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5255

" |LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, QCTOBER 5, 197k, 9:30 A. M
- {all jurors, all counsel and defendant are present.

"""““‘”“"‘?—e
|1adies and geptlemen of the juryr“ﬁYou know, as. I was listening

;1aW schools, they didn't learn how*te\be magiclangr

.”hat, when there wasn't any rabbit~mn the hat.

- fstand undexr oath, laﬂies and gentlemen, Mr. Bubrick and Mr.
‘fKeikh‘s client, Charles Tex Watson, is guilty of deliberate,
|premeditated, first degree murder, and there is nothing they

.can.do about it, ’ S

fgreat-clarence Darrow and I don't see how twelve reasonable men
" land women could come back into this courtroom with a verdict .

[ |below first degree murder.
Jaccount of the cctopus.

Tc;ate such a fish, unless he has seen 1t.

37 -sailor calls it the devzl £ish.

==00Q~~

THE COURT: People against Watson., Let the record show

You may proceed, Mr, Bugli0f§: . —

MR. BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, ﬂefénse counsel, Mr. Kay,

#-.""*

\Mﬁ

}to Mr. Bubrick and Mr. Keith addres;\iou folks, I thought-to—.|

_;myself that although they learned. the_la laﬁ at their respecti?ﬁ““*-ﬁu

N i, gy A
‘**.’f T, b - ,.-..,_——-v-\"‘

They didn Tt learn how%to _pull 2 rabbit out o@,the

——
. b—n*--;*h'

"‘,P;“:" .
Based on the evidence that came from that witness e

Tex Watzon could have been represented by the late

[N

Mr. HuQO:seys.that no one can appre-

oy

. ————

o ST

The

The octopus he says ddes not have a beak to defend

— F

ek

I wonder if any of you.folks have read Victor Hugo’s

He says that it has an aspect.of scurvy and gangrene.A

TS

litself like a bird, or claws like a lion, or teeth like an

~ CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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| mental capacity?

1 full rgspon31b111ty for these murders? ) n

| aliigator, but it does have what one could call an ink bag and

. thus making all of the surrounding waters dark and marky; and

-Zienabling the gqectopus to escape into -the darkness,

Now, I ask you, folks, is there any similarity

between that description of the ink bag of the octopuS‘an& the

@:p3ychiatric hocus~pocus defenge in this case of diminished

- a =

Has Mr. Watson put on any real legitimgt; déféﬁsezif

to these murders,; ladies and gentlemern, or has he sought to

- employ the ink bag of the octopus and thereby attempﬁ to eScapa
P Y

The answer to that question I think is obvioﬁs}

ladies and gentlemen. He has sought to employ the iﬁé bégnéf K

the octopus for the simply reason that that is ﬁhe~nnly defense.

- L

. he has to these murders. ’ - ) —

The. only problem for M¥. Watson, of course, is that

'_the ink bag is not a legally, recognized defense to murder.

“There are some defenses to murder: Self-defense, prevention

-o? a felony, defense of othérs, but the ink bag hasn't yat'

‘reached the staﬁus of the law books.

I think you wouldn't lose any money if you wagered

;it:névér'Would. Stated another way, ladies and gentlemen, Mt,

Watson, by thisd psychiatric hocus-pocus defense, has sought to

Hxs only hope is that yod folks are going to be

77 kunable £0 see through the smoke screen to the facts and come

back with a verdict of first degree murder.

He is hogeful that your vision of the facts is goinc

E
d
CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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to be obscured by the amoke‘ap& by the ink.

”ﬁB the water, which dafense counsel have sought to muddy, so

1 that you folksxsan cleariy see the evmdence, the facts, they

'the form of the retreatxng octopus and brinq charles Tex Waﬁson

[ £indl summation is that there is so‘muchﬂev1denca proving that

wh1ch human béings frequently doanotAwant«to concern themselves

a verdict of first degree murder," this type of an approach,

| said that.

We intend to penetrate that smoke screen and clear

igsues in this case, 80. that you Are going to be able to beholdf.

o

‘back to face justice. -~ . ;h““?%w

T

; ) .‘\ T H"'H\\ - ot v
The only problem I'm.goiﬁghgo have in givingoﬁY

s

Mr. Watson is guilty of first degrqe”mnrder, and it is obviousﬂﬁ

&

‘he is guilty of first degree murder, that I have to actually .

fight from becomlng complacent-and I have to state the ohvious,»”

. - -
W:’-th1 - ’ ) . el . ¥ PR

Sy
. -

If I were just o getﬂnp “hére’ Tia my £inal summatién |

X

rand say, "Mr. Watson is gullty of fmrst~degree murder, so return

5257

 without aigulng in depth,.might*be raﬁher arrogants “*mhh

e T
You'might thereby be znfluenced in your verdict by 1'
| this negative impression. So I A going to argue in depthw I

{ ait going te state the-oBVLQus and I\am not going to be complaceJt@

. TNy .
IncidentaLly;‘&adiesﬁandkﬁhﬁfiemgn, ny £inal
surmation may last two days. ‘x sészqmg of you cringe when I
There are seven mnrders'here and 3 simply cannot

deliver a final summation in a case of this magnitude in a

| couple of hours. -

I ‘want to .add that because I am going to argue

CieloDrive.comARCHIV
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longer than the defense attorneys is no implied statement by
:ﬁudge Alexander that you are therefore to give my argufient
‘any more welght than the argument of the defeénse attorneys.

I am sure that if they had wanted to arque longer,

1Judge Alexander would have perinitted them to do so.

In‘the last analysis, by and large the length of

l.an argument is dependent upon the decision of the individual

fattorney.ﬁwIn the last trial, ohe defense IawYer argues seven

aays. 'ﬁé?w%s almost thrown out of court, of couxrse, but he

fWent as 1ong as his voice would hold up.

3 f“}§ ‘-4Foxtunate1y, none of us lawyers are that long~winded

even~co11ectively.

I m&ght also say, ladies and gentlemen, that just

'L""

ﬁas yoﬁ took notes during the taking of testimony, it is perfectl;

R

I.'

i7 .,

iB

19 .
20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

.-permxssmbleﬁand X would think advisable to also take notés

during‘final summation, just as you took notes durxing the

-~

<argument of the other three lawyers, becausé although what I

- am saywng-does not cqnstitute-evidence, you certainly can use

| tha infarences which I draw from the evidence in helping you

‘Yeach a verdict.

Mr. Keith made referencé in his arqumeént to an

':instﬁugtion that his Homor will give you, that if you have a
i_reasonable doubt that Mr, Watson deliberated and premeditated
‘_thése murders, and meaningfully and maturely reflected upon the

.'gravity*of his contemplated a;t, you cannot find him guilty of

first degree murder.,
Letts talk about this doctrine of reasonable

doubt a little bit. The word "beyond" in the term "beyond

~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| reasonable doubt," i3 4 rather confusing term, particularly te

| not the sense in which the term or the word "beyond" is used

>%in the term "beyond a reasonable doubt."

{ in the dictionary, that is, "to the égclusion_of.“
_.tha term Ybeyond a reasonable doubt." . -
:_Watﬁdn deliberaﬁed‘and premeditated these?murQQré dgdfmatuIEIYX

| and rmeaningfully reflected upon the grav#ﬁ of his-coﬁtemplatad

| act to the exclusion of all reasonable dqubt,@géﬁ all possible
between a possible doubt and a~reaspnablefdoubt. So with this
:in mind, ladies and gentieﬁén, we ¢an completely eliminate the

{come up with thiss: If‘you do not have a_ reasonable doubt that

Mr. Watson dellberated and premedltate&‘these murders- and

lof second degrée muxdex. .

|"beyond a reasonable doubt," and we still have a very accurate

tétatement.and'définitionuﬁf thé“@dctrinéﬁgg;reasonable doubt.

lay pecple.

The principal definition of the word “beyond™ in

| the dictionary is "over, over and above, more than." That is |

There is a secondary definition of the word "bheyond"|

-

Thig is the sense in which the word "beyond" is used in

.
-

The prosecution has the burden of "proving that Mr.

doubt, just all reasonable doubt, '“. - -

“

of coursef.there is all the dlfference in the world

word "béyond" from theﬁterm,“beyoﬁd a regsdﬁable doubt," and -~

maturely and meaningfully reflected on the gravity of the con~ T

L

templated act, convict hin ofﬁfﬁrst dagree-murder. ,"f”f,. -

-

- Bl

% 4 youndﬁ~havs a reasonabre doubt, then convict him." ’

- L

We have eliminated the word "beyond" £rom the term

%
.,

=== CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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obviously, ladies and gentlemen, the doctrine of

- reasonable doubt does not place and insurmountable burden upon -

| the prosecution, because if it did, we would never be able to

get a conviction of fifst'degree murder in any case.
As hié Honor will instruct you, a reasonable doubt

is not a mgre'posaible doubt, because everything related to

" human affairs and dependant upon moral evidence is open to
some pogsible ox imaginary doubt. _
| Judge Alexander will instruct you that the prosecu--

tion does not have the burden of offering that dégree of proof

which pxcludes all possibility of error and produces absolute

certainty, because as he will instruct you, such degree of

| proof is raxely, if ever, possible.

Only moral certainty is required, not absolute

‘certainty ~- moral certainty, and Judge Alexander will instruct
{You that moral certainty ig simply that degree of proof which

: produces conviction in an unprejudiced mirnd. -

In summary, then, the prosecution does not; X

repeat, the prosecutiénvéoeﬁ not have the burden of proving
‘that Mr. Watson had the required mental capacity for first

sdeggee mixrder to the poirnt where you are absolutely positive

and absolutely sure and absolutely certaiﬁ that he had the

required mental-capacity and have no doubt in your mind whatso- |

That is not thé law, because such degree of proof "A
'is rarely, if possible. We only have the burden of proving

| his guilt to the exclusion of all reasonablé doubt; not to the

exclusion of all doubt.

So the fact that you may have some small doubt in
. >

5260
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.ito whether he had the required mental capacity -~ and for the
iliie of me, I don't see how you could éven have a small doubt ~-f
,butvassuming you do have a small doubt, this does not mean
'ftpat’you g;e thereby duty bound to come back into this coqsgﬁ e

{roor with a vexrdict below first degree'mu:aer.

‘ydg-caﬁ define the word "zeasonable“ just as well as I can or
1 any other lawyer. I 19&& soundr sené?ble, logical doubt,

{based upohr ﬁhe eviaencem.- - - S =

:gentlemen, not only,isn t there any reasonable doubt that Mr,
'Whtson is guilty bf*seven willfui deliberate, premediated, -

{invoived with-firsf-andﬂéééond degree murder-—- f£irst or second

|degree murder, he said.

1murder, voluntary manslaughter, 1nvoluntary manslaughter --
voluntary and 1nvoluntary.manslaughtar obviously are not invorved,
lin this case and second degree murder is mot_involved either, . - .

lladies and gentlemen,

'murié:_o; he is not guiltgrcf anything at all., A verdict of
lsecond degree murder would not be consistent and compatible with

the évidence that came from that-Withess stand

I , 5261

‘your mind back in that jury room during your deliberations as

It is-oniy“that you have a reasonable doubt, apd

- - e
,m N

Based upon the eV1dence in this case, ladies and

o \w-.‘__

first degree mnxdegs, thgga;;s absolutely.no doubt whatsoever.

Mr. Kelth aggﬁe& that in this trial we are only

Now, although his Honoxr will instruct you on all

degrees:of-criminal homicides, first degree muxder, second degre

T

B

Charles Tex Wakson ig "either’ guilty of first degree

If 4 person ¢an go out on two geparate nights with

[
CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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|degree murder or he is not guilty of anything at all and he

{the defensée.-

|murder in his heart, his soul, his mind, and drive to two

‘separate residences -and entexr those residences in the middle

|of the night and mercilously-stap seven human beings +o death,
jand only be guilty of second degree murder, I say that is a

complete utter travesty and burlesque and pervesion of justice. }

Furthermore, if Charles Tex Watson were as mentally

,xncapacitafed as Mr. Bubrick1ané Mr. Keith claim he wag --

virtually having no mind at all -+ he wouldn*t be gquilty of

any orime at all, because if he dcdesn‘t have any iind, if he :

|doesn't have any mind during these murders, he wouldn’t be
;able to6 perform criminal intent, which is a necessary element

tof all crimes.

Ty

- -

Sé I say that Watson is either guilty of firét

>

vshould get up from that table and walk out of this couvtroom -- |

one way or the other. _ )

Mr. Keith referred to the following instruetion

on circumstantial evidence and he said it was favorable to

. Let's put this instruction umder a'micrbscope and
when we do, I think we will see that that instruction ls not

.favérable to thlie defense, but it_is_ﬁayorablg to the prosecu-—

|tion.

‘The. instruction which Judge Alexander will give you

fis. entltled nsufficiency of clrcumstantlal evidence to prove

|specific intent;" and it reads thusly.

"rhe specific intent with which an act is

done may be manifested by the circumstances

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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surrounding its commission, but th’may not £ind
the defendant guilty of a willful, deliberate,
_premaditaﬁed first degree murder,unless the
prqvéd.circumstances not only are consistent

~ with the hypothesis that he had the specific
intent to kill a’human-being with malice afore-
thought, which was the result of deliberation
and @femeditation,as those terms are defined
elsewhere in these instruckions, but are irrec-—
onciable with any othexr rational conclusion.”

Now, note the langdage 6f that instruction is not

f "irreconciable with any other conclusion."

It is “irreconciable with any other rational con~

~ciusion,“ and I submit that the word "rational" is someéwhat

Lsynonymous ‘'with the word "reasonable.”

- ' So that the key word that I Want gou to underline

fin_yﬁur‘mind is the word "rational."® "Irrecopclable with any

- Jother rational conclusion.™

Questiony Besides the rational conclusion that

;Tex Watson had a deliberate, premeditated intent to murder these
91 fvictxms with malice aforethought, would another rational con-
' chusion be that he did not have a.deliberate, premeditated

;intent to kill these victims with malice aforethought?

Would that be another rational conclusion, ladies

‘:ié—pOSSible type c¢onclusions? -

T gsubmit, ladies and gentlemen, that a conclusion

|that Tex Watson did not have a deliberate; premeditated intent

i

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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:tolkiil these people wlth malice Aforethought would be

jnight of the Tate murders he left for Terry Melcher's former
frésidénceg left the Spahn Ranch for'that residence for the

|specific purpose of killing the occupants and his state of mind |
[the following night undoubtedly was the same.

{did have a del;berate,~premeditate intent to kill these people
jwith malice aforethought, and thare is no other rational con-
:fclusion that he did not have. Therefore, that instruction is

%favoxable to the prosecution, not.to the defense,

|people can reach as many conclusiona as the power and the
| fortility of their mind permits, but not all of these conclusion£

‘are going to be rational and reasonable.concluaions.

tion which M. Keith also read:

ridiculous.

Tex Watson admitted oh that witness stand on the

So the only rational«eqncluaion is that Tex Watson

v

‘Of course, given any set of facts or circumstances, |

(.“

There ig an additional paragraph to that instruc-

" ®plso, if the evidence as to such specific
intent is susceptible of two reasonable inter-
pﬁetations,lOne'of-which points to éhe eéxistence
thereof and the other to the absence thereof,
ybulmust adopt that interpretatiéﬁ which points
to ité,ah$ence-

- "If, on the other hand, one interpretation
of thé=éviaence as to such specific intent appears
t6 you to be reasonable and the other interpreta-

tion to be unreasonable, it would be your duty to

" CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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.| gentlemen. It runs just like a thiead throughout the law, not
just the criminal law, but throughout all aeas of the law -~

'§couxt law, ¢riminal law.

:'Watson'did deliberate and premeditate the death of these human
| beings with malice aforethought. An interpretation that he did
'not, ladies and gentlemen, would not be reasonable. It would

1 be unreasonable,

[ intent, ﬁhdt is state of mind, I WOuld like to point out that
 iin,every criminal trial4-state of mind by definition is always
provéen by circumstantial evidenceAfor the simple reason that

| you can never prove state of mind by direct evidence.

| wind. You have to look at hi® conduckt, his statements, all of -
these surrounding circumstances and from his conductk, frpm-his
1. statéments, from the surrounding circumstances, infex what was

{ on his mind at the time he engaged in the act in question.

"ﬁind‘is by circumstantial evidence. Not only is circumstantial |

{ evidence the only way to prove state of mind, ladies and gentle-

- evidence in a criminal trial. Even fingerprints and confessionyg

:‘are circumstantial evidence.

accept the reasonable interpretation and to rejsact

the unreasconable.™

There ig that word “"reasonable" again, ladies and

Again, unquestiongblj, the most reasonable, the

most reasonable interpretation of the avidence is that Mr.

- With respect to circumstantial evidence proving

Theire is no known way to see what is on a man's

in other wotds, the only way to prove state of

ment, but circumstantial evidence is the most cofmon type of

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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fhear& it said by a few lawyers that clrcumstantial evidence was
t1like a chain of circumstances and if ore 1link breaks, the
{-entire chain is broken. - |

| not like a chain. It i3 not like a chain at all. If it were
'iike a chain, then you could have a chain extending the span
- =of the Atlantic OGean from Nova Scotia to Bordeaux, France,

. cpnszsting df mllllons of links and one weak link and that chain:
'is broken.,
:11ke a rope, the type of rYope that he carried with him up that
‘long, wmnding drivéeway on the night of the Tate murders.
‘:that rqpe and as the prosecution piles one fact upon another,
:one q;xcumatance upén another, we add strands and we add

“strength to that rope, until it is strong enough to bind this

50 ;a.moment that any stréné has broken in this case -- but if one

ﬁétrand breaks, that xope is not. broken like a chain is broken

| other strands of almost steel-like strength that that rope is
;Stlll strong enough to bind this man here to Justlce. That is

ﬁwhat circumstantial evidencé is all aboutc

With respect to ¢ircumstantial evidence, I have

Circumstantial evidence, ladies and gentlemen, is

—

-
5y -

[

- : Clrcumstantlal evidence, ladles and gentlemen; is

.

. e It is like a rope and each fact is a strand of

P

h 1

If one strand breaks -- and I am not conceding for

-when one link breaks.

The rope isn't even.weakenea. It'é strength hasn't

Why? Because there are'so many other, so many

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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murder. - o tT

True, one isélated fact or circumstance might be

:cbmpa;ible:with a.conclusionvthat he did not have the requisite
-statexof'mind, if you were to look at that isolated fact and

,in a vacium all by itself. ' -

~ When you folke go back to that jury room, you are

‘:not going to look at ohe isolated fact. You are going to look

|at all of the facts, all of the circumstances, the total picturel

not just one isoclated faot.

-~ -

And when you do look at all of the evidence in the

composzte, you,are led to the irrestible conclusion that

| Charles Tex Watson did deliberate and premeditaﬁe the<death of

fthese human beings and, therefore, is gullty of first degrde

L -

4

'Circumstantiai evidence in this case iaﬁsé-powerful,'

:so massive, that the only ratxonal conclusmon, ﬁhe only

ureasonable interpretatlon ig that ha is gullty of first degree

;murde:.

Mf. Keith and Mr. Bubrick said that Mr. Watsoh is

;nOﬁ guilty of the crimée of conspiracy to commit murdex. As
tfou know, there are eight counts to this indictment: The
;first séven counts are murdér counts, Ffive Tate murders, two
1La Bianca murders. The eighth count is a crime of conspiracy

ko commit murder.

Now, to soime lay people the word “"conspiracy"

jconjurs up gomething mysterious and complex.  Actually, ladies
Hana gentlemen, as Judge Alexander will instruct you, a con~
fspiracy is nothing more than an agreemeént between two or more

28 ?pedple to commit a crime, followed by some overt act to carry

-

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES




AR

et

10

11
12
13
14
15
17

18

19
20-

21
22

23

2%
25

26.

27

28

5268

:fbrmal contract, either oral or written.

1 out the objects of that conspiracy.

To constitute the.agreementfelement-of conspiracy,

| it must be shown that the parties had a meeting of the minds,

‘a common intent, a common objective.

However, to prove that thére was an agreement, it

| s not necessary to prove that the killers entered into any

When killers énter into a conspiracy to commit

| marder, ladies and gentlemen, they don't sit down at a confer-
;ence table with a stenographer‘pzesent and if the prosecution
ﬂcahnot offer into evidence that stenocgraphic transcript of the

| meeting, we are cdut of the ball game, nor is it necessary in

proving a conspiracy, for the prosecution to call a conspirator

|to the stand and utter the magic words, "I entered into a con-

spiracy," with so and so.

As his Honor will instruct you at the end of this

case: -

"It is not necespary in proving a conspiracy
to show a meeting of the alleged conspirators or
the making of an express or formal agreement. The
'ﬁormation and existence of a conspiracy may be
inferred from all the circumstances tending to
show a common intenﬁ, and may be proved in the
same way as$ any other fact may be proved, either .
by direct testimony of the fact or by circum~
stantial ox by both direct and circumstantial
evidence."

Normally, you prove the existence of a conspiracy

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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same car together. PR

5 by circumstantial evidencé: You look at the conduct of the

parties involved and from their conduct, you infer that they

had entered into a conspirady, sinpe they seemed to be acting

| together with a common intent,

Let me give you an example: A and B are charged

| with committing a robbery of 4 bank —- let's call it the

. Gotham Bank -~ it brings me back to Batman and Robin.

) The evidence of the trlal shows that A and B were

e =

' seen by w;tnesses entering'ﬁhe\bank togethex, armed with

| weapons. They held up the bank tggeﬁher and they fled in the

= that
That is all the euidence/there,ls. No other

bt

‘HF‘_

evidence. Now, under those facts‘to believe that A and B did

not even know each other-anﬁfagst Goincidentally decided to .

| xob- thé same bank at the samé ‘time-and found it convenient to

flee in the same car wculd_ngﬁ.be,égésonable.'

Even though there is no evidence, no evidence what-

' soever Of any statement made by A to B or B to A, no evidence of

| any preparation for this. xrobbery, the inference is unavoidable,

unescapablée that at some'time-pribr'tofg and B:entering-that

fbank, they~mﬁst-have gotten together and agreéd to rob that
'bank,_ive., they must have entered inﬁo~an'aqreement or a con-

-Bpiracy to commit robbery.

in other WOder you prove it, you prove the

existence of the conspiracy by circumgtantial evidence. They

vere seen;entefing the bank, robbing the bank and leaving

' ‘together.

Thé prosecution would not have the burden or putting
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.on a witness who was with A and B one hour earlier at the Ajax
Boolhail'and'overheard A and B ag¥eeing to rob the bank.

which is the typical way, but by direct evidence.

| with Manson and Watson and these other paople on these two

| and the others did and said. This is direct evidence.

| a commen intent. They certainly were not acting at cross

] purposes with each other, and on the second night TLeslie Van

| Houton joined this continuing conspiracy to coimit murder and

| she, too, acted in concert with them.

| meeting of the minds, to say that there was no common intent

nonsense. Of course, there was a meeting of the minds. Of

| course, there was a common objective.

| entered into an agreement at Spahn Rarch to go out and k;ii

- and both nights they were in the same car, armed with deadly

. out of the car tbgether. They entered the reéesidence together

In this case, we have proved the existence of the

conspiracy to commit murder, not just by circumstancial evidence]

"Linda Kasabian, ladies and gentlemen, was present
nights of mﬁr@er and she testified to what Manson and Watson

_Her testimony clearly showed that on the first

‘night, Manson, Watson and the otliers were acting together with

Te say that on these two nights there wasn't a

{ among these people, is not senge, ladies and gentlemen -~ it is |

On both nights, Manson and Watson and the- others

Phey drove to the victims® residences. They got

and they killed these victims together.

. Even Tex Watson's testimony, even his testimony

r
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'1shows,thatathere‘was a congpiracy o commit murder. The fact
ithat it was Manson's idea, ladies and gentlemen, to commit

1 thege miurdexs is totally irrelevant.

The fact that it was Manson’é idea, as opposed to

‘Watson ‘s idea, that is totally ixrelevant,
.Almost invariably, conspirators doan't form the same ‘
}idea to commit a crime at the same time. That would be too

|much of a coincidence. -

One forms the idea, usually'the leader, in Ehis

| case Manson, and the others agree to go along with theligead
fﬁere, even by Watson's testimony, Manson told him to-gd:gut.anq

kill and Tex, Sadie, Katie and Leslie unequivocably deménstfafé&""

-

- the fact that Manson, Tex, Sadie and Katie and

P

|Leslie didn*& utter the words, "We are now in the proceqs of -
fEnﬁaring into a conspiracy," obviously does not mean that th?;a

-wasn't a conspiracy.

If those words have to be uttered by consplrators,

;in,order‘tb constitute a conspiracy, there would never be a
cqnspiracy} sincé people who_enter ipto a conspiracy to commit
ot ?rbbbe;y'br‘ﬁﬁrder, gimply don't utkter words iike that. They
.‘Show‘their agreement by thelr conduct.

So, in summary then, since there was a meeting of

the minds and a common intent onrthese\two-nights of murder,
{there was the agreement that they law of conspiracy speaks about

{"Theé aéreemen%’elemént of conspiracy only requires a4 common

intent, 2a common objective.

wa, as S ind;caﬁed earlier, in addition to the
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‘| eximinal agreement, to constitute a conspiracy, one. or more of

' the parties has to goﬁmit some overt act to carry out the

t;objedt of “the conspiracy. JIn this céée‘hére, the overt act
‘;feguired by the law of conspiracy would be these murders them-~

,:gelves, No qguestion about it.

In fact, the mere driving to the residences would

':be:an act to carry out the object of the conspiracy. So since

: these people; Manson and the rest, enterea into a criminal

faoama w

' agreement to commit“murder) and since they carried out that

agreement by the overthacts of murder} there was a consplracy

-

i to commit mnrder.- -

Jroe

--P0 say that?on these two nightsr ‘Manson, Tex, and

1 the others were hot wOrking'togethegw'tQ say that they were

acting ih&eﬁen&éﬁ%iy of'each other, at cross~purposes with each

other, to say there was no-common 1ntenﬁ no common objéctive,

»

.is SO ridzcuious that lt doesn't even rise to the dignity of

: belng absuxd.

Tex was a membar of this conspiracy to commitﬂmnr-
 der, and as such, he is guilty of Count N6. VIII of the indict~

-ment, the count which chﬁrges him with the crime of conspiracy

| o commit murder.

‘Mr. Reith argued that Watson and the otliers didn't
act cleverly on the night of the Tate murders. He said that

they did stupid things and this shows that they were completely |

They were so stipid, ladies and gentlemen, that

;evprythiﬁg;WOrked‘likeicl¢gkwork.- Nothing went wrong. They

}mnfderéd séven‘peopla and no one saw them do it. That is how
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| throw the knives and the revolver out on the street éﬂ‘their

jstupid they were.

That is how clumsy and awkward they were., Mr,

| Keith said it was stupid for Mr. Watson to tell Linda to throw

the knives and the revolver out of the car, if the police stopped

| them.

He said this would be throwing the kniveg and the

.revolver out, right out on the street for the police to see.

Obviously, ladies and gentlemen, it goes without

;saying thét_Watson never told Iinda to wait untiI'tgé'poiicé

had stopped their car and were right next to them and then.

-

—

feet., . : ‘ EE

. 7 - ke

It goes without saying that if she had aﬂ?bppor-

| tunity, Watson wanted Linda to throw the knives and ﬁhe revolver|

[ out of the car before the police stopped them. “e _{

It was dark. It was at night. <Certainly if Ehéy

Baw a police car approach, it wasn't beyond the re. m of reason’
| that finda could have disposed of the knives by throwing them

:but of the car window onto some bushes.

I might add that it appeais that Mr. Keith believed

|Linda's version that Tex told her to do these things, beéﬁuse
fTex denied this on the witness stand. Yet, Mr. Keith in his
1argument,\treats it as a fact. Maybe he doegn't even bélieve

{his own client. ¥ don't know.

Then, Mr. Keith said that Tex, Sadie, Katie and

| Linda marched up the hill toward thé Tate residence, tgkilng

incnedible chances of being seen and clambored over the fence,

I don't know where he gets that these people
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| marched up that hill, ladies and gentlemen. They probably
‘:3slithexed'up that hill like snakes. Where did he gét they
;‘marched to the beat of a band? Where does he get that?

And when he said hhey c1ambored over the fence,

| they probably undoubtedly creepy-crawled over that fencé and
:.with-reséedt to taking chances that they be seen ~- well, this

is true of any c¢rime. This is true of any érinme.

In fact, these people took Far more precautions

j'than the average kKiller. Among other things, no question about:
o it, theéy chose a residence which is very, very secluded, can't
'-:be much more secluded than this residence here, not in the

.. | ovexpopulated city of Los Angeles.

It is a very secluded résidence, showing a very

| secluded residence. They went there in the middie of the night,| .
‘middle of the night, when everyone is asleep except the goblins |

and these people.

They dressed in black to blend in with the night

[ and sadie, Katie, and Linda were even barefooted. They couldn't

- thave acted more surreptiously.

He said if we had committed these murders, we .

i would have donhe a better -job in aﬁvancing toward the residence.i:
;I don't know=What we éould have done that they didn't do1 unlesg
| ¥r. Reith is suggesting that perhaps they should have been trans-

::ported to the residencé by hel;copter and droppeﬂ in through

25‘:;Ehe'chimney,

They had to walk there. How else are they going to |
get there? 'It was a9 clandestine as possible.

Mr. Keith went on to say that even if 100 people
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"were inside this residence, Watson and the ‘others would have "
{ tried to k;ll all of them, and this shows how conipletely crazy
| and mad they were, Aand that is a bunch of hogwash.

If there had been a party at that Tate residence

| with a large number of éeople, Tex Watgon and the others
| would have done a crisp about face and run away. Watson doesn’t

‘ like those type of odds; ladies and gentlemen,

Mr. Keith. went on to say. that watson showed how

,deranged and out,of his mind'he was.hy entering the Tate

-»’k

' residence without knowing’who was inside.

He saild that;for-al;:watsgn knew, there may have

‘been an armed .camp inside‘that‘iesiagnce:with evaeryone armed

| to the hilt. .o

—

"ﬁ-v.‘

T

I don't quite understand Mr. Keith's argument. His

ﬂaxgument would be trué oﬁ;a.gigatinﬁhber of burglary cases,
-where a burglar*entersﬂaEEQEiﬁeﬁée in. the middle of the night,

fngt knowing who is there.

According to Mr. Keith's argument, I guess every

| time a burglar enters a residence in the middle of the night,
uﬁot knowing who is there, this proves that he is completely out
| 6€ his mind ahd, therefore, he shouldn't be convicted of the

| burglary. He has no mind, That seéms to be what he is saying.

I might add that this armed camp argument is just

-3g~3hade ~- 1f I might say, Max -- just a shade on the zidiculous

‘;siQQ. in 99-9/10 percenﬁ of the homes of this city, who lives

in the home? A family ¢r a single person; perhaps, or a few

single people; There is no armed- camp.

The chéﬁces of their beiﬁg an armed camp would be

.
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{one out of a trillion and Watson was willing to take those
'ftype of odds, but listening to the emphasis he put on the armed.j

 camps, drmed camps are rather common in the city.

ﬁthe lookout for signs "Qewarg.of Dog," but now "Beware of.

'Armed Camp," if we are to follow My. Keith's argument,
:and'gruesome and the victims were stabbed so many times, and

| cludes this guote simply and solely by reason of theix condﬁct
h;of their minds.

-deliberating and premeditatiﬁg*tbese~murders. In other words,
iso.bizarxe, 8o vicious that the killers must have been crazy.

: stating it, that if these murders had not been so savage and

| bizarre, then perhaps a verdict of first degree murder would
‘be justified, but since Watson did commit savage, bizarre
'muxdérs, this—shows fhat he muét havé-been out. of his mind and,
1therefore, a verdict of first degréee murder is not justifiable

tat all.

| credit for the fact that these murders were savage and grue—
| some. Thia appears to be, in all deference to Mr. Keith, an
-extension of what I think ig an illogical argument; in other

| words, proépedtiVe murderers should be told, "Don'"t stab your

I guess hereafter burglars should not only be on

My. Reith argued that these murders were so savage
the murders were so bizarre and senseless, he said, he con-
on thése two nights, fhey must have beén crazy and mad and Put

Then he says quote and totally encapable of
he looked at these murders and he said they were so gruesome,

Now, he séems to be implying, without directli

‘In other words, Tex Watson desérves some type of

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES



2%

17

|18

W |
o instantaieous. decxsion to kili, normally, will not result in a

22
2
24
25
%
27
28

5277

| victim once or twice. Don't do that., The mdre you stab your

victims, the more viclous the murders, the more gruesome the -

Z:muZdeﬁ, the moere bizarre the murdexr, the betteér chance you have

of not being convicted of first degree muxder.

“Whenever you have an exceedingly bizarre and grue-

| some muxdé:, the killers must have been crazy so therefore

| don‘t convict them of f£irst degree murdexr.”

Apparently; firét degree murder is only reserved

- vy,

%~for the cemmpn garden variety type of killer, the one who

_f-only stabs his victims or. shoots hisg victims onde or twice,

- Of course, this type of argument or reason wouldn'*t -

- -

“make sanse, but, as I say, Mr. Keith, although he didn't

A

,{egpxessly;say this, in effect, this ig what he was saying.

fﬁ, ' The fact that a murder is bizarre and gruesome, ad

M=ma§y mirders are, in no way means that the killer didn't

deiibgriﬁe‘and preméditate the murder.

. s
-~

If anything, I would say that the fact of bizarre-

| ness is circumstantial evidence that the mufder was planned and-

deliberated and premeditated, because.a spur of the moment

| bizarre killing..

Look at Dr. Fort's testimony on thi§ point:

"Most bizarre behavior and mest thiags that
axe.antiaﬁcial and destructive occuxr for reasons
dther than schizophrenia or the direct effect of
drugs ahd it is because of our desire to find a
simple explanation fOr'cémplex behavior that we

often think that such a person who does such a
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gqf L5SD causing brain damage.

terrible thing must be either crazy, meaning.
schizophrenic, ox under the influence of a
particular drug and in most ingtances, they
are neither." |

These murders were bizarre and gruesome, ladles

{ and gentlemen, because Manson and Watson wanted them to be.

;mhat is why they were dgruesome and bizarre,

Manson told Watson to make these mgr@ggg as grue~
dome as possible and.ﬁha§ is exactly what he did. Certainly,

he doesn’t desérve gome type of credit .for i€,  ladles.and

| gentlemen, by a conviction below fi¥st &egrqe marder.

But, Mr, Reith said, "I don't think there Is'ény

question that Watson ﬁad brain damagel’; And-he feels that it

jprobably'resuited.from,Mr,'Watson’s ingestion of LSD.

Well, we have to first notezéhatkaven;b;. Walter'

fnevexvqohcluded in his reéport that'the?@gaiq.éamage‘Was
| tracesble to the ingestion of LSD or any other drug, and we
{have Dr. Fort's testimony that over a million people have

| taken LSP throughout the years and there is no reported casé

I think Dr. Fort testified tht LSD completely

'léaves the body 45 minutes after its ingestion. Even the
| defense attorneys conceded that there has been no demonstrable

"medical'evidence that ﬂSQ causes brain damage .

Their conclusion that it does is pure unadulterated .

-speculﬁtipn, but there is a further point to consider. Even
| £f 1.8D does cause brain damage, let's assume that it does

j cause brain damage, there is no conclusive evidence that

~ CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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|charles Tex Watson had any brain damage at all, pexiod.

{Moreover, br. Walter, thé UCLA EEG expert, examined the
Atascadero tracings and he came to the conclusion that the
{Atascadero —- he agreed with Dr. Shexrman that the Atascadero

"EEG did not show damagé;
-did not show damage, brain damage either.
is that there is no brain damage.

We have two experts, Sherman and Walter, and two EEG's at

| Atascadero and UCLA.

térme of numbersg, threé to one in térms'of no brain damage.

fperfopmance on the psychological teat was evidence of brain
,:damage, Dx. Bramwell, in his report and Owre, concluded that
:twatson's performance on the psychological test at Atascadero
showed no brain damage; and Dr. Bailey, a brain surgeon examined
Tex ~- he is also a neurologist — he said there was no evidence

| of brain damage.

‘ Dr. Eklund watched this man almost on a day~to—day basis and

. his conclusion: No évidence of brain damage.

_ Although Dr. Walter testified that UCLA's EEGC showed

brain damage, the Atascadero EEG showed 'no brain damage.

Dr, Sherman examined the UCLA EEG and said that that|

So I might add that the majority view as it were,

There is a total of four possible opinions here.

Walter says Atascaderxo, no brain damage. Sherman
says the Atascadero and UCLA are no brain damage.

Walter says UCLA is the brain damage. At least in

Although the UCLA doctors concluded that Tex's

Dr. Fort also cvoncluded né evidence of brain damage.|
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We hava no way of knowing, we have no way of know-

',ing for sure whether Tex Watson does or does not have brain

damage, but even assuming that he does, Dr. Walter concluded

| that it was a mild abnormality.

Moreover, hé testified that Watson's type~of'brain

| damage, if it existed -- I am not éonceding that for a moment —-

was not the type to cause blackouts.

Several of the defense psychiatrists conceded that

{ they had no positive evidence there wag any -annexus, any

'cnnnection'between the alleged damage and the commission of

-

these murders. =~ - -

-~

“Dn._Bohr-s;id-certainly brain damage doesn't

| necessarily impair one's judgment.

e

- . o X N - . .
— Furthet, keep two points in mind.. No. 1, the UCLA

| PEG was administexed on-April 9th, 1971, not at the time of
these mur&efét ;QﬁfDIJ‘Wélter concluded that lie has no way of
fknowing what an EEG w&uia-have reflected if it had been given
fto'Mr. Watgson at the time of these murders, August 8th, 9th and
10th. Furthermore, a final point, eVEn.if Watson did.have
|brain damage on the dates of thesefmu;aers, which we don't know,
iWe don't know that, but even if he did, there is‘bn;dthing we
_dcnknOW} that it in no way prevenﬁe&ah$m=froﬁ deliberating and
fpremeditating these murders with malice afa:ethoﬁgﬁt; ‘The

levidence shows that.

Mr. Reith argued that anyone who would believe in

such a far out weird philosophy like helter-skelter must be

icrazy and therefore suffering from diminished mental capacity.

I don't think that this is 4 valid atgnmént, ladies
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Tand gentlemen, There are literally thousan&s.upon.thousaﬁds
| of religioms, creeds, cults and sects in this world and many
l.of them have beliefs and teénets that arve downright absurd,
:they sound coﬁpleteiy incomprehensible to the majority of

Jeivilization.

:-aaherénts who completely embrace all types of abstruse and

| fantastic notions about the universe and the destiny of the

| these weird religions goes out and commits murder, that hexis
{ incapable of committing first degree murder, that it:@as £o,

| be-second degree murder. .

| mardex as anyohe else. The fact that a person has strange -

| beiiefs, religious or otherwise, does not mean that they are

19 | suffering frémw&iﬁinished mental capacity.

| testified that he, Manson, and several other members of the
| family went out to the fount of the world near Spahn Ranch and
{ they met a religious group out there and that group told

| Wakins that their leader, their guru, had hung on a cross for

minister testified that there is no such thing as death and

These religions collectively have millions of

soul, mysterious spells and rites of magid, astroloqy} occﬁi%ism-

superstitious incantations, all kinds of weird practices and

o

~

But that doesn't mean that if a member oflone of .

+ t -

-

He is just as capable of committing firé%-deéfée

Dean Moorehouse testified, the self-ordained

Do you remember he saild that, and Paul Watkins

three days. Apparently, that group thought that their leader
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¥Was.Jesus Christ, just like some members of Manson’s family
| thought that he was Jesus Christ.

| Dean Moorehouse, with weird beliefs like Moorehouse, go out
|and kill, they are just as capable of first degree murder as

" | anyone else.

| a zeligion to Manson and his family. It was a religion of

| guxw who founded this religion &nd his family were his faithful
' followers and Mr. Keith concedes that helter-skelter was a

‘| fotm of a religion,

and géhtlemen -- I want to analogize it to some weird religions

" | oz some. welrd aspects.
degtructive war on the face of this earth among men.
16, which is just a Tew pages and a few chapters afiter Releva-

 occur in theé year 2%914. At that time gatan, who the Jehovah's

| years, will be set free to spread evil and destruction.

But if the members éf the fount of the world drop

out, go -out, ladies and-gentiemen1 and kill oxr if people like

Helter-skelter in the last analysis was a form of

death and destrucﬁion,that they lived by.

Manson, of courge, as Mr. Keith said was the evil -

This helter-gskelter philosophy, in fact, ladies

This heltex-skelter philosophy is somewhat analogous
to a basic tenet of the Jehovah's Witnesses. The Jehovah's
Witnesses also believe in Armageddon, which is the last final

In faet, Armageddon is réferred to in Revelation

EiOH‘gj the chapter that Manson was go familiar with.

Jehovah's Witnesses believe that Armageddon will

Witnesses be}ievevtﬁ‘haVe been jnmpt¥isoned the previocus 1000

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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' is 7.

| zeign with God. - 3oz

.oppression and death. -‘; S e

Thése who survive Armageddon will be divided into

| two classes: MNo. 1, the consecrated class, who will consist

| of 144,000 people.

You remember Mansén told his family that during

Zlhéltgr—SKQlter his family would gréw to 144,000 people.

The 12 prides of Israel referred to in Revelation

The Jehovah's Witnesses belieVe that these 144,000

| people will rise like spirits into the upper air and live and

R

=

v ~

The second class will consist of all remaining

"people who survive:Armagéﬁaon.A-Thei}w111 live on earth

Aieternally, will have everlasting peace, free f£rom war,

- -
-— - -

L

-

They-will increase and.multiply and populate the

of human beings with no one eﬁer dying is left, of course, to
i the imagihation,

That is a pretty far out philosophy. That is a

3jprett§ fay out philosophy of the Jehovah's Witnesses and not

2t | nearly as f&r out and strange as the tenets of many, many
| other religions. ‘

73

But I will tell you a little secret, ladies and

| and shoots someone to death, he is just as guilty of first

27 degrae murder as anyone eise.

Charles Tex Watson cannot hide behind this faxr out il

LI S FI A A e - . -
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| philosophy of helter-skelter. It is a philosophy and a
| xeligion that he voluntarily bought from its foundex, Charlés

3;Manson,

: religlon that he murdered by.

| and religion, no more shields him from a conviction of first
}degree murder than the mysterious occult beliefs of other
'strange religion shields their followexs.’

| of the testimony of Denise Mallett and Robert King and the .

| testimony of Paul Watkins, how he acted in Texas, up at the

{county jail, and up at Atascadexo.

- ladies and gentlemen~ As Tex Watson sits before you right now,

‘'he is not the best specimen of health.
| Now, looking-at him for two months, ladles and gentlemen, as
Eyou have had to do, could cause you to forget that this is not

the way he looked on these two dark, black nights of murder.

already seen them, but I want to show them to you again, because

{in the gummer of 1969 at the time of these murders. Here is

It is a religion that he lived by and in the early
.morning.hours of August the 9th and 10th, 1969, it is a

The fact that he believed in this far out philosophy|

Mr, Bubrick said that he coulﬁn't see the relevance

The relevance and’ signmfieance ig simply this,

For one thing, he is considerably underweight.

T show you these two photographs again, You have

of their immense importance.

What is the expression? One picture is better than

This pictuxe, Exhibit 302, is the way Tex locked

ST YA
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1 | the way he looked,_iadies and.gentlemén, later in Texas,

2 ’Peoplejs Exhibit 306, November-December 1969, very healthy,

3 l-very robust.

4 ) . - Juan Flynn testified thét-W&tSon weighedfso to 60
5 | pounds moreé in the summer of 1962 than he does now.

6 . “Paul Crockett testified that in his opinion, Watson',
7 ‘WEigheﬁ between 160 and 180 pounds and that he was strong and
8 }-we;lfcoqggipated aﬁd he said that if he saw Watson now on the
séfeét,:é?‘WDQLdnjt-reGOgnize him. '

10--1 i-,' ?‘; The .fact that Watson doesn't look too healthy and
I1l{’robust.now, jadies and gentlemen, has absolutely no legal

12 | xe levanc‘é . . .

. N
’ P

| T the defeﬁdant 's physical conditiﬁn at the time
‘14; .of tnial Had any relevance, then some evil person could bury
154w;100,persons.al1ve and Just baIore his trial sever his legs and
_i6;Q;a:m;;and;begbrought into court in a basket and because of his
17 [.hokiiﬁlé‘phgsical condition, I guess, he would be entitled to
18.: 50£g fype-éf é break.

iﬂ | : In-thg sunmey 0f 1969 he looked good. After the
20 i_murdexsw he looked good. Back in Texas his intercourse with
71 { Penise Mallett was vexy, very vigorous.

22 :: It is just éhat now —- it-is just that now facing
23 . a~00nvictionfof first dEgree'muraer,'and the éossibility of

24 | the death penalty, he is physically, mentally, and emotionally
25 . weakened, but this isn't unusu al at ali, ladies and gentlemen. ‘
26 t » a Tt is rather common for someone facing a death
27 %Qpenalty to £all apart. Even many of history's most brutal

28 :Emurderers couldn't face the punishment that was coming to them.“
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1 ideas.

The incredibly evil Satanic Adolph Hitler, whose

Third Reich wrote perhaps the darkest, ugliest chapter in human

ihiséery, when the Allies were closing in on him in April of

1945, in that bunker, he shot himself in the head. He couldn't

{ take a trial and the punishment that he knew he had coming.

Three of his hootlicking slaves took similar outs:

| Joseph Goebbels shot himself in the head in the bunker, Heinrich
':Himmler, whose job was to ¢arry out Hitler's final solution, |
’;the,attempte& genocide of the Jewish féce, bit onﬂétpoiSOn

ltableﬁ as his capto:s.neared and Hérmaﬁ_éoering, fhat did he

>

dor - ' S,

He wag in a jail cell like Tex Watson. :He lost a

1¢f-of-Weight and he couldn't take it any mbre'and.he hung
fhimself in the cell. - T ..

.

Tex Watson, like many other killers of the past,

Jadies and gentiemen, has physically, mentally, and emotionally

|-fallen apart at the seams, because he is afrald‘of belng con-

vicﬁed of first degree murdexr and a senteérnce of death, but

jthis has no relevance to any of the isgsues in this case.

when Watson returned to Texas in October and

‘}November of 1969, as People's 306 shows, he looked good.

Denise Mallett said that Tex looked great, the guy

| Tooked great. She said I noticed nothing wrong with him at
'aile except he had lost a little wéight and he had some hew

Even had the same parsonality, but she said other

than that, it was the samé old Tex. Apparently, Manson and

‘drugs aidn't have that much effect upon him when he wasn't in

- CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| custody.

Before he came out to California, she said he was

| a lot of fun and she had a good time with him. When he comes
| back from California, she said he is still a Iot of fun and she

ihad a good time with him:

This severa.éep:ession that all of thesé psychia-

| trists are talking about; ladies.and gentlemen, that is a

35;69u1t of his beihg in“cgstbdy and on trial for his life. . -

He certainly wasn't depressed that one week in

| Texas with Deniseé, when they were going to the Holiday Inn and

| other places like that.

Even when he was incarcerated in Texas, Robert

King, fhe~jai1e#;Ate$tified that lie was a model prisoner,

1 elean, well-shavén, orderly, never gave anyone any trouble,:bu£

fthat was becausé he was close to his parents.

They~wereﬂbringing him the food that he wanted.

| He had a teélevision in his cell and his incaxceration was

.relatively pleasant.

Even at Atascadéro he was described by Dr. Owre as

~béing a model patient; didn't give anyone any trouble, but

‘|-again there they were concentrating nn his nutrition.

He put on 14 pounds, 111 o 124, He had been

" | zemoved from the Los Angeles area where his trial was scheduled
ftc take place and this was a temporary reprieve for him, as it

{were, and he responded very well..

To show how well he responded, oné week before they

-| sent him up to Atascadero, he was being tube fed. He gets up

there and the Ffirst day, not nécessary to tube feed him and he

~ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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eats a very hearty meal,

Now, in October of '70, when he is in Los Angeles,

|He is in custody in the same city where the trial is going to

take place, he is in jail, not a hospital, and he is not

‘getting the food and the treatmént that he wants, so he did
|-all of thesge c¢razy things described by Dr. Abe.

So when he is getting~what he wantg, he is a model

]prisoner. When-he in niot getting what he wants, he couldn’t

»Tt

'be a worse prxsoner. e

‘Watson himaelf admitted, he admitted thia, that

i his physicial dataxioration-at the Los Angeles County Jail was
-}in direct response; £o’ the treatment he got. ‘

*‘EQ;_H' But you, I take it that your conduct

at the Los*AngeIés County Jail, Mr. Watson,
when: you gdulﬁnfg-talk to anyone, or you wouldn't
'eat,?ébthhi £0 be tuhe fed, when you relieved
yourself On’the floor and things like that, this
was in direct response to the way they were

" treating you here at the Los Anéeles'County Jail?
' "h, I belieVe 80, yes."

so his catatonia; his great loss of weight, his

:being mote and uncommunicative, his expectorating was directly

related to the nature of his incarceration here in Los Angeles. |

S0, in answer to Mr. ‘Bubrick's questlon, the

751gnif1cance of all of this testimony of Mallett and Xing, et
26 fcehéra, is to show that his present anemic condition has nothing

+0 do with mental illness, nothing to do with mental illness.

It results from his being_in custody and facing

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1was what? Belladonna,

trial.

. Mr, Keith did point out to this photograph,

|People's -- or I think it is a defendant's exhibit -- and he
Gsaﬁs that Tex looks pretty bad here in this photo. This was

{taken in April 1969, ladies and gentlemen.

Now, I think that Texr looks rather healthy and
strong right here, but he does look a littie spaced out and

" [that is because of something that Mr, Keith didn't tell you.

P -

'[This was taken at the Van Nuys jail in April 1969 when he was

j—

[arrested for being under the influence of drugs. Thg,druq,“

au

- So . if he looks a lTittle spaced out in this phg@ﬁ- 3

graph, it is because he was under the influénce of bgiladqnha.:‘

® -

Mr. Bubrick said: - RS

“We-haven;t made any effort to contend tﬁa£ S

B
-

Tex wasn't involved in these.killings. Mr. Watson
admitted this. The only issue is his state of S m

mind."

With respect to Watson admitting, ladies and

{cusg a point with you, which is somewhat of a trap, in that it
‘|48 easy for a human being to fall into this trap without even

| realizing it.

I think it is human nature for people to be

inclined to think that whenever Someone makes a concession, .
| giving up something, that they don't have to give up, the person
| making that concession is going halfway and therefore he is

- | more apt to be correct about that which he has not conceded.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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‘tridls, the prosecution has to prove two ‘things:

committed the act of murder, is respornsible for the murders,

{No.. 2, that the defendant has the requisite state of mind, in

‘other words, act plus intent.

| readily admitted the first element, that he committed these

9 | murders.

_:that‘just'because Mr. Watson has made a concession as to the
:fact.oﬁ killing, the fact that he has not conceded that he has
{a requiszte state of mlnd, necessgarily means that his defense
|of dininished mental capacity must have some merit, that since
‘he has conceded something he didn't have to conceéde, he and
":his attorneys are being reasonabievaﬁd have a point, when they

don't concede that he had a requisite state of mind.

;gentlemen ,» nothing.
{ conceéded something he didn't have to concede, for all intents

-and puiposes he hasn't conceded anytﬁing,

';nlghts-of murder and she.offered eyewitness testimony, direct
| evidence, she eveéen saw him shoot Steven Parent to death and
| mercilessly stab Wojiciech Frykowski on the front lawn of that

. Pate residence.

| door at. the Tate residence and no two people on the face of

As applied to the situation here, in all murder
That defendant|
undexr the theory of aiding and abetting a conspiracy; and,

In this case, Mr. Watson, ladies and géntlemen, has

.Now, I gertainly hope that none of you folks feel

Mr, Watson hasnﬁt conceded anything, ladies and

Although from a legal standpoint he has

Linda Kasabian was with this man on thede two dark

His fingerprints were found on the outside of that

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| these murders, wasn't there"? ;‘ .

| this earth have the same identical fingerprints.

ﬁhen you leave your fingerprints at the scene of a

| muxdexr, that is like 1e§Ving your qailing card, your hame, your
I age, height, weight, color of eyes, and hair, Social Security

{ number, and every other identifying charactéristica It is
fihe end of the ball gane.

With all of this overwhelming evidence, with

 FLinda's ktestimony, the fingarprint testimony, is he supposed

| to get up on that witness stana ‘and say, "I wasn't involved in

.

R

it would‘have.been.lauqhable. So he has to admit

A.these killings and try to squeeze out of the first degree mur-

| der conviction soma other way.

Please don't*thinkq ladlas and gentlemen, that

.'because he has admitted the act of: killing that his contention
leth respect to state ofdmind must have some merit. It has

. ng rexrit at all.

The - fact that he admitted these killings does hnot

:?giva'it any merit, it doesn't haﬁe in the first place. ¥ou
Vmight.ask‘yburseif this question back in that jury room: If
| the prosecution mever had Linda Kasabian's testimdny and his

| fingerprintg weren't found on the outside of that froat door of

the Tate résidence, you ask yourself whether this man would

=:haye taken that witness stand and admitted these seven killings.|

It seemed that a majority of Mr. Bubrick's argument

| concerned. i.tself with an attack on Linda Kasabian. Not only
| @id he question her truthfulness on the witness stand but he

i made what I think is an incredible statement that Linda

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| Rasabian, of all people -- of all people he chogse -~ he said

{ that she was Manson's chief lieutenant.

she was in charge of the group once they left

Spahn Ranch, ‘Suffice it_tp say, iadieg and gentlemen, that
; there is not one small submicroscopic speck of evidence that

I inda was in charge of that group once it left Spahn Ranch.

Not only doesn't Linda testify anything from which

"anyone could draw this inference that she was in charge, but

-— -

1 MP, Bubtrick's own ¢lient, Tex Watson, when he ﬁgdkfiht vitness

| stand never even remotely suggested that'Lindahwas;iﬁ‘chargew

- -

! C R

That conclusion is not basedrén.anjthing;that»came

| fxrom this witness stand. His assertion is just a bald, naked

{5ec1aration that is not predicated on ﬁhe:eviﬂéﬁce.h

I will discuss later on how Qe knOW*thét.Linda

Kasabian té6ld the truth on that witness sﬁand and how we know
‘£hat Tex Watson was in charge of that gxoup, once ié left Spahn

| Ranch.

I aimost got the impression from Mr. Bubrick's

ﬂa:gument that Linda, not Tex Watson, was the one who was on

| trial for these murders.

 He repeatedly attacked hexr character and he said

|'that Linda is tough and she has a heart of stone.

 Hig &lient put seven people in a pine box sik feet

{under the ground and all he says about him is that he ig a
| Little country hick who fell into the clutches of Charles
}Manson, but Linda, who didn't kill anyone at all, she has got

la heart of stone and she is toungh.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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'be the first one to admit that, certainly was cut out of
different cloth than Manson, Watson, and these three girls,

| 1adies and gentlemen.

‘the group who never entered either the Tate or the La Bianca
jj;ééidenées and the only girl who did not do any stabbing what-

{ soever:

‘saved & human life by dél*berately knocking on the wrong door.

-151though she did not physically participate in these murders,

.muxders,‘she left Manson and the family. The rest of them

. gstaye& with Manson almost to the very end.

|¢esclute, secluded rock strewn hideout from civilization in the

ﬁouten‘permﬁeters of Death Valley in Inyo County, California.

£p=te11 bher story only after Snsan»ﬁtkins-retracté& her story,
TWhich in March of 1970.

witneas stand. fdinda was extradited back to California f£rom
'HGW'Hampshire on December the 3rd, 1969, and she testified on

tthat witness stand that from the moment she arrived in Los

hexr stng, she wanted to tell the authoritiés everything that

5293
Now, that topsy~turvy reasoning, I don't understand,

Linda, we all know, she is no angél and she would

She was the only one of the group, the only one of

- * -
- I
o

- 7 In fackt, on the night of the La Bianca murders, she .

. A,

she was 80 aghast at these.murders that three days after the
. The family was arrested up in Barker Ranch; a

Incidentally, Mr, Bubrick said that Linda decided

NOW, that i3 not the evidence that came from that

Angeles, which was four months before Susan Atkins retracted

T | e
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'tshe knew about these murders, but her attorney, Gary Fleischman;

| did not permit her to do so.

Mr.: Bubrick said that prior to these murders, Linda |

| had gone on creepy-crawling missions into homes. Again, I

T don't know wheres he got that.

Linda didn't have to admit that she had éever gone

} on any creepy-crawl mission, if she didn’t want to, but she

said she did on one occasion. . She and Sadie entered a car,

o

hd -

She said she never had'entéiedha:homg.' Mr. Bubrick

-argued that Manson most likely ordered Watson to wash the blood

©f£f their bodies after these murders.aﬂﬁ.diQEOSe[of thelr

| €lothing and, of course, Tex.testifiedvﬁb‘ghis onuﬁhe witness
:.stand, but isn't it strange, ladies anﬂ;gegéiémen, that out
::bf a whole batch of psychiatrists who é&amﬁﬁedlﬂ{?~watson, and
| interrogated him on what inStructions‘éénsog_gave?ﬁim, he never |
1 told one single, solitary psychiatrist.thatfﬁénsdh told him ﬁo
;'wasﬁ the blood off his body and the other bodies and dispose of~.~
| the clothing. ’

We heard it for the first time when Watson took

| that wifness stand.

Would the Court like to take a redess?

THE COURT2 Ladies and gentlemen, we will have. our morn~- |

fing recess at this time and once again, please heed the usual

admondition.

(Recess.)
THE COURT: People against Watson.

Let the record show all jurors are present, all

-

~ CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| a nice guy. ) -z

;Manson, a very evil man, a devil, and Manson and drugs changed

fcounsel and the defendant are present.

Mr, Bugliosi, you.mgy proceed.

MR, BUGLIOSI: You know, wheén you come right down to
W

it, separate the:wheat from the chaff, and the diamonds from

the xhinestones, one of the principal thrusgts of the aefense

in this case -~ you might almost say it i# thée principal gon-~-

 tention of the defensé -~ is that Charles Manson is-totally

-

| respongible for what Tex Watson did.

In fact, I would say that in 920 percent of Mr,

Kemth's argument; 90 percent of his argument, he spoke about

e
e = 1‘

;what a nice person Mr. Watson wa§ before he met Mr. Manson.,

| and Mr, Manson, with the help qftgrugs,uconverted watson into

,,__ﬁg\\ ——
He said Charles Watson was a smalltown high school

va- killer »

| factoxy. He never engaged in v1oleﬁce.J Evexyone said he was

e
e -

P

But then he went on to gay.that Watson then mef

-

-,

LR L Eseras ) memn

el
him, he said. Mr.JBubrick argued essentldfly the same thing.

"

i want to re5pond to-this and T am goxng to r35pona ’

in considerable depth because x,thlnkhhhls is, if lt is not

N B

the heart of the defense's case, it certainly is one of the

;principal thrusts of their caseﬁsﬁy

Ladias and geptlemen-of the- jury, -if one were to

 clieck the backgrouna and histoxy of every‘killer,-oi every
fm@rderer, one ﬁould find some reason for, some reason why they

- becane é killex.

- i

| hero, He did well in high school. ‘He worked hard in the onion '

e B
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| their environment. It could beé the influence of a thixd party
::upon'thamu gome congenital disposition toward viclence, a
E}combination éf two ox moreiof these reasons or some other
:reasons, but whatevexr the reason, there is always a reason why

| @ person develops into a murderer.

{;town high school hero, and he did weéll in high school and
j‘worked hard in the onxon factory and everyone liked him, all

1he is Baylng is that Charles Watson wasn't always a murderer.

| always a murdexer. check the background of any wvicious murderer;
E.and you will pﬁSbably:find him playing in a sandpile and going
':fishlng'wiﬁh hxs father, maybe playing in the séhool band.

Tripe and cSId—blooded mur&erers wielding knives and guns, Of

| coursge not. .

‘they develop 1nto*murderers are mulﬁifcld anhd varied, but

’whatever the reason, there is always a reason.

that some of the‘reaSQns why M¥, Watson became a killer ate -

{Charles Manson andﬂdrugs.
|¥illex.

‘Manson's influence and drugs is just an explanation, and a

fpaﬁtial,one at that, why Charles Watson beécame a murderer, but

The reason might be their rearing. It could be

When Mr. Keith says that Mr. Watson was a small-

We .are not contendxng that he was. No murderer was

Klllers don't emerge from their mother's womb fully

- o

They develop into murdereré and the reasons why

All Mr. Keith and Mr. Bubrick are telling‘you is

So what? Every killer has a reason for becoming a

Mr. Keith's and Mr. Bubrick's statement about

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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{ that explapation in no way justifies a wverdict below first

| degree murder.

Now, true, Mr, Watdon got some new valués and new

| bellefs £rom Mr. Manson, although it appears that he was pick- |
1 ing up these values and beliefs from Bean'ﬂborehouse before he
| even met Charles Manson, ‘but even.assumlng that Mangon gave

} Watson these new.beliefs and values, Manson didn't force these

He accepted them voluntarily. Why? Becausé.they‘H:

appealed to him. - N T

>
1
NN

_ Certainly Manson's sickAphzlosophies on lifa"dld T
not appeal to everyone, but they did appeal to Charles Watgon. |

‘Moreover, I think it is very, vary common for people tor change

-

©One of the principal reasdns-fbr ﬂﬁing go»ts'tﬁeiriJ-
interadtionAwith other people and the influence that;ghase1i .
other people have upon them.

Sometimes these people are good influences., Some-

times they are bad influences.

Charles Manson was a bad influence, but how does

the fact that Manson gave Wateén some new beliefa and values,

land was a bad influence upon him, have anything under the stars

to do with Watson's criminal responsibility for these murders.

Say that Tex Watson had these beliefs and values

}before he even met Manson =- such as it is hot wrong to kill a

fellow human being, would he then be fully responsible for
rthese ﬁur&e;s?

But since he got these ideas from Manson, he is not :

CleIoDrlvecomm0H|VEs
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i'fully'responsible? Would that make sense?

i'fanatical disciples of hlm and they“béiievea that Hitler was
. Serving some ndble_purpose by ridding&tpe Third Reich of Jews.
: andsthese same fﬁnatmcal foilowé%§“3f Hitler murdered the Jews

'=at places like Anschwitz, Buchenwald, Trébllnka, Belsen, to

'fthe example is.a clear one.,

197
f?aj,the control of Mangon' .~~~
2t |
‘fgets'married to a man and lo an& béhold it turns out that this

;man iz a burglar, and a robber.

-

. Go;ng back.%o~ﬂiﬁlar againw his followers were

‘ﬂ»

s .-a-l.u___,‘

wster

~

N '(\ _,_;‘w',-ﬂ" ‘&Ql

\-..‘1

But bacauge thege.fanatical followers of Hitlgg

1 were tot&llf‘subjacthana'iﬁbserviéﬁt;to him, and he:h&dfdon* N

:‘vinaed him that it was all right?to XiIl- Jéws, in-no way makes

L ot

Sthem.less regponsible for the~horriﬁ1e murders they committed.

e—

The reason I uae thxsvﬂatlar analggy is that Mr.

.Bubrlck, and I think Mr. Kemth, analog:ﬁédrManson to—Hitler

'?and, of course, }evwas 1ncredibly'5atan1c ininﬁab he did, so

- o -

-

It 13 not necessary to use ihe Hitler example, not

v

~even necessary to use murder. Thergmire many, many othexr

ﬂcommon examples where ong person cdmes under the control of -

-

*anqther parson, as the defense alleges thau Watson aame under
m_ :-_ek ) ] ““k-*' )

N . "
T
g

.~

You can even take a woman, == take a woman. She

v,

She doesn't knaw that at the trme ghe marrie& himni,

'tShe.falls completely‘unden his dcminatlon and he talks her 1nto

fccmmltting bunglaries and robbérles with bim,

She starts bellevzng 1n theft as a way of 1ife and

ishe hecomas a~conf1:med buxglary agg_robber.

N
b

o g

ST
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. one day they get caught. Can she be heard to say
. 2 in a couxrt of law, "I was a good person before I met my husband.;
3 I never even stole a grape in a grocery store. He is the guy
4 } who changed me. If it weren't for him, I would never have
> ’-\c_ommitted tl;ese burglaries or robberies. Therefore, I am not
6 gi;iit‘y of these burglaries or robbe::ieé or I am not fully
7 reésponsible.™ |
& She is just as xesponsible for these burglaries
2 and robberies as if she would be :Lf#she did these things com=-
1:0 ' pletely on her own. ﬂ* . e ,1
23f£. ' 11 (. Not only is- tl;ere al:gggw a reason why a person
' 12

becomeg a murderer, but as wi{:h/robbery example, there is a
I3 | reason why every criminal:" becomes a criminal.
. 14 ‘ ‘fake -some pa_thetic heroin addict who lives in a

15 | f1ea bag hotel room and spends-the Jittle money he has not on

‘- 16 | milk and bread and o_t‘.he:lg 'EOOd.&:i_‘S}lt on the terrible drug,

’17_ -heroin. | _

. .18 | Many heroin addicts come from better backgrounds
'l9j than this man right here, Cha:f:les Teix Watson. Many of them
20; | were formerly professional men.

%I And the stories about how théy' destroyed their

2 lives and ended up in that flea bag hotel room very frequently
23 A::.a-re real tear jerkers, but does that mean that they are there-
24 ) fore &xempt from the heroin stdtutes?

25| ‘ ‘No. They aré convicted for podgsession of heréin

'.A26. just like anyone else.
. L " watson just didn't use drugs, ladies and gentlemen,

% 'he murdered seven precious human beings, yet hé wants some type |

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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of a break, because of the influence that Manson had upon him.

I repeat, this is very important and I‘'m going to

5'dwell on thig in depth: There is always soime reason why a

killer becomes a killer and in every rourt of law, in every

criminal case, you can find some psychiatrist who take that

'witneSS'stand and tell the jury or the judge no particular

.jreason why a particular defendaﬁt committed murder.

I am sure Charles Manson -- X am sure Charles

fManson-became the human monster that he is, because of some

LU reasons also; ladies and gentlemen, but those reasons, no matter

11l what they wére, no more exsmpt Charles Manson from a convickion
i of First degree murder than Manson's influencde over this man,
{and his ingestion of drugs, exempt him from a conviction of

| first degree murder.

'Iwcan!t‘help bhut thiﬁk that one of the reasons why

| the defense put on all of this evidence of Watson's background,
Y fgutﬁing the mother on the stand, the employer in the onion

;féctoxy, was to get you to feel sympathetic with hin.

Sl

At one point in Mr. Keith's argument, he actually

At another point he said, "No matter how many

:pﬁrsons were inside the Tate residence, these poor people ~-"

;xefe;:ing.to.watson and‘the-othérs ~= fyoutld have tried to kill

[them ail.” Incredible. Abgolutely incredible,

He murdered seven human beings and we are supposed

. fto feel sorry for this man., Well, No. 1, it is just a little
S 27 -

‘bit'inqongrudus to feel sorry for gomeone who murdered seven

Jéeople; and, No. 2, and much iore importantly, ladies and
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‘gentlemen, Judge Alexander will give you the follow;:ié?%ﬁgfuc-,:
[tion which prohibits you from letting sympathy enter into y&hgﬁx:

[verdict. He will give you this instruct@on:

I pregudlce, public opinlon ox publlc feeling.

R of'tﬁe.case and that you will reach a just verdict

2 ::*; dlct.mayxbe "

A‘believa'that.Tex'watsqn was a completely docile puppy who
{never tola anyonérto do anything, that he did whatever they told

:him to do,

:gentlemen, simply is not consistent with -evidence that came from

| that witness stand.

: Charlés Watson Waé his obe&ient follower, was one of his

_ \'& . 5301

| "in deterimining whether the defendant is
guilty or not guilty, you must be governed
solely by the evidence received in tﬁis trial
and the law as stated to you by the Court.

"You must not be governed'by mere

sen%iment, conjecture, sympathy, passion,
:;.: ﬁ”;’ 'Both the People and the Deféndant have a
; rlght to expect that you will consclentiously

,cansiden and weigh the evidence and apply the law
e regardless of“what the consequences of such ver-

Mr, aubrick and Mr. Keith tried to lead you to

That impression they tried to create, ladles and

~° BAlthough there is no question that Charles Manson
was the head of that family, no question‘about that, and that

—r——

obedlent folloWQrs, in a figurative sense a robot, but by robot

—— — o f

28

1T Smely méan an obed;ent follower == there is also no question -

A s s o rri AP v 4+ aps.
T
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:that,he was not a complete puppy dog that Mr. Bubrick and Mr.

AR 1)

| independent thbught and he exeréiSed independent thought.

I in high school and college, took the courses he wanted, played
3the~spoxﬁs he wanted.

1fex to go out with the girls whom.he»Wanted"to go ‘out with,
| that he had to get her approval.

géifheﬁ Téx,or-mrsj Watson. testifying to that. e

IéAipersqna He was a co~partner in a wig .busidess with Watson.

partidularly inasmuch as he did this in'ogéoéition to the desire
fof his parents.

ﬂenéouraged.her to steal that moneytA

-the‘giris in the family to dé things -- "Get me a cup of coffee.!
f“Ciéén this tool or part.” "Camouflage that dune buggy," et

|cetera.

iBGQ!whefe.Watson led Watkins and several other membérs of the

5303

Keith want.you to believe him to be.

During and after these nurders, he was capable of

Mrs. Watson testified that her son was indépendént

Mr. Bubrick said that Mrs. Watson never permitted

I don't know where he~gotrﬁhata;fi don't recall

- David Neale testified that;Watsontwas'ﬁn independent|

Watson left Texas foz'paliéornia'aftaf his juﬁior

year at North Texas State ~= a_compleﬁely*inqependpnt act;

when Linda first joined the family, it was Watson

Several witnesses testified that Watson would tell

) Eaﬁl Watkins tells of the intident in the summer of

famiiy_aixharonnﬁ the Devil's Canyon area near Sbahn'Ranch.

]
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:fup and down the hills.

f;GiIlis, a female menber of the family, went down to the beach
}:bne aaykwi?hqut.permission@ When she. came home, Watson told
‘| her, "You don't leavée this ranch any more without permission.
| 'The next time you do it, I'm going o kill you, because yur

.fiife doesn't. mean anything to me."”

the group left Spahn Ranch, he was cqmpietély in charge of the
Etgixiga

iManson~iﬁ-Navember 1968 ~~ completely independent acts.

:?although Charles Tex Watson iz not the forceful leader type,
J“and we will stlpulate to that, he is not the completely docile

;puppy that the defense claim he fa.

"Watsoh’s-lé&ving Manson on Ocgtober the 1lst, 1969~' Mr. Bubrick
f?argued that Mr. Watson was 1nsecure and totally dependent. on
71 'eharles Manson.

23-f20hariesuﬂahson as the deféndaint claims he was, .and thought

‘ .Mags@n was Jégus Christ, these murders wonld have nrade him even

"6 [Manson,

a7~ . - Instead, it had the conversge effect. He left

' Manson and 1et‘s éexamine the circumstances surrounding his

5303
- Watson was leading the other members of the family

Linda Kasabian testified that in July 1969, KathrynE’A

0Of course, on ithe night}of the Tate murders, once

He left Manson on October the Ist, 1969, He left

- Thége are jusﬁ,somefof the things that prove that

I would like'to ada one further'point.concerning

,Now, if Watson were as insecure and dependent upon

more insecure and more dependent upon his leader, Charles. -

- CIG|0DI‘IVGMARCHIVES
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"0, Did something happen? bDid you leave
the Goler Wash area?

"a, Yes, After about two oxr three days
when I was there the last time.

", Did something happen to make you
Jeave theée Wash? '

"A. . _ T Know we saw a highway patrolman
up théﬁe!gpa a forest ranger. We were just kind
of.caﬁéﬁngﬁsnt_éégthe desert aﬁd quite a ways.
fxom {ﬁerrén¢h'93xt and Charlie took me over to
the rﬁéchfﬁart oﬁé:night ané told me to stay
there én&);éﬁt.a shotgun with me and he some way,
he théé§ht1tﬁé.£§§pst‘rangef and highway patrol
WOuld:gbmeidﬁsr'gpd be told me to kill them when
thay came over. .

ol ) So fou now ware ;eft by yourself on
this ranchy 18 that correct?

YA That is correct.

R How far distant wag that from the main

encampment at Goler Wash?

"B, Where they were?

"0, Yes, where they were at the time.

", I don;t know. It is quite a ways,
though. |

", What did you do?

", I went to sleep that night ant I woke

up the next morning and I left.

5304

-'1eaving, ladies and gentlemen. Let's examine the circumstancess:
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only does his,leaving Manson, ladies and dentlemen, on October
ithe lst, 1969 show that he was not as dependent upon Manson as
tthe defense is alleging that he was, but that he left Manson
{at this particular point in time, ladles and gentlemen, because
:he was afraid to have a shootout with that forest ranger and

"hlghWay patrolman. . s
|possibility that he would be shot to death. - 1

1people's homes in the middle of the night, ladies andfggntieman;
fwith a sharp knife andnstébbing'them=to déath@ He likég thd%a
|type of odas. ' :

:kllled, Tex wants no part of those odds.
Charles Manson was the unquegtioned leader of the family, the

jcomplete ruler that the defense ¢laimg he was.

fthey ate always running out on me,”

"o Where did you go when you left?
"R, X went back to Texas.™"

ask yourself this guestion: Could it be that not

¥

Fl

Be knew they would.be armed and there was a distinct'“

a—

You gee, Tex apparently doesn't mind going into. . ‘1

b3

But the thought Qf facing £wo members of law enforcéw

ment who are armed, where there is a posslbillty he might ba

Getting back to the defense claim that Watson was

the follower and Manson was the leader ~- although as I said,

king, the maharaja -- based on the evidence that came from that

witnegs stand during this trial, he was not the total and
Watson testified that Manson told him he put

becavse Manson told Watson, he said, "The men I can't count on.

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES




, -jsleader and king of his domain, there is no guestion about that
: - :fi%i‘khe wasn't the absolute, the absolute leader that the defense
) 17ﬂ?'has depicted him as being. * J—
8 ' Mr. Keith says that the only reason Tex Watson
19 ,_committea theése murders is thaﬁ Chgries Manson told him to do
- 20 1e |
-2i: Well, let's assume that.£his is s0. ILet's agsume
:gévgvthat the only‘raasoﬁ undeér the stars why Watson killed these
23 rlpéople is because Charlie told him:tog Let's assume that.
24 | So what? - o
25 Mr,. Keith seems to imply7 without directly stating

5206

Paul Watkins and Brooks Poston both testified that

| Bruce Davis, a member of the family, was not completely sub-

So, although Charles Manson was the unguestioned

3 | servient to Charles Manson and wag always competing with
4 | Charles Manson.
‘5: | Poston ﬁiso testified that another meiber of Manson'ls
. 6 | family, Bill Vance, was not completely subservient to Charles -
% :iﬂanson.
_ LB Of course, Tex left Manson in November of '68 and
K ’5;?:}:0ctdber 69. - Paul Watkins left Manson May 1969.
- " Tﬁpz'- Even the girls left Manson. Linda Kasabian left -
SR t51$. him, ’3arbara.ﬂoyt and several other girls 1eft~hiﬁ;
> ey ;13. Watson -also testified that Manson had trouble
- 'Lfa"-.cqntroliing Susan Atkins.,

26 | it, he seems to imply that if one person commits a murder under |
27 | orders fxom another, somehow and in some vague fashionm, legally,'

28-“fthls is a mitlgatlng cir¥cumstance.
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| other examples in historg. L

-Well, it is so obviocus that it is not, I am almost

fémbarraSSedfto have to state such an obvious fact,

There 18 no section in the California Penal Code

;:that gsays if one person commits a murder under orders from

| another, that he cannot be convicted of first degree murder.

Committing murders at another person's command is

i:éxtremely common. Six million Jéws were murdered at Hitler's

. command . : . e

Look a€ the thousands upon thousands of Russians

that were murdered at Stalin s command and there are countless

* .

1 -

Every group oﬁ criminals ‘has its leader. Watson

"

| was. a menber of the family. Mggson w?s»ﬁhe leadex,

Even small baqﬁs of“hoodlums have their leaders.

.Even~mptorcy&le groups ha%é-their leiaers.-

- But when the- 1eaders of these groups tell their

! followexs or thei: robots, to go out and conmit crimes, like...

burglary and robbery, those followers can't hide behind their

| keaders, ladies and gentlemen.

-Under the law, they are just ag responsible as if

j:they committed these crimes completely on their own.

'ﬂhen.hl Capone had his thugs go out and nurder some |

'éompetitors, these henchmen of Capéne couldn'‘t escape culpa—
bility for those murders by hiding behind Capone.

28 I said, this is such an obvious fact, that it

goes without saying, yet Mt. Keith says this is the only reason

;thét he did it ~-— Manson told him to do so. Somehow give the

’;ény a bréak; ' He is mnot responsible because he did it at

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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: .thought Manson was Chr:lst.
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<: someone else 8 order.

I .

-

Now, if XKilling at another person s command were .

-‘ﬂn-eﬁcuse:tO'murder,-or everi a partial defense, henchmen would

‘,have a built—in immunity.

Théy couldego out end savagely murdexr soméone and
FWEll, my boss told me to do so."

- ¥t i8 not quite that easy to circuwmvent the law,

:ladles and gentlemen.

The ﬁact,that Watson committed these murders because-

) 'Manson told- him to, had absolutely*no legal relevance,

ﬁe is just as guilty of-these marders as he would

fbe as if he conmitied them entirely on his own.

But, Mr. Keith goes on to say that Watson thought

”Manson Was Jesus Chyist and certainly how in the world can
Tyou disobey Jesus Christ?
©16

Well, in the first place, ladies and gentlemen,

| although we know that Watson looked up to Manson, we canhot be

sure-thatrcﬁaries Pex. Watson thought Manson was Jesus Christ.

If you meet Jesus Christ, or if you think you are

;meeﬁmng hxm, ladies and gentlemen, that has got to be the high

water mark in anyone's 1ife.

Yet, he never told one single psychiatrist that he

We:heard it for the first time on

';thai withess stand.

When Mr. Watson went back to Texas, was taIking to

,;hls glrl ﬁrlend, Denise Mallett, he sald that he and another

1man wexe tha head of this . group .

: TE fhls.other“man was Jesus Christ in hlsvmind,

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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1 | don't you tﬂink he would have told her so?

2 ) Don't you think he would have.sald, "I met Jesus
3 .Christ.in California“? No.

4 | The first time we hear about Jesus Christ is from
5 | that witness stand. So don't be too sure that this man thought
6 ‘ithat MariSon was some tY§e of a supernatural being.

7 | Even assuming that he did, even assuming that he
o B‘::did, it is abgsolutely irrelevant. .

9[:i 7“" - Many of the killers who murdered for Hitler and
10 Stalin aad'other tyrants and. despots of history thought that
11A -men: like Hltler and Stalin were some type of a supernatural
12;; being and their zeal and their devotion and thelir blind

137: aedtcation tO«these aesPots of history was akin to religious

|

L4 fanataciam.

15:.; v o Manson~was a mdni.despot, of sorts, a toy tyrant.
16:; If-ﬁ;Lwouid have had an opgo:tunity} he most likely would have
17 a@tempted to expand his sphere of influence and power as far
18 |as he could. - ' -

’19 " ' So Watson thought Manson was Jesus Christ. It

20 Eﬁcnasn'i: appear that he did. Let's assus@ he did. So what?

zi It certainly doesn't mean anyﬁhing.' |

22 - - ;ﬁ it had any legal relevante, Judge Alexander in-
23 | structing you would tell you, if you find this man thought

24 |Manson was Jesus Christ, you cannot convict him of first degree |
25 |murdex, oi if you £ind that he committed these murders because
- 26 ,E@nsqn told him to, yvou cannot convict him of first degfee

27 |murder -~ you are not going to hear those words being uttered

28 |by Judge Alexander. AlthoﬁghAI am not a gambling man, I will

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES



o W

10
11 -
12
'IBl
14 -

B>
16

7

B

19
20

o1
23
24

%
27

28

5310

l<wager on that one.

The only issge is not whether Watson tﬁought Manson |
:”was Christ and not whether he cémmitted these murders because
—Manson told him to; the only issue is did he deliberate and

| premeditate these murders with malice aforethought and his

I thinking that Manson was Christ, asguming that that was the

| case, in no way whatsoever prevented him from deliberating and

'”‘premeditatlng these mutders.

€

rhe 1ssue in this case e tha iasua:h this trial

‘is: Did Watson deliberate and premaditate these,murdera. pid
he do so -+ not the reasons why'. bf - - ‘;;‘

) Now, Mr. Reith wants you to- focus .on tﬁe reasons
why. In fact,; he said this, "Ybu should. primarxly be concerned

with why Mr. Watgon did these things.” . } -

- -

That is not the issue. ‘The;igsué ig: .hid he do

-~

it. Not why did he do it. o
A further point, and I think thi§ is very important:f

%Thére was no evidence that came from that witness stand that ‘

Tex Watson, as well as Sﬁsah Atkins, Patricis Krenwinkel, Leslie

|Van Houton, had to kill for Charies Manson.

‘ There was no evidence thabt dame from that witness

lstand that Manson forcéé-Watsqn-or anyone else to commit these

marders. -

On the night of the La Bianca murders down in Yenice|

‘25’;Li“&a Kagabian told Gharlés Manson xight to his face that she

iwould not ki1l for him, and there is no evidence that he tried
to kill her or threaten to kill her for not k;lllng for him.

As Diamne Lake testified, at Olancha, California
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'when Watson confessed to murdering Sharon Tate, Watson said,
| "Charlie asked me to kill these people,” and she was positive
| that the word that Watson used was "asked" not "ordéred" o

i "tcl-.dg“ '

Ebecause they wénted to, ladies aﬁd'geatlemen‘ The point I am
f trying to make is that apart from Charles Manson, and independen
| of Charles Manson, murder ran through the blood of Charles Tex

‘Watson and‘thesé-three-girls.
| these killings, but they were only &ontributing factors. They

1drugs, he had the capacity within him to kill.

 bf killing. Well, that mtghﬁ be true, but there is a big
jdifference, ladlies and gentlemen, between killing and murder —
{ justifiable homicide liké self-defense, defense of others,
:p:evention»of felony, these are killings but they are not mur-

. dero

‘Watson and the three girls did. It takes a special type of

person to commit murder,

bnever have committed murder in a million years if it weren't

Tex Watson and these girls committed these murders

Manson‘s domination and thé use of drugs, certainly,!
| admittedly, contributed toward this man going out and committing

were not the sole factors.

Beside Manson and drugs, independent of Manson and

You might say to yourself that we are all capable

It‘takes & speclal type of person to do what Tex

Thé(defense wants you to belieévé that this man wouldf

for Cha;lesaﬂansoh.

"Well, as the saying goes, it takes all types of

-

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES



Wi o W

10
11
12
13
© 14

15

16 -

18
19

- 20

21
22

23

- 24

25

.26

28

17 1

5312

.pebpla-to-méké up the world, ladies and gentlemen. Unfortunately,

some people ake murderexs.

Charles Watson'is a murderer. How do we know he is.

& mirderer? Because he murdered seven human beings. That is

| how we know he iz a murderer.

So he wasn't always a murderer. No murderer was

| always a mur&eréﬁ.

Even to this very day, even .to this very day, the

—_—

| thought of murdering sorieone excites this man. He told Dr.

Fort,these people-were running around like chickens with their

. heads cut ofﬁ and when he told Dx. Fort that, a smile creased

1 his face., - }"- -

-~ >

-Somewhere deep within Charles Watson, deep down and |
| totally 1ndependent of Charles Manson, there just had to be a

: guppressed rage, a fzzr.y, homicidal tendency, if you will.

Manson slmply-was the catalyst that brought this

rage and fuiy to the surfnce and gave it form by his sick

: 9hmlosophles on life. , .

Apart fxom Manson, within,Charles Watson himself,

{ there were factors that were inherent and an ;nnate part of

fhlm that cauSed Charles Watson to commit these murders.

_Let's see what some of these factors could be. I

am dwelling om this, ladies and gentlemen, for the obvions
| *eason that this appéars- to be almost the heart of the defense's

1 case.

br. Efaﬂk; »0  You ¢értainly agree that when
Mr. Watson was inside the Tate~La Bianca residehces,

-he wag écting‘in a homi¢idal fashion. You will

cértainky agree with that?.
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_Mansbn, totally independent of drugs and

Héﬁsbn, that may have dcthibuted to Mr,

"A. | Yes,

‘”Q Then will you agree, referring to(
the homicidal tendency of Charles Watson, that
completely apart from Charles Manson and com-

pletely apart from drugs, is it your opinion

" that he was less able to handle +his homicidal
| tandenqy than other people?

2. Yes, I would say so."
Look at Dr. Bohr's testimony:
"q - In ydux opinion, are there any .

factors, in‘additipn.to‘&rugs and Charles

'-W&kéﬁnls~cqmmitting these gilliﬁgs? i

A . As. I sald previously, it.iéimy,oéinibn

that of the many people that I have seen that have

taken drugs excessively, that all of these have

‘been disturbed individuals, prior to getting
‘xeaiiy heavily stxunqaout.on»drugs and having

 the entity called schizophrenia.

B Befbre “you go any further, 1et'

. talk about that ones little point. You do

believe then that even before Mr., Watson met Mr.
Manson., tﬂere ig a distinct pbsﬁibilityvthat he
wa§~a‘§ér§ significantlyrdiaﬁérbed individual?
-“# . Yés, -This ig specul&ﬁiVe; bﬂtlit
is. based‘on a large numbeér of people I have seen.

?Q ‘ And.when you say significantly

Chem

JEEe L

o ]
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disturbed, you are -talking about mentally and

emotionally? L ’

S Bight; . ‘
E "0 Do you feel that this schizOphrenia
not only predated Charleés Manson, but also pre~
dated his ingestion of drugs?

YA .- Yes., There 1s a type of szhizo~

. ghfeniarcallad 1ét@nt, deep within, which means
‘that it is there but it has not surfaced, but

whén you take drugs, and it lowers the defenses,

4t may emexge.

g, In addition to the schizophrenia
and also his being‘significantiy digturbed, are

_:gbu aware of any other factors that iay have

cqntribgted'to‘charies Watsdn'committing:these

murders? _ ' -
A Pe is a passive ~- he was a passive .

person, not a follower: I think that this might

" be one thing. People of this makeup sometimes

‘harbor a lot of anger inside of themselves.

o Do you feel there were any indiéa-
ﬁié@s to yoh that Mr. W&ta@n-was that type of
individaal thatthad any type of a suppressed
.fury or rage within him? u

"A. I know hé was passive and ‘I know “that

: he'dbeye& his mother; hut onc¢e he broke away, he

sharply'broke away from her form of lmfe and

didn't even write ta her, I think that this mlght

‘CieIoDrive.comm0H|VEs




5315

._ 1 indicate that he had at léast anger towards his
' 2 " mother, but whether it was rage, this I don't
A 5 f ' know. '
4 g, Do you feel that this anger toward
3 his mothex, this: suppressed hostility, may have
6 been a factor contributing toward his committing
7 these murders?
8 " He did have anger directed towaxrd
_9 his mother and thisfanger‘woulé"be within him-
.10 ; gelf and would emerge'ong vay q; the other
11 | ° probabily. coE
12 "0 When you say-.one way or the other, one
'}3 _ of the ways could beﬂhomicide- is that correct?
i‘. - M :‘\ ' "B, Yes." . AR -
24€£. B I I am not.gqing to raad Dz. Bailey 8 testimony. It
16 iia a couple of pages, but you remember br. Bailey surmised that
17 Watson had a very deep intense hatred for himself, and he was
18

:eleasing this hatréed and enmity upoén the people whom he
1o 'stabbed to death. T

) ?0 Dr. Tweed said that*watson.wus a very unhappy per-
21 lgon befére-he.EVQn came to. California. Certainly, people who
22 lare very, very unhappy frequently have suppressed hostility
25'§withig them and I suggest that Mr. Watson was releasing those
24 ~ﬁostiliﬁies on these two nights of murder. |
25 | But whether any of these psychiatrists are right
2% lor wrong, no one knows; They could be~complataly wrong about

. oz the particular th:[ng about Charles Watson that made him 3

28

murderer, but one thing ig fairly obvious: There was deep
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|a relatively easygoing person is immaterial,

{at the ranch on August the 8th, 1969.

within him, there had to be, there just absolutely had to be
& rage and a fury, the homicidal tendency.

. We don't know how it got there, but it was there.

| Manson brought it to the surface, ladies and gentlémen.

You know, the fact that Watson has no history of

{ violence, as Mr. Bub¥ick points out, and that he was, apparently

It iz common

| knowledge that some of your most vicious criminals, ladies and

| gentlemen, are people with no prior eriminal history at all.
10 . |

The Humphrey Milktoast types, who lead very, very

}quiet,buneventful lives, and all of a sudden they go out and

‘:in an explosion of violence they murder several peoplé and
13

everyone is shocked. Friends can't believe it. Must have the

‘wrong man, they say.

You might ask yourself this question also ~- we

|have a pretty good idea why Manson, a pretty good idea why

Manson asked Linda to go along on these two nights of murder.

‘Linda testified that among the girls in the fawmily, only she

{and Mary Brunex had driver's licenses and Mary Bruner was not

She was in jail,
Linda Kasabian testified that the day after these

{ Bobby Beausoleil, and a girl named Sandy.
| ‘So on these two nights of murder, apparently, Linda
%waa the only female member of the family that had a drivex's |
2@ }liCepse and he asked her to get her driver’ 8 11cengg on both
;ﬁights and we think that, on both nights, by her 6wn admission,

she did drive.

-
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But.ask yourself this gihestion, ladiea and gentle-

‘ mant, ask yourself this question back in the jury room. out

of the 20 or so men in Charles Manson's family, why did Manson

j'select Watson and these three girls to do his murderous bidding |
??for hin?

- It is pﬁétty.obvious'why, ladies and gentlemen.
‘Manson lived with his famfly; un@uestibﬁablyﬁknew each and

:;avery one of‘them very well He wanted his mission of mirder

ito’%e successful. : ‘ .

..1‘

_ ;} He looked around ang he-ended up picking Charles
Watson, Why? Because he obviously felt that Watsgon had

b

murden within him ang Manson couldn‘t haye made a‘better choice,

:could‘he, ladies and gentleman?

Mr. Keith argued that, "There was no one else

arouﬁd that Manson ¢could send out o%har than Watson.

'?-" ) . R

-

28

xgicﬁ Tek?
22 | '

T e - What about. Steve-Grogan, also known as Clem Tufts?

tiiy

'How come he dzan't.pick hin tha.f1rst.n1ght? What about Bruce

lDavis? What about Bill Vance? What about T. J. Wallerman?

;What about. Danny‘DeCarlo?

How come he didn 't pick those people? Why did he

Juan Flynn testified thaﬁ one night Mangon; he,

,FGxogan and Tex. stopped in f£ront of a home and Mangon told. them

1¥0 go inside.and mnrder, and.Elynn, Decarlo ‘and Grogan.stayed

inside the cai, 1 vy they disobeyed Manson.

Waﬁson.xs the only one that. got out of that car

;and agproached that residence., -

Manson abgolutely felt, and correctly so, that

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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made the decision to kill.

'Watson was capable of murder. That is whf out of his entire
| family, Watson was one of the four people whom he selected to

 kill.

He was right when he picked Watson and because he

'was right, that is why we are in this courtroom right now.

Although it was Charles Manson ~— although it was

Charles Mandon who made the decision to coﬁmit the seven Tate-
{ La Bianca murders, and although it was charle%ﬂManson who

| selected wWatson and the three girls to»cp@mit,tﬁésevmurders for |

him, and although it was Manson who.sentAthesefpedple out to

- *

| kikl, vhen Watéon, Atkins, Krenwinﬁel, aﬁé.van-gputgn\plunged
‘their kniveéuintb tﬁe bodies of the.vidtiés;;i;‘ﬁashtheir'will,_1
: ﬂbt-éharleg Mangon's will, that directed"ﬁhéfr hgndsitgAthrust
‘that.knhife downward into the bp&ieé of thé‘he?giess'yictimsi

In other words, ladies and gentlemen, al%hongh‘

| Manson selected these péople and sent them.oqfr £hej1%st.and

| final decision to kill was theirs and theirs hiona.

. Pr. Bailey testified that Watson was exercising his

'Aown.free_will when he stabbed these wictins.

D¥. Hochman testified that despite the fact that

'Manson told Watson to kill, Watson himself also independently

-~

This ig Dr. Fort's testimony on this point. You

might wonder why it takes me a couple of seconds to find the

| page. You migﬁt wonder why I don't put a piece of paper in
- there. I did, but I have about six or seven pieces of paper

and I don't know which one to pick.

Here is Dr. Fort:

v
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"o So that at the time of the homicides,
Mr. Watson, wouldn't you say was incapable of
reacting oritically to anything that Mr. Manson
told him or veacting with any insight? .
up, I would not say he was incapable. I
think he still retained the capacity of making an
- Independent decision on killing.
"0 Would you say that it would be Aiffi-
‘cult for him to make an indepeﬁdent»decision?
"A I would Béy that he had some impair-
‘ment of the ability to maké é.ﬁuily independent
decision, but he still had it to a significant
_extent -~ still had that capaéity or ability."
Manson told these people to kill. These people

| told themselves to stab.,

Manson could have told Watson and these other

1 people to ki}l these poor victims from now until doomsday. If

they did not want to do it, they never would have done it.
' Simply by way of illustration, I think an analogy

:‘can.ﬁé.drawn to hypnotism. ¥When a pérson is hypnotized, -
':certginiy, he is under the influence, supposedly of the

hyprotist.

Yet, it is very well know, ladies and gentlemen,

- that a person under the influénce.Of hypnosis will not go out

and commit any antisoclial or criminal acts undér the direction

| if he were not.undér the direction of the hypnotist.

_In other words, the hypnotist can no more corrupt |

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| morality and integrity into the 1ndividua1,

| to a suggestion by the hypnotist that he go out and commit some
| criminal, antisocial act, there has to be a predilection in
| the direétion of that act.

‘go inside his xelative‘s-home and kill his relatives, Juan

',Flynn s;idvnQ: Why? Because he.sald, "I didnot want to
' killo "

| Barker Ranch to GO into Shbshonee and mirder the sheriff and

: even gava hinm a knife, Poston didn*t do it.

| already staﬁ%é&’%&téiipiaway from Manson and this is why he
‘never went out and killed, but let's look at Paul Watkins.
| Let*s Iook at Paul Watkins.

.-Crockett, when Watkins learned that murder.was in the wind out
‘at Spahn Ranch, he took off.

5320

the moral senses of a person under hypnosis than he can instillf

For a person under hypnosis to affirmatively respond

In the summer of 1969 Manson told Juan Flynn to

-
-

Manson told Brodks Poston in Saptember of 1969 at

Why? Because he said, “I don't want to kill.”
ME. Kﬁith a;gued that in September 1969 Poston had

In late May 1969, béfore Watking evenh met Paul-

_ "0 86 in»the spring of 1969 at Gresham
in Canoga Park, Manson said somebody is going to
_ have to ghow blackie how to do it; is-thét correct?
"3, Yes. | |
"g And then in late May at Spahn Ranch
Charlie said, 'We’ are going to have €o show blackie
- how to do it'?
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"h, | Yos. _

"o, Now, when Mansgon said this, what effect
did it have on pu?

"R, Had a heck of an effect, because I

already knew how he had sald it was supposed to

be done and I didn't want to kill anybody. I

didn"t want to show him how to do it.
"o So whaﬁ did you do? ' _ —
"a, I‘ left,;, left the family and went 'tq;}-: ‘
the desert. B _'
" How long after Manson told you that{'
we -- apparently reférring to the family -- werej

b

going to have to do it d_-,id_ you leave?

"L - That day. | -

"y You went up to tﬁe-.Barkg:: Ranch? F :
" Yes. ‘ - -
"o, YOu didn't want to have anything to

do with helter-skeltexr?

"A  No, I didn't. -

"0, Becausé you knew this would involve
killing? ’

I suspected such. .

o © You didn 't want to kill ﬁnyone?

A, 'Cq,rréct.'“ -

At the time of that incident, Watkins had not yet

" met Paul Crockett. %He met him later on up at the Barker Ranch.
27

At the time of that incident, Watson had ingested

{LED 150 to 200 times, belladonna 20 times, every other drug

5321
]
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thought he was Jesus Christ, : ,_?

~imaginable.

He thought Manson was Jesus Christ. He was willing|

to give up his life for Mangon by hanging on the cross, but he

| would not kill for Charles Manson.

¥hen he found out that Manson wag going to start

{ helter~-skelter, he took off 11ke & big fanny bird for Barker
' Ranch. Why? Because he did not want to kill -~ a clagsic

:.example, and the reason it is so perfect is that the context

w ""\1;

;.in which it arose is 1dentical ﬁo the*context in which this
| man committed these killings. N

R

A perfect exampIa that thé final decision to

| kill is a personal one is Liﬁda.Kasabman, ladies and gentlemen, |
thnda.Kasabian o Llndajhasﬁ;ngested Just about every type of

{drug imaginable, totally under £ﬁe“sp§il and control of Manson,

—, -

Horeover, Linda is a: g;rl _She is not a man, and

;she is a small girl at that

I think it was very obvious, ladiés and gentlemen,

:to you that beforeé Linda arrived at Spahn Ranch she was like
la leaf i the wind. She ha& béen +to just about every hippie
| commune there was. You name:it.én& she was there -- Haight-

fAsbury, Greenwich Village, Taos.

Ultimately it was her aestxny, ladies and gentiemen,

2% ?tbat,hbx path led to Spahn Ranph and Charles Manson and two

'ﬁprrifying nights of nurder.

I think it was ec¢ually obvious to all of you that

Linda is a docile, submissive, unresisting type girl. You

,abéervad her for a day and a half on that witness stand and

~ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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[no mistake about that.

er,'Keith argued quote Manson had captured Linda's mind, too,
;but'pn the ﬁight of the La'Bianéa murders, in view of all this,
{when Charlie told her €6 kill that actor in his apartment, she
| said, "Charlie; I cannot kill<anfhody,“land she did not kill

i for Charles Manson,

- . Why? Because she made the personal decision not

'fﬁo-ki;l. Why? Because she is not a murderer.

Charlss Manﬁon‘ordereﬁagnd rasterminded the seven

:Tate-na.Biaﬁga'murde;s, but WatsOn;“Atkins, Rrenwinkel and Van

| Houton committed- these murders, because they wanted to. Make

'If'Tex Watson didn't want b kill these people, all

}he had to d6 was not to do it. I repeat that obvious faégz If
the didn't want o kill these pecple, all he had to do was not

If Watgon didn't want to kill for Manson, he had it

{within himeelf to refuse.

How do we know that? -How do we know he had it

. |within himself to refuse hig leader?

Because a month to a monﬁh-and a half after these
murders when Manson told him to. kill Crockett and the foraat
ranger and the highway patrolman, he refused to ‘commit. those

So he had it within him. Anofher fact which proves

-that Watson and the girls wanted to conmut these muraers, and
- totally independent of.Manson, violence and murder ran in their

{ovm blood and they were very willing participants in these mur-
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‘ 102 stab wounds; Leno and Rosema:y 67, a total of 169 stab

wounds.

Absolutely incredible. The multiplicity of stab

1 wounas show that Watson and the others were very willing

.partlcipants in these murders.

Phis is not a situation where Manson sent Watson out‘

‘to'cqmmitimurder and he is violently opposed to it and when he
| @oes kill these people he is repulsed by it.

This is a situation where Watson murders with

} relish, with gusto, as it were. He enjoys killing these people.

Teils Dianne Lake it'waé a lot of fun. He also

| tells his mother on August the 20th, "I am having a great time,"

:jnst a week after thépe murders.

“And after these murders, Tex Watson still didn't

have his £iil of murder. He &till didn't have his £1ill -- stilll
doesn*t have his £ill. '

Barbara Hoyt:
*Q, While you were at the Barkexr Ranch,
' did Mr. Watson ever show you anything that was

unusual?
" Yes, __
o what did he show you?
TR, He was telling 4§ how fo stab some-
- body. o . .
=0, | when you say us, who was present

besidés yourself and Mr. Watson?

o, Ouish and Shexry and Kitty was thexe.

"0, That ig Kitty Luteginger?
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- what Mr. Wétson said?

" Yes .
R} Ouish is Ruth Moorehouse., Who was

the other one?

A, Sherrj;

i, Is this Simi Valley Sherry?

-BA, Yes,

"y - What did Mr. Watson do and say?

What did the others in the group do and say?
A They were talking about<how Ehey
would have to kill, when it came down to it and -
80 Tex told us that when you. stab somebody, you .
don’t put the knife straight in like that. You
put it in and then turn it up and all that stuff.

n pDid he say why you stab people that
way? o -

"3, To cut up more stuff. - )

0. What else did Mr.'watson.say during

this conversation? }
"A. He sald that, I can't remember his
exact words ~- well, he said that it would either

be them or usg, so that we would have to do it to

them first.
”é Who was them?
"a, Tha pigs.
o, Who are the pigs?
B, Peoﬁle who wexen;t in the family.
- B Did anyone make any comments as to
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ghe couldn't wait for her £irst one, for her first

.:‘*‘

1

fsaying, he could have left.

»._J"

family.

pig."

"R

didn't think zhe could do it and Ouish said that

_ You know, I hate to resort to6 trite expréssions,
;}but sometimes_ﬁhere is profound truth in them and I think one
 of them isg that, "Birds of a feather flock togéether.™

A In other words. Tex Watson, along with the other

1 hard-core members of,Manson s family attached himself to Manson
fpedaqse hé found Manson's virluent and venomous attitude towards
;ﬁgciety palatable to him.

If Watson did not agree with vhat Charles Manson was

Mr, Bubrick argued that Watson and the othérs were
fii§01ated £rom ‘the rest of society and; therefore, théy had no

- }QPPQrtunity to discuss Manson or his values with other people.
A- They were lsolated from the rest of society because
they wanted to become, ladies and gentlemen.
! forced them to stay with him.

You know, there have been, and presently are; many
;gxoups of criminals who;é-m@mbers-are ao‘in fear.gf their
!leader, they are afraid to leave for fear of being killed.

| Based on the evidence that came from that witness

stand, no such situdtion like that existed in Charles Manson's

Thid is Barbara Hoyt's testimony:

a,

all that much yvou eculd do about ik.

Sherry said something about that she

He couldvhave left Manson.

Manson never

If somebody wanted to go, there wasn't
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| finish?

"0, All that who could do about it?

i Charlie. |

b1 You mean he couldn't stop them?-

ua, That is rights '

‘“Q Anybody who wanted to go would just
leave? ..

V3, Well, 1ike when one of the girls.maybe

would want to go, I heard that he -

i O Not what you heard, what you know of
your own knowledge.

*A Well, he tried to télk you out of:it,

or whatever."

She went on to say that when she finally did decide |
"I %o leave Manson up at Barker Ranch, hé tried to dissuade her
| £rom going, ‘and when he was unsuccessful, he gave her $20 to

 ?he1p her when she got to the city.

THE COURT: Excuse me. We will have to have our recess

| at this time.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I have two more pages to go. Could I

THE COURT: Go ahead. -

MR. BUGLIOST: In May of 1969, when Manson told Paul

| Watkins that there was going to be some murders, he up and left.

Tex Watson himself testified, these are his words:
uE, You could always leave."

Those are'zex Watson's words f£rom that witness

- stand and Tex did leave, without aity trouble at all; ladies and

- gentlemen, in Novembér of '68 and Qctober of 1969; and Manson

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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1 {.didn't pursueé him.

2 ' : Wétt_son was the one that called Manson. When they

2. | got on tt;a phone, Manson talked him into coming back, but he

4 | didn't threaten Watson,

5 . Several othexr Witﬁeéses, like Dianne ILake, testi-

6 | fied that people would come and go at Spahn Ranch. Those that
7| stayed, likée Watson and the others, stayed because they liked

8 :'th@ brand _.of black-hearted, diaholi.cal medicine that Manson

9 . was pe&dling.

N

1r "'.with:.n them.

10~ :A, o 3’ The.y like it, because it struck a responsive chord

e

12 B ey ‘The point I am trying to make, ladies and gentlemen,
15 E is‘that ;i:f you go to a g¢oénvent, if you go to a convent, you are
»Ii:w ‘going to f:!.nd huns. If you go to the Hell's Angel motorcycle |
15 7 g::og:tp.,_ ygu are going to £ind a differnet type of person. Just

16 - a;‘lt‘water :seelés itg own level, each group seeks its own kind.

-17' - Mangon, Watson, and the other membexs of the family '-
18" | gravitated towards each other and they lived together because

19 |they wanted to. They liked each other.

20 ' . And the relationship that they entered into with

21 ,.Lzlafzson wés not a unilateral relationship in which they gave

22 | everything to. Manson and got nothing in return. It was a’

23 |bilateral reélationship.

24 1 _-mhere was a quid pro quo, @s they say in ILatin:

75 |each got something from the other. _ a

26 . ‘ -, Watson, among éther things; got & r.e#dy supply of
27 . | drugs, free smex, no“oblir—gatiéné oxr responsibilities. He

78 |woluntaxrily entered into ‘that relafiogship without coercion. .
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1 : ﬁii Hoéhﬁan‘s‘testimony én this point isg very
2 illuminatings '
3 | Wg - What did you say, Doctor, as a result
| 4 of everyth;.ng that you learned t‘hat the girls and
5 Watson congidered Mr. z»ianson to he the real leader ‘
6 ‘ -of th:_n..s helter-skelter world?
7 "  Yes. And that gets to the point you
8 asked me awhile ago about my preéevious testimony
9 on this, and T -wOuld‘ qb\rionsiy gay that in tﬁe:t;
ﬂlo‘, 1 awaréness, Mangon was a significant figure, but
Y they were largely unaware of their own emotional
. 12 - neeéd that inveai:eyd-‘ him with that poﬁer— to appear
‘ , 13 signifa.cant -~ their expectations, their fancles,
B the:.r imaginations about him. This was their
15 } part of the formula, _ |
. 16 _ *‘Man’son'was just-a ;mgn:~.‘ Thousands of
17 g individuals c¢onfronted him and encounterxed him as
A‘1‘8A " he’ tr%vei;éd, up and c‘iown Cali;fdrni'a,,- but only 30
19 qr‘ 40, or maybe §0 seiected thé;xijselves out to be
. 265 a pienber of his family. So, there was Mahson as
21 -"; ‘a ‘;Eact:orA and their own psychodynamics ez‘: emotional
2. A need as the additional faci:of o \
- 23 ’I‘HE COURT: Excuse me, Mr, Bﬁg;}.‘ibsi. T have got i:é go.
24 ” tadies and gentlemen of the. 3nry, we will recess
25 tat ‘t:his tine, o
26 B mus*l;-; attenﬁ a funersl which is guite a distince
T 27 f“fa;em h@re; : / wg.ll do evzarytﬁ:i;rig. I can in my power to be back
98 |bere at 2:15 this afternoon.’
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Please heed the usual admonition. Thank you.
{3 Iuncheon recess was taken until 2:15 p.m.,

of the same day.)
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|LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 5., 197&,.2%30 P, M,

—-000._1--’-
© (The fbliowing.proceedithVwere had in
chambérs, outside~theApresen¢ewof the jury:)

‘MR, BUGLIOSI: I am going to get into rabuttal on the

Epsychlatxists. I think the defénse argued that thei¥ testiniony |
fwas_reasopable-and should be respected, their opinions, and I
.fwant.ﬁo-éttaék the basis for their opinlons and I was wondering |
- I can't see any possible way to keep. out Susan Atkins*

{testimony.

THE COURT: T am‘going'to keep~it out.,

MR, BﬁGLIOSI: It iy part of thé evidence.
‘ EHE‘COURTz It was just &n for one reason.
MR. BUGLIOSI: As a basis for Di. Frank.
THE COURT: As a basis for the opinion.

.M§;=BUGLIOSI; As a basis for F?énk

THE-COURT. Yes. You see¢ at the time 1t-was read I

,didn‘t thlnk it shoula have been read.

ﬁRa‘BUGLIQSI: E agree. But it came in_withogt ohjection |

THE CQURS: I know 1t cams in without objection.
MR. BUGLIOSI: 2And it is in the transcript.
THE COURT: I appreciate it is in:£he:transcript and I

" appreciate it was in there just for one réason alone, and while
.25"'y6u may éay you want to use it only as a basis for his opinion,

', |¥ou know what it is going to do to this jury. You know that as |

well ag I do.

MR BUGLIOSI~ I can’t argue with you. ¥You won't let me. -

~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| juroxs, all counsel and the defendant<are pregent,
'.obaervation of tha fact that this man has it within hin deep~ ,‘
.'down to kiil and not every persoh has that capaoity.

~Atkins, Knenwmnkel and Van Houton, but the bullets that came

{ out of thatAchamber, Watson, Atkins, Xrenwinkel and Van
_-Houton,‘““ﬁhey committed these murders because they already

.’hadfmur&éi*wi%hin them.

, homiczdal tendencies. Manson was simply the-one-whé brought

| werée slavishly obedient to Charles Manson and would to anything
| he told them to«do, theﬁ-stopped short of murder.

| are not murderers.

E’Why? Because he is a murderer and T don't think it is anymore
| complicated than that. .

'iperhaps the principal heart of this whole trial has been

{(The following. proceedings were had in open
court, within the présence:@f Ehe jury:)
THE- COURTr Borry I am late, ladies and gentlemen.

Pebdbple against Watson. Let the record show all

You . may proceed, Mr. Bugliosi:
MR, BUGLIQSI. I was just about to conclude a final

#

*f ,"i Manson pulled the trigger. That activated Watson,

B
]

> (f‘ Even before Watson met Manson, he just had to have

J

thgseAhomiciﬁal tendencies to the siirface.
Brooks Poston, Paul Watkins and Linda Kasabian nevex

had these homicidal tendencies. Tha%’is~why, even though they

Why did they stop short of murder? Because they

Charles Tex Watson did not stop short of murder.

Obviously, ladies and gentlemen, one of the hearts,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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‘Mr. Watson's state of mind at the time of these murders.

Before I discuss this issue, I want to repeat a

point that tes already been stated ad nauseam, but because Qf

its importance, it cannot be emphasized enough and that is
simply this: Even assuming that Mr. Watson is mentally i1l
and suffering from diminished capacity -~ and I am not

|stipulating to that, I‘m.just saying -- even assuming that -—-

fit-is completely and totally'irrelevant to any of the issues

|in this case. ' i.‘ S

et 3

The only issue wag his state of mind at the time of
these murders. TLet's talk a little bit about ;pe psychiatrists

in this case. : j’ﬁ “;

I wonder if any of you folks have'heard the story

of the psychiatrist who passed his neighbor on the-street pne

fine morning and the neighbor said, “Good morngpg,".to thg

[psychiatrist. =T

"
.

And the paychiatrist, walking on, shook his head

land said to himself, "I wonder what he meant by that?"

' I am sure, ladies and gentlemen; T am sure that
paychiatrists have their place in our society. I am sure of
ﬁhat, but based upon what we saw from that witness stand, and

based upon what Dy. Suarez himself wrote in his article, "a

Critique of the Psychiatrist's Role as an Expert Witness," that

‘place does not appear to be in a court of law,

Pgychiatry, ladles an& gentlemen, is not a science
Like mathematics ormchemistry1 it is an art. In other words,

it is not uncommon for several psychlatrists to examine the

isame'perspn and come up with. completely diametrically opposed |
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73 }it‘is not a science and because it isfnot a science, to get a

%4

s
- 26" [

4

: eg_gé;ls G.

'Zonétmmes~472, yon will always get 133 224, It never comes oug:to

" | opiniong, That is what happened in this case.

The prosecution and the defense psychiatrists dis-

| agreed on whether M. Watson had the requisite state of mind at';

i_?the_time,of the murders.

If psychiatry were a science, by definition, they

'a11~won1d,have.reached the same conclusion.

A Sciense is objective and testable, but an art like

: lpsychiatry is subjective, not.objectlve, and it is not testable.:

[;.“ ; . . ¥Wiheén I say that sclence is testable, I say that
i

901ence can test its knowledge.

For example, Chemical A mixed with Chemical B always|

A;qah be~teg£ea over and over again.
|

Engineers can tell you the precise exact améunt

"of'weight Or stresg that a bridge can take before~it will

16 ieqllgpsea' All engineers will agree on this.

All chemists-will,agree‘that.Chemical A plus B

All mathematicians agree'that if you multmply 367

:225, neverx. : - 1

Psychiatry is not like that, ladies and gentlemen. |

_group of psychiatrists to agree on anythlng 1s more dlfficult

:ehan stoppzng rain from fallinq. It-3ust can‘t‘he,done._

The.psychlatrlsts who examxned Tex Watson, predict-

Qably enough =~ predlctably enough &lsagree with each other on

K_-28 *whethar he had £he requlred mental capacity t6 commit these

~ CieIoDrive.comm0H|VEs_
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murde:é.

Drs. Bailey and Fort said that he did have the
reguired mental capacity to commit these murders.

| Pr., Hochman said he counld harbor malice afora-

thought and could dellberate and prémeaitate, but he had no
opinion from a legal standpoint whether Mr. Watson could
maturely and meaningfully reflect idpon the gravity of the con-
templated act, although he did say from a psycﬁiatric stand-
point, he did noﬁ‘feélhtﬁatkéelladOnng'could'do $0.

Drs. fweéﬁi:Bogg; Ditman and Dr. Markham said that |
Mr. Watson did not have’thé‘reéuire& mental capacity. Drs.
Frank and Suarez did not.render any opinions on this igsue,

although they dla say they Ffelt he was psychotic at the time:

" g,

i

-

Now,. these psychiatrists testified during'this

. trial on the igsue of Watsan s state of mind at the time of

these murders, but deliberation, pxemedltaﬁion, malice‘afore-

: thought, et cetera, are Iegal‘terms and concepts. They are

{ not medigal psychiatric terms o concepts.

fSince psychiatrists are not trained in the law, ladies -

- and gentlémén, it just stands to reason that it ls very, very - -
' difficnit for them to render opinions on legal issues when

~they uge a psychlatrlc framework of reference.

I will be pexfectly frank wmth.you. I don't think

. the prosecution psychiatrists would have been any more quali-

| £ied than the defense psychiatrists to render any opinion in

this case;ﬁbéut Mr., Watson's state of mind at the time of

- these murders., iﬁ‘they‘hadn't Yooked at all of the evidence and|
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the'qixcumstances surrcun&ing these murders.

The prosecuﬁxon psychiatrists at least did,thata
The defense psychiatristg 4id not do that.

Now, we start off with the proposition that there
i$ no physical system in the world as complicated, as qomplex,'
as intricate as the human mind, the human brain.

To immeasurably compound that problem, none of
the psychiatrists examinéd‘Mr; Watson at the time of these
murders. They'exaﬁined him almostﬁtwo yéérs';§tex, then tried |

to figure out what was on his mind on August 8th, 9h and

" 10th, 1969, N

- (s
P

"It just stands to re;sén, iadieéwghd gentlemen,l
that no psﬁchiatxiats can even beéin té}fbrm a valid Qpi§ipn
about this man's state of mind at éﬁe éiﬁ& oﬁAﬁhese murders,
without becoming thoroughly familiar ghd-hcq@?inte& will all
of the facts and circumstances suffbundi§g~tﬁé§e murders.

' Drs. Bailey, Fort, and Hocﬁmaﬁ did that. A1l of
them read Linda Kasabian's testimony, Busan Atkins' téstimony,

Rudolf Weber's testimony and the testimony of several other

witnesses, before they reached their conclusion.

They read Linda's extremely detailed account -of

what each congpirator did no these two nights of murder,

':incluﬁing.what Tex Watson did.

Unbelievably enough, Dr. Suarez, Frank, Bohr,
Ditman and Markham did riot read Linda Xasabian's testimony
before they teached their coﬁclusions.

They did talk to*Tex.Watson,‘however, and it

appearsuthey’baliéVEd every single thing he #old them. ‘Their

— " CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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the defense psychiatrists were very poor artists, at that.

| whether Mr. Watson had the required state of mind at the time

. with the sd;e exception of Dr. Tweed, werén't interested
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naivgté and gullibility is not only surprising; it is down~

I say this, ladies and gentlemen, that not only

is the field of psychiatry not a science, an art, X say that

To illustrate how incredible these defense
psychiatrists were, compare yoursgelves with them, Compare
yourself. '

You folks have the responsibility of determining

of these,mniaersg

Now, if the prosecution néver called Linda

Kasabian to that witness stand, and the only version you heard |

about these murdexrs came from My, Watson, would you feéel
satisfied? - ’
would you feel that you were in a position to

render an opinion on his state of mind? Of course not. You
vould bé flabbergasted. -

. Ybu would say, "We have only heard his side of
the story. Before we reach ény conclusion, we want to hear
what Linda Kasabian has to say.”

Well, unbelievably enough, the defense pSychiatrisf

apparently in Tinda Kasabilan's version of what happened.
"They weren't even interested in trying to get
her testimony.
Moreoveyr,; it is very obvious, ladies and gentlemen,

that not only didn*t they familiarize themselves with all the

By
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| help. = o -

_ .i problemsw -
2

_ 24;i to the doctor? Obviously not. Thé-truth is harmful to him,

! factsQand c¢ircumstances surroundihg-theée murders, but it
: cowldn*t possibly be any ¢learer that Tex Watson, the person
| from whom they got most of their information, was a very,

l'very'biased,-preguaiced'spurgg, He is not a good source.

. Who could possibly be more biased and prejudiced

?-about'ﬁhat.happeﬁed-on these two nights of murder than Tex

1 Watson?

Isn't,there all the differencevin the world between|

1. a Iaw abidlng citizen walking into a psychiatrist’s office,

: tzylng‘to get heip for hiaremptional problems, a3 opposed to
] a person charged with mnrder, who 18 sent to the psychiatrist
| By the court or the defense attorneys?

—_— In the former, the patient obviously wants to tell |

-

iﬁﬁhe ﬁrﬁ@h, uIt‘serqeszhis~purpoge to tell the truth. FHe wants

=
. -
- —

.- *ﬂg is, willing to vbluntarily seek that help and

r

| pay a substantlal fée for mt, g0 it serves his purpose to tell |
{ the truth..
1

2Qf~‘isn S it cbvious that the primary ‘thought in that man's mind

: ° Id the latter case, the case of the murderer,

| is not to solve any mental problems, but to solve his legal

With this in mind, is he likely to tell the truth

’particuiariy~when he knawé, like Mr. Watson knew, that every-
_ =P ﬁhzng he told the psydhlatrist wouldﬁhe ased as a bagis for
C27 the psychiatxlst s opinion and could be uged against him in

28 1 court.
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child, a child could see it. - v '< -

 would say, "That is a lie. That is\rldiculous." .

Watson wasn't about to tell these paychiatrists

that he knew exactly what was'gcingubn-pn.theseAtwo nights.

. .of murder and that he was in charge of the girls at the scene
' and told Linda to wipe fingerprints off the knives, et cetera.
' He wasn't about to say those things, He madée his statements

" as selfQSeﬁving as possiblé.

Based on the evidenceé that came from that witness

stand, ladies and gentlémen, Watsonﬁq'Version-of'whag_y§ppegga '

. during theée.murders is so obviously a lie, I think lh%t a

e

I think a child coula, a 190, ll-year—old child.h

-

+

Yet, it appears, 1adieS and gentlemen, iévaﬁpeafé

- that these defense psychiatrists believed every single thing

that that man teold then. ) : s -

M#., Ray and I couldnﬁt get one defenge psgchiatrist_

‘to say that<thereAwas one single thinq that Watson told them
. that they did not believe <~ noﬁhing.

I thipk if Watson told these defense psychiatrists
that he saw an alligator do the polka or heard a cow speak

{ the Spanish language, I think they would have believed that,

toQ. _ ) o
Mr. Bubrick defende& the defense psychidtrists forr'

their not going to sources. other than Tex and he said that

the integiity:bf these men should not be guestioned,

- He éailed the UCLA doctors, quote, terribly right, |

unquote. o ‘ '

. He algo praised Dr.vmweed, Ditman, Markham, and

" CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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b Bohr. He said they all reached the same conclusions about
| mex and theix conclusions were reasonable., He also said they

were not naive.

Mr. Reith said, "Don't demean the psychiatrists

who testified that Watson couldn't deliberate and premeditate

| these murders. They are top peogie who are very educated,

You should respect their opinions."

Well, ladies and gentlemen, an opinioh by anﬁone
~-= I don't care who that person is —-- I don't care if hé has
got so many credentials he can't even store them in his house
~= an opinion by anyone, no matter who it is, is no better
than the reasons upon which it is based. A

Let's very briefly look at the teastimony of the

. brosecution psychiatristg, whose conclusions that Mr. Bubrick
.-an&.Mr. Reith did not accept and then let’s wvery briefly look
'~atfthe testimony of the defense psychiatrigts and see if their

opinions are reasonable and worthy of respect, as they urge
you to do. | |

With respect to Dr. Bailey, there ig no queétion
that,héAwas the most experienced of all the psychiatrists who

testified on that witness stand and also put in by far the

- most time and research into Mr. Watson's state of mind at

the time of thase murders.

With respect +0 experience, he has been on the

 dourt appointed list of psydhiatrists‘fon.ls years, ladies and

gentlemén, and he and Pr, Fort were the only psychiatrists
appointed by Judge Alexander to examine Mr. Watson.

Dr. Bailey in his career has examined between
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£ive and-six hundred aefendants charged with murder and on
two hundred of those occasgions; he testified in a court of

law ag b a defendant's state of mind at the time of the mur~

- ders.

- So when he examined Mr. Watson, he had a vast

background, a tremendous background of experience and he is

. not a perennial prosecution psychiatrist: He testified that

75 percent.of the tlme he“testiﬁies for the defense.
" He said he put in about 300 hours on this case,

took a'céuple-hundred”page5'0£~notes and prepared a 54-959&
repoxt. - 1 '
He ekamined Wﬁ%son on five separate occasions and

1 testiwmony, Atkins® testimony, Weber's testimony, Denise

Mallett's’ testimony,.Robert King s testimony and the testimony

of geveral other withesgesy -

His conclusion, of course, that Watson could

| deliberate and premeditate and maturely and meaningfully

raeflect, etAcefera, was diametrically opposed to-the con-
clugions reached by the defense psychiatrisgts.

He did say that Watson was psychotic, but he said
thizg did not prevent him from premeditating and deliberating,
et -cetera. '

ge said in his~expexiencé it is very éommon ‘For
a person to be psychotic and still be able to deliberate and
premeditate 4 murder.

_With reference to this folie a deux diagnosis,

‘iDr.'BaiLey’s~psychiatrid report is the only report that

CieloDrive.cOm ARCHIVES
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| that &uring their testimony and they appavently accepted it.

- malingering when he interviewed him.
I person who could deceive the psychiatrists up at Atascadero.”
| he tried to do so, but he was unsuccesgsful.

: this -~ I.am not saying he is the<most brilliant doctor that

' took that witness stand during this trial -- I am not saying
14 |

{ come frcm-ﬁos-nngeles and Ventura Counties.

: All the defense psychiatrists put together probably have not
| examined as wany criminal defendants as that man has.

]
~iwhq'are either mentallyliilior-who are c¢laiming mental illness -

.on & day-td—&ay basis. That iz his Job.,

| them? Don't you think they can spot a phony the moment the

| phony is cbming down the plank, as it were?

contained any reference to that folie a deux diagnosis.

The defense psychiatrists, they made reference to

Apparently they got it from Dr, Baileyw

. Dr, Bailey also said in his opinion Watson was
Mr. Bubrick said, "I wonder if Tex is the type of
Well, the answer, ladies and gentlemen, is that }f

The significance of Dr. Owre's testimony is simply -

~

that at all, but the significance 6f his testimony is this,

' He has examined over 2,000 criminal defendants.
. He sees crimtnal defendants, ladies and gentlemen,

“Now, don't you ‘think that a person like that,

ladies and gentlemen, can spot £ phony the moment they see

pon't you think they develop a sixth sense with
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respéct to people who are mentally i1l or claiming mental
ilIness? That is their job. This is what they do day in and
day out.

Dr. Owre, with his vast experience, said that

'Watsan was a malingerer who was feidning mental illness and

gave phony answersg on that psychological test.

Watson put on a Mortimer ‘Snerd act, with his

'5 - mouth open and-when Watson didn't know he was being observed,

-

' the,mouth closes and he is perfectly normal.

Owre testified that when a psychiatrist has an

»

if;'opég:tunity, as,he did, to observe a person over an extended

‘?Eé%iéa of time, the person cannot fool the psychiatrigt.

.
- ~! -

Watson was up there for 111 days and during a
cdhéidenable portion of that time, Owre was his psyehiatrist.
Owra concluded,that other than depression, he and

hls staff incivding the chief psychologist  at Atascadero,

. --,;_5

: Dra Brarwell, could £ind no.mental-disorder in this man at ali.

This is not a psychiatrist who is looking at Tex

g Watson as the first criminal defendant he haé ever seen,who

I8 claimirig mental illness.

?hisfis-someone who seesd thegse people day in and

| day out. ‘They can smell a phony.

He‘loéked at this gﬁy and he said, "No, this quy

| .4s hot nentally ill. I know what mental illness iz. I gee

' these people every day. This guy doesn't qualify."

Dr. Eklund, assoviate medical director at

Atascaderoc -- been there for six vears -- tremerndous amount of |

-exporience observing mentally 11l people, again not a paragon
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of intelligence, not the brightest man in the world, but
experience I thihk meang a lot. Experience means a lot.
He was Watson's attending physician for a few
months and except for holidays and weekends, he saw this man
every gingle day. BHe was‘watching him every day. In:his
opinion, he couldn't find any mental illness in Tex Watson.
Look at what he says about My¥. Watson:
"Hé did almost everything asked of him
without any sort of question,{ His behaqior at
all times was normal. At.no’?ime whs any Abnormal
. behavior of any kina reportedyto me/ggano_time

~ have I ever observed any-abnqrmaIJbehavior of any

kind on his part.

D -

This has to have weighﬂ, 1adies and gentlemen.

Hege‘is;a,man that's watching;watsqgleneny day with a tremen=-

¥
-
(RN

dous ‘amount of éxperience. e v
“Eis.behaviox at all times was antirely
normal and I get reports from the nursing
sexvice, people Who were obgerving the man
around the cloek, aqd I know how he slept and
I knew'héw he ate. I knew how he treated other -
patients, I knew how he related to nursing
gexrvice pegpié. I had the raports there.
. "We had ward éeam meetings where Wevdia*.
"6ussed hig behavior and I had my own observa-
. tion of him and his behavior was normal."

.. Is thig entitled to any weight as opposed to a

'psychiaﬁfist who saw Mx. Watson for a couple of hours, ladies .-
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25

and gentlemen?

*a Throughout your whole period of
observation of him up there, did you find any
-evidence of mental illness? -

"B, No.*

No, he testified that he did feel, however, that

Watson was feigning, feigning méntal fllness.
He felt aléo that Watson is of above-average.
intelligence, with an estimated I.Q. of 110 or higher. B

-

Now, although Tex didn't do too well on the ?_

psychological test up there, ladies and gentlemen, thzs is -
what Eklund has to say about that: -
“Psychological testing is used much like a:;‘

brainwave test or blood test or what have you,
but you have to take the results and evaluate” '~ -
them clinically and compare that with what you ;;”e M
know, what you know up here, you see, and my i
‘estimate of Mr. Wﬁtson ig that he is considerably
.mﬁre intelligent than this report indicates."

. Mr,. Bubrick points out that one of the nurses made

| @n éntry.that Watson was confused and Mr. Bubrick places great |

{ stock in that, ladies and gentlemen.

What Mr. Bubrick didn't point out was that that

- entry was made on February the 12th, 1971. Now, nurses make
| an entry on d day~to-day basis:
26

Watson was-up there foi I1l1l days. Mr. Bubrick is

- really cluteching at straws to take one entry out of those

" 111 days by some nurge and say that that entry should prevail

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| beianfé R

' and supersede the opinion of the medical and psychiatrie staff :

at Atascadero, that this man is not suffering from any mental
1lliness.

Dr. Fort <=~ Mr. Xay, during his opening argument,

| reviewed all Dr. Fortis testimony, so I am not going to go

over it again at this time.
I'will, however, refer to portions of his testi-

- mony in various parts of his final gummation.

,; Suffica it to say, ladies and gentlemen, unquesion-|

ably, Dr. Eort is one of the foremost authorities, apparently,

on drugs 1n “the entire nation, perhaps in the world.

At;ﬁg-SQems to have an exceéilent grasp and knowledge

A_pﬁvabé&é ailfthe’drugs-and_effect that drugs have upon a human -

}“‘ . I‘thaught he was the most impressxve of all the

a

,psychlatrxsts—who tnok.that witness gtand. Dr, Fort testi-

fied, incidentally, that he examined.Leslie Van Houton during
the last Erial and he formed the conglusion that Manson had

more influence over Van Houtdn -than he had over Charlés Tex

; Watson.

- Pr. Hochman examrhed,Snsan Atkinag, Patricia

Krenwiﬁkel, and Leslie Van Houton auring'the last trial and

she was called to the witnéss stand by Mr. Keith -~ or he was
} called ta the witness stand by Mr. Keith,

.AS”YDH know, Dr. Hochman testified that Watson

" could intend to i1l and did intend to kill these victims, had |

ralice aforethought, did deliberate and premed§tate,'but he

gaid psychiatrically, he couldn't maturely and meaningfully

" CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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) and Atkins and Krenwinkel and Van Houton.

I raeflect upon the gravity ofAthe contemplated act.

Now, the basis for Dr. Hochman's opinion, ladies

and gentlemen, is that the act of murder is not a mature

| action, ergo, anyone who commits mirder, by definition, did

| not maturely reflect upon the killing.

He felt that not oniy didn't Watson maturely and

"meahingfully reflect upon the killings, but neither did Manson

Of course, Dr. Hochman also, by defiﬁiﬁioh; is
incorrect, laaiea and gentlemen, because maturely and. meaning—
fully reflect upon the gravity of thaucontemplqted act. is~one

of the requirements of first degree murder and if DrwﬁHochman

| -wete correct, i.e., that the very act of murder is an immature

- act, theén no one would ever be convicted of first dégree mur- -

&

‘Now, I am not going to tout -~ I noﬁ'going—to t@ut

- the tesatimony of the prosecution psychiatrits in this case to

any great extent, for the simple-:éason that I don't think

their testimony, or the testimoﬁy;bf the defense psychiatrists: |

- is crucial,

Neither the prosecutlon, nof the defense psychia~
trists were percipient Witnesses to any of the things that
happeped. 7

. The testimony of Linda Rasabian, Barbara Hoyt and

' Dianne Lake and Rudolf Weber is infinitely more important than

the testimony of all these ﬁﬁy&hiatrits put together, bt I
will make just a few obgervations about the prosecution

psychiatrists.
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'ji 1 No. 1. I believe that their conclusions that
} Mr. Watson did delihérataAand.premedltaﬁe these murders and '

3 | maturely and meaningfully reflect upon the gravity of the con- |

4-“ templated act is much more consistent and compatible with the
5_ | evidence that came f;em.that witness stand than the conclusuons'
f6 . of the defense psychiatrists. And in a short while, I Wili |
7 . tell you why I reached that conclusion.
. S,Ef o No. 2. At least ~- at least, ladies and gentlemen,|
ifi : -§'gi the prosecution psychiatrisﬁs did not demonstrate the éxtreme ‘
. l*j‘ _ o} gullxbility that the defense psychiatrists demonstrated.
e .'11_7 ) ‘The prosecution psychiatrists, like Dr. Fort and
T : 12 Dr. Bailey, they testified that there were certain things that

3 | Mr. Watson told them which they did believe and there were

. :, 14 certain other things which they did not believe.
' ) T5Aﬂ _ The defense psychiatrists believed everything.
AN }6 f;'Their gullibility is shocking, ladies and gentlemen --
‘1? | absolutely shocking, astonishing for:ptofessionai men.
18 :‘ 'No. 3. No defense psychiatrist had anywhere near

19 | +the experience in the field of drugs as Dr. Fort.

) ?0 . Nq_defenSe psychiatrist had anywhexe near the

21 | general psychiatric experience of Dk. Bailey.

2 :.; ’ And no defense psychiatrist had anywhere na&: the
23 El experience in evaluating and observing people who are mentally |
-24’f-1¢11, or claiming mental illness, and who are incarcerated and :
2 E; ayalting ﬁrial, ag Dr. Eklund and Dr. Owre had. i
j2§ :' So certainly in terms=offexperience, if ekperience_'

. 27 ! n{eanS anything at all, ladies and gentlemen, the defense |
28 ;' psychiatrist.pannot.éVen begin to match up with the prosecution
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| pr. Tweed, did not. Common sense, ladies and gentlemen; would

psychiatr$st@'

No. 4. All of the prosecution psychiatrists read
Linda KaSaBiants testimony and Susan Atkins' testimony before
they reached their conclusions.

‘The defense-psychiatrists, with the exception of

d?ctate\that it is necessary.

Lodk at Dr. Bailey ‘2 testimony on ‘this point:

"o, Let me agk yousin forming an opinion
with resgpect thany\defendgnt's gtate of mind
at'iﬁe timé héﬂcommitteé a‘cﬁime, do you feel,

‘as far 48 you are concerned that it is absolutely
'essential and imperative ‘that you familiarize
yourself with all oﬁ the~defenﬁant's conduct. and
statements at tha time of‘the crime?

"B The answar may seem pat, but asgsuredly
ves, hedause, in fact, in this particular type of
work, it is a matter of tacit understanding'and
requirement that psyéhiétrists-xead at least the
trénsgripts before even examining the defendant.™

This is a man now who has been a court appointed

psychiatrist for 35 years. He says it is a requirement that
you.reé@'the testimony before you even examine the person.

He says:

"This §oes for any case and certainly in every
case, it‘ls necesgary to know as mach as one can, |
as to the background and as to the individual's

statements and as to the statgments_of others that

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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are appropriate and relevant.

Hp, Tell me this, could you have formed an

opinion as to Mr. Watson's state of mind at the
. time of these murders, if you had no knowledge of

- what he did and said én thesé two nights of mur-

der?

*a I couldn't, no.

v So it is abgolutely imperative that
you familiarize yourself with what he did and
sai&: ig that correckt?

- s That is correct.™
. Dr. Forts |
MR Doctor, do you fgel.ﬁhat outgside data

igAiﬁportant in formulating yoor conclusions

- _regarding a defendant's mental state at the time

ﬁf'thé.crimes?

"3, I feel tpat.it ig not only important,

‘but: esgential. -

B Do you feel you could reach a valid
psyéhiatric\opinidn regaxding-sﬁch'guestion.as to
whéthetr or not the defendant eoild deliberate or
prémg&itatg oxr harbor malice at the time of the
éommission of a‘murder, without knowing what the
person did or said at the time of the crime?

~ "A "I certainly think such an opinionh woﬁl&
be much. less vélid and in most instances invalid,
if 4t 4id-not seek out the widest possible range

of dﬁtéidg information to cross-check and to

supplement what. one is able to léarn from a
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direct discussion or examination of a particular

defendant.
| 0, In other words, you kind of feel that
the more knowledge you .have, the better?
A Without question.”
The reason I read excerpts from the testimony of
these witnesmszes is that it 15‘56.easy‘to forget.
. I am one of the laviyers on thisg case. T look at

thesge transcripts every night and to save my life, I can't

f‘;@member much of the things that are in the transcript., This
| is why I read excerpts from the testimony to you to refresh,

. your memory. ‘ o o ’

New,'while it i true that the prosecution

| they had a reasonable basis for it,

They didn't just bekleve everything Linda said,

*~w§thout verifying it with other information, the way the defens

psychiatrists beiieved-everything that Tex Watson did without

[ verifying what he sald with other informationm.

Dr. Bailey testified that'one reagson why he

 believed Linda's &ersibn is that it coincided with Susan

Atkins' testimony.

Dr. Hochman said that Susan Atkins' testimony

Dr. Fort said the same thing.

Letfs'briefly look at the testimony of the defensé

‘| psychiatrists, whom Mr. Bubrick and Mr. Keith praised so highly
- as being terribly bright and educated and I think we will see, ‘
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ladies and gentlemen, that among the defénse psychiatrists,

_‘This group of psychiatrists and ﬁsychologists from |

¢ UCLA, you have: to admit, ladies and gentlemen, they really

were sométhing else. mhey'really were something else.
I got the. impression, Yadies and gentlemen, that
they looked upon Tex Watson as a patient of theirs, that they

would have gladly wrapped up in their collective bosoms and

.‘ +took homeAwith them to nurse ‘them.

N

The poor guy. All he did was murder seven people

 and anyone who murders seven people deserves a lot of sympathy.

Lo Dr;wFrank came right out and said that he looked

upon Tex-as a*patient of his and his recommendation was that

"Tex neitﬁeﬁ récéivejﬁhe death penalty or life imprisonment,

but that he hbe senf to6 a hospital and given medication and

gare. - T I

_ h&. Erang dién?ﬁ méntion what hospital, but I am
sure if he héd an opportunity he would have put in a bid for
ﬁhe-UcLA Medical Centex. '

Let's briefly look at the unbelievable statements
made by thls UCLA group, and I think we are going to gee that
their app:oach‘was so unrealistic, so incredibly unrealistic,
they sgém td'be.opérating-in an Alice-in*andéﬁ&and type of
atm05phere.'

‘ Dr, Frank, who had only testified in a court of

.lam.bne'preyious time as to the state of mind of a murderqr;

“gtarted out by saying that he didn't even realize that Mr.

‘Watsonfsfpresent mental condition was not an issue in this
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" would be in hospitals, not jails or prisons, but the doctor

| describe some of the testimonyﬂof these psychiatrists.
‘ the psychiatric evaluation ofimex.Waison, a person charged

I the psychiatric evaluation of a.lawgabiding citizen who caire

j the world between a private person coming to a pasychiatrist

- for help and a person charged‘with.murder.

‘shocking. Dr. Fraﬁk then went on to make another inc¢redible

{ statement.

" 4eélls him something, he iSn?t'evenfinterested if whether the
' gérsoﬁ is telling him the truth.

-is how he sees his problems.

trial. _
He went on to say that he felt all criminal
behavior was a manifestation of mental illness.

I think if Dr. Frank had his way, all criminals

then made this incredible statement -- ¥ am going to keep
using‘the'word "incredible™ or "unbelievable" or "incredible,"
“‘be¢ause I don't have any othex adjectives, I apologize to

you. These are the only- two adjectives that T know to

He made the incredible statement that he approacheJ

p ST

with seven counts of‘murderq the same as he would approach

o

-

to him off the street. . . Co

~
-

That was his“testimony.' I have already discussed
that in terms of credibility, there is all the difference in

The fact thgb-ﬁr@_Frank is not aware of this is
He tegtified that when a person whom he is examinin? ‘

He testified that what I am concerned about; with,

I think that one was kind of a hard, left jab and
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I think I landed up on this chair and I got up a couple of
Schnds-later; was groqgy, but he came back with some more
very telling blows.

In other words,; Dr. Frank wasn't even interested

"~ in whether Tex Watson was telling him the truth. Apparently,

the truth is not important.

Well, not only is it important, ladies and gentlé- ‘

ment, it is all-important. That is why we have been here for
two months: to ascertain the-iruth;'

‘ Dr., Frank sai&& "I don't care if he is telling
me the truth.”

Dr. Frank's gullibility ~- he was a nice quy. I

.”.liked Dr. Frank, but his gullibility was nothing short of

incieaibie.
T asked him this guestion, I saids
"Doctor, do you think Mr. Watson has
the type of character that wouid‘cause*himato |
lie to you to serve hisg own purpose?'
o "A.  'No, X don't.,” ‘
He was so patheﬁic,'he was almost cute, The man
has the character to murder seven people, but he doesn't have

the character to lie.

The doctor was so Obviously ¢onfused on the witness|

gtand that to demonstrate his confusion, I asked him, I said:
| » "Doctor, d4id yolr read Linda Kasabizn's
testimony at the thnd.éury?“
" And he said: "Yes."

Of course, Linda didn't testify at the Grand Jury.
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Now, if thé~doctox had.xead Linda‘'s testimony at the trial,

then you could say, "Well, maybe he confused the Grand Jury

with the trial," but he didn’t read her testimony at the trial,

either.
Incidentally, when I asked him why he didn't read
Linda's testimony, he answered:

"I can™t think of any specific reason

|'-.—~ why I dian't read it.

; “g You will agree, Doctor, that by and

“ ? . igyge_four opinion of what happened on these two

ﬁightsfoﬁ“murder came Erom Tex Watson?

i S fm‘ That is right.”

When I asked the doctor if Tex intended to kill
these victlms, he sparred with me back and forth for a few

mxnuﬁes, several pages in the transoript and he finally replied

“Iﬁaon’t know."

-

169 stab wounds and Dr. Frank .said, *T don't

Aﬁhow whether Tex meant to kill these people.”

If he didn't intend to k{1l them, ladies and
gentlemen,'what d43d he intend to do? Tickle them or frighten
them ox, maybe just injure them just a little bit?

Dr. Fraﬂk, as you-knOW, never did testify whether

I he felt watson.deliberate&;and preméditated these murders,
{ or could maturely and meaningfully reflect on the gravity of

. his contempiated act.

. He 4id say he was psychotic. He also said he was

against the death penalﬁyﬁ

I felt that ¢of all the UCLA doctors -~ although

‘
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~ Dr. Frank's testimony was equally poor -- he was the sincerest.

He was the sincerest of the group and T want to talk about

| the sincerity of these other two doctors, because I really
| oquestion it and T will give you good reasons why I question

But Dr. Frank came right out and admitted, "I

" tried to make my evaluation of Mr. Watson as therapeutic as

I could."” In so many words,‘Dr. Frank testified “that he

| “wanted to help Mr. Watson, giving him.a favoxable«evaluation‘

Although the good doctor‘may want 4o ‘help Charles

 Watson, ladies and gentlemen, we are npt here to'help Mr.

Watson. We are here to determine Whether hg had_the requisite

‘tmgntal capaéity to be quilty of first degrég;mnxdér.
w | " . .

Dr. Frank also concluded that nbf only was Watson

" psychotic, but Manson and Krenwinkel anﬁ Susan Atkins and

Fas

Leslie Van Houton were also psychotic,” 30 I woula assume that
he féals that not only should Tex Watson be hospitalized,

perhaps at the UCLA Medical Center, but also Charles Manson,

:; Atkins, Krenwinkel, and Van Houton, apparently, should be his
20

bedmates and nohe of them should be given life imprisonment

- or the death penalty or anything like that.

Dr. Palmer -- Dr. Palmer wasgs not to'be outdone,
ladies and gentlemen, by Dr. Frank.

His position was, this is a free comntry, if Dr.

. Frank makes statements on the witness stand that are laughable,

1- 80 can I.

With respéét.to Tex Watson's present I.Q., Dr.

Palmer testified that it was 88 and he theorized that Watson's
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| I.Q. in Texas was between 110 and 120,

Now; this estimate of Watson's I.Q., ladies and
gentlemen, of course is pure conjecture and speculation, No

¥.Q. test wvas given to Tex back in Texas, and no psychiatrist

 even exﬁmine& him back there.

S?eculatien, T think, primarily was based, not

} only on Tex'"s grades back in Texas, but oh a study of the

I.Q.7s of‘stﬁdents at the very academically prestigious

| Oberland College, which, of course, is prbbably-just a few

cuts above North Texas State. .

Mr, RKeith argued that Tex was a bright student
in Texas. Well, although Tex did get good grades in high

' séhool, T think hé had a B or A averade in high school, but

~ when he got Eo college, his average was only a C.

On this college entrance examination which he todkg

. as compared to other students who went to college, Tex finished|

| in the lower guartile. This is the lower 25 percent.
18

So, although Tex was no mentdl mldget, he was no

{" mental giant either, ladies and gentlemen.

Watson then as now is probably of average intel-

:.ligence‘ If anything, he has got a lot of cleverness in there,}-

that might raise him a little bit above average.

Tet's assumé, ladies and gentlemen, in case any

- of you—é:e concerned about this low I.Q. -- I can't read your

minds, I am not a psychlatrist -~ let's assume that you are
- het's assume that Tex's I.D. in Texas was higher

than It is xight now. Several points have to be borne in
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mind.
Although Watson's present iiQ-’ let's assume is
88; we don't know what his I.Q. was at the time of these

. rurders.

His I.Q. at the time of the murders may have been

1 the same as it was back in Texas and it may have dropped down

to 88, because of tha extreme dépfegéion.he is going through

| now in all,of hishanxiety and emotional problems.

Dr. Palmar aven concluded this, although he said
that he did-not.thlnk.that Watson's depression and anxiety

could bxing’-jit- £xem 110 to 120 down to 88.

Well," maybe 1t could. We don't know. Also,

poor physical.health can adversely effect the psychological

- -
» - g

teﬂt. ) S - ’ i 5_*'! )
fﬁhtgon deiﬁainly is not in good physic¢al health
right ﬁow-an&jha5&§sn‘tyat the tine of éhgse paychological

-

tests out at Atascadero. -

Another point. to be- kept in mind is from doctors’

, testimony that a person'g actual 1.Q. may he higher or IOWer

than the Wéchsler test.indicates,
Also, we don't know if Watson answered all qués-

tions the way he was capable of answering them, or if here

~ and there he deliberately gave a false answer.
2% |

ﬁowg Dr. Owre testified'ﬁhat at Atascadero, he

I felt that Tex gave false answers. ,Ifihé gave them up there,

- why couldn't he have given false answers out at UCLA?

.In any event, we can assume his I.Q., his I.0. we

)aan infer was,hiQher at the time of these murders and his poor |
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physical health and extreme depression have brought it down
to 88,
| But let's give Charles Tex Watson every benefit
of the doubt. TLet's give him every benefit of the doubt and
let's §39ume at the time of theéese murdexs, his I.Q. ﬁas 88.
Is there gsome requirement, ladies and gentlemen,

in the California Penal Code that a person has to have an I.Q.,

{. & high TX.Q., to be gnilty of first degree murder, that he“has
| . to gradtate from some college with == do they call it summa

cun laude? I8 that some type of requirement that maybe I

Twenty-four percent of ‘the Ameérican population

| have 1.0.'s of 89 or lower. In view of the fact that-theﬁe

are 200 000 , 000 Americang and about 50,000,000 Amaricana have

| 1. Q.'s below 80, certainly no one is going to‘suggestgth&b ;
16 3§

50,000,000 Americans are incapable of committing first degree

- murder.

86 even assuming he had an- LT.Q. of 88, 8o what?

| Giving him every benefit of the doubt, So what?

Not only is his I.Q. of 88 within a group consist— |

ing of 50,000,000 peoplée, but within that group, it is in the

upper two percent, .

#With respect to the Minnesota Multiphasic Person-

| ality Inventory test, perhaps the most comprehensive test -
{ given fq Mr. Watson, because it consists of 566 questions,
Dr. palmer's associate, Dr. Alex Caldwell, concluded that

:;@itson'g test profile was a quote of borderline validity.

Dr. Palmer dis&gxeed-with his associate and felt
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: that the test results were valid.

Well, with Df. Palmer interpreting thogse test

results, the way he did, how in the world could that test have |

any validity whatsoever?

Not only was it obvious that Dr. Palmer had a very:_

poor grasp of figures and percentages and relatiohships, as

| evidenced by his hopeless confusion on that witness stand

- with respect'to the Wechsier I}Qa, At thé start of cross-

—

. examination, but his interpxetation, Yadies and gentlemen, of
10 |

Watson's answers on the M,M P. I. gritical items list, a small

number of questions within the 566,,wa5 absolutely nothing

e~
B e *

‘| short of unbelievable. R

-~ 1
. « ¥

T

Palmer testiff&d that Watson's answers on the

; M.M. P I, critlcal items 1ist showed considexable emotional

?<disturbanceg confugion, and.wexe inapp:opriate, but.when we ’
look at the quesﬁiOns and"ﬁheﬁgﬁéilq0k,4t Mr. Watson's answers |
{ to those qﬁes£ions, we find 6ut thatuﬁex'watson-waSn't con-
| fused at all and his answers weren't inappropriate, but Dr.

. Palmer was hopelessly and shamefully cohfused.

I am not going over all the questions and answers

| == Mx, Kay did that =- but just a couple.

"Guestion: I am easily awskened by noise.”

Watson's answer: “True " A.person who is charged

:with seven counts of murder cannot be expect to sleep too

| soundly -- perfectly normal answer.

*Quéstions ﬁpst nights I go to sleep without
thoughts or ideas ever bothering me."

" Watson's answer was "False.”

1.
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In other woxds, when he did go to sleep, he does
have, thoughts bothering him. Completely appropriate. No
conﬁusiop.whatéoever. |

Another question:

"I féel anxiety about something or someone

almost all the time."

Watson's answer was: “Trie,"

Again, a perfectly appropriate answer for someone |
on trial fbr his life.

. "OQuestion: I am sure I am being talked
about.™
. "Answer: True.” _

Thig case has receive&‘ﬁorldwide publicity, Tex

Watson is correct. He says that people are talking about him. |
_"Question: I have had vefy peculiar and ‘
strange experiences."

"Answer: irue.:

-For someone who has taken just about every type
of drug imaginable and murdered seven humar beings, this was
a perfectly appropriate answer.

It might not be the same answer that gome housewlfe|

1 back in Mingeaéclis would give; 5ﬁt I think we can assume that |

that housewife hasn'tftaken.the drugs that he has taken and
killed seven people. |
This M.M.P.I. Test;’ladies and gentleren, was
ori%inally'given, according to the-téstimony that came from
the witness stand, to 700 relatives of hospital patieqts in

Minnesota. This is norm group.
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The norm group, the'groupuagainst which all other
people taking the test are ¢ompared.

The M,M.P.I. has never been standardized on
criminal deféndants. The basic theory of thé test, according
to Dr. Palmer, is thaé.the more guestions a person answers the .
same way as meﬁbers of the norm grounp would answer, the more

Iikely he would have a personality and disposition like members

of the norm group.

1
%

Since the norm group consists of 700 relatives of

e

! hospitdlﬂﬁéﬁients, and Tex Waﬁson—has murdered seven people,

-

hOW‘can any sensible peérson expect Watson to answer those

‘ questions like members of the norm group?

Yet, Dr. Palmer expected him to. Time and time

again ﬁh%ﬁ-i asked Dr, Palmer whether it wasn't perfectly

said 'WEll, At I know ig that most other people don't answer
that guestion that way."

Incredible -- absolutely incredible, Other people

| haven't killed seven reoplé and aré-not on trial for their
- 1ife, ) . -

What it boils down to is this -~ here is what it

| boils down to: If Tex Watson had answered the questions
{ diffgrently-froﬁ the way he did, that would show confusion and |

- those would be inapprcopriate answers, but since hé answers

the questions correctly and appropriately, without confusion,

| and since they differ from the way the norm group would answer,

' Dr. Palmer comes to a conclusion that he has emotional dis-

turbance, inappropriateness, confusion, mental illness.
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This is a professional man, ladies and gentlemen,

an educated man who specializes in things like this and he

takes that witness stand and testifies likerfhat.
' Dr. Palmer, to further show how unréalistic he is
stated in his feport,again incredible, he said:
"Mr. Watson goes over his problems over and
over again and woirries in a highly excessive
fashlon, probably maghifying them extremely.

How can anyone being charged with seven counts of

f murder, On trlal for his life, be accused ofﬂm@gnifying his

| problemg? Does anyone have moxe problems than Tex Watson has?

Dr. Palmer wasn't even familiax, ladies and gentle-

1 meht, with his own written report. P T

"0 pid you,get the impreesion}‘ﬁoeﬁer, -
that Mr. Watson doesn'’'t wart to face up‘to the
fact that he killed seven people ahd he is t:y~
ing to talk himself into believing that this
was some type of an eccideﬁt?

"A, No. " .

Yet, on Page 5 of his own report, he writes:

"The story I suggested that Mr. Watson is
unableé to account to himself the events of which
he is accused of perpetuatlng in that he tries to
tell himself that it 13 more like an operation,
possibly-an accident "

Observations of Dr, Palmer.

Pr. Owre testified that the circumstances gurround-

- ing the taking of the psychelogical test. can advexsely affect

CieIoDrive.comm0H|VESA
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) | the results and T think certainly the extreme depression and
. 2 | anxiety of Mr. Watson would contrast considerable with the
3 pPresumably relaxed circunmstances under which the norm group
4 took the test. ‘
> -Yot;. must also remembegr, ladies #nd gentlemen, that
6 | Dpz. Palmer conceded that none of these tesgts were designed to
7 ansﬁer the guestion that vou have to answer: Whether he
& | dgl‘ibez:a'f;ed and preméditated +hese murders and had the mental
- 9 | eapacity for fi‘r;'st‘ degree murders _ |
10 | , Inc:identa-iiy; this was the first time that Dr.
11 1 palmer examined a person charged with murder and testified
12 | at that person's trial.
13 In contrast, there was pr. Branwell. Dr. Bramwell
. Mo ‘ is the chief paycho].ogist up at Atascadero. X think we c¢an
15 assume:,v I think it is a reasonable infererice that as chief
16 psychologist, he must have a vast, trémendous Munt of |
2‘.74‘:‘-. 17" ] experience examining criminal defendants.
“ o 18

In fact, Dr. Owre, Page 4,566 of the t;;"anépript

9 testified that Bramwell did have considerable experience and

) 20" | Dr, Bramwell concluded in his report, “The large scatter of
2l | suppressed scores indicate that Mr. Watson is probably capable
22 of functioning at a more effective and efficient intellectual |

23 '_ level, possibly at avgragé_ to above average range,"

' 24 1 ‘ .- Of course, on the Wechsier I1.Q., an average; I

"2"51 . w;:guig‘i say, iz between 100 and 109. _

6t . Dr. Bramwell then concludes that Watson was
. ' 27 probably capable of performing consistent with an I.Q. of
. " 28 :. 100 to :ﬁO‘i_gvnor higher and he concluded his report: -

- CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES



A B

10
11
iz
13

15
16
17
18
19

2

21

22

23

L 24

25
26

27

28

5365

“Watson's present intellectual functioning
appeared- diminished due to the préesence of anxiety
and~depre§sive~elements, Mr. Watson is presently
experiencing.™

Dr. John Suarez -- Dr. Suarez was the doctor who =

coordinated this group of doctors out- at UCLA and in view of

the unbelievable statements that that doctor made on that

| witness stand, it is understandable, ladies and gentlemen, how |

the quality of'the UCLA.pSychiatrists and psychologists'

" testimony was 80 1gw.,;,

Gn Page-svs& of the transcript, he admitted that

.

 in determining whgt.a,person ‘s state of mind was at the time

.~ he engaged in a particular activity, it is very important for

.14'é the ysychiaggigt to assertain what the person said and did at

the time of;ihe-%uﬁjeéﬁ“act;

;he.spdﬁiedyyith we, went 5ack and forth, but I

- finally gotjit‘dut of him that it was very important to know

about what happened.

With this In mind, I asked him the following

| guestion, and we established that it was important to find out
| what a person did and sald:

0 Did you make any effort to ascer~
tain what Linda Kasabian had to say about Tex .
Watson's participation in these murders, make
~ any effort at all? _
"a, Yo, I &idfnoﬁ, not direétly.
0 Why nat? '

" Because when one does an evaluation;

" CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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1. group.

- that with the attitude of Dr. Bailey who put in 300 hours.

there is a limit to what one can do and in
general, I put the burden on the attorney
vho has ésked mé to do the evaluvation, to
provide me with those data that are relevant
and helpful o me in cénstrmcting and evalua-
tions |

e  And did the defense attorneys

“ furnish you with Linda Kasabian's testimony?

%3

", Not that I can recall. . >

"o Don't you think it wbuldihave.beenﬂﬁ ';,*‘

helpful and advisable for you to have read that —
testimony?” _ =
Again, a pause.
"I am sure it would have been helpful togi"‘x~‘ 1

—

have talked to the parents, to talked to the +~ .

—— -

people who knew-wastn-in many stages over time, -
.Thefe is a practical limit to how much- one can R
do. Even --"
Just listen to this: B
M- aven if they had supplied me with the
testimony, I don't khow if I would have had time -
to read it."

This is the man who was in charge of that UCLA

If yqufqén think of a’better adjective than
Tincredible® or ‘unbelievable,” I wish you could send me a

ﬁéte 50 I wouldn't have tOrkéep;using those words, Contrast

" CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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Charles Watson is being charged with murder and
Dr. Suarez¢ua menber of the medi¢al profession, takes that

witness stand and very cavalierly testified as to Tex Watson's

~ gtate of mind at the time 6f the murders, then has ihe-audacity

-~ T call;it-audacity - to state that not only didn't he read
Linda's téstimonyy but if he were fﬁrhished’with it, he probabl
wouldn't have read it.

He had time to come into this court of law and

. _ 1 -inject his opinion on Watson's state of mind at the time of
r-:-—," - . T 'lrf ) \1'0'. . ; ‘

these murders, an opinion that was baseé;on a woeful lack of

information and I am sure he had time to accept his sizable

© fee for testifying and examining Mr. Watson.

Without even reading her testimony, which varies -
I think Linda's testimony I would say varies in about 15 to
20 1mpoxtant aspects from Watson's testimony -= he accapted it.
*Q, pid you-form an opinion that Mr., Watson
told you the truth?
A, It was my impression that the story
that he presented to be basically was correct.”

These UCLA doctors concluded, testifled that Watson

| they didn't add to ik, that they accepted and swallowed every- .

thing that Watson told them.

T think if Waison told them at one time he riveted |

" .a nail on .custard pie, they would havé{believed that, too.
26

THE COURT: I think we will have about a l0~-minute

. 27 break, 'Mr._. Bugliosi.

28

MR. BUGLIOSI: Thank you.
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. testify, he did inject his opinion, one that is woefully lack-

' ing Iinsofar as a basis, he dild inject his opinibnAthat.Watson

THE COURT: We will have a 10-minute break, ladies and
gentleien. ?Iéase.heed the usual admonition.
{Recess.)
THE COURT: People against Watson. Let the record show |
all jurors, the defendant and counsel are present.
Mr. Bugliosi,; you may proceed.
MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you, your Honor. -

. Just for clarification, ladies,and gehtlemen, Dr._:
rFoxrt did not examlne Leslle van Houton at the last trial,
looking back at the testimony.- He wé; called to the wztness
stand by Mr. Keith at theAlast trial and he was presented with |
a hypothetical smtuat;on*whzch encompassed mich of the evidence-
at ‘the 1a3tAtrigl qondexnipg teslie Van.Houton and he did give |
an bbinion-with respect é&’Légiie-Vhﬁ Houton; bu@\he did not
personally examine Leslie;A - ‘ |

‘Another point- I Want torrepeat, that Dr. Suarez
did not. testlfy to whether or not.Hr. Watgon had diminished

mental eapacity at the time of these murders; but he did

was psychotic at the time of these murders.

Dr.‘Sqarez was the doctor who repeatedly made
statements, ladies and gentlemeh, on the witness stand which
wére diaﬁétriéglly oppased, completely contradictory and - ‘
incongistent with Statemehts he made in two published articles

of his #n medical journals and then when I pointed out the in~

saying, "Well, this does appear to be inconsistent and I haﬁe 1
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changed my mind,"™ or something like that -- no, he said that
I wasn't reéding what he wrote properly.

T will give you one examgléw

“You will agree --" when I asked him these
‘questions, I already had thege.articles obhviously,

' ﬁhe£her he knew that or not, Y don't know =--

0, You will agree that fhe,more time that
el&pses between the killing and the examination,
the more difficult it is fér-a psychiatrigt to
evaluate a person's mental condition at the time
of éhe,killing, Would you agree with me on that?
. "a Yes. T think that not just vith
regard to killings, but in géneﬁal,

o, Right?

na, The more time that elapses, the harder
it is to reconstrict what a patient was like at
a certain time in the past.

0. In fact, Doﬁtor, not only is it
difficult, but isn't it even psychiatrically
impogsible for a_psfchiatrist‘to'examine a per-

' sop @ yeafr or so after the killing, isn't it
imposgible for him to do this and give specific
information about the mental state of the person

'iat the-time of the crime?

"A -Again, the information that is given

. is more about his condition at the time and that
iSniﬁ hardly impossible because that is what I

have beén doing here since 1:30 and it is possible
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=

15 ;

T % offense.“

12 1

-

3 v

a4

| most noble of all professions, unbelievable. And I just hit

| watson could deliberate and premeditate these murders and

| was Shameful - mémbers of the medical. profession, one of the

| He i3 a psychiatrist, He is appointed by Judge Imcas and he

~ whether he could maturely and meaningfully reflect upon the
~grawity‘6f the cogﬁemplaﬁed act.

to reconstruct, even though timé has elapsed.”
Yet, the doctor admitted writing this in an articld
&f his in the journal of Forensic Science: .
‘ v”It is not possible =~-" I repeat, he said
“It is not possiblée --" in other words, it is
- possible -~ "It is not possible; nor is it likely
in the near future for a psychiatrist, who first
hsees~the patient sometimea months after the
:Jofﬁggse, to give specific'info;mation about the
';meﬁéél state of the defendant at the time of tﬁe

O

L 3{ ‘The questicn of sincerity of Suarez and Palmer -—-
X ddn‘t question the sincerity 6f Dr. Frank, he was just
hopelessly’confused. He was doing the best he ¢ould, totally

unqualified, but I think he was sincere.

- ':*i . These people, Palmer and Suarez, their testimony

L3
L

some of the highlights, T could have gone in to much more
depth.

Pr. Vernon Bohr, I guestioch this man's sincerity.

is sent a letter with a form and it says to examine Tex Watson

and gend a report back to me, telling me whether inyour‘opinioni

He has got this report. He is getting paid for it.‘
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" he signed it.

Evén though Dr; Bohr dlictates the report =~ he
dictated the report. These.are his woéds'an&‘he-reads the
report and he signs it before it leaves his office.

. Somehow he blames his secretary for that informa-
tion not being in the report. Instead of testifying, saying

"Sorry, I made a mistake; it was an ovérsight.“ He blames

- his seécretary.

He dictated the report and he read the report and

- 1

.- -

This is somewhat reflective‘about.the type of
individuals these psydhiatrists wexre who todk ﬁhat witness

stand., They don't have any halo around them, jnst like any-

- body else. ‘ S

Dy. Bohr testified that to détermine Mr. Watson's
state of mind at the time of the murders, he said it would
have beéen helpful for him to learn about Watsqnfs conduct and

statements from other persons, since he admitted that Mr.

| Watson was not an unbiased gource of information about hiﬁse}fr

I then asked him "Well, then, Doctor, if that is
true, did you read Linda Kasabian's testimony or Susan Atkins’®
testimony?" '

And what he did, he attgmpfed to cover up for

| his obvious negiiqencefby<makinq a statement on that witness
_ stand, "Well, I didn't know I could read their testimony,

| because it was in another proceeding.”

I can't believe he id being truthful, ladies and

gentlemen.,

A man who has been around the criminal courts as
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- long as that man has, has got to know that he had every right
' in the world to read Linda's testimony and Susan Atkins®

téatimony.

AW

~ forgot what he had previcusly testified to and he testified ~-
| thig is in the transcript -~ that he asked Sam Bubrick for a
| copy of the Grand Jury proceedings in this ¢ase, which, of

1 | course, included Susan Atkins' testimony.

'} Susan Atkinsg' and Linda Kasablan's testimony in other proceed-
| ings, why didn't he at least read Linda's testimony in this

: proceeding?
g |

| hights of ﬁu?der, and even if he didn't get this information

| opinion on whether Mr. ‘Watson had the requisite mental capacity

| at the tinie of these murders.

.;psyciatrists, it really made no difference what Tex did and

% | said. So what?

. deliberating and premeditating. Don't confugse me with the

Now, X will give you conclusive proof that he was
lying on that witness stand. This is conclusive proof.

A halfihour-later in his testimony he apparently

" He apparently forgot. That is ¢onclusive proof thaf
he wasn't telling you the truth when he said he didn't have
the-rigﬁt to vead that, read those reports.

‘#ven if he didn't think he had the-rigﬁt-tb read

Pr. Bohr then went on and said that even if Tex

'z got the impression from most of these defense

That was their opinion: Tex is incapable of

L]
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.thexe i€ an implicit understanding‘you:don*t even examine a

witnesses that Charles Manson was a chronic user of LSD and

Dr;_Ditman-féétified;that,in his opinion Manson was a paranoid |
No. one aid. 'Theéé'peb?§e=just happéned to die,
‘the peqple that just happened to-kiIl them should be breast

‘faa out.at UCLA Medical Center. Nobody should be punished

1 +the varions things that ILinda Kasabian-said that he 4id, this

1<matign, He is biased.

facts. I have dready made up my mind. It is irrelevant what
he did and said., That was their state of mind.

Dr. Balley has beén around for 35 years, he said

person unless you have read the testiﬁony, the transcript, to
find out what that person did and said.

" Dr. Ditman made a very interesting statement. He
said that the chronic use of LSD plus paranoid schizophrenia
would make ohe incapable of deliberating, premeditating a

murder..

P
-

Now, It ig-obviouz from the tegtimony of many

Manson didn}é deliberaté and premeditaié these murders either. :

They just happened to. end up in the ground and
for these.things@

Dr. Bohr testified that if Watson had in fact done'
would be evidence of deliberation}and-premeditationy but that
doctor was quick to add that Tex Watson didn*t tell him this
and he believed Tex Watson's version, even though in the very

next breath he said Tex Watson is not a good source of infor-

The-doctor feltsthatfﬁt; Watson presently has a
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~ and gentlemen, so totally'xempve& from reality -~ and they

f talk about psychogis -~ that even though he is being charged-

‘they think he has no right to be extremely depressed and if

| he is extremely depregsed, he must be mentally ill. y 7mf

[ ball team loses a game. I saw one of the jurors raise his

a'headﬁ Apparently he didn't agree with me on that, ‘{ o

[ is on trial for his 1life. As the defense-psychiatristg-said“
| he must be mentally ill, he is depressed.

1know1edge aforethought and he said no.

opinion on.that, what does malice aﬁorethought nean to You?"

'} toward ﬁhe-V1ct1m "

5374

modéraielfAsevere depréssion and he feels that this is abnoxmal

and:theZefOre‘shows,mental illness.

Most of the defense psychiatrists said that

‘..basically the same thing, They said this man is very depressed

and this shows mental iliness.

_ These doctors are so removed Ffrom reality, ladies

with-sevén.connts-of rnurder and facing the penaléy of death,

Why, people becone depressed when their favorlte

‘They get upset. A favorite ball team? This man

PHE COURT: They lost again today, by the.wé}¢
! ‘A JUROR: I am depressed. - -
MR. BUG;IOSI: It depends on who your ball team is,
| THchdﬁgm: It»has +o. be the Glants now.

ME, BUGLIOSI: I asked the doctor if Mr. Watson had
' So I sald, "Well, Doctor, now you formed an
He.said,-“ﬂ911, it means illwill, hatyed, enmity

Well the doctor has given his opinion about
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sonething that he does not understand because malice afore-
thought, a legal term, ddes not-mean‘enmity or animosity or
hatred toward the victim and Judge Alexander will instruct you
to that effect.

From a layman's standpoint, a nonlegal Bta;zdpoint,j
yes, malice does mean hatred, but froh a 1éga1 standpoint, it
does not. xt.haé a completely different meaning.

It simply means intent to ¥ill. A classic exagple-
of psychitriats trying to give opinions on legal matters and
with a psyﬁhiatric base of reference,

The doctor then went on to say that he dian'i
believée Mr, Watson intended to kill these victims. Again, I
have to say incredible.

I have no other word. I think: there is a word

w | called ineffable which means indescribablé. I am sorry. I

"can't think 6f any. other adjective, ladies and gentlemen.

Dr. Ditman testified he was a friend of Mr. Xeith's
He examined Tex on August the 30th and September the 3rd, iB?i;'
which wag after the trial had already started.

He testified that he skimmed Linda Kasabian's

% testimony. I got the impression that it was while watching

television, but he did this after‘he.had already prepared_his

- report and reached a conclusion.

At éhe previons trial, he éexamined Leslie Van

' Houton and testified with respect to her during the penalty

phase and M£¢ Reith called Dr. bitman to +the stand during the

. penalty phase of the lagt trial and he called Dr. Ditman to
. the stand this time.
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Dr. Ditman testified he.wae against the death
pénalty. The doctor testified that in his opinion Watson
didn't realize that mufdering these people was wrong.

Of course not, Doctor. OFf course not. That is

' whyhe took every conceivable measure to avoid detection and
:  told Linda to wipe off fingerfprints, told -~ made Diaiine Lake

. promise not to tell anyone.

He did these things.because he didn't kndw that

what he was doing was wrong. ﬁoﬁ; iisten to thisg incredible

' gobbledygook testimony of ?ﬁ. Bifﬁan;ibecause I think it is

| classic to show the caliber of:these defense psychitarists.

The doctor first téSEifiéﬂ“that Mr. Watson wasn't

1 aware of the donsequences-df.his-action. If you can make

hea&s or tails out of this, you are a: better person than I am.

“He certainly kneww'Doctorr when he
stabbed these people, when,he ghot them, that
this would end up in their deaths?

S He knew, I would think so.

“Q._ Didn't this show he was HWarélof the
consequences of his action?

A Well, of that conseguence,

0, 21t right. ILet's talk about some
other consequences. Adsuming that he told Linda
Kasabian, this is a hypotheticai, assuming £hat

© he told ILinda to wipe the fifigerprints off of
those kniveé.befdre she thiew them oﬁt the
window, wouidﬂ't this also show an awareness of

the consequences of his action?
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“n, Of that part, ves.”
— Ybu just listen to this gobbledygook.

"0 Pid you read Dianne Lake's testi-
mony at this trial to the effect that Mr.
Watson made her promise not to tell anyone
that he told her he had killed sharon Tate?
Did you read that testimony?

“a, - No.

"a Assuming that to be a fact, assuming
that he did tell Dianne Lake or make Dianne ILake
promisé not to tell anyone, wouldn't that indicate
arn aWareﬁesgvof the ¢onsequences of what he had
done? -

-3 Now, she is the one in Texas?

i 'No. Dianne Like was a former member
of My. Manson's family, a 16 or 17-year-old girl.

2, and when wasg this done?

" Supposedly, according;to her testi-

mony, about a week and a half after these murders

_in Olancha, California. According to her testi-

mony, Mr., Watson told her that he had stabbed

- Sharon Tate to death, then he made héer pronige

not to tell anyone about it. .
“Now, dssuming this to be ttue, what
would this indicate to you?
"A Wwell, my understanding of his condi-
tion was that he was coming out of his acute

drug usze during that period,
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I | "y - A week and a half after the murders
2 -t wh':_i;ch was around August theé 20th, right,
ﬁv§~ : @ecaﬁse-he left roughly at the end of the month
4" ofwbé&obgr -~ "it is your opinion then that when
5 . ‘_he told Dianne Lake, assuming he did téll her,
S that he was thinking more c¢learly at that point
'Z ‘ bec&use he had stopped ingest%ng drugss is that
8 . .correct?
9§ L ?;*“& Well, my opinion is that in that
C 10 . month that followed he was using less drugs and
‘li,;gf.’, wthat~he became, as it were, mwoxe rational in his
1_2 - wt'hinking and his values began to improve and that
I3 ";}' ii he then ag a consequerice of that made a prompt
T ??;.A'fwiexodﬁﬁ'to‘wexas,“
tyﬁ_i;j' - i* Again, I am.reading more than I normally do, but
1§ f~ jusﬁ to show yous: x
- Q. ﬁssyming again that this event took
18, Plééa about a week and a half-after these murders,
~i§f= in Olancha, just a Week and & half, are you—saying
é@A theﬁ'thai within that ﬁeek and a haif period Mr.
'.il‘ Watgon now‘:ecqgnizéd Wﬁat he had done and he
:222‘ 'rea;ize&'fhé conséquencgs of his act?
23 . "h, I would say that he wag ~- Ivdon;t-
_2? , know exactly the period =-*
25 ' ‘;ﬁardbesn't‘knowvexactlf the period. If he didn't
26_f:nmke"i€ éﬁ a psychiatrist, as a comedian there is not going
:Q7Ij: & be any'problem -
28: — "I don't know exactiy the period o his
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drug state, but ¥ would say that would give him
timé to improve from his drug-induced state,
particularly the acute effect pf the drugs he
wad using. If he took no mofei He should be
out in that period of time, at least have all
_ﬁhe étugs cleared from his system, so that he
wa$n?t,a§utely intoxicated with drugs, which

should improve his performance. I |

"This is all based upon the asgump-

tioh theh that he was under the influenée“of L

.

LSD and other drugs at the time oflphesé mhrdgfé?

"B Yes. I believe they had a 1ot to do
with his behavior that night. ' ';j _

"o Are you aware, Doctor, that'the ha
Bianca residence at 3301 Waverly Drive ia in ﬁhg
Griffith Park area of Los Angeles? -

", Well, I didn't know exactly where it
was.
' B ) Are you aware that it is in thﬁt
éenerai.area of Los Faliz Drive?

 "A  Yes.

A You -said. that theré.may have been a
change in Mr. Watson's mental condition about a
wee%iand a half after these murde:é? Let's bring
it at aflittle closer to the time of the murder.

“Assuning that Barba;a Hoyt testified
that a day after:the murdexrs she‘toid Charles Tex

Watson that lLesglie Van Houton hid in the back

5379
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house at the ranch from gome men who had given

. her a ride back from the Griffith Park area.

‘ *Agssuming then that Charles Tex
Watson told Barbara Hoyt, ‘Don't talk to anyone
abdut.Griffith Park. We were at a love-in.'

*agsuning that situation, only one
day after these murders,'what would that.indicatg
to you?

"A, ~ I guess he didn't want to tell her
about ﬁh&t really happened.

"m0 Po you have any opinion why he wouldn't
want to tell her? |

up, Well, I would have to speculate but I
ga£her ﬁe didn't want to tell her the truth ox he
wanted to give her séme other impression.

o 0. We know that, Doctor. I am assumning
that this took place. We know that. I am asking
you how, what his State of mind was to cause him
to tell hex that. You were the paychiatrist.

"3 Well, ¥ haven't examined him on that
point, Iq:eally don't know why he would do it.
A;l I can say iS'that-the conditions that he had,
had a certain duration, they don't ¢lear in a day,
anﬁithay sort of feed on one. another, namely, the
acutée inthication is going to aggravate the
folie a deux, aggravate the chronic brain state.

In other words, he was still in this folie a

deux situation, this brain syndrome situation,

" CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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~ hopelessly confused, going'back and forth in circles, that he
| coutdn't think, 50 he hlurts.out "he couldn't maturely and

: 'meaningfully reflect»"'*ﬁad no- relevance to what we were talk- |

not being aware of the consequences of his act._

"0 Was still in that situation, let's
say one day after the murders; but a week and a
halanfter the murders, he had changed?

A Well, he could be surély aware but I
woulé‘séy that -~ I mean, he was not able to

maturely and meaningfully reflect.”
We weren't even taiking-about maturely and.meaningii

fully reflecﬁk’werén‘tfeQen-talking-about it, but he was so

ing about.

-

Listenrto tﬁis incredible statement by Dr, Ditman |

-
ada

~=— he is theggyar‘witneSS'for the aefense, in terms of drugs --

C g

“éf ‘ﬁ@glﬁ*gou cénsi&er gspeed to be a
- powerful drug? -
%, Yes.
1“@ - Would you congider it to be a dangercdus
drug? '
e Yes,
' ”Q Is 1.SD a dangerous drug and a powerful
Arug?
' ' Yes.
a, Is belladonna taken in root form a
dangerous and a powerfglAﬁrug?' ‘
"B  Yes, '

"o Is cocaine a dangerous and powerful

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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drug?:

"2 Yes,

g, I believe you testified that the drugs
that Mxr. Watson.tobk, I believe vou testified
wouldn't create such a condition, I mean that other
peopie.ﬁpuld be able to notice it; is that correct?
| et  The hallucinegenic drugs and even
stimulating drugs, the effect éan be central or
psychic, so that unless a person gets, as it were,
an appreciation of what is going on in the person's
miﬁd, they may not be aware that the person is
uﬁder the influence of any drug. I mean, there gz
no oéor.as there is with alcohol.

" 8o what you are saying then is that If

' someoné took these four powerful dangerous drugs,

all four of them, all are powerful and dargerous-
drugs, according to your testimony -- spéed,

gocaine, LSD and belladonna ~- they had it in their

system;, they could talk té someone and there would .

- be no manifestation at all. They would just appear

completely norial?
"Is that your testimony?

“E_ No, I didn't say no manifestation —-
to the casual or the uninitlated observer, there
may not be, may not appear anything particular
abnormal. ' -

. g, To the casual ohserver, what would he

notice?

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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h do they call it Sleep-Eze, a.sleeﬁing pill -~ when the pill

atarts to take.effect, normally, the person becomes a little

='pi11 and yet this inéredible Dr. Ditman says that a person

4 would.be'a dilation of the pupils and no one would be able to

* 'ohserﬁe.that.they were under the influence of anything.

’bavid Heale's testimony, he would have found that this man.

", He would notice dilation of the pupils.
~That is one thing with atropire, the one thing
wlth LSD that you can rely on.

"0 Anything else?

A, That is the nmain thing, Now --
"o, Are you throucgh with your answer?
%m: I suppose that is enough for the

E3

moment, yes.”

If a pérson takes a simple sléeeping pill -— what

drowsy and they might even yawn or stretch with a sleeping

could have four of the most powerful dangerocus dfugs imaginable
in théiﬁ system: cocaine, speed, belladonna and TSD and he

said the only thing that would happen that would be observable

How can anyone'have ény.confidence in any conclusion
a mdn like this makes, when a child -~ a child would have
enough cofmmon sénse not to make a,femarﬁulike=that.

If he had read Brooks Poston and Paul Watkins and

here -— and this is the man we ate concerned about, ladies and -
gent;émen, not‘some~othervindividual called Ezmo Weisner -—

we aré concerned with Tex Watson -- he would have learned that |
just with LSD in his system, it was very observable to these

other‘thraé people,; that he was under the influence of

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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sorething.

That is not even with cocaine, belladonna and
speed, because 1.5D alone, it was very obvious to these people
that Watson was under the influence.

This incredible doctor said you can take four

© powerful dangerous drugs like that and other than a dilatisn

of the pupils, no one would have the foggiest idea that you
had these drués in your system. S
Dr. Andre Tweed fomn Dr. Tweed examined Patricia

Krenwinkel at the last tridl apd’ tgstified during the penalty

trial with respéct to her. - R 1’¥

-

Dr. Tweed testiéied that. on‘ the night of the Ta

Bianca marders, he doesn't believe that Watson knew what was

#

going to happen until Watson arrived at_the La Bianca residence

That is an inc;g&iblg|@;t:q§,testimony, but it is

~

-

on Page.4 188, Volume 26. — _?'

_e!' 4
.

-

Thls kind of naivete is hard to believe coming
from a dogtor who hag had ag much expgrience as Dr. Tweed,
ladies and genktlemen. : -

On the night of the La Bianca murders, you can

' rest assured that whén Tex Watson left with the group at.Spahn

Ranch, he knaw that he wasnt going down to any dairy cream
for a milk shake. He Xnew that he was going ocut to commit
mirder and Dr. Tweed sald that he doesn't think Watsgon knew

1 until he found himself in front'of +he residence.

Dr. Tweed testifled that he ig opposed to the death
penalty. I think it is obvious that Dr. Tweed -- and I will

=_comménd’hi‘mfor that -- i3 a defense paychiatrist who at least

- e . .. ——_ w - - pETygey
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| doctor testifies for the prosecution is not only low but very

f are tﬁaﬁ.fhe‘particular doctor is predisposed toward the

~ Tweed, it is obvious he i3 a defense psychiatrist.

- trist.

readfﬁinda Kasablian's testimony, but I think it is pretty
obviéus.that he iz a quote defénse—psychi&trist, unquote,
and I will teil you why. _

- . B, Well, Doctor, wouldn't you say that

1 the percentage of ﬁime-thai;you teatified for the
prosecutién in a capital case is very low?
. ves. I would say that but so what?"
~: Well, the "so what" is this, ladies and gentlemen

=~ "so what™ is this: When the percentage of times that a
low; chances are it is not just a coincidence. The chances

defénse and T suggest that Dr. Tweed is predisposed towards
the defense. -
Dr. Markham is‘fhe doctor that didn't even prepare

a written report on his examination of Mr. Watson. Like Dr.

out of 10 capital cases, he can only remember one
Ease:ﬁhe:e the prosecution called hiii to the stand -~ 1 out
of 10. : , '

Again, you aék yourself whether that is a coinci&eﬁbe
or whether Dr. Markham, like Dr. Tweed, is a defense psychia-
' -As you know, Dr. Markham testified that Mr. Watson
4id not have the mental capacity to maturely and meaningfully
fef1e¢t‘upon the gravity of'his acts, but he was asked by-Mx.
Bubxick why he reached thig dpinion.{ -

He said:

—— CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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“rhe actg in themselves I feel were
sufficiently bizarre that they preclude meaning-
ful and mature reflection." _
| In other words, the doctor, in effect, was saying
that these murders were so bhizarre that none of the killers
could have maturely and meaningfully refiected upon the gravity
of’thewcontemplated act.

.. . _In other words, Manson, Atking, Krenwinkel, and

! ﬁbn ﬁo&toﬁ,:?houid not be convicted of first degree marder

~

ﬁ?c&use,théhmurders-were 80 bizarra.

o

L]

v - The position is totally without merit. The fact

o~

‘itﬁhatja;muzﬁér is bizarre obvidusly doesg not mean that the
'?kﬁlié%'coﬁid’not have maturely and meaningfully reflected upon |

. = ﬂl‘_/% I

.'1'5* : "

"the gravity of his act.

‘L"Drm Markham also sald that Watson's lack of

°a . .
o .

emotion in. committing these murders shows he couldn't maturely

- -and ﬁeaninéﬁullyfreflect¢

Well, in the finst place,. Dr. Markham wasn't there,|
ladies and gentlemen. He doesn't know -- for all he knows,
Mr. Watson was very emotional during these murders,

Por all Dr. Markham;knoQ94 Téx Watson may have

t been gritting his teeth and weleasing all types of hostilitiesf:

. when he was stabbing these victim34 hut even assuming that

Watson 4id commit these murders in a gomewhat unemotional

fashion, that is not unusual, ﬁnemotional killings are rather |
common in history -~ the -S8 Qﬁards at the German extermination |
camps, hirea killers. --Most executions are unemotional.

When you come right down to it, ladies and

CieIoDrive_.oom ARCHIVES
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éentlemen, in the last analysis, what were these murders? -

These murders were planned executions, clear and simple. That|

3 i man ovér there was the chief executioéner, _ )
4 Well, let me say this: Based on the evidence that
b ; came from that witness gtand, how can anyone ~- how can anyone
6 have aﬁy-confidence in a psychiatrist's ability to diagnose a
7 defendanf‘s atate of mind at the time of the murders, whether
'8 | -he prémeditated and deliberated things like that.
'? :‘ | No. l. Deliberation, premeditatien, maliﬁe afore-
w0 | thought are legal terms, not.medical terms, . - f-i‘
1 | Secondly, how in the world can. an?e:e haVe any
12

 confidence in a profegsion whose menbers cannot agreewon any~
13} {thing? wa can you have confidence in a profeesion 1ike that?

. .M In our case here, which was typicai, proaecution
' 15 ; psychiatrists testified and the defense psychiatrists tegtified
16 | another way. A

+7 If you were driving a heavy truck over a bridge
18 | an you consulted three engineers and you said, "I want to knhow |
.fQ': whether this bridge can sustain the weight of my truck," and

20 | one engineer said “"Yes."

21 The other engineer sayg “No," and the other
R Z-  Aeng1neer says, "I don't know."
23 - Would you have confidence, enough confidence in

24 | these engineers to drive that truck of yours over that bridge?
25 ‘ What hasg happened during this trial is not unusual.:
126 . It is completely typical.. I think you c¢an draw the inference,

28 | entexed a plea of not guilty by reason of insanity, and has

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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pregsented evidence of diminished meﬁtai capacity, the prosecu-
tion psychiatrist is going one way and the defense psychiatrist
is going the other way.

" To have confidence in a profession like that,

}llaaias and gentlemén, is pure unadulterated folly.

?sychiatriéts‘may be helpful iﬁ.solving A person's .
empﬁional'pnoblems and giving them advice. They might be .

 helpful in that drea, but I say that when they step into the

legal arena and try to xender opiniona on whether a defendant

' had a mental capacity to commit a crime, I saf éhey are like

| fish out of water.

" Dr., Suarez:1n'his.article-éntit;e&'“A Critique of- '
the Psychiatrist's Role as an Ekperthitness,f‘in S0 many worﬁél
safs the same thing. -

He writes on Page 3,823, Dr. Suarez;

- "It is the plea here to restore the
psychiatrists to the role of the typical expert
and thus keep-him.#ithin the bounds of the fixst
step and not ask or coerce him to cross the line
and become involved in the legal issues or the
judicial task, ﬁecause.he has no business there.”
V A couple more pages and wé can all go home,

During voir dire, Mr. Kay and I told you, and Judge |

" Alexander will tell you in his instructions, the sane thing.
' We have told you that you folks, not the pgychiatrists, are

| the trier and judges of the facts, in¢luding Mr. Watson's state

6£;mind at the time of these murdeﬁs and that the psychiatristsf

wére only here to help yéu make up your mind,

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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. A Wefl.l, they didn't help very much, did they? All
2 the did was add a lot of confusion,

I told you during the voir dire and I tell you now |

= W

| that the testimony of t}&e- psychiatrist was not an end in and
of itgelf. If it were, there wouldn't be any need for a trial |
and there wouldn't be any need for you folks.

o '.[':he‘ final deterirination ~o‘f‘ whether Mr. Watson had

the mental capacity.to commit first degree murder rests solely |

w d o~ [« RV

and exclusively with l'ﬁrmi’_:f‘olks,_ not the psychiatrists.
10 During vofr dire yeu all promised Mr. Kay and me
11 | that you were ;illi.n%‘ to ‘assume that Fesponsibility. How are

2 1 you going to assume thaéjtesponsibility, ladie=s and gentlemen?

13 | There is only ,q\ne_ ',w!air for" you to decide thesé issues of dimin- ‘
‘ _ 4 ished meﬁt;xl t;tgpa,city} deliberation, premeditiation, et cetera |
= I3 | == common sensé;,-. :La_é;i:es Qnd gentl.'émén, good old-fashioned

16 | common Sense, :y;ur,'co’inmon sense.

7 }Zm,i have to look at 'Wa.tso’x;::'.s conduct and his state-

‘18 | ments on these two niglits of mutders and from his conduct and
19 - from his statements infexr whethef he had the reguisite mental
20 capacity to be guilty of first degree murder.

21 _ " Thank you. My voice is just about gone, anyway,
e 22 ) Judqt_a._. ' l ' ’
23 | THE COURT: Ladiés and ‘g'entlem’en, s0 you will know what

24 | the schedule is, Mr. Bugliosi will finish his argument toriorrow

25 | You will receive this case Thursday morning.
26 | Now, we will recesgs at this time until tomorrow
.. T o morning at 9730 and once again, do not form or express any ' |-

28 | opinion in this case€. Do not discuss it among yourselves
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~ or with anyone else. .
"Please keep an open mind and remember what I‘sai&
about the news media. Thank you.
(ari adjournment: was taken until Wednesday,
OQctober 6, 1971, at 9:30 a,m.}
~=000~~
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