 'A 	Yes, I do. 
2i 	

Do you have a feeling, Mrs Trainor, because of 
.22 	

e*per$:enOps that lead you to believe that 
23 	

teenagers 'either can, or 'Cannot be dominated by others? 
24 	

A': i  !.- Z 170uI4 have to :think about that' for a moment, sir 
25 	

believe they can. be dominated by possibly older people or 
26 • 

people With strange r W$418. We are not all alike. 
27 

	

Q 	How about do you have any feeling about whether 
g}3 	

or not they can be dominated by other individuals within their 
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awn peer group, in, other words,. people of their own relative 

Age or standards? 

	

A 	I would think they could. 

	

Q 	Do you feel. that is possible that they can be 

dominated by other teenagers in spite of all. the parental 

control? 

Oh, yes. 

	

? -11 

	

In other words:  you realize, I take it, that when 
k 

:teenagers start getting out of the home they meet a lot of 
4 • 

people. 
fr• .‘ scuts 	* 

. • "i 	' - 	 # 

Q 	Outside their, own family: 

.;Thep Certainty do. 

Q. 	Let me ask yOu a few questions, if l may, please, 

4. 'Tr ain0 about the,  death penalty. 

:Having heard what you have so-  far, Mrs. Trainor, 

d0 you have any feeling at this moment that the death penalty 

is the only proper punishment for first degree murder.? 

/ ‘dOntt think that it is ever the only proper 

punishment. it would depend upon the evidence. 

And you would wait until you have heard everything? 

A 	Yes. 

Before you decide which of the punishments to  

impose? 

Yes, indeed. 

Q 	think you must realize by now that the court 

is, not going to be of much help in that particular issue 

because there are no guides or standar*? 
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2 

3 

 

A 	Yes: 

Q 	You do this on your own? 

A 	Yes. 

I think you must understand that no matter 'which 

of these two permissible verdicts you return, you perform your. 

Jury duty just as well? 

Yes, 

'Q 	And do you have. any feeling that becauSe of what 

you may know about the other participants in this murder,. 

and the outcome of their case, that you would feel compelled 

to treat this defendant the Same? 

• No. He is -on trial by himself. The others have 

1,1(irt,settled., .So one has nothing to do with the other nOw.. 

Nay I assume that 'knowing as you. do that this 

'defendant was a metier of.ihat same group., that he should 

nevertheleSi be treaied'ass'an individual? 

A 	 gel atin is an individUal. 

Q. 	Have you ever had a chance or have you ever given 

.any ,thought,, Ara . • Tratntir to the conditions under.  which 

you would impose the death penalty? 

A 	I would have to admit I have. thought about some 

instances, but again reading .something and being, on a jury 

would certainly make a difference in how I would think. • 

1:1 	However is what you have read. such a part of your 

feeling at this moment that you think 'it might control. your 

A 	Not in this case. 

— verdict, in this case? 

A 	Not in this case. 
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• q 	Say we assume that it the factors that yOu, read 
A 	 A  

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

,articular case 
• 	. 

No, , sitr. " 	• 
q 	that you are not going to impose the death 

penalty just,b44duse it happens to concur with something you 

„haye_rea4ln, the past? 

A 	"X .;:roul'd not. 

Let me ask you conversely': Have you ever thought 

of a factual Situation under', which you would impose a life 

sentence? 

A 	Not a factual one, at least none that I have 

thought of. 

Q 	So that we don't start this trial with having a 

burden of convincing you one way or the other 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 evidence, 

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 

case? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Now about a multiple killing -- after all there 

Are seven dead bodies -- along with some stabbings and some 

beatings, drugs, weapons, things of that natute, would a 

catn bination 'of those things lead you to believe that this is 
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1. the only kind o`f a punishment you would return in this, case? : 

A 	Not  it would; not. 	. 

Q 	Well, you have had a chance also to reflect for a 

day or:so., Mrs.. Trainor. Is there any doubt that comes to 

your 'Mind:based on anything I hive said or the judge has said 

:ior his been suggested to you. so far that wOuld lead you to 

believe you cannot give to tbig defendant. a fair trial? 
1 • • .`1 	; 

, 	!Nothing 4Lt 

TI314 CO: , i ,:tkadies and gentlemen of the jury,, we will. 

take. our'Morning re4ss at this time. 

•, 1 	,again,. 7do not form or express any opinion in • • 

• 15 

12 

13 

14 - 

this dase. Do not discuss it among yourselves and let no 

one else talk to you about this case and keep your minds open. 

We will have ashort recess. Thank you. 

(Recess,) 
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THE COURT; People against Watson,, 

Let the record show all jurors are present. 

All counsel and the defendant are present. 

Mr. Keith, you may proceed. 

1014'KEITH: Thank you, your Honor. 

CARLOS RODRIGUEZ, 

BY MP. KEITH: 

Q 	Mr. Rodriguez? 

A 	Yes, sir* 

Q 	You are the president of a union; is that not 

correct? 

A 	Yes, X am. 

Q 	And what is that union, sir? 

A, 	It is Local 1549, affiliated with the Steelworkers 

of America, AFL-CIO. 

Q 	Now, you told us yesterday, I believe, Mr. 

Rodriguez, that there may be some difficulty or hardship 

with your serving as a trial juror in this case for an extended 

period of time amounting to as long at two months. 

Have yoq resolved that problem? 

A 	Yet!terday I resolved that problem and there will 
• ;, 

be no difficulty whatsoever. 

Thank yoU. 

JrcrWi)lr.Rbdrigue;, haitA you ever sat as A juror 

before, eitherili,a-civilortriminal Case? 

A 	Yes, X.,beve.. 

What type of. matterwas it, civil or criminal? 

1 

'2 

6 
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Criminal caie: 

On this juror duty or a previous tour? 

2 

Q. 2 

Q 	And in what jurisdiction? 

In what judicial
% 
 diitritt? 

A 	Los. Angeles., 

Q. 	This Centtal District right here? 

A 	The Central District. 

Q, 	How many criminal cases. did you sit on? 

A 	.As far as I can remember, there was two cases. 

Q 	Did they both -- did both cases go to a verdict? 

A 	Yes, they did, 

q 	%Mat were the nature of those .cases? Don't tell 

us the facts.; was it a drunk driving case or assault and 

battery or -- 

A, 	A thild molesting case and the other involved in,  

decent exposure. 
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4 

4 

A , Approximately six months ago -- about a year ago,, 
,,- 	.. - - 4 I'M sorry. 	t 	,.,' .' 

1 	 1 Wm 

4 	• 

4  
. 	• 6 

Q 	Was that in Superior Court or Municipal Court? 

A 	Municipal ,Court. 
r• 
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,Q 	Did anything. occur' during the course of your 

sitting in those two cases that yoU think tight in some manner 

prejudice you against Mr. Watson in this case? 

	

A 	No, sir.. 

Nothing occurred that made you antagonistic, say, 

towards defense counsel in thoSe cases or towards. the prosecu-,  

tion in those two cases? 

	

A 	None whatsoever, 

	

Q 	Have you ever been the victim, Mr. Rodriguez, 

Of any type of assualtive conduct such as robbery, assault 

and battery? 

	

A 	I have not. 

	

Q 	Has anyone. near oz dear to you ever been Such a 

victim? 

	

A 
	

No„isir: 

Pardon me? 

	

A 	roi  
, 

	

Q 	liave' 	you ever witnessed a-  crime of violence? 

	

A 	No, sir; ,t havenot4, 
4 	" 

Q  Have you ever testified In court as a witness 
• 

in any kind of caqe? 

	

A 	No, T have not. 

	

Q 	Is there a Mrs. Rodriguez? 

	

A 	Yee, there is. 

And where do- you live generally, not the street 

address? 

	

A 	East Los Angeles. 

	

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

	

HasQ 	she ever been? 

	

A 	She was employed approximately .five years ago in 

a, manufacturing place, 

	

Q 	Do you have children, sir? 

	

A 	Yes, I have. 

	

Q. 	How Many children do you have? 

	

A 	Four children. 

What are their ages? 

	

A 	Twenty-one years -of age, my daughter, 19 years 

-of age, male, 14 yextrf of age, female, and 10 years of age, 

male. 

t 	e your oldest daughter and son students by any 

	

chance? 	.
J  , 
	 , - 
' 	 I- : . 	 . 

	

A 	.My 	:it a itUdent44 $ 	- 

	

(1 	How about lour daughter, what does she dol 

	

A, 	She itrwOrking 	medical clerk at Children's 

HOpital. 

	

Q 	Are all four of 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 nor.ege. 48 years, 

	

Q 	Pave .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 years. 

Q 	gave you always been affiliated with union activi- 

Since back in 1948, 
, 	.  

I teanAtuilttg your.  Ooductiye adult life, of 

course. 

A 	114 -say yes. 	
„ 11 

Q 	Were ru employed also along with your union 

activity by steel concern8? 

A 	Yea, I am. 

Q 	Ia your sole occupation now president id the 

union or do you also still work? 

A 	That is a dull purpose, I work approximately 50 

percent as ,a production mechanic and I tend to My union 

activities 50 percent of the other time, four hours and four 

hoUrd,. approximately. 

tSr? 

A 
Q  
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6 

FOr what concern. do you work? 

A 	American Can Company;, in the City of Vernon. 

Q 	In the course of your employment, in the course of 

your union activitites4  have you ever witnessed any violent 

_activity betweep,"100:8 say striking members of the union _and 

scabey,dr WW1 14v 
i 
e you;, bat there ever been any violence 

that yOU by been involved with in union activities? 

• A 	of phyaicat, ViOlende, 	• 

Q 	In other WOrds, any strike that you have been 

invOlved with has aiWaysi,eenta peaceable one? 

A 	Fortunately. 
r):4* 	 • 	 •yse' 

Mr;.ARodriguez, condernihg the publicity attendant 

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

you ever -- were you ever exposed to any of that pUblicity? 

A 	News media, yes. 

And were you aware of the outcome of the Manson 

trial prior to being Seated in the jury box here? 

A 	Yes, Imam, 

Q 	And as a result of that awareness did you form 

any opinion of the guilt or innocence of those persons; 

Charles Manson and the female defendants who went to trial 

in that Matter? 

A 	No, I did not. 

Do you have an opinion now as to the guilt .or 

innocence of Mr. WatSon,.who sits before you? 

A 	I have not. 

YOU realize that he is charged with the same 

offenses that those defendants were charged with? 

11R-1 
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A 	Yes, I amawarethit he, is charged. 

Q 	You are aware that he is.  charged with seven counts 

of murder? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Are you aware now that Mr, Manson was tried:and 

convicted of those same seven count' of murder? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Having that knowledge, does that make you believe 

at this time that Mr. Watson is mOre likely,  guilty than 

innocent of those same seven counts of murder? 

A 	No. 
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 	t would consider this as a separate end Completely 

different case. 

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 promige you that* 

You are absolutely pOsitive that -you have no 

opinion about Mr. Watson's culpability because of your &rare-

ness of the outcome of the mtnson trial? 

A 	No, I have no opinion; I don't even know Mr. Watson 

Q 	I take it that you;did not follow the so-called 

Tate-La Bianca homicides and the trial that ensued as a 

result of those homicides with any regularity or any—special 
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1 

2 

attention? 

A 

Q 

Not with anrapecial attention, no.. 

Did you ever discuss the case with any fellow 

employees or union members or members of your family? 
4 

A 	As a passing conversation, yes, I have, 

Did you ever hear anybody express an opinion to 
6 

you or to others in your presence concerning ,their views -on 
7 

that 	that's kind of redundant, isn't it? 	did you ever 
8 

9 
hear anybody express An opinion to you or to others in your 

10 
presence about Charlet Manson, or -his -- the people with. whom 

1.1 

	he associated? 

12 
	 A' 	About Charles Manson, yes. 

13 
	 Q 	And do you have en opinion about Manson, yourself? 

14, 
	 A 	The opinion that I have is that he-had a fair 

15 
	trial and he was justly dealt -with. 

16 
	 Q 	And do you know who he was? 

17 

	 A 	Be was. a leader of this particular cult.. 

18 
	 Now, call it a cultl  if you Will, that's all 

19 
	right but, let's assume that the eiridenpe stows that Mr; 

20 
	ftatsori was a member ,of that same. cult, this may have an 

21 
	evidentiary value 'in. the cage, to be sure, but would you so 

22 
	hold. it against Mr. Watson that he knew Mkt  Manson, that you 

23 
would automatically find him guilty of first degree murder? 

24 
	 A 	NO, Y would not. 
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Q 	daej  Viy that in: the event you were selected ,as 

a trial juror and the case was submitted to. you- for decision, 

And you found from `all. the evidence that you had a reasonable 

-doubt that Mr. Watson was 'guilty of first degree murders.-

you. wouldn.tt  hesitate to :return,  sow lesser verdict is that 

correct? 

A 	If there is a reasonable doubt theti-. 

You wOuldn't have any trouble. sticking to your 

guns and .returning such a verdict, would you? 

A 	NO. 

'Q 	Even though you might feel that public sentiment 

or the .comininity in whiCh you 'reside might have_ different 

opinion about Mr. Watson's culpability or ,conipticity, this 

WOuldalt affect your deliberation in this case* would it? 

A 	, 

Q 	"you would promise that,. that no .extraneous factors 

Or circumstances . Such. as publie . sentiMent or public passion 

'Would in. any way affect your deliberations? 

A 	No, 

Q 	,affect your ability to give Mr. Watson. a fair 

triall 

A 	Na„ it would not affect my ability in my 

deliberations. 

• Q. 	Yon, of course., have heard many times that Mr.. 

Watson is now presUmed innocent..', Would your knowledge of the 

outcome of the Manson case in, any way, or does it in any way 

. *se' you feel that that iiresumption of innocence has already 

'been whittled away? 
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r 
, • 

• 

lielieve that there will be evidence in this case, 

or at least f'or the sake of our discussion let us assume there 

will b .,that Mr V4Itscpn tias, if not addicted, very psychologically 

dependent upon -drugs. 

Would this fact in. and of itself so prejudice yOu 

against Mr. Watson, 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 

delibetation IA 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 dependence upon drugs). if that is 

-what the evidence shows, would you deny him, a fair trial? 

A 	No. I wAlld not .deny him a fair trial. 

WoUld you consider such dependence as it may have 

affected lir. Watson's mental state and mental condition in 

1968 and 1969 for whatever value you deem ,or whatever weight 

you believe it should carry, regardless of any like 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 abUser of 

narcotics and drugs? 

A. 	No, air . 

4'4 	And you would consider such evidence in the light 

of whatever bearing you may deem.- such evidence may have in 

• z 
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9 

10 - 

12 

connection with Cr. Watson IS 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 it right. I understand what you are saying. 

Q 	Rave you read any books or articles on the, effect 

Of LSD or Speed or belladonna or other forms of dangerous 

drugs and narcotic* on the human mind? 

A 	Not as a matter• of truth. Constructive 

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 preconceived idea at this time as 

to what 'LSD or Methedrine;  'Which is• speed ;  or other dangerous 

drugs do to people's minds? 

A. 	used on -what I have read in the newspapers and 

such. 

123 
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Q 	Would you be able to set aside any such pre- 
:17 	

conceived notions you may have• and listen. to the evidence 
is 	

in this case •bearing upon that -Subject 'matter? 
19' 	

Definitely. 
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 Q 	In other words, you'd try this- case in accordance 

With the evtdende preSented from the witness stand, and the 

witness stand, alonet  and not because of sOmethtng that you 

read or heard Or .considered in the past 4̀  - 

A 	Correct.. 

Q 	— outside of court? 

A 	Right. 

Q 	The evidence .may also show, as. we have discussed 

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

Is that going to so' prejudice you against him that 

you td have trouble giving him a fair trial? 

A 	No; no question. 

•41 	And that he did live a communal style existence 

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

family, would that make it hard for yOuto give him a fair 

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 

wouldn't — would you cast such great importance or weight 

upon such evidence — no, don't like that question; let "s 

start over, 

4 	Yon may not agree With the sort of life style in • -4  

which•Mr.' Watson: lived during the period of two years, two and 
1 	4' 

i 
• 4  

a half years, but would you so -- have such animosity towards • 

Mr:, :Watson because Of rhea day he lived that you would, as I 
• 4 	 S.

iefore, sorto of cast him aside and not listen to 

what hellad 	say,Or what the witnesses in his behalf have to 
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13-2 
	

say, and close your mind to'his defense? 

2 
	 A 	No, testimony will make me make a determination. 

3 
	

Q 	YOU won't decide this case after the prosecution 

4 
	

finishes its evidence, will you; you'll keep an open mind if 

5 
	you are selected as a trial juror? 

6 • 	 A 	Keep an open mind. 

7 
	

Q 	And consider all the evidence that comes before 

Q 	And would this  be some acquaintance at work 

without ';dety 	to any perSonalities? 
4,- • 

A 

has had a drag problem? 

you? 

A 	Right. 

Q 	you promised Mr. Bubrick and I and Mr. Watson 

you would do that; right? 

Absolutely. 

Q 	Incidentally, do you know anybody personalty that 

18 	 A 	It was some employee at American. Can. 
19 
	

Q 	Anct toad this problem, this employee had, cause 
20 	you to form some 'opinions about the use of drugs, the use 
21 	of illegally obtained drugs? 
22 	 Now, I will withdraw that question; you are having 
23 	

trouble with it. 
24 	

A 	It is a difficult question. 
25 	

Did anything happen in connection with that 
2iS 	

employeets.drUg problem that has, perhaps, made you so hateful 
27 . 

toward the use Of drugs in general that you'd have difficulty 
28 	

giving Mr. Watson a fair trial? 
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A 	None whatsoever. 

Q 	Do you know any 'members of law enforcement, 244 

Rodriguez? 

A 	Not personally, no. 

Q 	I mean personally. 

A 'NO. 

Q 	And by that I am including prosecutors and police- 

men and highway patrolmen and, deputy sheriffs. 

NO. Excuse Mel  I know One that is a half brother 0.:  

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

even know whether he made the Sheriff's department or not, as 

fax as that goes, 

Your eldest daughter is a medical, clerk? 

A 	Medical a1er1C. 

. And where, sir? 

Children's. Hospital:. 
• 
'Q - That 's right, you told us and I didn't write it 

down 	and do you discuss together her work? 

' 

Q  And when you say she is a medical clerk, does she 
t 

have any exposure  ;to medical, doctors specializing in psychiatry 

at the Children's Hospital, to your knowledge? 

A 	occasionally, not too often. 

Q 	Do you ever discuss psychiatry with your-daughter? 

A 	Pardon? 

Q 	Do you ever-discuss the field of psychiatry with 

your daughter? 

A 	Yes, 

INS Ma 
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Q 	Xs she interested AA that field, psychiatry or 

2 	psychology? 

3 	 A 	This is why she is here, because she is going 

4 	into college to go into child psychology. 

5 
	

I would think consequently that you, yourself, 
; 

- 6 	.woUld not in any way be prejudiced against medical doctors 
• ' 

specializing in psychiatry. 

.8  	. '', '-,:! 7  : I A .: 	No ,t 4  ;4  Wpuld-..not. 
, ,. 	. 	, 	.-• 	- ; 	- ,, 

, 	• 

9.  'Q 	Do you 1010w Anybody at all that has undergone 
...., 	„ 	.:-. 

10. . 	psichiatr14r  -iitment or examination? 
.(1 	.  

11 	A 	NO, I do not:, 
' J. 1 2- 	'. r 	1 ' 	• -4- 

12 	' • t .(11-* 1 4  And 'db.`-you believe that there is a proper function 

13 ' in our society for the psychiatric profession? 

14, 	A. Yes. : 

Do you believe that a qualified and competent 

psychiatrist is able to explain and iinderstand and interpret 

the workings and processes of the human mired? 

MR. BUOLIOS/4 This is a little bit for pre judging. she.  

evidence, I think. 

THE COM:, Read the question to me, please. 

(Record read by the reporter.) 

THE coma In general, just in general. 

In some cases, 'in general, yee. 

	

Q 	$Y MR. XEITIL: What I am getting at is, you don't 

believe in your mind nor 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: 

15 

16- 

18 , 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

'24 

25  

26 

2Z 
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In 1968 we helped negotiate psychiatric treatment 

for our constituents. This is part of our contract; so ,-

does that answer? 

I should have asked that question right in the 

beginning, I would bave saved some time. 

In other words, in your union contract there is 

a. provision that menibers of the union may have certain 

benefits in the event they need psychiatric treatment? 

A Right 

• 
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Q 	You certainly would not automatically , 

reject the testimony of any psychiatrist that might appear 

here in court, but you would weigh and consider his testimony 

in the light of the instructions that will be given you by 

his Honor? 

Yes. 

Q 	:Now*  psyChiatrists mty testify in this-case con- 
, 

cerning the Mental capacity of Mr, Watson, the defendant here. 

DO 	 1460541;4 you find it impossible, 

or would you automatically reject any testimony of a psychiatri 

that Mr, Watson could ' it oe `h*ve the mental capacity to pre-

meditate or deliberate? 

A 	I would Mire tO` wed ihel  testimony. 

Q 	You would listen to such testimony? 

A 	I would definitely listen, 

Q 	To such testimony? 

A 	Yes, 

Q 	You wouldret, automatically reject it, would you? 

A 	Not automatically reject it-, no. 

Q 	Even though there may be seven dead 	or there are: 

seven dead bodies ,involved. in this case, and even though there 

may be multiple stab wounds and even though you may be subjecta 

to. seeing some very gruesome photographs and: even, though knives 

or guns were used, you would still, would you not,. consider 

such psychiatric testimony of mental capacity carefully and 

deliberately? 

A 	I would. 

Q. 	With reference to the death penalty, you understand 

000081



2 

255 

the only reason we are discussing this with the prospective 

2 jurors is this is the only opportunity we have to do so. 

3 	 In the event that phase of the trial Is reached, 

4 you: understand that there is, first, the issue of guilt or 

s ' innocence to be decided and then if that is decided adversely 

6 to the defendant, there is an issue of insanity to consider, 

7 and then if that is considered- adversely, there is an issue of 

what penalty to impOse -- lift= death, 

9 	 In the event a jury reaches * verdict of first 

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

found Sane, WoUld you be required to deliberate on the ques- 

12 tion of life or death, .You understand that now, do you not? 

	

13 	 A 	Yes, I do. 
• 14 	 Q 	With respect to the death penalty, would you auto- 

	

ls 	impose it in a first degree Murder case? 

	

16 	 A 	Not automatically, no. 

	

17 	 Q 	Do you believe that because a defendant has been 
18 convicted of first degree murder, the death penalty is more 

	

19: 	likely to be the proper penalty than life imprisonment, .Wit 
20  out. regard to the facts and 'circumstances of the case and the 

	

21 	background and "history of the defendant himself? 

	

22' 
	A 	I would have to take all the. facts into cOnsideta,  

23. 

24 

25 

26 ' 

tion; 

Q 	Wad you . automatically. impose the death penalty 

or be more likel* to do 'so because yOu.lwere exposed to same 

gruesome pictutes and multiple stab wounds and multiple gun-

shot wounds and seven detd'bodiet? 

A 	It would have thing to do with it. 

27 

28 
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Q , 'Do yoU have any opinion at the present time -tone 
 • 

cernieg the validity,  of the 'death Penalty 	and let me put 

it this way: Lees suppose the issue of capital punishment 

was placed on a ballot ancl4oU'were- asked to vote yes of no 

Whether to retain capital ,punishment or to abolish it. Would , 
you know at the present time how you would vote, or would you 

be undecided at the piesent time and want more time to think. 

about it? 

A 	At the present time, I am undecided& 

Q 	Have you ever discussed the aspects of capital 

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

Rodriguez? 

A 	Yes, Z have 

Q 	And' despite such dii3cUssions 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. 

In the. event the insanity phase of the'. trial is . 

reached, can you tell us, Mr.. Rodriguez, whether you believe 

that a psychiatrist is qualified to advise us, 	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, gout Honor, I have an objection, 

It seems that this is as1 ing the jury to prejudge the evidence. 

Are they qualified to advise us? The jurors are not going 

to know 'until they hear the psychiatrist. The jury might 

say no, that the man is,  not 'qualified to advise 'us. 

MR. KEITH: I will withdraw the question. 

000083



257 

14) 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17- 

18 

19 

2tt 

21 

22 

23 	7, 

24 

25 

26 

27 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

THE.COURT: All right, It is withdrawn, So it requires 

no explanation, 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 legally 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 a person who is legally insane 

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

criminally responsible for what he has done or not done. 

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 band, 

because you.ma54 have difficulty believing in the concept of 

legal insanity? 
• ' 

A 	Yes. I 'would follow ias BOnor's instructions-. 

Q 	Getting back briefly to the issue of the death 

penalty., W. Rodriiei,61..fit-degree murder, DO yoU 

think that this' must be a firSt degree murder case because 

the prosecution bait tola you thai'it is seeking the death 

penalty? 

A 	NO. I would have to listen to the testimony* 
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4 

	

#15. 	 Q 	You are not so Overawed by-  the prosecution:IS 

• 2 
	position in this case tha' you might not be able to give 

3 
	

Mr. Watson a fair trial' and you'd just automatically return 

4 
	

a verdict of fist degree murder becausei -the', prosecution says 

that's what you ought to do? ' 	
, 

6 
	

You won't have that state of 	would you? 

7 
	

I will not do anything automatically. 

8 
	

Do you belieie,*  ,Mri Bodiigu?ez,'14 the concept of 

9 
	

retribution as, a doctrine to consider when determining whether 

10 
	

to impose life or death? 

11 
	

Agaia, you are talking about an eye for an eye. 
12 ; 	 Yes. 
13 
	

A 
14 
	

Q 	NOw, having, perhaps, pondered the question of 
15 	your fitness, if I may use that term, to serve as a. trial 
16 	juror in this case last night and perhaps. this morning, of 
17 	your qualifications to ,serve as a trial juror, and all that 
18 	means is being, able -- 
19 
	

THE COURT: Gentlemen, I can hear you up here. 
20 	 MR. BUGLIOSI: All right, your Honor: 
21 	 Q 	BY HR. KEITH: Can you think of any reason. why 
22 	you could not give Mr. Watson a fair trial -- and be completely 
23 	

candid with us, because I'm sure there may be many subject 
24 	

matters that I haven't touched upon that you can think-of that 
25 	

might have. a bearing on your ability to be fait in this case? 
26 	

I can't think of anything at all. 
27 	

MR. KEITH: Thank you, Mr. Rodriguez. 
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MURIEL C. °BERRI:PER, 

BY MR, KEITH: 

Is it Mrs. Oberrinder? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Am I pronouncing your name correctly? 

A 	That's correct. 

Q 	And is there a Mr.. q:errillder? 

A 	LAeutenant Commander Oberrinder was killed in action 

Q 	Second World War? 

A 	That's right. 

Q 	Do you have any children, Mrs. Oberrinder? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Are you employed or have you been? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	And what is the nature of your occupation? 

A 	Investigation,. 

Q 	For what toncern?'t  

A  

par4on ino? 

A 	Herat Service Of Caiiiornia'',  

Q 	Perhaps you could explain a bit further what you 

mean by investigator for Mier4p. errO.oe.- t  

I am sorry, but I haven't heard of that company. 

A 	well*  it is totting the integrity, service and 

attitude of employees. 

Q 	Of other companies? 

A 	Other corporations, Yes, 

In other words,. you investigate applicants for 

000086
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employment? 

A 	No, it. is aftipr.they ere 'emt•lOyed. 

Q 	After they, are enplo3red? 

A 	And they know that they are being tested. 

.Q 	When you soy investigation, do you do what a 

detective does and go out and try -- 

A 	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 

Company? 

A 	It is not exactly an aptitude test,. no. 

otz- 	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 moment; I have been on 

leave for two and a half years. 

Q 	Is that medical leave? . 

A 	Yes; during an assignment I was injured in the 

Palm Springs area. 

Q 	Is that. an  automobile accident or something? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	And you still haventt recovered from that 

Occident? 

A 	No, it's my arm. 

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

present time? 

A 	tio„ I am not. 
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Q 	I don't mean to be impertinent, 

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 occupation or 

otherwise, are you well acquainted with any members of law 

enforcement? 

A 	Not in Southern California, no. 

Q 	Where are you? 

A 	Well, my brother-in-law is Sheriff of Alameda 

County 1n Northern California. 

q. 	The sheriff ox? a deputy sheriffl.-, 
A 

Nci, the sheiiff.' `'• • 	„ 

Q 	Do you know Mr. pitchess, yourself, the sheriff 
•r 	• 

here? 

A 	Not  I don't . 	.% 	- , . 	• 	(• 

Q 	Do you talk to your brother-in-law from time to 

time about his duties and functions? 

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

with me 

Q 	Bearing, in mind - 

A 	My goodness. 

Q 	Bearing in mind there may be some sheriff 

deputies -- pardon me? 

A 	I beg your pardon. What did you say? 

Q 	I didn't say much of anything, 
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What I was going to ask you was, do you think, the 

fact that your brother-in-law is the sheriff in Alameda 

'County would make it .difficult for you to give .14r. Watson a 

fair trial? 

A 	I do-  not. 

Q 	Simply because the sheriff stands for law 

enforcement and Mr. Watson is 'accused of violating the Uw 

in a most serious way?.  

A. 	Well, that has nothing to do with the case at all, 

as far as I am concerned, 

Q 	I realize 

A, 	Yeah,. 

Q 	The sheriff. Of Alameda County has nothing to• do 

with this case,, but .what t am suggesting is. that 	maybe he 

does -a what I am suggesting. is that you perhaps have a 

close. relationship with hilt ,and then as a result you might, 

side with the prosecution more than the defense simply because 

of that relationship. 

A. 	My brotherrin.law doesn't discuss anything. as far . 

as his work is. .concerned; and when I am, up in Northern 

California we are not 'discussing. law enforcement. 

Q 	Wells  we'll drop that subject 

A 	And also have a -nephew who is a policeman in 

Alameda. 

Would the same apply to him 

' A. 	That is right. 
At 

as applies to •your brother-in-law? 

A 	We have too many social things to discuss: 
• 
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Have you ever been the victim of a' crime of 

violence, Mrs. OberrinderT 

	

A 	no. 

	

Q 	Have you ever been. a witness in court? 

YeS, I have, in my work. 

wigs that a criminal case or a .civil, case/ 
k 	'think 741 d call it a civil case. 

Q *_ Well, was it a domestic relations case or 
• 

	

'47; 	ZNO,: it was a theft. 

was suing the. inSuranee company; is that 

what you are telling us -- 

	

A 	No, 

	

Q 	-- complaining of a. mysterious disappearance? 

	

A 	No*  shortage in a. large department Store. 

	

44 	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. 	Ate you sure that was a civil. case as opposed to 

a criminal prosecution? 

	

A 	lim sorry,, it was a criminal. 

	

Q 	Is that the -only, occasion in which you testified 

C 

; 

. • 

IA a criminal case 4r any case? 
A 	les. 
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Q 	Getting to the subject of publicity, Mrs, 

Oberrinder*  before coming to court yesterday, did you know 

the outcome of the Manson case*  .or had you ever heard of it? 

A 	Before coxing to court yesterday? 

Q 	Yes. 

A • No. t 4tdn't read anything before coming •to. court 

yesterdays  . 

9  4 'About the Manson case? 

A 	No 	did .not.' 	• . 

Q 	So you never knew even what happened in that case 
; 

until you came to; court.yesteraay? 

	

t 	• 
A 	Oh*  no, You said before I came to court yester- . 

day. You mew previous to Yesteiday? 

Q 	Yes, Perhaps I wasn't as articulate is I should 

have been. 

A 	Yes. I read about the Manson case. 

Q 	Did you knew the outcome of that case? 

A 	Yet, I did. 

Q 	Had you formed any opinion, or do you now have 

an opinion concerning the guilt or innocence of Mr. Watson 

here? 

A 	NO. 

Q 	By reason, of what you have read and heard? 

A 	No, sir, I do not: 

And perhaps seen on television concerning the 

Manson case? 

A 	No. 

Q 	You, of course, realize that Mt. Watson is 
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charged with the same offenses that Mr. Manson was charged 

2 
with? 
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A 	yes, 

Q 	Would that fact have anything to do with making, 

it impossible for you to give Mr. Watson a fair trial? 

A 	No, i would not. 
1 	• 

Q 	Becausi Mr. Manson and three female defendants v t  
were .4-u44 guilty of first, degree murder in that case,. do you 

belfelv4' Mr. :Watson 	gutty of ,first degree murder? 

A 	
; 	

; say .1hats,:beCauSe X haven't heard. the 

facts of this cetse,yet. 

Q  Do you have : an opinion that he is more likely to 

be guilty ,of fitst degree mUide'than not to be because you 

know what happened in the Manson Case? 

A 	No. I didn't read about Mr. Watson and I never 

heard of Mr. Watson until I came into this courtroom. 

Q 	So you had no knowledge before coming to court 

yesterday as to whether or not Mr. Watson had anything to do 

Or was IN," 

A 	That is right. 

Q 	-a,  anywhere around the Tate-La Bianca killing? 

A 	Yes, because I was in the hospital most of the 

time when that was going onk 

Q 	Iftidentallyi  was, that an automobile accident? 

A 	Yes, it Was. 

Q 	Do you, feel that you would be in, any way preju- 

diced against Mr;. Watson in being able to listen, or would 

3019t antomatitally out of hand reject any evidence offered in 
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his- behalf because 434 your knowledge of Manson? 

A 	Oh, no. 

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

A 	Yes* 

-- of a commune or cult as it has been,  sometimes 

referred to? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	And did you also hear or know that there were a 

number of young, girls and young men, along with Manson, living 

in. this commune in..a hippie sort of life style fashion? 

A 	Vitt. 

Q 	Would you hold that against Mr*  Watson And not 

be able to give him a fair trial in the event the evidence 

ShoWed that he 'in Some way was associated with Mt. Manton, 
/ 	it 

knew up *oa followed him? 

	

, A' 	Na,, 
•, 	. 

	

tl 	"Would you hold i Against him to the point of 

being unable to give, him' a fairs  trial -- 

	

A 	No. 

	

Q 
	

4ieded me, ' lot me finish, .- because Mt* Watson 

-WO sometimes called a hippie? 

	

A 	No. 

	

Q 	Or used or abused drugs? 

	

A 	No. 

Voluntarily, fOt that 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 televantAnd material in this 'case and that you should 

consider them. 

What I am asking you is-becautie of your very .  

poggible dislike for hippies or drug users or communal style 

living, that you will simply reject any testimony automatic,. 

ally Offered, by Mr, Watson. in his behalf? 

A 	No;  •I wouldn't)  ,1 will weigh both sides, 

Q 	You, of course, realiist by now that there will 

be -undoubtedly psychiatric testimony offered by bOth the 

People and the defendant concerning 	Wateon"s mental state 

during. 1968, 1969f  even 1976, and particularly his mental 

state in the evenings of August 8th 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 psychiatric field in 

general? 

A 	No. I woad listen to both sides, if there ate 

going to be WO psychiatrists. 

Q 	There might be a lot. more than two psychiatrists, 

but you will listen? 

A 	X. will certainly listen to all of them. 

Q 	There may be a psychologist for that matter. You 

would listen td him, too- wouldn't you? 

A 	Yes, I would. 

(1' 	And you don't have then any feeling that the 
? 

psychiatric profession is.made up largely of charlatans or 

incompetents, or do,yOuLknow4dYbody that has had.  any bad 
• 

28 . 	experience with- a psychiatrist? 

000094
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No. 

Q 	Or psychologists? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Has any close friend or member of your family 

ever been treated or examined by a psychiatrist? 

A. 	No. 

Q 	Or -psychologist? 

A 	No. 

4 	Have you read any books or literatures or arttclek 

on the subject of psychiatry Or psychology? 

A 	Well, yes, 

Or studied it in school, for that matter? 

A 	Yes, psychology. 

Q 	Have yOu read books on psychology? 

A 	Just in school. 

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

THE COURT: How close, Mr. Keith, are you. with being 

through with Mrs, Oberrinder? 

ME. KEITH: I. would have another ten minutes. 

THE-MORT: 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 case And keep your minds Open. 1130. 

MRS. OBERRINDER1 May I ask you t question? 

THE COURT: What is on your mind? 

OBERRINDER: Well, we don e t say that we. are even 

on this. jury, do we? 

THE COURTS .1  liot yet, no. 
01" 
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MRS. OBERRINDER: I haven't. So I just wondered about 5 

2 
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17f, 	6 
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28 

that. 

THE COURT: You are not on the jury yet, no, 

MRS. OBERRINDER; No, I didn't think 860  Thank you, 

(Noon recess.) 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, AUGUST 3, 1971, 1:30 P.M. 

..000.. 

THE COURT: People against Watson. 
show 

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:, iood afternoon, 
'a 

10 

11 

12 BY MR. KEITH: 

)IURIEL C. OBERRINDER, 
A 

.;„ 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20. 

21 

22 

.23 

Q 	Mrs, Oberrinder, briefly on. the issue of capital 

punishment, woillAy‘4*utomaticaiy invoke or impose the death 

penalty in a first degree murder case, assuming there was .a 
f 	!: 	, 

conviction of first degree murder? 

A 	Well, it depends upOn the case, of course, and the 

evidence -. 

Q 	Then you, wouldn't automatically .. 

A 	No-- 

THE. COURT: Wit a minute, NY,' Keith, you are stepping 

on the lady's lines, 

Q 	BY NIL KEITH: Co ahead; I apologize for being 
24 	rude; 
25 	 A 	I wouldn't automatically do anythinto 
26, 	

Q 	You would carefully weigh and consider the 
-27 	evidence that may be presented to you on the issue of 
28 	penalty or punishment, would you not .. 
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1 • 	2 

3 

A 	Yes, sir, 1 would. 

-- before reaching a decision? 
YOU understand that you have the untrammeled or 

unfettered, as.the expression is sOmetimes used,. discretion 

as to which penalty to impose; you understand that? 

A 	Yes, I do. 
And at this moment -- at this moment, knowing what 

you :do about the case, do you have the preference of one 

penalty over the oth,r? 

No.,bteauie I ,haven't heard the evidence yet. 

Q 	?Anil would you have the courage to return. the 

pena1ty4 ltfe,imprisonmentt  if.ydu felt that was proper, 
• 

even though yoti'may-bellie ibii:PeOple—in the community or 

friends or neighbors, 

	

	 - 'or'popular;pentiment might have a differ 

ent view? 

A 	dont,- 	:1 

Q 	In other words, you wouldn't be swayed by what 

yon felt popular sentiment to be? 

A 	Oh, no, indeed not. 
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Q 	Do you have any belief in. the concept of 

retribution as a factor? 

	

A 	No, / do not, 

	

Q 	you believe in retribution, an..,eye for an eye 

and a tooth for a tooth? 

	

A 	I ,do not. 

MR, REITU: Thank you. 

Is it Miss or Mrs.? 

THE COM: It • is Miss, 

MISS GAINEs miss: 

ELAINE GAINES 

BY MR. tteITH; 

	

Q 	Thank you. I cant read my writing. I apologize 

to you, Miss Gaines? 

	

A 	Yes. 

	

Q 	Where do you reside generally, Miss Gaines? 

	

:A 	8outhWest Los Angeles, 

Are 'you employed? 

• A 	'Yes, I am. 

- 	 yhat 1:a' the nature of your Occupation? 
"-.; 4% 	. *• 	; 

Iiiettaccd nurse, supervistm, licensed nurse 

Supervisor.,atrthe emergency area for the Southern California 
c, 4! 

Icaisei:Ivermanente'zMedical Group. 

•az THE. COIUBT: 	9, I Is that one on Sunset? 

	

A 	I work at 'the Inglewood facility, 

	

Q 	BY MR. KEITH: And how long have, you had that 

Occupation, Miss Gaines? 

 

.; 	• - •20' 
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1,t 

er 

7 	,AMow long have I been a nurse or how long have I 

been theilet 

mrse. 

A . 	For about 7 years. 

	

Q. 	And how long have you been at Kaiser Permanente? 

	

A 	rive. 

Mow long have you lived in the southern California 

area? 

	

A, 	About 25 years. 

	

Q 	And as a nurse do you deal with patients from 

time to time who have taken overdoses of drugs? 

	

A 	Yes, we do. 

I'm sure the hospital does but you yourself, 

personally, have you cared for patients who have been abusing 

drugs or narcotics? 

	

A 	Yes, X have, because we are in the outpatient, 

not inpatient. So 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 baits a nurse in the 

outpatient and In the emergency department you see the effects 

quite often of violence and of drug abuse? 

A_ 	Yes, we do, 

Bearing in mind this case obviously involves. some 

violence and as you have heard may well involve drug abuse, 

do you feel that you could be a fair juror to Mr, Watson under 

the circumstances? 

	

A 	Yes, very definitely. 
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18-3 

1• 

19 

15 ..... '..° 

16 

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 mental capacity of an individual? Without 

telling us what. your opinion is. 

A. 	Yes. 

Q. 	Would you be prejudiced against Mr. Watson iti.  

the event the evidence did show that he was as chronic user of 

dangerous drugs or narcotics or :both by reason. solely of your 

exposure to persons, 'outpatients at Kaiser Permanente, so 

afflicted? 

A. 	lios  I. don't think I would be prejudiced necessaril - 

t , 

J 	' 
14 1' 

4 , 
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1 
	 Q 	You probably dOU't like what you see when you see 

2 
young persons come into the hospital having ingested too many 

	

3 
	drugs; would that be a fair.  statement? 

A 	'des, but you can also say that 1 don't like peOple 

5 who come into the hospital who happen to have had a. heart 

	

6 
	attack, either, so I don't quite get your point. 

	

7 
	

Q 	Well, my point is, do yoU'have a certain sympathy 

or understanding.towards people in general who take too many 

9' drugs, or do you, just because of your occupation, feel that 

	

10 
	they are not entitled to any treatment or not entitled to 

	

U 
	understanding or not entitled to 	r am sure you don't have 

12- 
 this feeling, but I am going to ask you that, anyway -- are 

	

13 
	not entitled to your personal assistance or the hospital's 

	

14 
	assistance? 

18 

19 

20 

21, 

16 

15 	• You don't feel that way, do you? 

A 	No, I don't. I 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 used to go out with a fellow who worked' for the 

rt. 

22 
	

L.A.P.D. 

23 
	

Q 	Howadng ago was that? 
24 
	

A r About a year. 

25 
	

And did' yOu talk' to 'that , individual about his cages 

26 
	or about the problems the police have? 

27 
	

A 	No. 	 * 	; 

28 
	

Q 	Nothing in your relationship with that person 
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would in any way affect your judgment or ability to be fair 

2 in this case, would, it, if you are selected as a trial juror? 

3 

4 . 

s 
• 

meat, -well? t 	, 	 • 

• Q 	Do you know anybody else connected with law enforce 

6 

7 

A 	No, I don't. 
i„- 	;•''' 	• • 

Q  Have yotkever'beetk involved as a victim in. a Crime 

of violence? 
• 

18 
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16 

I know you have seen &lot of the results of it, 

apparently, but 

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 a•victim 

of a crime of violence? 

A 	No, 

• Have you ever been a witness in a lawsuit, either 

civil or ciminal?, 

A 	No. 

Q 	And you have not had previous jury experience; is 

that correct? 

A 	That's Correct. 

You have heard the questions I have asked other 

jurors about their.  attitudes towards persons who effect a 

hippie-like style, 

Will your answers be the same to those questions 

or be substantially the same as the other prospective jurors'  

were, as their answers were? 
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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. 

-. that Mr. Watson was at one time a hippie and 

lived in a commune with a man' named.  Manson, who operated' a 

cult up- at $pehn Ranch. 

Nosst; I am not suggesting-that.tuch evidence may 

not be material but what am :asking you is that you Wouldn't 

be prejUdited to the point where,  you couldn't give Watson:a 

fair trial because of the manner in which he lived and solely 

because of the manner in which he lived? 

,A 	NO. .l  Wouldn't 'be prejudiced in regard to this. 

Q i  ,1)9 you deal with psychiatrists at all at the 

hosfkitalt,  
A  No. not where I work.. Wa nly have surgery and 

internal medicine and., general practitioners; we don't have 
* 	 r 

any specialty fieldi. 	 ' 

Q 	Have you, duringthe course of yout profession 

as a nurse? 

A 	Yes, I have, 

q 	And in general do you hold psychiatriats in high 

esteem or do you have a tow opinion of them; or are there some 

you have a law opinion of and some you have a. high opinion of? 

,A 	Well, I would say that I have a very high esteem 

for psychiatry and psychiatrists, 

Q 	You have no such belief that psychiatrists in 

general may not be able to dO'AthattlAy: purport or claim to 

be able to-do; that is, understand' the workings of the. human.  
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1. 
mind and treat mental disorder or mental disease or mental 

defect? 

10 

11 

9 	. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

You have no such feelingt4  do you? 

A 	No; no, definitely not. 
an 

I happened to attend/interaction group of psycho 

terapy or sensitivity, call it what you might, for a week; 

and the bead ofthat-group was a psychiatrist. 

Q' 	I'!10:sorry, I didn1t hear the first. part*  

I happened to attend' an interaction group of Obycha 
t 

therapy or sensitivity'f000040, AO the head of that group 

was a psychiatrist. 

12 

13 

; 
Q 	Bas that b.et yoUr only personal exposure to the 

field of psychiatry? 

14 
4  

A 	Other than. referring patients to a psychiatrist, 

15 
	yes, 

16 
	

Q 	What was his name, that psychiatrist that you 

17 
	referred patients to? 

18 
	

A 	Marty -- I beg your pardon? 

19 
	

Q 	What was the name of the psychiatrist to whom you 

20 
	referred patients, because there may be psychiatrists testify 

21 
	

bete Wye might want to find.out if the person to wham you 

22 
	

referred •patientiwas one of the witnesses in this case. 

23 
	

A 	Well, the psychiatrist that worked for Kaiser; 
24 
	

they have several. 
25 
	

Q 	I. see, no particular one? 

26 
	

A 	$o WO just make an appointment for patients to 

27 	see a psychiatrist by phone. 
28 
	

Q 	No particular psychiatrist? 

000105



A 	No;  no particular one. 

Q 	Other than being on the staff at Kaiser? 

A 	Noi just the doctors on the staff at Kaiser. 
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#20 	1 

2 

Q 	With respect to the publicity attendant upon 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 Manton case? • 

A 	Very little. 

tzl 	I take it that you just weren't that interested 

in following that case; is that correct? 

A 	Well, I was not interested plus I worked evenings 

and it was a little difficult to, you know, hear the news at 

.wOrk or read the paper. 

-(4 	Did you know of the outcome of that case? 

A ; 	Ilo, I, did not, not .until I heard it later. 

Evidence may be produced in this case, Miss Gaines, 

showing that or indicating that Mr. Manson had a philosophy 

Involving the. imminent revolution where the black people would 

rise up and kill all the white people and Mrs Manson and his 

followers would go to the desert in a bottomless pit there and 

live for years, Until the revolution was concluded. 

And at the end of the revolution it was his 

.belief•that the black people would win it and come to seek his 

help in ruling the world becauSe they were inept and unused to 

-managerial respOnsibility. 

Mr. Manson's philosOphy, which was apparently 

espoused by a number of his followers, if not all, may be 

somewhat derogatory of black people. Would this offend. you 
r • 	:7," 
;any :way. if -rieu were selected as. a trial juror and heard 

this kind of evidence? 
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Q 	It wouldn't prejudice you against Mr. Watson -in 

any way, would it? 

A. . No, it would not. 

Getting back to the publicity, now that you know 

the Outcome of the Manson case, would that. in any war make 

it difficult for you to judge Mr. Watson fairly bearing $4 

mind 
' 	

Vies{,Ohattged' with the same crimes as Manson and 
y • 	A - 	' 	1  

his followers were? 

4041t think that has anything to do with Mk.' , 
Watson. 

1 1*'; 

'You donIt -have any present opinion about his guilt 

or innocence One way or.  the other, do you? 

A 	He is innocent until -- 

Q 	You said you realized he is presumed innocent at 

'the present time.? 

A 	Right. 

Q 	But you don't think he is more apt to be guilty 

than innocent, dO you, because of the verdict in that Kanson 

case? 

A 	No, definitely not. 

Q 	And you will keep an open mind throughout this 

case if you are selected as a trial juror, will you, and listen 

to both sides. 

You 'won't close your mind to Mk. Womonts side of 

the case simply because he is a defendant and charged with 

these offenses, will you? 

A 	Oh, nO, definitely not. 

Q 	Is there anything about the publicity that occurre'  
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in the Manson case 	I know you didn-'t read about it or 

hear about it very .muchl  but is there anything about that 

publicity that Makes you feel that you in any way would be 

biased. against Mr. Watson? 

No. 

Q 	Have you ever heard the Manson, case discussed by 

any .of your friends or fellow nurses -or doctors at the Kaiser 

hospital,? 

A 	NO. I just remember hearing a passing remark that 

I think Susan Atkins, she was pregnant was she not pregnant 

I think that is all I can remember. I Alontt know. 

I think she may have been at one time. 

A 	That is about all I can .reinembe.r about it %. the 

20-3 	1 
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.25 • 

26 

27 

28 

fact that this Manson guy was leading these people. 

• Q 	You heard that?' 

- A 	Yes. 

That is about all you know about it; is that right 

A 	Yes, That is about all I know about it ; 
• 

• 

::1'190'.thel' .issle of •capital punishment*  Miss Gaines, 

you told 44 4onor that as. a 'philosophical proposition you are 
• - • 

mapital punishment to the point where you would 

.i autoMatipally,,impose life imprisonment regardless of .the facts 
, 	; 	• 	• 	• 
of 'the case or the background or the history of the defendant 

in this case. 

Can you tell us the converse of that proposition. 

Would you automatically impose the death penalty in this case 

in the event Mr. Watson were convicted .of first -degree -murder 

and found to. be legally sane? 
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3 4 ,  

I yould not automatically do that. 

2 
	

Q-' Would yo4 automatically impose capital punishment 

3 
	

infAhis;case,becausethere were seven-killings, homicides? 

4 
	

A 	No, I would not automatically do that. 

Q 	Would you automatically impose it, in the event 

the,  evidence showed that there were aidltiple stab and gunshot 
7 	wounds? 

A 	No0  I would -not automatically Om that. 
9 
	

Q 	Or that the perpetrators of the offenses did not 
10 
	

know the people who were killed? 
11 	 A 	No, I would not automatically do that. 
12 	 Q 	I am not saying you might not Consider these 
3.3 	things one way or the other,- but just automatically. 
14 	 A 	No, I wouldn't do that automatically', 
15 	 Q 	With respect to your Views on, capital punishment, 
16 	

if that issue were presented on a ballot and .you were asked 
17 	

to vote yep or no to abolish capital puniahMent or retain it, 
18 	

do you know at.thia juncture hoW you would vote ax that issue? 
19 	 A 	NO, I don't, and thought about that*  
20 	

Q 	You are undecided at this titre? 
21- 	

A 	Quite undecided, 
22 	

Q 	Aluvmuldwatt to think about it more and talk 
23 	

about it more before you would make up. your mind whether to 
24 

abolish capital punishment or not; is that a fair statement? 
25. 

A. 	That is A, fait statement. 
26 ' 

You have heard that Mr. Manson and three female 
27 

defendants in the soi.called Manson case did receive the death 

penalty, have you not? 

000110



A 	Yes. 

Q 	You heard that here? 

A 	Right. 

In this courtroom no doubt. Is that correct? 

A. 	Yes. 

You didn't know about it before? 

A 	No, I didn't. 
. q 	And having heard that do you now have the opinion 

* that fir. Watson ought to get the same penalty that those other 

people received? 

A. 	No , 

• 
	 t 	 4, 

1 ' . 
	Q. . [ 'You yak listen to the evidence in his behalf, 

will you not.* .before making- any such decision one way or the 
.k • • , , 

other; will- you 'hoot? 

• 

	4' 	Very definitely. 

Q 
	,And in this case 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 

the law whether or not Mr. 'Watson did, or did not have the 

mental capacity to premeditate or deliberate or to harbor 

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 tae that first part again. 

Q 	I can't speak any faster.. I was born that way. 

THE 'COURT: No. She suggests you chop your questions up. 
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AMEN 
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19 

20.  

21.  

22 

23 

g4 

25'  

26,2  

27 

28 

TEE JUROR; Cut them down. I am so busy at the end 

forget what you said at the beginning. Clarify it. Make it 

more direct and to the point. 

?• 
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21R-1 

4 

5 	' 

KEITHt In the event evidenCe is intro-

.ducedin this case, concerning.Mt. Watson's mental capacity 

to "premeditate, would you ligit6!.tri-:that evidence with an open 

mind? 

A 	Yes, I  

Q 	Despite, your being. exposed to evidence of lots of ! 	A 

blood, gruesome pictures and of multiple killings, you would 

still listen to evidence of diminished capacity with an open 

mind, will you, not? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Do. you know of any reason that you can think of, 

Miss Gaines, why you could not give this defendant a fair trial? 

A, 	Yea. 

Q 	Fardon me? 

A 	Yes.  

Q 	And what reason is that? 

A 	Because I think i have already formulated the 

attitude about -Mr„ Watson, the fact that he is ill, and I 

• think that I perhaps may favor the defense; and I may have 

some prejudice about the prosecutor, so if that's being 'Unfair 

or prejudiced, then I am, being unfair and prejudiced. 

Q 	Well, at the present -,. 

A 	And I don't know 

Q 	At the present timej  you don't know what the, 

evidence is going to be regarding Mr, Watson, do you? 

A 	No, I do not, but -0 

Although we have been asking You questions about 

drug abuse and about mental capacity 
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1 
	 A 	Right, 

	

2 
	 and about legal insanity; is that right? 

A 	Yes. 

	

4 
	

Q 	So you deduce from those questiona that there 

probebly will be evidence in this case bearing upon those 

	

6 
	subjects; is that correct? 

A 	Right, because you have said that he -.a. you are 

pleading guilty with insanity, Or something like this 

Q- 	No, there has been no plea of guilty 

	

3.6 
	

A 	Well., anyway, I have got it all' ,wrong; but I may 

'be prejudiced from the standpoint that x have been observing 

	

12 
	

this gentleman, I have presumed that he is mentally deranged 

13 ' or disturbed and i don't think that I would be fair to. him --- 

	

14 
	

or maybe to the prosecutor -• because r can't look at hit side 

	

15 
	

very well, if.I haVe already formulated that opinion. 

	

16. 	 . • 'Do you understand what I am saying? 

17 

18 

.Q 	Oh3  ).'lit; you, have.,a , firM opinion now that will 
s 	. 	• 

take evidence to erase,. that Mr. Watson is mentally illt 
r 2 

19 
	

A 	Yes. 	 'A 

s 
- 

20 
	

Q 	Can you set that opinion aside right now and not 

21 
	

think about it, lif iou ere tiliadtad as a trial juror in this 

22 	case, and start afresh? 
23. 	 A 	I think that I may be able to, but it would be 
24 	awfully, awfully difficult. 
25 	BY THE COURT; 
26 	 Q 	Miss Gaines, let me say this to you: No state- 
27 	ment made by counsel in this case is to be considered by you, 
28 	as evidence in the case, and no question asked by counsel is 
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13 

to be considered evidence in the. case. The only time a ques-

tion becomes material is when you hear the answer to that 

question. 

Now, at the pr,  sent' time, Mr. Keith and Mr. 

Kubrick are trying to find out yOur state of mind. Nobody as 

yet his testified that Mr. Watson is mentally deranged, ,sick 

or anything else. 

Do you understand, that? 

A 	Yee, I. understand you, 

Q 	Now, are you still of the opinion that he is  

mentally ill at this time?' 

A. 	Yes, I think so; so, therefore, I am 	you are 

asking me a question and I am giVing you an answer to the best 

of my ability, 

Q 	That's all we want, Mies Gaines, is an honest and 

candid answer. 

ML KEITH: Thank you for your candor, Miss Gaines. 

MISS GAINES1 You are -quite welcome. 

MR. KEITH: Maybe I shouldn't:, but — 

MAIVEL 0. PRADO, 

 

  

  

  

  

 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19' 

20 

21 

22 

   

   

BY ML num 

Q 	Is it Mr.. Prado? 

A 	Yes, 

And .yo have never sat on a jury before, have 

you? 

 

 

23 	• 

24 

25 

26 

27' 

 

 

A  A 	yo„ sir. 	
• 

Q white Js our Occupation, - sir? 
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2 

3 

4. 

A 	I am unemployed; I am an auto mechanic. 

Q 	And you never beard of this case before until you 

came into court yesterday; is that correct.? 

A 	Well, just nothing About Mr. Watson. 	hear about 

r Manson,. -TV, that's all. 

Q 	Is there it Mrs. Prado? 

A 	Yes,, 

Q 	Where do you live*  generally? 

4 	Northe-alit 1...A. 	 • 

Q 	PardOn me?, 

A 	Northeast. Los. Angeles, 

Q  And whit-itOtoMobile ..Ompany did you work for 

before you were, laid off?, , 

A 	General Motors. 

Q 	Is Mrs. Prado employed outside the home/ 

A 	Never been. 

'Q 	And do you have children,. sir? 

A 	Four. 

Q 	Are they grown? 

A 	Grown up., yes. 

Q 	And what do they do;, generally, students or ate 

they married or working or what? 

A 	The youngest one, may daughter is married; and the 

other one works. 

Q 	And what is your oldest 

27. 

Q 	A 'boy or girl? 

A 	Boy. 
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1 
	 Q 	Where ,does he work? 

2 
	 A 	He works in Gardena. 

3 
	 In what? 

4 
	 A 	Auto parts -company. 

5 
	 DO you know any law enforcement officers, Mr. 

6 
	Prado? 

13  

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 • 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

1.1 

9 

10 

7 A 	No, sir, 

`Q 	Any. member of your family well acquainted or 

close friends with law. enforcement people? 

A 	Not that I know of. 

Q 	Have you ever. been the victim or a crime of 

violence, such as an assault or 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 

Manion case, I take it or gather that you didn't follow that 

case particularly; 	the :news? 

. 	• 
Q  DO you know the outcome. of •that case before.you 

came to court :yesterday? 	: 	1 ::: • 

A. 	Other than he was found guilty, that all. 
I 

Q 	And had You 'heard , triat he' had also.  received: the 

24 

25 

death penalty? 

A 	Yes that's right. 

26 
	

Q 	And have you formed any opinion, about 14r. Watson's 

27 
	guilt or innocence. because of What you know about the outcome 

28 
	

tif that Manson 'case? 
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", 	didn't even know that he was associated with 

him. 	r.  • • 
r'3 	 ;  

1 

6 

2laf. 

• 

• 
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Well -- 

Other than, here in the courthouse. 

Q 
	

You donit have any opinion at •the present •time 

A 
	

No, sir.  
, t . 

q 	" wY abCitlt 	Watson Other than you know he's 

presumed innocent; is that correct? 

•  Q, 	Do, you believe. in. that presumption,, the 
r 

presumption of innocence; do you believe• in it? 

A 	Oh, yes. 

Q 	Did you ever hear any of your co-workers talk 

about the Manson case or express opinions about himl 

A 	Not that I remember. I don't used to talk about 

criminal cases: 

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 gent with that other 

case and despite the publicity about the homicide you feel 

you could treat ItIke Watson fairly and .give him a fair and 

impartial, trial? 

A 	Yes, 

Q 	You have 'heard the. questions that I have been 

asking other aurora about their beliefs On, the subject of 

drug abusel  hippie life style, communal style living„ living 

with Mr. Manson at a ranch with a lot of young girls and 

.a0me young men, perhaps. 
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Would your answers tO those questions, if I put 

those questions to you, be substantially the same as the 

answers the other Jurors gave? 

A 	Just about the same. 

In other words, although such evidence may be. 

relevant and material in this case youwouldnft so hold Mk. 

Watson's life style against himtbat you'd- automatically, 

without- considering other evidence,, find him guilty. of• murder, 

would you? 

A 	No, sir•1 

You wouldn't give W. Watson short shrift, would 

you, simply because the evidence might show that be was a 

heavy user or abuser of drugs and narcotics? 

A 	No, sir. 

? 

4 

• 
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(1 	Do you know any psychiatriOts? 
1 
	

A 	NO: Sir. 

Q 	Has any member of your family ever been treated 

or eternized by a psychiatrist? 

A 	My daughter was examined, but not treated. 

DO you hold any prejudice against psychiatrists 

in general? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Have you ever read any literature or books about 

psychiatry or psychology? 

Atio. 

-CI 	If psychiatrists, appear in this court, in the 

event you are selected as. a trial juror and testify, would you-

listen to their• testimony and not just shut your ears to it? 

A 	I would listen. 

Q- 	You have no opinion or preconceived ideas then 

that psychiatrists when they discuss the workings of the 

human mind shouldn't be believed or their Opinions shoUld be 

disregarded, do you? 

A 	Should be taken into consideration. 

You have no animosity towards the psychiatric 

profession, if you want to pail it that? 

A 	No. 

Do you believe that psychiatrists play an in►portan 
role in society in helping people that have mental illness 

or in finding out whether somebody is mentally ill or not? 

A 	Yes. 

• 
	

Hot 	Or finding out why people do these things that 

#22 	I 
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they do? 

A 	tee. 

Uas 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 X know of. 

• Q 	.Getting to the subject of the death penalty, Mr. 

Pradol. would you automatically impose capital punishment or 

the,' death `penalty in this case if Mr. Watson were found 

guilty of first -degree murder? 

A 
• .

) 

- 	Q • • -Xi the subjeai
.
;•  of capital punishment were On a.  

ballot and youlwere, asked to decide whether to abolish capital 

pliiishthent or retain. it, do you know how you would vote at 

• thiksit*me today:,?r:are,you Undecided? 

A Undecided. • 

Q 	Are ,your telling us that you would want more time 

to think about the problem And perhaps talk to -other people 

And ,do some reading about it before you make up your mind? 

A 	I would do some reading before. 

Have you ever had any disouSsions about capital 

punishment with members of your family or friends"? 

A 	Nos  I never .discussed it. 

Q 	'Rave you ever read anything about the pros and 

cons of retention of capital punishment? 

A 	Not that. X remember. 

Q 	• Pardon me?" 

None that I remember,, X never studied. X never 
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think about it. 

Would you be more inclined to impose the death 

penalty in this case simply because the prosecution asks for 

it? 

A. 	No, sir. 

Q 	You would want to hear all the arguments for- and 

asainst the. imposition of the death penalty before you made 

up your mind in. the event this case ever got that fart 

A. 	I would. 

You realize, do you, that there is also a plea 

entered in this case of not guilty by reason of. insanity? 

I realize that. 

Q 	It is not guilty by reason of insanity. It is 

not guilty by reason 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 reached in 

this case? 
4'.  A 	I will. 

Bearing 'on whether Mr; Watson was legally insane or 

not. 

• 
rr

24 	
• 

	

Q 	Do you believe that there,  is no place in the law 
25 fob =legs.  Sanity which means in effect that a person. who 

! 	k 	, 

26 Pa legally insane is not responsible for hitt criminal acts? 

	

27 	
• 	:y j " 
`WOtild'Iou repeat the question/. 

	

Q 	Sure. 
28 
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Do you believe that there is a place in the law 

fir, the'doncept of legal insanity? 

; 	A 	Yea, / will. 

	

; ,R 	Arnderstsuang;now that someone who is legally 
• 4 .! 	' 	 '-=, • 	 - 7̀1, 

Insine IS:conSideredi3y- the 'law not to be criminally responsible' 

for his.  acga.or Omissions? 
t' 

	

A 	lei„-I'understand that. 

• -Yoti .fdenit have any quarrel with that concept? 

A. 	NO.. 

$L KEITH: I have no further questions. 

We pass. the jUrors for cause, your Honor. 

THE COUNr: Which Of you gentlemen want, to take the 

lead? Mr. Bugliosi? 

BUGLIOSI; Good afternoon, ladies. and gentlemen:, 

Your Honor:, may I address one ,general question 

to the prospective jurors now seated in the spectators' 

section? 

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 latex 

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 event there 

is any doubt in any •of your minds 	if the jury which is 
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eventually picked to sit on this case returns a verdict of 

first degree murder against W. Watson, and if that same jury 

finds that Mfr. Watson was sane at the time of these murders, 

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 minds about 

that? Do you all understand 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 agcertaining, your state of mind with reapeCt to it. 

	

••- 1. 4 I 	In the interest of time I am, going to ask these 

- i  questions of you collectively, or moat of them will be 

collective questions. 

;* :1ROvrarc ifany question pertains to you 
• • a 	- 

individually, I Woad' appreciate it' if you would raise your 

batkraq:tilar 	address to attention to you individually.. 
• • 	1• 

you all promise to do that? 
:_(4"Affi;aiive response.) 

Incidentally, if 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 stl that I will 

have, an opportunity to question you individually abOut the. 

matter. 

I• would like to make one initial observation 

before I commence my questioning and that is this: Although 
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t 
it may seem difficult4 tidw 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 courtroom, 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 roott during your deliberations to 

express your dews on the Ileath penalty for the first time 

when your co-jurors know that you were asked the question 

either by Judge Alexander or the defense attorneys or Mr. Kay 

or myself, which should have prompted you to speak out. 

Of course, it would also be a violation of your 

Oath not to speak out at the present time, So when I ask 

you questions about the death penalty, please donot hesitate 

to speak out. Now is the time to dO it, not later on in the 

jury room. 

his Honor, Judge Alexander, clearly went over this 

Area already, but because of its importance, because you folks 

are obviously not lawyers, you are, lay people, l would like 

to over it Again just for emphasis in. the event that. these 

-pants are not 'clear in any of your minds. 

The area is a little :complicated, so I prepared a 

chart here for you, Can you all see this chart? 

As you Can see there may very well be three trials 

in this case: The first trial, the guilt or innocence trial; . 

.the Second trial, the sanity trial; and the third.trial, the 

penalty trial, life imprisonment or the death penalty. r. 
.c.." Do you all realize that in the first trial, in the 

• 
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guilt or innocence trial, if Mr. Watson is convicted of any 

degree of criminal homicide wtattoever, not just first;  say 

he is convicted of second degree murder, if he is convicted of 

any degree• of criminal •homicide whatsoever, there will follow 

a second trial called the sanity trial, in which the sole 

issOe ;for you folks to decide is whether Mr, Watson was sane 

pf insane at the time Of these murders, 

Do you all understand that? 

, 	 ( fit4PiVesponse.) 

Do you tindersland further that if the second trial, 

that. is 	 trial, if in that trial you find.  that Mr. 

Watson. was sane at the time ge these murders., that he was not 

Insane, you 	'alit' he was sane at the time of these murders • 

and if during the first trial you convicted him -of first 

degree murder, 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 whether Kr. Watson receives life imprisonment, 

or the death penalty. 

Do you all understand? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Do you understand further that if in the second 

trial, that is the sanity trials  you find that Mr. Watson was 

insane at the time of these zurdert, this means that he will 

'e found to be not guilty of these murders by reason of his 

insanity and singe he is found 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. 

Po you 'understand that? 
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(Affirmative response.) 

Any question about that? Do you understand further 

that if during the first trial Mr. Watson is found: to be not 

guilty, or if he is found to be guilty of some degree of. 

criminal homicide, lesser than first degree murder, such as 

second degree murder, there also will not be a penalty trial 

'40 the issue of the death penalty never arises. 

Do you understand that? 

(Affirmative response. 

In other words%  there will-only be .a third trial 

if No. 1:14k. Watson is conyicte4 of first. degree murder, and 

No, he is found to be sane during the commission of these 

Murders. 

Do you all understand? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Do you understand further that during the first 

trial, that is the guilt or innocence trial, you will not 

be permitted to discuss or consider back in the jury room 

during your deliberations'  you. will not be able, you will not 

be permitted to consider or discuss the issues of sanity or 

the  d.4 
eath penalty during your deliberations. 

, 

23" 

24 • 

25 

• 26 ' 

27 

28 

Po you 'understand that? 

• response. 
; 	.• • • • Axe you all Witting to do that during the first 

trial,. 'that 	let the questions of sanity or the death 

penalty enter into your, deliberations?' 

'....(Affi,i000,ve response.)  

the sole issue during the first trial is guilt or 

000128



302 

; 13  

f, 
innocence, 

a; 	 pq jro# %)#dleStand that? 

(Affirlittilie'resporkse..) 

fileitAer Judge Alexander or defense counsel, nor 
. 	4  t  

Mr. 'Key nor *myself, ladies and gentlemen, can tell you what is 

koper case for the imposition of the death 

penalty for the simple reason that there is no legal definition 

of what is or what is not a proper case, 

The law says that it is within the absolute 

discretion •of the jury to decide what is and what is not a 

proper case. There simply are no guidelines or standards for 

you people to follow. 

Do you understand that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Stated another way, ladies and gentlemen, the 

law as it presently exists leaves it up to each juror's 

individual decision whether he feels or she feels that the 

circums.  tances -of the murder are sufficiently aggravating, to, 

%%Tarrant the imposition of the death penalty. 

Do you understand that? 

(Affirmative response.). 

I want to take it abundantly clear that the law 

does not state any preference for the death penalty Over life 

itiprisotiment or life imprisonment over the death penalty. 

It is completely up to, you folks. 
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t•. 	, 
SoMi.Ot -theseque8iiOs I am going to ask you 

collectively have Already been asked individually by the 

defense attorney*, but not all of you were asked these ques-

tions, so I have to ask the questions basically All over again. 

Do any of you belong to or contribute to or support 

any organization Which has as its Objective-, or one of its 

objectives, the abolition or the suspension of the death 

penalty in the State' of California? 

t.04 EODRIQUEZI Yes, sir4 I belong 'to the Catholic 

religion and I think it is common, knowledge that they are 

against capital puniihment, but I 40 not. on, this particular 

.theory follow their belief. 

CARLOS RODRIQUEZ, 

BY W. BUOLIOSIt" 

Q 	All right, Where have you heard, 'sir, or -- 

am not questioning, sir -- but, where have you beard that the 

Catholic is opposed to the death penalty? 

Did a priest say that in a sermon or did you read 

this, or What?' 

A 	No 	am, just talking in generalities in regards 

to the priest* and the nuns I have bm4cohversationswitho 

Q 	You are familiar with the Old Testameht segment 

of the bible, of course? 

A 	I. believe I am. 

And you realize, of course, that the Catholic 

Church, among otherF things, is founded on the bible; and are 

you aware that'in the Old Testament there are many, many 
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references to the propriety of the, death penalty? 

2 
	 Are you aware of that? 

3 
	 A 	I aim also aware of that. 

4 
	 MR. BUGLIOSI: That is a good point you brought up, Mr. 

5 
	Rodriguez. 

6 

7 

8.  

9' 	• 

I. believe Iwill ask that question of each ,oneof 
k' 

you individually ;:144 will start out with Mrs. Stanton; you 

	

! 	I ?, 
*re the lelid-pft'jutor. 

% * 

	

..-- 	- 	 it _  )- 	. 	.e,  . 
5 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

go 

21 

10 

4 

ibUISR A. 'STANTON, 

BY MR. BUGLIOSI: r 	t • 

Q 	Do you feel, Mrs. Stanton, that the religious 

doctrines of 	Ohuiih thitycluMtgbtbelong to would prevent 

you or hinder you from voting' for the. death penalty? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Are you-  opposed. to the death penalty, 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 OalifOr- 

laal 

22. 
	 A 	I am. I Am. 

23 
	 Now, you indicated that you are not opposed to the 

24 
	

death penalty; is that correct? 

25 
	

A 	No. 

26 
	

Q 	That is correct, what I said? 

27' 
	

A 	Well, as I indicated before, I had never given 

it any thoUght but then I am.  not opposed to the death penalty. 
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3 	1 	 q 	NOw, some people, Mrs. Stanton, 'have no objection 

2 
 whatsoever to the death penalty-- they have no objection to 

3   it, but they simply do not want to sit as a juror on a case 

4 where the death penalty is. involved and vote for a verdict 

5, of death. 

6 	 In other worde, 'they want to let George do it, 

T  they don't want to do it themselves. 

Certainly no one can criticize a. juror for that 

frame of mind because it is not an enjoyable task. It is not 

io easy for any jurOr to come beck from the jury room into court 

ii and by his or her verdict tell a defendant that that defendant 

must die. It is certainly not a pleasurable task. 

13 	 Now, with that thought in mind, let me ask you 

14 this question, Mrs. Stanton; If, after heating ell of the 

15 evidence in this case and considering ail the circumstances, 

m you felt that this was a proper case for the imposition of 

17 the death penalty, Would you personally have the courage and 

is would you personally be willing to vote for a verdict of deathl 

19 	 A 	Yes, I so felt that. 

20 	 Q 	As I indicated to, the jury as a group, now, of 

21 cattle, is the time to speak up on this; don't hesitate at 

22 all if you have any doubt at all about that. 

23 	 Do you feel that you' would have the courage? 

24 	 A 	Yes. 

25

?26 	 ALLE L. TATUM, JR. , 

BY MR. EUGLTOSI; 
411 	28 	 q 	OkaP," Mr. Tatum, do you feel that the religious 

000132
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8 

'9 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

doctrine of any church that you, might belong, to would pre, 

vent you from voting for a verdict of death? 

A. 	No, I don't. 

Q 	And you are not opposed to the death penalty? 

A 	No, I am not. 

Q 	Are you in favor of retaining the death penalty in 

the State of California, or would you rather- see soma other 

form' of punishment substituted for it? 

A 	No, I am in favor of retaining it. 

Q 	If, afteihearing alI of the evidence in this-case, 

Mr: Tatum, and co4sidering all the circumstances, you felt thi$ 

was a proper cases  forthe imposition of the death penalty, 

would yoti itersonally have the couragp, and would you person- 
: 0 	 t 

ally 'be willing tp, vOto for)sfverdiCt,Of death? 

A 	I could.,::  ‘ -   
, 	-=; 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28. 

BY MR. BUGLIOS/t 

Q 	N. 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. 	No. 

4 	Are yoU in favor of retaining the death penalty 
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in the'State 'of California? 

2. 
	 A 	Yes. 

Q 	If you felt that this wad a proper case for the 

4 
	imposition of the death penalty, would you have the courage 

5 
	to come back into the courtroom with a verdict of death? 

.6 
	 A 	I believe so. 

7 

8 
	 LOUIS E, SISMONDO, 

22 • 

23 • 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

BUGLIOSI: 

Q 	Mr Sismondo, do you feel that the religious 

doctrines of any church that you might belong to would in some_ 

way hinder you from voting,  for a verdict of death? 

A 

And you are not opposed to the death penalty? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Are you in favor of retaining the death penalty 

in the State of 'California, or would you rather see some other• 

form of punishment Substituted for it? 

A 	I am in favor of retaining the death penalty. 

Q 	If you felt, Mr. Sismondo, after hearing all the 

evidence and all, the circumstances in •thin case that this was 

the Oroperdaie for the imposition of the death penalty, 

woulid,you have the courage and would you be willing to come 
- 	s . 	 * '• 

'1:4t.k with a ;verdict 	.deatyr, 
- , 

A 	I most certainly would. 

‘'± 

ALICE K. NIHEI, 
1 

BY MR. BUGLOSi; 

Q 	Miss Nihei, do you feel, ma'am, that the religioud 
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doctrines of any church that you may belong to Would prevent 

you from voting for a verdict of death? 

A 	No. 

1 

'3 

11 

12 

13- 

14 

Yes. 

5 

4 And. you are not opposed to the de4th penalty? 

, 
Are' you in' favor of 4  retaining the death penalty- 

in the State• of California? 

A 

8 . A. 	Yes, I *m. 	 • 
• , 

:I • 

10 

9 Q 	Would you have the courage to come back into the 
i 	-- 

courtroom with It' Virdict-Vf death ,  

6 

7 

15 : 

16, 
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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: 

Mr, Schachter_;  am I pronouncing your name correctly, 

sir? 

A 	Right. 

Q 	Mr. Schachter, do you feel the religious .doctrines 

of any church that you may belong to, sit, Would prevent you 

from voting for a verdict a death? 

A 	No, sir; 

Q 	Arid you are not opposed to the .death penalty? 
4. 

A 	T,sir-a.*:. I am not a, sadist, but m. 

r  Q. I ,Yoil are not & sadist;  sit? 

That-'8 right, We go by law, as the law is, and 
, • 

thAt's what li*koits to.,follow. 

Q  Right. I want to make it abundantly clear again 

that the law as It'pr.isieritiy.teitists does not state a preference 

for the death pe4ialty, over life imprisOnment# 

...It all fairness to 'fir. 'Watson, the la is not 

commanding you to come back with a verdict of death; ,the law' 

leaves it completely up to the jurors, 

You widarstand that?' 

A 	Right. 

-Q 	Life imprisonment is a perfectly permissible 

alternative form ,of punishment in the State of California. It 

is up to the Juryi they can come back with the death penalty 
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or life. 

Do yob understand that? 
4 	• 

A 	Right:  

If you •felt that this was a proper case, sir, 

After hearing all of the_evidence, if you• felt it was a 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, 

BY 'MR. BUGLIOST: 

Q 	Nr. Pollakl  do you feel that the religious dog.- 

trines of any church you may belong to, sir, would prevent 

you prom Voting for i verdict of death? 

A 	No. 

Q 	And you are not. opposed to the- death penalty? 

A 	No: 

4• 	Would you like to see some other..form.of punish- 

ment substitOted for the death penalty in the State of Cali-

fornia? 

A 	No, 

Q 	Would you have the courage to vote for * veract 

of death/ 

A 	Yes. 

NARY E. TRAINOR, 

BY MR, BUGLIOSI: 

Q 	Mrs, TriiihoN1 
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1 

2 

 

	

A 	Yes, 

	

Q 	Do you feel that the teligious doctrines of any 

Church you. might belong to would inhibit you from going, for 

it Verdict. of death? 

	

A 	No, it would not. 

	

Q 	And you are not opposed to the death penalty; is 

that correct? j 	fi  

	

, A. 	' Tilsit is correct,. 

• Are you in favor of retaining' the death penalty 
, 

:in the Statedielifornia?, .2' 
- 	t. 

	

A 	I'd like to preface that, if I may, 

	

, 	
I Somit,4e'ais ago  ieceived questionnaires from both 

my assembly woman and the state senator requesting that same 
, •  

answer, at which 'time I 'voted' '-- didn't vote, but I 'answered 

the question and at that time I did vote. to retain it. 

I guess that answers it, doesn't it? 

	

Q 	Has anything changed your mind since then? 

	

A 	Na, it has not. 

	

Q 	Would you have the courage, ma'am, if it came 

tight down to it, when all, the chips are on the line, would 

you have the courage to sign 'your name to 1, verdict of death? 

	

A 	I, would have the courage, but I would have to be 

very sure. 

Very sure? Let' is say that Mr. -- 

	

A 	The evidence proved. 

	

Q 	-- that Mr,. Watson is guilty --right, but if you 

Were sure -- 

	

A 	If I were sure, I would not hesitate. 
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CARL OS RODRIGUEZ, 

BY MR: BUGLIOSI: 

q 	Mr. Rodtiguez, we have already dismissed the 

religions itspeCtS and you have assured' me that this will pot 

inhibit you in any fashion from voting for a verdict of death; 

is that correct? 

A 	That is correct. 

And you are not opposed to the death penalty? 

A 	Presently,. no, I am not opposed to the death 

penalty. 

Q 	Are you In favor of retaining the death penalty 

in the State of California? 

A 	l.still haVe an open mind In regards to that. I 

haven't gone ...- I really have to study that, that real good, 

going into the figures and everything involved in it, but 

that would come after this. 

Q 	Gott* 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 

what I'm talking about.. 

Q. 	You probailly won.'t have that opportunity during 
1 . 	4 

this trial, you,.pnderstand that? 

A .Probably—not. 

But Yolir ptesentLittimepf,Hmind is that you are not 

opposed to the death penalty?.  

A 	If the tosri7orit4Obath, the sentence of death, 

I would have no reason why not to vote for it. 
_ 

Q And eterlieating,  All the evidence and considering 
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2 

3 

4-f` 	• 
41 the ci=cuistances you felt that this was a proper case 

fOr thir-death penalty, you would be able to come back into 

,thiS 	
' 

courtrbcit:With a veiaii•of d4th? 

	

;•• 	,"••".•;•' 
A 	Yes, I would, 

Q 	You"are: ssark. it at= that? Is there any doubt in • •• • 	....- 

your mind about that? 

A 	No, 'there is no doubt in my mind.. 

MURIEL C. OBERRINDER, 

BY MR. BUGLIOSI:. 

Q 	WS. Obertinder, 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 	No. 

Q 	You ate not opposed -- 

A 	No. 

Are you in favor of retaining the death penalty? 

A 	I am. 

'Q 	And you'd have the courage to vote for a verdict 

of death, ma'am' 

A 	Yes, I would. 

ELAINE M. GAINES, 

BY MR. BUGLIOSI: 

Q 	bias Gainegt, and I want to compliment you, Miss 

Gaines for your candor a little while ago. It hurt, but -- 

A 	I'm sorry about that. 

Q 
	

But I still thank. you very, very much.. 
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You ere not opposed to the death penalty, wider-
• 

stand? 

	

3 
	 No,;Ialm not. 	; 

	

4 
	 Q 	And if you were selected at a juror in this case 

5 
and you felt it was a proper;  Once ; you could come back with 

	

6 
	a verdict of death? 

7 , 
	 A 	Yeti, sir. 

8 

	

9 
	 MANUEL O. MOO, 

	

10 
	By MR. BUGLIOSI: 

	

11• 
	 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 witir a verdict of death? 

	

14 
	

A 	No, sir, 

	

15 
	 And you are not opposed to the death penalty? 

	

16 
	 A 	No, sir. 

	

37 
	

Q 	Are. you in favor of retaining the death penalty 

	

18 
	

in the State of California? 

	

19 
	

A 	Yetx sir. 

	

20 
	

Q 	Would you have the tourage, sir, to come back into 

	

21 
	the courtroom with a verdict of death? 

	

22. 
	 A 	Yee, sir. 

	

23 
	

Q 	Any doubt in your mind about that? 

	

24 
	

A 	No, sir.. 
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33.5 

MR. BUGLIOSIt Incidentally, ladies and gentlemen, you 

know some of My questions might 'easily.lend themselves to a 

yes or no answer, don't feel se restricted: I would welcome 

— in fact, I would encourage you 	to .qualify or elaborate 

or iterate on any particular yes or no answer you might give. 

I'd like to talk just. for a few moments now, We 

have already discussed the death penalty issue, Ind like to 

talk about the issues of insanity and diminished capacity. 

During the first trial, as l  indicated earlier, 

there is not going to be any issue whatsoever of sanity as 

opposed to insanity. That is very clear in all of your minds? 

However, during the first trial I would assume 

in fact,, ,I am as sure as I can possibly be that the defense- 
that 

.attorneys will, put on psychiatric evidenceAat the time of 

these murders Mr. Watson was suffering from what lawyers call 

dii tithed mez,italicytp-Sicitit: 

'Will you all promise to follow Judge AIel5anderts 
- • - 

instructions oz  the, law of diminished capacity? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Hit. 1 111/6110iI.; psychiatrists will testify for the 

defense and for the prosecution.. Are any of you of such a 

frame of mind, ladies and gentlemen, that just, for instance - 

and this might very, very well happen 	if the defense 

psychiatrists testify that Mt.. Watson was suffering from 

diminished mental capacity at the time of these murders and 

therefore he could not deliberate and premeditate these 

murders and, on the other hand, the prosecution psychiatrists 

testify that he, was not suffering from diminished mental 
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23b-2.  

• 

4 

6 

7 

26 

capatity et '.the time of these murders and that he could 

deliberate and premeditate these murders,. are any of you ,.Of 

3 
	such a frame of mind that this disagreement between the 

defense and prosecution psychiatrists automatically -means 

that there must be a reasonable doubt as to whether or not 

Mr. Watson had the required. mental capacity to commit these 

murders? 

Are, any of you of that frame of. mind? 

TRAINOR: Not of that frame of mindlbut I think Itd 

like another opinion, besides •the two. 

11 

12 

13 

14 	because, after all, we are lay people and we wouldn't know' 
15 	which one to believe if there are two different sides and two 
16 	different stories; obviously you need a little assistance and 
17 	I would just like another opinion. You Would,  do that if you 
18 • were ill. 
19 
	

MR. BOGIAIOSI; I will touch on what you are referring to 
20 	Very shortlys  at least to a peripheral manner I will get to 
21 	what you are talking about. 
22 	

MM. TRAINOR; Thank you, 
23 	

MR. BUGL/OSI: But under this type o example like I 
24. 	

gave you where some prosecution psychiatrists testify one 
25 	

way -- or, all the prosecution psychiatrists testify one 

way and the defense psychiatrists testify another way, would 

YaAp:Mys k Trainor, say, "Well;  they are in disagreement, ergo 

8 • 

9 

14 

BUGLIOSI: In other words, someone to -break the 

deadlock, you mean? 

leig. TRAINOR.: Well, at least help us, a little bit 

27 

'Agiere must be a reasonable doubt." 
,.1 

k.„ 

- 
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Are you of that frame of mind? 

HRS. TRAINOR: I would have to say so until I could 

decide for myself, at that time there would be a doubt in 

my mind if there are two opinions and they are opposing 

opinions on the same subject. 

BUGIATOSI.-: There would certainly be a doubt in your 

; or it would be clear to you that the psychiatrists 

" disagree? 

,•. 	 -1 
MR„ REMTOSI: But are you saying that there would 

, 	• - 
automiti,a4y .beil doubt in your mind as. to his state of mind? 

MRS. TRAINOR: , No, I 'Could still decide that for myself, 

1 hope; I believe` r-cOuid. 

MR. BUGLIOST: Vou an realize that in every criminal. 

trial 	don't know if I should say 100% -- but I would say 

just about every 	trial-,- just about every civil. 

trial. - let's talk about criminal trials for a mosient 

the prosecution and the defense witnesses disagree; even witne.  

who- are not psychiatrists. They disagree and it is up to the 

jury to decide which testimony has the most -merit and which 

testimony is. the most believable. 

Do you -allunderstand that? 

(Affirmative response-4 

MR. BOOLIOSI:- so,, a disagreement. between witnesses is 

"business as usual," in other words; it is not out of the- 

-ordinary at all, 

DO you all. understand that? 

{Affirmative response.) 
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23b-4 	1 

• 

4 

to . 

15 • 

16 ' 

MR. BOGI.1081: Now, during the second trial, the sanity 

trial, will you promise to follow all of judge Alexanderls.  

instructions On the law of insanity? 

(Affirmative reeponse.)- 

NR. BUOLIOSIt Without going into the law of insanity 

In detail*  if Judge Alexander instructs you to the basic 

etfect that tOconAtitute legal insanity it has to be shown 

that, No. 1*  the ,defendant was suffering from a diseased 

derangedmin4 and, No, 2, as- a result Of that diseased Or 

deranged mind he did not know what he was doing was wrong, 

w 11 you follow Judge Alexanderta instructions on that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

MR. BOGLIOSIt Now, the test for insanity that l have 

just mentioned to you is the $'Naughton test .dor immtnitY. 

It is an old English case and the test that came down from . 

this.case has teen adopted in the State of .California -as the 

test for insanity -- in fact, in the majority of American 

jurisdictions, called the WNaughton test for insanity. 
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411 2. 
 

3 

Do any of you have eny.quarrel with this leNaughton 

test for insanity. as I just indicated to you, that there has 

to. be a diseased mind and as a result of a,diseasedmind.the 

defendant does not know that, what he did. was wrong? DO any of 

you quarrel with that test for insanity? 

(Negative response.) 

Do any of you feel that there should be a differ-

ent,test for insanity? 

(Negative response.) 

If any of you have any preconceived notionsof 

What constitutes legal insanity -- and I 'would expect that 

many' .of you do have notions before yOu came into this court- 

room of what constitutes legal insanity 	you all promise 

to set aside those notions and follow the test for insanity 

as given to you by Judge Alexander? 

(Affirmative response.) 

In this trials  ladies( and gentlemen, Mrs  Watson, 

is charged with seven counts of murder and an eighth count of 

conspiracy to commit murder. 

He has entered two pleas to this charge: No„ 10  . 

he has pled not guilty,, which means Tam not guilty,  of these 

murders*  I didrOt commit these murders*  

He bat entered a second 'plea: Not guilty by 

reason of insanity. IldWrhas entered two pleas: 

'Now4  because Mr. Watson has entered a plea of not 

guilty by reatokof insanity, do any of you feel that this 

Means that hematt be insane because he entered this plea? 
:1,,  

t   	• ' (Negative response.) 
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4 

5 

6 

You all understand that any defendant in any cite 

can plead not guilty by reason of insanity;  but his claiming.  

that be is Insane is no evidence that he to 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'  
. 

,flti'you understand that? 

(Afgirmativi responte.) 
- 

It̀  Judge Alexindee tells yo -- I am pretty sure 

he will tell you --, ::t4,Att.itrial proceeds to the second 

phase, Mr. Watson, 'not the prosecution, Mr. Watson, bias the 

burden of provinibx alp*elionclerihe6 of 'the evidence that he 

is insane and will you follow Judge Alexander's instruction 

. on that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

DO Any of you feel that it is an unfair law that 

places, the burden on a defendant to' prove that he is insane? 

Do any of you feel that is unfair? 

(Negative response.) 

MR. POLLAK: YOu are bringing two things in there ea 

not guilty by reason of insanity. If 'he is found not salty, 

the second trial will 	be held? 

ML =TAW': Q No, if 'he is found not gullty, air, 

of these murders during the first trial, there swill not be, .t. 
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second trial. There will not be * third trial. 

A 	Then, in the event that the second plea it upheld, 

there would be no such thing as insanity brOught up in the 

setond trial? The *mond trial wouldn't be held? 

During.  the first trial there it not going to be 

any issue whatsoever of his sanity or insanity. There is 'not 

going to be any issue. The only issue is guilt or innocence 

during the first trial. 

Now, if he. is found to- be not guilty during the 

first trial, that is the end Of: the ball game. 

A 	Not guilty by reason of insanity? 

Q 	No, no, toe Not guilty by reason of insanity, 

that only comes into issue during the second trial. 

A 	Oh,.. all right. 

II 	So if 'he is found to' be not guilty' of the murders 

. during the first.  trial, then we all go home and there is no 

. second or third trial, 

A 	Okay* 

Q 	If he is found to be _guilty during- the first trial,. 

then we go onto the setond!trtal where the IOUs is insanity 

et opposed to sanity.jDo you understand that? 

22 • 

28 

241 

25  

* 
THE COUliT: W1104-mr. Bugliost ts--, telli g you, that 'on 

the issue- of his guilt or innocence on'that *lase of the trial, 
) 

you, are not even to discUsitjpsanity. , 'pc o rnilmnderstand that? 

'g6 

27 • 	28 

A Us. 

MIL BUGLIOSI; DO‘yOU ail_telltii*thiat 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 reaponse.) 

Now, some lay people have been heard to say -- and 

I believe you also mentioned ,it,, Mr. Pollak -- is it Pollak? 

MR. POLLAK: 	 7 - 

4 	BY MR. ,BiliGLIO$1: Pronounced as.  

A 	,- That is.  right. . rh  . y 

Q 	There 	one14--. * that  

A 	Yes. 
I. • 	't 

Pollak, I believe yo4 made the statement .-4 let 
.me ask all of you -- do; arfr„Of you feel 'Oat if anyone commits 

a vicious preMeditated murder, they must be insane? DO you 

feel that way, or do any of you feel that way? 

Ia. POLLAK: I feel that there 'has to be some form of 

inaanity attached to it, emotionally or otherwise. 

'1:1 	BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Now, do you remember what I said 

about the M' Naughtontest? 

.A 	Yes. 

Q 	That there has to be a diseased mind and because 

of a diseased mind, the killer does not knoW that what he .did 

wis wrong. Re thinks it it perfectly all right to go out and 

kill someone:  

A 	I know nothing about the MtNaughton. 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 

1/-0-1-1, actually? 
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004 You art going to have to familiarize yourself with it 

and- follow Judge Alexandeeti instructions. explicitly on this. 

Or do,  you feel then that in view of this M' Naughton 

test for insanity', like I hate indicated, do you feel that just 

because someone commits a vicious premeditated murder that he 

must be insane? 

A 	You said a preMeditated murder; 

Premeditated murder as opposed to a Spur of the 

moment decision to kill; in 'other words, the defendant thinks 
.4'44 

About it beforehand and goes out and kills -- premeditated -e

thought about beforehand? 

A 	Rot necessarily. 

Q 	In other words, yoU can conceive of someone commit- 

tins a vicious .'premeditated murder andnot be insane. You can 

, 
142U B GLIOSV; Do-yoUHAII, feel tha;t WO? 

(Affiritative responge.) 

All of you hipie ,indicated that you have heard of 

these murders before, the so-called Tate-La Bianca murders. 

Are any of you with such a fraMe.of mind that you feel anyone 

who partitipated in these murders must have been insole? Do 

any of you feel that way? 

HR. POLLAK: I do. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: You do, sir. 

Ia. POLLAK: Yes. 

Q 	'BY MR. BIJGLIOSI; So assume that the prosecution 

proves during the first trial that Meg  Watson perpetuated 
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these murders, you are telling us flow that automatically during 

the second trial you would rule that he is insane?' 

A 	Hot automatically, W.. Watson hasn't been brought 

to trial yet, Manson and the three girls have been. 

Q Bight. 

A 	And they were found gilittY0 

Q 	But do you feel, sir -- 	wilt ask you again, 

Maybe I didnit understand'yOur sawyer. Do you feel that any-
. 

body who partielmatedin these seven mutderstaust have been 

insane? Do you feel that way? 

4 	, 
Q 	YOu feet then' that the perpetuators. of these murders 

should go to a hospital? They shouldri go to a prison; is 

that right? 

A 	did not say. thati;: 1: , • C: 

Q 	Let me ask yOu this question maybe. the defense 

'attorneys will object to it -- I don't know if it is a proper 

questiOn, but when a person, is.  found to be insane, 'he committed 

a murder and is found to be insane, What is your state of mind,' 

sir*  with what should be done With that type of an individual? 

MR. BUBRICKk I will object to that, I think that is 

immaterial, 

THE COURT:' I think you Are right. Sustained. 

This might be A good time to have the recess. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we Will have 

our afternoon recess At this time, OncelMme, do 'not form or 

wip-ress an opinion' about  this case: Do not discuss it among 

yourselves or allow anyone to talk to you about it and .keep 
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'eop1e against Matson. 
A 4 	t 

'At ihk record show all jurors present. 

lutdefandant and counsel are present. 

Before"you proceed, Mr. Bugliosi, maybe this 

wotildjuelp MrSt Irainorloa the question of experts. 

Suppotie I read the instruction on expert opinion. 

It might be helpful. 

You will be instructed as follows concerning 

expert opinion; 

"A person is qualified to testify as 

an expert. if he has special knowledge, skill, 

experience, training or education sufficient to 

qualify,  him as an expert on a subject to-which 

his testimony relates. Duly qualified experts 

may give. their opinions on questions in contra. 

versy 	trial. 

"to assist yOu in deciding such 

questions, you may consider the opinion, the 

reason given for it by the expert who gives the 

opinion.,. You may also consider the qualifications 

and credibility of the expert. 

"In resolving any conflict that may 

exist in the testimony of-expert witnesses, you 

should weigh the opinion of one expert against that 

of. another. In doing this you should consider the 

relative qualificatiOn8 and credibility of the 

expert witnesses as well as the reasons for each 

opinion. and the, facts and other matters upOn which 
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24A-2 	1 it was based. 

"You are not bound to accept an 

expert opinion ask conclusive but should give to 

it the weight to which you find it to be entitled. 

You may disresard any such opinion if you find 

it to be unreasonable." 

That will be the instruction given to you on 

weighing expert opinion, Mrs. Trainor. 

MRS. TRAINOR t Thank, you. 

MR. BOOL/08/: Thank, you, Judge Alexander. 

MR. BOUM Might we approach the bench a moment, 

PleASe. 

THE COURT: Do you want the reporter? 

MR, EPRIOK: No. 

A discussion was had at the bench which wag not reported 
- 	. 	# 4 4 4 
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(The: following. proceedings were had' in open court 

in the presence and hearing of the jury. )• 

THE CO M: Now,' we have been speaking ,of legal insanity 

There is a. diatinction between what medical ,doctors call 

insanity and legal insanity; different •doctors have their 

conception of what insanity is,. but we are bound 'only by the. 

legal definition and we. must follow the legal definition of 

insanity*  and that reads as follows,  and you will be 

instructed to this effect at the end. of the case, too:. 

"legal insanity*  as- the words are used 

in these instructions*  .means a diseased. or .deranged 

-condition of the mind which.nlakes a person incapable 

of knowing or understanding the nature and quality 

of his Acta or•makes a person incapable of knowing 

or understanding that' his' act is wrong. If you 

find that the defendant was capable of 'knowing and 

understanding the nttnre and quality of his act and 

in addition was capable of knowing and understanding. 

that the act was-wrongs  you will find' that he was 

legally sane.. 

• "However if you find that the defendant 

was not' capableof knowing or understanding the 

nature and quality of his 44 you will find that 

..he!iffes legally insane; or if you find that he was 

-• incapable of knowing or understanding that his 

act was 
, 	

wrongs_you 	find that he was legally 
- 

t insane...4 	 • 
' e 

"Tb:e defendant has the burden of 
4 

1 

• • 

328 

2' 

3 

4 

7 

8'  

9 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15' 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

• • 

22 

23 

24 

- 	, 
26 

* 	27' 

28 

' 

#25 

• 

000155



10 

proving his legal insanity by a preponderance of 

the evidence. By a preponderance of evidente is 

meant such evidence as when weighed with that 

opposed to it has more convincing force and the 

greater probablity of proof." 

329 

25•2 

a 2 

3 

4 

6 	 You will notice that on the question -of insanity. 
, 41  
t40. -defendant has the burden off` :proof and that bUrden is 

merely a preponderance of the evidence, Whereas the. guilt Of 
ti

the= defendant, Whether be is guilty or not, must be proved 
„i" 	 1 	• di 

beyond a reasonable doubeandto a moral certainty. 
11 

12' 

13- 

14 

15 

16 

17 
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24 

25 

26 

27 

28' 

1.)00-015ee the distinction there? 

(Affirmative. response.) 

you, Mr. Bugliosi. 

. MR, BE 	Thank you, Judge. 

The primary issue during the trial will most 

likely be, and I say most likely because I donft know, but it 

will most likely be Mt. Watson's mental state at the time 

of these 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 present time, that is, as he sits here right in 

front of yoU right now, is not in issue, it is not an issue 

LOT' 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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for you to decide. 

Do you understand that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

ELAINE M. GAINES 

BY MR. BUGLIOSI: 

Q 	Miss Gaines, let me go back to you for a moment, 

Wfa lam. 

You. felt that at the present time -- 

A 	Yeah. 

certainly ,you were not a witness to. these 

murders 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. 

You indicated that you felt he was mentally ill; 

is that/correct? 

Yeah, from appearances he looks this way to me 

,and,I said what I said, -because I thought that I coulitalt be fa 
• 

- 	 A 

--
el  . !  

him because of -- 

*At, it about Mr. Watson as he presently 
• 

sits here in frOnt of you that leads you to believe that 

perhaps there Ls something wrong with him mentally? 

MR. BUBRICKt Object to that, your Honor; I think it is 

improper voir dire. 

MR. BUGL/OSI: Well,- she brOught this up*  your Honor. 
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• 
* 

THE -COM: lea, supposing, we. just Confine ourselves 

2 	 this -; 
. 	' 

• 

3  	 Q 	Mits'Gainei, as 14r. Bugliosi told you, his mental 

25.,4 

• :1  

ID 

CoxygtiOn',On the7night o August 9th and August .10th is. 

what you.must -cietermine -and not by his present, appearance. 
, 

00A yOU'understand that, Miss 'Gaines? 

A 	Yes. lie said that befOre and I , 

THE COM; Can you do this? 

A 	Test  I can. 

MR. BUGLI9SI: . May = ask Miss Gaines, your Honore 

Q 	is it because Mr. Watson had his mouth' open,. has 

that Caused her to think there is something wrong with him? 

A 	No", • 

Q 	As nurse, Ma lam,. have you heard of the physical 

Condition-called "cotton mouths? 

A 	tea. 

Q. 	Willa has nothing to do with any Mental detangement“ 

it simply is a physical condition that causes a person to open 

their mouth- because their lips and their tongue is dry, 

A Right. . 

Q 	You are aware of that? 

Yes, T was taking that into otinsideration — 

Q 	BY THE COURT': 'You 'have Made no diagnosis yet, 

though, hat/ you? 

A, 	4)h, no, Poi hejnst told 'me, do not 

BualOgn. I am: just trying to qualify her as an 

expert in the field of -medicine. 

hat been previously indicated, Several 
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4r. 

psychiatrists and several, psychologists are going to testify, 

SOrdit for the defense and others for the prosecution. 

Have you ever met or spoken to or been associated 

in any way with the following dOctorst  all. of whom are either 

psychiatrists,. psychologists or neurologistst 

Dr. GrOrtier Bailee 

Dr;  Joel Fort 

•John Suarez3 

Dar o. Ira Frank; • 
t-4 r. 	Dr. ltichard Valter.; 

Dr. James Palmer; - 

332 

-16 

17 

18 

- 19 

20 

21 

22 

"23. 

24 

1•3 

14 

„, 
Dr ,y Vernon', Bohr; 

• p ry  
A• ndre 

Dre.4 . eyakour Pollock; 

• Satins Crahan; 

44940 Abe.; . 

Dr. Keith Dittman; 

Have any of yOU ever met or spoken to or do you 

knew any of these -doctors? -. 

(Negative response.f). 

26 

27 

25' 
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#26, 	1 
	

Not all of these necessarily will testify. 'Some 

	

2 
	of them most likely will. 

	

3 
	

Again here is :question that was asked by the 

	

4 
	

defenge attorneys of some of you but not all. 

	

5 
	

Have any of you ever studied psychiatry or 

	

6 
	

psychology in. school, or on your Own? 

	

'7 
	

SISMONDO: Yes. 

	

8 
	

MR. BUOLIOSIt -  Q 	t believe you said, Mr. Sismondo* 

9. that you 'studied in school'? 

10. A 	les, 'that is correct. 

	

11 
	

Q 	You. ma, 	in engineering but you did take a. 

	

12 	course in psychology*  I think yOu said. 

	

13 
	

A 	Right. 

	

14 
	

Also I minored in education and I was going to 

	

15 	go into. teaching, but I took psychology-  courses relative to 
• 16. ' teaching instruction,* 

17 - 	 Q 	Raw many psychology courseS did you taker 

	

18 	 A, 	I don't recall offhand. Less than 18 units. 

	

19 	

Q 	You have a fair 'background in the field of 

	

20 	
psychology?' 

	

21 	

A , Well, if you would call that Utz:, yes.. 
22 ' 	 Q 	In other words,. certainly more than the average 

	

23' 	
lay person? 

	

24 	

A 	I would say So. 
25 ' 

go . 

Q 

that AyOu studied psychiatry or psychology? 

BY MR. MIAMI: _Miss Mihail  did you indicate 

,t 	A 	Yes, I did. 

q, 	In college?, 
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That was related to nursing in Hawaii. I Worked 

as a' li4nSed practical nurse. 

Q 	And in the course of your study,, you studied 

psychology or psychiatry? 
1-

T 	 .. 	
• 
t- • -"tay.chcilogy, just a. little bit. 

What was the extent of your study? 

lt7west to regards to patients, you limy, bow they 

look, how they feel. 
), 	, 	 1" 

ad'yiad-  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 	Row many units? 

A 	Just one. 

Q 	A three-unit course? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	BY HR. BUGLIOSI: Miss Gaines, I believe you also 

said that you did. Was this in school? 

A 	yes. 

Q 	Nursing school? 

A. 	Uh-hub.. 

Q 	What courses did you take? 

A 	Like one and two, psychology in one and abnormal 

psychology. 

MR. BUGLIOSI2 Anyone else either studied in school or 

000161
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on your own? 

(Negative responde.) 

My of yOu have a psychiatrist or psychologist in 

your family? 

(Negative response.) 

My -close friends are. psychiatrists or psychology 

, gists?.  

MR, SXSMON)Oz Yes, I 

, Who is that? 

A 	The name it JOrdani  Robert "I.ordan, 

ct • 	What relation is. be to 'you? 

A 	A friend.. • 

Q 	Close friend/ 

A 	lie is also -- my. wife was a patient of as. We. 

garnered a relationship through that but we have a. friendship 

there as well. 

Q . 	Your wife underwent some psyChiatric treatment. 

from Dr, Jordan? 

,t • A, 	Yes.. .•' 
Q 	Was it as a result of this assault on her? 

26-3 

2 

3 

4 

5. 

6 

7. 
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10 

11 

ti 	12 

• 13 

14 • 	15 

16 

17. 

is 

19 . 

• 20 
• 

= 

. .Y•40), 	another, incident that happened. 

itt44tosti 	And You, ma'am* 

) :14}?..St ,TISPRODER4 Year, Charles Rhodes 	PhOlgtixl, .fiteDe , 
e - 

he 'i8  a.tritto.do  • 

Q•°" B 	BUGULOSI:.  He is a psychiatrist also.? 

A 	Not. no, psychologis.t.. 

A psychologist'.? 

A 	Yes,. 
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!, 210. EUGLIOSI:.• Anyone. else? . 

2 
	

;Negative; response.) 

3 
	 I think Mrs. :Stanton, MTS. 'Trainor and Mr. .Vrado 

4, 	also answered this question. or maybe onetm mOre of you also 

5 
	answered it tOa certain degree. 

6 
	

I will have to ask, it of you collectively again, 

7 
	at least those other than- `the three that I. ,lust mentioned. 

Have any'of you or any member of your family Or 

9 
	close friend or relatiVe ever 'undergone treatment from a 

10 
	psychiatrist or a psychologist? 

Now, I realize this is a personal question and 

12 
	

apologize to you. for it but please Understand that in the 
13 
	

nature of things the qUestion is necessary. 
14 
	

Some :of you have already answered that. or those 
15 
	

Who haven't, I am addressing myself 'to you folks at this time. 
16 

	

	
This applies to yolgs4f, amember of ypur 

relative, 
18' 	 MR. DARCO: My father died in a mental institution. 
39 	 MR. EUGIJOSI: And. lies Gaines? 
20 
	

MISS GAINES: My' sister. 
21 	 MR. BUGL1OSI: Is your sister still undergoing psychiatr tc 
$g 	treatment? 

MISS GAINES; No. 
24 	

MR. 11311.1.0$13 Anyone else? 
25 	

MR. 1?.0DRIGUEZ: A friend. 
26 	

MR. BUGLIOSt.: A close persOnal friend? 
2'7 	

MR. RODRIGUEZ: It is, a close friend. 
28 	

MR. BOGLIOSI: I believe Mrs. Stanton, ,Mr: Tatum, .Mrs. 

t 
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Trainor, Miss, Gaines and Mr. Prado have already answered this 

question, so. 1 will try to ask the other jurorso 

Schachter, do you have any feelings about 

psychiatrists one way or the other? 

	

A 	Never, 

No feelings at ail? 

	

A 	None at all. 

	

(I 	Never stop to thiztk about them? 

	

A 	/ have no occasion. 

You don't have:any pro or con feeling one way or 

the other? 

	

A. 	NO. 

	

"14 	What 1 am getting at, Mr. Schachter, is some 

people, in fact many people feel that psychiatrists or all 

psychiattist$ are quacks and that they are a little goofy 

themselves* Where on the other hand many people. feel that 

psychiatrists can make a Valuable contribution toward the 

understanding and treatment of one's mental. condition. 

This is what T am getting at. Do you have any 

feeling? 

A • 3 believe-that. 

You. believe the latterl 

	

A 	I believe that they can help0  the right kind, not 

c.hsrlatans,. 	I Li: • 
• • 	

4. 	; MR. 	 Nihei, do you have any 

feelluasTOnl,,way,orthe other about psychiatrists or 
• • 	n 

psychoioeistat.' 

; 
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MR. BUGLIOSI: Mr. Sismondo, do you have any feelings? 
MR. S/SMOINDO: I feel they are beneficial. 

R. BUGLIOSI .; How about you, Mr. Darco. 

MR. DARCQ: Yes. They are beneficial.. They have their'  
• t 

0,lace in society. 

,MR,, DUOI•IOSI: How about'you, Mrs. Oberrindert 

ODERRINDAR:,.. I think they are very good. I have • s  
• , 	 • - • 

WOrked.Atith:•theiiati'tho..::ifeterans Hospital in San Mateo 	in 
1#40,  Alto$ ffist,h0;.0. in volunteer work and I. think that they 

Li 0-r 1 
have;dOne` a 'lot 	patients. 

)1E14  -13401410454 . 1illow about you, Mr. Rodriguez? 

RODRIODE24 They have their place in. present society.  

MR. BUGLIOSIt Mr. 

MR. POILAK: I think good °net are very, very beneficial.  
MR. .DUGIAQSI: You feel - good ones are hard to come 

MR. POLLAX . I think they are very -hard to dome by and 
some of them, can .do a lot of damage-. 

MR. 'OUGLIOSIt I think it is generally agreed. that 

psychiatry is not an exact science: like, let's say, cheraiStry 
or mathematics, but it is more in the nature- of an arts. 

14 Other words, it is very -Common for several 
psychiatrists to- examine the .same person and come up with 

completely 411..atnmetrically opposed .diagnoses and-opinions. 

Whereas I think if it were an' exact science, 
by .definitiont  each of 'their diagnoses would be the saute:. 

Now, do any .of you feel that psychiatry is more 

then .an art and' that it is en exact seienee? Do any 'of you 

have that frame Of mind? 
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(Negative response.) 

MR„ =JIM: Do any of you feel that the testimony of 

a psychiatrist is the gospel truth? 

(Negative response.) 

Do any of you feel that psychiatrists are incapable 

of error? 

(Negative response.) 

Do any of you feel that psychiatrists rarely make 

errors in their diagnosis, that it is uncommon for them to 

make an er*or? Do any of you have that frame of mind? 

(Negative response.) 

Do you all agree with me then that psychiatrists 

are• just as fellable and capable of error as any one 'of us.? 

Do you 01'feel that way about it? 
4 
	

(Affirmative response.) 

Since the state of mind of 14x. Watson at the time 

of these NurderOriiImoselikely be the critical issue during 
4 	 - 	 • 

this trial, are any of you-With such a frame of mind that you. 

feel i' .,1$ uptcrthe psychiatrist to settle that issue?.  It 
. 	, 

is up to the psychiatrist to settle it? 

?in'other Words, wash your own hands of it. Let 

them figure it out. Are any of you of that frame of mind? 

(Negative response.) 

Do -you all realize that yo4 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, 

including Mr. Watson's state of mind? 

And that psychiatrists, no matter What they 
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t- • 

teatit4). 	are -Only here to help you make• up your mind. 

	

2. 
	 pc) you all understand that? 

	

3 
	

''(Affirinative response.) 

	

4 	 -4 71:14t,tba psychiatric opinion; the diagnose of a 

	

5 
	psychiatrist is not `an end in and of itself in this courtroom. .  

	

6 
	

Do you understand that? 

	

7 
	

(Affirmative response.) 

Do you all realize that the final deterionation, 

	

9 
	

the final determination of what Mr. Watson's state of mind was 

	

10 
	at the time of these murders rests solely and exclusively with 

	

11 
	you, not the psychiatrists. 

	

12 
	

Do you understand-that? 

	

13 
	

(Affirmative response.) 

	

14 
	

It is not like 80Z of the responsibility is OA 

	

15 
	

your shoUlders and 20% on the psychiatrists. 
16 • 	 100% responsibility for determining what Mr. 

	

17 
	

Watson's state of mind was at the time of these murders rests 

	

18 	solely and exclusively with you, not the psychiatrists. 

Do you all understand that? 

	

20 
	

(Affirmative response.) 

	

21 	 Are you all willing to assume that responsibility? 

	

22 	 (Affirmative response.) 

	

.23 	 You all realize that as Judge Alexander told you, 

	

24 	you have the right to accept or disregard all or a portion of 

	

25. 	the testimony of any witness including psychiatrists. 

	

26 	 (Affirmative response.) 

	

27 	 In other words, if a psychiatrist, whether it be 

	

28 	

a. ptosecution or a defense psychiatrist, testifies to somethi 
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- 	- 
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14 

which in view of all the evidence doesnit accord with what 

you think is right, you are perfectly free to reject the 

conclusion of the psychiatrist on the ground that it its 

unreasonable. 

Do you all understand that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

' 	you, all promise to consider the psychiatric 5 	• 
testimony in this case in the light of ail of the evidence 

and only give it that weight which under all of the circum- . • • 	4 	
1 

'Ettiiees Youleel 	;out/tied to? 

..:(Affirmative response.) 
r 	 • 

-Inc'identaily, ladies, and gentlemen, I am sure that 

when, the  psychiat alto got up on the witness stand you are 

going to hear a lot Of big, fancy medical words and we lawyers 
15 	will do our best to have the psychiatrists break these words 
1.6 	down, into our language, into layman's language, oo that we 
17 	can lay everything out in front of you and set a good look 
18 	at what we are dealing with. 
19 	 Most of the words they are going to use, or a 
20 	good portion of theta we lawyers even don't understand. We 
21 ' have to pick up a dictionary to find out what the heck they ar 
22 	

talking about. 
23 	

Now, I have already asked you questions about the 
24 	

death penalty and the state of mind. I would like to ask you 
25 	

some miscellaneous questions and I will. sit down. 
26. 	

You 'have all indicated that you are aware of the 
27 	

previous trial in this case, the Tate-La Bianca trial, the 
28 	

one that took nine and a half months. 
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. 
27 

was a victim of that trial., of sorts. When you 

are involved a case for nine and a half months, seven days 

a week;. fi guess you could cail yourself a victim. 
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You All understand that? ' 

(Affirmative response,) 

And you are willing to give him a fair trial? 

(Affirmative response.) 

in A criminal trial, ladies and gentlemen, in order 

to have the jury verdict All 12 jurors. have to agree one way 

-or the other. in other words, all 12 jurors have to agree that 

. the defendant is ,guilty or all 12 jurors have to agree that he 

is not-guilty. If 411 12 jurors do not agree one way or the 

other, for, instance, let's say 10 feel he it. guilty, 2 feel he 

is not guilty -or 9 and 3, 11 and 1,' 8 and 4, whatever it is, 

there-cannot be,  a verdict. 

Do youunderstand that? 

.(Affirmative response.) 

And the. result is what is called a so-called hung 

jury; and in A hung jury, the case has to be tried all over 

Now, there were four defendants in that trial, 

Charles Manson, Susan. Atkins, Patricia Krenwinkel, Leslie Van 

Heuton. The two defentfe;ateorneys have already told you that 

these four.  defendants were convicted of first degree murder and , 
in the-penaltytrial, the jury returneA d- verdict of death 

against. Alt four defendants, one:ftlalel,,4iinsonand three females 

YOu realize, of course, ,that the fact that these ; • 
foot defendants to the previOus .trisil received the death 

penalty for the tame, murders that Mr* Watson is presently being  • 

Ohergedwith, ybu realize this is no evidence against Mr, 

Watson. and that Mt. Watson is entitled to a fair trial, to 

start anew. 
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again by new jury. 
Do you- ail understand that? 
(-Affirmed:ye response.) 

believe moot 	u, 	some of you, at least, „. 
to1d the --defense attorneys' JieyOU hid-Any children t.  sou* of 
you, X don't-.betiovit; irere asked that question. 

Mr..-Sehachter,‘ do you. hive .4fly:0111,1dren, sir? 

	

- 	. 
06ACIATERI YteSiD 
itmigsll now 14.4 *rik, s„. 

ML  'Segglinit: The youngsit 01 38. 

-Mt* 1111“081t  
MR. SCHAMNikt Add by two* 
U. MUM; X can follow you there,. as long as you 

,doast. -say "divide by three." 
Okay. 
Miss "lithei,, have you ever been' isittried., Waal 

MISS OZHInt No. 	• 
1014 SWUM: You dpp"t have. anychildroul 

his Sismondo, I believe you said you have some 
children? 

SISMONDO: Year  Z. have 4 daughter that is silt and 
Ay sou *- I havesnephew that lives. with we 'who is nine. 

MR. 3134140Sit 'Mr. Wee*  sir? 
MR. DARCOz X have three ebild.ren. 
XL littatOSIt Their ages, sir? 

DARCO; 27, 21 .rid 14* 	• 
14k. sUCLIQUi The Vilna...01d is a -• 
Mt. DARCO: Boy* 
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4 

MR. SUGLIOSIt And 21? 

DARCO: Girl. 

142. BUGLIOSI: 19? 
MR, DARCO: A boy. 

MRS BUGLIOSI: Mr. Tatum, do you have any children, 

sir? 

MR. TATUM: I am not married. 

MR. SUMACS': I believe Mks. Stanton his already 

Answered that question, 

Mr. Pollak has already answered that queation. 

Miss Gaines, have you ever been married, Ma'am'? 

MISS GAINES: I have been married,, but I don't have any 

Obildrom 

NR. BUGLIOSI: And, Miss Oberrinder answered that question 

Mt. Rodriguez ,did. 

Mrs. Trainor, do you have' Any ,children, ma'am? 

MRS. TRAINOR: No, I have not. 

BUGLIOSI: And Mt. Pollak? 

POLLAK: I have two daughters, five grandchildren 

and three great grandchildren. 

N64 BUGLIOSI: How old are the daughters, sir? 

MIL POLLAK: 49 and 48. 

ML BUGLIOSIt Here is another personal question, and 

again I 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 or relatives ever been charged with 

or accused in awfashionwhatsoevet with the grimes of 

murder or conspiracy to commit murder? 
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MR. TATUM: Yes, sir, an uncle, statutory rape. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Which, isn't quite murder -- 

MIL TATUM: But it is still a crime. 

MR. BUCLIOST: I was going to get on to other crimes. 

Your uncle wa$ chargedwith the Crime of statutory 

repel 'bow lung ago was that? 

104 TATUM: Re was,  18, he's 33 now. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: What about any other felonies 	I am 

not talking about misdemeanors now 	felonies, yourself, a 

member of your family, close friends ox relatives? 

Have any of yOu;ever worked 16r.the public 

defender's office herein Plje Angeles ,or elsewhere? 

itiveany if' you ever worked for a criminal defense 

attorney, a laWyer.practicingriminaIlw, representing detest.,  

dantsin criminal trials.? 

Rave any of you ever worked for that type of a 
t 

*slyer?  

Do any of you have a close friend or relative or 

member of your family who presently is or has been a. defense 

attorney'? 

Yes, air? 

MR. SISMONDO: I mentioned my uncle. 

HR. MIAMI: Your uncle was a defense attorney? 

14134 SISMONDO: He was assistant district attorney. 

MR. BUGLIOSI:. I.doset think he was & defense lawyer. 

MR. SISMONDO: I'm sorry, he was a prosecutorl but he 

is also in private practice. 

MR. MIDST: He is in ptivatelatactioe now? 
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MR. SISMONDO: He has had his private practice, although 
he is somewhat semiretired now -- bank director, so I Would 

Imagine• that would put him in a position of being -- 

NMI, BUGLIOSI: Here in Los Angeles? 

MR. SISMONDO: No, this is in Pennsylvania. 
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MR. BUGLIOSI: .Have any of you ever met or spoken to -* 

MR. KAY: Mr. Rodriguez, 

MR. BUGLIOSI: I am. sorry? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: In regards -too that question about hav-

ing a friend that is  a criminal lawyer, we have Mr. Dick 

English front the Dick ,Engiish law firm on a retainer, because 

of the organization that we have. 

MR. BUOI.I0S14._ Okay;. do you.-knor!r‘ English? 

MR.:.  RODRIGUEZ; 

BUGLIOSI: Is he, a friend. of yours or is be just a. 

business acquaintance? Acquaintance? 	• 

27a-I 	1 

2 

. 

4 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 MR. RODRIGUEZ: Let.!-s-  say a, business acquaintance, 
, 

13. 

14 

15 

10. 

17 

18 

19 
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21 

22 

23 

24 

26. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Do you socialize with his at ail? 

AR. RODRIGUEZ: I think I Socialized with him twice in 

the last two years, so that's not really Socializing. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: How often, do you. have any contact with 

Mr. English -- over the telephone, or see him? 

• MR. RODRIGUEZ: Through the telephone, usually)  whenever 

it involves some of our constituents. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Once a week? 

MR. RODRIOUFZ:' Oh, not even that; maybe Once every two 

months. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Have any of you ever met or spoken to, 

or been represented by or in association with the following 

lawyers: 
26 	 Irving Kantrek; 
27 • 	 Paul. Fitzgerald; 
28 	 Daye Shinn, S-h4u,n-n; 
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• 
	 Ron44 films; 

2 
	 CharleS7HollOpeter;": ' 	

, , • 

3 

4 

5 :  

Richard Wilton; * • 

Marvin Part; 	, 	, • 
4 1" ' 

Karl Ransom; " 

Leon Salter, .Pa-lre-t;. 

23 
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28 
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8 

Donald Barnett, Bi-a-r-wke-t-t-; 

Pad Caruso; 

Richard Caballero; 

Luke. •Mciassack, 

Robert Steinberg; 

Gary Fleischman; 

Ronald- Goldman?' 

THE Wart You forgot one. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Who is that 

THE COURT: Ira Rainer. • 

MR. BUGLIOSI: _Right, Ire Rainer. 

Have any of you ever had any association with 

any of those lawyers? 

(Negative responses.). 

*You have beard the Court and -defense counsel say 

that the prosecution has the bardenHof proving the guilt of 

Mr: Watson beyond a reasonable doubt., 

You heard both Judge Alexander and the defense 

attorneys tell you that; is that correct? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Would any of you require any burden of the 

prosecution over and above, over and above that which the law 
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1 requites? 

(Negative response.) 

Would any of you require a greater burden than 

that which the law requires? 

(Negative response.) 

Am l - correct in assuming, then, ladies and gentle-

went, that you will only require that we prove Hr. Watsonls 

guilt, simply beyond a reasonable doubt, not beyond all doubt? 

Am I correct in assuming that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Do you all understand, ladies and gentlemen, that 

in a criminal trial, in every criminal trial, whether the 

defendant is being prosecuted for murder, is is the Situation 

here, or assault and battery, arson, drunk driving, burglary, 

wbatever the crime is, 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? 

(Affirmative, 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? 

(Affirmative response.) 

Are any of you of Such a frame of mind that before 
), 

you would convict Mr. Watson of first degree murder, you would 
, 

require that, not Only we removed reasonable doubt from your 

mind this guilt, but you, Mould require that we remove all 
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possible, conceivable doubt 'of his guilt from 'your mind? 

Would any of you require that of us? You would 

only require that we remove reasonable doubt of his guilt 

from your minds; is that correct? 

(Affirmative response4 

Do you all realize that although a defendant at 

the start of a criminal trial 	presumed to be innocent, this' 

presumption of innocence only lasts until his guilt is proven 
$ , 

beyond a reasonable dciubt.' 	, , 
. 	, •4 ,. 

Do you understand that? 

(Affirmative responsel) 	
* 

And do you understand that once his guilt is 

proven beyond a reasonable douliti. this'presumption of innocence 

has been rebutted and it therefore no longer exists; do you 

understand that? 

(Affirmative response.) 
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Now, without asking you to prejudge any of the 

evidence in this case, the prosecution intends to rely in 

Part upon circumstantial evidence as well as direct evidence,, 

of course. 

His Honor will instruct you that the crimes of 

murder and the conspiracy to commit murder can be proven by 

circumstantial evidence. 

His Honor will further instruct you that the law 

showinno preference for direct evidence over circumstantial 

evidence as a means of proof. 

Before asking you whether you are opposed in any 

faishioft to sitting as a juror on a, case where circumstantial 

evidence is involved, let me briefly indicate the distinction 

between the two kinds of evidence to you, so that you will be 

better equipped to answer that question. 

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 

another fact. 	 4 ' 

Let me give you a brief example which lawyers 

frequently use to Illustrate the distinction. between these 

two types of evidence -- latsfelliReith:Saidit:I s the cookie 

jar example." 	
• 	. 

I could give you another one, Mit that's the One 

I was going to give you, anyway. Iiietla assumes -J. I will make 

it oatmeal cookies this time, Max 	that all of the oatmeal 
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2 

cookies have been taken from a cdokie jar in the kitchen of 

Mrs. Jones and five minutes later Mrs. Jones discovers her 

only son, Johnny, eitiog the cookies in the living room',  

Now,. Mrs* Jones, .observing her,littletson-, Johnny, 0), 
eating the cookies, is a fact in and of itself; but it is 

circumstantial evidence of the uItimAtel4dt;that  it may have 

been Johnny who took the cookies; that's the ultimate issue, 
J.' . 

who took the cookies, 

The fact that he is eating them in the living room 

is circumstantial evidence that it may have been he who took. 

the cookies. 

Now, if Mrs. Jonet had actually obServed .Johnny 

reach into the cookie jar*  remove the cookies and so into the 

living room, this would be direct evidence- as opposed to 

Circumstantial evidence. 

Now, with that very brief legal background in mind*  

And it is a precious little legal background, do any of you 

haveAny hesitation or objection to sitting; on a jury in.& 

case where the People rely in part. one. circumstantial. evidence? 

(Negative response.) 

Do you all feel that you haves 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 hot offer eyewitneOs testimony to all seven murders, 

We are going to offer testimony to some of the murders, but 

not all seven, 
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2 

Are any of you such a frame of mind that you 

would not 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 

burden of proving, why a particular defendant, let's say 

committed a 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 response.). 

Now, although-we do' not have that burden, if we 

do offer evidence of:motive -- that is, the reason why Mr. 

Watson committed these murders 	det-yo0ell.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 	do offer it, . you can 'coneidei it as evidences, 

At the end of this case, but before you. retire to 

the jury room,, Judge Alexander will instruct you on the law 

applicable to the case. Now, if the law given to you by Judge 

Alexander is different from what you thought the law was, or 

if it Li different from what you thought, or think the law 

should be would you, nevertheless, set aside your own personal 
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beliefi and f011ow your oath and follow the law given you by 

Judge Alexander? 

(Affiivitive response.) 

' 
• 't, ' 4 I 	( 	 ,  

. 	. 	
, 	.._ 

., 4It. 	4,,,  . 	t t 
_ 4 	'_ 	• 

. 	... 
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Do you all, understand as jurors you will be the 

sole--,and'exClUsivelitdges ,bf the credibility of the witnesses 
'!* 

that take that - Wittleas'ittandl that is-, whether they are 

telling 7-thK;trutili or not? . 

Affirmative redponse•,) 
t *I Oa yO4 	Understand that in determining 

Credibility you have the right .  to take into consideration 

such -factors as the witnesst 'demeanor on the witness stand, 

the witness r manner of testifying, the Witness' interest in  

the; ,outcosie ,of the case or Any bias 'o.r prejudice the witness 

might have for or against the prosecOtion and the defense? 

Do you understand you can take 'those things into 

consideration?' 

'{Affirmative reaponie.) 

Let's assume, ladies and gentlemen', that you are 

all selected -as jurors in this case and let r,$ say the, trial 

lasts- two months -0,, well try-to make it as short as possible, 

it might only 'Litt a month and a half; r 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 you are deliberating and you find 

that your view 	-a minority view; you personally find that 

the view that you entertain is different frail the views 

'entertained by the majority, of the other jurors, I take it 

that none of'71pu will lei  shall ‘1,./e. say-, inflexible; but, 

rather, you will listen very 'carefully to the views expressed 

by your co-jurors And if you .find these views: to be reasonable 
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and persuasive you will. at least reconsider your position? 

Am I correct in assuming that/ 

(Affirmative response 

You are not going to _go back to the jury room 

and say*  "Don't confuse me with the facts,' I have already • 

made up my mind"; you are not 	to have that type of 

attitude. 

-Do each' of you. understand that .each. time -the 

defense counsel asked you Whether you would be willing to 

give Mr. Watson a fair trial, that the prosecution — 'that 

, is*, 'the people of the state of California — are alst) entitled 

to a fair trial,; do you' also- 'understand that? 

(Affirmative response.) 

If you are selected as. a Juror in this -case do 

you all promise to give. 'the people of the state', of California 

e,. 	 .(Affirmative response.,) T.: 
Is there any doubt in. any of your -minds abodt this 

,t,(1!Tepti,Ve reponse 
'," 	 * 	' 

Can - y-ou think of any reason at. all not already 

tou4hed:ixpon,Whtyou might not be able to give the people of 
1 - 

the state of California a fair trial*  any' reason at all, 
4 • 7 , 

:whatsoeverl ,  

MR. SISMONDO:I'm afraid rfra beginning •to draw a 

conclusion already as to Mr. Watson's 

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 41, 

HR*  BORIC : It is immaterial. 

HE*  BUGLIOSI: Well, I think it has some bearing on , 

which side makes the challenge,, before one of us 

BY THE 'COURT: Tell me this, basisomething occurre 

here that caused you to prejudge 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 murders 

is one thing, but the constant reference to everything that 

transpired in the murders and everything, plus his association 

with the group that has already been convicted, 	afraid 

I'm beginning to assume guilt by association. 

I. just don't feel that .I 1m  'being fair about it,. 

I take it you prefer not to sit here as a 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 

presumed to be innocent •Im 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q A t 	You have been told that the fact that others have 

been‘conVicted of the same charges with which this defendant 

As 4duSed has no bearing upon his guilt or innocence. 

A 	yea, sir. 
• A 	' 	I  

• • 

26 

S ,1 
	

4 
	

358 

000185



2: 

3.  

4 

5 

28 
7 ' 

.8. 

9 

• 10 

• 

12 

13 

14. 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

-28 

26 

;27` 

28 

Q 	You have been told that because he is a member of 

that group does not make.• him guilty of every crime 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 Honor; I recall it all very well. .  

40 1 	 • 	47, 
• 4%2. , 	o 	r 	• 	 • 

tt 	
ppp
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#28 

4 

Q 	And despite all that, you still feel that you have 

now arrived at a state of mind -- 

A 	I feel that l' have formulated an opinion that 

maybe won't be entirely fair to the defendant. 

THE COURT: I would entertain a challenge• for Cause. 

	

6 
	 Ma. BUGLIOSI: By the defense, of course. 

	

7 
	 MR, KEITH: We challenge him for cause. 

	

8 
	

MR*  BUGLIOSI: No objection. 

	

9 
	

THE COURT: I thought I. heard someone say "I object." 

	

14 
	

All right, Mt. Sismondo. Thank. you. You may be 

• 
12 
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11 ' 

Of any, reason not already touched upon by Judge Alexander,, 

the defense attorneys or myself, why you feel you should not 

2 sit as a juror.  on this case, or would rather not sit as a 

Sukor on .this,  cfisiat„ My reason whatsoever 'why you. should not 
1.7 	' 	 A 	 ; 

or wavic father. naft? 	• "-- 

r„1 ;(#igatiVe response.) 
•;. 	• 	' 

Ma.„' BULIOS/t NO further questions.. 'Thank you ladies. 

THE COAT; 	box. 

THE CLERK: Mustafa Siam. 

THE COURT: Mr. Siam, you now knew that this trial is 

going to take approximately two months. Can ,you give us that 

excused. 

10.4 BUGL/OSI: Thank you for your candor, sir. 

THE COURT: Supposing. -we have the next prospective 

juror seated and we will resume tomorrow, 

MR, BUGLIOSI: I have just one more. question., 

THE COURT; Go ahead. I beg your pardon. 

MR, BUGLIOSI: Can you think, ladies- and gentlemen, 
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two months? 	. '1 
. 	A 	Ac. uil1y I plan for one' month4  I am bUsinessman: 

It would be son*, bard,hip:to my bUsidesS;-",but as I feel the 

trial is needed' and` i - should do my -,dutY to people of California, 

so I think I will acoept,•, 

WO appreciate that, ilk. Siam. That is the proper 

Attitude and we all - AppreOilit.e.' that 

1 
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7' 

-8' 
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28 

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 jurors and without them Our Courts. 

cannot function. So we appreciate your attitude. 

Let me ask you yOur ideas toward the death penalty. 

Would you automatically vote against the death penalty regard.,  

less of what developed at. the trial? 

A 	No, sir._ 

Would you automatically 'vote for life imprisonment 

regardless of what developed at the trial? 

A. 	No, air. 

Q 	You =den:Stand, Mr. Siam, that you and you alone 

determine the penalty phase of this caset 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q 	If you find - this man guilty ,Of murder in the first 

degree, and if you find that be was sane at the time he 

Committed this murder, or any of them, you then will have to 

fix the penalty.. 

You will have no guidelines. We cannot tell you,  

if his eyes are blue or black or green he gets the death 

penalty, nor if he is 'blond or redheaded he gets 'the death 
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penalty.: " • 
-Whether he gets -the-death penalty or life imprison 

went~ is up to'-you and _ybur „good conscience and your judgment 

alone. Do you understand that? 

A. 	I realise- t414'  

Q 	You are .willing .to assume that burden? 

Yes. 

Q 	You have heard also. that the defendant is presumed 

to be innocent and the burden rests with the prosecution to 

prove him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q 	You understand that? 

A 	yes. 

Q 	YOu understand that on the guilty phase no 

defendant need prove hits innocence? 

A 	Yes, 

Q 	The guilt must be proved by the people, 

A 	Yea. 

Q 	Have you Served as a juror before, Mr. Siam? 

A. 	No, this is my .first time: 

The first time? 

A 	Right. 

Do you know any attorney connected with this case? 

A 	I know nothing except what I heard with the Manson 

case as it has been explained. 

Q 	You. heard Mr. Bugliosi call off a long Ust of 

doctors. Any names sound familiar to you? 

A. 	No, none of them I know. 

000189



e 363 

1 

3 

•4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

11 

12 

22 

23' 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Q 	How about the(liSt.:of,itorneys that was called 

2 
	

off? 

A 	No. 

Q 	Mt. 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 realize that, sir. 

Q 	And we are trying to get a jury that can decide 

this, case based solely upon the evidence you hear in this case 

and the law as I shill state it to you. 

A 	Yes, sir. 

q 	Do you thing you can do. that, Mr. Siam? 

A 	I will do my best, sir. 

Q 	Now, do you, think you can exclude from your mind 

Anything you heard about the so-cailed Manson or Tate-La Bianca 

case? 

A 	I think I can, sit. 

And decide this ease only on the evidence that 
21 	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, sir, I donit see any reason why I cant be fair 

THE COURT: All :right. Supposing we resume questioning 

Mr. Siam tomorrow moping. Would that be satisfactOry, 

gentlemen? ,, 	4 
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MR. BUGLIbS I Yes 

MR, BUBRICK: Yes. 

THE COURT: How about 9:30. Is that agreeable? 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes. 

MR. BUBRICK: nue. 

THE COURT: All right. 

Ladies and gentlemen o the jury, we will recess 

at this time until 9:30 tomorrow morning and if my precautiona 

instruction is becoming irritating to you, as having heard 

it so often, please understand we must clo so and you must 

follow that precaution, and that is do not form or express 

any opinion in this case. 

Do not discuss it with anybody else. Let no one 

talk to you about this case. Please keep your minds open. 

Tomorrow morning at 9:30. 

Thank you. 

(An adjournment was taken until Wednesday, 

August 4, 1911 at 9230 a.m.) 
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