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1 	WS 7$146ita$, CATALlroitNa, wsdnesday, Votober AS, 1971., 9 00 A.R. 

• 2 

3. 	 Mhe following proceadin9a ware had in 

4 	chaOars, ontaide the taming. of the juryg) 

5_ 	slot cODPV; i1 Obtr sae,- what** on your laind?- 

6 	 31.1B.UCK.A Judge, thibre has been some reference by 

, 
of the Ps'inzatiatritrts t.het tlensc4, NrenNtintel and Van _Houton. 

10 	'WU nit -6ve,"been 01.4y,  of -se4ur4er, intcausa 4-)f their divan

II  
_ 

5apacity and there has "been no -* of atKursti_ii I don't this  

12 	Wire 44:07.ny *fencer that there 'wee any- definition Of th in  

13_ 	&abed-  Capacity interiettea in the last trial or -offered in the_ 

14 	34/at 'trial 644 T--think any innuen4o that, they draw about the 

15 	tett that:- .thei were convicted of It:ardor:2- even. tboU4 tbelr 

16 	thOght-rby pssyph.  f,attic itattdards., competent, in the sense that 

17' 1 -tom Auffet Iran ditlinishiad capacity-4A., 	tho same Ici-n4 

of innuendo that, since that jUry 4141-  that, they should do. it 

1-9 	hewe_ and would vlake the s404e obServation about the fact - 

20 	that thsr* is'evitlepcie that the tostir„pony of.Atkine and 

21 	Aossebien WAS, esactly the ,a1Mittg. there 4s no awl.denca 

22 	 -CiglAtt One, doctor testified and nobody Objected to 

23I,  

24 	 BtIMICirxX; Three o thet.:Aid. 

25_ 	 tOtlia7. Z recall. the question -- X 401'01: 'recall 

26 - eXactlai* bUt-If'es AtUine_tes_tkiony,_co444kont with the testi- 

27 	loony -Of Xasabien 	 •  

28 	 kin. StIBP-ICKI. An 	objectitd an you 'sustained ea the 

• 

7 	Cir. 7,49liosi on inf-  o different occasions; -- at least, two that 

s 	I recall 	that because Of the definitions or the teetimony 

9- 

- 
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firift time* 

-SUOLIOSIT 'Men*  it 4it.ferant Itingtmgek  if it lot 

in. -again. 

3R. Eittnatit* 

WAGriTOSTI,  Vhote vitro three -poyeAistrictsf  and 

have the tote*, whiCh 4116-0t brinm one 	°Oonsistent* 

end one aid *corroborated° and Vott 04.14 tross-cheaed 

testny vitt SusanI4 

• 2 

3 : 

--4 ' 

.5 

_1.6 

7 

'-_ 8 

9 ' 

- 	TO 

11 , . 
: 12 

13. 

-T 1-4 

, -- 	15: 

• IA, 

-- _ 17 

- - is. 

19 

20 

2-1 

22' 

23 

24 

_ 25 

26 

- - 27 _  
Zs 

,, 
• x  _ _ 

/1114.* SUORXttstl-  That I tIonit think that44- evidence*  that.* 

the point* X dortit eat* it is ..evidefince .of the 

- - ,H14 13tial:013Xt 	aid11*t zirsiM 	Mt evidenOil -,r tintile4 
it se the "buil 	tb prosetiationts..psychiatristel opinions 

that: they veriXied the stories before they cznitec -to the con- 

daniticni. 

- _ tart. tt101.1/C04 'tut the wOrds-/mx waves i viep 'The eitdence.. 

*hewed that* 7-- 	 A ... 

Mg* IlOGIRIOStt No; “lidier*.to 

V. My* New hunt a thotts-  words* 

Mt. tttraar41,§24 I SOrill the prolledntion psychiatrist* 

accept everythiett_that Uvula 	& X Sei4 their checked' 

her to moony vith .ftartiat's. testimony and they `ate their 	; 

pioion.o.-becsuse-  it vas _consistent* 

- Z Isld the proeteoution vsychiattiSts 4idttlt 'accept 

_ eyerythl'al# that Linda 	T .504 they ohtec!tefl his testimony 

'With• Sags e and they forma their Opillion becaUse it was 
• 

consistent* 

X. said tleifense psychiatrist* 'did not ,do- sol they 

to* what Vex eat en 4 they didnit sttelpt to ,verify It with 
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aux other itonrce. Irhat i# it#  Amu 
• 2 	 th,/,* Other pOint, diminieheei Italy capagity* 

3 - X didn't Amy that the ahouittualelk.been ctinvieted of Mat 

4 degree lgurder 

tau opiTheri-  ockl oar an 3uffer0-,--froolt Olt*: 

	

6 	 VAIttIOSIt That Ili -ohoelittet. be- vou'eloted 	vta, 

	

7 	itUidSt. ildtility as Outuillv'thele Ite(nT:tt7"-iceart •to trial* _X %/ae---aar—.-- 

9, 	71IF 0)1:Mt -11te, at triiii4,:torii0 is to tell Ott-  jUrr tit  

10' referenOlit hal been *ad* to the ,14rseilit-triAll *Remeekberf  you 

- ara-tio deofialie lauoomogi 	-of _thie defandeht-basifer 

-only,  the 4Videad* 7.0u,  hive heirgia- in7-this case -without 

reterenon to what heti trAperivtd in: the Other caae,,,* 
_ 

an„ Voot.pax.; :Could, you -do that during your reguXar_ 
• 

15 inetructions7 

16 	110 ,COMITt 	riglit*,24.,14 get up au inntrUoCion ott, 

.tat/-and hope ZIN not .rovereveirlict 	thert a hautIlititteri--- , 

18 inOtrttOtiOgilo 
19 	 -reLopitial prOdect4iIKS vere .ha4kAt1 

r  

court, in the- -preeenue of the 

21 	 noun-t Geoa 	 - I_ 

22' 	TOE OURI; tloo$. ootettlit#4. 	- 

23 	tat crAIRTY. 'Oentissett• 

• 24. 	 Patiple ac ainat 	Aet the reCorgl _show all 

25, 	.0 21r- defense gout:me:I-, .and 4efeadent are present* 

26. 	 slfrf  Buglioski, you. 'nay si-tc}0444- 

110 	
?7 	At* 03G7.44ISI: rtdOci vorning*  ladies and lentiesienv 

28 ' 	271g 4t1ReloSt rioo4-_irornings 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

'8 

9 

.1a• 

14, 

13 

14 

15 

16.- 

17 

18 

19' 

20 

3394 

SPOTAXOSIs 'ilhon w left off yesterclaYt vsk *ere 

taAing bOut the f!iet. that, the decision *s to whether Mr. 

Watson _had the required Mute). capacity is to be solely and _ 

exclusively determined by you foltliti  not the psychiatrists*. 

sty ,opinionr  all the psychiatrists ,did• in this case was add 

-lot of -Oonfusion. 

Zees telt about LW* gssabiana Ae 041441,  nx-* 

Mubrick said- she wasn't a +truthful witness. Os( also tel you 

that she Was en accompliCe. 	an suchr ZUdle- Alexander va  

1104%1 	inStruct you that you could distrust the testivony.  .of 

en accoriplice. 

Tath respect to 1;,in4a *beitt7 an Ocopplioet 

Itlesander"411-4, -in fadit,r_ instruct you that she wen an attcoispliceo  

Alt a natter of JAW, and thert-  is * vac: In the criairkel 1*W--

that no 'defendant can be 'convicted of any Orin* on. the •unCoi"r0b-:7 

-*rated testittony 	an seconplice. 

- 4udge_Alesender wilt alga - ilistruct you, howestert  

-that to; 	corroboration, only sli4ht evidence is 

nectiSiery only alifiht *laden-co is necessary. - 	is not 

rteceeSery _to .corroborate each fipet to which the accoriplige 

to*tififict!. 	_ 

- Via. accolepiite. rule is really no issue _in this 

cases  ebsolutely no issue whatsoever for the sitTle *eels 

that, *WO _thotilh. Xiiitdatis gm accorplice, unquestionably her-

.testixony haft been .corrohOrated —let fact, by Mr. Watson, - 

)4113011* -- -  re -ha* ittly4ttetd all,Astistett )z1-111401., Be3.4.eve leer * 

tharit Atli* as _question*  *e t, Sitiethtr 	rt*sOlee-  was Art 

..accontriliOei  -the defense attorneys would haVe -arqued this issue 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 • 	27 

28 
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4. 

 5 

6 

7 

 

to you" but, as you recant  tbey Ilkyrer own argued it tee you, 
• 

theylneyer a/mead that bar t.7titty vas not-Corroboratst4 

because it I* obvious tbst-tt Itati teen corrotortitaa, not inat 

by qatsonrs teatitrtonv bit by,  tb* Itto,Tomriaff of tson being 

toUnd on the- outeide._pr the front,  door of WI Tate resident:ex 

anal. aloof  Dianne Zak*k-o-  tettitionthat--11rw :Watson confessed 

-to her, 

  

   

. - 	- 

  

10 

-11 

13 

14 

16 

19- 

_ '20- 

21 

22 

24 _ 

2,5 

 

nth tesreot to MX,47141-A-latnAleritt- instructing you . 
04. yea can .atittrot ihe-tottimtelr-Of ttActoPtiget 

vtad: the entire-nstruCtiOni 

I'llie_testirlelmot n aocorr200. ought to- bo 

  

 

Viewed-  wtth 	trt; 

   

 

ttow-4=thatii a very tuttortunate Ord rife* there-, 

?Us is not Tud Alexaud(44:S jrrt•Sonsl instruction; thee *r* 

prerareet- instruotioni =41 no one w 	ever accuse the' 141.01 

Profeitgion or 4itri4P-of ins,trpOtion, Dy 'the word *distrust,* 

obviously, which, ati I saI,e n .tq'l.rrablit 	it is ae. very 

unfortunate 'erg 	tbe,  law does not -*rev! *tastlelievewg  

 

  

  

 

If the vord -*Aistru.st!ineallt-  *disbelieve,* •tbat 

Vould *Lean that z'nxitte Alexander 'could be teUtn you-to 41”- 
, 

believe Linda- Zitsabian*s testirony, 1-4/Q!,7h voted. be ridiculous, 

there -is no sense in patti-ufs her on 'the-  toit you Conduit 

believe her testimony-. *Tile vow wdi-strust* usedn Oa* con-

text means that you should view tber-t estitiony of AMP lialtaPiiSe 

Vith raitti1014: This is a :standard instruttion, 
- 26- 

28 

 

now, let's r oh at 

.1,The telttatem,  of an acconcilioe .ought to 'ttta' 

74+oced. iti.th distrust-, This does not soot that yOu 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5.  

6 

7 

MaY arbitrarily disregard such: testimony- but you 

. should give to it the weight to. which you, find 

it to be entitled, after exemining it with care 

end caution and in the light o all the evidence 

in the case.* 

*Owl. as you can seer  this instruction is 1%0 

to :ii yeti to ,dieregard Untie 1Kasabi-anifo testimony* To the 

contrary, the instruction specifically difitipprovet of *nv - 
 

such inference. 

The instruction say* thatt. 	
-1 

Atter examining the testiroax-of 

- acoOflplice Ind if her testirestx ha*.htten cOrroboraterl?  

you, aka give her teatimony A-ll-the weight yott 

tat fret rOu hal* tcy-  deterAine Ithetiter her testi... 

any vas corroborated. - 

AS I *aid, there i* x ,weation in this case that 

and* Xesabianis testimony was corrilbOratedf  not Etat b TOX 

atson's' **xi testimony, but by the- fingerprints and a con.-

siderahle mount- of Other evidence; and since her tostivony 

bait been .00rroborated*  under the lavi, you• can give- her taati  

tiony ail the **Wit that yon• went. 

ftbriON. ArT2014 that laaybia antu, stott her story 

trota Igadie.-.7 Susan At) ant 	and -embellished it. Ve also 

omit*.  that-  -Linde lust parroted What Sadie said. Stated more 

directly* IA *MO-. he argued that ybe Linda Icesabian reed 

Susan Atitins4  tastimon  y-  at the Grand 3ury and Linde* testi.-

MOny here At. the trial was based on vhat she read., not hoed 

on. her writ -Obeerliationsf 

8 

9 

10 

12 

1.3: 

14 

15 

1'6 

17 

18.  

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 - 
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1 

3 

4 

5- 

6 

7 

8 

9 

.10 

11 

12 

13-- 

14 

15 

17 

18 

19 

Itshrick haw no evidence.- of east  but 'ha says*  

*Xsba.* Malta X "Ay maybe schatabe. Sot onliantt there 

any evidenCet ladies and: tientlaren, that tint* ***Shim 

parroted Susan Athinst testimony, but if to:. uric) entertained 

that. voseihttity* then When 'Linda mss *a -this vitae** stands  

why ,didet cross-examine tor it.# to this point but ha: 

4141 not do to.. • 

Turtherrioret. b.oit would laimda have access tO the 

OrAnd any transcript? Ish* would t. 

Tn -affecty Mr. :brick is sayins that Itiroda sone-

how -must hokAte gotten bold o the transcript and as testified 

tO het acegory o What. Susan Atkin* said at opposed to testify-

leo as to bier own ,obserwatitns. Sow. why would X,inda have to 

read Zind*.***thiaes testimony? Linda was tharet  1441e. and 

ventlefteni Ow was there. Win •BuhricVs own caanti, lex 

Ifettono admits. Una* wal there,. Since she vat Voir*, itkr vott14 

the hava to tread Susan Atkins.,  tostimny? She cOnla tast*fy_ 

to liar 4041n.  olwarvations. 

X Wight .add that TAntieS testimony and • Susan 

20 

21 

Atkins.,  to ti 	axe not identical" they are eubstantiallY 

COASiiiterit with each others  according to the to ti 	of 

-e rat- psychiatrist*, but they ate not identical; so gr. 

Ouhrick4s mention that roimaik parroted ;Susan Atkin** testi-

"tiny is *a abare4. al40  naked assertion and speculation 

that it nOt. pre4icated on_ olittk 'greet of evidan0e that COO frost 

the Witness etand-- Oar in Alt 4113ference to -14r. ButlriCkt  

X do not .thinh it is bated, on lOtrio. Sho was present-1-'1w 

-would have .4:10 reason to read ameone else,* testizseSrt she 

22 

- 23 

24 

25 

26 

• 
27' 

28 

000009



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

8 

9 

could testify-  to hest mom observation, on thee* two nights of 

_sardekri. 

Ifovr1 s ytin *now, Zit* teStified that Tex drove 

the car to the Vete Iteaideice# n mete, he cove the flirt 

pertain' instratttione; at. the scene he.- was in charois of. the-

girlst after the Tklurderit  he told Zinda to wipe the finoler-

-prin- te, of the knives- and several other thing$* Tee- denies. 

all Of these thing*4 

Now- 0  the rinestiort les  _whOzt should yon. telie704 

13 

14 

15 

.16 	- 

17 

18 

19, 

20 - 

211 

22 

23 

24 

25 • 

'Linda Xasabian or therles Tex 'gateau? 

ladies Aza lentlereng if the otlitit erifilence 

- this 040.80 vas ittoontristent with ix deXasabienlirtelttimonY# 

this voula -one thing* )nit the other evidence *xi this ease 

is 103, Tercet* i;olisistent 344 compatible with-  rode itest(biants--

teatOrion,, 

NOV" the thing, X *14 about to enortstratte.provii beyOnd 

all doubt that Litzda ItaSahian told a Complete- truth on 	t 

witnies stout* 

i-Ot* 	MAO)* Xassbioins's testimony vith 

-respect to -who happened -at the *aen of the Tate wordier* and -. 

then let** .ice and II-Ge whether indetiewient evident:et. tdtally 

independent -'o>f tindeon testimonyt  let's-  see whether that 

emildence -confirm 	si -corrobOratet tirtatttro testimony. if it. 

does — fi t idoes--0 this proven that tint a tole the coaplete-

truth on that witness 4U/44. And if 'she los toiling the cola- 

Sete truth, -then everythinl.  she 'said that Tex %%tam did 
27 	and_ said*  Vex Wats 4i 46 and sty* 
28 	 Unda testified- that Tex t  Sadie, Itetie erg She 

000010



• 

• 

S 

arrived at the Vita resident,* around mideniqht and her testi. 

any Was: that 	aturders 0Ocarred abortly thereafter-. fit; a  

U.* - at the independence OvidemOet forget about LizAa- for 

the:sorgwent. and see it 	evidence cOrvkozateo Linda-to 

testivion4‘,  

itnar 	tson tentified that Stevan Parent 

,bias around 11345 pA0/3.,* on 'August the 4Ith and liet•  

around 1204, .a half hour later, on taTjnat .9„ 22091 obviously', 

Parent, vas ainrilered as he was 	the Tate premises. 

Garretson also testified that wheiti parent was bee 	the 

guest, house, be,. Parent, called a. frienr1 of his. - 

now, there was a stipulation that 41erol4 triedrtan 

testified that at litSS 	3LugKist the lithe 1969„ he 

recetvIttd telephone -mai fro Steven Parent and Parent said 

:had140 Was alone- with * friend awl there ware some 	trolly-- 

v*0V potpie-  the 'premise* where be was at. Sow, it is.  clear 

tit- IftPAit,wi asarrEetson dad s called frisini1, the friend 

whom Variant- called was Jerry lfrieds.91n. 

'Tija Trelaai testified that be heard the se reans 

tif 4sten Oitssing frotl. the directiOn of the. Tat* residence 

ArOtinil 12140' 	.2ktigtallt. the $t134 'WO of contse, Dtletolf Weber 

plseist* the- in 	in front of his hone at lt•O4 *At" *0 this 

is consistent with Linda Kitsebtaieir i Wit in  

independent eVidianOes- new. 

tinda teettfied -that tex' etiOt the lean in the oar, 

who- we halt* learned to be Stevan Parent, foam timistq Dr. 

SoipOtti testified that althotmh Steven 'Parent had five gutehot 

wounde, two Of those voted*, 	; and 4, -wore cawed by one 

1 

2 

4 

6 

7 

8 

- 10 

Z1 . 

13 _ 

14 

15 

16 

- 

18- '  

19 

20 

27 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26- 

27 

- 	28 
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• 

2 

3 

4 	• 

5- 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 

15 

14 

15 

16 

. 17 

18 

19 

20 

21 . 

22 

24 

25 • 

26 

27 

And tluite. Oleo 	 that the bullet that entered. Steven 

Parent** leXt forearm passed throulh and throuqhtis left 

fOreer41 And reentered tax body in the region of the chest; 

there fOrep-  alVtough there were five qunshot wound/pp 'Steven 

eattordinq to Mr. Iloochip• It e4 doll shot ftur Om* 

ititleten4eAt evidence -consistent with 1.100 reitehients 

- testisionylk- _ 

Linde testified that Steven ?Arent Wa0 shot very 

shortly after he Toro  ItAtpt- and SOLI* ollabed _around the 

iZOnt 9attla ot the -Vate;•residincep raven:VA car approached the 

front gat. and Tex letatsOA54_testnony WAX egromutiltillr the 

same thino however, Ziinda goes -On and sap. that. after 'Tex 

shot .Nr. 'Parent, he tamed thki ionition off on the. car and 

pushed the oar*  She 	* -itughtee the oar in.t1to direction 

_Of the-  Aimee-. 	, 	- 

.141013,:lehiort Vie- police arrived 

i#t they foUndifarenes car ciortaixtly not neer the front 

gates  140 in the direction. of the housel O OntauestionsalY 

had been-  pushed-  frcettha vioAnity of the front elate to where 

they foUnd it -911‘ Saturday storning.; 'so aOrtoOne peg es that Oar., 

Vex Watson-denies that the -car Was pushed. Linde *aye that 

it wee -puiheti.- the physical-evidence corroborates Undies-

testioxIny*  

• .Officer 'Deno** *iso teatified that *ben he arrived-

on thvy pre nities on the r.orizinl of Xuoust the 1304_ the 1,gnition 

to ParitnV/s =car had been turned off thet-ts the morning of  
Aulust the 9h-p.-  rather. 

28 
	

Linda also testified that after Parent vas shot en 

• 

000012



5401 

4_ 

• 7 

8 

9- 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

:17 

i 

20 

2. 

22 

23 

25'_ 

26 

27 
28 _ 

ob. vo,s,  *lop* -Own by Parent's_ Oarft. athile Tex, Sadie end 

itStie viero inSide the -Tate yea/den-0e*  - Shia glanced inside the 

.ear. She slatoed inside the oar and she noticed that the aenr 

who is ateven Parent* Iti*lutad 'was slumped to the right. 

iorOts-yeo_plets 42. for illenti-fication. 	MAIL,* that 

Steven Nrent'.* head Lee  in feetl, sluraVed to the right.. Avant 

independent 4Widente votstiatent with WO  's** testi**y. 

!inc* testified that there 4aat, a ler** outside 

light on *-lasiIding in the driveway' Of the Tate premises., Novi. 

that buildinq was idvaifieitt as the -geragel and she identified 

the light -on the gereg* iPeople4-e ' for identifioation., this 

light right _tiers. This is the garage* and *be testified that. 

this .light Was inn, Sere* the larage right here. 

soit zinds-, observed a large outside light on ,on 
when 

this gt.kracge* Winifred Chaptan testified that/she strived o 

the vremisea. on -14usault 	9969f, that :tight vas*  in feete on, 

she _had -to turn, it -off -- again* independent _siVidenee Cork 

sistent with 14ixolata testimortY., 

_ Zinda testified that Tex-  <tut the screen en. of 

the window* to the - right of the front door of the Teta residen 

.04 she skid he tut it thia wayx  which is,  torisontally. She 

1,4Amtified this photograph*. -Peoples. 	es -being the window 

and screen where Tex was atteniptingt of Oourse.,*. to enter -the. 

-Tate residence* - It 	.ak horlizontaa. slit on. the scree 

-officer hire int testified that 8.111.en he arrived, 

at the Scene on the laorsititg of ?Linnet -the 9th*  the screen on 

thot Witt4ow:to the right -o the Tate vuoidence 10.11$ on the .grOundt 

end there iota. horisotItal._ slit, on the iscreen; imd tihieenttunt 

000013



2 3 

4 

5 

- 13' 

167 

17 -- 

18 

19  

20 

22 • 

25 

24 

25 

26 

5-402 - 

centifie4i, -the sere wintiots Linda 4i1 in People's Z 	Arpin, 

inaepentlent ettillence. 

Minas titetifiecl that rryko.vski first cape oft the 

front door Of the Tato residence or# vhen she first see 

Win, come out the front eloor*. he stood hir a post somentarily 

and then hit fen on some hushes to his left. This photograph 

here*  'People's 94, depicts *OM 4/w aged bushes to the left o 

VI* front door of the Tate residenco. 

SO. re/am of the t* Angeles Police Department 

4y4t.  that th-is pbOtograph VI* taken under his directiort *nit 

the_ condition- it was in Oen ho arrive4 on the pre en 

the,  rfittztilalt and he sai4 it looked like the hushes 	that 

Someone hail 	onto the bushes*  leichiolt is ric;ht, tio the left- 

of - the *fit -dOor est one exits tbe residencet again, lip*necen  

ovidence vorroboratiel timdats testi 	_ 

, 	ands, testificul that. when she vas near the front 

Of :too resiclencei she, Obitervect there vas * ii *t on lien the 

_ front 400r-. This is- tiepicted 	reopless-  .113, for identifies.— 

ti n. 	x titta* Vibotograph here. Trott ll notice- there is 

light right to the tiojht of the front dotty' ee on. exits the 

rant *tor*tor 	lbOting *ti the residence, it is 'to the left -of 

the front door. 

Officer tahissinhunt. teStifieci that *awn he arriVed 

otirthe. previsee ts2.1 the ttorning 	&must:901f  this light -lite s1  

facet,_-oitt *gains in 	evidence- 'corroborating Uncles- 

27 

28 

. _ - lands testified_ that she sav Ve* stab Frykowski : 

tieveril times in tie hack 	4.17tItkOitttki. wait on his hands via 
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7 
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a 

- 

- 21 

22 

23. 

- 24 

25 ,  

:26-, 

27 • 

28 

knees on the front limn of' the Tate Teal:lenge. Or. tioguahl 

test-tacit that Vac-ft:ow-ski llad five stab wodnets 	M. by 1 

.*dint corroborating' evidence, 

tinda teatified tit Tex mid der that he had 

htiOken tho grip on the revolver when he*  loot**  hat the. Yaw 

at:4r the bead# unquote. " 

eolAreef  we *nor that 'Volt oiech rrykoviki vas 

strut* violentay over the top- o hie- heed with a herd ohjeCti, 

undoubtenr People's O. the revolver; initzve  -Um* that the - 

right-hand mart Of that revolver- 	lira *. off at the seenet 

11-Ininf 1440P0134ent 

Linda testified. that at-areized-the tip .she • 

observed -If** stab rrykowskif  fihe--observed PAtritua_ivenwittkel • 

further down Oe- Iwo chasing after a girl:-1vith 	upraistul- 

knife; -WA she said the 	 pisSing -a Ito `a 

Veep:tails 11.14 X believe —4,  she se-14 thaV -thilcgirl tied a white 

gown. on and she had black hair. _ 110/1 ,get the photograph of 

Abigail. rage  r Shortly. 

RereAs the photo pi 	01.411 rttiser -ori the,  

front lawn *f .the 'Tate residence-I and yon-''] *Ott* Chet- Vie* 
. toiler i -wearing . 'White rjoton. an the fleas have black bait; 

.attain*  teatitAont corroborating. in *'a-toottimoity 

--eaclenot,  O.Orroborating 14ndat-s testitony. 

testified that :at the,  time she identified 

is photoigraph daring the first trial iihe testified: during-

this trial that at the tip she i,dentified this rhotogtraPh 

wring- the previous 	eke had not yet seen.,  phinogFraph 

- of Abigail rolger Or any ,of the -other victims at the scene at 
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,the warder. 

Z showed Linda an aerie/ photeolraph -of t* tate 

resitience4 Dtkoples 7 for identification; Artd. lands cOnfitocid 

Linde isonflid .where she r-lactql X elarks on this photograph 

:the first trial,. the placed t marks where she sent 

gated% leteh PrItkOwski and where she- saw Patricia Itre nwit**1 

chasing :After Abigail Pager. Now?  Where, she placettt theme X,  

garks is consistent wits where the "bodies VIM* fOVINS th* 

5404 

I 

• -2 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 - 

'9 

10- 

El 

13 

• 

. • 	- 

. 15 

16- 

17- 

18 

_19 

21/ 

2.1. 

22 

25 

- 24 

25 

26 

- 27 

28 

vorningit a slericted on Peoples * for identification. 

- this is rtykowskit this is where Prykowskils 

body was feting,. this is where ilist_toiler-le body was found. 

'the loOstio'n o the hodiete on. 'People* -it is cmtiatent with. 

viler* Linda riugabilin said she,  sew these actions taking Oleos. 

Row* with 'respeOt to where Unda tettified the 

saw Patricia Xtenwinkel -chase Abigail Pager. note,  that as 

Poiger vas Sn the vicinity of-  the back -of Ow 'howls neer the 

'pool Ares. his is consistent with 'Andes testinenys 

I think what probably happened-1, X think this is 

the ttolit reatonable inferenOel mist POlger- ran out this _back _ 

do-Or this master-  bedroom" the one leading to the poet And 

Patricia Icrenwinkel in .chatinq 	a31 -rolgor out the back 

tom,, nridOubtedly plated her fingerprints on the inSide 

that be door. As you .recall, there were 17 'points of identitr 

connecting the fin print tterpler idth the latent. fingerprint 

fob at the Scene. Uncoolitionab).y‘ these *were her stit** 

Alto" 'Officer Otanado hes now an agent. 

apparently' with the 'BX 	testified that type it. blood*  

which was Aksilail 10̀ o1goes b1004 type,- WAS faunii On the rag 
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1 

• 2 

3.  

4 

5 

6. 

7 

8 

.
9  

10 

11 

13: 

14 . 

15 

16 

17 

18 - 

19- 

2.0 

21 

22 

23. 

On the rug' at the.  tiottott o this beck door, the ono loidtati; to  

'pet _s blood ware tound •, the doer, itself*  the back. 

-door, Ana it. /Me also found on the -pathway -outside the back 

doorq sof  what happened)* IniquestiOne.t14y 	certainly:. most 

reasonable in 	040.1 Pager ran out that back door 

leading to the -mei t /tranvia-eV chased after 'her-  and finally 

044uolht to with her where bar body vas finally found by the 

Wilier* the follosting morninck. 

YoXt--also recall that wintered Marren and Officer 

DeMOaa testifieCthat when they arrived on the protases in the 

early' noruin q boars Of August the 9t hr  they noticed that that 

bac 1c tlocr_g the_ One, le adin7 to the -pool, vas open! X't sure 

that 	 -didet Come bat* and close the door after she 
• . 	- 	_ 

was vhesin.g_rOlciett! 

-1.ittre41 lust. one little mint that tight disturb 
_ 	. 

bit 
.

3: *Wit t think it should distwrh you at 

but I'll devote a little time to it. 

'fficer •Oranado testified. that Sharch -tateis and 

sebring!a blood were found outside in fro .t of the _Vete 

tesidence!  As Wekr" AOW, their bodies*  SharOnsa body and Jars 

bbtlryo  were found inside the trate resietence,. 

is that inconsistent_ with Violets testimony? 

OU, have to realise that Zinda did not teStifyi  ladies 444 - 

• ientlermenv that, she was in front of, that tate residence 

throughout these entire murders!: the -was down by Steven 

ilarentls cart she heard soft loud sorears emanating fro* inside 

the Tate, residence and she ran:- up, to the residence. 

VOwo. Sharzo. And lay vtay ham run toteidet the front 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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414.0r onto the front I*00 o  the rate re*idarKra while Ltlid4 WAS 

--4010* by Oa car *r; 	Y01,3' tA(1.4.4z- 	LUZ* saw Ter atab 

rt'Acsnittt ahe. re* &rim te the better 01 Ito -hilt to Jobnny 

rtti  *aro: 

Shaven and 0_ay pay hove- run oatsidie after 7,,inda 

reit *Lek to tt *are WI: X dont think that. happenedt-  and ithe 

tensonX -doet think that happened, it that not, even .Tex.  Vat8044 

In iax testimony*,  Indicated that, r .eNten. remotely SUI-Artsted4 

At She r04 elei,ley ran ontine of that tiOneet*.  1 So.", there:4# 

3 

4, - 

,55

"6. 

eivigle4te that they ran ontoilde tom- how*. 

viut only _reasonable exPlz***titut 'can Oil* of is 

that 3ey_.4.n4 the-rent, or -0oUntst bua veryprotrust4z. X lett 

-th..cint*e. a 40004 accOrdiAg fl4)ri,_ No4unhit 	-4ey tebring, 

wae eaanlviinationt.vhi=eh, is a liteatcat, tet4 Utetallifl*/*41.41 

tfleadbinq to• 4with,w -There vas,  a Virtual. :ice -01:140;# 

at residen0e. 

r011ehl,y lie-monad ia,,e --rtaikowskit be&re'bie 

- ran-  .outsitie4 or 14;Me. SaAtie -or riatte.„ before they Vat t$ 4e 

prOltkatoly stepped on 8heron,--Ort -Mira blood eta -e*aried the 

4otid outet,da wits ttlett Mk their' feet or-shoes,. 

tetified. -Oat, wheg Te24- zuli* 4v03 Xoktie ,  

returned tt* the 1*r et. tbe bott014 of-  the hill". Tex s0 t,  

140 $44$.4* for losing her k..ttifat in#41a the . esidence, 	i _ 

14* Veopleis 394 	buok knife thatrointla took 4th hat to 

	

itoinah, 	azdx 	nor  wbon ohe join-ea the foroilikl - 	. 

	

-area-  to 	PeOplee .3110,  the bucl", 	to f, Vas* iOat, 

tonna on 	* chfar 4,nsidia the, 4tvilt04-,rooms of the Vete 

residencer agaittr vorroborating Wide* testiteonie. 

IQ 

12 

13 

_ -14 

15 

1.6 

17 

18. 

,19 

20,  

21 _ 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 - 

27 . 
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54.07 

 

5 

 

Linde testified that as ''*x -Sadie-. Nati* land oh* 

pia- driVilto. etway.  from the 'Ptate rettidende. quote. Sadie 

thatt-bet hand butt. sonetbin% about that when she vae stahhiAq 

thatf-  yaw tilt* th4t1  10).4 OVA* across.. ,hones Ani _St was hard and 

lt:hOrt, the Vett of her hand -fr- pc0t. little. Sweetheart. 

. "Otis. she _hurt her hand** 

Dr* ticsrachi testified that thok. atAtop,ole* disic1osed 

that the Xnive* .411.ed Ulf- murder the Tate lictinur 414 penetrate 

the -hones of .4011, the victies with. the, evcoption, _Of course. 

Aetten- Parent. 'who. wee. shOt to. death 	*gain. this is 

eV-Mende: iie.hich is totally consistent with ti 4'e teat3lsOrty4, 

- tindt estimated the dittensionel)f the. ttlades On 

-two but. le the for knives in the car — he  third knife was- 

 

6 

 

 

   

 

10 

 

 

13 

. 

 

Pigtopies 30-r the buck knite 	and her activated -410sinsions 

wei:e -verze 01oita to the disstenSions On the bla4es o the rurder 

1n3ves an eStfunated by,  fl, lioguehi• 

, ow. these thiniys. that, rive lust ntentioned*  ladies 

  

 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

-24 

25,  

- 26 

27 - 

28 - 

  

  

gentiespon. pro beyond 41 do** not inst beyond a 

reasonable doubt — beyond *11 doul*t that I.,intfa rAtigatAkan VAX 

an extrema-1r truthful witnesel. who. waita ltighly accurate wit- 

wlet end it lust vaSgit mith respect to. the oCcurrendea. et 

tlet. 'rate rokit'idence tit Zinda Itesabian**testistony was cOrroli-

. orited4 3l o her testilseny was -Corroborated txy independent 

evidence* 

r t instance. Ivinalk testified- to 10 ors  IS thintre 

tot4c plane in front, Ot atrial Veber's residence durinse 

the hos int inciOsteti and -Olen Weber took that .witniotts standw 

ills test/mow vas verx-0 -vex"-  substantiany consistent, with _ 
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-2' 

5 

• 6 

7 

 

Zitifrgelt OAttiMEMST* 

rtit trethfulness eves extended to the TA Bianca 

-nurdernf€ 'Mat cOnld rosSibly Trove.). ladies and untie, that 

Zitida Ilssabian wits telling t4e truth or with reSpect to the-

a Zianes cedars than the fact that out Of the 

thousands of gasoline Stations n Ins Anqtatts •Connty0  Roar 

to Siancactx wallet las found in, the cAlte qasolino statiOn Jima 

thief- sat* -precise placeAt that gas --statiOn that Una* 

testified -she left its.  to 1.ti, o top- of the overtiow valve? 

 

10: 

1.1 

1 

14 

15_ 

16 

17 

- 18 _ 

 

rtow, . all-these,thi!ms, /Mies and gent 	r,- prOve 

that' Zinda MIAs:hien told-the Ote4ete troth -on that witness 
'• 

*6141 lina she  tO the„-Aruth: abut these thinqs and we 

at think* 	knor_she 	the truth*, because her teetiraosy 

was corrOhorat(td 	we-  know :OA tad tbe truth tbont, an o 

  

 

those thingst  this• tionidn't rossibly he better **cadence for the 

proposition that she toldOe complete truth about averithinft* 

Uoluding what Vex Watson did and said on these two ni*:thts of 

 

- 19 

20 

. 21- 

22  

23 

24 

-26_ 

27 

- 28 

 

Vien tinda testified*  for instance, that . Tex told 

the girl* t+ . hide in the bushes, then later on he told -her to 

o -tO the-  rear of the -house tO check to- see if there wsre any 

open -*r.indovs. or doors, an later he told ber to wipe the 

fingerprints of the knives,. there is no. resSon. under the ploctin 

to -disbelieve her teatirlonly. 

Text  for inittance-, didn't tell her 	just for 

Instance 	If he didn't tall her to. wipe -tle fingerpritikts-off_ 

those len/Newt why would She -say ho ,41.47 what possible the 

would she have to -gain by it? . y wouxet. she say he did those 
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7 

8-

'9 

IO 

.2 

3 

4 

5 = 

if heo  in lacti did, not 43o- thee? 

- 	NCOV-P 	Zihriot -firired that ,Itiinda was the only 

One in, the 4rOup that bad silriver's licenIso and tie *ita 

fro* that that Linda drove -the cart. forqetting that hie oW 

Client* tha:tslos Tex Watson. Allio had a- valid driVerls license. . 

Vas is fro* 058 to 19701 it is a. valid driver s- licenae, 

?here vas no reason why' tee): co -adult have driven the- cars  also, 

If Linda had driven to the fiats residence ladies 

and 4ent3:ezeen_. not Ve* 	now .14inda says that:Tex dro*s.; -Tex 

says that Urals drove 'if Linda- brad driVen to tbe. Tate 

12 

13 

4 

16 

1.7 

18' 

19.  . 

20, 

- 

22 

23 _ 

24  

25: 

26 

27 

- 28 

residanoe4. 	*road She have said that -Tex Ilial Whet reason - 

nld shs have bed to .conocaI this? she never ootteessled the = -

tact tit 10*. 4rove- to Oar on the night of the -Tat* sturderst_ 

044,d atte. drove from the lagitolirte *Utica tosOk to Spolut 

lunch arta the  night- Of the 341Kanon rutters#,  she said the 

1.41 mat of the driviins$ /to Unda Ataiinit conceaiinl the fact 

that she drove the Oar, - 

'Shet in. fact, bad driven** oar, this  wouldn't 

have,  boon, a• big 	She -woutt :have *aid so. She *Oa telt 

drove the car -because tem. didp is fact, '40 Sao 

IOU )rnow,. $gtwittilklIT and uniknowinglYs 'Tex vitiagoar •  
litvseatt. ',tulles.  and gerttlevieet 'testitieta to the truthfulness 

.of Tainda Xesabianfs teottilneny atd X oey .thetbacause., by and 

largo 	and larger  Wittorifieet itide 041.4 happened at the 

Tato residence. Tex watscag vhen 	too' 4 t./3.0 Witness *Una* 

11.0 CipArirriigt. The only areas -where he conveniently departed 

fr.oz- her testirtOny vas where-  she testified that he gm and 

said certain thine*, ror instance, sande.: -ice ,the 
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tiposarpruts Ott the kr,Rivaa_hatOte you. Oro*.  the* out of the 

btkt apart from that* *petit 0034: :whet* 4010 Watt •PittOol 

the tat ott him tot OpeafiC thintif  tOrrOorated hat testi,- 

- X milt* add*  ladies and- gentlemen*  by' stay of 

-toot:note-that them was no-erehtende that sow frOrt that vit 

Ai** eiptad that -Unda em is heet. Anything at 	esstaat 

tliatles- l'e* natal*. VG tte contrary, M'Aleta. testtfted that atm 

	

t-  4004 -flue V. 	Tex and nOlitg itgi4_4cey totuzente with.,  MAI.  

• :$TxtVfir. rook* i ra n tatoloodoo xmmit -of tiodelt* testi .o.  

Oloity-duriflo the provim tr 	.Oater.tO the zOnottleim that 

Tito taint 	elti-nitt 'Tex*  'hut she -see4 to 

• -have. 110** gpticer4 for WA. 

4, • 
	 410,4_ 	-04.0v:of the fitoi; that144-040,- 401,Par*-atlY 
I- ikad Vex*  thee*. just a tizrthat reattort why stow voulil 'have no 

-1*0-1-04 vilets0ever tp- say he- 4i4 titekee thiug* iIt* 	not 40 

thy 

:What about tex_tistsonio t_astissuty, As opposed to 

Uncles. testimony? Wen* 	iluttrick wad 'that Vex seine 

tot 	1i t truth. 01. the- vittieti-  Itten4 he Said he told the 

viticae- ttinakte *Oa*. Te.:44  ladies ',anti ionatzen, Alt opposed.  tO 

-gaisablao* bad ever reaSou lo 001,1004 to-tate liberties 

4-th the truth and It* .or,  that ease 'Ots..nd«. 	tla 

dor hie 41e.) 'We flIht.tutt for 'htft lifat het-4* pitting,  posaib:, 

Oath penal-tips- _ ovary reason in the vorld to lie. 

'rho ioerelible Dr. 'Prank,i-  Tex has the :character' 

seven people but he ifale$1: *r do/1st Vii* b =Vol O. 

; otaractittir to Aiik.s -Via talked about, that In .4epth, yeater4ar. 

3 

- -6. 

7 - 

14 

27 

" 28 
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7 

9 

It was *Or 'Obvious," ladies- AOrel -110tIemortt. that, Tex /int.**. was 

-en that witnee* stead that a blind. ataw *Old se* through 

. 	a blind- tlan cottIdt. it •was so .ebvieva4 It Vs* obvious 

whet hitt objective was ea that 'witness $tand-,t to convince 

yott fats that On the night of these murders his rana had 

taXon Z.V.a o hie body*  that he had no /mind at all That was . 

biz oblectivea-  The only thin).t -that 'he tatould adttit doing wits 

having,  .4 katfa,  and a Inn in his, hand and, eftgAtbillir "tat* or 
-e.. , 	- 

itit6.00 wit* the 'knife and Sheoting- blobaroir-10:40ots with 

gan4, Anyting% that, regtaired the steno/t, 'motel acclivity that 

- 11. would show he was thintittqo  he just oateiotiOatly cleated. 

12 
	

Nit  lock at what be 4onied„7-: 	wig to -qo 

-13 . down tb* ett  
1- 	- 

4ented dAVing to- the Tate residence novg  

15 : . even d#vinfi, of_ goatee4  require# iicert44 eleount of thinkino....' 
1:6 If he drove to the Tete vesidencef  -he !mad have had to hiam 

thoul'ht on bow tO let to the Tate remidertoe !roe Spahn Zanotti. 
18 	 He denied tolling' Linda to wrap the knives and the 
19 -revolver up- and throt them got the window if they were stopped 

by the police* 

- • 	 . tte 4t.ni 	I n Zsdie and X'sti* an4 Linda that 

22 he bad been to the Vete resideneep limey the layout and 

instructed them to dO whatever he told them to dm. 

24 

	

	
re denied that It yam 111:0 idea to out the telephone 

-25: *drool, he said galleon told tan to do that at Spahn n411.17411 4114 

at the scene the 0.441 told b to do that. 

27 	 . Re ,denied tea it waS bi$ idea to shoot the drives:- 
-21a of the earl be said one of the ;Aria tad hitt to do that* 	• 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6- 

7 

5_ 

9 

10 

it 

12 

13.  

14 

15 

-Ye Ale nies 1.ettts1 angry at .$40ie- for Using her 

• Anive inside the residence. 

Re -Onto* itettin", angry -with, riinde for- pia g. 

- ba,cX down to the oar. 
'Re 4enies_ that _it vas hit ides to wash:the -14004: 

their bodies. 

Re -denies Dushittol the Parent ear. 

Ve denies telling.  loinda. to co the rear of this 

house to Checin fOr open doors or winefotm 

glenios outtincj .thei screen,  It>n, the front ibitindow* 

461lies- tY;troS taut rc$1* -atound Sharon and ;Mils 

their Oat and. they w lust toklkinl.' 

denies- teilinq 9.(r. TTeber that the car wasn'tt 

runninel away from Yr. -trellierl 'he 'ea yS he 
16-  

Walked sway. 
17 

IS- 

19 

20 

21 

22 

- 23 

. 24 

,25 

26, 

27 

28.  

the olothing• out of the car. 

Mans On ,What bat-Opened 	but be 14.151.10et up, of coureer  

when: be told Pre.* rtort_ th*t When they got beet from their 

riissiott isurder# Ile _reported to gharlos YAndont  and it is so 

very oltVious that Xea son sent these people out to coridt . retss 

wart watt they did murder nye peoplo:t  which. is mass murder. 

off the knives. 

denteks telling Linda to throw the knives, sad 

Re -4eniea telling Sadie end :ratio to wash the rest 

of the blood of their odies at the gasoline,  station. 

temn 

 

they got 'back to •5pahn Ttenchf  he defies 

Mk denies =telling Zinda to wire eutt fingerprints 
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_Obviously* when they _returned from theftvaissi-on 

- oder f, le *me going to 'he -waiting for them to- find -out whet' 

happened,* - 	denied it on the- tvituess standi but he elippea 

mid- told Dr.,  ?art that he did teport to- Itansons 

'The second night he denies teitinq Ranson that 

they needed 1!)etter weapons' thin they had the ni beftirel 

Ala lo 	*tut so co:x. 

,After the -murders -- after the lb:orders' 	ho diutties 

.tertivtg Barbara Hoyt not,  to say anything to anyOnst about 

,G,riffith, Park. 

e' denies to 	Barbera Iloyt -that they hail bean 

tO a love-in 	1.?iffith Park. 

00- denies toilful,  Dianne 'Lake that he hid stabbed 

Shams tato to -death and that Sharon 171A4 for her Ufa. 

'Re denies tolling _mune,  Ulm that it was_ fun to 

kill, them!" people. 

ile denies making Menne take promiet -  not to tell 

IMM, what he bed 'told how. 

*e denies- haying 4t newspaper -every day up in 

Olancha, 

e denies run' rang Into the 	when Zeputy -Cox, 

lOprtiached. _a says he walked'. 

$1* denies getting angry with Dianne late for toll-,  

ilfw Deputy -00a. that his nano wet Toot* 

ito -denies telling Derbera iloyt*  'Kitty linteeingori 

luitlx. Tic orehogao 	 narted Simi Valley Storey bow 

stn soneOne to death. 	- 

Anything that showed that he -Wee thinking, that be 

13 

14 

15 

-16 

- 18: 	• 

•_ 20 

- 21 • 

22 

25 

-77 

2-8 
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6 
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8 

9 
.10 

L2 

13 

- 14 

15 • 

t6 

17 

18 

19 - 

-.20 

21 

23 

24 

- 	25 

. _ 
, 	2,7 

- 28 

had * ittind #  he denied* 

Ms *wen denied telling ;And* Xas*loise to steal 

that money when she first calm to Sperm tench. 

ows- Ter Watson** testioony wasn't tan-17 # Iron et 

with Zi/Ida lesablen-ts testimony*  ladies and sentleinens it Waft 

oronfliot with the testi/loony of Dianne Wm*  Icirbara lknet*  

/tudolf Weatr_ and. Deputy Cox*. 

t only woultintt _Lind* home- AMY reasaaa e tut* 

otion to lie-about -Test tiktso*;‘ but litutt possible reason- would-

Diettne.  Lek*, Nktbara. goyt*  Deputy etsx *la ragtat Nowt- ,hortv to  

IA* about harm * 'rex 

	

	Ifs-there 'sone type a *est 

dottspiratiy- against that m_.  that .then *11 /INA; together in the . 
• 

batik 

 

roadNotts _4.4iffvend iaid-ir  'tett* isto out a.-1.44 get Tee? 

ghat reasott-wonldAhekli people have to lie Odist 

14/0 1*bsolAtely net 're-aions. ttierilmuldritt 164stvo the slightest. 

reason to lie about rhisi:;,:tcntri-se hes every real ot in the world 

z, Vie. Vats till/Owl Or his life and people lie for =obi 

. 4stuci11 less -genion than that. tiomettres PeoPlit lie for 710  ,a *a 

-*t. ftU. - 

- 	"ot only did his testimony disagree with the other: 

• people X hat** 	yaentioneat. his: testimony vas in conflict_ 

-with- *vett_ Zuan.rlynnts tiestimOnyf Vett denied firing reoploe*. 

the .murder revolitterr  out At Ipahts Aanch Or *fly other tit e. 

Juan 	 his saw Watson .practice fire with that ret voiter 

, _ *tit at Spain tanch end Strbara Ifoyt -testified to the same 	. 

thinft!  

why would someone 	Dianne taltarsay th*t Vattion 

' mar her preatise not to tell anyone what he tad 	to 
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&diet 40 OW at conceivable relation 'would the have to do 

4701 vb.y vould Barbara nort have, any reason Under the stare to 

testify that Tex told bar and these three othe_r 	htut to 

stab 74, htrran -beinq to deatho  it he tisdniit 4o it7 Do you 

think Sarkara Hoyt said to torte/14 'Valli Vivo qot 'myself a 

an tT0aoa here on thvr State of California. X' think 2411 Rake 

up a story, X thin ) X*11 Oar that $Voinetint between Mears 

12tanch era arker Ranch?  tax told tot how to stab people to 

Of Course not. That's ridiculous. People like 

Linda Xasabian and the others havenO reason at all to lie f  

nothing to Tan by.  it, tax has quite a /,it to• lain by lyin_sr 

On that tfitness stand. trek. 	re iu diminished mental capacity, 

times his dafensto Rai. any act at 0111 vhick qoulf11 show be bed 

any capacity to think. he denied.-  _ 

As 'Paul 'Watkins so perceptively Observed, l-edialt 

and seetbzverif ' Tex fratson vtleays duth-, but he not,i hes. 

as-  dutaU -as a fole„ 

y% said. earlier*  these doctor* at Ataicadero 

day,ettr-day-basis*. thin: is their jobr, they observe'people 

1'40 -ate sit *X t'aentatly lid or claiminoi, sental illness, They 

'Can *nal a hony-  it Aile away as bolt co„; ni% dawn than is nk,  

Th:ey lookod At, this gar sOd eaidk *Vek*S- a fraud, 

Veta phony,_ -rata fete/tine,  mental illness,* ilbetts their 

- this testimony-by Or. l'xgrer couldn't possibly.  be _ 

0re.  inuntinatinty. -11.* concluded that *tome was 'otalingerit4; 

4(1; 	you find: eny other basis Or maw 

i 

2 - 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9. 
 

10 

15 

.16 

17 

18 

19 

- 20 

- 21  

-22 

23 

24 

25 

-26 

27 

28 
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3 - 

- 6 

7 

18 

2, 

8- 

there any other -hosts-  for yoUr tonClusibn that 

ttotoon vo* Inolinqering? 

al. 	Ye*. Muting' the time of the inter- 

Itiett he VOuld play the perfect fool" -4* to ApeaVt. 

Xeeping 	slouth op,en and by slurs 	his 

smith *Ad teally ratting-  n -ChOrlin earthy 

1,4tortimer Snoord, sOtlp is the -only way X could 

rat it* Xt. we* nit the open nth of the 

..'deteriorated ochisOphronizi in Other_ vtiord**-

iris the sisulatiOn of this. 

Tot* fob that opinion? 

11, Us,* 

Tiinten to thist 

*And so had thie..checkod out on the vord •-• 

_ ond hod -hits obsex-Ited closely -over a pr ololitx;ed 

priodo tine by his word techniciAnot otk Nord 

14 and. when-he was ohaerved he -would -close bin 

math and interoOt .nornally and COn'Veltitik norsolly 

with the other potiente• this as a repeated 

finding* 

l'Anilt these UtOhnicione vepOrted back to 

you? 

*Teo.* 

thirkk this one thins up at ititogicaderot  all by 

4;t43,11 	all by itself -4,  ahowitI4Otson known exadtly whot 

going on and hen cle-velrly otteopting to feign vontal, Ulnas*. 

ailly7 txe mut the only deionse- he has.. Bee 

ad*itted these killing**  so- he has to go-  the mute o -4134;401 

2Q,  

21 

-22 - 

- 
z - 
24 

25 

26 

2;T 

28 

000028



 

5417 

 

4 

5 _ 

6 

_ 7 = 

t 

ctspeotty. :a wottld. feign, mantel Illness Up et Atesenditof 

atm** you 'think he. woul4 	.00 Oiore sson .140. in this 

dourtrO0* ;Oaring, this triel to Ulm tbkt witness stand 474•0 

Olt 

 

you folk* end' in ef.fect*t 	u. that 11,4 	in t.  

,e-ll. *A tbs, nights o these turdeijs4444 'he was voupletely 

VANthati-07 

VOX no duireCt ieglies 404 Aptotioossl hes no dussiy. 

_iiiise00-11., the chief psychologist a .Atigoatletwo, 

 

coneluited '',Ehatt VlatiOn *As of !rustige pa 0Oire,_40,e  rageiz teei 	. 

9ancel Ore dIe Said voss 	 -Dr* rait :#0144-he 
II

'w4*--abov* .41terele. 	 ate ? sal& Ito 

'but Tex vents you to- thteg 	he_ has the 044- 

of el* -infant. that ifiess.-suftexinst 	.t es of tritellettttie/ 

Votts: 

15 - 

17 

18 

_ 19' 

~zo 

_21 

23 

25- 

26 

2,7 

28. 

you ,ew 'fez ihet witAgws• 	-lie was-clever, 

Ilvery:AleStiOn X asked hi*: he, ,feuituros4itt. !tor steitsured Arli*Fr. 

_Now*, -..aa pUt 	stmle before he oxsOmittedl tae ex 

kozell with a as.4 it- 3: *vet: had- 14* On tel :rope, he said* lit 

 

emit t. resterber*4 Its only iissouttleri4 what he wanted to relgadbet 

e zeire ta what ha 414010- Mainst,:in to14. btu show Oanson sent 

them out., fle xeStembers whet- he olaintk the gitior to34 hfia 

the *An* -Of the our/Net:Ss hut- -4toeittn't rear t. 	'the 

-r .tan 	He ,Cleitas 	vosel.ilatke41 out -.deriwit these 

PuIrttotat 44410944 	belf the, -fibte-4nd:,vas 	40P041 	att 
- - 

tomootiol, 
- Yeti he_ slippeda 	hstx 40 rem**, fcr inor 

0:et:Iv:It lie 44004 to. U* ,shouldn4t 11*** mod: th*t • 

..tihOul4tisti lame isentione.d. sen.Ae., og the- details. "Xt wasn't 
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consistent • 

.19 - 

Listen to thittit . On even, remembers how ,Sartst Tate 

-and, any, Sebring -Were lytnq Ott the !leer iat front of the couch,*  : 

• Ile testified that, One,  hotly' vets* quotoi  .Nirpendicular to, the 	- 

Couch* unquote,: the ether body,  this ig hill testimony. now 

layino at the, end of the couch toward the TAX'S 'where they 

Out ofii perpendicular to the end of the couch., unquote. - 

Do -you think * van, 'who vas he 	doped op on 

drugsa es be claim* to haft 'been., end bUCk123/ pllt off aid on, -

mould. remember 43x0radible details U that!? 

-- 	:Tex tfoiteon vent ort to say near the end of his 

testinonly-  in Wros!s**jramitortiont 

4* After -these waters, len?  vex* you 

-idittgoit fro* the police at all? - 

Se said that v_hen be and the the tIiris veto-

walking up that ',Walt  vindinq 4rivewst. two girl* 'were- in 

front Of hist *IA he and they girl vete t-o the-  rear, velkirett 

tebinift thes4 'that's quite- * detail; to Ireterberit sonothiti7 

liXe, that. 

ANL No, t VAS not. 
21 

22 

23- 

24 

25 

26 

?7 

28,  
• 

trying to. 

Did you thini: hit vas in nevaii? 

Nos  l',ended, -up in the deattrt. 3C vna- ._ 

kind -of — I couldu4t pax*  you know. to hint  ,ate - 

then something would al  mays 	ete not to go "back 

Noy 1 vas 	hack to Cherfles Manson% 

Ithfat you vent toftexico And Rawail4  

vete yoo hidintt7 

2 

3 

4. 

5, 

6 

-7 

8 

9 

000030



e itoisething would tolc3, tie to go back and X 

ended up bat* therav  hub he wasnst there* 

110 Sut y  knew he vasntt i gewailt 

That is true. 

Ifity 418 yen ,16 to tlawati? 

• 	X guess X was running from 	itirat 

ofg  yoil know. I iionit really know may. 

*13 	gusx!ing fret hirt? no just sitid that 

rott'weilt to hi vex. 
• ••• 
• trel.i, z was leToinri, to him end sometimes 

st:114.,:a-was,. in A. state -of otintusion-likm4 I  

was slit..messett uPa 

Onrinl. this perioii 	tie* betsisen 

-01100.,ftrierW *nit the tire you , vim,  

,tezreetogt-i Aio IOU Want to be ,a rrested,. 

tad no thought *bout tieing arrested,- 

'Were you taping the police wouldn't 

flora youl, Tom? 

r had no thought of itf  nO. 

NI, 	Wt. yott had enough -thought not -to tell 

anybodyr that right? 

X never did really know that it- wrist 

real, •just wasn't real to we in any way." 

According-  to Tex,, he wasn't running,  frost the police 

and he licesni.t even lio.pinxj that -the dice woo 't find 

- - 	anyone were gUilihie 	if anyo4e wore ,40tIlible 

to 14*i:eve, Viat Vi0101.11,311 fro* this- Mitt  they Vert that •gUllibist4-• 

• 

• 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

- 	8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

1-4 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Z1z 

22 

- 23 

24,  

25 

26 

• 
7-7 
28 
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1 

2 

3 

4.  

5.  

6 

7 

• 9. 

10 

11 

12 

13,  

14_ 

15 

16 

18 

1.9 

20:  

21- 

23 

-24 

25- 

26 

27 

, 2,8 

-they -would_ believe 00140011* Nieto told thew that they fay a Der- 
. 

son valking procession et 	OWn funeral. 

Tex hos been in custody for these NUrders since 

'December of 1969.-  t(e has bad. aver s yeax4 _and half to think 

about boor to weasel out o fell respOnsibility for thee. *tit-

' ifteral,  arid be tan*p with * very, very stirtPle plant 4.- very 

*IAA* plow deny evervt:ing that, ighOWIL that he vas n ,charms 

of the -girls; -deny linyttting that Showed he Vas. thinking at 

during' the**,  *orders, and -deny' calaythitig that shows that e• 

vas taking. ateaSteres to avoid deteatift. 

Veil. you anet tint seven 'precious hustanSings 

their Iron's b brutally vurdiaring thew and then escape full 

relitounSibility for these =riders * taking the witness Stand 

sit,ply denying things. like that. It is not quit* thiit_easy 

- end vhen ytwil folks cone back into this courtroom with fir'. 

-*erdict of first degree- sinraektir you. are ,going to tell /*X-

Vetikon, it is nOt gaits that easy. 

,one of the hasio disar reements. be‘sen is a se  

testimony and Charles Ilatsonts testimony that Watson 

'that once the. group left tpahn Ranch, he sioply skid _what the 

Is told hitt to dot whereas zinda** testistonyi clearly showed 

that tgatsOn was in itharge. 

X010# all of the -things, that 'Una* teoftified that 

stunt dill And tol4./ the i.ri to dor  Show* that i‘tenson thought 

of Matson as being his -chief — la* chief _lieutenant and in 

014faVot of the :girls; once they left 'Opabn- Rah- and Icansonts 

-Conductits ladieii and lintlentons  is consistent with the prepaid 

tip that be Coneideredv-tor to be hiti -chief lieutenant. 
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On the night of the 'Tate slurdiars when Sao told -

3.13,4a to- -OW her knife*  a dr-iv-art* -license and change -of 

faIothing.*  ho told. her to -iv alon7 with Tax and do whatever 

Vex told her to tion. tio didn't tell 'her to lo alonq with Sadie 

and yietie end do whatever Sadie end Xatios told her to 40. and 

men they Were 'about to drily. off Brat* the parkinct lot*  .while • 

$adie*  /tatie end, Una, were already' inside- the -carp ttan*On- and 

Vex %eitkret 	.outside the, car talking. They wetrinatt - tel/cingt 

ittOut the priOer o tea* ladies end et 	a s  i atarkiirp Gaon 

wee _giving Watson some last ritinuto instructions-IL_ _ _ 

when thee returned from the missian, coUx5ders, 

nion  tall* the,  three girls to -go into the bunk X001*.„ TeX 

Lad v1n4on. we in later tin*  together*  Vhen they -finally all 

- :OA *Mime loside the  bunk r001%.• the girls -dian't. report to .  

- 

3_1: 

5 

6. 

20 

21 

Manson; 'Tex watson did. 

With. respect to his rung-to ransom ANt 

sure that co-,* -or swot Tog alen on the jury probabl have 

441trved in the armed. cervices during wartivie or pitacetieti end*  

- as you, know*• -when a eel:gear:it or ihrt officer send* hi* troop* 

out on a wission*  when they -come bact-4- the troops report to 

the vorgeent or officer and he evaluates their performanee* 

22 
23  

24 

25 

26 
; 

28 . 

It la called a Catiqual- and I suggest*  ladies and glintleaen#  

• that :clianson• conducted somewhat. of a oritique in this _hunk house 

after Vex:- iwil the others returned from the Tate vur.strs.- 

- 	principAl butcher*  "V.0* wiLitson*  reported:to 	. 

nson*  quote,, there.  welt a lot of panic.  and it was -real may 

- and bodies- were 	-au Over the place). but they wore 

-41t ads  nquote. In other AfOrdas VatCon was ,eayintptzklaneen 

2 
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3 

4 

7 - 

8

5. 

.6 

LOS- ANGELES', "CALIFORNIA., TUESDAY, OCTOBER .5-, 19714 2130 	m.. 
-i11 iR~Yl+w 

 

(The following prciceedings were bad in 

.chambers, Outside the presence- of the jury -z) 

BUGLIoSI I. am 	get into re:buttal on the 

PsY0hietrists. I thihk the-defer:We argued that their testimohY 

was reasdnable -and' shOUld_ be ratipected, their opinions, end r • 

want to attack the basic. for thelr, Opinions and / was wondering 

I can't see any possibie way t3). keep, out Susan Atkine 

, ,testimony. 

COURT1 atm _going- to 'keep it c1 t. 

It is .pmt of.' the evidence. 

-was just in fOr one reason, 

for Dr. Prank. 

a haotia:-',for 'the, opinion. 

BUGLrQS/I As7a baf-Sis for Frank, 

THE COURT; Yes.. You seer at the time it was read, I 

18 didn't think it should have been read. 

10. 

11 

12 

13, 

14 

'19 

2a 'Olen* 

22 - • 

23 - 

MR. TiUGL/QS/t X agree. But it came in "without-objection. 

THE CQURTI X know it came in. without objection. 

MR. 'BUGL10.Srt And it. is in the transcript. 

TEE 

 

COURT: I appreciate it is in the transcript and I 

24 appreciate it,, wae in there, Jost for one reason. alone, and 

25 if)u stay say ycyd. want to use 'it Only as a basis for hie 'opiniOno 

26. you: know what it is- going to. -do- to_ this jury. Your know that as 

27 well as do. 

28 
	MR; EUGLIOSI; can't argUe with you. You won't let tee. 
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3 

-Me following -proceeding's were had in open 

art, within the -Presence' of the jun")  

TIM COURT; - Sorry X am latist  ladies and gentlemen. 

rreciple against -Watiijon. Let the record Shoot, all 

jurors, all Counsel and the -defendant are 

You may pros end,Zugliosit. 

.BUGLIOSIt r was just about to conclude a final 

,--observation of the fact that this man has it within him deer,  

,I1Own: to kill and got every person has that capacity. 

nanSon pulled the trigger. -That activated, Watson 

IrrenwitikeI and. Van RoutOn, but the bullets - that 01110 

• out caf. that •Ohembert Watson,. Atkins-I  Krenwinkel and Van 

llbuton. They corW;tted these roorders- because they nire44-

had murder within them.. 

Pion before Watson 'melt Manson?  he just had to have 

hOmicidel tendencies. Manson was simply the one who brought 

these hOmicidal - tendencies to the surface. 

Tooker Poston r-  Paul Watkins and Uncle IfisSabian never 

had these homicidal tendencies.,  .That is why/  even thong)), they 

:were SlaVishiv obedient to -Merles Manson and woad to anything • 

.hei told thient to day they Stepped -short of murder* 

tifh..y.  did they stop -short of murder? Because they 

• area not_ murderers. 

-Cherie* Tex 'Watson did not Stop short of murder. 

Why?,  -Vegans" he is a alu,rderer And t don't think £ is any*Ore

-coitiplicated, than that 

Obviouslyl  ladies_ and 9entienten-F  one of the -Mott/  . 

perhaps the principal 'heart of this whole trtlei bee been 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

is 

19 

20. 

21 

22 

-23 

24_ 

25 

-26 

27 

28 
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1  :Sr. Ifatdonm s state of mind at the tiles of these !aux-demi 

2 	 Before. X -discuss this issue., X went to repeat A 

3 ; point that hag already been stated ad nauseam, but bec,:ause of 

4 its ititportance„ it cannot beephasized enough and that is 

5 	thisz 'Even admitting that rilr. Watson is-Isentally ill  

6 and suffering from diniinished cacacity -- and I a not 

7 stipulating to that, I'M just .saying 	even agonising that -.0- 

8 it 	completely and totally irrelevant to any of the issueS 

9 	cso. 

io - 	 Ttte only.  issue wee his state -of mind at- the title of 

f 'ltheseurdere. Let talk a little bit about the psychiatriets 

12. in this case.. 

15 - 

	

	 X wonder if any' of" you folks have heard the story 

_AA -,.of -the _Psychiatrist whO passed- his- neirpbor on the street one 

pOrxiing-- and the neighbor -said/  *Geoid morning,* to the .  

='16s podhiatrist. 

And the paychiatrist, walking on, shook his, head 

an saigt to himseif4,1*1 wonder what he noant by that?* - 

ant• sure, ladies :and gentlemen/  X am sure that 

17 

- 18' 

19: 

wil,chiatrtstt have-  thitir place in Our society. X art sure of . - 
- 21 that, but based upon what we -saw frozn that witness stand, and 

22"bit3ed upon. What -Dr. Siares- himself wrote in, his article, "A: 

-Critique .of the tsychiatritt's Role as an, Expert Witness,* that 

-place does not tipper to be in a - court o-f law. 

25 	 PsyChiatry4,1:adieS and qsntisinent is not a science 

26  -41:e mathetatics-or -Chemistry; it iS en -art, In other words,„ 

:tt is not uncOmmOn for Several psychiatrists to examine the 

28  . same -person and -come up with completely -diametriosIlY OpPoied, 

000036



3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

'8 

9 

10:  
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16 

17 

18 
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20 
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24 

25 
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`01?initoniti- That la- What 'happened in 'this cage*. 

The. prosecution And the defense psychiatrists dia.-

agreed -on whether Mr. Watson had the requisite- State of Mind at 

the time of the murders. 

- 	psychiatry were a science, by definition, they 

'all Would have reached the same .conclusion. 

Sciense is -objective and testable, but an att 

psychiatry is subjective,. not objective- armed 'it- is not testable. 

When: T say that spience:is 	 say that 

science can test its knowledgfilt. 

For example," 'Chemical 	WitIv:Chemical A s1waya 

• WAS, up' with ,Chemical 	It works out ii-Very Single time-. 'This 
..„ 

Can be tested. over and ever *gain..` 

Engineer,s -Oen, tell, you,,e pr'it''cise exact amount 

of weight 
„ 

or. strews that a bridge Oan ta?ce.before it will 
_ 

eta:lapse* All engineers will- agree-on this. 

All chestigte viii. agree that -Chemical A _plus 13 

equals 

mathemati-cians agree that if you multiply 367 

times. 472, you will always get 131,224. It never comes out to 

'225, never., 

Psychiatry is not li)te that, ladies and gentlemen. 

--It is not a sdience and because it is not a. science" to get a' 

':grOup Of psychiatrists to agree on ,anything is ire difficult 

:• ran stopping! .rain from. failing. Xt juSt can't be- done. 

The psychiatrists *145 examined Tex. Watson" predict- 

,ab-ly enOugh.-fd-,  predictably-  enough disagree with, each other 	- 

tiihother he had the required mental capacity to .-oomit these 
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.8. 

10 

26 

7 

$3.35 

m.urdero.. 

titS-4,_ bailey and Fort said= that he did have-  the 

required mental cap.adity 'to Commit theSe rattilers._ 

Dr. 4oclutart. said be could harbor melte* afOre,  

thought, and .could deliberate and premeditate-, bAxt he had 1W-

o titan from. a legal Standpoint Whether K. Watson .could 

;maturely . 00d Meaningfully reflect -upon the gravity of. the cOn-

templ-ated act" AitatOligh he-did-ser from a psychiatric stand-

-. point" he did not feel_ that belladonna. could do so* 

_ Dre. Tweed'  13ohr" DM:man .and Dr.. Markham Said that . 

Watson did. not 'have the required mental Capacity: Dr44 

'rank and :5uarittit. did nit, -render an Opinions on this issue." 

a'tthoUgh, they did say they,  felt he was psychotic-  at the tine 

P.f these Murderet. 

Now, theste psy0hiatriStS teltified, dorm' this 

trial on the issue. of -Trtatson'S: state of ittind at the tire of 

these. murders, _but deliberation, premeditation" Malice afore-,  

thought" -et -Cetera-, are legal termS and concepts. 12hey are'-

itOt Medidal psychiatric tenor' content*. 

ftnoe payohiatristS are not trained in the JAW' ladies 

and, gentlemen:, it .110-It Mande to reason that it is ve-ry" 'vary 

difficult for theta tc ren4er -Opinions on 3e al issues 'When 

the use A 'Dsychtatric framewo-rk of referenae* 

ti  will be perfectly frank with yOu.. don't WO, -

the proseOutiOn paychiatrista. would have been. :any -raore alt  

Pied than' the-defense psychiatrists tO render any -canton; in 

this Case -about 	ilettlow*s State of mind at the time Of - 

'these MUrders.t if -they badritt- looked. at all of the Aividenca and- 

3- 

4 

5 

12 

13 

14 

-15 

27 

.18 

19: 

20* 

2;1 

22 

23 

24 

000038



5336 

the circumstances surrOunding these murders. 

he prosecutiOn psychiatrists at least did that. 

-The defense psychiatrists did-not 40 that. 

Now, we start off With, the proposition that there 

is no physical System in the world as complicated*  as complex, 

as intricate-  as the hUman mind*  the Inman brain. 

-To- iMmeasurably compoOnd that problem*  Ilene of -

- the ,psychiatrists examined Mr. Watson at the time -of these 

Murders. They -examined him, almost two years later, then 'tried 

to figure out what. was -on his mind on Augnot 8th, 9th and 

]Qtb, 1969. 

It just stands to reason*  ladies and gentleren*  

that ,no "psychiatrists- can even begin to form a valid opinion 

-about this. Iliaaf-s state of mind at the time ,c.)f these murders, 

Withont becoMing thoroughly familiar and aCquainted will all 

S 2 

3 4 

6 

7 

a-f the facts and circumstandes surrounding theSe vurders. -

Drs-. Bailey*  Fort, and Irochman -did that. 1 of 

them read Linda-  Xasabian-'s teatimOny*  Susan Atkins* testimony*  

Itudolf -Weber's 'testimony' and the testimony of several other 

Witnesses*  before they reached-  their concIuttion, 

They read Linda's extremely detailed account of 

'what each conspirator 	no these two nights of murder/  

including what Tex Watson did. 

UtzbelieVablY enough,, Dr. Suarez*  Frank, Bohr, 

Ditman and Vlarkham did not read Iiinda Itasabian tsi testimony 

'before they reached their conclusions. 

Ther did talk to Tex Tlatson*  however* and it 

ipPears they believed every single thing be told-them. Their 

• - •-• 

• 

.26 

21 

22 - 

23 

• - - 

	

	_ 

25 

26_ 

• 
,27 

28. 
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Totivetilt' and 	 is not .only surprising-7- it LS doWn-_,  

4.0t sbodking and astonishing* 

6. - 

1 say-  this, ladies and gentlePaehe  that not ply 

is the field .of psychiatry no a scienOisi- an. art" i say that 

tkizt. detente. psychiatrists. were very poor .artistip,e, at that.. 

• To illustrate how incredible these Ile tense 

psychiatrists were, corVare yourselves with them. Compare 

-yourself. 

Ion. folks have the 'respOnsibility abof 49-termilling 

whether .14r. Watson had f..6 requirefr state of pind at the.. title ID- 

- 	. 

- 

16 

1.7 

1a 

19 

20.  

21 

22' 

-23 
__• 

24 • 

25 

 2q-, 

27 

2. 

of theteilturders. 

Nov, if the t,rpoecAtio!rriOrster tailed "Linde 

Tr.asabian to that witriegficittand;- and-,the only version y  heard 

-about these lairdert 	 !cold ye* feel • 

satisfied? 
, 	- 

Mould. you feek that-,you were in a positiOn to 

render an. opinion_ 	his_state ofitind?._ 0f Course not. You 

.would be ilabbergasted. 

*mild_ Site: *axe- have only heard hi* side of 

the- story,. aefore 'We. reach any ti"onclusi-one we Vara to beer 

'What Linda gasabian- has te-say*g 

Vellt  Unbelievably enough," the defense 'psychiatrista 

tih. they solo eseeption of :Pt. Tweed., werentt- interested 

apparently-An iinda-  Xasabiairls -version; of-what happened.: 

They.  weren't. even interested- in. trying, to get 

her teat n. 

*or-toyer-, it is Wiry obvious ,e_ ladies_ end gentlemen, 

that - not, only' didn't they.  fa.rniliarize themselves- With. aid the 
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tatty and circumstances surrounding these murders, but -it 

couldn't possibly be. any clearer that Tex Watson.?  the person 

-from whom they got robot of their information, was- a very, 

Very biaSe-d, prelUdiced source: 1e is not a good- source: 

Who could possibly be more biased and prejudiced 

abOut -what happened On these two- nights of murder than Tex 

Watson?' 

Isn't there all. the difference irk the world between-

' a law. abiding -tititen walking into a psychiatrists.ofacitt 

trying to get help for,  his emotional -problems?  as- Opposed to- •• 

PetsOn PhArg04 -with murder, who is sent tv the psyChietritt 

by the -0Ourt or' the defense attorneys? 

the -former, the patient. -obviously wants to ten 

the truth. It - serves his purpose to tell the truth. He Wants 

- 

Ile is willing to voluntarily seek that help and 

-pay a tuli)gitatitial fee-  for it, so -it Serves his piirpose, totefil 

the -troth. 

I)t.% the latter case, the case -of -the saurderet, 

isn't it obvious that the primary-  thought in that man's _find 

is tot to. solve any mental prbblems., but to solve hit Iegal 

problems. 

With this in mifidr _is,19tliketly to tell the truth 

to the doctor? Obviously not,. Ilh\ex 

particularly when he knows, like fir. WatsOn knew?  that every- 
- 
thing he told the priychistrist would be used as a basis for 

the psychiatrist's opinion, and 0oU1d be used against him in. 

court, 

_ - 
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Watson wasn't about- to te,4--.th43a psychiatrists 

that he knew exactly what r aa. rirtgc onAne  these two nights 

of murder and that he Vas in-charge-of:0o girls at the scene 

-and told Untie to Wipe fingerprints 'off N+he knives, et -cetera. 

lie verasset About *--say those things. _He ma his statenente 

as self-serving as posablec__, 

- .13aiied on the setridende that Caw* front' th t uess 

Pteind.- Iadieg and gentlemen, Watson's version of what happeefted 

-cluring-these nurders- is SO obiri-Ously a lie, Z think that a _ 

-child„ a :child 	dee it. 

- 	X think Pi Child .0010.4* it 1O 1 II-year-old child . 	- - 	_ 
wou_74 	"That is a lie. -21hat is ridicacUssn  

Yet-, it -appears-, ladfes_and gentlemen, it appears 

that these defense pitychia,trists -he.lieVed every single thing 

that that-man 	them;. 

' 	.Xairand_. ' ,aron-lln:it get one defense poydhiatrist 

to say that_ there was one single -ing that Matson. told them 

that that' did not 'believe — nothlt10-:„. 
fi 

think if WatSon--toid theSe dialing* psychiatrists 

that he saw an alligator do the polka -or heard a cow speak 

the Spanish language, X think they would have believed that, 

tOo. 

a. Kubrick defended the defense psychiatrists for 

their not, going to source$ other than Tex and he said that --

the integrity of these zen should not be questioned. 

Ile, called the. UCLA. doctors, quote, terribly right, 

unquote, 

-Ire also praised. Dra. Twood-i,  Pitman, Markhatax, and 
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Bohr. Mit said they all . readhed. the aSearconcitiitions.abost 

Tex and their conclusions -ware 	 said they 

5 

6. 

- 	7 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

- 15" 

16 

17 

18' 

19: 

20 

_ 	22 

23. 

24 

25 

26 
- 	 m -gentleen., and he and 	FortWiire- the only psychiatristt 

the time of these murders. 	. 

With respect to experience-,- he :1 been -on the 

court appointed list of psychiatrists' for 35 years, ladies- and 

• 
Let $ s very briefly look „,At -the testiiitOny.,p 

prOsecutiOn:psychiatrilitii„_ whose' conig‘iiiionor that,44t. Bubrick 
= 

and Mr. Keith did not accept And -then Tlettivvery_biiefly look 

- it-  the testisony -of the -defense ?psychiatrists' and-see if their 

,opinions Aro teasonable ernd workhy.., 	 they urge 

were not naive. 

Mr. 'Keith said,, --NDWt demeiRin-the psychiatrists 

who testified-. that Watson couldet deliberate and premeditate- 

:these Murders. They are to pegple who are very  -educated. 
- - 

You Should respect'their opinion.S.R 

ladietv .and.gentlemeri, an opinion by anyone 

± don't care who that perste 	 -care-if he has 

got so Taany credential's he cart!-‘74.10e01::iiaieffhito in his- house- 

With respect to Dr. i3ailey,,,_therie 1.-s -no quattion 

that he was the- most experrioiided of_.01.1_. tt. psychiatrists who-

testified Onthitt witness stand and_ also put in by far the 

most time and research into„ ?1,r; IlathOn!:!.--state of /wind at  

you to -do. 

than the reasons upon which, it is based. 

. 
an. opinion by anyoneino Witter- whOXE-is; 	better 

- 	„ 

appoi-nted, by Judge Alexander to- 	 Watson. 
28 Dr. Bailey in lois career _has examined "between 
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2 

3 

4 

five and. Six hundred defendants charged with murder and on 

too hundred of those Occasions, he Um-tiled in a court of 

law as to defendant's- state of :mind -at the time -of' the mut-- 

5 
So when he examined Mr. Watson, be had, a vast 

15 
• 

_ 

14eMettls testimorzy, Robert --gliaj** testivonv and the test/warty 
16 	 T 	4 

of several other witnesses,* — 
1/ 

ccynclusIono 'of-cemz-:--94-,-.--tha.t.. fiatson could 
18 

19 

20 

21 

- 22 

-23 

24 

25-

26 

deliberate and ,premeditate and-itaturoly and meaningful-1Y 

refleot, et =cetera, was diametrically opposed to the -dein-

,Olusiont reached by the defense psychiatriSts. 

He cud say that Watsoii lealf::§s.ychotio,---iii3t7he• said 

this did not prevent hirt frort-s:pre.,nediztating and deliberating', 

et Cetera. 

Se said i his =expercience it ie-vety Comatim for 

a person to be psychotic and still be able to deliberate and 
- - 

••"' 

premeditate a nmrder. 

28- • 
	 With reference to this. 	 diagnosisx  

Dr. Bailey'rs -psychiatric report io the only report that 

• backgroundi. a tremendous background 'of experiende arid he $s. 

not a perennial prOSecutien psydhiatrist. Ile testified that 
8. _ 

7Z percent of the- tite 	testifie.s for the defense. 

He said 11-e pUt in about 30g hours on this case* 

: -took a• couple hUndre.d pagp.0 of _notes and prepared a :54-vaga 

report.,  

	

' 	:examined- Watson on fiVe -separate occasions and 

tiefOre_ he, -reached 	conclusions-J._ he. read,_Linda. Itasabiare s: _ 
14 

testitony1. - A.tkinsi testiv*.re-,tifebert-s. testimony,- Denise 

1,1 
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contained any reference to that folio a deux diagnOsi.s. 

The ,defense psychiatrists,- they nada reference to 

that during their testimony and they apparently -accepted it. 

• Apparently they got it frera Or. Bailey. 

lir. Bailey also said in his opinion .11`atsOn was 

Malingering Irben he interviewed him. 

Bubrick said! i wonder if -TeX is the type of 

person *rho could_decetve the psychiatrists up. at Atascadero.* 

:Well; the Tan rens: ladies and gentlemen, is that 

he tried to. 	bUt. he was unsuccessful. 

The significance of Dr; -Orate* testimony is simply 

l- am mit saying he is- the most brilliant doctor that •- 
took that witness stand 4uring thit tr al .-- 1 am not saying 

that, et aIl-;.;  butathe'iignificance of his testimony is this, 

ladies artd_.'ge  ntleioniTkeze is psychiatrist 4r:hip is responsibl 

for the .risrahlairie treatment of one half --of the patients that 

come frem Los Angeles and Ventura Countierj. 

He has -examined over '.,000 criminal -defendants-. 

. Ail the defense psychiatrists put together,  probabty have not 

.-eXantined, as many criminal defendants as that man has. 

Be sees Criminal defendants, ladies and gentlemen,, 

who are either -Mentally ill or ,litho are claiting mental illness 

on a day-to-day basis. That is his,  jotib. 

NoW, .don't you think that a person like that, 

ladies and gentletken, can -spot f phony the• moment they See. 

them? Don't you think they Can spot a phony Vie-  monsnt the 

phony is- coming down the plank:, es it Veva 

tiotet you think they develop .a -sixth sense -with 

this '-- 

• 
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respect to people who are mentally ill or -clailsing 

illness? That- is their sob. This is what they tlo day in and 

;day out« 

ro Owle t  with his vast experienc04  said that 

tlatson was a malingerer' 'who trtas fetgninty Metthil illness and 

gave phony answers -on that psycholOgical test. 

_ Watiton - put on a 14ortirter Snerd act, with his. 

mouth open and when. Watson didn't know he as being observed', 

the month -cloSes and he is perfectly normal. 

-Ogre 'testified that when a psychiatrist kes en 

opp-ortunity, As he dial  to observe a person -over an ekten4ed 

- period of tie., the person- C.Ottntst fool the psychiatrist. --  

- Igetson Was up there for 	trays. and during.  a 

-censiderahleportien of that 	Ore was his psychiatrist., 

Nre concluded that other than depressiOns  'he and 

his staff*, inc :jading the chief psychologist at Atascaditror, "-

Dr. Bramwell,.. Could find no rental disorder in. his man at all. 

day out. 

ThiS is not a Psychiatrist why i-s looking at Tex 

Watson att.  the -first criminal defendant he ha* eVer seene.Who 

is claiming mental Lilness. 

is someone -ibo sees these people day in and. 

They can smell a phony, 

lite looked at this -guy and he said,. "Not this guy 

is not Mentally 	T krunt what.vientaI i.11 ass is. I See 

these rietQp-le 'every -day. Thia guy doesn't gua-lify4* 

Dr.„ tklunao  assodiitte redical direCtor at 

Ittascadero 	been there for silt years -- tremendous amount Of 

experience, observing mentalli 	people-, again not a 'paragon 
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of intelligence, not the brightest Allan in the world., but 

experiende 3. think 'means a lot. txperience moans a. lot.. 

Se was Watson-'-s attending physician for a few 

months and -except for holidays and weekends, he saw this van 

every single day. Be was w-atching him every day. In his 

opinion, he couldnit find arty is ental illness in Tex Watson. 

Look at what he says about Mr. Matson: 

rife 1d almOst everything asked of. hitt 

without any sort of guestiotr.-  Ris behavior at. 

t_iynes was normal,. At, no tire was any abnormal 
- - and 

behavior of any kind reportel to /at no title 

tave x -ever observed any abnorsuil behavior of any 

kind on his part.* 

This has to have weight, ladies and •gentlimen,.. _ 

frore 

 

Is a -man that's watching Watson every daywith a tromen- 

_dOus- amount of experience=. 

*His _behavior at ala. times wets entirely 

normal and I got repert'S. from. the nUrSitist 

service: people who were, obterv-ing the man 

around the .clockr  and I know- how he Slept and 

I klieg' he he ate. Iknew iota he treated -other 

patients. I itnaw how he. related to nursing 

_Service people, l tad the reports. there. 

"fie had. Ward teat tteetings where we dis- 

oilseed his behavier and I had lay own observe- 

tibn of hint and his behavior was normal,, 

thin entitled to any weight as opposed to a 

psyphiatrist who saw 	Watson for a couple of hours, ladies 
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and gentlemen? 
2 

3- 

4 - 

5 

6. 

7 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13. 

- k4 

17 

18 

19 

• 20-

2'1 - 

22-

.23 

24-

25 

26„ 

27 

• 28 

ThroughoOt your whole period o 

phserVation of him up there, did you -find any 

	

evidence 	ments.1 illnerts? 

	

"A. 	o 411' 

No,„ he testified that he i4 feel, however-, that 

T4atson was feigning, feigning mental illness. 

lie felt also that-Matiiion IS. of .shove-average 

intelligence, with an eitimated 	'..of 110 or .higher. 

Now, -although:1241i*_t do too well on the 

psychological, test uo therei.  1-adie*"' and gentlemen, this ill 

what Eklund has to Nay about-:th?#:- .; • 
7- • 

"Psycholtilicep.. testing.  is ,utteel rauch like a 

hrainwave test or *blood itest o what have you., 

but you 'have tp take 06 pkiiiitg an valuate 

thee- 	 and'OOtitlare that, with whet you 

know/  What you knout u r here:, yOu Seel. and my 

esti ate ,of 	Watson. ie that 'he is considerably 

mire intelligent than thiS report indicates.'" 

BUbridk pants out that one of the nurses made 

•an entry that Watson was confused and 	- Bubrick placek great 

etOck in that, ladies and gentlemen.. 

What lir. Bubridk didn't point -out was that that 

entry Wasnade on rebruary the 12thp-3,911. now: nurses make 

an entry on a day-to-,day basis. 	- 

Matson was up there for 111 days.. Mr. Bubrick is 

really clutching at straws to take one entr-y out of those 

111 days by• some nurse and say that that entry should prevail 
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and-  supersede the opinion of -the medical and psychiatric- staff 

At Atascaderou  that this nan le not suffering from any mental 

illness* 

x. -fort Mr. Xay, during his- opening argument, 

reviewed a l Dr.. _Fort's testimony,. so I lart not-  going-  to go 

over it again et this tine: 

x 	however, refer -to portion* Of his testi- 

- ri3ony it various -parts of his -final surimuition. 

;StiffiCe it to say, ladle* and. gentlertien, UngUeSionim.  

ably, Dr* tott 4;0 cae of the foremost authorities, aPParentilt, 

-on .drugs in 	entire nation, perhaps in the world. 

segagt to haVe an eXCellent. grasp- and knowledge 

of about all, the. drugs and effect that drugs -halm supOri a human. 

being* 

I thought he- was the met inipreasive Of an the 

psyChiattilts who took that witness stand. Dr. Sort testi-

fied, incidentally, that he examined I,Qarh a Van Houton during 

-the last trial and he formed the conclusion that Ifanton had 

160re iriflxiellas aver Tan Eton than he- had over Charles TeX 

i.ratson._ 

Dr.- "Hochman examined Susan Atkins, Patricia 

Icrenwinkel, and Xeslie Van Vouton during the lest trial. and 

/she was called to the witness-  stand by Mr. Xeith -- or he was 

-called to the witness .istand bar `Mr, Xeiith*. 

Zka" you know, br1, NO-chtaian testified that Watson. 

could intend to kill and -did: .intend to kill these victims-, had 

malice aforethought, did deliberate and premeditate., but he 

said psychiatrically., he goulAn't maturely and mean: ngfaly 
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reflect upon the gravity of the contemplated act. 

Itow., the basis: for Dr.- llochman)s opinion, ladies 

and gentlemen, is that the act Of murder is not -a mature 

-aOtion, orgo,anyOne who Commits murder, by definition!, did 

not -maturely reflect npOn 

-Be felt that not only didn-lt Watson imaturelY and 

meaningfully _reflect -upon the killings, -but neither did Manson 

-and Atkind and Krintrzinkel and Van mouton. 
wi • 	 Qf course.,, Dr. Sochman also, by definition:, is 

-**1,152;ro-ot, ladies and gent)emen, because. 'maturely and Meaning-

:• fUlly reflect upon the gravity of the,  ,contemplated act is one 

hbf e.-requirements of first degree murder and if :Dr. gochman 

wire c6riedt, 1.-e,., that the very act of Murder is an ii .cure 

st it than no one would ever be convicted 9f first. degree mm:- 

• deir. 

- •! 
	 Now, X am not going to tont 	I not going to tout 

13-• 

14- 

17' 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2'4 

25 

26 

2:7 

28 

the testimony of the prosecution paychiatrits in this case to 

Any great Ortent, for the. 'Ample reason that x don't think 

their testimony, or the testimony of the defense psychiatristX 

is Crucial. 

- 	Neither the prosecution, no the defense psychia- 

trists were 'percipient witnesseg to any of -the things that 

happened. 

• -The testimony. o Linda Xatabiati, Ilarbara Boyt and 

Dianne Lake and :Rudolf ITeber is infinitely-  more important than 

the testiMOny of all, these psychiatrits put together, but r 

Will make just a few observations abzint the prosecutiOn 

psychiatrists. 
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No.. L. X believe that their .conclusions that. 

Mr. Watson did deliberate . and premeditate these: murders: and 

maturely and Meaningfully reflect. Upon_ the gravity of the con-

templated act is much more consistent and cOmpatible with the 

evidence that came fro that witness Stand than the conalusuens 

Of the defense psychiatrists. And in a short 'while*. 

tea y04. why I reached., that Conclusion. 

No. 	leaet 	at least,- ;ladies end gentlemen, 

the PV0sgedetion peycihiatrists did nOt ,4.teritonstrate:the, extreme 

gullibility that the defense pitlychiatistsJ demonstrated'. 

The prosecution psychiatriStsi like Pr. Port and-

they testified that there- were certain thingsr that • 
Watson told them 'Which tiler aid believe, and there were 

certain other things which they 414 not holleve.  

The defense psychiatrists bolieVed everything.- 
. 	_ 

Their gullibility' is Shocking, latdless a tl len4-tIeien --

.absolutely shocking*  .aStonishing for professional men. 

No. 3.. = No •defende pitychiatrist had anywhere near 

the experience i the field of drugs as Dr*  Port. 

-No defense psychiatrist had anywhere near the 

- general psychiatric experience of Dr. Bailey;  

And no defense psychiatrist had anywhere near the 

experience in *Valuating and obterving people who- are mentally 

ill, or claiming EentaL illneas_, and Who are .i-ncarOerated, .and 

awaiting trial, as Pr. Aklund and Ars  Nre had*  

So -certainly in, tettis of experience, if experience 

means anything at all*  lane& and gentlemen, the defense 

psychiatrist Cannot even begin to- match, up. with the prosecution. 
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pevehietriet-. 

''110-.r 4* MI Of the prosecution )?sychia_triats read  

'Linda taisabian* testirtiony and. $usan._ Alpine 'testimony before 

• -04.0Y:  Teethed their cOnciusiOns. 

The detente psyChietristt:t  with 'the-  exception Of 

J)r:41 wed, 4:0 not, CoMMon sense, ladies and gentlemen-, *gild 

dictate that it rteceSsery. 

L.00k at Dr,,  4S14ey'-it testtiony on Ole paett 

0, _ ret me ae yourtn tOXSting 	40PirktPn 

with respect to any defendatitEs state o- Mind 

at the sti*a he Committed. a Oriitt.er  o you ee  

aft tar as you are 'cOncernedr- that _it. is ebsOlutely 

- xI

13 

15 

 16,  

17,  

.19 • 

- 2ff 

- = 

22 - 

-- 

.24- 

25 

'26 - 

27 

28 

essential, and iMperative that yett familiarize 

yourself with all Of the defendant's conduct and 

statements at the time of the crime?' 

- The :Oilier may- seem rtt_o but assuredly 

-year  because* _in facts, -in. this paitiOular type cot 

tore, it is a, Witter Of -tacit iinderstandinq and 

r-eg rement thatpsydliiatrista read at least the 

trAiurtor.iptt.  before :even exax'alLikinq the defendant** 

'_Thig'is Tiitin new who halt beet * court -appointed 

voychietritt for 35 years -. Re says it is a requirement that . 

yew reed the testimony before you eVen.examine the _versOno  

ne- *aril _ 

"This tic** for -any .caSe And Certainly in *Very 

teams  it is necessary tO'lcnowas much at one. can* 

at to the lumkgroUnd -and as _to- the individual's. 

statements and As to- the. etatetfents 	other! that. 
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1 	 are appropriate and reIeltant. 

	

2 	 Tell op this, could you. 'have forted an 

	

3 
	

opinion as to -fir. 'Nation-' a- state of Mind at the 

	

- 4 
	

time of these MurderS, if you had no knowledge cif 

	

5 
	

what he: did And Said on. theta two nights of mur- 

der/ 

	

7 
	

*A. 	I couldn't., no. 
8 

2 

10 

11 

12. 

13 

• 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 -; 

21 

22 

_ 24_ 

25,  

- 26 • 	27 

2 

of theciimes/' 

$0 it is alsoiutely imperative that 
4 

you- talkiliarisayoutrretf with what he did and 
• • 

is that, Correct? 

.-- 	That-  is :correct.* 

• *Or, DoOtor, do yon feel that outside data 

- atm important in formulating rout conclusions 
- - - 

regarding *.defendant*S rental state at the time 

*A, 	X feel that -it is not only important, 

- but. essential. 

Do you feel you_cOuld teach a valid 

OSY-thistric opinion: regarding such question ars to 

whether ,or not the defendant could deliberate or 

.-premeditate or harbor: tviliceL at the time of the 

odeMmission of a- murder., without knowing what the 

-porton did or said At the time: of - the crime? 

*A. ' X certainly think such an opinion would 

be much less valid and. in most instances invalid-, 

It did not seek out' the widest possible range 

of -outside( information to cross-check and to 

_ *upplement what one is Ole to learn. from a  
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direct diSCussion or examination of a particul-ar 

defendant. 

'10 	In other words, you, kind of feel that 

the =ore knowledge you haV.e., the better? 

Without luetstion,*  

- • The reason X read; t.Imerpts from the testimony -of 

these witnesdes'is that it IS to easy to forget. 
_ 

am one of the lagers on_ this ease. I look _at 

transcripts every hisht, and,  to s2 uy life,. X tanrt 
e. 

remember-  mach of the things-,that are*--iIi the transcript. Pio 

is why X read elccerpts frorrt-he testimony to you to refresh 

your toereory'.- 

Now„ while it ;144t- true.,,, that-;the proseOution 

psychiatrists did believe Linde's-  st es over TeX 1,7atsonl  

they hada reasonable basiir for' 	; 
• - 

They didn't just believe--ivertithing tintla 

without veri.-fying it 'with other information, the viray the defense 

psychiatrists believed .everythinq that hex Watson did without 

verifying what he said with' other inforplationi• 

1,5siley testified that. One reason: why he 

believed Linda's version is. that it coincided with. Susan 

Atkins' testi., any...  

pre ttochtan said that Susan Atkins" testimony 

tended to- orrOborate Linda's testimony. 

Dr* Fort said the sera thing'. 

Letts briefly look at the testimony of the defense 

poichiatristst. whom 11t. .1t21>rielt and 14.t. Keith praised so highly 

as being terribly bright and educated and X think we will sew, 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7" 

a 

9 

10 

11 

12 
•_* 

13 

14 
• 

15 

16 

17 

18 

lg 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 
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ladies and gentlemen, that *tong the defense paycbiatriets., 

OOmmon sense was not very cofton. 

This group of paychiatrists and psychologists from 

UCLA, you have to admitt ladle* and lentlement they really 

Were something else. :They really were something' else. 

X ,got the impressi-on, ladieti and gentlemen, that -

they looked upon. Tex Watt= at a patient of theirs, that they 

would have gladly wrapped up in, their coIle.ctive bosoms and 

took home with them to nurse theft. 

The poor guy. A11 he did Vas Awarder seven people 

and anyone who zourders seven people deserves a lot Of s=ympathy..  

Dr. lorank came right °tit and said that be looked 

upon Telt as a patient. of his and hist -recOmmendation was that 

Tex- neither receive the death penalty or life imprisonment, 

but that he he sent to a hospital and given medication and 

dare. 

Pr. Frank 'didn't utention what hospital* but X am 

-sure if he had an opportunity he would ,have pUt in a bid -for 

the. MO. Medical Center. 

- _ :413itlft briefly- loOk 1.t the -unbelievable statements 

Made- by this tYca 4/150, and,- X think we are going to see that-

their approach was so nnrealiatic, so ;incredibly untealistiC, 

they seem to be operating in. au Alice4n-,Wonderland type of 

atmosphere, - 

Dr. lerank., who had, only testified in a court of 

law ono-previous time as to the state. of mind of a murderer-, 

started out. by slaying that he didn't. even realize that Mr. 

#atson't 'present mental condition was not an issue in this 
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4 - 

5 -_- 

- 

• -7 

- 	. 

10 

zz

. ..12 

I5 

16 

_ 

is• 

- 19 

_20- 

21 

22 

-23 

25 

26 

_ 	:27 

-2s 

trial.. 

Pie went on tg Say that he felt all crirtina-1 

behavior was a ranifestation of mental 

X think if Dr. Frank had his wily, all criminals 

would be in hospitals, not jails or prisons, but the doctor 

. 'then rade-this.incrediblo statettlent --- I am going to keep 

Using the wore nincredible4  or 4unbeiiettable or 'incredible.," 

because X denl't have any other adjectiVes. _ I aPoiogige to 

you. These are the orbs two- adjectiveS that T knew to 

'deteribe. soiie of the te.stimony of these psyChiatrists. 

He made the inoredibl-e statement that he -approached 

_the psychiatric. evaluation Of Tex Ilatsent  a person Charged 

with seven counts of reorder, the saw as he would approach 

the -psychiatric evaluation of a lalg abiding .cit$,zen who carne 

to him off the street. 

that was his testiony. X have -already discussed 

that in terms, of credibility# there is all the differende in  

the world between, a priVate person coming to- a psychiatrist 

-for help. -and a person charged with,  'murder. 

The tact that Dr. Prank is not aware of thiS is  

Shocking. Dr. Frank then went on to make another incredible 

stateMent. 

e testifi-ed_ -that when A person when he is exarlitin 

tells hitt Something:* he isn't even interested if Whether the 

'person is telling him the truth. 

He testified that what I ars concerned about, With, 

is how he sees his pr-Oblems... 

I think that -one /as 'kind of a bard/  lett jab and 
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thxnk Tap.ndeet tip o this chair andI gat .up- a :couple of 

seconds later, eras grOggy-„ -but-he .cate back with some,  More 

very telling blows. 

in other words-, Dr. prank Wasn't even interested 

in whether Vex Watson was telling him the -truth, ApparentlY, 

the truth is not important. 

not_ -only-  it it important, ladies and gentle,-

Smut., it is all-important. that is- Why we have been here_ for 

two months.: totr.asertain= the truth. 

rrink ;teal 	actit.t care if he -is telling 

me the 4.• 

triiiik*st 	 - 	was -a-  nice gdy. 

liked Dr. Prank, but hiS 	 was nothing short of 

incredible. 

iskedhit this question,- X Isaid-ti 

*DOittic r7„. do yoit. think Mr. Watson has 

the type- of -character that woUld cause him to 

lie tits- you...to serve bin own purpose? 

*4.- 	No, I doe I; 

Tie was so-pathetic, be Mt* almost cute. The ton 

has the 'Character to murder seven people, but he dosSet have 

the-character to lie. 

doctor was so obvibuttly confused On the witness 

stand,  that to demonstrate hi-s confusien, i asked him, I -saidr 

"tor, did you !read Linda Nasabiati 

tastitony at the Grand Jury?* 

,mod he said; *te--95,*  

Of Course, Linda diaroct testify et the Grand Jury, 
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G. 
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8 	. 
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10 

11 

12' 

13 

14 

15 

Nowt- it the doctor had read 	testimony at the trial, 

-then you. coVid sayE  *Well, maybe. he Confused the ,Grand dory 

with the trialt"' but he didn't read her tfostizony at the trial, 

either.. 

ncidentally#  when I asked bins why he didn't read. 

Iiindavis test- my, he answered,: 

1"X can't think of any-  specific reason- 

these victims, he *Parted' with tie bac,  and forth for a fief 

minutesk  several, pages in the transcript and he finally-replied 

why- 3: didet, read it. 

nights: -of murder cue front Telt Watson?' 

°X 	That, is right.""  

large your opiniOn-of what happened on these• two 

when I asked the doctor if Tex intended to m11 

You will. agree, Doctor, that by and 

16 

17 

18 

19, 

' 20 

21 

22 

23. 

24: 

25, . 

27 - 
S. 

.28 

11X dot it knows' 

: 169-  stab wounds and fir:. Drank said, 	don='t 

know whether- re* giant to kill these peoples " 

-If he didn't intend to. kill them, ladies and 

gentlemen/ What did he intend to-  do? -Tickle them or frighten 

then: ear maybe. just Injure: them Just a little bit? 

• -Dr.. Prank., as you known  tlever did testify whether -

he- felt_ Watson :deliberated and preteditated these murders 

-or could maturely and meaningfully reflect on the gravity of 

his Contemplated-  acts 

.1/0 did say he Was psychotic. lie also said he -watt 

ac ainSt the-death penalty. _ 

felt that of all the. UCLA dOtorio 	although 
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9. Nicanted to- help Mr. -Watson* giving `hitt a •faVorabIe -ev.aluatiOn. - 
ia-I 

_• 	.1 

15 7:  

• 

17 

18 

19- 

20-, .: 

21 

22 
- , 	- 

23. 

24„. 

-25 

26. 

27_ 

' PsYchOtiC-f but mateson and. trenWinkel and Susan Atkins and 

eali _Van mouton .were alarm 'paychatic, so 3: -would .assume that 

e feels that not only she id. ter Watson be hospitalised* _ 

perhaps at. the UCLA metaal Center, but also Charles Manson, 

Atkiiist Kronwink01, and Van Itouton* aPPerently, .should be his 

_bedmatet _and none of them -should be ,gtvell 	imprisonment 

or the death penalty or anything like that. 

Dra Palmer -- Dr.' Palmer was not to be- outdone, 

Although the road. -doctor may want to help Charles-

Watson*  ladies and gentlemen, we are not here to help Mr. 

Wattotni*-  We aro here to deterMine whether he bad- the requisite 

mental capizici.ty to be-  guilty of first degree murder. 

His, position Wai, this is a free country, if Dr. 

Frank makes statements on the WitneaS stand .that are laughable, 

so can I. 

With respect to Vex tratOoeti present r.0. Dr. 

Palmer testified that it was --68- end he theorised that WatSonis 

ladies and gentlemen., by Zr. Frank. 

.1)r. Franc also concluded that not only was Watson 

5356 

2 

3_ 

.4. .4,  

5 

6. 

7 1 

. 

Dr. Frank's testimony was equally poor.  -- be was the sincerest. 

He was the sincerest of the group and Want to- talk about 

the sincerity of these other two dactoro., because t really 

-question it. and Z mill give you good reasons why X question 

it. 

- - But Dr. Frank caterright .out and admitted, "I 

tried to make. -my -evaInation of lir. Watson as therapeutic tur 

.could.* In so many words*  1)r. rrank, testified that he 
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i_n Texas was between 110 and 120. 

- Now, this -estimate of Watson =s 1.0.*  ladies and 

gentlemen, of Course is pure: conjecture and speculatien. ro 

X.Q., test was given to Tex back in Texas, and no psychiatrist 

even examined. him back there. 

Speculation*  1 think, primarily was based, not 

only on TeX's grades' back in 'Te5tas, but on * study of the 

X.Q. 10 of students at the' Very academically prestigious 

Oberland College*  which,-:o-f ,0Ourse,--  is- probably just -11, few 

cuts above NOrth teeXalt Stater.: 

14r. Xeitti argued:that Tex WA* a bright student 

In Texas. Weil*  although 'Tex Fisk. etgrades in high 

school*  I think he had a ll'war A average in high, school,- but 

when ha oot tobollege* his aVerage wat,only a CA 

On this college jentrance toiaMination which he took, 

es compared to other studentt whowent.-to collage, Tex finished 

-in the lowerqtartile. this is the lower 25 percient,- 

tot  although Tex was no mental midget, he was no 

mental giant either, ladies end gentlemen. 

Watson then as now is ,probably of average intel- 

1-f anything*  he- has got a lot - of cleverness in there, : 

-that might: raise-hist a little bit above average, 

ass *,. ladies and- gentlemen* :in 	any 

- - of you are concerned about this low X.Q. 	can't read your 

minds, .7; *TO not plyChiittriftt 1?-‘.  let's- astume that yen are 

Ooncerned about it. 

Istet!-* Assume- that-  Tees 1.0. in Texas waa- higher 

than it is-  'right now. Several, points have tO be borne in 

5157 
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mind. 

- 4Ithough tNtsDn*s preSent 	let's ammo is 

	

88, We dOttit know what his 	wa.s at the tine of these 

murder*. 

His 14. at the time of the zurders may have been 

the sante -as - it *ett4 back in 'Tome and it may have dropped down 

to f38.1-. because of the extrerie depression be 1.0 going: through 

now in ell Of his anxiety-  and eitotiOnnl problems. 

Dr. Palmer .even concluded.  thie.„ although he said 

that he did not think that Watson's. depression-and anxiety 

could bri zg it from 1/0 to J.20 -down to 8e. 

	

Weill, maybe it 	1L 	a dtflei know. also,, 

poor -PhytiOal llealth Can .adversely effect the pisychotogical 

tett., 

- trataon certainty is not in good physical health 

right now -and he wasn't at the tiie of these psychological 

tests Out at Atascadero. 

Another point' to he kept .111 mind is fro* doctors' 

testimony that _a person's actual I.Q. tar be _higher or lower-

than the Tlechsler teat indicat.es. 

also, we -don't knoW if Watson enswered all suet,-

tiOt the way he Was Citpable -Of answering them, -or if' -here 

and there he. deliberately gave a false answer., 

Now., Dr, Owre testified that at Atascader0a he 

felt-  that Tex ga,V* false answers. If he gave them up there, 

--laby couldn't he have given false answers out at TICELA? 

In any event, we can essuttle his L Q. , his rA. ire  

.0-0 inferrerhigher at the time of these Murders and 110-  poor 

1 - 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

10 

physical health and extreme depre-ssion have brought it down 

to. ea, 

But let's 4iVe .Charles TeX Watson every benefit 

O'f he .dciubt„ Let's 	hilt every benefit of the dOlg)t and 

aasume at Vte _title of theaa Murders/ his X.G. was 8L 

Ts there- some requirement, ladies and gentleraens  

in the California Penal Code that a person has to have axt Q.  
a high 	to t_te guilty of first -degree Murders  that be has .  
to,  giaduats from sow* calege with -- do they call it soma-

o laud*? Xs that- some type of rem-lire:merit that maybe I 

on't,'know about. 

• -`Twenty-four perdent of the Azericart population,  - 

ha-ve 1.4.10_of -Oa or lower. In view of the,  fact that there 

are atoroo.-0,Aoci pootiotuis autt about 50,000-0700 Americana halie 

;.i2. jos 	 certainly no one-  is loin-  to -suggeitt that 

51:1,60tlioop Americans-are indapablit cif cOMmitting first degree 

-murder-. 

So- even aasuming he had an X.Q. of Oa r  so what? --

Giving him every benefit- of the doubt; so what? 

Rot only it; his. 	Of all -within a group Consist- 

ing. of 50/0-00/000 peoples  but -within that groups  it is in the 

Upper two percent. 

With respect. to the Minnesota Kultiphasid Person.-

ality Inventory-  teSts perhaps the most comprehensive test 

given to Ifr, Watson, because it consists Of 566 questions/  

Dr.;. Palmoir's asisociatiks 	Alex CaldWells  concluded that 

'Watserris test, profile. was a 'quote of borderline validity* 

tst.. 1!_alme.tr disagreed with hist associate and felt. 
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1 that the test results were Valid. 
2 

	

	
Well,-  with D. Palmer interpreting those test 

results, the way he did, how in the world could that test have 

4 any validity whatsoever?  
5- 	 Not only was it obvious that br. Palmer had a very 

-_ 	.fir -grasp- of figures and percentages and relationships, as 
7 evidenced by his hopeless -confusion on that witness- stand 
:8 With respect to the Wechsler T.:04, At the start of cross- 
.9 ' exaMination, but his interpretation, ladies and gentlemen, of 

ID- -  Mitson*S answers on the 14.14.174. critical items list, ea small 
- 11 numbed questiOna 'within the 566, was absolutely nothing 

i2 short Of unbelievable. 
_ 13. 	 PaItner testified that Tiatoon-'s answers on the 
14 	 otitid41_ itoput- list showed considerable ettotional 

15 didtUrbance, Confusion, and were inappropriate, hut, when we 

16 leek at the questions and when we leek at Mt; -Watson's answers 

17 to those: gut/Atone, we find out that lax Sateen wasn't on- 
18 

fused at all and his answers werenit inappropriate., but Dr. 
- 19 

Palmier was hopelessly and shamefully 4onfused.. 
20 	

I am. not going over all the questions and answers 
21 	!Arm,- Itay did. that 	but lust a couple. 
22 
	

*Question: ± am.- easily awakened by noise.* 
-23 • 	 Watson's answer* "True,* A person whe is charged 

,--• 24 - with, seven counter of murder cannot be expect to sleep too 

- 25 isoundly 	perfeetIy normal answer. 
26 	

"Questions 1'100 nights I go to sleep without 
27 	

thoughtS or ideas ever bothering me.'" 
28 	

Watson** answer Was "Paige." 
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in other ifords r  when.: he did ,go to sleep, 'be doe/ 

have thoughts bothering hint. •CoMpletely- appropriate, 'No 

cOnftlaion 'WhatsbeVer. 

Another question 

*I feel anxiety about something or' someone 

almost all the tine." 

Watson Ls-  answer was: "True„." 

Agatinl- ,a _perfectly aispropriate *Wafer for someone 

on trial for 4isf 

; am sure AM being talked 
. 

- - 
*AnsWer

_ 
- -True." 

This case has reOeived worldwide publicity- Tex 
_ . 

'Watson is correct, 'lie 4ay8 that people are talking about him. 

"ViestiOnv ' ave bad very peculiar and 

straztqe -4,*periEnkeets*" 

"Answery 

For Someone litho has taken lust about every type 

- Of .drug imaginable and murdered -seven. human -beings; this was. 

4 perfectly appropriate. answer. 

It might not be the same answer that some houseWife 

back in Minneapolis would give, but. ; think we can assume that - 

that honsewife hasn'i t taken the drugs that he has taken -and 

killed seven, people.- 

' hilt 1141.11.X. Test, ladies and. gentlemen. Was 

,according to the testimony that came from 

the. Witness- Imand, to 70Q relatives of hospital patients, in 

_Minnesota-. This is norm group. 
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The norm group, the group, against -which all -other 

people taking the tegt -are cOmpared. 

'The 	has never been standardized on 

critainal de.fendantd. The basic' theory of the telt, according 

to Dr. palmer,: is that the more questions a person answers the 

seine way as membere of the norm group would answer, the more 

likely he would have a perionality and disposition like .hers 

Of the norm. group, 

. _ 	Since the.  norm -group consists of 700 relativeS of 

hospital patients- , and Tex Watson has murdered. seven people-t:, 

how can any sensible pereon expect Watson to answer those 

questions like members of the norm group? 

Yet, Tor. Palmer expected him to. Time and time 

Again- when::. asked Pr. Palmer whether it wasn't perfeatty-   

normal for 'Watson to answer the qUestionS the. way he did; he 

:paid- *14014 all know i* that most other people don't answer 

that question that way." 

Tncredible absolUtely incredible._ Other people 

haven't ,killed seven people and are not on trial for their 

What it boils down to is this ---- here is What it 

boile_cloWn tot If Tex Watson had answered the qUestions-  

differently frost the way he did-, that would show confusion and 

-those- Would be inappropriate anse,ers,„ but since he -answers 

the questions cortedtly and appropriately-, without contutibn. „ 

and since they'differ from the Way the- norm group -would-  answer, 

-Palmer comes- to a Conclusion that he has emotional -dit--

tUrbanc.ey: Inappropriateness-, -Con-fusion, mental illaeaa. - 
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5 

7 
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'This-  is a professional WM, ladies and gentlemen, 

an--+ ducatect an who speciali4eia in: things like this and he 

takee.that Witness Stand and 'testifies like that, 

Palt4ort  to fUrther -ishoW how unrealistic' be is  

.atated in his report, again indredibiet  he saidz.  

Watson •goet -over his problems over and 

Oyez' again and worries in a highly ,eltcessive 

fashion* probably magnifying; them extretnely**-

van anyone being• charge4 with seven counts o 

-tUrders  on trial for his life*  be accused of magnifying,  his 

problems? Does anyone have ire-  prOblellut than -Tex Watson 1)4(117 

Dr.-Palmer wattn4t even-familiar*  ladies and gentler-

ment  with hiS own written report*: - 

- • 91, 	Did you get the iMpreSsion*  Doctor* 

that Mr. Watson doetn-tt Want to face up to the 

fadt that be killed Seven people 'and_ he IS try- _ 

trig to-, talk bit:IA. 01f into believing that this 

WAX some type of an accident? 

*A 	'No.'" 

• et*  on -Page 5- of hitt own report*  he Writes.: 

"'the -:story I suggested that Mr. -Watson 

:--unable to Account to himself the events of which 

hes accUsed of perpetuating.  in- that be triegi to 

__tell...himself that it 	more like an operation*  

possibly en accident.'" - 

Observation* of Dr. lialmer. 

- 	Dr* Owre testified- that the cirountstances surround,  

ng' Wt-taking of the psychological test can adversely affect 
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- the 'results and- I thin) certainly the elttreme depreasion end • 

-anxiety.  Of Mr.- Watson wotild contrast considerable with,  the 

presumably-  relaXed cirdurstancet under which the norm group- : 

tot* the te-st. 

You lomat als0 remember, ladies and gentleMen, that 

Dr. :Palmer conceded that none of theta testa Were designed to 

answer the,  gnat:it:ton that.yea have to,  4nlueti Whether he 

deliberated and premeditated thes+ . mOrdera and had the mental. 

capacity for first :degree murder.: 

InOidentallys  thia-was thott,first time that Dr. 
• 

Palmer examined * person charged with murder and testified 

vontratt, there was Dr. laramwelI. Dr. Bramwell 

is the- -chief pglychdlogiat up:at Ataaattderpie -I think we can 

atom*, I think it is a reasinableJ knee,;1'eince that as chief 

psychologist, he must hatVe a vast~,--tietendous amount of 

experiert0e examining criminal defendants,. _ 

za tact, •Dr. Owre* Tale 4466 of the transcript 

testified that-Bramwell did have -considerable experience. and 

Dr.. Dt'am'well _concluded in, his* repOrt, 	large scatter of 

suppressed scores indicate that Mr. Watson is probably capable 

.of fUnotioning at amore-  effective end efficient Intellectual 

1-evel, possibly at. average to. aboVe average- range." 

Of course..- on the reats-ier 1.0,,f. an average, 

Would say, is between. 190 and 109. 

et that person' a 'trial. 

Dr. Bram Well -then concludes that Watson was 

probably capable of performing consistent with an 1.0. of 

100 to 109' or higher and he concluded hit- report: 
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°Watson's present intellectual fundtioning 

,appeared .diminished -one to the presence of 4:Anxiety 

and depressive elements, Mr. Vats0n is presently 

experiencing.°  

Dr. John Suarez -- .Dr. 'Suarez was the doOtor who 

-ttotordinated this group of doctors out at 'UCLA and in view of 

the unbelietvOle statements that that -doctor made on that 

witness stand,r  it is understandable, ladies and, 4entlenen, hoW 

the quality of the UCLA psyc  hiatrists and psycholoqistee 

to 	was so,  low. 

-On Page 3707 of the transcripts- he admitted, that 

in.-cletermininc- what a person** state-  of mind vas at the time. 

e enlaged -in a particUlar activity, it is very important-for 

the tiSyohiatrist. to ascertain_ what the nerson said end did at 

--the tilt* of the subject *Ott  

sparred with oel  Went back and forth., but I 

- 	-got it-  out. of him that it Vat very important to '.knout 

about 'what ho,ppeteds  

With. this In mind,'  X asked. hiri the following 

question# and we established that it was iMpfortant to find out 

what a person did and said3 

"a 	bid YOU -maim any -effort to ascer- 

tain what -Linda Itasahian had to say about flex 

Vatoonki participatiOn. in these. rurders; make 

any effort at all? 

ot  r did .not; not -  cl-tritetlYw 

shy not? _ - - 

'4A. 
	

cause. when. one does an. evaluation., 
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there. is a. limit to what One can do and in,  

general, I put the burden on the ,attorney -

who -has asked me to do the evaluation." to 

provide- a vith those. data -that are relevant 

and helpful to AO construOting and eVa-lua- 

3 

4 

5 	• 

6 

NO And Ind the def.-elute attorneys 

urnisk you with_Linda Xasabianvis testimony?_ 

w, -.Slot that I can recall* 

12' 

bontt yon think it Would have been.  • 
elpful and ad.visabie for you. to have. read that 

testi:1141hr°' 

16 

gain, a :pause*  

1111. 	SUre-it would have been helpftil to 

hive talked to the parents," -tO,  talked to the 

.who knew- 'Watson 	itany stage* over 

There is a practical 	to. how 'much one can 

do. toren 

anst -Iiiten to this.: 

20,  

22 

24- 

26 

•• even if they had supplied Ise -with the 

testimony-, X, floret know- l Z would- have had tittle 

to l'ead, 

This is the man who wain  in charm) o that ma. 

gronPi,  

2/ 

- 28-  

yon can think of_ a better adjective than. 

sindredible* or *unhellevirible,.t."-  Z wish=yoU coed send ma-  a 

note tO,  ZWoad& t have. to,  'Xieep using thee ,words.. *int:ratty, 

that with the attitude -of Dr. Bailey who -put in: 300 hour S. 
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-Charles Watson is being charged with murder and 

Dr.. Snares, a Member of the medical profession, takes that 

'Witness :stand- and very cavalierly testifie' as to Tex Ilattonst 

state of-  mind et the tit* of the murders then has the audacity 

,t call it audacity 	to state, that not only didn't he read. 

lindes test:Enter, but if be were Turn :shed, With it, he probabl 

wouIdtet haVe read it... 

Be had tie to coMe into-this Court. of law' and 

inject his: -opiiiion on Watson -.s state of -Mind at 'the tine of 

these zurders, an opiniOn that Was based on a 'meta lack of 

information and I ant sure be had time to accept his sizable 

fee for testifying arid 'examining Mr. Watson; 

Without evert reading her testi any,. -which varies 

I think Linda's testtimony-/ mould say vatieirin -about-lA• to  

2q _important aspects -from Wa.tson's testimony_ 

Ist). 	Did you -fOrm an Opinion that Dir.-  Watson - 

told you. the truth?' 

11A, 	It was my impression that the Story 

that he presented to be basically was: cOrrect." 

These UCLA doctors conchided, testified that Watson 

accepts and swallowed everything that Mattson told him, mat 

they 4iclet add to- it., that they accepted and swallowed' every- 

thing that Watson told 'them, 

I think if Watson told then at one time he riveted 

a nail on custard pie., they would have believed that, too. 

THE COUrtirt I think .we will have about a 3. 1'-minute 

break„ 14r. Bugliosii- 

MR. BUGLIOSIt Thank you. 

8. 

9 

10 
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- TOE COURTi We win have--  a 10-9zinUte break, ladies and 1 

2 

- 4 

-5 .  

6 

7 

8 

- 9 - 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1-7 

is 

19 

• 20 

- 21 

22 

2-3 

24 

25_ 

26 

27 

28 

gentlemen. Please heed the usual admonition._ 

(Recess.) 

COpla'n People against Watson. lit the record-  show-

. all jurors, the defendant and counsel_ -ere present._ 

Bugliosi, you may proceed. 

MIL atiGLIQSit Thank you, your Honor. 

Just for clarification., ladies and gentle, ent  Pr. 

Port did not examine Leslie Van Houton at the last trials  -

- looking' back at the. teatimony. He Vas -called to the witness 

Stand by Mr,. Xeith at the. last trial and he was prelentad 

' a hypothetical situation which encompassed mudh of the evidence 

at the Lash 'trial concerning Leslie. Van Houton and he did give 

an opiniOn with respect. to Leslie Van Houton, but he did not 

personally, ‘exatilime 

AnOther point X want to repeat, that Dr. Suarez 

did not testify to_ whether op nOt :i4t. Watson had diminished 

:Mental capacity at the time of these murders t  but he did. 

totifyt  he did inject hi$ opinion, one that la wOefully lack-

ing insofar as a basis, he did inject his opinion that Watson 

-was payehotiC at the time of these mOrderi. 

- 	Dr. Suarez was the doettit who repeatedly made 

.statements-4  ladies. and gentlemen,. on the witness stand which 

:were diatetridaily opposed*. corapleteiy -contradiatoty and 

inconsistent with stater entS he made in two-  published articles 

'Of -ids is medical journals - and. then When X pointed out the in 

COnsiatenCies to hitt, instead of being frank about it and 

sash, 'WU, this does appear to be inconsistent and I have 
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changed. V .ndl," or something like that -- no, he staid that 

2 -1 
	

WagSnl-t reading what he wrote prOperly, 

3 - 	 I will ON* you one exam/A t 

-- - 4. 	 NYOu will agree 	when -I asked him these 

--5 
	

queetions, I already had these articles obviously, 

whether he knelt that or not, I don't know mama 

= 7 
	

4'9. 	You. will agree that the =re time that 

8: 	 elapses between the 'killing and the examination., 

9 
	

the More ffiffitnilt it  :is lot psychiatrist to 

evaluate a-persion's :Mental Condition at the time 

of the killing., youldoo-you agree with me on that? 

12 • 
	

'114. 	---Zatt• r  I eiirtk that not just with 
= 

- 	 regard to - k.glinge, but .in general. 

14 
	

_ Bight? ' 

-:The .ire.-tivse that siapstos, the harder 

46 
	

:it- .is to reconstruet what a-  pattent. wits like at 

„1.7 	 4 Certain title in the past,- 
18 	 . 'II. 	In fact, Doctor,. not only is it 

119: 	 difficult,. but isn't it even psychiatrically_ 

20- 	impossible for-  a. psychiatrist:to examine a. -perms- 
• 21 	soh a yeag or so after the ktl1ing ;ten' t it. 

22 	 impoesible for hits to do this and --give specific 
2.3 	

information about the-  mental state or the person 
• '• 24 
	

at the time of the Cris*? 

°A, 	Agailv, the information that is given 
26 
	

is gore about his condition at the time and that 
27 	 isn't. hardly impossib.le because that is what 

haVe been doing here since 100 -and it -is -potssible 

000072
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'to reconstruct, even thou time has elapsed.' 

Yet*  the doctor admitted writing this in, an article 

of his in the journal of Forensic Science-I 

*It is not possible 	repeat, he said 

'It is not possible 	in other words, it is 

possible 	'LIt is not possibl_e, nor ins it likely 

in the near future for a visychiattistr  who first 

see* the patient sometimes -months after the 

-offense*  to gig specific _information about the 

4001101 state of the defendant at. the tip of the 

.of footle.'" 

The question of sincerity- of Suarez and 141mer 

I ticiAtt gentian the .sincerity of Dr-. "Prank, Ize was just , 

hopeless-1y ConfOsed. lie Vas doing the.best he could, totally 

'120gUa1ifiecl, but t think he was sincere. 

'These people,. Palmer and Suarez., their testimbny 

was ShilosefUl 	members of the medical profession, one of the 

most noble ttf. all professions, 'unbelievable. And i"1St bit 

sou* of the highlights. I Could have- gone in. to much more 

Dr. Vernon Bohr, I question this manls sincerity-. 

He is -a psychiatrist. Se is appointed-  by Oudge Zuoas and be -

is. Sent a letter with a for and it Say* to eptatine Tex Watson 

and send a report back to me, 'telling-  me -whether input opinion 

Watson could .deliberate and premeditate these murders and 

whether: her ,could maturely and MeaninafellY reflect upon  the 

gravity -of the Contemplated act. 

II* has got tbili report. Se is getting paid for it. 
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"Even though Dr. Bohr -dictates the.report -- he 

• ttictated the report, These are his,  words and be reads, the 

retort and he tismis it before it leaves his office. 

- Somehow he blamed his Secretary for that inforaka-

,- tion .not being in the repOrt. Instea4 of tes-tifying:, saying' 

*Sorry, -I jr,ade a mistatel it was Ail- oversight."' Be 'blames 

;_. his seciretary. 

lfe dictated the report and he read the report and 

be - signed it. 

'This is somewhat .reflective about ,the typo 

inOviclnals these psychiatrists were Who too): that witness 

.stand. -They don't have any halo- around' them, Just like any-

, body else. 

Dr.. ,Rohr testified that to deterzine, Mr. Watson's. 

state- of wind at the time of the m ders, he said it would 

. hoe been heIpta for him to learn about Watson's-  conduct and 

Statements .from Other persons, sieve he admitted that Mr. 

Watson was not an unbiased source -of information *boat himself. 

- j then as)ed hirl 	then, -Doctor, if that is ' 

clid_you,  read Linda Ustabiart/-s testimony or Susan At)cinie 

test/Moor* 

11,nd what be did, he atteMpted to -cover up for 

obviouS negligence by Making a statement on. that witness-

. Stand, *00:11  I didn't 'km* t could. read their' testimony, 

because it WAS in another prOCeeding.'' 

I 4;:mitv't believe he is be4,01 truth-full ladies and 

gantlemett,s, 

14, man who has been' around the criminal courts as 

27 

28 
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long 40- that an has, has got to -know that he had every tight 
2 : 	the world -to read Uncles testimony-  and Susan Atkins' 
3 	testi*ony-. 
4 	 1.qcw, I will give yotx conclusive proof that be was 
5. 	 011 that, witness stand. This is conclusive proof. 
6 	

A half hour later- in his testimony' he _apparently 
7 

forgot what he had previously testified to and he testified -- 
• 

this is in the transcript -- that 4e ;asKed'Sam ?ubrick for a 

- 

4 

• course., included Susan Atkins.'" •testimbny.-- 

copy of the Grand any proceedings-1.n this case, which, of - 	• 

111. 	 Be apparently forgot. malt iS -iconclustve proof than  

'he. wasp°  t telling-  you the trot ti: whey die said he. 	haVe 
15_ • 

the tight to toad that, read thaSerePorts. 

Bven if he. didn't thin k he had,  the right to -read 

Suiten. /Wave and Linde Icalahiart*-0 testiriOny in Other proceed- 
. 

ingot  why adult he at least -read Linde* testimony in this 
17 

proceeding? 

Dr4 Bohr then went on and said that even if Tex-
19

- 21. 

. Watiton had -never - told -him what he did.  and said -On those two 

-nights of murder, end even, If he didn.-it get this. information 

front anyone elSe„ he- would still. he Ole to. -render -a valid 

-opinion on whether Mr. Watson had the requisite mental capacity 
23 

at the time of these tivarders., 
24 _ • 

gOt the itifiprOvitiOn. frtrit rout -of these defense. 

psyCiatrists.„ it really made-  no difference what Tex :dia. and 

-said. So What? 
27- 

That was their opiniont Tex is incapable Of 
28 

-deliberatinl.  end pretneditating. - Don't confuse Ine with the 
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facts. X have &ready made- up my mind. 'It is irrelevant what 

be did and -said. 'Mat was their state of vied. 

Dr. tai ley has been around for 35 years, he said 

• there isan itplicit understanding you acmit even examine a 

Person Mess you have read the testivony, the transcript, to 

'fix 4' Out what that verse% did .and 

- Dr. Tatman made a Vary interesting statement.. Nit 

said that the chrOnic -use of LSD plus parehoid schizophrenia 

Would_ mitke one incapable 'of deliberatintt, premeditating a 

murder. 

Now, it is obvioUs fro* the testimony of raenY 

vitneggeg- that Charles klanson was at chronic' -user of LSO _and 

bri Tatman testified that in his opinion Manson Wet a paranoid 

schizophrenic, ac X guess.  the good doctor believes that Charles 

Ilanson didn't _deliberate- and premeditate these unziders either. 

No one did. These people lust happened to: die*. 

They hist happened; to- -end up in the ground and 

the people that just happened to kill theth should be breast 

fed out at VCS Medical Center. Nobody Should be punished 

-for these things-. 	- 

- Dr. rehr testified that If Watson had in fact done-

the- 'various things that Linda Masabian said that he did, this 

would be evidence of deliberation- and premeditation, but that 

-doctor wag quick to- add that Vex Matson didn't tell him this 

and he baieved Tex !'-qaitsoni-s.Version, even- thoUgh in the 'very 

next breath he said tax-  Vatrion itt -not a good fourcti of infor-

mation.- te is biased. - . 

_ the doOtor,fttlt that 1,1r. Vatoon vottletitiiiy has a 
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moderately severe deprOstiOn and he feels that this is .abnotual 

and therefore $hhows mental illness,. 

- Mott of the defense psychiatrists said that 

batically the -same thing. They said this man is very-:depressed 

and this shoWs mental illness. 

These doctors are so removed_ from reality,. ladies 

and lentlemen, 'so totally removed frOm reality -- and they 

tales ahrbutporhosis 	-that even - though he is being charged 

with seven covets of nuirder and facing the penalty of, death, 

they think he has no right to be extremely depressed and if • 
he extremely :depressed, he must be Mentally 

ti 	Vah i  -people bectiMe depressed when. their favorite 
•.„ 

ba teak Iotelit a igame. X saw One of the jurors raise his.  

head, _A-  arently he didakt agree with me on that. 

h*y. get: upset. A favorite- ball teat? This Sent 

is-On ttial for hit life. A* the defense psychiatrists said 

_ die must be mentally ill*. he is depressed- 

TRH -COURT: They lost again today* by the way. 

- 	JUROR: 	kat depressed. 

R. BUGX/XOSIt It depends on who your -ban team is-. 

THE COURTI, It .has -to be the Giants now'. 

InfailOSII X asked the 'doctor if mt. Watson had 

= knowledge-aforethought and he said no. 

_ Sc T said, 0%111!  Doctor, now you -formed an, 

opinion -on that, what does malice aforethought mean to your 

204.4, *Well, it means illwill„ hatred:, .enmity 

-tttsfard the vi4tim,* 

Well, the doctor has given hit tvinion about - 
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1 	something that he -dots' not understand he-clause malice afore- 

2-  :-7thoUghte  a legal term*  -does not "dean enmity -or animosity -or 

3 hatred toward the Victit and ;fudge Alexander 'Will instruct yOu 

4 to that effect. 

	

5 	 ?tom a laymatet Standpoint, a nenlegal standpoint, 

	

6 	yes-, malice does mean hatred, but from a legal, standpoint, it 

7 Aces' not. n has a completely different Itteaning, 

it simply means intent to kill._ A classic...example 

• 9 -  of pisychitriats trying to give ia_pinions on legal  iiitteri and 

10 with. a psychiatric hese of reference. 

	

.11 
	

The doctor then went" onto say that .hedidret 

	

1.2 	believe Mr.. Ifattion intended- td kill theta- 	 Again*  X_ 

13 have to Say incredible. 

14 

15 

16 

17. 

18 

19 

20- 

- 21 

22 

23 

2:4 

25 

26 

27 

28 

I have no other wOrd!  X think thre- is a Ati)rd 

ineffable which means indelicribable.--  X am tarry._ I 

,can,lt think of any other adjective,- ladies and ginitlemene, 

Dr. DitZan testified he,  vomit a frAend of Mr. X'exithl's-

e exaMned Vex on AuglIst. the 30th and September the 3rd, 1971„ 

whichh-wais After, the trial had already Started, 

lie testified that he -skiMmed -anda Xasabian's 

testimony. I gat the, ix pression. that it._ was while. watching 

television, but be did this-  after he had already prepared his 

report and reached, a 	naton. - 

-4t 

ton 

-4 the previous triall he examined !mane Van 

Houton AO testified with respect td- her during -the penalty 

phase and --Mr. 	called Dr. Pitman to.  the stand_ during the 

penalty phaee of the last trial and he called Dr._ Ditman to 

the stand this time. 
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- 	Dr: Ditman testified he was against the death 

penalty: The doctor testified that in his- opinion Watson 

-didn't realize that Eriltderincr these people was wrong-: 

-Of coarse tt Doctor. Of course not: That 

Whyte. took -every conceivable :measure to avoid detection anti. 

told arida to wipe off fingerprints, told -- made ttientie loake 

propise not to. tell.  anyone, 

ve aid these things 'because be didn't know that 

what he was doing' vas wrong,. Nowt  if 	to this incredible 

-gobbledygcek testimony -of Dr. lit n, because I think ft is  

classic to Show the :caliber of these defense psvohitarists. 

The doctor first testified that 'r. Watson waset. 

aware of the .consequences of his action, If you call make 

heads or tails -out of _thi-st ytt4 are- a better person than r am: 

*Be -certainly knew, Doctor 'what% be 

stabbed these peeplet  when -he shot them, that 

this would end -145 An their deaths? 

le knew,- I .would think so. 

Didntt this.  show he was aware of the 

.consequences of hie action?' 

all  of that consequence. 
ere. 	An riot. - Met's talk about some- 

other consequences. Assuting that he told Uncle. 

Xesabiani- thitg ie a. hypothetical, assOming-  that. 

he tad Tainda, to wipe the fingerprints off of 

-those kniVes before she threw 'them out the 

windOwt wouldn't this also show ah. awareness Of 

the consequences Of hi* action? 
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• 

in& 	Of -that pairt, yes.* - 

2 	 You just liaten to thiS lobbletargocik. 

3 
	

°tr. Did.you read Dianne Lakes testi- 

4 	mony at- this trial to the effect that Nr. 

5 	Watson made her promise not to ten anyone 

-6 	that he told her be had killed Snart:4t Tate? 

7 	Pid yea read that teatirtOny?' 

'8 
	

Ox. 	No. . 

9 	 .w 	;Ansi intinl4hat tO he-  _a facto ikeeuttling' 

that he did_-_tell Dianne Lake or make Dianne Lake 

1.1 	.promise not---tO 	Atlyoner  wOuldn't, that indicate 

r2 	an:-awarenesli 	Conisequencee of 'What he had. 

13. 	41040? 
Usk, _Novi/ 4, she is the one in Texatt? 

is 	 110. 	 _Dianne, Lake was a farmer menfber 
16 	

-ot Mrs tuOtorrs, .'fatol:341,  A' 16 or 17-year-61d girl. 
1,7 	 -.AWL when was. this done? 

' 10: 	SupPoseillys  -according to her testi- 
"19 	inenro, aboUt n week and a half _after-  these Murders' 

20' - 	 Olandha.r:California-. According to her-  tetti- 

2i 	 loony, Mr. Watson told her that he had-  stabbed 

22 • 	Sharon Tate to,  deith.f . then he made her promise 

23. 	=mot to tell anyone -about. it, 
24 
	

'Wow,. assuming this to be 'truer  what 

25 	would this indicate to you? 
26 
	

*A. c.  Well if  my -understanding of his condi- 
27 	 tion was that he 'was corfinT out of his acute 

A' 4 

	 28 	drug use during-  that period. 
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!Q. A week and a half after the murders 

Which was-  around ,August the 20th, 

because he left tOughly at the end of the month 

og -October 1'0 i* your opinion then that when 

he told Dianne Lake, &satiating he -did tell hero_ -

that he- Vas thinking titare -Clearly at that point 

becaUse he had stopped Ingesting titttge; it t that 

correct? 

16/1. 	el10 rtr cpiniort is tint 	thst 

2 

3- , 

4'  

5 

6- 

7 

8 

ro

-1'1 

12 

'13 

14-

1.5 

16 

17 -, 

. 18 

19 - 

20: 

22 

23 

- 24- 

25 

26 

11, 	
, 27_ 

aOnth that followed, he was using-  less drugs and 

that he became., as it were, =tree _rational, in his 

thinking and bia values began to improve and that 

he then as a Consequence of that made a proispt 

tr.- • 

exodus to Texas.4  

Again, I am reading more than X normally dei„ but 

lust to show you: 

ge. 	ASSUltd.i* again that this event took 

place about a week and 4 half after these murders, 

;Olancha, just a week and a half, are you Saying 

then that -within that week and a half period Mr. 

watison now recognized what he had tione and he 

realized the consequences of his act? 

sit 	X would' say that he was — I don-lt 

know exactly the period 

Be doesn't know exactly the period. If he didn't 

make it as a psychiatrist, as a comedian there is not going 

to. be any prpble% 

NI don't knoW exactly -the period or 'his 
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dru,q state r  but t: WOuld say that would give him 

tine to irnprove wort pia drUg-induced state, 

particularly the acute effect of the drugs he 

'was using. if he tot* no ware, he should be 

mit in that peried Of time,- At least have all 

the dru#s Cleared from his system, so_ that he 

wasn't acutely intoxicated with drugor  which 

should improve his prformande. 

- 	"Thin is: all based Upon the asap- 

tien then that he 1448..1014.er the influence of 
, 	

risro mad other dtru,qt at the tine_of these intIrders7 

Yes. X believe they had a lot to do 

1 

2 

3 

- - 

V 

18. 

- 	19: 

20 

with- his behavior that night. • 

Ifg 	ire you aware, Doctor /  that the Za- 

13ianca residence at 3301 Waverly r)rive is in- the 

Griffith Park areA of Los Angeles? 

WelIr I didn't know exactly where it. 

was, 

LT. Are ou aware that it is in that 

ge.neral, area -of Zos relit Drive? 

Yes. 

You said that there nay have been a 

change in ter. Matson's biental condition about a 

week- and A half after -these wardets7 Let's bring 

it at a Little closet to the time Of the marder. 
• 

- ''tuning that .0arbara Iroyt testified 

that a day after the murders she told Charles Tex 

17 - 

_ ,ffatsen that Leslie Van Irouton hid ih the back 

,22 

23 -- 

24 -• 

25 -  

26 • 	27 

28 
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house at the ranch from some men who- had given 

her a ride back frost the :Griffith ?ark area,. 

itAtsuming then that Charles Tet 

-Watson told Barbara Hoyt, 'Poet talk to anyone 

about. ariffith -Park* Ate were at a lave in.'s  

"'Assuming that situation_, only one 

day-  after these ziturders, what would that indi_citte 

to you? 
• 

I -guess he di:daft wit t.o- tell her 

about whet really happened,. 

4T, 	Do you have any opinion why he wouldn't 

want to tell her? 
Oh. 	 would-..have_tO-  speculate but X 

gather he didn't leant to _tell: her the truth or he 

vented to give her dome Other',,Updioll. 

"It 	ife knoic that; DoCtAt. _r a assuming 

that this `'took plaCe*, _ rfe know -that. X am asking 

you 'how/ what his state- of mind was to cause him 

to tell her that* you .we the psychiatrist. 

*A., 	f havon't *Awaited hir.9 on that 

point* X really -don:t knoW why he would do- it*, 

All.  I oan say is -that this conditions that he -had, 

had. a certain -dtration, they don't clear in a daY, 

and they sort of feed on one another, namely, the 

acute intorication- ie Icing to- 'agctravate the 

folio a -deux, aggraVate the ChrOnic• brain state. 

In -other words,.. he vas still in this folie 

deux situation:, this brain syndrome situation, 

1 • 	2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

-7 

8 

9- 

10 

11 

• 
-13 

- 16 
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not being aware of the consequences of 1415 *Ct. 

Was still. in that situation, let's 

say one day after the ThUrders, but a week, and a 

half After the murders, he bed changed? 

191. 	wall. he of:mid be surely aware but I 

would say that X -man, he was not. Ole to 

staturely and meaningfully reflect.° 

e Iireten't even talking about maturely and meaning-

-fully ;reflect. weren*t even talking about it, but he was so 

_tt5peleatily confused, going. bad); and forth in circles, that be 

couldnit think, So he blUrts Out, *he oduldet ataturely and 

-meaningfully reflect.* IRA no relevance to .what we were talk-,  

Jug out. 

- liisten to this incredible statement by rir. Ditman 

----be is the star'witness for the -defense, in, terata of drugs — 

we, 	Would you, consider speed to be a 

Poverful drug? 

1.11. 	Yes.-  . 

wtt 	Would you consider it- to be -a dangerous 

drug? 

Yes. 

'Q. 	Is 74D a. dangerous drug 'and a powerful 

drug? 

AO, 	Is belladonna taken in root form a 

dangerous and a powerful drug? 

WA. 	Yes. 

Is cocaine a danOttous and powerful 

• 
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fi 	- - drug?' 

2 	 .174. 	TeX. 

Q, 	I believe you testified that the drugs 

that tir. Watson took,. 74 believe 'you testified 

**tido et. create Such a. condition./  I mean that other 

people would be able to notice- it; is that correct/ 

The hallucinogenic drugs end even- 

. stimulating -drugs, the effedt -Oen be. central or 

psydhief  so, that- unless a person, l'arts, at it ere 

3. 

- 

5. 

 6 

8 

'9' 

10 . 

12 

13 

• 
1.4 

15,  

. 16 

17 

-18 

19 

' 20 

21 

22,  

23,  

24 

_ ?5' 

26 

'111 
28 • 

an apprecration of what is going on. n the personis 

-"'-'ittria. they stay not be aware that the person is 

under, the influence of any drug. I means  there is 

no odor a there is with alcohol. 

- - 

. r-- 	- 
•Qt - $a what you are saying then is that if 

c---- .00M0,:aile took these four poWerfAI dangerous drugs, 

that', sal are powerfUl and dangerous 

drugs, according to your-  testimony 	speedo  

cocaine, LSD- and belladonna 	they- had it in their 

system, they could talk to sornepne -and there would 

be .no manifestatiOn at all. They -woUl4 just appear 

cosipletely no l? 

*Is that yOur testimony/ 

No,. ,didnft say no stanifestation ---- 

to the. casual or the uninitiated, observer, there 

may not be, may not appear' anything- particular 

native? 

TO the ,casual observer, what would he. 

000085
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"A. Re would notice dilation of the Mils. 
. 	- 

That is one thing with atropine, the one thing 

with. LSD that you can rely on.-

% Anythitg elSe? 

_ '94 	That is the -main thing.- Now' -  

Are you,  thrOugh With your answer? 

X suppose that is enough fair the 

moment r  yea.* 

If a person takers a simple sleeping pill -- what 

do -they call Sleep-Moot  a Sleeping pill when the pi31 

starts, to take effect, nor ally, the person beComes:It- little 

-drowsy and they Might even yawn or- stretch,  with a 

pill and yet this incredible Dr.. Pitman sayst that a Persson 

could have four -of the .Most powerful dangerouis -drugs i*tginable , 
in their system: cocaine, epee& belladonna and LSD:  and-'he 

Said the only thing that -would happen. that Would be :Observable-

would be a dilatitin of the pupils and no one. would be able to 

observe that they -were under the influence of anything. - 

How . aon. anyOne have any confidence in any conclusion 

_n man like, this -makes, when a Ohild ..-s* a child would have 

enough_ commOn Sense not - to rake a remark like that. 

If he had read Brooks POston and Paul Watkins and 

David Ramie's testimonyr  he would have found that this man 

here and this is the man we are concerned about, ladies and 

gentlemen, not some other indivi.dual called gins, Weisner — 

we are "concerned with. Tex Watson MO.*. he -would have loaned that - 

..inst, with LSD in his system, it was very observable to these 

- other three people, that he was under the influence' of 

000086



5'384  

1 

2 

3 

4,  

5.  

6 

7 

8 

Cf,  

soMethingi 

That is not even with cocaine, belladonna and 

sod, because LSD_ alone., it vas Very obvious to these people 

that Watson was Vidor the. influende. 

- 	incredible tItictor said you- can take four 

- -powerful --dangerout drOgS like that and other than a dilation 

of the pupilS, no one would ha re the foggiest idea. that Vin 

:had these drugs in your-  system. 

Dr. Andre -Weed 	Dr. Tweed examined Patricia 

Irrenvinkel at the last trial and testified ...during the penalty 

trial with respect to her. _ 

- Dr. Tweed testified that on the night~ of the la 

piano* rurders7  he _doesn't believe that Watson_ 'knew what was 

going to happen until Watson, arrived at the Bianca residende 

That is a incredible bit tef testimony, but it is-

of. Page. 411881  V.Oluni-e 26.  

This kind of naives :is hard to believe cowing 

_fret .a doctor who has 'had es much experience as Dr., Tweed, 

. ladies and gentleznen. 

On the night -of the Bianca murders., you can 

rest monared that when Tex Watson loft -With the grain sat Spahn. 

wench*  he 'knelt that he wasnt:, going down_to,  any dairy cream 

for a. -milk :Shake. He knew that he -was going out -to coif it. 

Murder and Dr. Tweed said that -he .doeset think ifatson knew 

until be found himse-lf in front of the residence.. 

Dr. Tweed -testified that he is opposed to the death 

'penalty. s think it-  is cibtrions, that Dr. Tweed 	and I will 

commend hint for that 	is, as defense psychiatrist who at least , 

9' 

10 

11 • 

12 

13 

, -•! 
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4,  
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8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

15 

1,6 	, 

read Linda Xasabieres testimony/. but X think it is pretty 

Obvious that he is a (Vote defense 1,4yobiatristr  unquote. 

and ; 	tell you why-i. 

	

110. 	Well, Dbotor, wouldn't you say that 

the percentage' .0- tip that you testified for the _ 

prosetnition in .a capital case is very low? 

	

19!. 	Yee.,  I woad Say that but so what?*  

- 	the !!!rio what :14- 	this, ladies and gentlemen 

"so. what*.  is this: Men the itfercentage of tires that a 

doctor teetifies:f9r thcprtisecuti6n_ is not only low but Very 

low, chances are it is reit duet a coincidence. The chances 

are that the partiOular.doOtor is predisposed tOward the 

defenS0 and, X suggeat-that Dr. Tweed is predisposed towards-

the -defense. 

Dr*Maikhaytt,is the doctor that didn't *VOL prepare 

a written report on his:exatiii' nation of ?itrg lfatison, Like Dr. 

Weed, it is obViOUS he is a .defense psychiatrist.- 

t. of 10 -Capital Cases. be can only xensember one 

-case -where the prosecution called bim to the stand 	1 out 

of 10. 

Again, you ask - yourself whether that is a coinciden CO 

Or whether Dr. ..Viarkharit, - Iike_Dr. Weed:, is a defence psychia-

trist.. 

As you km*, 	Maxiiham, testified that Mr. Watson 

=did not have the rental capacity to maturely and meaningfully 

reflect upon the -gravity of-  his acts. , but he was asked by Mr. 

-Kubrick why hereached this opiniOn. 

He said:. 

17 

_19 

21 

22 

23 

-- 24 

25 

26 

27 

28; 
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"The Acta. in themselves X 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 bizarre that none -of the killers 

could have Maturely and, meaningfully reflecited upon the gravity:-

0f -the Contemplated act.- - 

in other Words*  14ansone  Atkins,* Krenwinkels  and. 

Van .11oUton*  Should nOt be Convicted -of first degree murder 

because the murders were as bizarre. 

The position, is totally without merit. The fact 

that a. murder is bizarre obviOusly doss not mean that the 

-could not have Maturely -and meaningfully reflectedupon - 
the gravity of his act.. 

Dr, MarkhaM. also said that Watson's lack of - 

emotion in committing these murders shows- he couldn't maturely '-

and •MeaningfUlly reflect. 

Well*, in the first place/  Dr. Markham wasn't there.*  

• 	2 

3- 

,4.  

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

• 	14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2.1 

• w  22 

23 

24' 

25 

26 

• 	27 

28 

ladies and gentlemen, _He doesn't know 	for all he knows*  

`:M Watson Watson was very emotional during these Murders. 

:dor ail Dr. 'Markham know*, Tex Watson may have 

been gritting his teeth and releasing all typed of =hostilities 

'hen -he was stabbing these. _Victims/  but even assuming that 

Watson did cOMmit these 'murders in a sOmewbat unemotional 

0ShiOn*  that is not. unusual. 'Unemotional killings are rather 

common. in history 	the S$ guards at the GerMazi extermination 

caipa1  hired ,killers. Most executions are 'unemotional.. 

When you come right down to it, ladies and 
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gentletOen, in the last analyais, -what were these murders?-  - 

Thede Murderz were planned etecUtiOns-, clear and simple, -  Vhat 

an over there- was the- chief executioner* 

let me say this:. Based On the evidence that 

came fro* that witness stand,. how oan anyone 	how cans anyOnti-,  

have any confidence in a psychiatriatts ability to diagnose a 

f mule. tit ls -state. of -mind 'at the time of the murders, --whether 

he premeditated and-dellber_atod things like that.- 

No., 1. . Deliberation, premeditation, malice Afore-

though-t are legal terms, .not Medical terms--,. 

S*ddindlyr  how 'In the- world can anyone have any 

,confidence in. a ..pitfeSiion- 4hoatt- Member* cannot agree on Or. 

thing? BOW can ifgra have confidence - in a. profession like that? 

came here, which was typical, pro-secUtion 

psychiatrists testified  and the defense psychiatrists testified 

another way.  

If you were -driving a heavy -truck over a. bridge 

an you- consulted throe engineers and 4Pou-  said, "I want to know 

whether this bridge can sustain the veight of my true, s and 

One engiaieer Said *Yes,* 

-The other engineer Says `1,To,-*• and the other 

engineer says,:  wt -don't know," 

would you have confidence, enough confidence in 

these engineers to drive that truck -cf yours over that bridge? 

what has, happened during this trial is not unusual-. 

is completely typical-, t think yOu can draw the inference, 

if yen, walked into just hbout any court where It defendant -has 

entered a plea of - not 'guilty 	reason of insanity, and has 
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1°

I  2 

3. 

4 

5.  

6 

7 

8 

9'  

10 

'fish cut o; water. 

12 

presented' evidence of diminished _mental Oapacityr  the. pronoun-

' tion psychiatrist is going one way and -the defense psychiatris 

ic-  going the other way. 

To have confidende in a profe6nion Xtke that, 

ladies-  and Imiltioine40 is pare unadulterated folly. 
- 	_ 

psychiatrists 'Play be 'helpful -in solving a person's; 

-emo-tidnal probIema and giving them advice. They might be 

helpful in that arear  but.  say that 'when they step into the 

legal arena and try to render :opinions on.Ii.s.Nether a defendant 

had a raental capacity to corriait a *titer  say they are like 

-0 
Dr*  'Suarez in his art .al&-entitles A. Critique of 

. 	• 

the Psyehiettristis Odle as an rxpert_Witnessr* in so 3111111Y word* 

says the same-  thing. 

Ile writes. on Pam
-

3';1_423r Dr.. Suarez:. 

- "(Xti is thePlea-bere7to restore the 

psychiatrist* to the role- of the typical expert -

and thUs keep him within the bounds of the first 

step and not ask or coerce him to 'cross the line 

and become involved -in the legal issues or the 

udi nal taskr  because-  he has no businest there..* 

A:ccuPle Riare Pages, -and we can ail gd. home. 

:1)01,111. voir 	 Itait and told you, and Oudge 

Alexander will tell you in his instructions, the same thing. 

We have told you, that you- -folks:, not the psychiatristS-r  etre 

the trier and judges of the :facts., including-ft. Watson's state. 

mind at the 'tine of thee* ritirde.rn and that the psychiatrists-. 

were only here to help yoU make tip your ;kind. 

-13 
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Well, they didnrit help Very much, did theyl- 

the did was add a lot of confusion. 	- 

t told. you during-  the volt dire. and t 	-you-  now 

that the testimony of the psychiatrist wa* -ncit an end in and 

-of itself; If it were., there wouldet be any need for * trial 

-and there wouldn't be any need for you. folks-. 

The final .determination of -whether Mr. Watson, bad 

the -mental capacity to -commit first. degree murder tests. solely 

. and exclusively with- you. folks, not the-  psychiatrists.- - 

`During Voir dire .yOu 	prOtised 	:Kay -and me 

:that you- were wining to assume that responsibility. How are 

you going to assume that responsibility, ladies and, gentlemen? 

, 'There is-  only one -way for you to 4edide these issues of distin. 

ished mental capacity, deliberation„, premeditiation„ et -cetera 

common. sense, ladies and gentlemen, -good old-,fashioned 

4otomOzi sentsa.4 your col-Aston senses. 

You have to look at Watson's conduct and -his *tate-

meats On' these two nights of murders-  and from his conduct and 

from his- statements infer -Aether he- had the requisite mental 

-Capacity to be guilty of 'firs't '.degree murder-. - - 

Thank_ you. My voice -is just about gone., an ay, 

Judge. 

•THE COURT:. lathes and gentlemen-, so- you will know what 

the schedule ts, Mr., Bugliosi will finish his argument tomorrow 

You- will receive this case Thursday -morning. 

Wow., we will redoing at this time until tomorrow 

- morning at :9-1-36 and once- again*  do not forst or expreSe any 

opinion in- this cal*. Do not discuss it among yOursave$ 

••• 
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or with anyone else. 

Please keep an open -mind and remember what X said 

about the news media. Thank you. 

(An adjournment was taken -until WedneisdaYs 

October 6 3:973., at 9:30 a.m.) 

w4000 anal. 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WedneSday, October 6, 1971, 9:30 A.M. 

- 

(The following proceedings were had in 

chambers, outside the hearing of the- jury:) - 

TM COURT: All right, Sam, what's on your mind? 

BUBRICK: Judge, there has been some reference by 

Buygliosi on two different occasions -- at least, two that 

I recall -- that because. ,of the, definitions or the testimony 

of the psychiatrists that, Mansont Krenwinkel and Van Houton 

wouldn't have been guilty of murder, because of their dimin- 

fished capacity and there .has been, no- -- of course, I don't think 

_there is any evidenc; that there turas any definition of 

ithed capacity -interjected- n the last trial or offered-in the 

• last tria14.-and-  I think any innuendo that they draw aboUt the 

fact that they were convicted of murder, even though they are 

_thought by psychiatric-  standards, competent, in the sense that 

they suffer from diminished 'capacity _is, again, the same kind 

of innuendo that, since that. jury did that, they should do it 

here; and I would, make the same ob§ervation abbut the fact 

that there is evidence that the testimony -of Atkins and 

Icasabian was.exactly the same, there is no evidence -- - 

TUE COURT~: One doctor testified and nobody lobjected to 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Three of them did. 

THE COURT: 1 recall, the' question 	don't recall 

exactly, but was Atkins' testimonir consistent with the testi-

mony of Xasahian 

BUBRICK: And I lobjected and you sustained me. the. 
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first time. 

' MR. BlIOLIOSZ: Then, in. different language, if it got 

-in again. 

MA. MUBRICK1 Right.. 

MR; BUGIrIOSI: There were three pSychiatrists, and I 

have the notes, which I didn't bring; One Said, "consistent" 

and one said "corroborated" and 'Vort said he cross-checked 

Linda'S testimony with Susants. 

BTIBRXCK:. But I dolitt think 'that's evidence, that's 

the pOirit-. X 'don't think it is evidence of the 

MR., BUGLIOSI: I didn't. ,argue it as evidence; I -argued 

it as_ the .basis of the prosecution's psychiatrists' opinions 

that they verified the stories before. they came to the con-

clusion.* 

MR. BUBRICX; But the words you used were, "The eVidence,-, 

shOWed that".  

BUGLIOS1 t fQ, T didn it. 

KAY: No, hedidn"t use those words-. 

4R-. BUGLIOSI4 I said the proSecutiOn psychiatrititd 

didn't accept everything that Linda said. I, said thily checked 

her' testimony. With, Sadie's 'testimony and they formed their 

Opinion-, because it Vas cOnsiStent. 

I -said the,  prosecution psychiatri-sts didn't accept 

everything that I4irida said.- I said they checked his -testimony 

With Sadie'-s and they -formed their- opinion, 'because it was 

Consistent. 

I said defense psychiatrists did not do so; they 

took what Tex said and they didn't attempt to verify it with 
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any other- source. That is it., Sam. 

On this other point, diminished mental Capacity, 

 

I didn't say that they shouldn't have been convicted of first 

degree Murder -- 

THE COURT: No:, they all. suffered from that ,- 

XR. ,BUGLIOSI2 That he Shouldn't be convicted' --- I was 

almost acting s though they hadn't been to trial.. I was say-. 

'ing .they 

TIJE COURT.: The best thing to do is to- tell the jury that - 

refeience has, been made to the former trial.: "Remember., you 

 

 

are to decide "the innocence or guilt Of this defendant based 

'on Okay theeVidenCe you. have heard 	this case without 

reference to' what has transpired in the other' case.." 

MR. BUGLIOSI.: 'Could you. Od th4t-  ilAring your regular" 

Instruction gl . 

COITAT-1- - Ail right, we'll. get up an Lnstruction on 

that, and hope I'm not reversed for giving, them a:  andwritten 

instruction. 

(The following proceedings were had irt''open 

aourt., in the presende of the jury:) 

THE COURTz GOod morning. 

TRE ttUROASI ZoOd morning-. 

THE 	- .Gentlemen. 

-People against, Watson. Let the record, show all 

jurors, defenSe_counsel and, defendant are present. 

B_ugliosi., you. may proceed., 

BUGLICISI: c400d morning, la.dieS and gentlemen-. 

THE JURORS : Good morning. 
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MR. BUGLIOSI; When we left off yesterday, we were 

talking about the fact that the decision as to whether Mr. 

Watson'had the required mental, capacity is to be solely and 

exclusively determined by you folkt, not- the paychiatrists. 

In my opinion, all the psychiatrists did in, this,dase was add 

a 10t of confusion. 

Let's talk aboutlLinda gatabtan. As I said, Mr. 

Bubrick said she 'wasn't a truthful witness. ge also tol you 

that,she was an accomplice And, as such, nudge Alexander was 

going to instruct you• that you could distrust the testimony of 

an accomplice. 

With-respect to-  Linda being an accomplice, nudge 

Alexander will, in fact, instruct yoU that she was an accompli 

as a matter of law, and ther4 is a rule in the criminal-law 

ei 

that_to defendant can be-COnVicted of any crime on the unoorrob 

orated testimony of an accomplice. 

Judge Alexander will also" instruct your  however, 

that. to constitute Correborationi  only slight evidence is 

necessary 	only "slight evidence is necessary. It. is -not 

necessary to corroborate each fact to which the accomplice 
- 	_ 

testified. 

_The accomplice rule is really 'no issue in this 

case,,- absolutely no issue whatsoever for the simple-reason 

that even thoUgh Linda is an accoMplice4  unquestionably her 

tetti*Friumbeen- corroborated -- in fact, by Mr. Watson,, 

himself. Ile has. admitted all seven- killings. Believe ter  if 

there WAS a -question as to whether.Iinda Xszabian was an 

Accomplice, the defense attOrneyS Would have argued this issue. 
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to you; but as you recall, they never even argued it to you, 

they never .argued that her testimony was not corroboratedl  

, because it is obVious that it had been corroborated, not just 

by Watson's testimony but by the fingerprintg of Watson being 

found on the outside of the front door of the Tate residence; 

and, also f Dianne take's testimony that Mr. Watson confessed 

to her. -7 

with respect to fudge Alexander's instructing you 

that yod _dark cliettligt the testimdziy- of an accomplice, let's 
• - 

read the' entire inStructiOnl 

The testimony of 	accomplice ought to be 

vie-Wed:with distrust",  

.1.1atLs a very' unfortunate word, right there. 

This Is not dodge-_ Alexander's personal- instruction.; these are 

prepared-inStrOtiong and no -one will ever accuse the legal 

prefetsion of -clarity,  of-  -instruction. By the word "distrust," 

Obviously, which, as I say* is an unfavorable -- it is a very 

unfortunate term 	the law does not Mean -"disbelieves" 

If the word "distrust" meant "disbelieve," that 

would mean that Judge Alexander would be telling you to dis-

believe Linda Kasabian's testimony, which would be ridiculous, 

there is no sense' in pdtting her on the stand if you Couldn't 

believe her testimony. The word "distrust" used In this con-

text means that you. should view the testimony of any accomplice 

with- Caution, 	is a standard instruction. 

flow, let's read what follows: 

"The testimony Of an accomplice ought to be 

viewed with distrust:. This- does not mean that you 

000098
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may arbitrarily disregard such testimony but you 

shOuld give to it the weight to which you find. 

kt to be entitled, after examining. it. with care - 

and-caUtion and, in. the light of all the evidence 

In, the case." 

Now', as you -can see, this instruction is not 

telling you to disregard Linda KaSabian's testimony. To the 

clutotrAVYt the instruction Spedifically disapproves of any 
• 

such inference* 

The instructioltoay6 that: 

"After examining the testimony of an 

.accomplice" and if her testimony has been .corroborated 

you Oan . give her testimony all the Weight you wantl 

but first you have to -determine whether het:testi-,  

Many Vas. corroborated. - 

As said, there• is no question in this case that 

Linda Zasabian's testimony was corroborated, not just by Tex 

Watson's own testimony, but by the fingerprints and a con-

siderable amount of other evidence; and since her testimony 

ham' been corroborated, under the law, VDU can give her testi-

mony all the weight that ycm, want,. 

Mr. Kubrick argued- that maybe Linda got her story 

from Sadie -- Susan Atkins 	and embellished it. He also 

Said that Linda just parroted what Sadie said. Stated more 

directly*  in effect, he argued that maybe Linda Rasabian read 

Susan Atkins' testimony at the Grand Jury and Linda's testi-

mony here at the trial was based on what she read, not, based 

on- her 'own observations. 
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_2 

.4 

3; 

mr. )3ubrick had- no-  evidence-  of this, but he gays, 

-'"Maybe." 'Well, I -say maybe sahrtabe-,. -  fat .only isn!-t there, 

-any evidence=,. ladies and. gentlemen„ that Linda Ra.sabian 

- .parroted.-  Susan Atkingr testimohy;  but if Mr.. Igubrick entertain 

3 	that poggibility, then when 'Linda was on thig witness stand, 

why tlicIhrt- he cross:-exatine her as to this point, 	-but he 

did hot do go. 	 -  

8 	 Furthermore., how. would Linda have- accesg_t0 the 

:Grand Jury transcript? She wouldn't. 

- In effect, Mr.. -13uhridk is saying that Linda some,- 

Li ;b6w must have -gotten hold. of the transcript and she testified 

12 	tO- her meMory of ,what Susan _Atkins said as 'Opposed to. testify-- 

I-5_ • mpg as:_to -her own observations. N`ow,. why would Linda. have to 

V_ 	read Linda_ Kagabiarir s testimony? Linda was there-, lad'ie's and 

15.  gentlemen;- she. was there 4:-  Even, 	tubrickls own client.; Tex 

Watson, adti4;t0 14110 was there. _Since she Td ELS: -there, why would 

she'-have-tomread SuSan Atkins' testimony? She could testify, 

18- • to her ,OPA Ob.servatiOns, 

I might add that Line a's: testimony and Susah 

Atkins./ .testimony are not identical; they are substantially 

consistent With each other, acCotdin3 to. .the testimony of 

psychiatrigtgl. but . they are- hot identicalt so Mr. 

bUbtickrg contention- that Linda parroted Susan Atkins(  'testi-

mony° is jUst a-bare.; bald, named assertion _and speculation 

that is nOt_predicated -tan one speCk Of evidence- that -came from 

the witnesig_staild -- -and., in all. deferehoe: to Mr. Subrick., . 

I - ,dO *et- thii4k it is based on 3-61i;c.. She -was preseatr She 

would have no reason to read someone,  -else's testimohyt:  the 

• -19 

20. _ 

21- 

22 

23 

24 

25- 
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could testify to her. Own observation on thete two 'nights of 

murder* 

:Now, as' you knoW, Linda testified that Tex drove 

the car to the. Tate Regidence, En route, he gaVe the girl 

certain instructions; at the Scene he was in charge of the,  

girls' after the murders, he told Linda to wipe- the, finger- 

prints of 	khiveg and ;Several other things. Tex denies 

all of thete things. 

Now, the qUestion 	whom- shoUld you believe,, 

Linda Kasabian or Charles Tex Watson?' 

Well, ladies and-gentlemen, if the other evidence 

in this case was inconsistent-with Linda Kasabiah4t testimony, 

this Would:be one thing,, abut the Other evidence in this case 

	

- 14 
	

is 101 percent Consistent and compatible with Linda Kasabianls 

	

$5 
	

testimony,. 

- 16 

17 

18 

19_ 

2O 

21 

22 

23 

-24 

25 :1 

26 

27 

28 

Now, the things I'm about to enumerate prove beyond 

all doubt that Linda Rasa ban told a complete- truth =that 

witness stand. 

Let's look at Linda Kagabian's testimony with 

respect to- what happened -at the scene -of the Tate murders and 

then, iet's'look and see whether independent evidence•, totally 

independent -of Linda's testimony, let's see whether that 

evidence confirms and Corroborates Linda's testimony. If it 

does -, if it, does 	this proves that Linda told the complete 

truth on. that witness stand, and if she was telling the, vow-

plete truth, then everything she said that Tex Watson- did 

• and said, Tex Watson did 'do, and say* 

Linda testified that Tex z, Sadie, Katie and She 
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2- 

3 

4.  

.5 

arrived at the .T.A.te residence -around midnight and her testi-

mony was that the murders occurred shortly thereafter. Let's 

look at the. independence evidence; forget about Linda for 

the moment ',and See if this evidence corroborates Linda's 

testimony: 

• 

6_ 

18

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

- 	26 

27 

illfam GarretSofr testified. that Steven Parent 

_viSited hitt around 11:45 p.m., on August the 8th and left 

around; 12a5, a half hot& later, on August 9., 1969; obviously, 

ParenE was murdered as he Was leaving the Tate premides. 

Garretson also testified that when Parent was back in the 

guest-house., he, Parent, called a friend of his. . 	. 
Volf, there was a stipulation that Jerold Friedman 

testified that at 11:55 p.m.,: on August the 8thr  1969, he _ 

reoeiVed .a telephone call from Steven Parent and Parent said 

.- th-at,he :was alone with, a friend and there Were some big-  Tr011y- 

. -Woodpeople on the 'prentiset where he was at. sow, it is clear 

that when William qarretson said he called a friend, the friend 

• whom Parent called was Jerry Friedian. 

7 - Tim Ireland testified that he. heard the screams 

of a man coming from the direction of the Tate residence 

around 12:A0 a.m., August the 9th and, of course, Rudolf Weber 

places the incident in front of his home at 1:00 a.m., so this 

is consistent With Linda Rasabian's testimony' 	this is 

independent eVidence„ noir. 

Linda testified that Tex shot the man in. the car, 

who we have learned to be SteVen Parent, four times; Dr. 

_llognchi testified that although Steven Parent had five guhshot 

wounds., two of those wounds,- No. 2 and 4, were caused by one 
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8 9 
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11 

12 

13. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18' 
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23 

24 

25 
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- 27 
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and the Same bullet, in that the bullet that entered Steven 

Parent's left forearm passed through and through Its left 

forearm and reentered his body 1.n the region of the chest; 

therefore, although there were five gunshot wounds, Steven 

Parent-, according to Dr. NOguchi, was only shot four times --

again, independent evidence consistent. with Linda Kasabianiti 

testimony. 

Linda testified that Steven Parent was shot very 

-shortly after she, 'Tex, Katie and Sadie _climbeci.around the 

front gate of the. Tate residence, Parent's car approached the 

front gate and Tex Watson's: -  testimony was essentially the 

same thing; however, Linda goes on and says. that after Ter 

shot Mr,. Parent, he turned the ignition Off on the car and 

pushed the. car. She said. he pushed_the car in-the direction 

of the house. 	 • 4 

< . 
Well., when the-  police arrived the -following morn- 

ing.,
< 

 they found Parent's car Certainly not: neat the front 

gate, bUt in the direction of . the 'house; so unqUestionably it 

had been pushed frmthe vicinity of the. front gate to where 

they found it on SatUtday morning., so someone pushed that car. 

Tex Watson denies that the cat was pushed. Linda says that 

it was pushed. The physical evidence corroborates Linda's 

testimonir- 

_ Officer DeRosa also testified that, when he arrived 

on the premises on the Morning of August the 8th, the ignition 

- to Parent's -car had been turned- off -- that's the morning of 

August the 9th, rather. - 	 - 

Linda also testified that after Parent was shot and 
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she was alone down by Parent's car, while Tex, Sadie and 

'Katie were inside the Tate residence, she glanced inside the 

car. the glanced inside the car and she noticed that the man, 

who is Steven Parent, his head was sluMped to the right. 

Here's People's 42 for identification. You'll notice that 

Steven Patent's- head is, in fact, slumped to the right. Again, 

independent evidence consistent withIinda's testimony. 

Linda testified that there was a large outside 

light "on -a building in the driveway-of the Tate premises. Now, 

that building was identified as the garage; and she identified 

the light on the garage in Peoplels 6 for identification, this 

light right here-. This is the garage, and she-testified that 

this light was on. .Here'-s the garage right here.- 

So4  Linda observed a large outside light on OA 
when 

this garage. Tqinifted Chapman testified that/she arrived on 

the premisea'on August 9, 1969, that light was, in fact, on 

and she had'to turn it -off -- again-k  independent. evidence con-. 
sistent with Linda's testimony.. 

Linda testified that. TeX cut the screen on one of 

the windows to the right of the front door of the Tate residenc 

and she said he cut it this way, which is horizontally. She 

22 identified this photograph7  People's 26, as being the window' 

23 and screen where Tex was attempting, of course, to enter the 

24 Tate residence. It is a horizontal slit pn the,screen. 

25 Officer Mhisenhunt testified that when he arrived 

At the Scene on the morning of August.the 9th, the screen on 

27 the window to the right of the Tate residence was on the ground 

28 and there was a. horizontal alit on the screen; and,  Whisenhunt 
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identified the same windows Linda did.  in People's 261 Again, 

2 
	

independent .evidence. 

3 
	

Linda testified that FrykoWSki first came out the 

ftOnt door -,of the Tate residence 	or, when she firSt saw - 

5 
	

him come out the front door. he stood by ,a post momentarily 
6 • 	then he fell On some bUshes to his left. This photograph 

7 
	

bere t  People's 94, depicts-  some damaged bushes to the left of 

- the front _door ,_of the .Tate residence: 
.9 

 

10 

14 

15 

16-

17 

18_ 

-20 

21 

22 

24- 

25 

26 

27- - 

28 

_ Sgt. McGann of the Los Angeles Police Department 

says.  that' this. photograph. was .taken under his direction and 

this was the -gOlidition it - was in when he arrived on the premise 

in the moittingi- and lie -said it looked like,  the bushes 	that 

someone had, fallen onto the bushes, which is right to the left 

of the etOnt-,doOt 	one exits - the teSidence; again, independen 

-evidence—Cottiaborating Lindai's testimony-a 

arida testified. that when she was near the front 

Of the residence, she obsetved there was a light on near the 

front door-4 This is depicted in People's-111 for identifica,-

tiont  a stall little photograph here. You'll notice there is 

a light right to the right of the .front door as one exits the 

front-door 	looking-  at the residence,: it is to the left Of 

the ftont door. 

-Officer Whisen,hunt testified that when he arrived 

on the _premises on the morning of August 9th, this light was, 

in fact, on; again, independent evidence corroborating Linda's 

testimony.  

Linda testified that 'she saw Tex stab Frykowski 

several times' in the back while Ftykowski was on his hands and 

a 
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knees on the front lawn of the Tate residence. Dr: NOglichi 

testified that Frykowski had five stab Wounds' to. his back; 

againt  corroborating evidence. 

Linda testified that 'Tex told her that 'he., had 

broket, the grip on the revolVer when he, ftawyber  hit the man 

over the head,_unqUote. 

Of course, we know that Wojciech Frykowaki was 

struok violently over the,  top of his head with' a- hard objectr-

undoubtedly People's 40, the revolver;-and we know that the 

right-hand grip-of that revolver did break off at the Scene; _ 

agaih4  independent corroborating evidence, 

Linda testified that at around the time she"-: 

Observed Tex stab Frykoldski, 'she observed Patricia- trehVinkel 

further down-the lawn .chasihg,  after a girl with ah-uptaised 

: knife-;• and she-said the girl 	I'm -missing a photogr-aph,,' 
4 	 r  

People's $8,,1 believe 	She said that the girl had a"-white 

gown :on and:she had .black. hair, - We'll get the photograph of 

Abigail Folger Shortly.- 

Here's the photograph Of Abigail. Folger oh the 

front- lawn of the Tate residencal,Wialmluill notice that Miss 

Polger is wearing a- white gown and she dOeS have blaCk. hair; 

again/  testimont corroborating: Linda's "testimony -- cc 

eVidenCe corroborating Linda'S testimony 

140da-  testified that at the time she identified 

this photograph. during the firgtt trial 	she testified, during 

thiS trial that at the time she- idehtified thirl photograph 

during the previous trial, she had lIct:yt seen a photograph 

of Abigail Folgex or any of the other victims at the scene of 
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the-murder. 

I showed Linda an aerial photograph of the Tate 

residence, People's 7 for identification; and Lihda cohfirted. 

Iiihda confirmed where she placed X marks oh this photograph: 

during the first trial. She- placed X marks where she taw 

Watson stab FtYkowski and where she saw Patricia Xtenwinkel 

thasinq after Abigail Polget. Now,-Where she placed these X 

marks is consistent with where the. bodies were found the follow-

ing morning/  As depicted, on 'Peoples $-for identification. 

This is rrykowskit this is where Frykowtkii's 

4ctody was foUhd. This is. where Miss POlger's body was found. 

_The location of the bodies-on Peoples 4 is tonsistent with 

where 'Linda Kasabian said she saw theSe actions taking place,. 

- Now, with respect to where Linda testified she 

:saw Patricia Krenwinkel chase Abigail Folger, note that Miss 

,Folger was in the vicinity of the badk of the hodse near the 

;pool area. This is consistent with Linda's testimony. 

I think what. probablibappeted, I think this is.  
the most reasonable inferendel -Migis Folger ran out this back 

door, the master bedroom, the one leading to the pool and 

Patricia Krenwinkel in chasing Abigail Folger out the back 

dodr, undoubtedly placed her fingerprints on the inside of 

that back door. As you. recall, there were 17 points of identity 

connecting the fingerprint exemplar with the latent fingerprint 

-fdund at, the scene. Uhguestionably, these were her prints. 

AlgO/ Officer Granado -- he's now an ageht, 

apparently, with the FBI -- testified that Type 13 blood, 

which was Abigail Folder's blood type, was found on the rug •-- 
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on the-rug rat the bottom of this back door, the one leading to 

the pool', Type B blood was found on the door, itself, the back 

3 door, and it was also found on the pathway outside the back 

door; Sol what happened, unquestionably 	certainly., most 

reasonable in=ference -- 	Folget ran out that back dbor 

leading to the pool; Krenwinkel chas.ed after her and finally 

caught up with her where her body was finally found by the 

police the following-  morning. 

You alsO. recall that 'Winifred Chapman and Officer 

neRosa testified that -when.  they arrived on the premises in the- , 

early morning hOurs of:Augulat-ithe 9th., they noticed that that 

bac k door,. the one leading, to the'--pooll, was open. I'm sure 

that Krenwinkel didn't Om back and Close the door After she. 

was ChasingE.'olger.. 
	-.„ 

15 	 -ttere_ls just-,onelittle-pOint that might disturb 

16' 

- 17 

18 

19 

2() 

21 

22 

23 

24 

- 28 

25 

27_ 

you a little'bit — I' donit.think t shOuld disturb you.  at -

but _MI  -devote a little time to_ it. 

.Officer Granado testified that Sharon Tate's and 

Jay' Sebringl-s -blood 'were found outside in front of the Tate 

residence. As we know, their bodies,. Sharon's body and Jay's 

body, were found inside the Tate residende. 

NOw, is that inconsistent with Linda's testimony? 

You have to realize that Linda did not testify, ladies and 

.gentlemen, that she was in front of that Tate residence 

throughout these entire murders. She was down by Steven 

-_ --k!atent ts :cat; -she heard some loud Adreanis emanating from inside' 

the Tate. residence and she ran up' to the residence. 

.Now, Sharon and %Tay may ,have run outside the front 
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dot*. onto the front lawn of the Tate residence while Linda was 

down by the Oar or, as you redall, after Linda saw-Vex stab 

-Frykowsi4 she ran down -to the bottom of the hill to Johnny 

SWarts' car. 

Sharon and Jay may have run outside after Linda 

ran back to the car, but I don't think that happened; and the 
• 

reason I .don't- think that happened is that not even- Vex Watson, 

in his testimony, indicated that, or even remotely suggested, 

that Sharon and. Jay tam outside of that house. So, there is -

no evidence that they-ran outside of the 

The only reasonable explanation I can think Of is 

that Jay and. Sharon, or 'course, bled very profusely. In, fact, 

the cause .of death, according- to Dr. Isloguchi, of Jay Sebring, 

was exsanguination4  which is a medical term literally meaning 

bleeding to death.. There was a virtual river of blood inside 

that residence,. 

yhat probably happened is, Frykowski, before. he 

,t- an outside, or Tex, Sadie or Katie, before they ran outside, 

probably - stepped on. Sharon, or Jay's blood and carried the 

blood outside with them. on their feet or shoes, 

Linda testified that when Tex, Sadie and Katie 

returned to the car at the bottom of the 	Tex got angry 

with Sadie for losing her knife inside the residence, which 

is PeopIels ag, the buck knife that Linda took with her to 

Bpahn. Ranch on July 4, 19:69r when she joined the family; and,, 

1.0 and behold, People's 39, the buckjcnife, was, in fact, 

found on 	of a chair inside the living room of the irate 

rptidence; again, corroborating Linda's testimony. 
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3: 
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5 

Linda testified that as Tex Sadie, Katie and she 

were driving away from the Tate residence, quote, Sadie said 

that her hand hurt/  something about that when she was stabbing :  

that, you know, that she came across bones ald it was hard and 

it hurt the palm of her hand -- poor, little, sweetheart, 

Katie .she hurt her hands. 

Dr. Noguchi testified that the autopsies disclosed 

that, the, knives used to murder the Tate victims did penetrate 

"the bOnes of ail the victims with the exception, of course, 

of Steven Parent/  who wad shot to death -- again, this is 

11, % 

14 

.15 

evidence. which is totally consistent with Linda's. testimony. 

Linda estimated the dimensions of the blades on 

two ,out: of the, three knives in the car -- the third knife was 

39:, the buck knife 	and her estimated dimensions 

,weie very close to the dimensions on the blades of the murder 

knives'. as estimated by Dr. tioguchi. 

17 

12,  

21 

22- 

23 

.24 
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28 

Now, these things that I've just mentioned, ladies 

and gentlemen, prove beyond all doubt -- not just beyond a 

reasonable doubt 	beyond all doubt that Linda Kasabian was 

an extremely truthful witness, who was a highly accurate wit-

ness; and it just wasn't with respect to the occurrences at 

the Tate residence that Linda Kasabian's testimony was corrob-

orated. All of her testimony was corroborated by independent 

evidence.-  

'or instance, Linda testified to 10 or 15 things 

which took place in, front of Rudolf Weber `s. residence during 

the hosing incident; and when Weber took that witness stand, 

his testimony was very, very substantially consistent with 

000110
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Lindes-testimony. 

The truthfulness even 'extended to the La Bianca 

nurdersi What could possibly proVe,.ladies and gentlemen, tha 

Linda Rasabian was telling the truth more with respect to the 

'La. Bianca murders than the fact that. out of the literally 	- 

thousands. of gasoline stations in Los Angeles County, Rosemary 

La .tianca's wallet was found in the same gasoline station and 

in the same preCiSe place at that gas station that Linda 

testified she left it; to wit/  'on top_af the 0V6-iflow:valve? 

llow4.,All these things, ladles And gentlemen/  prove 

that Linda KaSabian told. the coniplete „truth-On :that witness 

	

1 	' 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

2f.4 	10 

12 -:stand; and if she told the truth :about these.. things 	and we , 	- 
_,donit think, we know she told' the- truth, because her testimony 

- . 

410 	
14 	limscorrOborated -- if we know she toldt1161 truth'about 	of 

15 . thoise things-, this COuldn't, possibly b'eL-betier -evidence, for the 

16 	proposition that she told the completeotrtith ahout everything, 

17 - including What Tex Watson did and Said on these two nights of 

18 -"murder. 

19 • 	 19hen:Linda testified, for instance, that Tex told 

20 	the girls,  to hide in the-bushes-, then later on he told her to 

21 	go to. the rear of the house to check to see if there were any 

22 -open windows or doors, and later he told her to wipe the 

25 	fingerprints off the knives, there is no reason under the moon 

24 	to disbelieve her testimony. 

If Tex, for inttance, didn't. tell her -- just for 

26 , instance.-- if he di hint tell her to wipe the fingerprints soff 

111 	
7 . those knives, why would- she say he did? What possible thing 

28 _would she have to gain by it? by would she say he did these 
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_if he., in fact, did not do them? 

Now, Mr. Bubrlck argUed that Linda was the only 

tone in the group that. had a driver's license.  and_ he suggetts-

' from that that Linda drove the car, forgetting_ that his own 

-Client, CharleS Tex Watson, also had. a valid driver's license. 

ThiS is-  from 1968 to 1974, it is a valid driver't -s license-. 

--There was- no reason why Tex couldn't have -driven the car, also, 

/f Linda had driven to the Tate residence, ladies 

.-_and.-geritlemen, not. Tex 	ritiW r  Linda 'says that Tex drove; Tex 

says that Linda draft- -- if Linda had driven to the Tate -

residence-, why would she have Said that Tex am What_ reason 

would she. have had to conceal this? She_ never concealed the 

fact that She drove the .car on the night of the Tate murders; 

she said she drove from the gasoline -statipn badk to Spahn. 

Ranch and .on the night of the LaBian0a murders, she said she 

did most of the driving; so Linda wasn't concealing the fact 

that -she drove the tar. 

-she-, in facte had driven-the vat, .this wouldn='t 

have been a big 	she would haVe said s.o* She said. Tex _. 

drove, the oar becaUse Tex did., in fact, do so. 

You ,know, unwittingly and unknowingly, TeX Watson, 

himself, 'ladies and gentlemen, testified to. the truthfulness 

of Linda Kasabianfs testimony and I say that because, by and 

large 	'by and large, whateverLinda Said happened at the 

Tate. residence, Tex Watson, when he-took that witnesS stand, 

-• he -cOnfirMed. Theonly areas where he conveniently departed 

from her testimony mad whAire. she testified that he did and 

said .certain things._ For instance., "Linda, wipe' the 
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fingerprints off the knives before You throW them out of the 

car,m.bdt apart from that, apart from where she was putting 

the hat on him for specific things, he corroborated her testi 

moray. 

I might add, ladies and gentlemen, 'by way of 

footnote that there was no evidence that came from that wit-

ness stand that Linda Kasabian had anything at all. against 

Charles Tex Watson. To the contrary, Linda testified that she 

got along'finerwith.Tex and never had any arguments with him; 

and Dr. Fort, la reading thodsands of pages of Linda's testi-

mony during the previous trial, came to the conclusion that 

not -only aid Linda, haVe nothing against Tex, but she seemed to 

have some' -doncern, for him. 

INToix7,-ein view of the fact that Linda apparently 

liked Texi thatts just, a further reason why she would have no 

reason- whatsoever to say be ,dad: these things if _he aid not do 

them. 

What about Tex Watson's testimony as opposed to 

Unda's testimony? Well, Mr, FAibrick said that Tex strained 

to tell the truth on the witness stand; he said he told the 

whole truth.. Well, Tex, ladies and gentlemen, as opposed to 

Linda, Kasabian, had- every reason in the world to take liberties 

with the truth and lie on that witness stand. Re's on trial 

for his life; he's fighting for his life; he's facing a possibl 

death penaltyl every reason in' the world to lie. 

The incredible 	Zrank_, -Texhas the character 

to- kill seven people but he says, °I don't think he has the 

character to lie." We talked about that in depth yesterday. 
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10.        

It was..so obViouS, ladieS and gettlemen:, that Tex Watson was -

•• lying on that witness. Stand that a, blind man could see through.  

him _a. blind man could, it was so - obvious.- It was obvious 

what his Objective was on -that witness stand: to convince 

.yott folks. that on the night of these murders his mind had 

taken leave of his body,- that he had no mind at all. That was 

_his ObjedtiVe. 'The only think that. he would admit doing Was 

having-  a knife and -a gun it his hand and stabbing blobs Or-- 

  

  

 

'objects with the knife and -shooting blobs or -objects 'With  :a 

gun, Anything that required the smallebt mental activity that-i 

 

  

Would'showi he was thinking, he just categorically denied.;  

  

- 12 

13 

14 

15. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2{1 

21 

22 

23 

.24 

25 

26 • 	27 

28.  

   

Now, look at what he denied 	rm -going to :go ' 

  

 

• down the list; 

  

   

He-  denied :driving to the Tate residence -- 

  

 

- even driving,. of course/  requires -a certain amount of thiniinge, 

 

'XI he Arove to the Tate residence, he would have had to hale 

thought on how to get to the Tate residence from Spahn Ranch. 

He denied telling Linda to wrap the knives And the 

revolver up and throw them out the window if they were stopped 

• by the pc:•Iice. 

  

 

He denied telling Sadie and-  Katie and Linda that 

he had been. to the Tate residence, knew the 14yout :and 

instructed them to do- whateVer he told them'tO 

He defiled that it was his idea to .cut the telephone 

 

 

 

wires.; he said Manson. told hiM to do that at Spam Ranch and 

at the -scene the girls told hit to: do that. 

- He denied tat it was his idea- to shoot the driver-

of the -czar; he said one of the girls told him to do that. 
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He denies pushing the Patent car. 

He denies teI1i g.Linda to go to the rear of the 

hodse tO check fOt open, doors or windows. 

He denies cutting the screen_ on the front window. 

Ile denies tying-  the rope around Sharon and Jay-Ls 
• 

necks. 

He-denies getting angry at -Sadie gem losing her 

nive inside the reSidence. 

He denies getting, angry 'With-Linda for running 

back down. to the. car. 

He denies that it was his-idea to wash -the "blood. 

off their bodies. - - 

He denies telling Mr.. Webet that the car wasn't 

their car and they were just walking. 

-He denies running away frotillr. Weber; he says he 

walked away. 

He denies telling Linda to wipe the fingerprints 

off the knives.- 

_ He denies telling Linda to throw the knives and 

the clothing out of the car. 

He denies telling Sadie and Katie to wash the rest 

of the blood off their bodies at the gasoline station. 

When they got back to Spahn Ranch,'  he denies 

telling Manson what happened 	but he slipped up, of course, 

when be told Pr. Fort that when they got back from their 

mission of murder, he reported to Charles Manson, and it is so 

very' obvious that Manson sent these, people out to commit mass 

murdet; and they did murder fiVe people; which is mass murder. 
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Obviously, when they returned from their mission 

of murder, le was going to be.waiting for them to find out what 

happened. lie denied it on the witness stands  but he slipped 

up and told Dr. Fort that he did report to Manson. 

The second night he denies telling Manson that 

they needed better weapons than they had the night before; 

and so on and so on. 

_After the murders --, _after the -murders -- he denie 

-Bar-bara Hoyt not to- say anything to anyone about 

.Griffith park. 

-He denies telling Barbara Hoyt that they- had been 

-to a _lOve:in in Griffith Park.. 

-` 'Ile denied telling Dianne Lake that he had .stabbed 

harOn--Tate' to death and that Sharon -pled for her life. 

. 	-.He •denies telling Dianne Lake that it was fun to 
^ 	̂ 
people-. 

-He denies making Dianne Lake pibmist not to tell 

anyone what he had told her. 

He denies buying a -newspaper every day -up in 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

27 

.26 

28 

Olancha. 

e denies running into, the bushes when,  Deputy Cox 

approached. Ha says he walked. 

He denies getting_ angry 'with Dianne Lake -for tell-

ing Deputy Cox that his name was -Tex-. 

He denies telling Barbara 'Hoyt, Kitty Lutetinger, 

Ruth Morehouse and a girl named -Simi Valley Sherry how to 

stab someone to death. 

Anything that showed that he was thinking, that he;-= 
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had a mid, he denied. 

He even denied telling Linda Kasabian to-steal 

- that money when she first came to, Spahn Ranch. 

116w, Tek Watscini:s testimony wasn't only in conflict 

With Linda-  'A.Sabian's testim04Yr ladies and gentlemen; it was 

in:conflict with the testimony of Dianne Lake., Barbara Hoyt, 

. Rudolf Weber and Deputy Cox. 

Not only wouldn't Linda have any reaSon under the 

Moon• to. lie about, Tex Watson, but what pcsible reason would 

Dianne Lake, Barbara Hoyt,- Deputy Cox-and. pudolk Weber have to 

lie, about. Charles.Tex Watson? Is there. some type of _giant 

conspiracy against that man that they all-gottPgPthPr in. the 

back roompf Joe's Cafe and said, "Let's -go out: and get Tex"? 

What reason would these people'haVe to 1ie about 

him? Absolutely no- reason; they wouldn't:have the Slightest 

reason to-lie aboUt him, bathe has every reason in the world 

to lie. He's fighting for his life and people lie for much, 

much less reason than that. Sometimes people lie for no reason 

at'a11.- 

Not only did his testimony disagree with the- other 

'people i have just mentioned, his testimony was in conflict 

with even Juan Flynn's testimony. Tex, denied firing People's 

40, the -murder revolver, out - at Spahn Ranch or any other time. 

Juan Flynn said he saw Watson practice fire- with that revolver 

oat at Spahn Ran.Ch and Barbara Hoyt testified to- the same 

thing. 

-.Why would someone- like ai.anne Lake say that Watson 

made her promise not to tell anyone what he told her, if -he 
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1 

5 

didn't, do this? What conceivable reason would she have to do 

So; why would Barbara Hoyt have any reason under the, stars to 

testify that Tex told het and these three other -girls how to 

:stab a human being- to death, if he hadn'+ done it? Do ybu 

think Batbara Hoyt said to,  herself., "Well, 11:ye got myself a 

subpoena here on the State of California,, I think I'll make 

'up a story, I think I'U say that sometime between Myers 

Randh,  and Barker Ranch, Tex told me how to Stab people to 

death." 9 

Of course. not. That's ridiculous: People like 

Linda Xeisabian -and the others have no'. reason ,at all to. lie, 

nothing to gain by it. Tex has quite a bit to gain by lying 

on that witness stand. He's alleging diminished mental capacity, 

that's his defense; so, any act at all which would show he had 

any capacity to think, he denied. 

AS 	Watkins' sO perceptively observed., ladies 

and gentlezhen, Tex Watson. "plays duMb. but 'leis not"; he's -

as dumb as a fox. 

As I said earlier, these doctors at Atascadero on 

a day-today basis, this ts their job, they-  observe people 

who are either mentally ill or claiming _mental illness. They 

call small a phony a mile away as he's- doming down the plank, 

They looked at this guy and 'Said., "He's a fraud. 

He's a phoriy Iles. feigning mental Mmes." That's' their 

job. 

- 	10 

L2 

15.  

14 

15 

16 

1-7 

19 

20 

- 21 

221  

.25- 

24 

25 

This testimony by Dr. Owre coUldn't possibly be 

more illuminating: He concluded that Watson was malingeringt 

"Q. 	Did you find any .other -basis or was 

26. 

27 

28: 
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there any Other baSis for your ,Oondluttion that 

Mr. Watson was malingering? 

Yes. During the time of the. inter-

view, he would play the perfect fool, so to speak, 

by keeping his mouth-  open and by 'slurring his 

.speech-and by really pilling a Charlie McCarthy 

or Mortimer Sneard act, - IS the only way I ooUld_ 

put it, It-was not the- open, mouth of the 

deteriorated schizOphreni%1 in other words„, it 

was -the. simUlektioh of this.- 

fotfrira,q that Opinion? 

kg A., 	yes_..11 

Iiitentothis 

-1-141nd to--I had: this. checked out On the ward 

and had:lim,Observed cloisely over a- prolonged. 

period oftime by 7his ward: technicians on ward 

14 and when he was ob served he_ would close his 

mouth and interact normally and converse normally 

with the other patient*, - This was a, repeated 

'"And these technicians reported back to 

:you? 

Aye
s 
.0 

I think this one thins up at litascadero, all by 

itself 	all by Itself — shows 'Pits= knows- exactly what is 

going-  on and hes cleverly attempting to feign mental illness-. 

Why?., It's about the only defense he has, He's 

admitted these killings, so he hut to go the route of diminish 
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capaaity. If he would feign -mental illness up at Atascadero, 

dOnit you think he would have all the more reason here in this 

Courtroom during this trial to take that witness stand in front 

of you folks and, in effect, tell you that he had no mind at 

all on. the nights of these murders and he was completely 

psychotic? 

He's no dummy, ladies and gentleinen.; Imes no dummy. 

Dr. Bramwell, the chief *psychologist at Atascadero:, 
7 — 

concluded that. Watson was of average to above average inteili4. 

genre-; Dr. Bailey said he was intelligent; Dr. Fort said, he 

was ,above• average intelligence; Eckiund altto said he was; 

intelligent; but Tex wants you to think that he has the mind 

of an infant,• that hels suffering from all types of intellectual 

hernias. Well, he not. 

You saw Tek on that Witness stand. Be Was. clever. 

Every question i asked him he measured it; he measured every 

word. He pit it on a Scale before he. answered; he shadow 

boxed with me and if I ever had him on the rope he said, "i 

can't -remember." Be only remembered what he Wanted to remember 

He remembers what he claims Manson told 	when FlanSon sent 

them:151th. He remembers what be claims the girlS told him at 

the Scene of tho murders, but doesn't remember telling the 

girls anything. Be claims he was- blacked out during- these 

murders, blacked out half the time and was heavily doped up on 

narcotiOs-. 

Yet, he slipped up, When he did rememb e r incredi! le 

details-, he. slipped Up. He shouldn't have said that. ire  

• shOuldn't have mentioned. some of the details.. Z-t: wasn't 
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consistent.,  

.He said that -when he and the three :girls were 

walking up that, long, winding driveway, two girls were in 

front -of him and he and another girl were to the rear, walking:  

behind them. That's quite a -detail to remember, something 

like that. 

Listen to this.: He even remembers  how Sharon Tate 

-and Jay SebrIng were lying on the floor in front of the Couch. . 

He testified that ohe'body was, qUote„ perpendicular to the 

Couch, unquote; the other body this is his testimony, now -.-

laying at the end of the couch toward the room where they came 

out of, perpendicular to the end' Of the couch.,. unquote. 

Do you think a man, who Was heavil-y- doped up on 

citugal  as he claims to have-been, and blacking out off and on, 

Would remember incredible details like- that? - - 

Tex Watson went on to say near the:  end of his 

testimony in cross-examination: 

414 	After these murders, Tex, were you 

hiding from the police at OA? 

No, I was not..  

'"Q; 	When you went to Mexico and.LHawati, 

were you hiding?- 

?IL 	No, T was going back to Charles Manson, 

trying- to.. 

111,Q, 	Did you think he was in,liaWait? 

"II. 	No, I ended up in the desert. -  I was 

kind of -- I couldn't pull, you know, to him, ,and 

then something would always tell me not to go  back 
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and something would tell me. to go back and I 

2 	ended up back there, but he wasnit there. 

5 

-6.. 

7: 

9- 

10 

11 

1 . 

14- 

16 - 

17 

18 

20. - 

22 
	

anybody;' is that tight? 

23- 
	 . ".A. 	I never did really knoW that it was 

24 
	

real, just wasn't real. to meln any way.". 

25 
	

According to Tex, he wasn't running from the police 

26 and be wasn't even hoping that the policeiwouldn't find him. 

27 
	

If anyone Were gullible -- if anyone were gullible 

2$ to believe that nonsense from :this Mans  they were that-gullible 

But you knew he, wasn't in Hawaii? 

That: is,  true. 

Why did you go to. Hawaii? 

gue8s I was' running from him, kind 

of, you know. I don't really kncm, Why. 

"4 	Running from him? Re just said that 

yOU went to hims  Tex.' 

"A. 	Well, I wag 00hg to-him and sometimes 

my xrtind, it was in a Artate of confusion-like, I. 

was all messed up. 

During this period of time between It 

the time Of the mutders and-the time you-were 

arrested, did you want tolae:ar;ested2 

"A. 	I had no thought-abOut being arrested, 
•  

really. 

peck  

find you., 

"A.. 

Were yOU hoping the pitdice wouldn't 

Tex? 

I bad no thought of 'it, no. 

But you had enough thought not to tell 
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they would believe someone WhO told the* that they saw a per-

son walking in procession at his own funeral. 

Tex-has been. in dustOdy for-these murders Since 

December.  of -1969. 'He has had over a" year and a half to think 

ahoUt how to weasel out-of-full responsibility for hese mur-

der.S.„ and he came up with a very., very simple. plan --- Very 

Simple plan,: -deny everything that shOwS that he was in charge 

of the gir194 'deny anything that showed. he was-  thinking at all 

 

 

during these murders.; - and-  deny- anything that shows that he 

was taking. measures to avoid .detection. 

you don't put seven precious human beings in 

their graves bY brutally murdering them and then _escape fUll 

responsibility for these murders, by taking the witness stand 

"and Simply denying- things like- that. It it. not quite that easy 

and when you-  folks come back into this .courtroom with your 

verdict of first - degree murder, you..are going to tell _TeX 

-Watson,- Lt is not quite that easy. 

-One of the basic-  diSagreementS between.Linda's 

testimony and-Charles Watsdri's testimony is that Watson claims 

that once the group, left Spahn Ranch, he simply did what the 

girls told him to do; whereas Linda's testimony clearly showed, 

that Watson was-  in charge. 

Now„ all• of. the things that Linda testified that 

Watson did and told the girls to do, shows that Manson thought 

of Watson as being his chief -- his chief lieutenant and in 

charge 	the girls, once they left Spahn Randh; and Plansonls 

coridUct, ladies and gentlemen-, is consistent with the proposi-

tion that he considered TeX to be hi$ chief lieutenan-t. 
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On the night of the Tate murders when Manson told, 

Linda to get her knife, a driver's license and a change ,of 

Clothing-, -he told her to go along with, Tex and do -Whatever 

Tex told her to do. lie 'didn't tell her to go along with Sadie 

and Katie and do whatever 'Sadie and, Katie told her to do; and 

when they Were about-to drive off from the parking lot, while 

Sadie,- Katie and Linda were already inside the car, Manson and 

Tex Were "still outSide the car talking. They weren't talking 

."abont -the price of tea, ladies and gentlemen, in China; Manson 

.bras giving Watson some last minute instructions. 

When they returned from the mission of murder, 

Hanson tells the three girls to. go into the bunk room. Tex 

_and Manson-Valk in later on, together. When they finally all 

did arrive -imside the bunk room, the, girls didn't report to 
= 	_ 

Manson;, Tex_,Watson-  did. 

'With respect to his reporting to ManSon, X am 

sure that Some or all of you men- on the jury probably have 

served in the armed services during wartime or peacetime; and, 

as you know, when a sergeant or an officer sends his troops 

out on, a. mission,_ when they -come baok„ the troops report to 

the sergeant or officer and he evaluates their performance. 

It is called a critique; and suggest, 'ladies and gentlemen, 

that Manson conducted somewhat of a critive in this bunk house 

after Tex -and the Others returned from the Tate murders. 

His 'principal butcher, Tex Watson., reported to 

Manson, quote, there was lot of panic and it was real messy 

and bodies were laying all over the place; but they were all 

dead, unquote-. In other words, Watson Was saying to Manson 

22  

23;  

24 

26 _ 

27- 
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1- "Mission accomplished, sir; mission accomplished." 

2 
	 "There was. a lot of panic.  and it was real messy"_ 

3 	---thatcs got to -be the understateMentOfthe millennium- 
4 	it _least, the last several centuries-. What. happened in the 

5 	early morning hours of August 9, 1969 at 10500 Cie-lo Drive, 

you don't even see In horror films.:  

The thoUght, the mere thought of Watson, Atkins 
8 and Brenwinkel dressed in black clothing., armed -with Sharp 

knives, entering that Tate residence in tlie.depth of,rtight and 
- tO Stabbing the.  victims' over, and over again in-the heart and the _ 

• , 
lungs,, the unbelievable frenzy and wild_ hysteria -that _ must 

12 haVe taken'_placer-the victims screaming Outinto the _might for 

T3 .their lives, the river of blood that must have ._flowed frOm 

- their bodieS, all -of this is too horrendOUSA thought..-fOr the 

L5 - average. mind to even contemplate for even amciment; les too 
1( . powerful. The horror, the terror, the savagery, the scene. of 
17 human slaughter is unbelievable. 
18 The very moment that Sharon Tate, Abigail Folger, 

19 woliciech Frykowski and Jay Sebring died, the horror and terror 
2G /Wet have been frozen on their faces*• and -Watson says, mThere 
21 Vag a lot of- panic and it was real. messy,. boss." 
22 

	

	 It is obvious that once the group left Spahn Ranch, 

Watson'-.gave orders to the girls, tot.  VideVerSar moreover, it . 

24 would have been - totally out of character,- totally out of 

-Character in ManAohis family for Watson to be taking orders frog  

26- those girls. 

27 	 Linda.), Dianne take, Barbara Boyt.„ Paul Watkins, 

2g Brooks POston, Juan. Flynn, all testified that the inflexible 
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ironclad-  rule 'in that fatily is that the girls obeyed. the men 

and. did whatever the men told them to -do. You could analogize 

it to -a patriAch farm ly.  

Barbara Hoyt came right out and said the girls 

were slaves to- the_ men, not just to Charlie but to all the 

men; Tex was no exception,- to thiS rule. Linda - testified oh 

42i#y OdditStOns she sari 'TOX tell the 	to do certain things-, 

"Get me a cup of coffee"; "Clean -a tool," .et cetera. 

Barbara HOyt said the sake thing, but no witness 

-ever saw Any girl out at Spahr). Ranch tell Tex Watson what. to 

do. 

We -have that incident in ;Tuly_196.9 where Kathryn 

Gillis 'goes to the beach withOut permission. She comes back 

and Watson. tali; her, "The- -next time you go without permiasionz.  

I'm going to.kilI you"; so-, for the ,girls -to be ordering or 

telling Watson- what to do at the scene Of these Murders',._ as  

Watson claims-„ would be totally inconsistent with life in 

Charlie Manson-l's family-. 

1n--any event, even Without that fact, just looking 

-at Linda-'s testimony, alone, it conclusively proves that 

Watson. called &II -Of the, shots and the girls were following his 

J41,f3ructiox0, We .dOn't only have 'Linda's' testimony on this 

point, ladieS -and gentlemen. RudOlf -Weber, a completely 

independent - witness, testified, that when he con-fronted these 

four people In front of his residende_and he had a tonveraatiort 

only the man speakS -- that man, -of course., is Tex Watson. 

The three-  girls 	Say boo, just the man spoke. 

Dr. ,Hochman, 'who -examined Susan Atkins, Patricia 
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• Xrenwinkel And Leslie Van Horton during the' last 'trial, had- 

2 
	

this to say: 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

.10 

13

14 - 

• 
15 _ 

16 

17 

18' - 

.19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25. -

2G • 

27 

28 

Do' you have_ an .opinion, Doctor, as to 

the significance of any of Mr. Watson's role in 

-this tatter as. 'far as. the girls were concerned? 

Well, yesj  I think Mr4 Watson acting 

as Mr:. MansOes field agent, if I can say it that 

- way. Be was emotionally a substitute for Manson 

on the spot, -X thirik that,:  in fact.?  some of the 

, emotional need_wasthat he .do that, 'identify 'with 

Manson and be his alter ego'* in a sense. X 

think that, thereforei-Watsonlms very definitely 

was ,functioning in the role at the time of the 

murders -koV the-'gtrlSI be was the 'substitute 

figure.,.for Mansbn*  but* on the- spot. fl 

Again, it-11.ear:Plat Watson. is lying when he 

says the 'girls ordered him around, just like he's lying when 

be says, be- blacked out, at the, scene of the-  -murders:

-He" can't lie down and play dead, so hgc't got to-

fabricate what he believes- to be mitigating-dircuMstanced. 

Elt/ letl6 assume., ladies and gentlemen- 

'ASsume, arguendo 	which .ts a Latin term that lawyers use all 

the time, meaning "for the sake of Argument" -- let's, assume 

Watson is telling the truth and the girls did tell him what to 

'_do at the scene of the.mUrderst SO what?' 'He's Still at-gUilty 

sin= 'off first degree'murder4 assuming that he is telling the 
-it 	- 

truth-dis no defense to first degree murder, AS I went into 

yesterday in great depth, that someone else told you what. to 
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-do. The fact that the girls may have told him what to dor  

	

2' 	and there is.  no question that they did not do that — but, 

3 - even. assuming that they did, this, in no. fashion insulates or 

4 - iMmUnizes Tex. Watson from a. -conviction of 'first degree murder. 

'Mr. Keith says that LSD. is a very horrible drugs  

	

6 	and certainly, it is-; and if the Other drugs that Watson 

	

7 	-took hada monumental effect upon him. He said Watson was 

	

8 	a nice guy before he got involved with ,drtigs. Mr. Keith aisp-., 

	

9. 	says that LSD tends to destroy moral fiber and values; and 

	

10 	Ditman, of courser  did testify that LSD does tend to 

	

11 	Viarltedly change, 'a per-son-'s values, atong. other. things,.beaided: 

	

12 	Malang' the person ingesting- the. drug apparently _less material- 

	

- 13 	43.04,, it frequently causes a person to hate less appreciation-' 

	

14 	for the law. 

	

15 
	

"Do they change normally with respect to - 

	

16 
	

their view about the law under which -we live?' 	• 

	

17 
	

OA. 	I hate seen. cases, yes, 'who have done 

	

18 
	

that; yes, very much so-: 

19' Na 
	

'It is very common, isn't. it? 

20' rfx 	Yes. 

	

- 21 
	

!EQ. 	They tend to view the law_ as something 

	

-22 
	

that really is not necessary,- Something that they 

do not have to live by? 

	

24 
	

Yes-.  They feel it is something without 
- 	• 

	

25 
	

understanding, .as rigid, not getting the great 

	

26 
	

truths that they have." 

	

27 
	

Well, even assuming that this is true, if an LSD 

	

28 
	

uter, ladies and 'gentlemen-., with changed values about the law 
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goes out and commits some crime, the fact that LSD may have 

been one of the contributing factors in making him change his 

mind about the law and have less appreciation for it, obviously 

is no defense' to first degree murder. 

Likewise, assuming that Watson's ingestion of LSD, 

together with Manson caused him to change his values, this is 

legally -- legally 	irrelevant. Literally hundreds of 

thousands people have ingested LSD -- Dr. Fort says over a 

million people — when it first came out only the fringe 

elements of society ingested LSD but now it is very common. 

Its use haspenetrated all social, economic barriers. Our 

society can't give people who use LSD some type of credit. 

They are just as responsible for their crimes as anyone else. 

It should als0 be pointed out-, what Dr. Fort said, 

that. LSD, alone, does not change a person's values. He says, 

"The chanqe in value structure is attributable to the-inter-

action between the-drug and the already existing" -- the 

already existing -- and I underline the word 'already" -- "the 

already existing personality and value structure of the person..  

He added that mind-altering drugs would never so 

Alter the thinking of the person that by themselves the drug 

could be said to prodUce a, certain kind of crime. 

I'd like to point out this, too, ladies and gentle-

ment: The defense attorneys have made a very big issue about 

how LSD allegedly damaged Watson's personality and character. 

What they didet add, and I think they should have added, is 

-that Watson voluntarily took LSD and all of these other drugs; 

no one forced him to do it. He took these drugs because he 

2 

4. 	' 

5 

7 

8,  

12 

13' 

TS.  -- 

17 

13 

t9 

21 

_ 22 

• .?4 

25 

2-

27 

28. 
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wanted to do it. In fadt, he smoked Marijuana and ingested 

LSD before he even became involved.  with: Chaties Manson. 

let's- go on to a more important issue, Mr. BUbric 

argued that besides Manson., the reason that Watson committed 

these .murders was because .of the effect of the druga and the 

effect that they had on him at the time-; and Mt.. Watson, of 

Course., claims 	Mt. Watson claims that during these murders, 

he was under the influence of LSD And several other drugs, 

'Um, all the defense .psychiattiSts agreed that 
, they had no way of knowing .whether 'Tex irfatSon wad under the 

influence of drugs at the time, 	theSs murders. they based 

their information sac* on -what he' told: them,- !e was. the 
Jr' 

beginning. and the end -of their source of knowledge. 

Now, assuming, again, arguendo, that Tex Icatson 

was- under the influence of dtugs 	,first place, being 

under the influence of drugs is note--an automatic defense for 

first degree murder. 

If it were a defense, then a person could premed-

itate a murder And, just before the.  :murder, ingest drugs and, 

since at the time of the murder drugs were in his System, he 

coUldn't -be convicted of first degree Murders heed have a 

built-in immunity. There would have to be a provision ih 

Section 189 of the Penal Code, the first degree :murder statute 

that anyone who commits murder While having LSD- in his or her 

system. could not be convicted pf first degree murder, For 

al' intents and purposes, this would eliminate first degree 

murder in California, and also- the death penalty,. since all 

killers, of.  Course, 'Would ingest these-  drugs. 

21 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9' 

- 11 

12- 

- 	13 

14 

15 

-16 

T.  17 _ 

18 

19 

20,  

21 . 

22 

23 

24 

-25 

26 

27 

28 
• 
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10 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

26 

27 

28.  
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Well, of -course,, there is no such-  law. In the 

Second plade,_ and think much more importantly, with the 

exception of 'that speed tablet on the night of the; LaBianca 

murders, it is very_ obvious. that lex Watson was not under the 

influence of drugs at the time of these murders; and this is 

obvious for various reasons:, 

No. 1, and the very most important reason, it is 

unreasonable and unrealistic to believe that if he had all the .  

-drugs in his system that he claims he had, that he would be 

able to do what he did on these. two nights of murder. 

asked Dr. Frank how a person would act- -if .a 

person, had all the drugs in his' system. that Tex dlaits he 

"Q. 	If-  a person took belladonna, cocaine 

-and speed and. LSD, had all. - of these powerful, 

dangerous drugs. in his system, would it be 

'obvious to another perSOn with hit that some-

-thing was 'wrong? 

". 	Would suspect it would bet  yes-, 

wo, 	In what way would it be obvious? 

In other Words, what would a;person with all of 

_these drugs.  in his sySteM do? What symptoms would 

he have that would cause another party to look 

at him. and say, 'There.'s something wrong with. 

that guy'? 

Well,-  1 would suspebt that at first 

he would become irritable,, then' hyperexditablel 

he'd become 'very restless, would. tend. to move 

around a- great deal, especially small movements- a 

000131
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6 

7 - 

8 

L0 

12 

13 

14 

15.  

16.  

17 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

hive 
r 
 our morning recess at this time. - 

of his,  handt and.ttemors4 He might tend to 

become confused, find it-difficult to. communi-

-tate4 Sometimes hit thoughts' Would be racing so 

fatt that he might not be able to. complete a 

sentence. 

Would you expect a certain lack of.  

coordination? 

	

"L 	Yes I would. 

The combination of ailthese !rugs 

- 1111Pgld,stake it obViOuS4  then.,„ in your opinion, 

to-another party to look at this person and say, 

he4s Under the influence of -$0mothingl is that - 

cotrect? ,, 

	

,"L 	Yet*, / wOuld,dettainly- think so." 

'.THE_CQUIITt 'Excuse me, Mr. BugliOst4 I think we better 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will have our 
1'8 

lj " 

20 

2:1 

22 

23 

24-  • 

25 

26 

2T 

28 

morning recess at this time and, once-again, please heed the 

-adftonition heretofore 

(Receee.) 

20E COURTS: People against Watson. 

All the jurors, counsel and the defendant are 

present. You may ptoceed, Mr. )311gItosi. 

MR. 13IIGLIOSX: I was just reading from Dr. Frank's testi  

MOny on how a person would act if he lad all these dan-gerous.„ 

pOWerfUl -drugs in their system, and obviouSly would have a 

treinendous effect upon the persOn. 

Let's look .at Linda's= testimony; let,'S see if Tex 
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- 19 Other than when he was stabbing did he' 110.  

20 act any -differently on the _nights: Of the Tate-Zia. 

1$iance- turder8 than he had acted previously in the 

- -months that yotz knew him? 

21 

22 

24 -"Q.- 	Did he appear to, be in control of .him,  

self on:both nights? 

'2 	Very much sat -very much so, yes." _ 

"Iihit is Dr. Portia testimony: 

25 

26 

27 

28 Doctor,. in sour Opinion/  and from what 

was acting thigi way: 

414, 	'arida/  On either night, either the 

3 

4 

5 

6• _7 

night .of the-Tate murders or the La. Bianca mur- 

ders, did Tex seem dazed at all? 

r don't understand. 

Did he seem dazed at all.? 

Dizzy, no-, r dOn't think so. 

Did he stagger when he walkedr: 

9 

-10 

11 

12 

1Y- 

14 

15 

n.Q. 	And he spoke _to you,, of Course; right? 

A. 	Right.. 

"#), 	was :his. speech - slurred in _any - fa:shim? 

-"A. 	No. 

"0._ Did he speak coberentI 	youi?- 

"A. 	Yes.. 

No. 

oq 	Did' he act crazy? 

JuSt when I saw him stabbing-, yes; that 

-watt pretty crazy. 

- 

- 23 

17 

1$ 
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2' 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Mr. Watson told your  is there anything in- the 

actions described by Mr. Watson from which you 

could make a diagnosis that he Vat- under 'the 

influence of any drugs on the, nights of the 

Tate-iga Bianca murders? 

	

"411, 	- NO, there was -nothing he described 

in his actions on either night that would. be 

indicative of being under the influence of a 

drug. 

	

110. 	You just flatly reject the idea that 

 

  

 

Mr. Watson could have ingested any dangerous. drugs? 

"A. 	I Abet flatly reject it, no* There 

just was 'no speOific indication either from. what 

_he told me or 'from what others haVe testified to 

that he Was under the influence Of any drug5 on 

those days." 

Let's look at some of the .things Tex did and said  

ladies and gentlemen, on these two nights of murder, and I thin 

that we'll. See it is extremely obvious that he was not under 

the influence of any drugs  whatsoever. 

'For instance, he droVe the car to the Tate resident a. 

After the murders_k he. droVe the car to _Rudolf Weber's residence 

and then up into the Benedict qanydn area, then down to the 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18: 

19' 

20 

21 

22 

23 

 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

gaSdline station and, ,Of course, .Linda-  drove from the gasoline 

station back to Spahr' Ranch, 

Now, it Tex Watson were. :as knocked out from drugs 

as he alleges,. not. Only wouldn't he have been able to find his.  

way to the Tate residence, he wouldn't have been able to keep 
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-his car -on the road, ladies and gentlemen.. 'even Di. Tweed., a 

defense psychiatrist,, testified that if-Tex 'were Under the 

influence of 'LSD, he -matt likely' would not have been able, to 

driVe to. the 'ate._ residence or drive anywhere that night. 

"Q. 	Doctor, assurae that" 	this is on the 

night of the Tate murders — "-assUme that Mr. 

Watson drove to` the Tate ho'use from Spahn, Randh„ 

that is approgiirtately- a 45-minute to one hour 

tripi that -he had' no apparently difficulty in  

driving there. ,  My tinestion 4.s doesnit it tend to 

negate the "fact that he was under the influence 

of an halaticinagenia:drug, assuming this hypo-

thetical to: 'be true') 

_ "A. _,, 	 necessarily, because there 

are indid.periodS that an individual might halite; 

-but I doubt- that seriously that under the circum- 

and he couldn't do it. 

This is what Dr. Fort has to say-About that: 

wg 	pcmto* 'do you have an opinion from 

your expertise in the field cf hallucinogen id 

25 

:26 

27 

213 

Stances 	doubt that he-would be capable of 

driving." 

Tex„ 'of course, denies that he drove. E0 says 

he was asleep en route. The only thing is., he made a mistake. 

If he ,was going to claim he was asleep while that car Was 

being driven from the Spahn RanCh to- the-  Tate residence., he 

should not have said that he had belladonna, speed and LSD in 

his system, because he tried to fool Dr, Fort, the LSD expert, - 
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1 	 drugs and speed, whether or not if a person took 
2 	 LSD-, speed' and belladonna in combination, whether 

3 	 or not that person would go to sleep? 

4 
	

VAL 	have such' an_opinion. 

5- 	 What is your opinion? 
.6 	 They would not go to sleep. 

What would be -the effect on a person 

of taking these three druqs1 

4'L 	Generally either LSb, alone, .or Speed, 

alone,, or belladonna., alone/  and certainly a 

combination. of those would increase wakefulness 

12 

' 

-14 

15 • 

16 

 17 

20. 

22 

23 

25, 

27 

28 

or alertness. That is one of the characteristic - 

Properties of amphetatined/  as 1 mentioned earlier, 

to. keep. yOu awake and inOrease alertness, and it 

is also characteristic with an LSD experience 

that so much is going on in your mind and so 

many perceptual changes are occurring that you. 

very rarely go to sleep while, that is happenings 

Do you feel that the combination of 

these three drugs, that it- might be such an over-

whelming experience that it might put the person 

to sleep? 

"It 	1MD, because none of those drugs are 

What are ;called tedicalliy-  depressant drtigs. 

Only depregisant drUgs either alone or .either one 

of theit in a large dosage :or a combination of 

moderate -doses of several of them, will put you 

to slepp4 and those depressant drugs are alcohol., 
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barbiturates and other sleeping pills and 

nArOtics„ meaning opium, heroin, morphine, 

_et Cetera. Certainlyf  any combination of 

thoSe drugs, beyond s very minimal quantity 

Would put almOst everybody to sleep and at 

A certain dosage., it would puteverybody to 

sleep; but none of the drugs you are asking 

about; that is, LSD, belladonna or speed, are 

depressant drugSr  and none of the drugs, LSD, 

belladonna or AMphetamines, Characteristically 

make people drowsy-or put them to: sleep.. They 

do. just the opposite; they stimulate them, make. 

them. more alert, more, wakeful.", 

Nor could he fool Dr. Fort When. he said he was 

Watson tell you inn, your 

interview with him that at certain times during 

the two nights of murder that he was, blacking 

Out? 

	

"IL 	Yes,- he.talW about that. 

	

1$0.. 	From, yourAnOwledge of Speed, belleo- 

donna and LSD and the effects of these drugs, 

did you believe him? 

	

'mx 	From my knowledge of the drugs and the 

way they characteristidally work, I did not believe 

him; also, on the basis of the inconsistency be-

tween that statement and the many things he was.  

13. 

-14 

17 

• 1,9 

21. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

2.6 

• 	27 

28 

:b-lacking out during those murders. Here's what Dr. Fort had 

o say about. that r 
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1 

-2 

3- 

4 5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 • 

.11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 - 

  

 

able to describe im detail tome, T  dad not 

believe him, and it: 	on bOth grOlinds 

disbelieved. that,n 

TeX said that he took belladonna . when he woke -up 

on the Morning of August the 8ths 196.9,-  which would be about 

16 hours or so before these murders, - not even an entire day --

an entire- day being 24 hours— and Tex said that his usual 

belladonna trip took about 10 

This particular trip, 4Ss 	-ta-he -did take the 

belladonnas- would, have been A-Usual trip in length, because 

he testified that he took about the same_aMoUnt of belladonna 

that he normally took: 
a, 	Do you retiternberItiow 1149 a piece you 

took?"_-- this is the belladonna root, 
n4. 	About the. _size ralways-tpok, AbOut an 

inch or threw-quartets. of an inch long aftd.about 

that big around or so. 

"THE COURT: An inch, in, diameter? 

"THE WITNESS: (Mr-. Watson} About am inah." 

WW2-belladonna is an extremely power.--

ful„ potent, dangerous drug and there. is no Way. -

1n. the world that Watson_ could have done 14W:head 

under the influence. of that drug. Paul Watkins took 

belladonna Many times and, he. Said-it literally knocks 

you-Out and you lie down and_yoh -pass-outi and. he: 

said even when you Are awake, even when you are 
' under. 	- 	 - 

aWakedthe influence of belladonna, it it a completely 

hallucinogenic drag. He testified that when he was on that 

 

17" 

18 

19 

20' 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

27 

213 
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1 	witness Etand if he were to,  look out at the people in this 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6. 

7 7 

8' 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13• 

- 14; 

15 

16 

CoUrtrOOMr  he would be' just as apt to see a palm tree as human 

beings. 

He said that he saw Tex take the'  elladonna once 

and tile_ next time he saw Tex he learned that 'rex had fallen 

off a motorcycle and cracked up- the -motorcycle. That's the 

inadent in April of 1969 when Tex was arrested and taken to 

the Van Nuys Police Department for being under the influence 

of .d-rugs -- the drug,. of course, being belladonna 	and do 

you recall. that Officer Esclante testified that during this 

jail incident in April of 1969, Tex was really out of it: 

"Q. 	Do yowl have a recollection of being 

able to understand What he was paying?" — this 

is a question of Officer Esciante. 

"4. 	Welly-he was so far as I can remember, 

he .would go from one thing to-  another; it,  was 

.17 

18 

.19 

20; 

22 

Vrell, more or less. 

"Well, more or less; he wasn't actually 

falling down', he was juat cccoperative enough and 

yet at the same time not really coherent. 

just difficult to keep a Conversation with him. 

*Q., 	Aid you have to. assist him- 'at the 

fingerprinting process? 

24 
	

hQ 	Did you ask-him to sign the fingerptint 

25• • 	 card? 

27 

za 

Yes I. X did._ 

Could-  he do that? 

No,, sir,, he couldn't, he coulanit even 
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"A. 	Well* he Wasn't able to when, I sat 

him at the table to sign the fingerprint card.. 

	

ma 	Did he just.  fall forward on the table? 

	

"A. 	No, he just sat there and he shook 

hisl head .and he couldn't signs he wouldn't sign. 

"Q.- He wouldn't or couldn't? 

	

: '4  "A. 	WelL, he just couldn't sign it, 

	

",0: 	Was he able to make any markings at 

ali7On the card? 
-_ 	• 

	

"A. 	Well, not that I can recall, sir: • 

gave you seen in your experience people 

under the influence. of diUgs before?' 

	

1111; 	 Yes  I have. 

-sign -the fingerprint card. 

"Q. 	How did he evidence his inability to 

sign? 

Ha 	Do• you. have an opinion as to whether- 

or not Watson was under the influence of drugs 

- at the title? 

NA. 	Yes, he was." 

So, if Tex had all of this belladonna in his. 

System just 16 hours before, these mutderS, he probably would 

have been passed out. In any event, he would not have been 

able to drive to that Tate residence. Yet, apparently, Watson _ 

had no trouble at all driving the car on the night of the Tate 

imirders.. In fact, the evidence is very, Very clear, ladies and 

• gentlemen, that he couldn't possibly have driven better than 

he,  ,did. 

- 1 

3 

4 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 
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16 
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25 
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Linda testified that when Watson told her to thrOw 

the clothing out of the car, he pulled off the -.roadl  which we 

know to be 'Benedict Canyon _Drivel-he pulled Of the road onto a 

dirt shoulder:- 

Wow, Xing Baggot, the, Channel 7 crewman wh0. foUnd 

the clOthitig-, testified that this dirt shoulder on Benedict 

Canyon Drilla is the Only- .place on Benedidt Canyon Drive where 

a :person could safely pull off the road;, and we have the testi-

mony from. Linda and Sgta McGann that this part-iftllir area of 

Benedict Canyon Drive r  2901 Benedict Canyon Drive, is .a very 

dark area; It is very, very dark -at night.' 

Yet, Tex was drivihg so well, ladies and geritlemen 

so well-, that he was able to find this little' dirt shoulder 

to pull o Ditto, apparently the Only place -on:-__Betkedict Oanyion 

Tkrive where a person could Safely pull off the road,  

.2kIgo, if he were under the influence of.,. Oil these 

drugs, ladies and gentlemen„ he never in a 	 year Would 

be able to think as clearly_ as "he did during these murders, no 

chance at-  all; cutting-  the screen., outting the telephone wires 

giving Linda instructions to go to the rear of the premises 

to see if there were any open doors or windows; telling her to 

throw the knives and the clothing out of the car; all of these 

things conclusively prove that his mind was not befuddled by 

drl;gS but;  to the contrary, he was thinking very, very, clearly 

and was in total comMand of his 'mental .faculties. 

Not only does his conduct show that his mind was 

thinkihg clears y, but his agility and physical prowess during 

these murders prove that he was not stupefied and drunk with 
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13.  

14.  

15 

16 

17 

- 

20 

21 
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23 

24 

25 - 

26 

110 	
27 

28  

drugs1  

- Tex was the- main- killer, ladies and gentlemen.,_ of 

the five human beings. Xt is not the easiest thing in the 

world to kill a human. being* Hainan beings like to live, they 

_fight for their lives;- yet, Tex _Watson mercilessly murdered 

these victims and within a relatively short period of time. 

In other Worda, he was very, very effective; and the- fact that 

he was effective couldnit possibly be :better evidence that he 

• was not -under the influence -of--:LSD Or any other drug, that . 

his reflexes and coordination; and- physical capabilities were 

hot _numbed by .drugs • - 

Even -apart from the murders., themselves, which-

unqUestionably show a lot of agility ,-and cOordinaition, 14r. 

- Idigrow from the _telephone-  company _teatified that the first 

step on that telephone pole outside the frOnt gate of the 

'Tate residente 	six-  to eight feet off the ground and the 

Wires, he; .said., were-  severed at the. top of the pole, Now. Tex 

Watson's agility in being able to climb- -On his own -the first 

SIX to -eight feet-  and then -climbing to the top Of that tele--

phone- pole with those heavy wirecutters -- you all felt theta. 

certainly, ladies and -gentlemen,, shows that he was very 

coordinated. and agile and not under 'the influence Of the drugs 

that he claims -  he was under the inflUende -of. _ 

X think you folks should' realize, you should expect 

you. should. have- anticipated that Watson would-  take that witness.  

stand and -claim that he was completely knocked out by drOgs-

dUring these murders. He can't live up completely; he's got 

to -come up-_with_ something,'  so he's __fabricated this story about 
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being under the influence of drugs. It is a phony, 'fabricated 

.story from the word go.; but that doesn't mean that anyone has 

to buy what Tex Watson is trying to sell. It bas na -value on 

the open -market; it is bogus-, it is counterfeit; and in 

fabricating this Story, ladies and gentlemen, he tripped him-

self up. 

Here's bOw he tripped himself up. Here's hoW 

Tex Watson tripped himself up in fabricating this story that 

31,e was under the litfluende of -drugs-: 

no 	So yoti-tdok.  speed; then, on the 

evening" -,--7 --now; the time, and the -date is 

very, very important 	this question, and 

answer 
= , 	, 

you took speed.;  then, on the 

evening of -August. the 7th? . 

"A. ,Yes, X stayed up all night, I believe:  

that  night. 

• 

You were up all night? 

Yes. 

"Q 	This would be going into the early 

morning, then, the early morning of Friday 

Morning; is that correct? 

2 

3.  
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28 

"Z. 	That is:Correct. - 
Ita 
	

end where were you on the ranch that 

night? 

I was at the Waterfall. X ended up' at 

the waterfall. 

nzo 	this `is important: 

000143



2. - 

3 

4 

5 

7 

-8 

:9 

10 

5441 

"Did you pee Charlie at all that tight? 

Yes, he was at the waterfall. sleeping-

and. I had heard he Was -on belladonna, you know; 

didn='t know. 

	

"Q. 	Did you talk to Charlie that tight? 

	

"A. 	I really don't recall that much. _ 

	

Q, 	But you ,Saw him sleeping? 

	

"A. 	Yes. 

	

"Q. 	Was he sleeping with- anyone?' 

	

"A. 	There was a lot of people sleeping.. 

you, know, out in the .open. I can't _recall if he )••• 11•0 

if he, you know, had anybody beside him or tot, 

	

"Q. 	-just so we don't have any confusion 

here, Tex, August OA7.th. that's.'Thursday.;,  

August 8th. is a< Friday; August the 9th-, 'a 

Saturday; August the 10th, a Sunday. You say you 

took speed on AuguSt the - 7th, ai  Thursday; is that 

correct? 

Yes I was taking a lot of speed all 

'during that month. 

	

111, Q, 	And you. Were up all night'? 

	

-"A, 	Yes. 

	

,"Q. 	So you were up in the early morning 

hours -of Friday, August the 8th; is that correct? 

	

"A, 	Yes, right at the time between daylight 

and dark. 

	

UQ 
	

All right; at the 'Waterfall? 

yes, that's correct. 
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And ,you say you saw Charlie: sleeping? 

Yes, I 

Daylight? 

No. 

Dawn? 

it was kind of in between,„ I remember. 

You also took some belladonna August- 

; 9 
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26•  

27 

28 
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• 2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

B the 8th, a Friday? 

"A 	Early in the morning, yes. 

- Again, early morning,, August the 8th„ - 

a Friday? 

"A. 	Right, yes." 

Now, where Tex slipped up in fabricating his Om, 

-hOus story about drugs. is that -Stephanie Schram testified 

that she and Manson left the Spahn Ranch for San Diego. ThUraday 

mornings  August the 7th, 1969,• and aid not even return to Spahn 

Itanch. until after 12 :VO noon on August the 8th„ a Friday, :1969. 

-Bo when Tex testified,,, ladies and gentlemen, that he took- 

_ speed on the evening of AugUst the 7th, 1969, and he saw ,Man-

:son, he was lying. Manson wasn't even in town bri the evening 

• of_ August the 7th; and, when. he testified the following -morning 

between dawn and dusk; that he took belladonna-4nd he also. ;hw - 

Charlie around„ he Wat lYingf-becaUse  Charlie 'Wasn't in tow-24 

-ladies and gentlemen_ 

Now, the reasoil-ttephanie's testimony is very, - 
- - - 

yery accurate .is for the simple reason that she had a very 

-Solid base of reference- It is very difficult„ -of course, -to 

look back and to reteMber the sequence of events, what you-aid 
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on A particular day -- Sometimes, for the life of me, I can't 

2 - remember what tie I wore yeSterday -- but she had a base of 

reference and, that base of reference was this: There was a 

stipulation that Manson got a traffic ticket at 6:15  P-Itt- on 

August the 7th, 1969, as Manson and Stephanie were driving 

6 
	southbound toward San Diegoo He got-the ticket near Oceanside.: 

7 	 So, With that base of reference, she knew exactly 

8 -where she was on the morning of August the Ith, the evening of 

9 August 7th and the morning Of August:the .8th, so Vex slipped 

v) up. Charlie was nowhere around, he wasn't in town. 

11 

	

	 When the defense pskchaatrists Concluded that 

Watson was under the influence o. drugs dUring these murders,_ 

15  -.they are basing. their condi4Slion striOtly 7on what Watson told 

14 them. "They'were not there., lades And gentlemen,. they Were, 

15 _ not. there but I will tell you someone_ Oho was there: landa 

Kasit121.44? 	 - 

- She heard him talk, She bkerved what he did and 

18` said, and as we saw from Linda's testimony, Which I read to 

19 you a few-minutes agO, atlak never . obterVed anything Which 

wbuld even remotely indicate that this man was under the. 

2.1 influence of anything. 

22 	 The, term uunder the influence," ladies and gentle- - 

23 men the term "under the influence," by definition, means that 

24. something else is in control of you; for example, alcohols  

25 drugs:, et cetera. In other words, you are not completely in 

26 control of yourself; something else I'S having an influence 

27 upon you. 

2a 	 Now, when Tex Watson was under the influence of 
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Lan, -he would act like he was, under the. influence of LSD. 

Vitt- devoting.  a lot of time to this because I think 

it is crucial. -This goes right to the very heart of Mr. 

Watson-is defense that he was just totally knocked out narcotics 

during these mOrders and didn't knoW what .he was doing, 

This is. Brooks POStonla testimony: 

*0 	When 'ex-  wouldget, stoned" -- or, 

this it an answer. 

"When Tex would get, stonede he would, 

sit With his month sort. of open and his eyes 

real. Vide and he- would just generally 'sit there. 

nQ 	On-how-many occasions would you say 

you have Seen Mr. Watson manifest theft symptoms 

of-- being stOnede  just about -ever. y time yOu saw 

him? 

Often? 

No-, not that often. r saw him about 

four times,, thiiikr  at •Spahn's Ranch and Onte or.  

twice before we left the :Barker's Ranch,: the first 

time in Vebruary• of 1969 and then _Once izi SepteMber 

of l96g. 

'"Q. 	And he Would sit there With his mouth 

op-en and his eyes having an-  odd glaze or sontetbing 

to that effect? 

"A. 	Nell, they Were 	they would really be 

wide r  or I don't know, be. Would look like he was 

seeing 'something that blew hit -mind, that was 
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4 

- 

6 

7 8- 

5 

10 

11 

14. 

15 

17 

1,8r" 

19

20:  

,. 21 

24 

26 

5445  

really surprising or that he was 'waking up." 

This is Paul Watkins' testimony: 

"Q. 	Row would Tex, --act when- he was under 

the influence of LSD? 

Real-weird: 

OQ. 	Would you, describe that to the judge 

and jury? 

it 	He was always-- he always acted 

different than most people did,, because I 

wa7uld`remember many times we would -take a trip 
4 	. 

he walla .already _.be — his eyes ,would be .popping 

open-like he was Seeing things that were-hard to 

believe rand he would start moving his head around 

just re-ally in a Weir0. fashion and -looking around., 

-so it became apparent that he was cdming on before 

I was, and he was generally weirdly coordinated. 

-,"It seemed like it really had a strong effect on. 

'og 	You say-  that while 'Tex WO under' the 

influ-ende of LSD, he was weirdly coordinated? . 

YeSi,  

Would you elaborate on that a little 

bit? 

He just, most of the time Y remember, 

- and Tax =would; come on, 	in other words, he 

— would Start being affected by it before anyone 

,else---watild.: X would already have taken the 

tablet .an-d;. waiting fOr _it to. haVe an effect and 
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You are describing the way Tex would 

he would just sit down, because it seemed like 

140 body would move around and in a really weird 

-fash-ion., like sort of floWing around like a drunk 

would. - 

-.op.  

AIL 

down?. 

Yes. 

would you say normally he would ift .11() 

5446 
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act Under the influence of LSD? 

Yes. 

(I; 	And that is why you say he was 

weirdly coordinated? 

"IL 	xcept for a couple of trips-where he 

wat up running around, but normally on heavy 

trips and the family would take a trip together, 

just sit down and watch the trip. 	 -7-  4 

TeX-  would sit down and watch the 

trip? 

-.Yet; 

Would you describe- him its being care.,' 

free 'While - under the influence of LSD? 

"A. 	I describe him as being carefree all 

the time.. 

"Q; 	Each time under the influence of LSD? 

Y-es7 " 

pavid Neale testified that when he saw Tex 

out 	Spahn Ranch under the influence of LSD, Vet.: was smiling 

and_ he acted like he as in 'a complete. daze. So; -when TeX 

000149



5447 

1 

2 

3 

4 

.5  

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 

- 13 

14 

- 15 
7. • 

17 

18 	• 

19 

20 

21 

- 

• • 

-- :24 

25 

- 26- 

27- 

28- 

toOk LSD, he came .under the .influence of the LSD. 'In other 

Words/ he was not in control of himself. 

Then Denise Aallett testified back in Texas when 

Watson-even took -a marijuana_ cigarette, he, started acting.  

strangely. Tex is alleging not only did he have LSD in his 

system, ladies and gentlemen, only that very powerful, .dangerou 

drug, but that he also had cocaine. and, belladonna -- or/  

belladonna and speed, and he told pt.- Frank that he also "had 

Toodeine-, I have already related to you Dr, Frank's testimony, 

how a person would Oct if a person 'had all these drugs in his 

system. It, -would seriously and severely affect the- person And - 

- would be very obtervAble to anyone that -the perton was under 

the influence. 

- Again, I asked Linda: 

“a 	Did TeX appear to be in -control of him 

self on 'both nights? 

uri„ 	Very mudh so; very. much so, yes." 

In other words, in,  Linda's opinion, Tex was not 

kinder the. influence of anything;. and Linda's opinion, I would.  

say,. Would certainly have more Value than the,  average person's 

" Opinion.. If a person had all the drugs that Tex had in his 

system, even an .average person would obviously know' that some-

thing was wrong with that individual; but Linda, as opposed to 

the -average individual, ladies. and-  :gentlemen, had, herself, 

ingested LSD and, many .other drugs and had been in the coMpany 

,of other people while, they were ingesting LSD, so she was 

intimately familiar with the effect that LSD has on a human 

being. 
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She. says there was nothing wrong with this guy 

during these two nights of murder and her testimony is worth 

more than the testimony of a, thousand psychiatrists who were 

not there. 

Mow,- as if all 

enumerated were not enough 

under the influence of LSD 

_let me add- just a few more 

of• these things that T have just 

-to .prove that TeX Watson wasn't 

or any drug during these murders/  

points, just in the eventuality that)  

there- .is the slightest SPeck':_ofdOlibt in your Mind still temain- 

Dt. Frank and`Dt0-7:Uodhinan both testified that in 
12,  

All the- literature in the• field of LSD there has never be'en a 

- repotted Case of atyOne 'committing-  a murder while under the 

influence of T4D.- -Dr. Fort, unquestionably One 'of the' foremost 

experts' in the. country Ori7Tisp 'and other hallucinogenic drugs, 

testified that people when they are under the. influence. of A 
17 . • 

.hilludindgenic drug-do not tend to be violent. They tend. to 

.become introverted and enjoy the eXperience. 

Ekren :Dr. Ditman 'said that people tend to become. 

Introspective and meditative• under the influence of these drugs, 

and we learned from the testimony of witnesses who took the 

drug, like Paul Watkins and Linda, that, in fact, LSD makes you 

introspective and it permits you to• gain an increased inner 

awareness of the objects and the sounds and the colors around 

you. 

In other words/ the person under the inflUefice-01. 

these drugs gets all caught Up it the drug-induced experience 

And Tex was no: exception.. lex was :no exception, we-learned that 
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from the testimony-of MatkinS-  and. Poston-. 

NoW, if a person under the influende of :these 

drugs gets :all caught up in the drug-induced experience -and 

Tex is no exception, we know that 	then it is just extremely 

far out and far fetched to believe that if Watson had all of 

these drugs ih his systet- and- he was all-caught up in thiS 

experience, that he would be. going out and committing these_ -

savage-murders and taking every conceivable measure to avoid 

detedtiOrli.-  It is just not reasonable and, I might add, ladies 

and gentlemen, that you can bet your bottOm dollar that 

Charles Manson would have been sure 	would have made sure 

that' the, people whom he sent Out to do his murderous bidding 

for him would. not have been under the influence of anything. 

Ile wanted this mission, of murder to - be as effective as possible 

and effective, it was. 

One further observation, tten assuming -- againi- _ 

argUendo -- that Watson had drugs in his system, one thing we 

do know, he did not have so much drugs -in his system that it 

prevented him from deliberating and preMeditation these murders 

and maturely and meaningfully reflecting Upon the gravity of 

the contemplated act. To the,  contrary, .he. _was a 'vicious, 

agile, swift-moving- killer -whose mind was thinking very, very 

clearly; -so, even if he did have some drugs in his system, and 

the evidenpe, think, clearly shows that he: did not, it is 

legally irrelevant. 

Watstini-s mind wasn't filled with - drugs during these 

murderS, 'ladies and- gentlemen. His mind was- filled with death 

-and murder, 
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Let's pass on from the issue of drugs and get 

into the iseue, of diminished mental capacity, which, obvitiusly 

is the central issue in this case. 

1, at the time of these murders was Tex 

Watson Suffering from diminished mental Capacity-and, No. 2, 

even Adam-Ring that he was, was it of such a nature, was it 

so,  severe that it prevented him from deliberating and pre-

meditating: these murders and maturely and meaningfully reflect 

ing upon the gravity of the contemplated act? 

With respect to the first issue — that is, 

whether he was suffering from any diminished mental capacity, 

any "mental. _illness at all, I'm. not so sure that Tex Watson 

had any diminished capacity at the time of these murders, that 

he was mentally ill at all. Gust because he murdered seven 

people doesn't necessarily mean that he was suffering from 

dliainiahed -mental capacity,: -just betatae he was heavily 

involved in the use of drugs before these murders doesn't- 

necessarily. mean that he was suffering from diminished mental 

capacity, 3ust because he was a member of a, far-out, uncon-

ventional group out at Spahn ganch does not necessarily mean 

that he was -suffering from diminished mental, capacity. 

If these things were the case, one would have to 

conclude that everyone Who commits murder is suffering' from 

diminished. mental ,capacity: 2Veryone who is heavily involved 

in the nee pf drags is suffering from diminished mental capacity 

and everyone who has a far out, unconventional life style is 

suffering from diminiShed mental capacity. Those conclusions 

Would be absurd on the face, 
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And. just because Watson-  and his, co-=conspirators 
_ 

slid something that you and I would never do, does not mean 

that he was suffering from diminished mental capacity. This 

-guy-  had mental capacity, ladies - and gentlemen; he,  just Used 

his Mental capacity to commit murder, and don't forget, TeX: 

Watson had no prior history Of Mental illness_ before these 

murders and no psychiatrist examined him at the time of these 

Murders. and Said he was mentally ill.. 'Watson was first 

examined, .ladies and_ gentlemen, ever a 'year And a half after 
• these murders, after he 'had alreidy been arrested and indar 

cerated for a long period of time; and-living in .a Stall 

for over a year and a half facing---a conviction .of first degree 

murderand the. death penalty i$ probablY enough to-make anyone 

mentally i,11. 

His conduct on these -tWo ;lights certainly does not 
• _.? 

show any mental illness and Dr. rort concluded no mental ill- 

ness; Dr. Dwre and Eklund concluded no mental: illness when 

they e*amined him up at Atascadero; so when you go back to 

-that jury room, don't automatically assii  F.  that Watson was 

mentally-  ill at the time of these murders and the only iasue-

fOr you to decide is whetbet or not it prevented hitt from 

hating the requisite Mental capacity to coittmit these murders.. 

Ask yourselves- was he mentally ill in the- atst 

place. _ Ai* yourselves that question._ There is a, diStindt 

posAibility that he was. not mentally ill at all, but even _ 

assuming -that there' is some question- yoUr mind as. to whether 

Tex Watson was mentally ill at the time of these. ilturders, there 

is one thing about which. there_ hould be no doubt whatsoever; 
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- this: Mental illness., assuming that it existed, unquestionably 

did_ not prevent him from deliberating and_ premeditating these 

murders and maturely and meaningfully reflecting upon the 

gravity of the contemplated act. 

Reep this -point its mind: The nititate issue for 

you to decide baOk in that jury room --- the, ultimate issue is 

not whether this man_waS mentally ill. at the time of these 

murders; that is not the issUe... Mental illness*  by itself, 

is not a. defense to first degree murder. 

The ultitate issue for you to. decide Is did this 

Mental illness prevent hiM from having the requisite mental 

capacity required of first, degree murder. 

In. other Words, even if he was mentally ill, if 

he_Could, nevertheless, deliberate and premeditate,. et cetera, 

helb: guilty of first degree murder. there-is no provision in 

Sedtion 189 of the Penal ,COde, the First Degree Murder section, 

that if a person is Mentally ill he cannot be -convicted of 

first degree murder. In fact, it is common knowledge that 

batty Mentally ill people have brilliant intellectual minds. 

Let me read the first two paragraphs of an instruc--

tion, -and I think this will probably be the most important 

instruction judge Alexander will give you at the conclusion' of 

my final surmoatiOn; and you'll note that nowhere in this 

.instruction does it say that if Watson had a reduced mental 

capacity, that if he were mentally ill, you could not come back 

:with a.  verdict of fitat- degree murder Nowhere does it say 

that. 

"If you find from the evidence that .at the 
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time the alleged crime was doirnaitted:, the defeni,, 

dant had substantially :reduced mental capacity?  

whether caused by mental illness, mental defect, 

- intOxidation or-  any -other cause?  you must con,-

eider what effect/  if any, this - diminished 

capacity had on the defendant's ability to form 

any of the specific mental - states that are,  

essential elements .of murder and voluntary man-

*slaughter.. -jlhus; if you find that the defendant's 

.mental--caRaCity was diminished" -- here are the 

rk'ey Words `"to the extent" 

And quoting again: "Thus ?  if you find that 

the-defendant's mental capacity was diminished 

to,  the extentthat you have -a-reasonable doubt - 

:Whether: he- did Maturely and meaningfully pre- 
-- 	 } _ 

deliberate and reflect upon the gravity 

• of his Contemplated act Or form an intent to 

you -cannot find him guilty-  of a wilfull, deliberate 

'find preineditated murder of the first degree,'" 

-- --Does it say anywhere in 'there at. all that if yOu 

find he is Mentally ill. you have to come back below first degre 

Murder? -There is no. suggestion like that. 

It is only if his mental illness was so severe that 

it prevente& him from deliberating and premeditating, et 

cetera. I can't underline this fact more in your mind. 

Mr. Kubrick- and Mr. -Keith say that Mr. Watson could 

not .maturely and meaningfully reflect upon the gravity -of the 

contemplated act. That is- a rather clumsy, awkward term and I 
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told you before, no one is ever going to accuse the legal 

profesSion of having clarity of expression, but you folks are 

going to have to do some thinking about that term back in that 

jury room. 

What do these words mean? His Honor, Judge 

Alexander', in his instructions, is not going to interpret that :  

phrase for you', as far as X know; but you folks, 12 lay people, 

12 reasonable men and women, can interpret that phrase just- as 
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well as any Member of the legal profession 

We start out with Mr: Iceith!A admission„--yand,X 

think my good friend Max for this contributiont2-Quofe; 

'0.an be dutab and Stupid and still be able to maturely and mean-

ingfully reflect upon the gravity of the contemplated act. You 

don't have ,to be bright," unaillote. 

First Off, when we 'say maturely and _Meant:1101111y 

reflect upon the gravity of the contemplated act-, we 	not 

talking .about the contemplated act .of having breakfast in the 

. morning or shooting a bird, et cetera; -we are talking upon 

about the contemplated act 'of killing a felloW human 

being.. :the word `"gravity.,." of course., we all know what that 

meanst that Means-  seriousness. 

ghat about "maturely" and "meaningfully"? Let's r)if  

talk about the word "maturely" first. 

now, obviouSly, by 'Maturely" the law cannot Mean 

that to be able to commit first degree murder one has. to have 

achieved a certain mental, or chronolOgical age; it cannot mean 

that., and XIII tell you why. If "Maturely" meant that you had 

to achieve a certain Mental or chronological age,- then with 

000157
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respect to chronological age, there. wOuld be a -ptovision in 

the murder statutes-,that anyone who was, let's say, below 21 

years of age r  could, .not be guilty of first degree murder. All - 

We -would have .to do is look at Tex Watson's. bitth certificate 

1.jrk the birth certificate -of any defendant, and there is our 

Answer; so - we are not -talking about -chtonologiCal • age-  and we -are 

not talking about Mental age, either/  And 11'11 tell you why- 

-because if we were talking about mental age, again, there would 

..be some type Of _A provision. In some statute-  that despite one's 

chronological age/  if they had a mental age, let's say, of 

below 21/  they could not be. convicted of first degree-  murder 

and. all we would have to do- is give Mr. Watson or .any defendant 

tests which are designed to determine- mental age. 

So, you know that when we talk about "maturely 

reflect," mental age is pot the issue, because if it were, - 

don't you think the progedution and the -defense psychiatrists 

would have given their estimation of this.  man'-s mental age, but 

-they-did not do. so, thete was no testimony at this trial about 

his: mental ages SO, by "maturely" we are pot talking about . 

-mental or chronological age; and by "maturely," ladies and 

gentlemen/  we are also not talking about emotional maturity. 

will tell you why. 

You have heard it said that a very large part of 

- the_ adult population -of the world suffers from emotional 

immaturity of some _degree-  or another and that practically all  

people who -commit murder are emotionally unstable -or imtature, 

sometimes to a -very Marked degree; but this does not mean that 

these people are incapable of committing first degree mutdet. 
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They are very capable of it; and because they are emotionally 

unstable and immature does Pot mean that the judgments they 

make when they decide 'to rob or rape or assault are made with-

out a full realization on the part of the gravity of their 

-offense. 

• 	-2 

3 

What abOut the perSon who robs a bank or rapes a 

woman or inject* heroin into his systemt would it be sensible 

to say that theAr are not -capable;? of mature tudgirtent, because 
1 	4 	 .1 

if they were capable-of mature:judgmtprit t  they never would have 

-dope these thingSr  and since they did do these things, erqqi 

they must not have maturely,  reflected? - 

In other words`;; they,are_ suffering from diminished 
-„_ 

capacity, - because ,- -qtiote-r. no person in-their right mind would 
- 	- 

rob or rape or inject: herOin into their Systeri; therefore, they 

f their -S are not fully responsible or 	crime . Such an approach 
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would not be valid. No ctiffainal'would ever be fully' responsible 

for any of his crimeS. 

_ There is no -question that 	no question that 

Charles. Watson is an -emotionally immature*  unstable individual.-

He was that way' even before he_ came- to California, 

Vow*  this testimony- of Dr. Suarez 	and I don't 

-cite him for an ,authority on anything„, but the reason I at, 

go :rig to do. it this time is because his -testimony on thiS point 

is -coiiaidtent .with-  the testimony of everyone., even the prosecu,-- 

tion psychiatrists 	to,. I think this testimony is representa- 

tive and that's- why I'm going to quote it, 

NSpeaking of the period prior to his 

coming to 'California, he (14r. Mattson) was a very 
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3 
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.8 
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16 

 

insecure., a -very passtve, dependent individual 

who had a. great deal of trouble asserting him-

self4  who had a very disturbed relationship 

with both Of his parents andWho,  had. a great 

need. to please to the point that he would become 

a part of whatever group he was with, very 

".objectively and. pretty. much-do what'the group 

- expected and thing:3 that the,leader wanted of 

him or he thought. he Tiatted of 
. 	- 

There was testiinpny that Watson had doubts, about. 
- 	- 

' 	' 
- 

his masculinity and vemy_seVeterepreSSions.  of hostility 
, 

against. hit mother.; so the prosecUtiOn -is going -to concede 

well_stipulate that this-man wasetotionallyimmature and.  

unstable. There is no question about: that-. That predated his 

even coming to California and hit'becoming-involved with 

Charlet. Hanson., 

PVen apart from,  the murder64  anyone who would use. 

drugs as extensively as this tan did, and voluntarily become 

an integral part of a group like Manson'S family, obviously 

had to be-emotionally ittature. These emotional problems. that 

Watson had Certainly- are ho defense to first degree murder. 

Literally Millions of people are-emotionally immature-. Thib 

400enIt mean they are mentally ill., They have emotional 

problems, not Mental- problems4  and there is a meaningful 

distinction between the m3.nd and emotions._ 

If emotional i0Maturity-and instability were a 

defense to first degree murder, I would venture to say that 

out of 100 'killers would never be convicted of first degree 

1.8, 
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murder, since it is' rather difficult to visualize a- person 

who commits a vicious, deliberate, premeditated murder who 

isn't suffering from emotional instability and immaturity. 

You certainly can't believe that, only mature people can be 

convicted of first degree murder and immature people cannot. 

It would be laughable. 

If that were the case, few people, if any, would 

ever be convicted of first degree murder; so we.are not talkinj 

about mental age, obviously.. We. are,  not_talking about 

chronological age, we are not talking-about emotional maturity. 

With respect to the.- word "meaningful," this word. 

"meaningful" is self-explanatory;: but to have any significande, 

I think it has to be looked at irCcohjunation with the words 

"matureli." 

The words "maturely-  and meaningfully," ladies and 

gentlemen, can't possibly ±efer,to anything more than a per=-

son. who has the mental capacity to realize, to grasp the 

meaning, the significanbe of what he is doing. 'Those words 

are just legalisms, overfancy ways of referring to a,perSon 

who has the capacity to realize, to grasp the seriousness, the 

gravity of -what he is doing -- in this case, kilIing'a fellow 

human being. 

	

23 	 Certainly ,unquestionably, Watson realized, grasped 

	

24 	the seriousness of killing these people. Among-otherthingar  

25 the fact that he took every conceivable measure to avoid 

	

- 26 	detection-, think proves that he knew very,,. very well the 

	

:27 	seriousness.  of what he had done. 

	

28 	 Now.„ to state the affirmative -- to state the 
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affirmative;. that is to say, that Tex Watson or any defen-

dant did .have the capacitYto realiZe and grasp the Serious,,,  

ness of what bedid, I think necessarily implies the existence 

ofHa negative. -That is, a person whodid hot realize and 

fully grasp the significance of what, he was doing. 

Let's take the hypothetical situation just for 

-illWamtation~ purposes, take Allan and call hiM XT. X is 

30--year-old' man with a lour, history of mental illness_Who 

has undergone psyChiatric treatment. He i$,nOt insane„:now, 

not ingjahe. He lives alone with his mother,. wh8m,h0Oves very 

-much; and one day- his mother says to him, ù koU'Rnow,the ladies 

in the neighborhdod have been talking abOut'the:,factthat you 

are never seen in the coMpany of a girl." ,This oblique attack 

on his masculinity go enrages X that he goes` downtown,-  gets 

himself a gun, domes back home-, shoots his-mother -todeath4 

He itMediately calls th0 ponder  confesOes; but 

his Confession is puntucated by surprise whenever _he refers,  

-to the frightened-expression his mother had onher- face When 

he pOinted that gun at het. 

He tells the poli0e4 "When ola mom saw that gun 

she, was really shook up; you should 'have really seen the 

frightened expression on her face." 

Now, there is a serious -question-,. We are dealing 

now with;very subtle, sophisticated issues here.. There is. a 

serious question as to whether even X is incapable of maturely 

and meaningfully reflecting upon the gravity of the contemplated. 
21 	act; but-, at least, an argument could be made for the proposi 

28 I tion that he did not, .do so. - X,. as opposed to Charles Watson, 
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has a long history of mental illness and undergoing psychiatric -

treatment.' 

tlf.all people/  he kills his mother, whom he loves 

very- much; and then he confesses and when he does confess, 

_ he talks aboUt the frightened expression on his. 'Mother's face,  

be couldn't -figure it out.. 

Perhaps. 	and I'm not stipulating - perhaps Xr  

-under the evidence, did not real}.ze, did not grasp the 

-significance-t  the seriousness of -what be, had done. 

We are not talking about that when we talk- about 

this 'man right here., &Ong Many, Marty othe,r differences, 'Tex 

Watson didn't tarn, himself in after these 'Murders and -confess 

to the police.. No., he took ever measure- to avoid deteOtion 

-and when he did confess-it wasn't to the pOlice, it was to 

Dianne Lake and he made -Dianne Lake promise not to.- tell anyone 

--what he told her.. 

Tex Watson killed,  these people., not beCatise he 

.didn't fully grasp the seriousness of -what be did:, but because 

'he couldn't "-care less/  he. just didn't care about the lives -of 

fellow hutan beings.. Please don't think that just because he 

didn't oars and he killed these people indiscriminately and 

senseless/  that hels Suffering from; diminished mental .capacity.-

With that -type ofreasoningi any Vicious/. callous killer CoUld 

gO out and if he places no- value, on. human, life, kill anyone-. 

He could never be convicted of first degree murder; - he'd have 

a.  built-in protection. 

Adolph Hitler bad Six million Jews murdered; To 

say that because Hitler-  placed no value on human life and he 
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I 	• 

1 	2 • 

4 1 

5 6 

7 

9 

10 

'tilled people in Wholetale fashion Without any sensible 

rea40114 to say that -this means that Adolph Hitler did not 

realize-  the seriousness Of what he was doing/. it to say that 

- Adolph.  Hitler was not guilty of the vilfulI„ deliberate, 

PreMeditated murder -of - six Million, Jews. 

CharleS Tex Watson murdered. -these seven victims, 

not because he's suffering from any diminished mental capacity, 

not because he didn't realize the seriousness of what he was 

doing, but because •he's an-incredibly vicious, coldblooded 

_killers Now, how dcitN:ice know he's a coldblooded killer? 
4. 

BecaUse he- mUrdered seven human beings, ladies and 

gentlemeno _that/ s hoW 'we know. To see the vicious, 

la blooded killer aspect of Charles Tex Watson, please don't look 

14 

1, 

16 

17 

19. 

26 
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22.  

23 
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28  

at him the way' he loOkS :now: Don't look at him the war he _ 

looks now, ladies and gentlemen. Picture lam -- pictUre tbis 

mlati at the Tate-and La Bl'anda residences, in the early morning 

hour's of August the' 9th and 10th, 1969, With a sharp, bloody 

knife in his hand, stabbing the.victims over and ,over again, 

they are screaming for their lives and they are begging him to 

let theM live and he saysl  "No-, you will not live.° 

Tex Watson and his lawyers, gam Bubrick and Maxwell 

Keith, they. don-it -want you to see that picture of Tex Watson. 

They don't want you to tee that picture of Watson with a 

revolver it his hand_ pointing it right at pbor Steven Parent's 

bead and nearly blowtng Parent's brains outi They don't want 

you to see the picture. of Watson cutting these-  people up like 

pigs, like animals; they want you to see the way he loOkS now. 

Well, We ;have been here in thig courtroom for two 
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months.„' not because of the way he looks now bUt because 'Of 

what he did on, August the 9th and lOth, 1969. 

When Watson committed these unbelievably v cious., . 

.savage murders, the bell waS rung and he and MS lawyers have 

been trying to wiring that bell dtring this trial,- but you-

can -no more unring a bell, you can no more erase the past than' 

you can jump away from your own shadow. Tt just can't be .done. 

tall it what you may, 'rex Watson unquestionablymaturely and 

meaningfully reflected upon the 4raAtir of the, contemplated, 

act...of the killing., or Stated Ore SiAcily."in layman's terms 

that. anyone can understand, he realited, .liegraSped the 

seriousness of what he was doing. 

'This might, be a confirenieht-'time:. 

THE COURT: Ladies and gehtleien of the jury, we will 

recess at this time until 1:304--...and, again, heed the usual ,, 
admonition 
	 - _ 

	
_ 

(A luncheon recess Was - taken until 1:30 p.f m. 

- .of the same day.) 
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LOS- ANGELS, CALIFORNIA,, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1971, 1t45 

THE COURT: People against Watson. 

All jurors, counsel and defendant' are ?regent. 

Mr, fiugliosi, you may proceed. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Gc:iod afternoon, ladieS and gentlemen. 

THE ZURORS: Good afternoon. 

8 
	 MR. BUGVIOSI: The next issue is whether Tex Watson 

deliberated and premeditated these murders. Mr. Bubrick and 

Mr. Feith say that he did not. 

_I think the words "deliberate" and "premeditate" 

sound a little hightalUtin to some lay people,',  and you folks, 

of course, Ave- not lawyers-, you-  are lay people. If you were 

lawyers., yOu woUIdnLt. be :sitting on the jury. 

But, under the law, ladies and gentlemen, 

'deliberate arid premeditate' does not requite any special, 

. unusual type of mental process. To deliberate and premeditate 

a murder, ladies and gentlemen, is a very, very easy thing.  to 

• do. It is a very., very Simple.. mental process. The words 

"deliberate and premeditate.," cf course,. - are multisyilable words• 

but they,  don't connote anything_ komplex at all. As hiS Honor 

ill. instruct you:), the word "deliberate merely means that the 

• intent to kill was formed in the 'killer's mind as a result of 

careful thought and Weighing of considerations for and against 

' the killing. 

Iceith said, "Do you think that Mr. Watson 

weighed and oonSidered, the reasons for and against these 

28 - killings?' He said he didn='t think that Mr. Watson did. He 
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said, "• To weight and Consider means that you have to analyze 

everything and decide What is best to accompliSh your purpose," 

Vow,. if we were to follow Br. Keith's argument,. 
4. 
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2$ 

before anyone could be guilty of first degree murder, it would 

have to be shown that that person analyzed everything;-in 

Other Words, carefully enumerated either on. paper or in his 

mind reasons for .committing the killings and reasons against 

committing-they killings. In other wordS/  a type of ledger 

situation Where:,certaix.i,  things are listed- on one side of the 

ledger, certain_ „things are listed-  on the other side-. Well, no 

such type of formal -mental proceSS is necessary to be guilty .  
iof first ,degree murder. 

'Take this type of ettuatior;- Vatty A feels that 
, 	- 

'he. Wwronged by Party B. He says, "I4Mgoing to kill Party.  

gets - himself a gun; he goes out 'Coking for B-; a half htfor- 

latet, an hour 'later, two,  hours later 	two .days later, what 

have you 	he finds B and he- kills- B. He never sat down and 

' analyzed anything. He merely said, "I am -gOing to kill B." 

Now., if we -were to- follow_ Mr.. Keith's argument, 

Party A would not be guilty of first degree murder_ because. he 

never went through the formal thinking prOdess of analysis; 

yet, I, think the hypothetical. l gave you would result in a 

Classic case of premeditated first degree murder. 

.Careful thought in:weighing of considerations for 

-and, against the killingsl. ladies and gentletten-, -merely means 

that the- killer realizes What he intended to do. He knew that 

it-  would undoubtedly result in death. He was aware of the 

alternatives, but he decided- to do it. anyway.- 
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In-our case here, unquestionably on the nights 

of .both murders_, Charles Tek Watson realized that he was gotng.  

to go out and try to' kill these people. He knew that by 

Stabbing theme  thiS. would, undoubtedly result in their deaths. 

He vat aware .of the alternative of not doing it. In-other 

- words., he knew that he could, not be fOrced to do it. He 

_showed hiS awareness of .the alternative when he refused to 

kill- that highway patrolman and forest ranger and Paul Crockett-; 

so-he was aware of the alternative of not killingr 'but he- 1  

decided to do it anyway. 

Now, why 'did he decide to -do it? .Well,act4ally, 

froja a  legal standpointe ladies and gentlemen.; thati$ 

be0ause motive is never a necessary part of the People's case. 
- 

WO' do not have. 'the burden of proving why any defendant coMmitt 

Any crime; but if we are going to ask that queition*- "Why)did_ 
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he do it? I think the answer is that besides the fact that 

murder ran through this man's blood, in addition to that, I 

think  that on the nights of these murders, Charles Tex Watson -

wanted to" please. 

He wanted to please hts master, his leader, Charles 

Manson. Now, this consideration for the killings, 	trying 

to please. Charles 'Manson, this consideration for the killings-

obviously outweighed any considerations or opposition he map 

have bade  if any, against the killing. 

With respect to the requirement that the killer be '.  

Aware Of the consequences of his acts, undoubtedly Watson knew 

when he stabbed, these people they would die, 'so he was aware 

of that consequence. 
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He was also aware of the consequence that would 

befall, him if he were -caught.. He knew he would be punished. 

Ile showed' his awareness of those consequences 'by taking 

measures to ,avoid detection; so Charles Tex Watson, I think, 

unquestionably deliberated these murders. 

The next issue is that of premeditation, and the 

key word; -and I think most important requirement of first 

degree _murders 'premeditation. 

-4.),remeditation refers to the, time -element; the-
t 

essence pre Meditation is time . In a premeditated. murder, 

not only First the intent to- -kill preCede the -act of killing, 

hut the -intent =to, kill must have been formed as a result 'of 

some,  preexisting reflection. In, other words, an instantaneous 

spur-o.;,the moment -decision to kill is not a premeditated. 

intent to,  kill; it is not- a premeditated murder. 

-HOwever, as j'udge Alexander will instruct you, the 

law -does not. undertake to measure in units of time the-  length 

of the period that the intent, to kill has to be pondered in 

the kilIer-i-sMind before it will ripen, as it were, into an  

intent which Is truly premeditated. The decision to kill may 

be arrived at in a very, very Short period of time, even one 

minute may suffice; but. split second,, instantaneous, spur Of 

the moment. -decision to- kill is not a premeditated, murder. 

' well,, ladies and gentlemen of the itIrY4 if these 

-seVen, Savage murders were not premeditated murderS„ I abet 

know wilat 	world would be 	I' don't know what in the 

-world would 	driving to a victim-'•s residence;  for the -very 

purpose of killing the victims, entering the residers de armed 
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with deadly weapons and then mercilessly.stabbing the victims 

to death is -a alabsic textbook example of a premeditated 

murder -. 

This wasn't a spur of the moment killing, ladies. 

41wa gentlemen, where_the intent to kill was fOrmed in Watson's. 

mind on, a split second type -of a situation. Watson knew he 

was going- to kill long before he even entered these residences; 

in-  fact, when he left Zpahn Ranch on both-nights, he knew that, 

9 
	

the mission was going teibe Murder. 

Now, say that TeX deliberated and premeditated 

these murders, X say that/  because the evl_den ce that came 

12 
	

from thatvitness stand under oath proves this. When we 

asked the question, "nid Watson deliberate and premeditate 

these murders'"? we are really inquiring into Watson's state 

of Mind. /n other words, what was he thinking of on these 

twO dark nights of murder? 

Now, obVionSly, you cannot take a picture Of a 

mantis thoughts like you dam X ray-  a fractUre in a bone, and 

You can't open up the- top-of a man's head, peek in and say, 

"Aha, so.that'd what you are thinking."' You can't do that, 

either, dan you? 

We proved state of mind. We learned what was on 

a -Iran's Mind by circumstantial evidence. There is no. other 

way. We look -at the man's _conduct, we look at his statements/  

we look at the surrounding circumstances and from the conduct 

and from the statements and from the surrounding circumstances, 

we infer what was on, his mind. at the time he engaged in the 

subject aot in question. 
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Now, In this case here, the only way under the 

moon that. I know of to determine -whether or not Mr. Watson 

deliberated, premeditated these murders is to look at his con-

duct and, his words, look at what he did and what he said; and 

to do that, we have to look at the evidence. 

 

-Mr. Keith argued that Mr.. Watson- could not delib-

erate and premeditate these murders- becauSe -on-  the nights, of 

these murders, he said he was bereft of reason, bereft of 

judgment, 'bereft of inteIlectr'lle•tra.perating on no cyl1nders. 

In_response to,that'*content1on, let'-s take a. look 

-at Watson's conduCt and his statements on  these_ two nights of 

murder and see whether there was no intellectx _h0 judgment, 

no reason. - Let4s see if hewag'operating- On no cylinders.,  

These acts and- Statetenticfl am, going to enumerate 

'clearly and unegUivocably prove that on both the nights of 

Murder, Watson knew exactly ghat he was doing. He took every 

 

step to insure be would not get caught and he 'couldn't have 

deliberated and premeditated these murders anymore than he 

did. If .an the nights of these murders Watson was thinking 

Clearly and he knew exactly' what he Was doing, there is no 

law in this state or' the land which would prohibit you from 

coming back with a verdict of first degree murder. 

NOW, with respect to. Watson's. Conduct and state-

mehts on. these two-nights, it, 1$ ail very, Very-  incriminating 

very, very incriminating 	 Linda to wipe the 

fingerprints off the kniVes„. very, very powerful circumstantial 

evidenCe. 

Vly good friend., Mr. Keith, during hisargumeht„ 
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treated Watson's conduct on these two night4 of murder in an 

almost casual faShion: Cutting the 'wires,- throwing the 

'clothing away, lying to Ruddlf Weber, really Meant nothing at 

all . So'What? Watt Mr. Keith-'s position, T Can't blare him, 

Ws. the defense attorney, he's. representing his client; but 

according to. Mr. Keitb, none Of, these things that Mr. Watson 

_did meant anything -- so what? 

-EIS attitude retindste-Of_the gentleman who comes 

home early from work one day, he goes into the bedroom and 

his wife has ner negligee on and he goes into the closet to 

hang lip hig- Coat and when he is.  hanging up. the coat in the 

closet, he sees a man hiding in the .closet.- Be-Says, "What 

are you doing here?" 

The man s;tys, 	sir,l -everyone has to be 

,sOmewheren; and I think Mr. :Keith 'would agree' with that man; 

-It is true., everyone does have to. be pOrewhere. There is 

nothing suspicious or incritinatingabOut that. So what? 

Welll _Watson's incriminating conduct, ladies and 

gentlemen, has immense significander -imMengeoignificance on 

the issue of-whether-  he. had the Capacity to deliberate and 

premeditate these murders. 

Let'S look at this evidence of premeditation and 

deliberation, evidence that Mr. 'Keith doesn't think very 

important. This evidence came predominately, though not 

:exclusively, Priam- Linda 'Moab-I:ants testimony.. We 	already, 

diScussed in detail.; we have established that Linda IllabiAn 

was: telling the truth 	we don't think this, we knoW that, 

We knOw it, because bet testimony -was corroborated by other 
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totally independent evidence/  and there is absolutely no 

reason for Zinda to- have said he did these things if he did 

not do them. 

No. 1/  -1.:1 	Watson's, `-Own adraission on the stand, 

_ Manson told him to go -out and kill these. people -at both 

residences; so- Watson knew -lees talk about the first night 

he knew from- the moment he left opahn Ranch, which was 

-about one hour 	at least -one.  hour - before these turdergi__-_- 

that he was going-  to go out -and kill. 

Now/  that is a -premeditated intent to 

That's not a- spur or the moment, instantaneous 

Intent to commit murder had to 'have: entere.d -this 

mares mind at least one,  hour 'before he- entered thatTate- 

:residence. 	 _ 

Now, the fact that the idea for these murders -

originated In. Mr. 'Manson' i3 mind, not Mr. Watson'-s mind/  lit no 

way means that Mr. Watson c-oUld not preirteditate - these murders, 

Wide _the- thought and the idea was passed on to him. 

Zn route- to the residence, Teg tells Linda to,  wrap 

the knives and the revolver tip and throw them away if the 

police came/  clearly Shows that Watson was taking all types of • 

steps to avoid getting caught. He wanted, to _insure that this 

mission of murder would net be frustrated by the police before 

it even got-off the ground; planning/  deliberation, premedita-

tion 

Watson also tells the three- girls he had been to 

the residence before/  he knew the layout and he- instructed 

them to- do eVerything he told them to - again; thinking, very, 
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• -1 

2 

3 

4' 

5 

6 

7 

s 

very clearly"! he wanted this mission of murder to,  be success-

ful and he felt that the most successful way would be for 

them to follow his instructions, not vice-versa. 

When they arrived on the .Tate residence and 

Watson cut the telephone wires leading to the residence, and 

nothing could more classically demonstrate the designing, 

calculating, purposeful state o mind that this man had. This 

is deliberation and ,premeditation, ladies and gentlemen'  to 

 

 

the ntlf_degree, 

WatpOnknew he was. going to enter the residence 

and obviOusIi,he 'anted to make sure-that the residents, the 

oddOpanti,_wouldi not be able to call out for help. This one 

act alone, ladies and gentleMen„ this one act„ alone, of-cutting 
--,-- 

those_telephone wires,- without anything mcire4 shows that Matson 

was in total, command of his Mental, faculties and he was acting. 

with the-punning and the design-of the most sophisticated of 

 

 

killers. 

Now, Mr. Keith pooh-poohs the fact, he scoffs at 

the fact that Watson cut the telephone wires and cut the 

screen, et cetera. He says these are just mechanical acts 

that don't require any thinking. Well, I think in all defer-

ence to. Mr. Keith, I think he's missing the point. 

camimay, the physical act of the squeezing of 

the handles on the wirecutters, obviously, is .a mechanical act 

that requires little, if any thinking; but the question 1.0 'AV/ 

did Mr. Watson climb that telephone pole in the first place 

and cut those wires? Because-he.went through the. mental 

Process of realizing that he had to cut those telephone wires 
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1 ' to prevent the victims from calling out for help; and that 
2 	

tiental process is not mechanical -in nature, ladies and gentle,- 

men.. 'It teqUired reasoning., intellect, judgment; and this 
4 	is trim of everything that Watson did on the nights of the 

Tate- and LA Bianca murderg. 
6- 	

The physical acts, themselves-, -of course, were 
7' 

Medhanicali bit the-  mental proces' that gave birth to these 
8 	

physical Acts, obviously, was not atiecbanidal. 

9 

	

	
Tex then climbed up the embankment and around the. 

front gate, along with Sadie, Katie and Linda. He had entered. 
• 11 	_the Tate residence before and he knew that you could activate 

".thart_ front gate by pressing a. buttim outside the gate. 'The 
-13 	

fact that he did not do this-, the fact that he did not activate 
1-4 	

the front :gate, but,. instead Climbed around the front gate, 
£5 	very Surreptitiously, very clandestinely., - shows the cool-headed 
IG 	

premeditation and deliberation on his part. 
17 	 Obviously, Watson wanted-to catch these people by: _ 
18 

- Surprise, - and it was much more secretive and quiet to- clitb 
19'. 

Around that-  front gate. Now, we do nOt know whether TeX Watson 
20-  

knew for sure that the bell near the gate -sometimes 	not 
21' always,. blit Sometimes -- rang when- the gate closed. We don't 
22 

know that, bOt we do know this, Watson testified that of the 
23_ Many times he wag inside the Tate residence, he was never 
24. 

4ns3:sle -when someone arrived -at. theTfront gate. in other words{  

_ bre. was never already there .when people arrived thereafter at 

the, frOnt -gate, so he had no way' of knowing whether the- 

activation of that front gate -would-cause some type of an 

electrical mechanism to alert the. occupants of the Tate 
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residence.; and unquestionably this,  is why he never opened 

that front gate that night. his is why he climbed around. 

. 'When asked Tex on the witness stand., I asked 

TeX'., "Why didn't -you press the button and activate. the front 

-gate? Why did you climb around the front gate?" 

Be said., "I don't know" 	he obViously knew, but 

he wasn't about to tell you folkt. 

I think it it obvious that not.  only, did Watson 

-drive the car to the Tate residence- but he-led -- he led the 

girls around the front gate, because it appears that the most 

reasonable inference from the eVidenae: that --he was the only 

one .of the four who had ever been to:thitt ,residende before. 

After the four then 'climbed around: the front gate 

and they saw the headlightg of Parent's car_ approaching, of 

coUrse, TeX tells 'the three girls•= to' .get down, in other words, 

to hicle-t again, he knew eXactly'si7liat ,he;was doing and he was 

responding and 'reacting to new., unforeseen sithations in. Such 

a fashion that it showed he had complete control Of his mental 

faculties... 

After, Watson shot Parent four times, he turns the 

ignition Of -on Parentrs car, again showing he Vas thinking 

-very, very clearly..  

After the four of them advanced toward the 

residence, he tells Linda to go to the• rear of that house, 

check •for open doors and windows -- this is what Any deliberate 

premeditated murder would do 	Watson wanted to enter the 

residende as stealthily as possible, catch the victims by 

surprise; and, of course, entering through an open door or a 
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Window is a little better. a little more quiet, a little more 

secret, a little more snakelike than. ringing the doorbell. 

Again, planning,. de- 3J 	Preteditation. 

And Undo. sees Tex cut the screen on one of the 

-front windoWs As X have indicated, Tex doesn't believe, 

ladies and gentlemen, in ringing-doorbells or.  knOCking .on 

dOorsi obvioUsly, he entered through that front window. 

-After Tex, Sadie And 'Katie savagely murdered these 
- - 
people and they returned to the car,.  Watson getting angry with 

Sadie for losing her knife inside-  the residence.. Mhy did he 

_get angry with her? Only 'one posSible reason.: he wasn't 

,Angry with-  her because she lost -the knife 	Watson doesn't 

lake anyone to lose anything. of value, even if it's worth a 

4 few cents, He-showed he wasn-'t concerned about the Value of 

i5 ;the knife or anything else when be had the knives and the 

16 -clothing and the -revolver disposed of later in the evening. 

2 

3-

4 

5, 

.6 

7 

• - 	9- 

13 

Watson was angry with Sadie, and this is the-only 

-reaSonable interpretation that-One can come to, he was angry 

at her, because:he realized- -- he realized that leaVing that 

knife' behind at -the Tate residence could constitute a- piece 04 

evidence which the police could use in eventually tracking down. 

the killers. 

Again4 this thought "process that.141z. Watson_ 

obviously Fent through in getting angry at Sadie for leaving 

that piece of evidence behind •showed 'that not only did he 

,deliberate and premeditate these Murders. but now he was 

deliberating and premeditating how not to get caught. 

_-Then he got angry .at-  Linda. for running bitck to the 
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car., obviously because this, to him., constituted' a chidkening , 

out by Linda. instead of remaining at the scene to render 

whatever help she. could. 

-Then Watson- made the 'decision to hose the blood 

Off their bodies. Why didn't Watson wait until they .got back 

to Spahn Ranch to dlezitri up? Only One possible reason why :he 

did not do so/  he was fearful that if - the police stopped the-

-dar en route back to Spahn Ranch and they observed the four 

of these people, :or _three of_them, covered. 'with blood, Watson 

and the others would have- to explain to the police how they _ 

got •that blood on their bodies. If Watson, didn't have this 

fear, unquestionably., he -would have driven back to .Spahn Ranch. 

and cleaned up then. 
-- - 

When Tex; Sadie and Katie were hosing themselves.' 

off in front of Mr.*Weber's hoUse and Mr. Weber confronted 

'them arid asked them- what-they were doing, Mr. Weber testified 

that the Mille., whom we know to be Tex, answered very calmly, 

we are just getting a drink of water and. we're sorry to.  

haVe diatUrbed you," unquote. 

Now, what i ►  the World could posSibly show more 

.clear 'thinking, more self-composure than that; ladies and 

gentlemen, to give a calm, false answer -under those cirotim-

stances shows that Watson was in total and complete command of 

his .mental faculties; 

The most normal, the most mentally normal, mentally 

healthy person in the world could -=not possibly have acted with 

more self-composure and presence of mind in giving that. false 

-answer to Mr. Weber.. This Wasn't the conduct of a person like 
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Mr. ieith described as being someone without intellect, With-,  

out reasonl - without judgment,, operating on no cylinders. This, 

wag a very, very cdol„ calm, collected indiVidUal who was in 

- complete Contra of himaelf. 

ShOttly thereafter, when Mt. Weber asked Tex - and 

the others if it was their car parked.  at the bottom of the 

hill, hie. siws, "No, we are walking." He lies. Why did he lie? 

Only one possible reasOn: He didn't want Weber to get the 

license plateAluMbet.on,thdt7car and that und6Otedly is the -

reason why he- sped off 

4 

' 5 
 

7 
_ 8 

 

9 

Ick 

Ni4s4Is heirialing .of the Rudolf Weber incident, 

like the -handling oZ 	 'Parent shooting:, clearly shows, 

ladies and. gentlemen,• th4t he responded to new, Unforeseen 

situations very Well. 

-Preolaima th4t Manson told him to do everything 

this night. Well, neither Manton nor anyone else could have. 

-foreeeen that Patent and Weber would:  haVe materialized. When 

Watson was confronted With these two new, unforeseen situa-

tions, he responded immediately and he responded in a fashion 

that would have done justice to, the most cunning', sharp-thlnkin 

Watson testified that he was doped up- on tie nights 

of these murders and was blacking out. 'That's nondense. fie  

couldn't been more wide awake mentally and physically. 

VW. Keith argued that when the killers threw the 

clothing and knives over the side of the hill, this showed how 

deranged they were. He said if they were smart they would have 

taken the clothing and knives back to Spahn Ranch and buried 

them there. 
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aist the opposite conclusion: He tells Linda to 

throw the knives and clothing over the side of the hill. Tt 

shows that he realized the enormity of -what he had done and 

he realized- that be had to dispose of those knives and the 

clothing and the revolver as quickly as possible. 

Why? Again, the police may have stopped them en 

route home. .and if the police found the knives and the bloody 

clothing and- the revolver inside the car, this -may have 

connected Watson with these murders. 

Not only did Tex want to dispose of the murder 

knives, whiCh he had Linda- do, but he wanted to insure that 

_ even if these,  knives were found, neither his prints nor Sadie's 

or Katie's fingerprints would be found on the knives. This 

IA the only, possible reason why he told Linda to wipe the 

_fingerprints off the knives before throwing them out the car. 

Some of the most sophistiCated- killers,. ladies 

- and gentleMen, who -haven Et ingested.LSD or any Other drugt  

aren't smart enough to. wlpe fingerprints off the-  murder weapon;. 

but Tex thought about it. Tf Watson had done nothing else on 

the night of the Tate murders other than kill these. people and 

tell Linde to wipe the fingerprints off those knives 	if he 

had done ,nothing else.*  that-one fact, alone, couldn't possibly 

be more powerful •circumstantial evidence for the proposition 

that he eras- thinking very clearly and knew exactly what he 

was clang. 

With respect to the revolver, we have no direct 

evidence as to who threw that revolver out of the car, but - 

think it is 4 fair assumption- that either Watson or Katie or 
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Sadie,  at Watson'S instructions, threw the revolver out of 

the bett_. -Why? necaUse It was _found one and tenth, miles from •-

where the Clothing Was found; so obviously it was diSposed of -

that night by one Of the four. 

After-  :Tex.  had Linda. throw the clothing and the. 

kniVes out of the -car, he -drives to a gasoline station. He 

tells Linda., 'Katie and :Sadie to Wash up. Rudolf -Weber had 

interrupted the washing of their bodies, so Tex_ObVibusly 

wanted them to wash the remaining blood off their- bodies.  before 

continuing on home..-  He was acting with precision; _he was 

'trying to be a- perfectionist and. he did a-pr:etty,good job. 

L1nda-0  then, of tourber  drove: the car back to 

$palm Ranch and TeX reported to ManSon what had happened. 

On. the, night of the -La Bfanca.'MUrders., again, 

Watson. deliberated and premeditated even before'jie4 Manson and 

the Others left Spahn Ranoh., Watson-was concerned, he was 

very-conCerned about the type- of -spileapans that they were going 

to use that night. He said the weapons the previous night were 

not good enough. Those five people up there, they weren't 

murdered badly enough,. according to-  Tex. Tex wanted to• do a 

better job. 

He was deliberating about _the- murders that were 

about to• take place-; and,- of course, Watson was in the car 

that night as Manson drove throughout the city looking for 

people for •Watson and the others to kill. 

On the night of the Tate_murders, as' 'you recall, 

the, killers drove directly to the Tate residence. The follow-

ing might, the night of the La Wanda murders, Manson initially_ 
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drove throughout the city looking for his victims totally at 

random!  -A4 you recall., they even stOpped at a church in 

Pasadena 'but. they drove on When the doors of the-church were 

looked. 

Manson even tried. to kill a driver of a white 

sports car right up. the Sunset Strip in the Beverly Hills areal 

and thenr _of course, we have the Venice incident. 

So, on the night-Qt.-the Lk Bianca murders, in this 

`"4  9' - -irastk, sprawling metropolis of seven million citizens, no ono 

2 

3. 

4 

5 

.6 

7' 

be they in a home, an automobile or even a church, were safe 

--froM• this roaming band of murderers. 

. I might add that Sgt. Harold 3. Dolan of the Los 

',Angeles Polide, DepartMent Latent Fingerprint Section testified. 

Lthac'he examined this knife here, People's 207, examined the 

handle on this knife. This was the knife that was protruding 

Iroiri--teno La Bianda's stomach -- these people, that we are 

dealing with here, ladies and gentlemen, are sweethearts 

this was protruding from Mr. La Bianca's stomach. 

He examined the handle of the fork; there were no 

fingerprints on it. Some surfaces,as you know, do •not lend 

themselves to receiving fingerprints. The handle of this fork 

does lend itself to receiving fingerprints, ladies and gentle-

men. How coo Me know? Because Dolan checked it out by grasp-

ing the handle, himself, and it did leave readable, identifiabl 

prints.- The handle on this fork was wiped clean. 

ilolan also testified that the refrigerator door of 

the La Bianca residence, plus the handle on the refrigerator 

door, had also been wiped clean Of fingerprints; and with 
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respect to that refrigerator handle, as you know,-Ruth Siviok 

testified that at -6 00 	i on Auguat 9, 19694  a SatUrdaye  

.she went to the La Bianda rOidepee to feed the dogs. She 

opened the refrigerator to get the dog food out;  so we know 

that she did. ,grasp the handle on that refrigerator door. 

Again, Dolan testified that that handle lent itself 

to- receiving. fingerprints. there wasn't even a smudgel there 

wasn't even a fraginentary fingerprinti- 

ltow, since. -we know that Vex Watson was very finger-

:print .consOious-by virtue of the fact that he told Linda the --

previous night to wipe the fingerprints off the knives, I think 

it is a very, very reasonable inference that =either he or 

Katie or Leslie, at his instructions; wiped the fingerprints 

off at the Lea Bianca residence. In' either event, this, again-, 

shows that he was thinking very, very clearly on the night of 

the La Bianca murders-. 

tlow, how did Tex •act after these murders: Like 

any -guilty person would act -that didn't want to get caught. 

Again, he tells Barbara Hoyt. the daY after the La Bianca mur-

ders not to -talk to anyone about Griffith Park, and we know 

that the La Bianca residence is in the •Griffith Park area of 

LOP Angeles. I think me can draw the inference that the 

street that Tex, Katie and- Leslie hitchhiked back to Spahn 

Manch from, Sias Los Veliz Boulevard, because .Los Feliz Botlevard 

is- the newt -street to the north of Waverly Drive, which tufts 

eaot and West. I' think' from your oft experience; yOu realize 

that Los keliz Boulevard, runs past the entranceway of Griffith 

Park. In fact,' we have a map  -of the, area that has been- 
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introduced into evidence and you''11 be able to examine the 

map- 'back in the j.ury room. 

Although Tex just murdered seven people,. Ladies - 

and, Gentlemen, he' was deceptive and cute enough -- he -was 

cute enough to tell Barbara, "We were- at a love-in in Griffith 

Park; We were at a love-in," he said: 

Weld Lena and Rosemary La Bianca-, ladies and 

.gentlemen, could. have lived very, Very. well WithOut this man'=s  

type of Ione. - 

Then, "on August; the-  21st we have the incident in 

Olancha where he runs away from Officer Cole, obviodsly because. 

Officer Co, had a-sherifrs :Uniform on and a Marked pOlice 

vehiOle. Tex finally comes out of the bushet and he givet his 

name• as Charles Montgomery, 4, phony naMe, Talc knew, of course, 

that the police obviously wotiX4 be looking for the killers, 

but he had; no- .way-Of kiioccing whether the'v-olice knew who. the 

killers Were., so he wasn'it about to vitre his true name and 

tell the police his Whereabouts.. - 

1  -There was testimony -during this trial that Watson 

has a -confusion of ideotity between himself and Charles Manson. 

If that Were so, why didn't 'he tell Deputy Cox that hit name 

was either Charlet Watson or' ..Charles Maiistui? No, he doesn't.; 

he gives him the phony name, Cheirles Montgomery. 

He , knew rAtd,  he was. Tie knew he had murdered seven-

people and he didn't want -to get _caught;. bUt Tex says, well, 

there Were some outstanding traffic watrantt for -him in Lot 

Angeles, and this is why he gave the phony name. 

Then he gets angry at Dianne for telling Deputy 
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Cox that his name was Text -and we, have his making 'Dianne 

promise not to tell anyone that he had confessed to her about 

Sharon; andhe buys a newspaper every day in Olancha 	he 

wasn't reading the stock quotations, ladies and gentlemen, he 

obviously- wanted to_ find out about these murders, what progress 

the police were making. 

Even in Charles Tex Watson had not done all of 

these things' that r have mentioned, even if he hadn't done any 

of these things and the only evidence,  that we 'have, forget 

about the fingerprint, the cutting of the wires., forget about 

all that stuff -- the only evidence that we had is that he 

left Spahr. Ranch on both nights for the purpose of going out 

and kill ihy and he did kill,, that would clearly and unequivocally 

show, x believe, that-he deliberated and premeditated these 

murders. Why? Because if a -person intends to do something 

and they think about how to do it and then they go out and do 

it, they have, by definition, deliberated and premeditated the 

thing in question. 

To deliberateand-to premeditate anything, whether 

it is a murder or preparing a birthday party or driving across 

town, is a very,. very simple process. Human beings do it on 

a day-to-day basis. 

One of the principal reasons4apart from the 

fingerprints and. all of the surreptitious, clandestine conduct, 

one of the principal reasons why we know that Tex Watson 

deliberated and premeditated these murders is because he has 

had a• lifetime, like all of us, of practicing deliberation- and 

premeditation. Now, here, the thing deliberated and 
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premeditated was mOrderi: The fact that it was murder, as 

'opposed to driving across town to a friend''s houSe or how to 

-get a promOtion at work, how to defeat an opponent in an 

upcoming tennis Match, does not_ moan that it was not .delibera-

ted and_ premeditated._ The fact that it was intarder doesn't 

change anything. PsythiatristS, and we talked about them all 

yesterday afternoonand T wasn't too kind. to them 	believe 

me, 'I held back a little bit 	I think they deservetjutt a - 

little rougher treatment than .1 gave them; - but psychiatrists 

can get together and disagree on whether Mr. Watson, deliberated 

and premeditated these murders.. 'They can disagree.  until wild 

flowers grOw at the, intersection of Seventh and Broadway in 

doWntown Los ,Angeles4  but we knoWt ladies and gentlemen, we 

know from his conduct and his statements that he deliberated 

.and .premeditated theSe murders in the _mostx classical sense of 

the word. 

Many .thingt in life, obViously, are susceptible of 

more than one reasonable interpretation... His conduct and his 

statements. on. -these two nights-  of Murder- are not susceptible 

- -to- more than _one reasonable interpretation, and that is that 

he deliberated, and premeditated these /Orders.- 

If YOU or I' had"coMmitted these murders and, of 

course s. we Wouldn't have 	when a person prefaces a statement 

with the word "if," Whatever,  the statement is that. folloWs it  

jcould be anything:: "If I had wings, 1 could fly" 	bUt if 

we committed these murders, -  ladies and gentlemen, which we 

wouldn't have 	but, if we had and 'we didn't want to get 

Caught., we would prObably have acted in the same fashion that 
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Chatles TeX Watson did.' In fact., we- probably wouldn't have 

done as good a job as he -did in avoiding deteOtion. After 

3 	all, cutting the telephone wires, climbing around the front 

gate, being dressed in black, cutting the screen, checking for 

open doors and windows, getting angry -with people whom. we are 

with because they were careless, like he got angry With Sadie; 

wiping fingerprints off the murder Weapons/  disposing ,of the 

murder weapons 'hardly could be charadterited,„ ladies and 

-,gentlemeri,•as a murder perpetuated by a member of the Three 

0- Stooges. 

- — 	If Watson didn't deliberate, premeditate these 
-24 

5- 

6 

7_ 

8 

9 

10 

11 

-murders, what. Would a person have, done who •did deliberate and- 

...*egtealtae' these murders that 	did hot do? What could 

Vie, have.  doile that he did not do? I don-'t knoW what.. Be took 

.4.ev'ety -cOnCeivable measure to insure _tho.t he was effectiVe and 

that hewouldn't get .caught. _ 

Linda  Xitsabian is the only person who took that 

witness stand — the only person 	who was with Watson on 

these two nights of murder. 1Teither you nor I was there nor 

the judge or Dr. Bohr or any of the other psychiatrists. 

Linda is a human being with eyes and ears and, 

as such, she can- detect, like anyone else, whether there is 

something- Wrong with a person, whether their mind has taken 

leave of their body. It is the easiest thing in the world to 

-do-. Even animals can sense if there is something wrong. 

Linda said there was nothing wrong with this guy, he was vety:r  

- - very much £n control of himself. 

Itt.idolf Weber confronts theta arid he says, *Sir  we 
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1 
Were just getting a. drink of water; We're sorry to have dis-

turbed you": Cool., calm, collected, 

As I said in my opening statement, ladies and 

gentletenl  on these two night0 of murder, Charles Tex Watson 

was not-  suffering frot. ally diminiShed mental capacity, Like 

any Vicious, - Cold-6blooded killer, he was suffering from a 

diminished :heart, a diminished' soul 4 bUtl  unfortunately for 

Mr. Watson., a diminished heart and diminished soul are not 

defenses to first degree murder. 

When you go back into that jtry room, ask your-. 

' Selves this 	If these seven savage 'murders were not - 

Willful,, deliberate, premeditated .Murders4 what, in the world _ 

would be? Please- ask yourselves that question... 

When we talk about diminished mental capacity, 

ladies aild-gentlemen, we are talking-  about ditinished mental 

capacity to commit a -crime. Now#  fbr obvious reasons the 

legal conception of mental capacity to ComMit a crime cannot 

be limited to thoSe people-  'of high intellectual endowments, 

whO have perfectly normal _minds and, personalities. If that 

Were tiler_ case, few would -ever be convicted of first degree 

purderl so, even.  assning that. Charlet Watson was not in perfedt 

Mental health at the title of these murders, and he had a 

slightly low I.Q. 	 incidentally, is shared by-  fifty 

million Americans 	even -assuming that, thiS is not, Crucial. 

'the Only issue Is whether he deliberated and premeditated these 

'murders* 'There is absolutely no doubt whatsoever that he did. 

Finally, I at- making some 'Closing observations, 
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then we can, -all go hoMe, Maybe watch television tonight. and 
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We'll - come back tomorrow morning and Judge Alexander will 

instruct you on. the law and then you -can -Commence your delib-

erations. 

We lawyers have been rather gabby and we have had 

-a captive audience, you folks - Can't say bOO., no matter what 

we say, you lust have to sit there and listen; but when you go-

'badk tb the jury room,. I'm sure there. is going to be a lot of 

talking gbing on back ;there* We all wish we could be. there 

with_yox, we lawyers., -to 'find outiqhat goes on-; but under the 

taw-  we caret. 
• -_ 

Mt. WatsOn-and,his two' attorneys, Sam Kubrick and 

Maxwell Keith, may be hoping-_for)tiracles; but I tell them 

that 12. reasonable men-  and women choSen from this community 

heard the evidence in this --ciise aiid they are not going to base 

their verdict on a Perry -MOon script. They are -going to base 

their verdict on the cold, hardk  ugly facts that came from 

that witness stand under oath. Earl Stanley Gardiner isn't 

here to help Sat itubrick and Maxwell 

When a perSOn is as guilty as sin, ladies Ana 

gentlemen, like Tex Watson is, and facing .a pehAIty of death/  

as I' have.. ,said be•fore, they don't just lie down and give up 

And play dead; they dtart throV hp the white-flag and surrender 

No, they have got to come lip with Some kind of a defense and 

hOpe for the .best„ the very nature 'of things, human. beings,  

very---obviOusiy don't want to face up to the Wrongs they have 

Committed., 

Criminals, particularly murders, since they 

obviously have more to lose, certainly normally maintain that 

000189
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they are not fully responsible for what they did. The 

reasons are multifold and diVerSe: "I. was Under the influence 

of drugs.” "I was intoxicated." "I had an _irresistible 

iMpulse." "I blacked out and when I came to, I realized r 

had killed 'a perSon.." "The gun went off -accidently." 

The reasons are multifold and diVerse, but there 

is always .one common. denotninator: "I'm not fully responsible 

for what I .didi." 

Watson hasn't laid down and 'played tlead, either, 

ladies and gentlemen. He's-  come up With the defense of 

diminished mental capacity.. It''s the same old story dressed 

up in different 'clOthing, "I'm not fully responsible for what 

Z did.'" The only problem is that Tex Watson is responsible • 

for what he did..- 

.Our laW bases its concept of Criminal, responsibilit 

upon the centuries old ;mai  Christian. tthic that a man is 

personally responsible for the Wrongs he commits, as well as, 

-of course., being per-Smelly, 'praiseworthy for .acts or behavior 
crimi nal 

that reflected credit upon him. The/law, in the very, -very 

'last analysis is. based and- predicated upon moral foundations 

_"'attd the assumption. that man is endoWed with free Will is at 

the 'very basis.*  the very total foundation of the criminal law. 

Man is '.not Standing on some -rudderless vessel at 

tea, subject to whatever capricious wind Might blow, ladies 

and gentlemen; he's free to,  make .choices between .good and eVil. 

.There is absolutely no gUestion that omboth of these nights, 

• Watson was' in complete 'command of everthinq he did and was 

exercising his own free will. He brutally murdered' these 
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people, because he wanted to. 

The fact that he stabbed them. over and over again 

Shows what: 	That he was a' very willing participant in these 

murders, he didn't just kill them, ladies and gentlemen, he. 

Imirdered with relish. 

stated yesterday morning and I will say it 'again,, 

if 	didn't want to kin these peOple„. all he had to do was 

:not do it. 	Linda-  Xasabian is a little-girl Of slight frame, 

If She could say .no to Charles. Manson, surely Tex Watson,-  a _ 

tall, strapping Texan who towered -over- Charles Manson-, surely,  

he could also say nO-4, 	He. didn't say no bedauser,.,he- wanted to . _ 
Murder these people. 	Linda exercised her free Will-bne way, 

Tex Watson -exercised' his free will another way. 

On the hot summer night .of -August the fith, 1.9694 

Charles Manson- sent obit from the fires of :hell-.,at Spahn Ranch  

three -heartiest; savages,. Tex Watson,-_Sutan Atkins and-Patricia 

It,renwinkel; and unfOrtunately for him. and Mr. Watson,, one - huMan:-

being, the little hippie girl, Linda XaSOian. 

Photographs .of the victims:, ladies and gentleten, 

which is ghastly, we apologize, but Iron have to lOOk at them 

are exhibits and you:1 11 have them back in,  the jury room. 

The 'photographs of the exhibitS Show how very well WatsOn and 

his two co-conspirators, Atkins and. Krenwinkel, carried out 

this mission of mUrder.- 

.11oilian. Polanski, Sharon Tate's husband, iS a movie 

director and he, himself, could not have conceived_ Of a more 

monstrous, macabre nightmariah, scene of human terror and 

massacre. 	What followed was perhaps the. most inhUman, 

- 

- 
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horror-filled hour Of savage-murder,,_ of human sIaughtet in 

the recorded annals of crime.- 

The very next _night, Leslie Van Houton Joins the 

continuingcontpirady to commit murder and tem And.  Rosemary 

Are brutally butchered to death by Watson, Krenwinkel .and. Van 

Houttlia. 

I might add this point, lad :es and gentlemen/  that 

among the fourkillert 	among the four killers, Watson,. 

XrenWinkeI and Van HoUton 	it would - appear thatWatiOn was 

the-main killer," the principal butcher,' the one who. murdered 

the 	- This, Is inferable- even from. his own testimony._ I 

think it_ii a'very reasonable inference that Watson stabbed 

• 1 

- 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 	these victims=-more than the three gins put together. 

14 	y 	

ti 

H&4ants you to.  forget these two,  incredible savage 

15 nights of murder. He wants yoU to forget it very, very badly. 

16 He wants-iyOu to only see him as he looks now, a somewhat 
0- 

17 _closely cropped., neat haircUt/ conservative lye League, attire; 

IS thin/  almost anemic looking,, instead of a -sharp knife and a 

W revolver in his hand, a pencil. He walks -slowly. He is, soft 

20 spoken, Aild-nianhered. Why ChatIet -TexWatson is as harmless 

21 As an, emaciated moth, he Wouldn't hurt a flea. Of course not. 

Let4:s go back to the hot summer nights "of August 

23 9th and, lOth/  19e9. On those-two nightt of murder, qharles 

24 Tek Watson didn't look the way be• looks now. He was a strong, 

25 strapping/  robust, athletic male/  probably weighing between 

26 160' to' 180 pounds; as healthy as,  a young stallioh; and when 

27 .his bats, ,Charles Manson/  who had visions of grandeur and 

greatness, told him to. go out and kill,, Watson, with "murder in 
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- eyes and his. heart, got some dark clothing, a knive, a 

revolver and- With Atkins., ArenWinkel and Kasabian, drove 

: diredtly to the_ -Tate residence; cuts the telephone wires.; climbs 

around the front gate; dold-bIoodly shoots Steven parent to 

death, fires four shots-at dlOte range, one time right in the 

head; and 'he. advances toward the residence, and like .a tortu-

,ouS snake, he enters the residence in. the middle of the night,; 

and like a virtual savage he. cuts and butchers these people 

up: like.  animals; 

'The following' night he does the same. thing to 
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Leno. and "Rosemary La Bianca. He wants you to forget. He 

wants you tO forget, but you are going to have to retnember. 

tie wants you to forget that he had the heart of 

the Wildest .anima: in the Jungle, that he had an insatiable 

hunger for the merciless, barbaric death Of -Other human beings, 

an unquenchable thirst for their life blood; but by your 

verdict of first degree murder yon are going to, tell Charles 

Tex Watson you have not forgotten. 

You don't put seven people in their graves and get 

by with it, simply, by dressing like a college student and 

acting harmless- in a court of law .for too months. It is not 

quite that easy. 

The-defense- tried -to sweep these seven brutal 

murders under' the rug. it dan.'t be done.. 

Watson .did everything possible to escape full 

responsibility for these ghastly murders; among other' things, 

ladies and gen tlemen, he employed the ink bag of the octopus 

which -we talked about yesterday,-  by way of the psychiatric 
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defense of diminished mental capacity; but the evidence. Whith 

Came from that witness stand, under oath stripped away all -of 

the layers of psychiatric mumbo jumbo and focused a very 

bricrht, penetrating spotlight on these two dark black nights 

of murder,. What we saw, ladies and gentlemen, was an 

incredibly vicious" cold-blooded 	Charlet( TeX-  Watson, 

who was a party to a thillIing" horrifying, monstrous-, all 

Most unearthly, Conspiracy to commit a wanton orgy of murder, 

a`.consPiracy,-Whose participant, -Charles Watson, was blinded 

by.;'the-glark-of the-  spotlight and who sought to cover his eyes 

and scurry off into the sanctuary of 'other dark places; but 

our system Of law, ladies and gentlemen, is predicated on the 

Concept-- of jUStiCe" which means that when- you murder a fells:5w 

hOinan jj'aing__"--you do have to pay for your Crime. 
.*" 

- 	Xadiet and gentlemen of the jury'  we have beheld 

the-:formof_the retreating octopus. We have brought Charles . 
_ 	. 

-TeX Watson hack to- face 'Justice-. 

-Truth., ladies and gentlemen, is very, very diffi- , 
-Cult to =Other and suppress, I think you can call On your 

Own human experience for that. The truth has a way about it 

of 	to the surface. The chemittry of the truth is to 

rise for a breath .of fresh air. The truth came out at this 

trial", ladies and gentlemen. 

- This is not a case of .diminiShed Mental Capacity. 

If anything". Watson bad more Of'.a mental capadity to deliberate 

and- premed ;tate the deaths :Of' other butan beings than the 

average,  person-. 	 .a case of -Charlet Tex Watson being. 	_ 

a diminished human being with a diminished heart and a 
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Under the laws of thiS state and land, a defendant 

is entitled to have his day in court-. Charles Tex Watson got 

that. .1e is also entitled to have a fair trial with an 

iMpartial jury. You folks gave him that. That'=s all that hei.s 

entitled to. 

Since he murdered seven human beings, the People 

of the State of California are entitled to a guilty verdict. 

You fOlks are 12 reasonable, men and women; this is why we 

selected you as jurors on this case. 

Based on the evidence that came frot that witness 

Stand, not only isn Tt there any reasonable doubt that he is 

guilty of first degree murder, there is absolutely no doubt 

whatsoeVer. As sure as night follows day, as sure as' I'm 

standing here, he is guilty, of first degree murder. 

As 'I told your earlier yesterday, he is either 

guilty of first degree murder or he should walk out of this 

courtroom. He's either guilty of first degree murder or he 

is not guilty of anything at .all- 

nut,,- we know that he is guilty of first degree 

murder. All of the eVidence, a monumental amount of evidence, 

much .of it scientific, conclusively proves that he is guilty 

of first degree murder. 

turn you over to your good conscience in 

evaluating the testimony and, the evidence that came from that 

witness stand under .path. The prosecution did its job in 

gathering and presenting the evidence. The witnesses did 

their job by taking that witneS's stand and testifying under 
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oath. _ 

bow, you- folks are the lett- link In the -chain of 

justice* _ r respectfully ask that you come back into this 

courtroom and say„ "Wel  -the Jury, lax the above-entitled action„, 

-find the _defendant, Charles Watson guilty of murder as charged 

in Counts- I through VII of the indictment and we find it to be-

murder in the first degree;` and we further find defendant 

Charles Watson to be guilty of the crime of conspiracy to. 

commit,murder as. charged in Count No. VIII of the indictment.' 

It is-  very, very easy, ladies and gentleMen, to. 

forget these people over-  here* It -is very easy to- fOrget :the 

victims -of any crime: SharOri Tate --SharOn Tate,- let's riot 

forget her; 	rolger, net just a name but a human being; 

Wojiciedh Frykowski; Jay Sebring4 Steven parent; Leno- 14,_Bianca 

Roaemary_La Bianca. They are not with us here now in this 

courtroom, but from their graves, they cry out for jUatice-;- 

-Justice can only be served by Coming badk into this courtroom. 

-With -a verdict. of first degree murder.- Anything' less than 

first -degree murder would be a mockery, a travesty, a burIeetque 

a perversion of justice.. in- the contest between: justice-  and. 

injustice., injustice would win out. 

_ It has been. a;  Very lOng„ complicated' trial. I 

don't -have to tell you that, you knovi it just_ as well or better 

than I.  

- On behalf of the, State'of_Valifornia, I want to 

thank -You. very much for thee -patience -and -attention-  you have-

demonstrated throughout this. entire trial-. You have been 

- _an -exemplary jury.. 
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The plaintiff at this trial is the People of the 

State of California. Z have all the confidence in the world 

that you are not going to let them down.. 

Thank you very much. 	- 

TIE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, at this 

time we will recess until 9130 tomorrow morning. 

During the recess, dO not form or express any 

opiniom in this_ ease; do not discuss it among yourselves, let 

no- one else '-talk tO4-you about;  this case, keep an open Mind 

and, again, pleage.refrain frOirt reading or seeing any -of the 

newt media. 

_ Tou.wilr,get this case tomorrow morning. 
, 

*-9.i101 thank you., ladies and gentlemen. 

' 	.(fin'-adjournment was taken until Thursday, 

October-7;  1971, at 9130 a,m.) 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1971, 9:30 A.M. 

--o00-- 

THE COURT: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. 

THE JURORS: Good morning. 

THE COURT: Gentlemen. 

People against Watson. Let the record show all 

jurors are present; defendant and all counsel are present. 

If you can't hear me, ladies and gentlemen, would 

you speak right up, please? 

Can you hear me, Mrs. Oreskovich, over there? 

THE JUROR: Very well; I was just looking at the date. 

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury: It is 

my duty to instruct you in the law that applies to this case 

and you must follow the law as I state it to you. 
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INSTRUCTIONS GIVEN  
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to yOU by the court. You Must not be' governed by 

	

23 
	

mere sentiment, Conjecture, sympathy, passion, preju- 

	

_ 24 
	

dice, public opinion ,or-  public feeling. „Both the People 

	

25 
	

and the defendant have a right to -expect that you 

will.conscientiously; consider and weigh the evidence 

	

27 
	

and apply, the law of the case, and that you will 

alum 14 on 

-THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury: 

It is any duty to instruct you in the law that 

applieS to this case and you Must follow the law as I 

state it to you. 

As jurors it_ is your exclusiVe duty to decide all 

questions of fact submitted to you and for that pur-

poi* to determine the-effeat and value of the evidence. 

In performing :this dUty you must not be influenced by 

pity for a defendant or by ,passion or prejudice against 

him. You musty not beAbizised against a defendant be-

cause -he- has been arrested, for. tills- offense, or because 

a charge has been filed against hiraf  or because he has 

been brought to trial. None of these facts is evidence 

of his guilt and you must, not infer or- Speculate from 

any or all of them .that he is mire likely to be guilty 

- than innocent. 

*In determining whether the 'defendant. is guilty 

or not ,guilty, you must be governed solely by the 

evidence received in 'ells trial and the' law as stated 

_28 
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reach a just verdict regardleSs of what - the conse- 

quences of such vereict may be. 

Requested 'by Plaintiff 

-Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

pROPOSED JURY IN$TRUCTION 

Reference has been made from time to time to  

the trial .of Charles Manson, -Patricia RrenVinkel, 

Susan Atkins and Patricia 'Van Wouten. You are 

instructed that you must not consider as,  evidende 

in-•this case. anything suggested by those ,references 

nor- may yOu .speculate abOut what -defenses.!  if any, 

may have been Offered in that trial not what, if 

anything,. may have• beeti said ror ,done---,by counsel or 

'witnesses in that case. 

17 

18- 
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CALLTIC 1.01 	- 

22 
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29 - 

if the -court repeatS any rule, direction or 

idea, or states the 'same: in Varying ways,. no. 

amphasis is intended and you must not draw any - 

inference. therefrom. You are not. to single out any 

certain sentence or any individual. point .or' instruc-,  

tiOn and ignore the others.• You are to consider 

all the Iniltructions as a whole and are to regard 

each in t ie• light Of all the others. 

S 
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The order in which the instructions are given 

has no significance as to their relative importance. 
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Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph. Alexander, Judge 

- CAZJLC 140,2 	- 

You must not consider as,zevidence any state-

ment of counsel made during. the trial; however, 

if counsel for the parties-  have stipulated to andi 

fact, or any ,fact has been admitted by counsel 
.1. 	• 

you will regard that fact as being conclusively proved 

as to. the 	or parties malting the Stipulation'or 

admission.. 

A "stipulation" id-  an agreement ;lietween-the 

attorneys as tO -Matters. relating to the- triaL 

As to any question Which an objection was 

sustained, . you must not speculate as, to what, the 

answer Might have been or' as to the reason for the 

objection. - 

- YoU must never speculate to be true any in,  

sinuation suggested-by a _question,  .asked a witness. 

A question is not. evidence and may be considered 

only as it supplies meaning to the answer. 

- - You must not consider for any purpose any 

offer sof evidence-  that was rejected, or any evi-

dence that-waS_,stricken out by the court; such 

f• 
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matter is to be treated as though: you. had never 

heard of it. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge.  

2.00 

The testimony of a.witness, a writing, a 

material, object, or anything presented to the tenses 

Offered_to prove the existence ,or .nonexistence of a 

fact. is 'either direct- or :circumstantjal evidence. 

'Direct evidence means -evidence that directly 

proves .a` fact, without an inference, and which in 

itself,~ if true, conclusively, establishes that fact. 

' -Circumstantial evidence means evidence that 
- 4R prOves,a-,fact from which an inference of the exist- 

• enCe of another fact nay be drawn. 

All inference is a deduction .of fact that may 

logically and reasonably, be drawn from another 

_ latt or group .of facts establithed by the evidence. 

It is not necessary that facts be prOved by 

_direct evidence:. They may be. -proved also by 

circumstantial evidence .or by a Combination of direct. 

evidence and circumstantial evidence.. Both direct 

- evidence and circumstantial evidence are acceptable 

• 
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1 

2 

as a means of proof. Neither is entitled to any 

greater weight than the other. - 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requedted 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALLTIC 2.01/1 

You are not permitted to find a defendant guilty 

of any crime Charged against him based on circumstantial 

evidence unless the proved circumstances are not only 

consistent with the theory that defendant is guilty of 

the „crime/  but cannot be -reconciled with any other 

- rational conclusion, and_ each -fact which is essential 

to complete a set of circumstances necessary to 

-establish_ that defendant'S guilty had been proved 

beyond. a reasonable doubt. 

Also., if -the evidence as to any -particular count. 

is susceptible of two reasonable interpretations, -

-one- of .which points to a defendant's guilt and the 

other to hitt innocence, it is your duty to adopt that 

interpretation wihch pante to hitt innocenCe/  and 

reject the other 'Which points to, his guilt. - 

You will notice that the second paragraph of 

this InStruCtion applied only when both of the inter-,  

pretations appear' to you to bC reasonable. If., .on 

the -other hand,- one of the interpretations appears 

to you to. be reasonable and the other to be 	• 

3 

.4 

5 

7 

10 

11 

• 12 

_13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

.25 

26 

27 

28 
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Unreasonable, it would be your duty to adopt the 

reasonable interpretation and to reject the 

unreasonable interpretatiou. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given. as Requested 

Adolph Alexander,. Judge 

6 

2  

3 

4 

5 	. 

6-  

7 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14' 

15 

16 

17; 

18 

19- • 

20' 

- 22 

24 

25 

26. 

• 
27 

28_ 

CAL IC 2.09 

Certain evidence was admitted for' a limited 

purpose. 
4 	- 

At the time this' evidence was admitted yOu 

were adMonished that it ,couid.  not be considered 

by yoU for any purpose other that. the limited 

pUrpoSe for which it-was ̀admitted. 

- 	You. are .again,Ins'  tiiiCted.--that you must not 

consider such evidence-- for:any .pOrpose except the • 
• 

limited _purpose for Which.
•  
•it. wat' adt.nitted.. 

-Requested. by Plaintiff 

GiVen as Rdquimited 

Adolph Alekander.„ Judge, 

CALIIC 2.10' 

There bad been admitted in:  vidence the testimony 

of medical experts of statements made to them by the 

defendant in the' course of an examination of the 

defendant which- was made for the purpose of diagnosis* 

The testimony 'of such statements.stay be considered 

by you only for the limited purpose -of showing- the 
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7 	 1- 

2 

13 

4 

5 

• - -6 ,  

'7 

8 

9 

la 

11 

1.2 

13 

1-4 

15 

16 

17. 

Y8,  

19. 

20" 

21 

22 - 

23- 

24 

25 

26 

2'7 

28 

information upon- which the medical expert based 

his opinion. Such testimony is not to be considered 

by you as evidence of the truth of the facts dis-

closed by defendant's statements. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

-Givenai Requested 

AdOlph Alexander, Judge 

GAW/C 2.11 
• 

Neither side is required to call as witnesses 

-all persons who may have been. present at any of the 

events disclosed by the evidence or who may appear 

to haVe some knOwledge of these events, or to 

produte all objeCts or documents-mentioned or 

.sUggested by the evidence. 

Requested, by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALLTIC 2.20 

Every person who testifies- under oath is a 

witness. You: are the Sole and exclusive judges 

of the.  credibility of the witnesses who have 

testified in this case. 

In determining- the -credibility of a witness- you 

may consider any -matter that has -a tendency in 

reason to prove or disprove the truthfulness of his 

testimony, 'including but 'not liMited to the following: 

000205



A statement previously made by him that it; 

-consistent With his testi,Mony; • 

- His demeanor while testifying and the manner 

in which he testifies; 

The character of his testimony; 

The extent of his capacity to perceive, to 

recollect, or to communicate any matter about which 

he testifies; 

The extent .of his opportunity to perceive any 

Matter about which he testifies; 

- 	The existence of nonexistence Of a bias, 

interest, or other motive; 

A statetoont made 'by him that is inConsistent.-  

with,  any part of his teatinionyi 

The- existence or -nonexistence-  of any fact 

testified ±p by him; 

His attitude toward the action in which: he  7.1 

testifies or toward the .qiiring' of testimony; 

His adMisSion of untruthfulness; - 

}as-pr&er.--earivetterp.e.E-01-4eletay. 

' His _prior.  convidtiOn of ,a. felony,. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Modified 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

-2 

3, 

4 

5: 

6- 

7' 

. 

10 

11 

12. : 

13 

15 	• 

16 

17 

18 

19 

- 20-  . 

21. • 

22 

23 

_25 

26 

27,  

28 

• -A 
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CALJIC. 2.23 

The fact that a witness had beenconvicted of 

a felony,, if such be a faqt, may be considered by 

you only for the purpose of determining the cred-

ibility of that witness. The fact of Such a, convic-

tion does not necessarily, destroy or,  impair the 

witness' credibility, It is one of the circumstances 

that you may take into consideration in weighing the 

testimony of such a witness. 

Requested by Plaintifi 

Given as Requested 

- Adolph Alexaiider, Judge 

CAWIC 2.21 

•A- Witikess 	 false in one material part. 

Of 	testimony is to be distrusted in others. You 

may rejeCt.the whole testimony of a witness who will 

fully has testified falsely as to a material. point. 

unleSs, from all the evidence., you shall believe the 

probability of truth favors his testimony in other 

particulars. 

However, discrepancies in a witness' testimony 

or between his, testimony and that of others,. if 

there were any,' do not necessarily mean that the 

Witness, should be discredited. Failure of recollec-

tion is a common experience; and innocent Ads.,  

recollection is not uncommon.. It is a fact, .also., 

that two persons witnessing an incident or a 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6- 

- 7 

8 

 

to 

11 

12- 

13. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

-18. 

1.9; 

2a 

- 21 

23. 

25. 

26 

2.7 • 

28 
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10 

• =2.  

a -

4 

5_ 

6 - .  

7 

8 

12 

16,i 

17 , 

18 

19 . 

.22 

25, 

25 

26 

27_ . 

• 

- transaction often will see or heat it differently. 

liftettler discrepancy pertains to a fadt of 

itportande or only to a trivial detail ghoUld be,  

considered is weighing its -significande. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alekander, Judge 

CALJIC 2..22 

You are not bound to decide len conformity 

with the testimony of a number of Witnesses, 

which does not produce a conviction in your mind, 

as against the testimony of a lesser number or 

other evidence, which appeals to your mind with 

more convincing force. Mestimony which you be-

lieve given by one witness is sufficient for the 

 

 

proof of any fact.] This does not Mean that you. 

are .at. liberty to disregard the testimony -of the 

greater number of witnesses merely from capride 

or prejudice,- or from a desire- to favor one gide as 

against the other. it. does mean that you 	not 

to decide an issue by the simple prOcess of count-

ing the number of witnesses Who have testified on 

the opposing sides. tt means that the :final test is 

not in the relative -nUmber. of witnesses, but in - the 

relative convincing force of the evidence. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as RequeSted 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 
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• 2 - 
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4 
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10 

11 

12 

13 

1-4 

15 

CALJTC 2.-40 

Evidence of the defendant'S character., as to 

those traits which ordinarily would be involved ih 

the commission of a crime such as that charged in 

this -case Is relevant to- the question of the defend- 

ant's guilt Or innocence because it may, bp reasoned 

that a person of good .character as to such traits 

would not be likely to commit the crime of which 

the defendant is charged. 

Evidence of good thakatter- mare  sufficient to 

raise a reasonable_ -doubt whethr the -defendant is 

guilty, which doubt otherwifie 	not .exiBt. 

Requested by Plaintiff 
. — 

Given as ReqUested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

.16 

17 

18_ 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

- 

27 

28 

cminc 2;51 -- 

Motive: is is nOt an element of the Crime charged 

and need not be shown.- However., you may consider 

;notice or lack of motive as a circumstance in this 

case. -  Presence- of motive may tend to establish 

gujelt.. Absence of _.motive may tend to establish -

innocence. You will therefore give its presence or 

absence, as the case may be-,. the weight to which 

you find -it to be entitled. 	- 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 
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12 	1 

2 . 

3- 

5 

6 

7' 

18: 

19-

2 - 

21 --- 

- 

23.
• - 

24 

25.. 

26 

27_ 

CALJIC 2.10 

A Statement made by a defendant other than 

at. his trial may be either,  an admission or a_ 

confession. 

An .admission is. a statement by a defendant, 

Which by itself is not suffic&ent to warrant ..an 

infererice of guilt, but which tends' to prove guilt 

when considered with the rest of the evidence. _ 

A confess-J.0n is a statement by a defendant 

whi0h discloses his intentional participation in the. 

,criminal act for- whi,ch he is on trial and which 

-discloses his guilt of that 

'You -are the exclUtive judges as. to whether an 

admission or a confession Was made by the defendant 

arid if the statement is true In whole or In part. 

If you should find that such statement is entirely 

untrue you must reject - it. If yott Xilid it is true in 

Part, you may consider that part which yo0 find to 

be true. 

Evidence of an oral admission or an oral 

confession of the defendant ought to be viewed 

with caution. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph. Alexander, Judge 
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3- 

4 

5 

6 

9 

10' 

12 - 

13- 

-14.  

- 

16 

..19 

20- 

21 

22 

23 

- 24 

25 

26 

27 

_ 28,  

CALLTIC 2,72 

No- person may be convicted -of a criminal 

offense witless there is some proof of each element 

of the crime independent of any, admission made by 

him outside of this trial. 

The identity of the person who is alleged to 

have committed a crime is not an element of the•  

crime [nor is the degree of the crime]. Such 

identity [or degree -of the crime] may be established 

by an admission, 

— Requested by Plaintiff 

[Given .as; Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CAXTIC .2 .80 

A. person is qualified to testify as an expert if 

he has special knowledge* 	.experience, training, 

or ethication sufficient.to qualify him as an expert 

on the subject to which his testimony relates. 

Duly -qualified experts may ONO, 'their opinions 

On questions_ in controversy at a trial. TO assist you 

in deciding. such questions, yOu may consider the 

ppiniOn with- the reasons given for it, if any, by 

the expert who giVes the, opinion: You may also-

consider the qUalifidiations and .credibility of the 

expert. 

tin resolving any -conflict that -may exist in the 

testimony of expert 'witnesses, you should weigh. the 
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9w  

s, , 	114,  

If . 

16!  

17' 

19 

- 20- 

- 22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

- 	.'2 

3 

5' 

6 

7 

8 

-opinion of one expert against that of another, In 

'doing this, you should consider the relative ,qualifi-

cations and -credibility of the expert witnesses, as 

- -Well as the reasons for each opinion and the facts 

and Other matters upon which it was basted.] 

YOu are not bound to accept an expert-opinion 

as conclusive, bUt should -give' to it the weight 

to which you find it to be entitled. You -may 

disregard any such opinion if you find it to be 

unreasonable. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJIC 2.81, 

In deter rd. ning the weight to be given to an 

opinion expressed by any 'witness (who did not 

testify as -an expert witnessl, you should consider his 

_ credil3ility, the extent of his opportunity to per-

ceive the matters upon which his opinion is based 

and the reasons, if any, given for it. You are not 

required to accept such an opinion, but should give 

it the weight, if any, to which you find it 

entitled. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested -

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

28 
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3 

4 

_ 6. 

 

CAIjIC 2.82 

In examining- an expert Witness, -counsel may 

propound to. him a type -of questiOn known in -law 

as a hypothetical question, . .Bu such. a question 

the witness is asked to assume to be true a hypo.,  

thetical state Of facts,- and to give an opinion 

based on that assumption. 

In 	such. a questions  the court 

does -not rule, and does not necessarily find that 

all the assumed factS have been proved. It Only 

determines that those assumed facts are within thel. 

probable: or possible range of the evidences It is 

fOr you. the jury, to find from all the evidende -

whether or not the facts assumed in a hypothetical 

quettion_ halm been proved, and' if you should find  

that any assumption in Such a question has not been 

proVed, you are to determine the effect of that 

failure of proof on the value and weight of the 

expert opinion, based on the assumption. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

liven as Requested 

Adolph Alexander., judge 

CAIJIC 2.90 

defendant in a criminal action is' presumed 

to be- innocent until the contrary is proved, and 

in ease of a reasonable doubt whether his guilt 

is satisfactorily shown, he is entitled to an 

 

7 

  

8 

9 - 

10 

12 

13.. 

14 - 
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16 
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acquittal. This presumption places upon the 

State the burden of proving him guilty beyond a 

reasonable doubt. Eteasonable doubt is defined as,  

4 
	

follows: It is not a mere possible doubt; because 

5. 	everything relating to human affairs and depending 

6 	on moral. evidence, is open to some possible or 

imaginary doubt. It is that, state of the case which, 

after the entire comparison and Consideration of all 

the evidence, leaves the minds of the jurors in that 
- 	5 

10 	cOndition that they cannot say they feel. an  abiding 

convictio4 to a:moral certainty, of the truth of 

F2 

13 

14. 

15 

16 

.17 

18 

20 

21, 

22 

23- 

2-4' 

25 

26, 

27 

28: 

the charge; 	;„ 

The l-aw does' -not require demonstration or that 

degree of proof which' excluding all possibility of 

error, -produces 7abtolute- certainty, for such degree 

of pro:Of is rarely posSiblet Moral certainty only 

is required; which is that degree .of proof which 

produces= conviction in an unprejudiced mind. 

ReqUested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alegander, Judge 

CALITC. 3.00. 

All persons concerned .in the commission Of a 

crime who either directly and actively Commit the 

act constituting-  the offense or who knowingly and 

with criminal intent aid and abet in. its commission 

or/  whether present or not/  who advise and encourage 

000214
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-6 
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9 

10 

• 

12 - , 
 

L3

14 

- 	_ 

16 

17 

18 

19 

_ 20 

22 

its ,ciarnmission ,are regarded by the law as principals 

'in -the crime thus committed and are equally guilty 

there-of. - 

ReqUested by Plaintiff 

Given, as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CA IC 3,-01 

A. peratOlt aid0 and abets the commission of: a 

crime, if he knowingly -and with criminal intent aids, 

promOtes, -encourages 	instigates by act or advice, 

or by act and: adVide, the .commission Of such, a -crime. 

-Requested by Plaintiff 

Given-as Requested. 

- Adolph Alexander, judge, 

CAWIC 3.10 

An accomplice' is one who is liable to be 

prosecuted for the identical offense. charged 

against the.  defendant on trial. 

To, be an accomplice, the person must haVe 

'knowingly and with criminal intent aided, promoted, 

encouraged, or instigated by act or advice, or by 

act and advice, the commisSiOn, of such. .offense. 

Requeited by Plaintiff 

Given, as ReqUetited 

Adolpfk Alexander, Judge 

3 

24 

25 

26 

• 
- 27 

28, 
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'27

28 

CAWIC, 3:.11 

A conviction can -not be had. upon the testi-

mony of an accomplice- ntaels it is  dorrOborated by - 

sudb.. other eVidence as dhali. tend to connect the 

defendant-with the commission -of the offense. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

• _AdOlph Alexander/. Indge,  

CAL3IC 3.12 

Corroborative evidence is evidence` of some. act 

.or fact related to the offense which; ,if"..believed, 

_ by 	and without .any aid, interpretation -or 

direction from the testimony of the accomplice, tends 

to connect the defendant with the commission of the 

offense- charged. 

However/  it is not necessary. that the 

.corrobOrative evidence be Sufficient _in itself to -

establish every element of the offense charged or 

_that it corrOborate every fact to which the accCn 

glide testifies. The eyidence required to corroborate 

the tedtimOny of an accomplice is sufficient if it_ 

tends to connect the defendant with the -commission 

of the crime in such a way as may reasonably satisfy 

- the jury that the witness Who must be corroborated 

• is.  telling the truth. xt is not necessary that 

the evidence used to corroborate the testimony of an 

,accomplice prove' independently that the defendant is. 

000216
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5-514 

guilty of the offense. Evidence corroborating the 

testimony of an accomplice need not connect the. 

defendant with the commission of the offense beyond 

a reasonable doubt. 

In determining whether an accomplice has been 

corroborated, you, must first assume the testimony 

of the accomplice has been removed from the case. 

You must then determine whether there is' any 

remaining evidence standing by itself or in 

conjunction with any other remaining evidence which 

-- tends' to connect the defendant with- the commission 

of the offense. 

If there is not such independent evidence which 

-. tends to connect defendant with the commission of 

the offense, the testimony of the accomplice is not 

,corroborated. 

If there is such independent which you believe, 

then the testimony of the accomplice is corroborated. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

,Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CAIOIC 3.16 

If the crimes .of murder and conspiracy to 

commit murder -the CO-Ma-8Si= of which are charged 

against the defendant, were committed by anyone, 

the witness. Linda _Kasabian was an accomplice as 

28 
	 a matter of law and.  her' testimony is subject to 
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20. 	 1 
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4. 

5  

-7 
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 9 

12 

15 

16. 

if 

18 

20,  

- 22. . 

23 

24 

25 

.26 

- 27 

28 

the rule requiring corroboration. 

:Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJIC 3.18 

The testimony of an accomplice ought to be 

viewed with distrust. This does not mean that you 

may arbitrarily disregard such testimony, but you 

should give to it the weight to which you find, it 

to be entitled after examining it with care and. 

caution and in the light Of all the evidence in the 

case.,  

.Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

- Adolph Alexander, Judge 

vEQPLE:IS SPECIAL' INSTRUCTION NO. 

- You are instructed that evidence Sufficient to 

corrobOrate the testimony of an accomplice.may be 

and entitled to little consideration when 

Standing tilOne. The evidence is sufficient elteri 

though slight If it tends to connect the defendant 

with the commission of the crime.- 

requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

  

  

• 
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21., 	 1 : 

2 

3,  

4 

5 

6 

PEOPLE'S SPECIAL INSTRUCTION NO. 7 

You are instructed that the evidence required 

to corroborate the testimony of an accomplice may 

be either circumstantial or direct. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

7 Adolph Alexander, Judge 

8 - 

•9 
 

10 

' 12' 

13.  

14 

15- 

16,  

17 

18,  

19 

20 

.1 

22 - 

23. 

24 

_CALJIC 8.23 _ 

In COunt VIII the-L defendants are charged with. 

conspiracy 'to commit Murder in violation of SeCtionii 

182.1 and 187, Pen-al Code of California, a felony, 

air follows;. 

_That -on- -or about the 8th through the 10th day 

of AugUst, 1969-4 And in. the County of Los 

Angelei, State of California, Charles Manson, 

Charlesi Watson, Patricia Krenwinkel„ S-Usan _ 

Atkins, 'Linda. 'K-asabian, and. Leslie Van: Houten, 

the said defendants, did willfully, unlaw-

- fully, feloniously .and knowingly - conspire, 

combine, confederate arid agree -together to 

commit. the crime -of murder, a Violation of 

Section 187, Penal Cdde =of California, a 

felony. 

is alleged that the following were. ,overt acts which 

Were committed in thist state by one or more of the 

defendants fett the titutoge of furthering the object 

of the conspiracy: 

25 

26 

27- 
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• 27 
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1-1 

121 

15̀

13 

 

16 

- 17 - 

Is._ 

- 19.  • 

20 

2-1 

22- 

23 

24 

25 

8 

OVERT ACT'.NO... -  1 

That on or about August 8, 1969,, the said 

defendants, CHARLES WATSON, PATRICIA 

KRENWINKEL, SUSAN ATKINS and LINDA KASABIAN 

did travel to the vicinity of 10050 Cielo 

Drive in the -City and County of Los, Angeles. 

OVERT.  ACT 	/I 

'That on .or about August 	1969/  the defend- 

ants., CHARMS-  WATSON, PATRICIA KRENWINKEL, 

.and SUSAN ATKINS did-erlter the residence at 

10050 Cielo Drive, 'City .and County of Los 

AngeleS. 

OVERT ACT NO. III - 

That on or about .A.Uguat 10/ 1969, the 

defendants, CHARLES MANSON`, CHARLES WATSON, 

PATRICIA. ERENWINKEL, SUSAN ATKINS, LINDA 

KASABIAN and Leslie'  an Houten did, travel 

to the vicinity taf- 3301 Waverly Drive, City 

and county of Lott Angeles. - 

OVERT ACT NO: IV 

That. on or about. August 10., 1969/ the defend-

ants, CRARLEa,  mANsotio  .CHARLES WATSON, PATRICIA 

KRENWINKEL and Leslie 'Van HOUten ad enter 

the residence at 3301 Waverly Drive/  City and 

County. of Los Angeles: - 

The defendants are also Charged with-the 

Commission of the following public offenseE4 

28 - 
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26 

27 

28.  

COUNT 

That on or about the 9th day, of August, 1969, 

at and in the County of LOs Angeles, State of 

California, the said defendant, CHARLES WATSON, 

did. willfully. unlawfully, feloniouily and 

with malice_ Aforethought murder Abigail Anne 

Folger, a human being. 

COUNT 1r 

That on or about the 9th day of August, 1969, 

at and in tie „County of Los Angeles., State of 

California,' the said defendante, CHARLES WATSON, 

did willfully; unlawfully, feloniously and with 

malice Or ‘ -af etlio,4ht murder igojiciech Frykowski, 

a, hurrian beings__ 

- O -'-CUNZ- - 	TlI  
That:Ozi or_ about the 9th day of August, 1969, 

_At and. in 4,he,Ctfunty of Los Angelea, State of 

California., the:Said defendant,. CHARLES 	' WATSON , 

did willfully, unlawfully, feloniously and with. 

mance afOrethoUght murder Steven Earl Parent/  

a hprattil being. 

COUNT 117 

'That on or about the 9th day -of August, 1969/. 

.at and in the -County of Los Angeles-, State of 

California, the said defendant, _CHARLES WATSON, 

-did willfully, unlawfully, feloniously and with 

_malice Aforethought. murder Sharon Marie Polanski, 

a htman. being,. 
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4- 
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7 

9 

COUNT' V 

That on- or ,about the 9th- day .Of August, 1969, 

at and in the _County of LOB AngeleS, State of 

California,• the said defendant, -CHARLES WATSON, 

did willfully, -unlawfully, feloniously .and with. 

malice aforethought. murder Thomas John Sebring-, 

a human. 

.COUNT V.I 

That. On or about the '10th -day of AUgutt, 1969.„ 

-at and - in the CQunty of LOS Angeles, State of 

California, the said defendant, CHARLES. WATSON, 

did willfully, unlawfully;. feloniously and with 

malice aforethought murder .Lena A, La Bianca, 

a human being. 

COUNT Nal 

That on or about the 10th day 'of August, 1969, 

at and in the County of Los Angeles, State of 

California, the said defendant, CHARLES WATSON, 

did willfully, unlawftilly, feloniously and with 

malice aforethought„ murder Rosemary La Bianca, 

a humah being. 

requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Modified 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 
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25 	 1 

2 

,CAWIC 3.31 

- In the crime charged in- Count VIII of the 

indictMent; there must exist a, union or joint 

Operation -of act or CondUct .and 'a certain,  specific 

intent. 

In the crime of conspiring to commit murder, 

there 'must -exist in the mind -of the perpetrator the 

specific intent to eemmit7merder7ef-the-firat 

degree kill a human being  by Means of 

deliberate .and premeditated killing with malice' 

..aforethought as that, 'type.- of murder: 1,4" cleaned ,  
elsewhere. in these. instructions_., 40 d unless Such 

intent so exists that crime is not 0-Omitted. 

liequested by Plaintiff 

-Given an. Mc;dified 

Adolph_Alexailderi, Fudge 

=OTC - 4.10- 

. A conspiracy is .an. agreement between two or 

/ore persona to commit any crime, and with the 

- Specific intent -to .commit such. crime, followed by 

an overt .act committed. in this state by one or more 

of- the parties for the -purpose of accomplishing the 

object of agreement. Conspiracy is a crime. 

In order to find a defendant guilty of 

-conspiracy, in Addition to proof of the. unlawful 

agreement, there must. be proof of the comMission of 

,at- least one of the overt edit alleged in the 
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indidtments.. It is not necessary to-the guilt of 

S 
	

2 
	- _any, partiO_ular defendant that he himself committed 

3 
	the overt act, if he 'was one of the conspirators 

4 
	when such an act was committed. 

5 	 _The term "overt act!' means any step taken or 

6 
	act committed by -one or more of the conspirators whiCh 

7 
	goes: beyond mere planning or agreement to commit a 

8 
	public offense and which: step or act is done in 

9' 
	furtherance of the accomplishment of the object of 

the conspiracy. 

TO be an 'overt acts . the step taken or act 

%12 

.13 	; 

!II 14- 

f8 

17 

18 

19 

20 

23 

22 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28'  

,cot fitted need not, in and of itself, constitute- 
_ 	- 

the' crime or even an attempt to con tit the crime 

Which is the ultimate Object of the conspiracy. 

Ni$r is it required that such. Step or act, in and of 

ititelf, be a criminal or an unlawful act. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

• Given as Requested'  

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJIC 6.11 

Each member of a criminal conspiracy is liable 

for each act and bound by each declaration of every 

other Member 'of the conspiracy if said act or said 

declaration AS in furtherande of the object of the 

.conspiracy. 

The_ act of one conspirator pursuant to .or in.  

furtheramCe-of the' common design of the conspiracy 

000224



5522 

27' 

2 

5 

4 

5 • 

6 

7 

2L=1 

- 22 

= -23. 

- 26 

'1110
27 

 
- 28-7 

is the act of all conspirators. Every conspirator 

is legally responsible for alt act .of a coconspirator'  

that follows as one of the probable and natural 

con041:quenOes -of the -object of the conspiracy even 

though it was not, intended as a part of the original 

plan and even though he was not. present at the time 

of the 'commission of Such act. 

Requested, by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJTC 6.12.' 

It is not necessary in proving a conspiracy 

to show a meeting of the Alleged conspirators or 

the making of an ekpress or formal agreement. The 

formation and existence of a conspiracy may be 

inferred from. all circumstances tending to show the 

common- intent and may be proved in the same way 

as any other fact may be provedt  either by direct 

testimony of the fact or by circumstantial evidence, 

or by both direct and circumstantial evidence. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as' Requested 

Adolph Alexander, judge 
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CALJIC: - 64.13 

_ Evidence that a person was in the company-  of or 

associated with One Or more other persons .alleged or 

proved to have been members of a conspiracy is not; 

in itself,. sufficient to prove that such person was 

a _member of the alleged conspiracy. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

'Given as Requested 

Moiph Alexander, alldge 

CAri07C 2:02 

The specific intentlwith which• an act is done 

may be Manifested by the circumstances surrounding 

its commission. 'But you may not find any defendant.  

guilty of :the Olfentie--of .conspiracy to commit murder.' 

charged in Count VIII -.unless the proved circumstances 
• • 

7:-..,nOt only are consistent with the hypothesis that he 

had the specific intent to commit murder with malice 

aforethought/  but are irreconcilable with any other 

rational conclusion. 

Also*  if the evidence as to such specific intent 

is susceptible .of two reasonable interpretations, one 

of which points to the. existence thereof and the other 

to the absenCe thereof, you must adopt that. inter-

pretation which points to its absence-, If, On the 

other hand, one interpretation of the evidence as to 

such. specific intent -appears. to you to be reasonable 

and the other interpretation to be inireatonable, it 
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28 

Would be your duty to accept the reasonable inter- 

pretation and to reject the unreasonable. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJ1C 8..10 

- 	Murder is the unlawful killing of a human being, 

with malice aforethought. 

Requested. by Pla.intiff 

GiVen as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJ1C 8.11 

"Malice may be either express or implied. 

[Malice is exprest- when there is manifested an. 

intention unlawfully to kill a. human being.) 

(Malice is implied Mien the killing results 

from an act involving a, high degree of probability 

that it will result in. death, which act is done for-

a basa, anti-social purpose and -with a wanton. dial 

regard for human lifel.. 

Vhe mental .state constituting malice afore-

thought does -not necessarioy require any ill will or 

hatred ,of the person killed. 

- "Aforethought* does -not imply deliberation or 

the lapse of considerable time. it -only-  means that 
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the required mental state must precede rather than 

follow the act. 

Requested. by Plaintiff 

Given as Modified 

Adolph Alexander', Judge 

CALJTC 8.20 

.All murder which is perpetrated by any kind 

of willful, deliberate and premeditated killing with 

malice aforethought is murder of the firet degree. 

The word "deliberate" means forme& or arrived 

at or determined -upon- as a result of 'careful thought 

and weighing of considerations' for and against_ the 

proposed course of action. The word "preteditated:" 

means considered beforehand.- 
• 

If you find that the killing was preceded and 

accompanied by, a clear, delibera.te'intent on -the 

part of - the defendant to kill, which was the result, 

of deliberation ,and premeditation, so that it must 

have been formed upon'pre,existing reflection and 

not under .a sudden heat-of passion or other cOn-

-ditioix1preclUditig the idea Of deliberation, it is 

murder of the first -degree; 

The laW.  does not undertake to. measure in 

units of time the length of the period, during which 

the thought must be pondered before it can ripen 

into an intent to kill which is truly deliberate and 

preraeditated. The time will vary with. different 
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individuals and under varying circumstances. The 

true test is not the duration of time, but rather the 

extent of the reflection. A cold, calculated judgment 

and decision may be arrived at in a short period of 

time, but a mere unconsidered and rash impulse, 

even thoUgh it include an intent to kill, is not 

such deliberation and premeditation as will fix an 

•unlaWfui, killing as Murder.  

-To _COndtitute, a deliberate 

the 	-must weigh. and 

,-of kifl3.ng and. the reasons 

_chOice-...and,_ having in mind 

,decides  -lo- and does kill: 
• _ 

Requedted by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

of the first degree. 

and premeditated killing, 

consider the question 

for and againstsuph_ a 

the consequences, he 

CALJIG. -8.30 

Murder Of the second degree_ is the unlavtful 

'killing' of a human being 'With -malice aforethought 

when there is manifested an intentiOn, unlawfully 

to kill a human. being but the. evidence .is. 

insufficient to. establish deliberation, and pre-

meditation._ 

Requested by Plaintiff 

GiVen as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

000229
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CALJXC 8.37 

Manslaughter is the 'unlawful killing of .a 

human being without malice aforethought. It is. not-

divided into degrees but is of two kinds, namely, 

voluntary manslaughter lend involuntary manslaughter*  

Requested by Plaintiff 

Gi4en as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALaie '8.40 - 

Voluntary manslaUghter is the intention.].-_ and 

• unlawful killing. of a human being without 

aforethOught. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CAW-IC 8.70 

Murder is classified into two,  degrees, and if 

you should find the defendant guilty of murder, it 

will be your duty to determine• and state in your 

verdict whether you find the murder to be of the 

first or second degree. 

R,eqUested by .Plaintiff 

Given as Requested - 

Adolph Alexander., Judge 
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cAzaza 8.71 

If you are convinced beyond a reasonable 

doubt that the -crime of murder has been committed 

by a defendant., bUt you have a reasonable dOubt 

vhether such murder was of the first or of the 

second degree, -  you must .time to such defendant 

-the benefit' of that, -doubt and return a verdict 

fixing the murder :as of the second degree. - 

- 	 Requested by Plaintiff 

given as Requested 
_ 

Adolph Ale.icander,_ Judge 
- 

CALJIC 8.72 

If you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt _ 
_ what  the killing' was unlawful, but_ you have a reason- . 

'-able-doubt whether the crime is murder or man- 

slaughter, you -mist gitre the defendant the benefit 

of such doubt and find it to be manslaughter _rather 

than Murder. 

requested by Plaintiff 

given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, JUdge 

26 

27 	• 

_28 
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CAL.ilid 8.14 - 

Before you may return a verdict in this. 

case?  you- Must agree unanimously not only as to 

whether the defendant is-  guilty or not guilty," but 

also, if . YQu should find lark guilty of an unlawful 

killing, yOu must agree unanimously at_ to whether 

he is gUilty  of (murder of the first degreer] (Or] 

[murder of the Second degree]: for) [manslaughter. 

- Requested, by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested. 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

• 

CAWIC 8.77. 

If you find- from the ,evidence, that at the time 

' the alleged crime was cOmmitted„ the defendant had 

,mibstantially reduced mental capacity, whether 

causes'[ by =mental illneas, mental. defect, intoxica-

tion, or any other cause, you..must Consider What 

effect, Of any, this diminished, capacity had on the 

defendatlitPS'-'thility to fOrni any of the specific 

Mental states that are essential elements of murder 

and voligltary manslaughter. 

Thus, if you find that, the' defendant's mental 

.capadity Was diminished to the extent that you have 

a reasonable doubt whether he did, maturely _and, -

meaningfully, premeditate., deliberate, and reflect 

Upon. the Gravity of his :'contemplated act, or form 

an intent to kill, you cannot find him guilty of a 

22 

23 

:25 ,! 

26 -: 

0 	
27,s 

28 
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willful, 'deliberate and premeditated Murder of the 

first-  degree. 

Also, if you find that his mental capacity was 

diminished to the extent that you have .a reasonable 

doubt whether he did harbor malice aforethought, 

you cannot find him guilty of murder of either the 

.8 

9 

10 

- 11 
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- 15 

- 16 

17 
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19 
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21 

22 

24 

25 

26 

first or second degree. 

- Furthermore, if you find  that his mental 

-capacity was diminished to the extent that_he 

neither harbored malice aforethought. Aar had An 

intent to kill at the time the alleged-,Crime 

-cdramitted, 'you cannot find him Malty _cif either 

murder or voluntary manslaughter._ 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Regnested 

Adolph Alexander, 47udgEi. 

cArine a.41 
Voluntary manslaughter is, the intentional and 

-unlawful killing of a human being without malice 

aforethought. 

' There is no -malice aforethought, if the evide.nce 

shows that due to diminished capacity caused by mental 

illness, mental defect, or intoxication, the defendant 

did not have the capacity to attain the mental state 

27 

28- 
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19 

-CoristitUting malice aforethought, even though the 

killing be intentional, Voluntary, deliberate, pre-

meditated and unprovoked. 

Requetted by Plaintiff 

Given as Modified 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJIC.  8.48 

involuntary manslaughter-  is the unlawful killing 

of a hUman being withOut malice aforethought and with-

out an. intent to kill. 

- There is no malice aforethought and intent to 

kill if by reaSon of diminished• capacity caused by , 

mental illness:, mental defect, or unconsciousness 

resulting. from voluntary intoxications  the defendant 

aid not have the mental- •capacity to harbor malice 

aforethotight and to forth-  an -intent to, kill. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

GiVen •as Modified 

20 
	 Adolph Alexander; Judge 

22 
	 CAWIC 3..31 

23 
	 in - the crimes charged in jCountit 1 to 7 of] the 

24 
	

kaferitatielt indictment, there must exist a union or 

25 
	 joint operation, of act or -conduCt and a certain 

26 
	 Specific intent. 

27 
	 In the aritite-lpf murder; there -must exist in 

28 
	 -the mind Of the perpetrator the 'specific intent to 
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kill "a human. being, and unless such intent so exists 

that crime is not committed. 

Requested by 'Plaintiff 

Given as ReqUested 

Adolph. Alexandittr, Jorge 

- 
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CAWIC'2,.0 2 

The specific intent with which an act is done 

may be manifested by, the circumstances surrounding 
_ 

its commission. But you may not find a defendant 

guilty of a willful,-  deliberate, premeditated murder 

of the first degree upless the proved circumstances 

not only are con:Aster-it- with the hypothesis that he 
- 

had the specific' intent 	a human being with 

Malice afoKethought Which was the result. of 

deliberation and premeditation as those terms are 

defined eldewhere. in-these instructions but are 

irreconcilable -with any other rational conclusion. 

Also, if the evidence as to such specific intent 

is susceptible of two reasonable interpretations, 

one of which points to the existence thereof and the 

other to. the absence thereat  you must adopt that 

interpretation which, points to its abs,ence. If, on 

the other:hand/  one interpretation of the evidence 

as to such specific intent appears to you to be 

1- 
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reasonable and the other .interpretation• to be 

unreasonable, it would be your dUty to accept the 

reasonable interpretation and to reject the. 

unreasonable. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

-CALOC 3._34 

The intent with which an act is done is shown 

by -the. circumstanced attending the act, the manner in 

_ which it is done, the 'means Used/  and the soUndnesc. 

of bind and, discretion of the Person Obtamitting the 

act: 

-Requested 'by Plaintiff 

Given as. Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

,CALIIC 11.'02 

mach count charges a separate and distinct 

Offense., You. must decide each Count separately on 

the evidence and the law applicable- to it, _Unin,-

fluenced by your decision as• to any other count. 

The defendant -may be convicted or acquitted on 

any or all of the offenses- charged. Your finding 

-as to each count must be stated in a -separate verdict. 

Requested by ,Plaintiff 

Given- as Modified 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 
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CALJIC 17..30 

I have no intended by anything I have said 

or done, or by any questions that I may have- asked, 

to-  intimate -or suggest what you should flnd to be 

_the facts on any queitions submitted to yout  or that 

t believe or disbelieve any -witness. - 

If anything "I have done or said-  has seemed to 

so indicate, you Will ,disregard it and form your 

own-opinion, 

Requested b plaintiff 

- Given as RequeSted 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

- 
-000- 

you have been ,instrUcted att:  to-  all the rules 

of law -that may be necessary for you to reach a 

- Verdict-. 'Iiihether. sot. -of the instructions will 

apply 	, depeAcl, upon your.detertainatiOn-  of the 

facts: 'You will disregard any instruction which 

applies,  to a state of .factS 	 determine rijoes 

-not -eXist., Yon- must not .conclude from the fact. 

that-Am instruction bast been--gA,v64 that the court 

As expressing, any, opinion as: to the. facts. 

it.Oquested by Plaintiff 

Given as .Requested 

AdoXPII. Alexandert  Judge. 
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CAL= 11..40 

Both the People and the defendant are entitled 

to the individual opinion of each juror. 

It is the duty of each of you to consider the 

.evidence. ,for-  the :purpose. of arriving .at a verdict 

if yoAt can do,  so. Bach of you- -rauSt decide the 

case for yourself, hut should- do mo only after a 

discussion of the evidence and, :instructions with 

the other jurors. 

You should not hesitate to change -an opinion 

if yoiate .convinced it is erroneous. However, you 

should not be influenced to- decide any question in 

a particular way be0ausie 11 Majority •of the jurors, 

Or any.  of them, favor such a decision. _ 

Requested by Plaintiff 

GiVen as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

CALJIC 17.41 

The attitude arid conduct of jurors at the 

beginning of their dialiberatiOns are Matters of 

Considerable -importance." It is -rarely productive 

of Idol for a juror at the outset to make =-

emphatic ..eXpression of his opinion on the ,case or 

to state how-  e intends to vote.. - When one does that. 

at the beginning, his sense of- pride may be aroused; 
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and he may hesitate to change his position even if 

shown that it is wrong. Remember that you are not 

partisans or advocates in this _matter, but are 

judges. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given as Requested 

Adolph Alexander, judge 

CALJZC 17._43- 

In your tielibeiations the subject of penalty 

or punishMent is not to be discussed or considered 

by yon. 	you return a verdict of guilty of _murder 

in the first degree,:- .then the Matter of penalty or 

punishment will be considered-and determined in a 

separate proceeding4 4.T"f ,you return a verdict -of 

guilty of murder in :the second- degree or of any 

leader -offender  the -matter of penalty or punishment 

will be determined in the banner provided by la. 

Requested- by Plaintiff 

Given as-  Requested- 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 

cALam 17.49 

in:this case there are 5 possible verdicts 

[as-te-eitelt-eeuntl [as to CoOnts 1 thru- 71.. These . 

variOus pd.-A/Able verdicts are set forth in the 

forms of verdict which you ,will, receive. only one 

of the possible verdicts may be returned by you 

Las to- any particular count].. If you all have 
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ggreed upon one verdict [as to any particular count], 

the corresponding form is the only verdict form to 

be signed [as to that count]. The 	forms are 

to be- left Unsigned, 

.5 aequested by Plaintiff 

Given as. Requested 

Adolph Alexander, Judge 
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CAZJIC 17.513 

You shall now retire and select one .of your 

number' to-  act as foreraan, :who will preside over 

your deliberatiOns. in order to -reach a verdict, 

all twelve jurors must agree to the decision. As 

soon as all of you have agreed upon -a -verdict, you 

shall have it dated and signed by yOur foreman and 

then shall: return with' it to this roam. 

Requested by Plaintiff 

Given-  at Requested 

Adolph alexand.ert  Judge 

000240
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Swear two bailiffs, please. 

THE COURTt Yes,. your Honor. 

(Two bailiffs were sworn to take -dharge 

of the, jury dOrthg its deliberations, and - to 

take Charge of the four alternate jurors and 

_ keep theM.  apart from.  the jury while they are 

deliberating.) 

THE COURT: YoU foUr alternates will be in isolation. 

. A JUROR: Do we -take:Out books with Us now? 

'THE COURT: You-Allay. 

(At 10:40 a.M., the jury retired to commence 

deliberations.) 

28 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA. FRIDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1971, 1:30 P.M. 

(the -.following proceedings were had in chaMbersi) 

THE COURT: Let the. record shoV we. are in -chambers. 

- Mr. Kay of the district attorney's office is here 

And Mr. 'Bubrick, _representing the defendant. 

Early tit morning I was told that Mrs. Casalenuovci 

One of Our jurors., took tick last night after her shower. I 

Was told that she is pregnant and that she-was spotting. - She. 

Came back this morning-  and. am told that all during the 

deliberations this _morning she has been. flat on her-back and---.1  

when. it came lunch time, she -either co-uldn'.t or wouldn't go to 

lunch with the Other jurors-, .so I immediately sent for al..female 

bailiff and had a female bailiff sit with her. 

I then sent for a nurse, a registered nurse. by 

the name of Ilinnie Jackson-, employed by the county, who,  exatitiel 

her*ancl told me her blood. pressure was 1.407:8„ which is a 

little bit high; her pulse was 10.(Y-; and she told the nurse - 

that while she is feeling all right,. when she stands, she spats. 

and that she is pregnant., 

She told ue her doctor, her obstetrician., was Dr. 

Pasternaktout. in Century City. I had the 'nurse call Dr.-

Pasternak and Dr. Pasternak to1.4 Ngrse aackson that he examined 

- 24 Mrs-. Casalenuovo on -June 22. At that time- she believed she 

25 

26 	 He Was given: her blood pressure and her pulte and 

27 110 says,  that if she is- pregnant and the is spotting., be wants . 

-23 to see her before Mondarf - 

-was pregnant, but he did not find that she was pregnant. 
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• 	2 

Now, she is still in the jury room 

MR. NAY: He wouldn't come down here and examine her? 

THE COURT: NO, no. 

sow, I don't think -we have a right to gamble with 

this woman's health and the life of her baby.. If she tells 

us that she is pregnant -- and she told the nurse. she is 

.pregnant -- I don't think We can question it. 

I do know that she :has. been on her back and she 

asked the bainffS to- bring her back some fi3Od when he brings 

the jury back.. She is lying on her back. 

Now, that's the Sum and 'Substance of it. 

IgThiticK.:_ I aM4nclined to: agree, Fudge, much as I 

hate to lose her.. -She's-obvious going to have a miscarriage 

.if the't spotting noii"„ ana if she moves around. 

THE COURT: ,If -shedoesn't have a miscarriage 	they 

generally keeli-them-On their backs,. 

MR. .KAY-: She's •prob-ably not taking part in the delibera7-

tions,,. anyway, is She? 

THE 	Well., she says She feels. all right as long 

as she is on her back; but feeling all right and spotting, if 

she is pregnant 

MR. BIIBRicK.: -Then, having the concern that would come, 

I imagine, with the thought that -- 

THB COURT: She has grit to stand. we can't keep her on 

her back during the deliberations. 

She wouldn't gia put to ranch with the other jurors. 

MR. laY: I hate to lose her, too. 

THE COURT-: I hate. to lose her, too; she seems to be a 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
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L1 
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very intelligent little woman, but I don't think we have a 

right to. gamble with 'her health. or the health of ,her 

5 	- MR.. BUBRICK-t- No, because if she is,/  a's you have indicate 

4.  usually they put them in bed and. they keep them flat on their 

back if they are 'pregnant and spotting. 

THE COURT: So„ gentlemen* is it all right for me to 

go in to. talk to Mrs...Casalenuovo., tee hOw she feels, give her 

the alternatives and ask her what she wants to do? 

9 
	

MR. KAY; I think that's -good, 

10 
	

istnimext ay all means. 

14 	 THE--COURT: -X think we better do that before the jury 

12 	comes back.. 

13 	 Do you Want the reporter with me? 

14- 	 MR. KW: X don't see that that's necessary. 

'MR. BUBRICK:- I don't feel that's necessary,- Judge. 

16 
	

THE Conti All right, before the jury comes back,*  so 

17 she sOoadn 	embarrassed .by them. -- the female bailiff is 

in there and X will keep her in there while I talk to .her. 

1-9 	 I don't think we need the defendant here for this 

20 at all? 

21 	 BUBRICK: I don't think so, either, Judge; there is 

.22 nothing he could do about it at a11. 

23 
	

(Judge leaves and, then returns to chambers•)- 

24 
	

m COURT.: In accordance with our diScuasion, I just 

25 spoke. to Mrs, Casalenuovo. 

26 	 She tells me she's no longer nauseous, she is no 

2:7 longer taking Dramainine, that her spotting -is so light she is 

2.8 - not concerned at all, she. ha6 asked to remain. 
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1 
	

X told her she cou'd remain on one condition: 

That if her condition worsens, she is to let us know inme-

diately. 

MR. BUBRICK; Vine. 

	

5 	 MR. KAY: Good. 

	

- 6 	 THE COURT: She promised to do that, and, she seems to 

	

7 	be,  very-happy now. 

	

.8 	 MR. KAY:- That is good news. 

	

9 
	

THE COURT: She is, veryhappy; she says she'.is feeling 

fine and the spotting is so light she says' Ae is not con- 

cerned. 

I guess We were tore conceined than she. 

* * * 

LOS _ANGELES, 420YXFORN/A, TUESDAY,; -001tailm 1.2 151l, I1030 

_ 
18- 

19 

21 - 

-22 

'24 - 

25 

_26 

27 

28 

(The Following proceedings took place in.  

Chambers, outside the presence of the. 1=1,1) 

TBE COURT: Let the record show that I have Vince 

Bugliosi on the telephone with Mr. Max Reith on, the other 

line. 

Vince, X have received a note from Mter. Rotemary 

Catalenuovlb; one of our jurors:,- in. whiCh. she Saysi - 

-"A. you know, I did have a. slight prOblem last 

week and although that ,problem has Ceased/  I would 

Apptediate it if X tar be permitted to keep ym 

appointment with Dr:. Pasternak, Which is scheduled 
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13: - 	• • 
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17 

j.)3 

19 - - 

20 

- 

22 

23 

24 

25 

- 26

• 	

- 

27 

28 

for today at 4;30." 

Then she goes on to say if she misses today's 

appointment, she will not be able to See him for two or three 

weeks. 

She says she is sure she is'pregnant and she was 

spOtting last week. when 1 spoke to her. 

NoW/  I intend, if it is agreeable with youf t will 

. swear a female depUty in and a male deputy and they will drive 

her olier-to,  Dr. PaSternakts to see hit by 4:30 and be brought 

'ba0k -tMaediately. 

ft will gall Dr. Pasternak to. question him he is 

AottOtalk to her about this case at all. •  

Is that, agreeable with you? 

irincent, sayA thatit is so stipulated: t recognize 

voice. It is he, and Max Reith also said, on behalf of 

Watson, he stipUlates.. He is on the other phone, the other 

extension: 
- 	- 	- 

All right„ Vince. I. 'will handle it that way. 

* * * * 

MOB ANGELES-,-CAITORNIA, TULSDAY, OCTOBER 12, 1971/  4:10 P.M. 

00o-- 

Okt 4:10 P.M., the jury returned to the 

courtroom-,- and the following proceedings were 

haat) - 

THE .COURT.: People against Watson. 

Zet the record shOw all jurors are present; AIX 

counsel and defendant .4,6 present. 
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Mr. Rodriguez,, I see you hold the verdicts; X 

take it you are the foreman? 

MR, RODRIGUEZ: Yes, I am, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Have you, agreed upon a verdict in this case?' 

MR. RODRIGUEZ: We have agreed upon a verdict. 

THE COURT: Would you hand- the verdicts to the bailiff, 

-please? 

Will the Clerk please read the vetdictS? 

THE CLERK: Title -of COurt and Cause 

"We, the jury in the above-entitled action, 	
•n, 

fihd the defendantCharles Denton Watson- gUilty 

-of Murder as charged in Count -I of the indict 

ment -and find it to be murder in-the first 

degree. 

"This 12th day-of October, 1971. 

"Carlos Rodriguez, Foreman."' 

THE CLERK: Title of.  Court and -Catsel 

-"We/  the jury in the above-entitled action./  

find the defendant Charles DentOn Watson guilty 

.of murder as charged in Count IX of the indict-. 

meat and find it to 	murder' in. the first- degree-, 

"This 12th day of October, 1971. 

"Carlos Rodriguez, Foreman. ̀L" 

THE CLERK: Title of Court and .Candei . - 

"We,, the -jury .in the above-entitled act3:04, - 
T' 

find the -defendant Charles Denton, Watson qaiAy, 

Of murder as .Charged in Count ITX of the indiot- 

Immit and find it. to be Murder in the first degree. 
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"This 12th day of October, 1971. 

"Carlos Rodriguez, Foreman.w- 

THE CLERK: Title of COurt and Cause: 

"We, the jury in the above-entitled action., 

find the. defendant Charles DentOn Watson guilty 

.of murder as charged in -CoUnt IV -of the indict- 

ment and find it to be murder in the first degree.' 

3 

4 

5 

-6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 
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15 

1.6-

- 17 

_ 18 

- 

20 

Z1- 

22 

_25 

• 26 

27 

28 

"This 12th day' of October, 1971. 

"CarlotRoditgue27; Foreman," 

THE CLERK: _,Tit34-,  of diiitt and Cause: 

"We, the jury in the above:-entitled action, 

find the,defendant.Charles DentOn 'Watson. guilty 

of murder a* Charged in 'Count V of the-indict- . 
ment and find it. t;;Zbe murder in the first degree. 

"This 12th" day of-October, 1971. 

"Carlos Rodriguet Foreman." • 

THE CLERK: Title of Court and Cause: 

"Wee  the jury in the above--entitled action, 

find the defendant Charles Denton Watson guilty 

of murder as charged in Count la of the 

menu-  andfind' it to be murder in the first degree. 

"This 12th day of October, 1971. 

"Carlos Rodriguez/  Toreman.": 

"THE CLERK: Title of Court and 

"We, the jury.in the above-entitled action, 

tind the defendant Charles Denton Watson guilty 

of murder as charged in Count VII of the indict-

ment and find it .to be murder in the first degree. 
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"This 12th day of October, 1971. 

"Carlos Rodriguez, Foreman." 

THE CLERK: Title of Court and Cause: 

."Wer  the jury in the above-entitled action, 

find the defendant Chatles Denton Watson guilty 

of conspiracy to commit murder as charged in 

Count viii of the indictment. 

"This 12th day of October, 1971. 

-"Carlos Rodriguez, Foreman:" 

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, is this 

your verdict, so say you one, so say you all? 

(The jury indicated in the affirmative.) 

THE COURT: Mr. 'Kubrick, do ,yoU wish the jury polled? 

MR. BUBRICK: Yes, please, your Honor. 

THE ,COORT: Do you wish them polled as to each individual 

count? 

MR. BUBR/CX: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen -of the jury -- 

MR. BUBRICK: Your Honor, instead of each individual 

count, may they each be asked if that is the fact as to their 

verdidt, as to Counts I through VIII? 

THE COURT: Is that agreeable with you? 

A. KEITH: Yes, your Honor, 

TgE COURT: You may do it that way. 

THE CLERK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, as I read 

this, if these are your verdicts., would you answer "Yes"? 

Mrs, Lotise Stanton? 

MRS, Lt UISE STANTON: Yes. 
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THE -CLERK: Irvin Spanier? 

MR. SPANIER: Yes. 

THE .CLERK: Francisco ieffers? 

M.R. aEtTERS: YeS. _ 

-Tilt CLERK: 'Kenneth R. Morgan? 

MR. MORGAN; Yes. 

THE CLERK: Alide X. Nihei. 

MSS =HEX: Yes. 

THE CLERK: Mathew Hatie. 

MR, KATIE : Yes. - - 

THE CLERK: .GWendolyn. Spender? 

J00..SPENCER: Yes. 

- TO CLERK; Mrs. Marie.B._Trainor? 

:taw, :TRAINOR: Yes. 

THE CLERK:' Carlos Rodriguez? 

MR. RODRIGUEZ; Yes. 

THE CLERK:,  Rosemary Casalenuovo? 

MRS. CASALENUOVO1 Yes.- 

THE CLERK: George T. Ujiiye? 

MR, WIIYE: Yes. 

THE CLMIX: Norma P. OreskOvich? 

MRS. ORESKOVICH4 Yes. 

THE CLERK: Twelve jurors.answered "Yesei' your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. 

liegotd the verdicts as they are. 

Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. Your services, 

however, are pot yet completed. We now must enter the Phase 

to determine if not guilty by reason of insanity. 
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Mr. Rodriguez you probably haVe spoken to yoUr 

jurors. Would -you want one day off and then start your 

deliberations on the insanity phasec, or would you care to,  

start tomorrow? 

M. rE1TH: May the Court please, we £ntend to. offer 

eVidenCe on that issue. 

- 	THE COURT: 1 know that; 1 know that, but the thing is, 

has the jury Considered-  whether- they want to start listening 

to the evidende tomorrow or do they'Vaht. a day off on that? 

MR. HUHRICK: Could we offer a, suggestion as to Monday; 

yOUr Honor? 

don't. knOW if we could get our -witnesses together. 

by tomorrow or by Thursday. 

MR. BOGL1OSI4 May 	approach the• bench on this? 

THE COURT: Yes•. 

' (Unreported d=iscussion between -Court and counsel;) 

THE, COURT: If r said, "begin. deliberations," I was 

mistaken lh that. We must take testimony on that question of 

insanity. 

AATUIMR: Are we still sequestered? 

THE COURT: No-,„ you may go home-tonight. 

Ladies And gehtlemeh of the jury, all counsel have 

agreed that we will start the insanity phade on friday, the 

-15th of Octoberc 

sow, ladies and, gentlemen, again, let ma caution 

you As to this phase of the case: Do not discuss it with 

anybody; let no one speak to you about this case, because, 

remember, you are still jurors in this case, your services 
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have not yet terminated, and please refrain from reading any 

news media conCerning this case. 

viii that be agreeable, Mr. Rodriguez, 

rti4ay, October 15th? 

Ma. RODRIGUEZ: It will be very agreeable. 

THE COURT: All right, we will recess at this time till 

Friday, October 15th, 9:30' a,m. 

Thank you, ladies. and gentlemen. 

We will h4ve thii-spectators remain seated 

until the jurors IeaVe4' 

All afiernates come back, tool you are still 

part of the jury. 

You may be. excused i ladies and gentlemen 

(At 4:30 p.m«, i.imdda4-:OCtober 12, 1971, an 

adjournment was taken until Friday., October 15, 
tr • 

'1969 at 9 :30 

--o0o-- 

t 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

10 

11 

12 

15 

14 

16:  

20. 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

25 

2. 

27 

2:8: 

000252



5550 

esazuss. CALTIORlititi  FUMY, OCTOZER 15, 197i; "0:5 A•140 
2 

3 

• 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12. 

13 

14 

16 

17 

18 

19 

! I 
pt4liatit e. 	• , 

'L k 
; * 	*OW* ladies and gontlonen of the jury, vs aro about 

to sta*4mhati 	tioit 1h. insanity use of this trial. 
— 	, 	 , -  

Tou 	rocall witole'VO 'started this trial you 

were told tit,-Chou ;d 	find the defondint guilty of any 

Offset* you thort wits havo to doterraino whothor or not he was 

s ail igniaiikt,4t 	 *tile CONimiSlitola of the offeasol  

Ster, 	counsol have stipulated that in 

.dotornining the Issas: ef inosnity.you may consider all the 

avian:Co. that you have heretofore hoard In connection with 

this case, 

TU. COW: 4004 vOrning* 

THE -JURORS; Good aiOrningi. 

THE COURT:-  People against 'Wotson, 

Lot, the- record show all our jurors are prosont 

for Which I sai vkikry thankful 	All Oaussil sad defoittlant aro 

29 
Nowt  I an satistiod that• stany of us hay* fOrgOtterk 

21 
the legal 4sfiniticst of insanity. I think I told you whoa you 

22 
were being vOir dived that that* ire Various medical 

23 

24 
definitions of insanity, but there is only one legal dofinition 

25 
of insanity* / will read that dotinition to you aistris  lost 

26 
*OM of us may have torgotton* 

"The defendant has bort:totem been found 
27 

28 - 
	4...0014 of the offonse 	nurder and conspiracy to 

toomit murder and it is now your function o 
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0 	 28, 

1 flotetiling this /flu* raised by the defendant 'a  plea 

of not guilty by.  reason of insanity. Such plea 
now places ,befere you the issue as to -whether be 

was legally Cane or legally insane,  et the time of 
the commission of the often*** This is- the /tole 
issue for you to dateraine La this proceeding.-*  

You notice us emphasise "legally sane_ or 
"legally insane" and not the medical -definition of 
insanity* 

• 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

"Although you *ay conaider evidence of 
his 'mental Condition before and atter the time of 
the coaseission. of the offenses  such evidence is  

to be coalidezed for the purpose ,of throwing light 
upon  his mental cOadit4on lig t .Innt *ion tbet 015100 
was committed• 3  gal Lessaitypie* Ow words axe 
.used is theiie Liatruc  tiont. mama a diseased or 

, 
dersaged 0040.022 of thili; 4044 iotiCh polka.* person 

21 

incapable of kooming or waderatandiag the nature 
, 

and quality of his acts or *OAS a Orton incapable 
of knowing or umderstanding that his .act 	wren, 

#2 
22 
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• 
tha th* defendin6lea,,  

— 
capable of knowing .and understand ini the natnts and:quality 

of his act, and in addition was *apaiile ;04 knowing 
1 .17 

and Isiderstanding that his act Was wrong, you will 

find that he was legally sane; 	; 

"However., if you find that the 

defendant was not capable of knowing or understanding 

the nature sod quality of his act, you will, find that 

he W414 litgaity 4.toArot, Or if you find that he was, 

incapable of knowing .or understanding that hit act 

was wronst  you Will find that he was legally Insane. 

"The defendant has the burden of 

proving his legal insanity by 1. prepOntlerance of 

the evidence, .By a preponderance of Olddikuce• is 

meant such avidepcs as when 'weighed with that 

opposed to ithss wore convincing force and a 

greater. probability of truth," 

sow, in this case*  the defendant*  having the. 

'burden of proVing his legal insanity, he hes the tight to 

.own and close on the question of insanity* 

Therefore. the defendant say Ow proceed with his 

6  

7 

9,  

10: 
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12 

13. 
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17 
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21 

.CeS,0 

W. KATt tour HOnort  I believe it wasatt stated by the 

court, on the record that we .do stipulate what your BooQr said, 

that the jury  'goy consider all the ,004(.14440114 

THE "COURZI: WPM.  I stated the stipulation correctly? 

Mk. -KOMI; 'fact 

AUSRICIC: Tea, 

22 

23 

24 

25  

26 

27 

• 28 

3- 

4 

t 	; 4  
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2 

3 

MR. KAU So stipulated. 

Mit. MTh: Dr, Frank. 

   

' IRA IL 'ltiem, 

VeCiliad u .a it al on behalf of the defendant, having been 
., 

	

t 	.1 

previously duly sworn, testitied „ :furthr$ei:folloOvei-, 

PIX Clattl Doctor, you have„been pravi004 sworn* 

	

f - 	' 	; , 	, 	' 	' ''' • , 
Would you be seated and,  atate4our Oame for the 

4 

5.  

6.  

7, 

record, 
•,:', 	: 1  

THE WiTMES$: Dr. Ira tit, 'rank, 

DIRECT EXAMATIO14 

tilk, ENITHI 

Doctor, inisseich as both sides have stipulated 

that all the evidence that was heard by the jury at the 

preceding phase of this ease vat lea considered 'by thee at 

this 'phase, I won't .go -in ,agaim to,  all your qualification*, 

U+ air;, 	ask you, 'since you testified.  

heretofore-  have you been -the recipient or beneficiary of a 

Srout or fellowship to /mese in the reseeseh 	:Study Of 

the affect of oatijoanal 

& 	Tti'1r  i have, 

- 	,mid you tell -the jury or describe to the jury the 

nature- a that grant or fellowship? 

A 	Yes, Mf asioeiates and X at tICIA have been awarded 

one 'quarter million clotier Ocatraet from the itational 

Institute .of. Mental Health to 40 whit is to date the most 

:extensive evaluation Of marijuane -ever attempted, which- include 
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8 
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10 

11 

13 

12 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

not only testing subjects who *look* narijuana inta than leave 
it the end of the day,  after all.a:asaurenents have hien. nag*, - 	k 	- 
but also evaluating the eueulAtive effect or.  learijuana on 
subjects who cos Ond is* for: 3 days and snOke learijusee 
everyday for 30 	* 	 , 

I think OW *44'  utelikilirHi00 are. ;.;to.  ba14'th'tfit Toot 
eztensive that ant his ovor attetRits4 before. 

%hank you. Doctor. - 	- 
Nowl  Doctor, 	 exanined 

the. dafandanto  Kr. tiketeon,.. at sone Lens,* at UCLA ZVI earner 
this year in March or April. 

A 	That is right. I_ saw K. 'Watson on March.19th, 
March 26t e,April 2nd and April, 9tho. 1973, for a total, of 
between 12 and lb hours. I think It was .nore,  lilt. lb hours. 

You talked to hi also for a reilitively short perio.  
of tine at or about the ties he tostifilikd 	his ova behalf 
hers 'in court; is that right/ 

Test I did. X saw hiss for approxisettety an hour 
.and then inforoally on several occasions durin the previous 
trial and also today#, 
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Q 	Md you. talked to him a short time this legating? 
Yes, X did.. , 
Doctors  you are aware of the nature of this 

proetedings  X take. it.*  by' real** of whit we have told you and 
what his Honor has just expressed hero. 

	

A 	Test  I listened very care fully to. the judge, 

	

44 	We are here to discuss 'legal insanity se opposed 
to diminished capacity*  which. WOW the tsetse in the preceding 
*As* of the trial; you  understand thatt 

res„, 

	

Q 	Doctor. I will get right .to -it: Sy reason of your 
various examination* of Hr. Watson personally, and also by 
reason of the infOrnation that you have recolivod about the 
natural and circumstances of this case not only from comma 

but also, path/lei  during cross examination bef.ore by Hr. 
liugliosi* have you. far d; an opinion as. to' whether or not 
Hr. Watson was capable of knowing or understending they nature 
and quality of his act-; to wit*  the acts X s* talking about 

the, tatomla Staaca hotaicidest 

	

A 	Tato  I have formed auith:at op ion,  

Xeve you altoTformed an -opinion as to whither or 
nOt kir. Watson was capable of inrwinCOriltederleandill the 

	

time of 	the homicides that what 	did 	 - - 

	

A 	Yes*  I have famed such $o . api ion t.„ 

	

Q 	You see*  there's. two parti to thi quostiOn and you 
have formed Ata opinion as to both -parto? tr 	_, • 

	

A 	Us, X have, 
Could you tell us*  Doctor*  what is your opinion 
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14 • 	15 

16 

-17- 

18 

20 

21 

22 

— 123 

24 d 

25 

26 

27 

28, 

000258



$556 

2, 

8 

4 

5' 

 

concerning tha lama of whether Mr. Watteau had the capacity 

to know or understand the nature and quality of hi* act; that 

killing *. 

A 	It is say opinion, *. 

00. let sek finish 	that Leo  killing the people 

at the Tate residence and at the La Bianca residencel 

It is lay belief that ha -did not understand the 

nature and quality of 'his acts. 

Q 	What is your opinion regarding 'this second section 

of this overall issue; and that is whether or not Mr. Watson 

was capable Of knowing or understanding that his Acta a that 

is. the killings **. ware Wrong? 

A 	Vallo . I feel vary strongly that lir. Watson w*$ 

incepable of knowing whether his act*: were right or wrong. 

Doctor*  could you enlighten us' as to the bates 

bOssifik, as the coals say be, of your two opinions? 

A. 	Tee. I think in both easel that. Mr. Watson would 

qUirlify as to insanity at the tine of the killings *- 

Q. 	*013 Man legal insanity or psychiatric, insanity? 

A 	Legal insanity, as I underatand it fro* thou, 

definitions, 

I think at the time lir.- Watson was shat a robot 

in the sense that he executed 	actions coopletely 

taechanically. *let he did -Sn it:very respect. could hey* been 
, 

the Work work of itrogrtipieed:robot p. requiring no true understanding 
r* 

of what he was .0*. He Carried,.9‘m hfa acts,1101CP,1134.11:4") 
•:' 	- 	 ; 

1401Out any ratiOaal a;10tiV*, in a .coupletely *easel*** and 

irrational •aanoar; and 	 of the 
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killings that he was suffering from such * state of mind that 
.2 his Understanding and his emotions were completely divorced 

from his actions. 

had been told precisely what to do by Kr, 
5 Hanson and carried• out thou instruction* in a very mechanical 
6 way, the way that machint would, that way that a co pater 

	

7 	wOuid• 

In fact*  even the terminology he used was that 
9 liaison computed me. to do these" 

	

10 	 LWhem you say that, is that what Mr. Watson. told 

	

11 	yet? 

	

12 	 • 	That's right, on many occasiOns. 

	

13. 	 In talking with him I asked his spocifi.calty 
14 the morningg  did he undorStand what he was doing; and he 
15 

said to him these people were just bodies, that they ware 
16 

already dead, that Kansan had told his and he bad believed 

	

17 	
that there was atich turmoil anti so ouch 141iinsst  so way 

	

13 	

nitturat dieeltera such as earthquakes*  that people were just 

	

19 	

ilic thereto/vim and were both physically and spiritually 
20 

deed* The ouly people who wore alive wore the people at  

	

21 	

the ranch and it was therefore up to this* to perpetuate the 
22 

race* 

	

23 	

These people, as X *aid, VOA Only bodies, and 

28 

24 

25 

26,  

it' is my belief that when he comMitted these killings, in, a 

	

-1 	- 	1  . ' 

014110- to him they vore'.not, killing* and that he was not taking 

a WW1 1,014 11  tkink ilitSre 'Wall !V:$ ,appreciation, no under." 
' -,, • . . 	 '  

	

standing, nO COmpreheasif* 	
•

440.***.tehing* *Oen life 

and that they were cOudOcted, as baLputo 4X, without hesitation , ., i  1 
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and without thought„ Those are his exact t?ords as he 

deecribed them to en when I .intervieve4 hits in April and as 

he described the killings to ne this morning. 

Q Ito„ in arriving at this opinion did you take 

into account or consider the totality of the so-called Monson 

'Philosephy or thought system 'that the jury •has heard sway 

times 

Yes, I did. 

And 'did rto take ;into account information you 

received to the effect ,tiviit it was a rather niiihtpt affosior at 
, 	 _ 

the Spahn Rauch for'ransOn to leeture Jai Anarges se te'tne 

rightness of killing people? 

A Us*  , 4 	4 

1 

0 

3  

4 

s. 

6 

8 

	

9 	, 

10 

12 

13 

	

14 	. 

0 	15  

10- 

17, 

18. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

43  

24 

25 

26 

28 

g• 	And hew the. establishment -wfts to be 4001k away. 
 • 

'with boons* trial Were already daad and 	the race war was 

to start? 

A 	1 wouldn't exactly call 'it rightness, thottgh; it  

was just a question of it really A.- theta loaa 	cooliderettort 

of rightness, or wronspiess, It was dust something that had to 

be done to insure -the survival of the human race, 

'The people. aOcording. to Manson,. the people who 

lived in the cities ware decrepit, they were morally bankrupt*  

they were agrituatly bankrupt, that they were already dead 

in every aortae of the word, They ware not only dead spiritual/ 

but they would be dead physically. They would. be literalty 

killing each other. 

The only hops for survival„ according to this, 

believe.*  is a -delusional systemt The' only hope was the 
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Survivel of this small. group o people living with kfanson et 

the- ranch, 

CI 	Doctor*  the inotruction that the court reed to the- 

,Sury and Which you heard gays*  in part*  that legal insanity 

MOOS a diseased or deranged condition of the mind which makes_ 

a person ibtaPahle o .1cnowinito  et cetera*  et cetera, at ett*Vit• 

Dc$ you heir. an Opinion all to ,whether or not it 

the time of these homicide's 'Ht. %aeon had a diseased or 

deranged condition of the sfiind*  14",  the taws. ,of the instruction 

although yon. can put it psy0atric texas if you wiiIt 

A 	Test  I think he had 10403114 diseased states of •  
the Mind; -Oat being 	feel that ue 'hiave.shown fairly 

Conclutively*, that he had 	 it lomat :of 

psychological tatting*  whieh showed*  for inttence* almost 

30 point drop iuhis Lq, from the- titmithat'll'a was tested in. 

high school to the time Ott he was, tested by ,us. 

.Doctor*  you have used a preiiiie which it Oat 

quite correct* secOrtling to the evidence as I recall. it. I 

don't believe that hit I,Q• was actually tested in hies, school 

Or college* but Dr. ?glow testi dad that be esti mated that 

Watioule Lg. Was in the 110420 range during that period of 

his life at a result of reconstructing Watson's grades*  and 

aa gorth. 
A 	Yee*  I believe you are correct,. It was based on 

the tact that he wet almost a straight A student throughout 

high sthool*  but this is quite a different condition than the 

way -he presented when- we sate him in April*  that is somebody " 4.  

at least, until I went into his 'Plat history*  I felt that he 
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• T1 
	vas bordatlin. )ziautally totardedl and, aS X said last tit*, 

2 
	X vas happy to sea that ha seems to hava isprovisd considarably 

3- ' batvoen the tize that vs 1 	in April and today, 
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4'• 

er r  

q 	Go ahead., 

A 	Also the EEO brain wave,itit 1# iv, ,o,pinipicevidence 

.Of brain dotage as wall 41 11114141,41:: 10400tdinatiork and insbilit 

to -perform even simple motor tasks, 

.mouse lees  Doctor_ 

A. 	All of these, 41:4 evidence of brain itlausage, 

q 	I didatt mean to interruptt  1ons sorry, 

OW you consider in reoching this conclusion of 

brain (Waage OW: an earlier At410441110 EEG, .which ‘141 

interpreted by your Dr. Walters. indicated that the results 

of that teat: Ore within normal fiats-/ 

A 	les,, 

And it is not UTIC0/119n to find 'somebody with 

Clinically proven brain damages  even proven later at isotope :6 

to have inconsilitent •ERCiss  &woe nOrkaal 444 $Q shnorstel,, 

So the fact that he had one normal SEG I, think 

does -not preclude the pOstibility of-  brain 4witaitot, 

Q 	And -did you also consider the possibility When 

yOu spoke with Sr*  Watson that in March and April of this years  
20 

and When 10:, Watson was examined br Pr, Walters  that Mr, 
21 

22 

24 

26 

27 

28 

25 

Watson might be trying to fool you,. to feign 	illneeet 

A 	CitrtaiOly* I think we maintain a healthy skepticii 

in every patient end especially in patients who are referred 

by the courts• or by attorneys. 

That, is certainly on our oaind throughout the 

entire. series of interviews, 

gave: you forraed an. opinion whether or not Mr, Watson 

was Or was not attooptirkg  to tool You, pull the wool over your 
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.4qest 	 • 
A 	Tes.• Z was. impressedvery !such by his .sittukrity 

. -444 ))01iikve that he was ty  to bi a. CoOPerativs and as 
Open as h. pos*Ibly could he, 

try cases in his interview* with us his 

	

6 
	need to please was so .great. that he exhibited the same, what 

	

7 	call overachievement, that is straining his capacities with 

	

8 	Me 't0 try and cooperate, as he did when he was in high school,. - 
9 *040* bit capacities tO break a track •record end be on, the 

	

19' 
	

biiketball, took end gootbally team and maintain ears ht 

	

11• 	 Q` 	Did you find as -11: result of yOur exisithatign, Soy 
12 other COAdttiOaS beyond brain damage indicating to you a 

	

13 	diseased orfitransed cooditiog of the Veinal 

	

14 	 • A 	Yes* 
felt that sr.  ,Watson at the time of the 

sad' at the ti no of the Uterviewe was suffering free chronic 

	

17 	schizophrenia, a severe psychosis, that 4s a derangement. of 
18-  the -mind in which a person is unable 'to function in a normal 
1.0 low, In which they lose contact with reality and have 
20 -difficult y in interpreting, understanding* and acting en the 

impression' that the receive frOc the environtoonte 

	

22 	 Itow„ we away. have •41stusied this before, but just 

	

23 	to. refresh the jury's recollection, what was the basis or what 

	

24. 	the basis of your opinion that Hr. 'Watson' 	wee suffertsig at  

	

25 	the. time •of -the killithao,  front a p$14100.10 

	

26. 	 A - In my opinion trots vhat he has told me and frOm 
27 What i reed in many SCHWAS* think the very bizarre *store 

Of his actions*  the delusional. system that he described to as 

3 

4 
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_ 
.•, 	. 	 • 	4" 	 •• 

• , 

'When you Say,delnsitinal 	;krot you talking 

2 ' shout the soi.Called thought systenkathat las, prevalent at 

10 

11 

13 

14- 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2' 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

4 

5.  

6 

7 

9 - 

„ 7 	„ 
the Spahn Ranch -0- he/ter skelter 'and the: lest ,of 

A 	That is 4,80, anfir-the tact ,thet-Ihe,acc.epted It  

cOoplately and incorporated. it into his own. process of 

thinking Aga *Mtn* 

Q 	Did Yon considers. Doctor)  that psychistric 

pheneannon Immo -as folio a deux in reachiss your opines 

o% psychosis SA this (4agst 

A . Tee* X Aida 

'1 hat that Mr. Watson, along vith Hr. Samson 

end the other lumbers of the ranch, who participated 

these killings, all *bared a common psychosis)  common 

dclusional system, the nes that has been described vary 

extensively, and that they acted QA the basis of that 

'delusional, system in an irrational and bizarre manner* 

Q 	sow*  you told us before that -41 psychotic person 

is suffering fro.* probably the most ware neatiti disorder 

that one can be afflicted 'with; JO -that correct? 

A 	'fat, it is* It is a complete,. in sone cases a 

complete disorganisation of the pertonali.ty, 

There axe different kinds of psychoses; is that 

cOrreett 

A 	Yes, there are* 

And can you place a psythiatric label on this 

pirticular psychosis. that Xr4 Watson was suffering frost at 

the tine of the killthga or an I being too uesophisticatedt 

-A 	Sa#  think he vie suffer*" from two types of 
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rilfchOsis; The Wilt type bold& schizophrenia* which to a 	, 
naturally -occutzing disease*  a naturally occurring psychoela 

Slictadini thought he was guttering fro* a drug ' 
Induced psychosis 	both processes going on simultaneously 
and in my opinion both additive in their oitioato. 

1/ 	*ten you say drug induced psyChOsis* are yOn 
retorting to a psychosis induced after a long period of 
chronic ingootion o .VoriOUO, drugs*. or ate you talking about 
an *cut* pa:01watt that oack might suffer from during*  let's, 
-Say* a had tOpl 

think both*  but pradoiltnesitly the *cut. Psychosis 
the divot* reset of towing ingested very large qua nitities 
Of Various holluctsOionic drugs* 

Q 	Soo* Are you talking at a particular tie* or axe 

YOu talking  About  t Prolonged usage *en you say' MA 410, 1,44 

psychosis te*WitiPs from heavy los4*Ii; o 'various typos of 
drugs? 	

4 

	 • 

A. 	Well*  I think' that 
Q 	donft: quite unditStialf‘' * 

A 	think there was a series of Out" psycheses from. ; 
day to day ot the SOU nth, but iti, 4additiomthore Ipas. 
**to 'psychosis durtas the period of the 4/linge themiloivos4 

loom what 1.1r, Watson )ie 1 told and iron what I 
road., the** was very heavy use within the 24 hours proced: 

"both killings*  
Q 	lot me ask you this*  Doctor; lat's 00sfaeo  for the 

sake of argument*  that Mr. ateun on. the day of the killings 
bid not taken a. *lode dog*  of either bellsclOnno or litip 
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5•  

6 

7 ,  

8.  

9 

10 

 

apeod er ,wine or whet have.  ,y0u, or iallitijuanao  would Our 
opinion change about his psychotic stet* it the tine or the 
'homicides, bearing IA !And that: be hod theretofore been a 

heavy,  and chronic: user of LSD„ belladonna end other 
bellucinogenics and speedt 

	

A. 	As.I suggested before I think all three disease 
states were additive* Z think U he had not wed drugs 
iemediately preceding the killings, that the effects vould 
be that much lesii:, but nonetheless the residuei effects of 
the Chronic drug use. the brain damage, and the residual 

effects of this achie0Phrexlia woul4 vio0 00014 have *Hide SA 
poy.chotic at that time.. 

,.even  felt vhtin I interviewed him in Hardt and 
Apr i.10  Which was well over six conthe lifter be bid used other 

.afti be bad used 'drugs* even though there Wes some 
*ix months or so tint* Open,. ha was 'still Suffering from brain 
,danage ,end from ahronic ichtrophiOlit•. 

	

Q, 	Where 	the .peried of cis; manthio 

	

be aring 	Isind thst ii;mcwas., Arrested 3u Dicei#er of 1910 
A • 

169, 	sort y. 

	

A 	Von sorry the » 
It yeuld be a period Of'sate 	iS months& 

	

A 	rifttoi months*  TO* you for •cenucting mei 
SO 411 your Opinion, Dector, the chronic use of 

drugs did carittiptutit to Mr, Wetson4s mental condition •et the 
time of these boakiicides whether or not his had takatt drugs 
just •before the homicides thewatvest 

	

A 	Vas* feat that he was affected by all throe 
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diseased_ states o mind« 
2 • 
	 Q 	3rain damage; 2, schizophrenia/ 

A 	Sohirophrenia6 
4 
	

41. 	And 3? 
A 	The drug rusagei *cute drug payohOsts• 
Q 	Do you, Snoludo On these three categories the 

7 
	dominance of Manson, which you indicated to be a folio a deux 

or folio 4 as is situation, or *s. that a fourth? 
9 
	

A 	Veils, X think that ell of these three disease,  
10 
	states usscde hi* stxtremely suggestible to the influetwe of 

11 
	Hanson- and, in fact. incapable of operating independently,. 

12 
	offunctioning on his own. 

13 ' 	 I think he was So diseased and deranged at the: 
14 tine that he could not electively think for himseif, but 
15 	required someone like Manson to direct hi* and -ids his and, 
16 	as he put it* Program hi* or compute. hind 
17 
	

motor, for a person' to be afflicted with ton 
i8 	types of mental diseases that:if:4 ;two dSgoribedo would You 
19, 	expect such• a person to be .wet often lay people think of as 
20 	persons who are sevei*11 twitailv 141t  tort -0 babbling lit 
21 	 ZIOUth and not..being coherent,' s.tt. izi the corner and' 
22 	not saying anything but twiddling their thumbs from day to dayt 
23 ' 

A 
, 	4 • 4 

YOU know what am talking about.; 
.24 • 	 A 	Tess  I, do -4 a very eutisti. behavior, a tern 
25 	that we use which Inserts almost couPlatis/7 Wit:134111414 irum  
26 the world into themselves and there *era periods when 14r. 
27 Watson exhibited this type of behavior to an extreme degree*  
28 	such as in the county jail before hee was slant to Atesaadero 
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2 

3 

• 4 

5 

'ober, it actually became a We threatrting /situation*  hs was 

so- withdrawn lute himself, 

741 Addition thoto vite*osiauals of that lohich 

vore present, during my interykewi'with Kra. 

. 	Let is assulme 	. p#43:$ori $41crir.liatitt .-;  
town the stroot sometito in Augl:ist 	4,960* wOuid 1t to 

Lomadiately apparent to a isy person, that Ar.. Ws 	as 
•.,, 

aflicted with serious mental disorders or-Might One not ha 

lots to tell? 	
• 1  

A 	./tt .a superficial impression I think one gb 4a in 

the ileptession that there was probably something a little 

vierd about him*  but certainly if be amintained hos tboughts 

to- himself, fand 	ho vas not required to do anything comploxy 

Ont. as I said* 	left with lust this feeting that 

there vas something a little wiard about, hits. 

I think if someone stopped- to talk with him 

depth*  it -ivlauld 1300f1 be vory -4ippiiterit to them that he yes 

'vety,. severel4 ill at tha 

21 

22 

23 	' 

24 

25 

26 

27 

• 23 
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THE coon: Z think what.  M. Keith meant to ask you is 
Can someone be legally insane without being Duet a babbling 
idiot? 

TRH =MSS t Oho  Aefiniteit4 
ME„ IBM 2 was working up to 	that's exactly what 

had la mind* 	• 	t • 

THE f:Otatt% Just saved qU sonetise, 	• 
VI HE KEITH, 3locii471.' *Sauteing .4 jolt 'osauming 

for the saki of argument that Hri:Wittitatif oll,,4 evening o 
the Tilt* to:41,41166**  drove car, 'cirrises *vie* *lit e. SCreOnit 
told" tit* SIAS IV do Ortolan thiats aid: than iiititiirards again 
drove a car we are Oust assuming this- *ow .4 IA' told the girls 
to wire off the Valves end throw the imivas and gun out the 
window, told the girl* to throw the clothing that Mull had 
discarded out, the window and stoppod at a gas statioa and 
bought soma gas toad also before that time stopped the car and 
had the girls and 'himself hose thesSalvis off Cud told. Hr. 
Weber when they wet* accosted that they.  were just getting 
drink of water; he acted very coolly and calmly at that 
particular episode whoa they 'were confrontod by Mr*  and Mrs* 
Weber 4.* le es" *Oita* these things are sot would this, these 
assumed facto, change your opittiOn about Mr, Watscala legal 
insanity? 

A 	V1011, I think that every piece of normal behavior 
that' can be described would somewhat loosen the possfbillti 
that he Was insane; but all of thOsa actiOna that you 
described are relatively simple saes or cads that he had ball* 

4,14,0 for Mann many yeets. They' had Iowa)* *beast automatic 

it$ • 2  

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

23 

14 

15 

10, 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

'24 

25 

26 

27 

000271



$500 
	

1 
	to him and. X think that *it o these are either very concrete 

0 

	

that is, somebody comes up to him and Mos taking a drink of 

	

- 3 
	voter ox casirtn8 his hands with the beset **Nobody asked Willi 

	

4 
	

'Ilirbat are you do)ingi" 

	

5 
	 a. says, "I'm taking a drink of cater,'" 

	

6 
	 114s does not requie icgreat deal of Judgment or 

-7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

appreciation,* 'It it tomet444,,thet aluott comes- out 
automoticatly* X think Jibes* functions ha Ntoutd be capable 
ot doing while being ineene4 	me: 	e  it as' is 	Nov 
o these fuentiona, think, probably a well-prosranmed robot . 	. 
ovoid do. 

PoCtOri let'i assume that *4 Watson. *don ke 

entered the Tate residence, aii4 	those pires;e4t, *IV* the 
devil. here to do the devil-os work„"' and believed it. 

Would this- be .$4 indication to .yOu' of a delusional 
*tate 

0 	 .28 

.26 

-27 

17 

18 

19 

29,  

21 

22 

23 

24 

Al 	tes, it would, 
Mid let to salums- that Kr. wstsoob  after the 

homicide**  when he VOW confronted by the Webers, did act very 
and covosodlye  bearing in latnd.  that he bad just 

Stabbed and shot five people to. death)  wout4 this be an 
indication to you of an ineppropriate reaction or siffeett 

A 	Well*  I would .certainly expect that smogs* 
hed just killed a /arse number of 'people in a totally senaelese 
lacriler. that they would probably be *Ober scared to death if 
they mere rations% and sane, or they would toe acting 
00apletely cruel and -detached way,  if they were insane or 
aompletety psychotic at the Vim(' 
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This is perfectly coasistent with the fact that 
he wag insane and psychotic. at the time*  because to him be 

3 
	

really' hadn't done anithiP$ *ignifig.nt* 
4 
	

Q 	@And Otis, ,also assume' that*  ehs, a week or tea 
5 weeks, after the hooictdes he told one of the young ladies ob. 
.6, 	We* uInecher .of the Henson family .group, j* a. town 'oiled 

Oletichal  that be had 	Sharon. Tete end that it was Aso* 
8 
	 lot 'a assume that. be 104 that. just for the Sake 

9 
	 etituasnt* Would this Sadicate to YOU  any ovidopos,  of plent01 

10 Or **ottani/ derangement or an inappropriate resetirn ar  

11 	affect?. 
12 
	

A • 	think that if he 'indeed did say this and ha did 
13 	lee ta be 44400;4 it,*  / think this, certainly would be. 
14, evidence of the deranged mind. It certelAly would be totally 
15 , inappropriate._ 
16 	 Q 	Is an ixteppropriete reaction to aparticular 
17 situation' some evidence of schisopbronie'or some *Cher neotat 
18 	or emottonal diSease or disorder/ 
19 	 A. 	Us*  it is one of the ordinal signs of 
20 schisophrenitli  Xe inappropriate behavior ad inappropriate 
21 0000 or meet, 
22 
	

That is it  for instanceii dapersOu ;sight be 
23 	describing the death .of his father and;/sugh and joke about its,' 
24 	

This is one O the toeet tqnsfPn ativis of achtzoPhvaitaqt_ 
25. 	

Isn't this exPrItssiOn on the part of Mr Watson, 
26 

hiak' leede 	anat4ous; :iffhae 	:have 4Uif i tolti 
27 

about Iaughteg at the death of iiiiikbotiy's father? 
A 	DeflAttely.* sob*it iii,401to 4040110.1%* to the 
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situation uf zit:tilt: bo playins ceps and robbers. lobe" he, 
Shoots his ,pis to vrith the toy goo and then laughs about it, 

3 
	 Apia., I think we could drew the . anal ogy even 

closs r 'in the sense that he goat throes all the tsechanics of  
his friend. but at the same tine not feeling that he 

4014411 to his life. last play eating in way', I think 

it is this very regressive: type of hehevlor which vas ver7 
*fob it part. of 'Ks actions that nights 

' 	t. =MO I. hive no further' questions of this 'witness* 
10 

11. 	 CROSS-EXAMINATIOS 
12 .1$T tfas MUM; 

4 	Doctor* X ,iiou't have anywhere near the questions 
had. for you the last txia but ido have a few that 

like to ash, 
Prior to examielut Kr,, Watson have you ever 

examined any defendant Wore him for the purpose of deteralittng 
*ether the patient was sane or- ins atuo at the time of the 
crime; Ando  if soit  what easel 

A 	Os  except one Austance it wasn't for a mu  rder 
triel, but, rather, for a owl of a men who had sprinkled LSD 

potato chips out at the marine., and there were questions  
of his mental competency, 

as* talking about nutty*  because this, is the 
.25 	Unity trial ow .•*, 	 e 

26 

q 	One 	to UatffIn. yoitt had meverOXelained any 
diffort*at 	MIAOrder case, potato ish4f_catie.;Whititiliver-:* might 

2 	, 

9,  

14 

19'  

20- 

27 
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a  

*lot to ca.f  it, bur$1,rnry case 0'4  no coo have you over 

exiadmid 5 defendant for the purpose of diteraining whither 

he was jun* or insaSe at the Um* of the trite? 

'that** right. 

Q 	This is your first case? 

A 	Tos. 

islet tt true)  Doctor, that the torn "inosaity" 

is not a psychiatric term? 

A 	Us*  it is. 

Q 	It is nOt * psychiatric toil; is that correatt 

A. 	Yeas  it ia• 

Q 	it is a psychiatric tarot 

A 	110,, it is not a psychiatric taxa; it is a agal 

tem. 

-Q 	X14 fact, loot insanity., as subject usttaio  is 

really not a part of the OUrrictolutO A'Or On/ poltroon Otu4714 

psychiatry Unit that trust 

Ohs  no; wouldn't sal that .A.4b- 

Aid you aver i‘iv. 

A 	*in,  most residants have smite traislagie lomat. 

pitchiatryo  or way dog, 

Q 	you *Or study the subject setter of lava 

insanity? 

A 	Toe*  14  did._ I took a One illtair felloeship at UCLA 

lava paiciliatOi 

CI 	It* talking shOut legal insanityt  the particular 

subject *atter of legal in emit rsx the WSoghten rule; did you 

*Mr-  study that?' 
4, 

I 

2' 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

'9 

10 

13 

14 ' 

15" ' 

16 

17 

18. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23' 

24 

25 

26 

27 
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11 
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Ad you ever study that in your coarsest 

A 	Vest as indicated before, in this fellowship 

legal psychiatry we went into the WItsighten. rule in. depth, 

IX 1 tay* 1.'d like to change on* of ay Ewers, 

Q 	Obroky 

%a thinktng it over, I think insanity is* itself, 

* 	concept; but it is a ,egai'psychiatric concept, in 

ay opinion,. it iaalt purely 	a** it Oa 't purely 

paychiatrico bat it involves 'both, 

Q 	There is aa Amatican PsyChiatric Association 

handbook*  isn't there, where they set 'forth psychiatric texas? 

as, 

s the term i'insiaiiit?",$:10 woo? 
• 

4 	AM: ea' ay boarlidge• „, 	 • 

Q 	So $usanity„' 

Oat .psishlatrie. *wept? 
• 1 

onc 
 

Tes-t it is a legal cept ,bt, 	Ca* 

be. --divorced Coopletely fro)* psythiltat4c, 11411,ftsicig:ArPot 
ps7chtatrista I think that the 44erlidnatioii of laiiiikaity, 

*vim thou it is a Zegai, deter 	involves the. op is 

and testimony Of psychiatrists, 

Q 	ItOr the purpose of helping the jury elks up their 

Wads? 

A 	That 'a correct it 

q 	You are aware that the current test for *wetly 

in the State of California is the ***called Wilegliten right. 

wrong testi is' that cOrtett? 

A 	logo  x dolt 
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1 

 

q 	Do you dilapike with the current insanity tact in 
the State of Califoratikt 

KR, SUBRIVE: COjection*  is tarsal, 
0010 Objadrion•  •your mot, 

R. 11001,10$1: 780(f)*  Evidence CO4**  your  Kanet 
ve approach the bench• on it' 

ME COM: Give ne 780(f) of the Evidence Code, can't 
04mtsiber then 

1411L• BOZOS': Ilia. or prejudice against a particular 
concept about uhi0h the witness is testifying. 

TM COM: This would not ahow Maar 
Sustained.* 	. 

= 

)04 1140;i404.: ifatilid.. you rather see so* other 
form or ,may 	otber,tes.4 	intHinipq at:tiStituted for.--the 
KSINtihten test? 	t t 

; 	,t .„ 
SR*  :31111400 Sane objeetio":'4"..-, • 

	

*IAQSZt It he *0441.**:11411t 	iii701$410e0r  again. 
it*  IOW' 11000r4 J 	

1• - 

r 	4 	I 

THE COrdigt Sustained. 
Q 	wt. SAVLIOSX: Are you opposed to the *oath 

penalty*  ,D‘ctOrt 
I believe you tastitiod you veva duriug the 

previous —ft 
HR. linUtl0Kit 'Objected to as isuotterials  your tisuorit 
TEX com us halt already testified to that before* 

Q 	St KR, SUZIOSI: Now* you realise that if Vitae* 
found to be insane he cannot receive the death pastalty; you 

Mats* that*  do you notT 

2 • 

3 
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5 

 

6 

7 
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10 

11 • 

12'  

13'  

14. 
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IO.  

.11 

12 
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15 

,23 

21 

16 

22 

17 

18 

19,  

20 

26 

25.  

27 

28 

24 

3 

5,  - 

4 

6 

1 

7 

8 

9 

A- 	Yes*  Z do. 
Q , Tett t$s, Doctor, moth soi 
H. 3031404.1 Again", your Amor*  1.1* &Wag this under 

7%4 subdiviston (g)* 
*0-04. you felt that 'watsen yea seas st the tits* 

these 	d  !buil 704 kAela that- if you testified that he uas. 
hof,  couid possthly receive the death- penalty*  would you 

*cacti 
;4011ileitt' ObjOit tip that' .,:tow 

to fit as ersoosotstiv**. 
TM Vow:: rvalaw moi, to asovot 
Q 	Mg* Jittiiiosii-  'Did you understand the question, 

, to0tOct 
Could you repeat it, please/ 
It you .tt that Wilit104 1011$ slot at the ties of 

the ourdets but you *ow that -if you testified that he *es 
saue be galOt be seuteaced to deethiv woad you still testify 
he was -  souse 

A. 	So* I *tuft feet that ipsychiatcy should be 41060 
14. tha wa 

q 	ju other words, -oven . j14 you hat he vim sans 
at the tilos of these ourdert you wouldn't take that vitussa 
.stand *lid help ** Wats** on the. way -to the so thasiber; 
that correct', 

Yealk  that is correct. 
Q' 	400 alauti the SAM tom, motor, could. your 

Lop position_ to the *Oh .penalty uocooiciouily hove lakfluaaced 
your c000luatto that Hr.. listsod was lasso* at the time of -those 
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26 

27 

murders,- 
.Mike $‘1011:01X1 Objeat to that*  your liouor 
MK* =M Way wou'id be "mow if he lot .unconstioway 
TIM C0001: l he c *newer that 'sok* /Al y 400.110010 114 

Doetor •  
VIZ 111SIESP:= would teroitistty goy, conceivably. 

A 	 UOSit CoUld it have centeieutly 
• 

Utfluenoafflour 	thnit  your o poaitton to the death penalty' : 
, 	 Fue,;‘0, ; :1,,viellir. - weentt thinking .ibout 

ttill particular 'factor 'until jou, 3ioureeift  brought it up- at 
the trial* 	 „ 

• 
'You won tit* tikof trio] ? 
16. 	tretia: 

Dootorik  **too that up at' 41iaiseadaro vim Woo-

'Watson via bang interviewed by Dr. 0E34 One of th* at*ff 

psychiatrist*. up it Ateseadero, ammo that in Dr. WWI; 
oPthici; Mr. irate* put on a Mortisior $iierd act., that ha 
OPinad uP. L oouth APOO ha didn.*t talk sena* or anything like 
that; *Ad then, after be Left Dr, Oia** 	Ogre had hi" 
Observed by Other staff personnel up there and when Itv* Wets* 
didnit think he .wat being observoido  the mouth closed and be 
.acted wry  normally* 

Would ion attach any siteificiince 'to that? 
MK 09010 lit SOUS to Oki Oet to that questiett on the 

gtOunds it it an inprtver by0othaticat venetian, 
TIII -COURf-t Overman:1*- , 

MR., IMULOSIt I believe thin it -the tentinony of Dr. 
28  
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24 

25 

26, 

27' 

28 

9 

10 

n 

a 

SA•  

1 '. 

3  

4 

5 

a 

13 

. 	7.5  

16,  

-is 

10 

28 

21 

22 

'23 

nit WITMES14 think he tioisht have been ids very 

;170410idlitrabiok att0041 	his interview with the doctor up at 
Atereadero; and peepie who are very OA tied to do vox, 
'poorly under severe Owass o. 

Q 	n ifRo SMIOSZ: You Mail you are a 	thion*  
tho hit stress while' be imterviutra by Dr. On* owed 
hi* to open up his mouth? 

A 	Weil, it 	that is, indeed 1-0U that imdoed was the 
ease, Lt is tortaiuly porsiblio, 

.,.. 
' 1 '?' 	.4 4  

' 	4 • 4 	.: 
I 	5  

Eye 	
e 

5' 	 5  

• 
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1 	 I . 	 5578 
P 

' 	 r 	:e 

'Is that a common phenomenon, Doctpr when people 
He under stress, to open their mouths? 

Isn't it much wore nose= for thee to close 
their il:Outbe and grit their teeth, when they are tinsel 

& 	ZtAleptilde upon the person. 
q 	realise thaw, but you ore giving opinions now as 

to whether Hr. Watson had lione this 
Sow#  that opinion 46 based upon your knowledge of 

hualia natute; rightt 
I. think, if you recall, the look or surprise or 

o shock .is very frequently one of an open mouth look,. wide 
eyes and o_pen mOuthit 

don't believe we art talking About snort*. or 
shock now, we are talking about -4- 

A. 	rear« 
4 44.4. we are talking about the •doctor Ixitervieving 

his up,  theta and yo'0; vete saying  he **7 hive been tottior stress* 
Ott* right" 
Now. yon -equate 4t-1- 

A 	Surprise*  shock end fears  X be 	are reactions 
or)  Create xesottfinsas stresses; and he 'say very well 

hoe had this partinular look* 
UT there also the possibility. that Hr., Watson 

eras feigning steotai illness with Dr, Owto by opening up his 
16Outb and then when he did not know he vas being observed ha 
Closed his mouth; is that a possibility? 

•Cei;44111.1 pcosibie, 
q 	/Jut, .sowt don't think. that's reesonabloy 	rut 

000281



"79 
I 	i 

W011e it may ivory* been that An Op.-gin his mouth 
for * long tilaer tha !muscles of his saws fatigued' and he decided 
to,  close them* 

I mean, I really don't sea that this is seo 
significant*  

q 	Mid it vas just kind of coincidental that ha 
opened his mouth in front Of Pr, Core inkt not ix foot of the 
other 1340044 

I have Almon bin 	itta,  south ia the 'courtroom 
many tines and bee. a atat2 ;took with his mouth .ope* and. 
his head eoeked to- i* Side and-  his *yes rotted up at the 

• 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7' 

8.  

9.  

10 

11 

12 

13,  

14 

15' 

16 

1. 

18 

19. 

29' 

21, 

22 

23 

I. hese seen hi* may times with his mouth alOsstd• 
X really don't *ant whet that itignifies*  its au isolated 
phesomenon4, 

belieira you testified that in your epthion Nr* 
Watson*  among other things,. was a ichisophreato at thit 
of these stUrthirs4 is that correct? 

A, 	Voig* 
q 	)10.0* 	hospitals tr. full of acbtaoPhraeloe, 

*milt they, Doetorl 
A 	Yes. they are. 

tu fact* mmlay, 011SkY ligthiA0Phtetligit Ortta tt 
beStpitiklizeti at *14 is that cornet? 

ASOtutelpy. 
.6 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

000282
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  #6 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

- 

lo 

11 	' 

12 

13 

14 

Oat 	15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

14 pia., z tank. we agreed. &ring the last 
that 410000!*terainti Lawyers are schisephrentel 400 
• 7 	' Teat would agree. 

1)eattori Itnigertainly:41onft hatierte, Doctor, 
4 thlt 	 - 	sa t 	e. -that if they 

aOsethins writang. '7,14,5y eatk  never • realixe that what they 
did was .wreegf* 	" 

loelieve *hat? 
A . its 	wenid agree that there to a wait reuse of 

abilities to control, actions and to porters, iafitectivety aeSat. 

#01400;40140*. 

,So you; 400.1t equate the. psyakiatric diagnesie 'of 
'OshisoPh.raotia wit the legal concept Of insanity? 

do eta, 
4 	Ceuta you relate What ths pr' tans o the 

-tiglighten. teat axe Patter? 
A Tea. 

The defendant is. able -to to400 and understand the 
*our* and qualities of his acts, and that he knows and 

ratandi that -what he did was wrong* 
to you feel, that is the 40104011  taskl 

A, 	It was the •e late test as described by the judge 
this oorning, •quotins a Cal jury instruetion cede. 

Is that the first ties yeli had *vet beard or that • 
test? , 

A 	./X0A  gerta 	note. 
Van Judge Alarander read it* 

A. 	As aentioted Z had studied it fer * year, 

20 

 

22, 

23 

24: ' 

.25 

26 

27 

28 
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2 

17 

12 

13 

• 15 

16 • 

17 

18 

19 

20' 

21 

22 

23' • 

24 ' 

25 

.26 

27 

0' 	28 

Teu diet study lama insanity or a pow,. 
Scum 

41t, 	Well*  it oh* u *say tines, durins tb,* ytar• 
q 	Aut .you 	study ',sal insanity for a year, 

fitst you? 
• A 	1kt 24 bOura a day, timbal:4y sot, 

4 	It va*not part of the subjant *atter fiva days a 
ak either*  was it/ 

A 	Mot  but we had several swaths of it*  thought  at 
different points along the course and AS different tri*la cane 

*Pt. 
The total, tin* devoted to 1,a01, gutty was 

probably what? eerie of days*  colleetivalyt 
A 	twOilitiyillY mar* ilk* ONO to the weeks totally, 

PlAitt you maks the states.* this soraist bettors 
014! that Wit` Wtdirstsodins of lova insanity was difforant 

A

tegaii,t(t4014 
404 	3: d was to to'giukfita fro& a heoklat which 

Aisacrihea t )1411afhtan 	* prof** edition of the 
California jury instruction code*  Out IOU editiOno  where the 
Wing 

 
was v*.0"41411,4y.44ifriatilint• iyvir would lik* 1 would 

hfs glad to read that to you. 
4 	21 it is 19.” I think I will pan on that* 
A 	Unfortunately it has not changed appro01,014 aim  

than. 
fi 	Would yola, pleas* tell, the Jury your uadorstaudius 

of what the right.ovrang test of litliaghtan )saaall is othar 
wOrdt4 your uudoratiradios of vhat lisliaOtan mi000,1 by right sad 

4 

5 

6 

7 

411 

9 

10 
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wrong? 

	

A. 	Vet* 

think it is probably beet illustrated by Mr* 

liatson* rot instances: this mornings  aS did in Match and 

Aprils  I asked him very specifically did .ht understand that 

what he was doing We wrong at the time and be told MO he 

$kiat didn't consider whether it vas right or wrongs  that there 

was an won Zvarything was perfect* 

*ad this is 2 think almost a exact quote *I* 

everything is total perfecticin, 

You asked hie Ode mornteg whither he thought it 

War right to iii these pooplet 

'Use a* X did previously, and what I quoted was 

e5aeutilall *At' he had said previously* 

	

A7 	aights  but you tealiso that Ht Watson is not the 

0* to deter :30e whether h was insafte* You realise that* 

	

A 	 the: ones  the best one 'who can 

describe .bo* he fflt,,,et .thet 'ticeact 

AlkOtibift14 ieeliZe• that the definition o 

right and wtotl$'/#041. 44?' 1114t "oiting; frac lit* Watson* You 

	

realize 	that • 	
• 

	

A 	laim I was- just trying to **plain 'its  using, him 

40 an e0mOialt 

Would yOu define it in :tont own terms*  what you 

0.013 by right and wrrOas? 

	

A 	think if a person knows. *Ad understands and 

appreciates the feet that what he is dOirka is against the laws  

harmful to other peoples  a ViolatiOn of their rights*  and that 
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3 : 

4 

.5- 

7 

 

would be stOzjoct to convict4on for it. that if he 

realites and iiaderetictde *Ad appreciaiii -Ott*  thin I '100014 

141 	**10040 of uederStanding right', fro* urons„, 

q 	$0 it in your opinion then that, a a person 

4100104 It cal* Sad be loves that at the ties he conaits 

urine that it, he sets 'caught 1* 	tiut t* b. Punistoda lou 
. feel then that be does 1040v that .what he did vas wrong? 

lesa 	is enderstands it lend :understands the 

*ices for 'it, the reason for the ponistemints 

And 'wilt you also agree that 44 it 	note 

* Cris** alit tiot Ort10: I*. aid bis vied be loon- thot 

the rest of ?society thinks- that it is- wrong, that he is aot 

insane? 

A 	I thitik if /A his *lad ho truly uederetands and, 

appreciates,  that. the rest of society considers it. wreest, *Von 

• though his. View nitht.be sou bat difterant.. I think * 

*mild be not mai 

So pm. *OA agree ,t114124 lust hypothetically. just 

.to  prove the' point, that IX igia went *mod vapins emu, 

.and -he bonestiy .an4 truly believed- in his Ova distorted users 

Of morality., his ow personal code of -ethics, if be honestly 

-believed it. -wasoirtettly all right - tie rape theees people. but 

Ike fat, 

 

t to cisti thought it was Wei* and it was asaiust 

the; /,,: jairOnd 	ho Si* JeasiOt be .vould be punished, he -knot 

t 	ate. thatthaisIrs*iiou/A not be I:mama 

The. if be kgeti -and Wierit00,4 1100 appreciated 

that the rest of 4P4Ottir," pc'neidered Weft, thee he would be 

sane in my opinion* 
1 
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11, 
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16,  
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1 

3 

4 

5 .  

6 

7 	, 

4 	Vow., with that i* suede Doctor, lot's alto a** 
a atunptions 

lease ass OS th*t 	routs to the Tato rued •. 
Firs  Watson told Linda tagebion that, if they worse atop pad by 
Ow* polite, to wrap the linivos and revo/taor up sad throw -thew, 
away 	wouldn't thin* show that he was *IMMO that vhat 
about to do was wrong in the oyes of society. and that ig his 
sot, caught he Could. be,  punished, wouldn't that show that, 

A. 	Possibly* although that# skis hthod other esp/saitioit 

4 	Doyogjaeye any Other eitplimittice, to stir* to th* 

'8. 

10 

X1 

12 

13 

15 

16 

17 

.18 

1. 

X9. 

jUrY% 

" WOUIV,  it this tai what hewas to to do by SAinsae, 
for'instanco;.--440,mk:Was t :carryillg cut Hanscals 

_) 

Instructions." -101..thout really thinkieg abOut it or understanding 
it*  this vould 	itiotl#fit',eitp/asiatjos. xi ho told boor to 4o 
WWI thr0 	amy 

To. Wrap,  . 	 .tho rivolver 	and,. if 
they *OM atOOPOd by the polio. to try to dispose of theeto 

A 	We don't loos oroetly Why hat WOuld 'went to diapeto 
Of thetas 

20 

it is seneoivahle tI*t hat ist*ht have pot Issosesic 
he **posted that they, ,would be arrested for carry/es Wives 
around and that this would usurp the trawl' igtheset• that 'is 
ter survival of 1:1140 apaill group, of peoples This is' algo a 

Aisuadag that he didn't this it was wrosal 
other *Was,- lesuidag he didn't think that this Patti-44*r 
*ensure this night *as vironsit this ho 1.014144 it have arty realott, 

21 

22 ' 

23 

24 

2:5 

1§. 

27" 

• .28 
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1 	to holism, 9)10. thesiics r  i 	eglIthilsli to .his* ist  

	

2" 
	

ha-vtos kai s d 	liiiithif4St! in his cat*  *old Tout 

A 	Uwe_ besot that ha .hod boo testructit ►  

	

4 
	

*won if.letilead what you -deacribad actually took per, 

	

5 	.ohl,oh as recall Hr. Vatsoo,410eled* 

Q 	Wiltoe you ietOrviiivad 11r4 Vat**. hie ilitheit tell 

you that lerk as told hiat to tell Lied* Otis  41.4 he/ 

	

8 	 A 	T elekit 

	

9 
	

It AS oat in your :reports  is itt 

	

1:0 
	

A 	Not that t cis rooallo 

	

11 
	

Lotto take it a. little .further *owl Assaelig that 

	

12 	-aftor the itilliftso  wbeit -Nr, Witsosi. Sitie,, that is tsar 

	

13. 	

Atkins* SM.  Patricia *ranwieltal ran. hack 40va to the said 

	

14 	itesuniet that Kr. Watteau fouled out that Suss* Attlee lost had 

	

15 	kalifs; and asp** further that 1* got ago" at 'SOUR Attie* 

	

16 	for tootos her knife, how :do you inter 	that cooductt 

	

1.7 	 DI:4MM Ws oho* that bs *an that ko had, 4oao 

	

.18 	

sonothio* woos as* ha dtdo:it want to sot Oausht, that thio 

	

19 	

cosatituto4 a -possible piece of iiiiriusteo that, if the 
-20 • 

police found it*  'maybe hs *Gold bo connected with these 

yeelarst 

Doesn't it show that/ 

	

23 	

A 	PoSeiblyt brut again titers 0004 be other 

altplaaationa. 

	

25 	

4 	Would cos asp/outlook, 1:itottor. be -that WAN Wits00.  

	

26 	

doesn't .iho poopt. to Woo things of valoolp avian 	they are 
at 

worth a couple of pits? Do you tbi* that mid Ita 
28 • 

racionabis soiitostigat 
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1 

.2 

3 

4 

6.  

7 

8! 

9 

10 

12 

13 

14 

13- 

16

17• 

18 

19'
,  

• 20 

21 

22. 

23 

23 

25 

. 27 

.g8 

 

A - 	PoaaihIy• 

That waolliavt ha too mass's thogith, isOuld it? 

A 	No* but as I said thsrs Ants limy possible 

41204sratifies$ 

la your aliadv. Doctor, slams you aro tha oat that 

boa riadorod 5aopioian oa 	Wataanta. inairaity-ro. to your 

ohot'olo044 tits toast riimpooahla tatorprotati* of 

taaduat hi 	*toot hat 

Vali*  if in fact that it '01404.17 bopPstifili **1i 

Too. lot** *loos that it did awl .ge ao frOio 

tharo. 

A 	Parbara i aould oaks sae diatimatiooi Ott t se  

dolt% is going under $ assumption 

ToSik 

A 	that you prosaatody 

Q 	Tee. 

It ix difforiat if 	Wats** tolls IS, 	Itt 

itO‘laii where I oat alto his reaction is IS io Uinta& it to 	• 

'ifclat 4$******* ,• 
i,Ilysiathat!hoal quaatiosts, Doctor, aro porad,osibio 

air tho 	ibil*igots say Jac** Alszooder would *ac 

rovait 	fisks.00 1,40 ;40ft/0mA- • 
A

, 

so too* Haws that this* Chino hoPtsoodo 

. Woo la your id.hd whit is the, omit roasanahl. 

.interpratation of that? 

.)04 	I would o'hjoitts 	duet think what want 

on in his *lad sisaificant. It is what bo thinks- vast se 
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a 

4 

5 

7 

.8. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 , 

• 15. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2a 

24 

25 

26 

21 

28, ; 

53$? 

in Watson** 	that Igo *to conottesd with. 

MR. BUCtilinit Zae asking hie the Soot reasonable 

tatazpretation of whet want on in 'Watson-1* *tad at the time 

that bit did thia4 

2111 wrrass: t would say that he inks such a.  rid parses 

at that ties, that for anything to go wrong !would have 

disturbed bin in d- nada Mat angry. 

fi;A:bs Walt carry out the pile as it Was giVei 

'to .liticLX,,thisk any disruption 'of that plan would .have. 

*muted ittress,a04 aeriety sea anger_ in We. 

Q 	 It 	 Vat** I  a true robot*  tba *lanky 

aro type.*  vhywould,it.:44tWrb 	it a butte were teat 
• _I ) 

inside, the tato vaiipaancer 

414'  -1111"*414$41 414  is a very rigid :Fetsse, who 

is operetta* in ,* vary rigid way and if you have a rigid 

in 	they.  get very upset*, vary anxious,  it this donst 

go according t. asquanot, 	• 
maybe 

Ars SO suntstin ttaitMco. liouton totii 

%moon, Oslo Sr. Watson tett that. night,* ' IsDepat loge any 

*limes inside at the late rasidanta*t Ara you, suggest*** 

that, 

wie141, if to Ault this /nada= aoteally happened at. 

brotLi, let 's  sums it did. 

-- .04 also as 	pet pa that Mason night UPS 

told bin that -** 

q* 	lot to los* any Itakivas inside the Vat. resideriaso 

Witilo, sight not hots *small put it that Vey* NO 

night have said asks sure that !war/thing that was used was 
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4,  

1 	brought back or priiiporty disioied of. 
2, 
	 Likt,/a jvAilo 	Ot)ter .a*surptions, Doctor* IA** 

3 
	

sisussi Oat *a fir0.4 of 	Weber IS hems Ur. Watson' wits 
4 , vaabius, the blood. off his may,  the victlAsi blood, thee lir.. 
5 
	

Veber C01100 up lir. Watson and,  says, amt are you tiaiairt° 
6 
	

Auld lir. Vitt** tolls hist. NV* are justAtittir* 
a drink of watar.* 

	

- 	other words, he is 'actually wipblig blood off 
9 	his body, but ha doelsot tell her that. Xs tells Mtif oe**  

10 
	

nig are gettiug a Utak of watery! 
n 	 Vow, whet would this false stataisint indicatilt to 

lout 
As I.  isi4 it is a yeti •staitla coucristo statesseat. 

sight hay* been at that iment s hid aliready washed the 
Mood :off his body mad IN* actually itettjus a drink of *stet. • 

	

Q 	Z tithilt you aro stattin 	111101111ptiOlt, 'D4)Otalrist 

Latlit 41003106 that he wasn't gettin&a &IA 
water*  that he was welting blood off his body aud hswal 
intermitted. by 	Iktiebar. 

	

A 	-147. 	tioCollstoti000. 

	

Q 	Soh it IA loot you; :r000l.lootiolio Wa are deallgag with 
* hypothetical,. 

COOITt Assam Whet *. ‘111,101,014 

XL 11014401th lr other' IWO, Doctor )1040' 
. 11000* to. 'Could yott 'repeat' it? I sort cot Unit 

mr 
 

train ,of tb0Ught. 

	

Q 	Wo are jsk front of Mr. -Weber.* ttid4414146 at 1100 
o'clock in the skorataig, Augult the 9th, 1969, Saturday soutiniss 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 . 

21 

22 	• 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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tat iota** that W. Vats* is veshies the 

vittioal blood 9ft him body sod that Mr. Vishay coefreets 

and says, 'Shat are you doing?* 

And * said, .“X•iii gettAng a dd.* of witio.:•14  
Now, that, Isould bat a fillet stataawat lL viait'of 

the sesuoptloak that he was actually uashtas blood of. -hi* body: 
'Sow, if ha di,dan the that whit ha bad doe 

Warn woad,' why 1000140t .b* 	a-•  is Mrs Veber, wax* wok ate 
blood, of our bodies," blood ft oa the victims whoa Ws 

just warder** a our* n wdzutes ado"" 

y IPOoldast hat tall Ws Weber that? 
A 	WU, Way-  ba parhtps that tits again. youlAt hos 

alerted W, s,Aaber, leo woad halm called, Om polies ash the,' 
would have boo* at tad aid oat eaarla4 oat what the). vistio 

supposed to do' 

Thai you ato stoics that .W. 'Wataoa did lutow-tbst 
what ha did yea .!troag, the. eye* of seciaty, sad that if 

O!: *Aug* b.:would, bs ptiaishod$ iitOrk'ot you *Oita* that.? 

I *a **Ass that it alikt, bays Oarruptad 
ortifafia:that:44rwwili400.4 o  litiimad Out dolosiowst ash . 

-1a ht hail* bIS* tiouatoaad. 1:f 00 vas imbed the crawl* 

Batf h (Watt thlak that ha had dons oitythift 

wrong,. why is bta Wiakd T4.0oulit -har thick tits ,poltea wauld want • 
to arrest 1440! 	a" 

duet *ow but -4. X don't all that Owe wok 
Any testimony by Ws Wort that ho. had $00a bin wash that bloot 
off his body or use covered with blood. 

kItYll to ropeat sitlia you aro a vary istallitsaat 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 	, 

9 

10 

;11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 -1 

19 

2a - 

21 	, 

22 

23

24.  

25 

26• 

27 

28 

• 
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2- 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8; 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

11 

18 

19 

,26 

21 

22 

• P,  • 

24 

go 

'27 

Z8' 

mat and "Are deating with bypothetieel•- You have to 	' 
soon. these fasts **toted. Zither you not I were thilep 
so vs have to assume that these 'fact* *toted lc( the purpose 
of 114e411,:pp'thetinal• 

Oot your OrPlanation is on* posiibility is***-1 
thstreart other ,poSsibls asplinationes 

r • , 

14 
.A. 	:;.lor; this assunption. 

*it? • 
, 	.:%t_i,*t perhaps :heloright hive felt that he would, be 

allObaritti; Hatiatiel, 	Sew way., or that *noon would be angry 
I ., 

 
at 'hist if he didn't Carry out -things erectly as he was 
supposed to end that by being. seen with blood night hes* 
elerted Xt. Veher• 

It 	Atm** xr, Veber to what?' 
A 	To the' fact that .something was wrong, poop)* 

donit usually have blood on thenielves• 
q 	'that is what we ate tilkiq-about. we sre toikpot 

about the right *ad Wong test of Mtliaghtion• 
A 	Ilight• 
41, 	Oho Words, he knew in his own aindo,414104404 

to that bypothettesie  that he had done something wrong and he 
vent to get saughti, right? 

Polies he vas actually told*, a drink of 'voter at . 
.the tin's; which ii to iks the most 	explanation .*-4,  
*ea* at that Particular 'fit in tins, 

4. 	you tat* it is the most logical ',explanation that 
hs wog in fact getting a drink of loiter Is front of this house 
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4  . 	A 

• N, 	
, • 	• 	 • s 

at 1:30 la the guorsica, 

3,  

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 , 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 . 

A 	That is. eorract, 
Assuidisg, further,. Doctor, that, tbs. c Iadr 11144 

'10:11 Watson Owl the others drove to the Tato rosidesuoip 
assuming that they puked, that ear slightly Ow, the bilL frau 
the Wilber restless* atut Mr. Weber saw the *or down that* Obi 
be asked W. Watsoo, °Zs that your oar?* 

had, of *curs*, the car boa limos* plates ou 
And Mr.'liateog said to Kr, WOO, *No4 that is not our ear, 
140, are willidos," 

Do yos holm any explatilitiOil for shy ho 1100/4 soy 
that"? 'We aro tai 	about Kr, *tam,* state of ad* now, 

A. 	144 I 4000t think / would ,haito Any explasatioil 
for it* 

4. 	Is efte explatatioo„ ,Docitor, and is' it o rots**. lite 
exp1austio0 that W. Wettest ken be :hid 4feele scoothialit woos 
as has did apt west Kr, her to .giet the Usanse plate 101040,  
On OS oar? .Z*1 that a 

A Cosieolvably, 
4 	Asian* Unbar, Doctor, that after the -Weber 

incident" sr. *too* drool up to Sacadict 0soyo0 as 4 sesswioto 
around 2901 **midi,* Omar* Drive, out the *gantry, fait 
toI4 4iiida to wipe- 	fingorpriats off the knives and Olt*,  
the knives out of the tor; 

'lotto to* about *fins the itioserpritort arum.. 
meioitus ,he told /*oda to yip* the fiziastiolintai 

Off the ituivisso  what would that iudicate to you/ 
A indicates several_ dittos*. •-, 	• 	- 
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1' 
	

tlt**  Wait I was would •be your hypothetical 

that he realised, he use doing samething wrong 0.,  yips thins 
3 
	

eff it could also scan that he didn,t WE. to dirty Woolf 
4 '  

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13•  

14 

15 

16 

11 

20 , 

18 i 

19' 

21 

22' • 

23 

mar more or 

Wait. 

	

A 	*# didn*t mot to carry around a bloody knits 

'with btu and there aro way possible explanations, if indead 

this yea actually the OMNI* 

	

4 	MO knives are in 1444a Xasebianis handl and he 

told her to wipe the fingorprinta off the knives. lie  • net 

trying to keep hilasoli clean. m. sr* _already in Linda** 

h41440.. Why 'w0s14 he,  'tell Linda to yip, the fiagorprOta off 

the knives? 

A . Went if **dud this woe the CM N'a 

us*  4",* 
. 
it nay-  b ,bosn :again that ha didn't volt* 

becaule this, woo again, night Viet 

t--#(41#4 ''416,041%* , Lf - 141'111,4!# 	w !,!%.4, "ig* 
A 	.;• 

	

r  4 	4* ishai 	isti:disiniAlitikto 	fingorpriAkto 

to ba found on the moor,der. knifolreauso he roaltood that if 

hio fin,gorprinto vio*o 	:tiro surd*" Ulf., he !kW be 

c046114ted with these' issrdepu.' sag bikpunishout; is that otorrOatt 

A 	That is cocceivabls, yes. 
24. 

Ca* you think of any ether sentsivabla suplositiot 
25 

Well, as I indicated to yoo bitter*, that U all 
26 

27 

	of these nor* correct,. nig* conceivably fit in with hie 

notion thst the lost *Alpena= thing woo preservation of the 
28 

swill group of pooplo. is bo arrested, to be punishod logy 
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hive upset his dolissisoal 'whom)  if indeed what you say isk 
2 
	

the hypothetical is tree. Sr. Watson telt as as the ether 
3 haei that a 4;1 

.11 	• 

A0414 know that. .sire talkies about 
5 	,hYpothsiicei., Mit Ss cros***xieleatittst. 
6 

; 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

.21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

9 

10 

11- 

15 

13 

14 

7 4114e.w4int to niint you hive Salt thus faro  

atiffuldst$ that_ these hypothetical thints that. I an telling 

are true, in repiesiO;t. thesk yoa would agree that lit* 

Watson woo MY; Wall* at thll ties Of those nuolers; is Oat 

correct? 

Sep isowltbsst *ay that. $erlii Ow ars rimy 

sovoraty poychiotio gat paranois. who 'only he titans. assaktisakt 

04vory secretive *Unit What they. do# 

Q 	fleeter, 414Wt lets tfimt147 IQ or I$ mimeo* age 

it a person knew* that **kat he is .4otiss *At sulkiest hi* 

to Poo*ohl000t M SOts Caught*  ate' that sesiety this)* it 

is %/roast  di.4*.t you say that that perm* is not Insoket 

Watt you say that? 

Teito 

4 	So vieder the hypothetical fut. I save Ion shoo 

is kraut °visa* that. Mr. Wats** was $4* Ulm* at the this 

of these *orders, is that correct„ asslustes tboo. 00 be trus? 

4 	wen, I pees you 'would hro* to say. am** thank 

to b. true. that wesi4bs correct. 
26 

27 

28 
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Q That ha Would not be Luisa*? 
2 	 A • if he truly did believe that society kit that 
8 • 	what ha. was doing vas wrong, he truly understood and 
4 	

Appreciated that. 
'5 	

Q 	And that if he got, caught he would be punished; 
6 	

right? 
T . 	

A 	That la right* 

deg  bastoolty your conotuitort that ?try vattos 

was opt insane at the time of this. surcievs is predicated 

stsinst exclosively gin a 'belief on YoUr part that what Yht„ 

Watson told you was the truth? 

14 

15 

17 -

18 

19: 

20 

16 

A 	Yes, plus •the other actirCeS that I bay* mid,. 

4. 	what other emotes are these? 

A 	Well, I; 	the* last time' 

Q Nut you titdo ft. read Linda Casabianxi tostlisosy,* 

DOctort 

'No* 1 ,didn't read Una. gessbtartis tegtivirian 

that'is true -ft- the testimony that '*des later recanted-, is 

that the testiliOny you are referring tot 

Q SO* that was Susan Atkins, Doctor. 

A 	WM** Ise. 
22 

23 

24 

' 2$ 

26 

27 

.28 

Just gotaa; a Iittla further*  assuming he told 

Undo to Olio* t lostves arot the clethisi away, what 

terpri;tfation do you Ott on that? 

• • 	y 	A 	Well, again, it say hi '. very sietple, concrete 

14 	 *id le Omit htii/47 that was dirty and mewl* 

AssUaing, Docttort  that up in °tenchs 	theta are 

several etiher - iii4dentii'.  the !larbara Hoyt incident 	11* not 
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1 

; 

3- 

4 

5 

6 

7 

.8 

9 

20 

11 

14 

15 

16 	, 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 • 

23 

24 

25 

26. 

27 

28 

going to go into tit, but Z am just bitting somo of M 
fi 

-highlights but*  saleming that up im Manchaa wok or so 
*nor those morderso  assuming that Nrb. Watson comfosooli to 
Bioko look* that b bad stabbod Storm 'Toto to d*ath sot 
essmo furth,or that itt, Watson mod* Dia** tabs prowls. *Alt 
to toll anyone, *hoot it*  wooldnAt th*. *how that he Mow that. 
ho had dons sommthitrg wow, 

had 
A 	'too) it might *bow that ha how that heidom. 

something wrong,' 
14001.1it ihov, anything els' 

A 	WeXt*  eo0ssivably 	km* wsats4 t* Wok her 
friaship throeigh tolling her a. swot,* 

Q 	iieuX4a*t Want other phis  to know sheet , 
1,t? 	J, 

A Swot that the two of the* Oculd share., 
- 	,-• 	t 

WoO:Ust-It -  he'*aut Other pooplAk to BLOW abOalt 
Doctor,- 

A 	V0 14k :1;,!,700; 'On t. doeethiell that 041.7 too og yes. 
ihorep it toffs to bring:  ono cl000r to aikother person*  
*specially 	8 	iand desperately im *Pet of 
friends: 

yom too/ Mt, 'Watson is WO* at the press* 

► It is my trodorstandimg that taaaatty **On to a 
*Octet@ sot* 

That to trail —0 
araz ohjost to the quoit:ion bee 	it islet 

(door whether he mom lo gal Issanity at,  parhistrio ionlimity• 
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3 

4, 

 

Wt. BliGIZOSti x *al teterriviS to 1.001,• 
• • TO 141:0024 1 don't think I caw Sower that que0000. 

thloky .h,e . is.,4 **Seetly psychotic-1 

4 .  I 	111)%40$i; 1oul4 you apse*  Doctor, that 

ifst ths tOila Ti Watts 11104 #0 *brae; Oxls iteve Op to 

the boat sat. ilia Zits: 	 would you Spell that 

'if that+, bad beam, 01414:0istithere $r Watasio wouli eat have 

sone ahead and amooLttia theta kiinugal 

MIL 	000j4k;t4t0t; t,1,0 tot apaaa/atiOrio 

, Int CoWitti Can you aninott that/ Deattort 

USS; Vii/10  I Mak he say or ta lay *at bovot 

dspesdiss. upon what b was tab* bar Sibligialk• 

Q 	:AT $L 111140ati *14 anuoliii that he  "toUlf 
Irasablaxt to throw ths leave* mad '00 twoolvor 0* .f 

tits car if the palit“ approitchad. astute tkat to bs a factik  

don't you ay.. that if at polio* WOO 040 outside that 

few* sate Of the 1st* resittesca. that 11104 %atoms woutt Wit 
hisbtotio4 it oilt of ,therot 

A Poiatb4«, 

Q 	Md tbs teas** heist that • he litaew ,w44 

wrest to kill those peopie ..and that if this pollee ware that* 

they would prOably- arrest 'his; right? 

A 	Veil*  hi nig* have hese attiate4 but*  aliat0, 
this *Light have iatterfarett with the goo* setsmatt but, 44140110 

ta dePinOott. Oros -the hypothasia balms true* 

Z u  gay -is ha way or hi *my mat karat 

Q 	*WAY* You teeth itati scastbists to the effost 

that Watson, c044 *t effectively think for hiesalf 404 this 

5 

 

7 

9' 

10 

12 

• 13 , 

14' 

16-

17 

1.8 

19 

 

.20 

21-  

2g 

23 

24 

25 

 

29' 

27 

28 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 

13 

• 14 

15. 

16 

18 

.19 

20 	. 

21 

22 

ga 

24. 

25 

 

is wky be obeyed W. lisneOs; is that Wit? 

Did yen teat ifyi esseetiaity to that? 

A 	 41UL 

q 	Did you think this "situstio* twisted ger a yeso 

..of time after these aurderss the situation being that Wo 

'Watson sea inespakte 'of thinking far Moult and that .he had 

to obey Hr. Niensom• do you thi* that seittrosellt 

A 	Tea, dii. tot a while afterwards• 

sot,it *tot pitiodf 

A 	PrObOly up until the period that I* had left 

tbs ranch ithaa he INS 1W longer using drags. and easy Irma 

most of the iosbers •t the lifenson 

A400114*$ that 14 Septelber of 1969 at to Usher 

Such that Mr4- liatsook.was still ingesting due.; agates 

lusthar that *4 lima* asked his to kill a imsa osoed Pita 

C4101101ttli *IMO that Scar Watteau 414 tket do so, vallidaft thia 

shoo that hi 001114 te4101E for hisisalf1 

AL Malt as rams to' object to this **sties" it- 

is eta improper hypothetical; Mr. suilloati used the phroso 

Iiiiiastioit drupe; theavidease shows h. s** just tosaistinfi 

isatidoese4 ssPoskimoriaaiijoaaa at the till*, and net 1410 his s~  

masoning fact' sat i*. evidenc. 

1*111$114101t1 t thiak we had teatimes, that be did tieho 
, 

a". 10101 AltP '4401:114, sod I. think omen Paul Crockett teitifisit 

the tufloeuas Of ,a drug. 

ICHLCOBIT it. 	 It protead to 
tasoliper alt tom- oititiosaei. 

itlin*i:*;_iistisony of Wats,* vu that .***04: 

 

 

 

26 

 

27 

 

28 ' 
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mariJa0ave Otsmi thi,  t 	left Spun *snob, mit 

left tit. datierto 

$8,* 106140Sit I will..sithdratif that iv•stiamp yow tomic 

Dal yaw the that Itr* Watson'* kitliss theta 

pleala 

 

was a Sftniflatorat *vont In his, Wel 

• A 	Thars is no question Shout it; cortainlyo' 

Pokibiy the mOst oignifisast the that bill slew 

happened to h, . rishr? 

A s  tea* I scald soot to that 

Q ; :44. la "Ow ofths fact that it was is sisnificant 

aaa 	thit aft.* this. wrist' when Wo 14atcon went is 

Iiiviitioad went tailexist  ha usver t.14 *yam* *bolt those 

assi‘o;:sonitaiket 14141410Itciit* that he Iwo h* bad &us 

asmethinii wrens 11.4, Isla trying t. comsat the feet dot 
Ifai i lrsd tb murders? 

• _ 	a fop i4natiese for 

ca, 	,01.4111114, poop).* normally talk, to other bac** 

haings about stiottiirmat. *vim. in tai tio lives; right? 

A 	Voalf lont lot *Way*, 

thilcas Usti vast to loop it ascot tor aim 
reason? 

A 	ate it the particular tie. they 41,4not rOStfly 

understand bawl ilismititant it was 

$11004011 Monk you, Daatosit 
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