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| L0S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY, OCTOBER 18, 197L; 9:35 A.M,

‘ BY MR. BUBRICK:

THE COURT; Good morning,

THE JURORS: Good morning,

MR. KAY: _,G.oo‘d moraing, your Honor.
\THE LOURT: Gentlemen.

R

‘.. . People against Watsom. '
. Lt the record show all’jurors and counsel and

defendant are pregent. . , ..
M N i . i i‘ '

Mr, 'ﬁu"!:;'ri_ck}' you may proceed.
MR, BUBRICK: Dr. Tweed, pléase.
" ’ ' -t v oo .

~ ANDRE R. TWEED,

recalled as a witness on behalf of the defendant, having been
previously duly sworn, testified further as follows:

THE CLERK: You haQe been previously sworn.

Would you be seated, Doctor, and restate your
name for the recoxrd?
- THE WIINESS: Andre R. Tweed,
THE CLERK: Tiiank you,

DIRECT EXAMINATION

Q Dzr. Tweed, without restating your qualifications
and experiences in this-field again, will you tell the jury,
please, when it was that you examined Mr. Watson, again?

A I examined Mr. Watson on the 4th of June, the 6tk
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of June and the l4th of Jane; for a total of 8 hours,

Q Did you record your converxsations with Mr. Watsom?
A Yes, I did.
- Q And the greatest portionof that was tape recoxrded;

is that correct?

A Yes, most of it was tape recoxrded,

Q And then reducéd to transcfipt form?

A It was reduced to é report and then I also had a
report made verbatim of what was recorded,

Q ' ptd you in your examination of Mr, Watson, Dx.
Tweed, direct your attention to the issue of whether or not
he was sane or insane at the time these crimes were committed?

A Yes, 1 did;

Q Now, as a result of that examination, Dr. Tweed,
did you form.aﬁ opinion as to whether or not the defendant was{
capable of knowing or understanding the nature and guality of
his act?

A Yes, I did form an opinion.

Q  4nd did you dlso form an opinion as to whether
or not the defendant was inéap&blé of knowing or understanding
that his act was wrong? '

A Yes, 1 didﬂ

ooty own: o v, CieloDrive.CoOmARCHIVES
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Q . In formulating those opinions, Dx, Tweed, we%e
you mindful of ﬁhe.baaid.pﬁilpsophy of Mr. Manson so far as
it affected this defendant? |

A Yes, I was.

Q . Were you also mindful of the lectures about
killing that Mr. Manson ha&=inst111éd.on the defendant?

A Yes. |

Q And were you'mindful of the descriptions of the
acts Of killiug as outlined by Mr, Watson with Mr. Manson as
the head?

A ‘Yes, I was.

Q And were you mindful also of this delusional world
that you talked about with him?

A Yes, I was,

Q As a result of all of thesé things, will you €ell
s what yqurfopinion was with respect to whether or not this

défendant whé‘ﬁapable of knowing or understanding the nature

"and quaiity o:E his acts?

§

“aé THE COURT Before you.do that -= the time,

£

QR{ & BY MR. BHBRICK. {?-;Qgrthﬁ time of the Tate-La
Biancd killings. ;f.I_pqz usé thét all-includéive phrase.

A Yesi.giﬁgﬁé%*mg'OPinion that he did not have the
mental capacity at the time of the commission of the alleged
offenses to form the oéﬁnion to commit them.

Q Do you have an opinion as to whether or not the
defepdant knew his acts were wrong?

A Yes, I do have an opinion.

Q  And what is that?

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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A ,'Yhat at the particular time that he was not aware |

that théy“wgré wrong in the sense that we know things are

.. wréng, ~Tﬁi3'was based upon my belief that at that particular

‘time he vas so brainwashed by the information that was given

1

to him @nd his use of drugs that he was unable to really know
the difference.

Q Noﬁ' you ha@e also indicated that you did not feel
that the defendant knew or understood the nature or quality
of hisg acts, ia that coréect?

A Yes, '
Q And what was that opinion based on?
A It was based upon similar information that I had

and my evaluation and conclﬁsions were the same as the result |
of his having been 8o brainwashed in my opinion by Mr. Manson
and being under the infiuence of the chronic effects of the
various drugs, which he had used over a long pexriod of time,

Q Dr, Tweed, in your opinlon is there ény correlation

between insanity and intelligence?

A ‘No.

Q Can you amplify thet a bit for us, please?

A Well, possibly -- there is no correlation between -
insanity or mental disease and intelligence.

Some of the most intelligent people that I‘have
met, have been quite mentally ill, but have been able to
function over a long period of time, function throughout a
iifetime as long &s the particular area where their mental
{1lness is did not cause thém to come into conflict with

anything that created such a situation that society had to

- CieloDrive.CcOMARCHIVES
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intervene and say, "Well, we have got to put him away."

| He was able to function that way somewhat
marginally., In fact, I have right now a beautiful example
of a patient who has been -~ I have followed him at monthly
intérvals ~- who has been chronically mentally ill for at
least since thé beginning of Woxrld War II and yet he is able
tdlfunction on the outside, has his own business, earns upwards
of a couple of thousand dollars a month, and he is able to
function quite weii. Yet he is quite withdrawn and at times
in the past few years might becoue so confused that he cannot
£ind his way home. Yet he has never had to be hospitalized
in the past 20 years,

There are many other individuals ~~ I recall
seeing a boy who was quite sick and he wound up at Caltech and
1 am sure he would be able to function quite well and there |
are many instances of that. Tt has nothing to do with the
intelligence. It has nothing to do Qith.whether or not you

are able to fumction.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Q Are insane people incapable of committing --
functioning within motor reflex actions?

A No, it has nothing to do with that, They are
fully capable of functioning within areas that -- in which

their mentai illness, thelr mental disordex is not touched

upon,

‘Q Specifically, as. far as Mr. Watson is concerned,

- is there any conflict between your finding of insanity, for
example, and the ability of Mr, Watson to drive a car, if he

did?
A No.
Q Or to plan of scheme, or thiags of that nﬁture?
A No. lf 1
Ql Are igsaﬁe people people who are obviously insane; |

that’ is, byﬂiooking at them can yuu tell they are insane hy

1ooking at them? Dot ?r .
A ¥ 1-think thit the -difficulty that we have is
that the lay person.thinks initerms of illuess and insanity

very often 4s an indrvidual-who is so~called wild, raving

. maniac, who is quite;disﬁﬁ?be&‘&nd;looks crazy and acts crazy, |

unquote; whereas this is the minority rather than that which
uSuglly occurs.,

Q Would things such as telling one of the occupants
of a ¢ar to wrap knives vp in a cloth and dispose of them if
the police should come upén the scene be inconflict with your
finding of insanity, assuming that Watson did, in fact, order |
someone to do that?

A No.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Q How about an order to wipe the fingerprints off
of knives or guns or something of that nature, assuming
that Watson did that again; would that be in conflict with
your f}nd;ng,q%}insauityz
. &t o,

« & s A
I SRR '
- i“ Q Would an insane person, in your opinion, be unable|

Y

' to plap.or éireet A mgvem@ht of people?

A Nc, not gecessarily. An insane person could do
that on a baais of! his delusional structurve, his ideas that
what he is doing is right at that particular time, so that

he could pian and direct activities.

Q Did you f£ind Mr. Watson to be delusional at the
time you examined him, again. keeping in,mind that we are
concerned with his conduct on the nights of August 8th, 9th
and 10th, 19697

A It was my oplnion that on these particular
occasions he was delusional.

Q As a result of his drug use?

A As a résult of the combination of the drug use
and his feelings that that informaﬁiqn which was given to him |
by Mr,'Mhnson was the dnly way in which he should function and
aet and that it was right. ‘

Q And that he thought it was right?

A Yes.

Q Do you have aﬂ opiriion as .to whether or not he
thought the rest of society thought it was wrong?

A Even there, there way be some doubts about whether:

he actually felt that because he had been so brainwashed into

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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believing that he belonged to a4 group that was right and that
becauyse this group was right that thej would overcome and be
the only ones remaining after everyone had been destroyed,
more or less.

Q Do you have an opinion; Dr. Tweed, as a result

of your comversations with Mr, Watson, as to whether or not

he did, in fact, think about whether his acts were wrong?

A In my opinion -- 1 ao'have an opinion.
Q What is that? ’
A - That opinion is that at the time he committed

- these acts he did not consider that they wete wrong.

Q You do feel, however, that he thought they wexe
right? '
A Yes,
Q Now; are there anf-other factors that you took

into consideration at the time that you formed your opinion?
A It was mainly from my evaluation of him. I did
have available other material that I had read at one time or
anotﬁen.
Q And did that, the other material; as you call
them, play ény part in the foxmation of your opinion?
5_ No, they didn't, ‘because it 1is my policy to see

k]

a ?erson first make my own evaluation, come to my own conclus;

B fand then*read the other materiaL. I do this because I do not
25" |
- wish Eo Have anybady else's opinions come into my determina-

tion, as much as Possf?le £¢ have it my own and not anyone
by 13
30 . i [ t

else's;

Q . "And iz that what jyou did in the case involving

lons,

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Mr. Watson?

A Yes,

MR,. BUBRICK: T have nothing furthex, your Honor.

THE COURT: Before you cross-examine, may I remind the
jury: Remember, we have a stipulation that all testimony
heretofore offered on the question of guilt or inmmocence is
to be considered by you in your determination of this
defendant 's sanity ox insanity, without repeating all that
testimony.

g ahead, Mr, Kay.
MR: KAY: Thank you, your Honor.

T
ed o e CROSS-EXAMINATION

t ‘_ ’

BY MR‘ KAY

n..' . - - ™
-l ‘* Y

Q Dr.‘Tweed wHat 15 youp;understanding of what
the test for eriminal insgniny is in Cdlifornis?

A Ey'unéerstanding‘is that if an individeal --

Q We;l do you know it without reading it from the
court document? |

A Yes, if the person has sufficient mental capacity
to know and understand the act that he is committing is wrong.

Q That is your understanding of what the test for
criminal insanity is in California?

A At that particular --

Q At the time of the wmurders,
A -~ at the time of the murders, vyes.
Q  Well, Doctor, in fact isn't part of the test that

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Q <= of the get? ' L,
| - LI l' * -
A Yes; know and understand the nature and quality

of the act and if hé . dobs, whether or not it is wrong.

Q And I take it that you feel that Mr, Watson at
the time of the murdeis was incapable of knowing and
undérstanding the nature and quality of his acts of murder?

A In the context that he knew that it was a wromng
thing to do, yes.

MR, BUBRICKR: 1If your Honor please, it may have been
an-oversight on Mr. Kay's part, but I think the sectién reads,
", ..incapable of Iknowing or understanding,' not "knowing and
understanding."

'THE COURT: Well, I don't remembetr how he read that,

. i yau
- but if that is the way it is -- will,read that, Mr. Kay, pleasg

MR. KAY: Yes; "Legal insanity, as the words are
used in these instructions, means a disedsed or
deranged condition of the mind which makes a
person incapable of knowing ot understanding the
nature and quality of his act or makes a person
incapable of knowing or understanding that his
act was wrong. However, if you find that the
defendant was capable of knowing and undexstanding
the nature and quality of his act and in addition
was capable of knowing and understanding that his
act was wrong, you will find that he was legally

sane, '

L 5660

24

CiéIoDrive.com ARCHIV

ES



10

n |

13

14

15

16

17

18-

19

“ 20'

21

22

23

25

26

7 | ¢

28

THE GOURT: fbu will accept that as the legal
definition of insanity, Doctor,

THE WITNESS :

Q BY MR, KAY:

Doctor, I note that in your report

"you didn't comment on whethexr or not Mr. Watsom was capable

of knowing and/or understanding the nature and quality of

his acts of murder at the time of the ¢ommission of the

-, murders,

~ Is there a reason for that?
A No. I have here, if I might read from --

Q 1 know what you have, Doctor, but you don't have

that particular sentence or that particular concept, do you?
Iﬁ other woxrds, you have =~=

A I do have.

Q -~ you have one part of the test for criminal
insanity; in other words, you state in there that you felt
that he didn't know it was wrong -~

A . No, I have the whole thing.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Q All right.

Could you read what you have?
A Yes,

"The defendant was legally insane at the
time of the commission of the alleged offense
(M'Naghten) in that he was so bralnwashed,
desensitized and programmed that his drug bathed
mind could not provide him with sufficient
mentgl capacity to know and understand that

fwhﬂt ‘he was doing was wrong and in violation
s 'of the rights of other%;' ‘o

Q’ . Bt be;foré tHat ‘does, it say that .he kney and
understood the pature and quality of his acts?

MR, BU&R.?(CKH I thiﬂk;that is argumentative.

THE 'COURE: .Yes,  It-is drgumentative.

MR. BUBﬁiCK. He also answered in the disjunctive.

THE COURT: ' The doctor referred to the M'Naghten rule,
Apparently it does state the name.

Q BY MR. KAY: But, again; Doctor, you just
addressed yourself to Mr. Watson's imability to know what

‘he was doing was wrong. That is correct?

A To know and understand,
Q That what he was doing was wrong.
A That what he was doing was wrong and in violation

of the xights of others. |
Q  Now, is it part of your understanding that the

test for eriminal insanity in California requires that a

defendant know and understand that what he was doing was in

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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v:fdiétion 1 0f rthe rig‘hts of othgrs? ‘
_ A b This is what we ai; ‘éi.van on the papers that we
get an.d 1 was merely; "foi,].owing what the couxt put down,
Q You realize thét is not part of the instruction,

don't you, Dodtor? h-:iii ;' :
A Well, theé court gives me this thing and I follow

through..

THE COURT: The court gives you specific questions to
answer and you answer them; is that what you mean?

THE WITNESS: That is right.

Q BY MR. KAY: So, in other woxrds, you axe going on
what the M'Naghten test is by what the court gives youmther
than what is in the instxuctions?

A Well, Wouldn't' you want me to go by what the court
gives me?

Q I want you to go by the law, Doctor.

A Well, I assume when I get this from the court --

MR, BUBRICK: I move that remark be stricken, That
implies that he doesn't -go by the law.

THE COURL: Yes., Disregard that, ladies and gentlemen,

Q BY MR, KAY: In other words, Doctor, you zealize

that that 1s not part of the imstruction, don't you?

A But I don't have anything to do with the |
instruction. I just go by what the court says is the law and
they say “Youy follow this." I follow it. |

Q Doctor, do you feel that at the time of the
mitders that Mr. Watson had a di_.seasec‘i.m{nd?

A Yes,

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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i ' Q What is the namé of that disease?

2 A 1 feel that he was suffering from the effect of

8 chwnic intoxication, that there was organic defects from

4 ¢hronic intoxication and had a schizophrenic type of mentdl

5 {  illness,

6 | Q And do you consider that to be a disease rather

T ‘then a state of mind? ‘

8 | A It is a disease, It 1s a definite disease in all |

9 psychiatric books.

10 . Q What does the word "wrong" mean to you?
o A "Wrong" is a philosophical concept that soclety sets
1 up, that sets certain standards that if you do this today it
8 | is wrong. Tomoxrow it might be right if society decides to
4 | change its mind.

o It is a dynamic concept. It is one that is

16 constantly being refimed and changed.

1 , Q And it is your opinion that at the time of the
8 | wmurdexrs that Mr. Watson 'didn't know what he was doing was
¥ | wrong; in other words;- that killing these seven people wag
2 | SRR

{ wrong? . .
s J‘ . !

A'H Not in the.sense that we, lnow -- mot in the sense
) e ‘
2 that society has set. iﬁgup. Y- by -

21

23

Q Well, in what sense :did he know it was wrong
frem ™ N ‘: v ' oy e s
* | then? 108 SRR TR
25
, A He didn't: know that»» it wag wrong in any sense.

% | He only knew that he had been -- his society, his particular

# gociety had set it up as being right and that was the soclety |
# | of the Manson family, that whatever he did was right in that
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. 1f he knew at the time he committed these murders that a

policeman was standing there watching him, do you think that

- at the time of the murders completely forgot what he had

- Manson after a while was the only one who was right, and when |

1 examined him in the jail, when he wds away from Manson and

respect,

Q Doctor, is it your opinion then that Mr, Watson,

he stiXl would have committed these murdexs?
MR. BUBRICK: Objection. That is speculative.
THE COURT: Can you answer that?
THE WITNESS: I can say no. |
Q BY MR, KAY: Now, Doctor, are you telling us
when you saf thét you feel that Mr, Watson didn't know and
derstand that“what he was doing‘was wrong, that Mr, Watson

learned about right and yrong in the first 23-1/2 years of

bl

his Bdger'T o TN Lagn

A Yes. “That . Ls what I am redlly saying.

Q Jhﬁt éompietely disregarded what he had learned
in the first 23~ 1/2 years af his 1ife?

A - He completely disregarded that because of the
special cireumstances, that he had been chronically intoxicated
by drugs, that he had taken up with this particular society
that he was living with, and had had, as I have pointed out
many tilmes, he had had many conflicts over whethexr to believe
that which he was taught by his parents or that which was
taught by Manson, and when he was with Manson, he believed

had been away for a long period of time, still had periods

when he had conflicts about that very concept of right and

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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e

o

wrong. (

Q Doctor, assume that approximately a week after
the Tate murders that Mr, Watson in Olancha, California
gonfesséd to Diane Lake, a family membex, that he murdered
Sharon Tate and that she pleaded for her life, and that after
he told her this, and a few other things, that he made her
promise not to téli.anyone,

What is your most reasonable explanation of why
he made Digﬁe Lake promise not to tell anyone, 1f he really
believed that he didn't do anything wrong in killing Sharon
Tate? | '

A . Oh, I think that ome thing that you said, that
is that was & week later, you see, and there are varying
degrees of intoxication of the drug. _

| He méy(have been dxug-free'at.that time and begun
to realize that ﬁe had committed crimes,

Q  This is a week after.

A A week later, yes, That is mot an unusual
1 - situation, . - . |
T"as"
Qi fe Doctor, assume the morning of the La Bianca

murdérs, this is the morning of the La Bianca mirders, assume |

that the La Biﬁncas were mu:deﬂeé about 33 00 o’clcck_in the
rning ;nd then apprdximately, sometima, say, axound §:00

or 9:00 o‘clock in.the qprning, that Mr. Watson was approached

by a family'member named Barbara Hoyt, and that Barbara Hoyt

told Mr. Watson that: Leslie Van Houten -- you know who Leslie

Van Houten is, was along on the night of tﬁe La Bianca |

" muxders -- that Barbara Hoyt told Mr, Watson that Leslie Van
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Houten was hiding from some men,wh§ gave her a xide back
from Griffith Park. ” |

Algo assume that the La Biancas lived in the
Griffith Park area, a couple of blocks from Griffith Parlk,
and that Mr. Watson told her not to tell anybody anything
about Griffith Park.

_ What is your most reasopable explanation on the
morning of the La Bianca:murﬁera why Mr. Watson said this
to Barbara Hoyt if he didn’t realize that what he had done
was wrong? .

A I don't know. That is something that is sort
of dangliﬁg’wdthout any roots any place necessarily.

Q It couldn't be that he did know that what he did

n“
g f._

fwas wrong,ecould,it? f-ﬂ PR D
" [

r
- H ‘

..-‘ql :
A I would be wild1y~Specu1ating. It is sort of too

1’ f,g 3

loose, There is nothin%, nQ substance to hold it, no real
basic background

Q Doctor, do you feel that at the time of these
murders that Mr. Watson knew that he would be punished if
'be~wés\caught by society? |

A I don't think he considered that at all.

Q You don 't think he thought about that at all?

A No consideration at all.

q Doctor, how many times have you testified in the

inganity phase of a criminal trial where the defendant's
sanity at the time that the crime was committed was in issue,
approximately? I dom't expect you to come up with an exact

number, but approximately.
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‘ cited two cases, ong theaérnlgan case and one Mr. Bubrick

== let me just ask you a couple of questions pextaining to

2 1

17

check with the ptbSe&utor in both ¢f those cases and I find

~ that Dr, Tweed's testimony was very misleading on.those two

-the prosecution in'ﬁhe Varnume cgage, Mr, Bubrick on redirect

A I really don't testify too often in insanity

N
o~ N - ‘§ - s éuf

Phases :}ﬁ1#¥;§.a A L

; . . [ !

Q Doator, in the guiit phase of the trial -~ you

brought up, the Varnum case, which allegedly showed that you :

cey k-

gave favorable testimony fox the.prosecution‘when you testifie@

that., I wasn't too familiax with those cases at the time,
~ Remember Mr, Bubrick asked you & question --

MR. BUBRICK: If your Honor please, I don't think this
has anything to do with the nature of the doctoxr's testimony
now.

THE éOURiz Sustained.

MR. KAY: May we épproach the bench?

THE COURT: You may approach the bench,

(The following praoceedings were had at the bench,)

MR, RAY: I believe, your Homor, that Dr. Tweed was
attempting to mislead us when he testified about those cases.

o Mr. Bugliosi and I were not familiar'with>those
cases at the time, Since then I have had an opportumity to

cases;

'No. 1. Dr. Tweed didn't testify Favorably to

examination of Dr., Tweed said, "Doctor, isn't it true that
I had a case --" I think it was 10 years ago or whatever,

many years ago -- "and didi't you say some bad things about my
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1 | elient?"

2 ;3 : And Dr. Tweed on the witness stand said, "Yes.,"
KR MR. BUBRICK: Uncomplimentazy.

4 MR, RAY: And he laughed and he said, "Yes, and he is
5 | on death row now."

6 ; - Well, L found out from Aaron Stovitz, who was

71 the prosécﬁtor iri that case that in fact Mr, Bubrick called
8 | Dz, Tweed in the penalty phase and Dr. Tweed not only didn't

o K"say anything harmful about him, but in the penalty phase,

0 1 when the jury was trying to attempt to determine whéthér or

B | hot he should live or die, Dr: Tweed testified that Varnum
could be rehabilitated.

ot And then In the second issue, Dr. Tﬁeed testified

“ 1 on the Jernigan case, that he was fair because he testified

B against a black man, in the Jernigan case, a first degree

¥ 1 murder case and that they found that this man was sane and

o gave him the death penalty.

v I found out frnm the prosecuter, Jim Ziegler,

. that Dr, Tweed testified in this first degree murder case

1" that he gelt the defendant couldn't deliberate and premeditate
“ fﬁ‘thesmurders and therefore that he didn't feel that the mait
# ?ﬁjéouid commit flwst. degree.qude;*
2 ifz I find’ Dr. TWeed's tegtimony was very, very
%~,‘ misleading on~that,“ e ‘

K f, THE-CGﬁRT Ail.figﬁé‘ I am not going to permit you tO'}
“ reogen'the cgoss—examinatioqun that phase of the case. I
Z~“ am sustaining the objection to it. I will limit you to

éross-examine on what he testified here today.
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MR. BUGLIOSI:{ It bears on his e¢redibility, your Honor.
It is bias and prejudice during;r this phase, |

THE COURT: 1 appreciate that,

MR, BUGLIOSI: Bias and prejudice does mot have to be
limited to the dizect, I think, under the law.

THE-COU@KQ Well, I don't think it shows bias and
prejudice at all.
| o i I am sustaining the objection. I am going to
,‘@dfggdffyﬁurnot to-§o into that.
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(Th’e f&liqwing proce.etdings wéré had in open court,)
MR. KAY: - ‘in jw.n‘.-éw' ;o'f Xour Honor's zuling about not
opening crcssmexamination; fhave no further questions.
THE COUR‘I‘ g Aﬁyﬁﬁin’g :filléé;lér, gentlemen?
MR. BUBRICK: I have nothing, your Homor.
THE COURT: Thank you, Doctor; you may be excused.
MR. BUBRICK: Youx Henor, may we approach the bench,
please?
; (Unreported discussion was had at the bench.)
THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen,; we will have to await
the arrival of a witness or witnesses. ’
We will have a short recess until that time; and
di:ring the recess please heed fhe admonition heretofore given.|
(Recess.) |
THE COURT: Gentlemén, I believe you have a doctor we
can call out of turn. '
MR, ’BUGLIGSI': Yes, your Honot.
People call Dr. Bailey.

K. GROSVENOR-BATLEY,
called aé a witness on behalf of the people, having been
previously duly sworn, testified fyrthexr as follows:
' THE CLERK: - You have been previously sworn, Doctor,
Would you retake the gtand and state yom:{ name

for the record.

_ THE WITNESS: K. Grosvenot Balley, G~r<o-s-v-e~-n-o-r;
B-g~i-~l-e~y, ‘ '
THE CLERK: Thank you,
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| testify in a court of law as to whether the particular
12

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
_ Q Doctox, I am sure the jury remembers your
qualifications, so I won!t ask you those again,

How many times have you examlned a defendant on
trial for murder to determine whether he was insane or sane
at the time of the commission of the wurdexr, in your some
30 ox 40 years of practice? |

A .1 would say over 500 times.
Q' And of these 500 times hoﬁ many times did you

defendant was sane o% ingane at the time of the murders?
A I am referring to -~ I presume in the neighborhood]
of possibly 250 times,.something.bf that sort.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



_#6

0

n

3 1

M

15
16

17

18
19
20

21

23 .

2 |

25

26

271 |

'relationshé.p, 1 beli.eve I testified to about 250 cases,
- something of that sort.
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. Q “You examined Mr, Watson of couxse several times -~
go ahead, Doctor. |
A Might 1 comment on this? I, in recording my
testimony the other day, indicated that I had examined some

2500 cases, something of this sort, aud that approximately
25% of that number had- been ‘murder cases and that -- in that

J - Q Where the iSBue was sanity or insanity?

7

WAy Yes, exact’].}* §

Q . And the de.fendant wasg being tried for murder?
A X‘esfe, SR
Q . pr, ,you examinad Mr, Watson f£ive or six times

3‘4

pver at the county jail and at the hospital; is that correct?

A Yes, I did,

' Q And as & result of your examining him, did you
reach any conclusion, any medical opinion, as to whether Mr,
Watson at the time of these seven murders knew and understood
the nature and quality of his act of killing these victims?

A Yes, I did.

Q What is that opinion?

A That he did know.

Q When we use the term know snd understand the
nature and quality of the act, how do you define those words?
How do you define that terﬁ? What does that term mean to you?

A To me that means that he knew what he was doing
and he knew the purpose of doing it and he knew the

consequences ‘of his act.
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Q As a result of your examination of Mr, Waktson,
did you reach any conclusion as to whebher Mr, Watson at
the time of these murders knéw and understood that his
kI:l,;l_.vl:L‘ng ftbe;sﬁé v;i,éiims was wrong?
AT Yes, IL did.

-', What ;qas that opin:ldn?
That he did know.

£

Q
A
Q That “k'}lling‘ tzhéﬁe_; people was wrong?
A That :Ls qorrect.
Q Wﬁen you say that’ he lmew that killing these
people was wrong, you mean that he knew that in the eyes of
society, the rest of society, it was wrong to kill these
people and that if he got caught he would be punished; is
thét what you mean?

A Yes,

MR. BUBRICK: Object to that as Iéadiug and suggestive,

THE COURT: Overruled,

Q. BY MR, BUGLIOSI: 1Is that what you mean?

A Yes., That is exactly what. I mean.

Q That is exactly whdt you mean?

A Yes.

Q These medical opinions of yours that Mr, Watson

knew the hature and quality of his act of killing and that he
knew that it was wrong to kill these people, upon what aia
you base these medical op_ini._ohs?

A 1 based this on his teétimony, or his omission

of testimony selectively.

I based it on the testimony of other individuals.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES

5674




10

14

i3

14

5
16
1w |

.18

19

20

a1 |

22

23

2¢

26

27 |

28

5675

RS

O tike whomr |

A ’Sjebifically Linda-Kasabian and Susan Atkins --
and on the basls of what he did not have occasion to say
to anyone in Texas,

Q You mean his not talking about his killings back
there?

A That is right, and on the fact that in Atascadero
be 1s reported to have studiously avoided responses to
questions, whose answers might have been damdging In relation |
to this incldent, and also the fact that when he was pressed, |
he purportedly became hostile and otherwise he was not,

Q All right, .

Let's just exclude hls fallure to discuss these
crimes at Atascadero., Let's assume that the reason he did
not discuss these murders up dt Atascadexo is that he was
instructed not to do so by his attorney, Mr, Bubrick.

Let's eliminate his refysal up at Atascadero
as a basis for your opinion. Do you still feel in view of
the testimony and everything else that he knew that what he
was doing was wrong? |

A Yes, I do.

Q What about his conduct and his statements at the
time of these mirdexs? Do you feel that they reflected that
he knew that what he was doing was wrong? |

A YEs; And I have so previously testified.

Q Briefly what couduct and statements were the

most Influential im causing you to form your opinion?
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36

A I think his description to me of some of the

things which he did, incidents relating to what happeneda

the time that Parenmt drove up -- Mr., Parent -+ at the time

that he followed the girls and he designated who was ahead
and who wasn't ahead, he knew that; the fact that described

to me some of his activity as regdrds the stabbing, and so

on; and the fact, also, that specifically he was particularly

careful to indicate that he did not know 6x that he didn't
remember or that such and such agd such a statement was
untrue, and:those statements to which 1 referred at the time
in my query were those which were so clearly definitive and
so corroborative, one with the other, whén they were superim-
posed that I was compelled to feel that he was forgetting
some things and on purpose.

Q I'm not sure you understand my question, Doctox,

What comments ox statements, not mecessarily to

you -~ D
L l
A L F%@ggwyour pardon.
- ¥
LY

ng i~ﬂi I'm sorry, actuallyg I think it was unartful

¥ Rl ]

upstion‘on my p&r&. _1 b, o {; 1;
What ‘conduct and statemehts by Mr. Watson during

these murders ledgyou to:the conclusion that he knew that
what he was doing wasjwroﬁg?‘ N

A I bélidve thgfg;wéiéfd'who;g-gaggle, if you will,
of statements specifically indicating that at the time he
knew what he was doing, he knew -- he told certain
individuals what to do, he followed the directions which he

had been given --

4
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Q Would you enumerate some of the things that he
did and said which caused you to believe that he knew that
what he was doing was wrong?
AT To whom?
I said, "To whom™?

4 h

. ¢ THE COURT., During'the cpmmission of these homicides =~

gf
BY MR, BUGLIOEI- . Was there anything that Mr.
Watson did and gaild duyring the commission of these murders

that led you to believe that he knew that what he was doing

was wrongl?:, s AR TEANY
© Do yndlundérséand that question?
A May I ask, that he said to me or said to whom?
Q No, at the time of the murders -- not asked of
you; he may have saild it to anyone, to Mr, Weber, to a
co~conspirator or anyore.

We are talking now about at the time of the

murders,
A May I refer, then, to the records -=-
Q Yeu ‘
A -~ because I don't remenber independently.

If I may refer -~ now, looking at page 38 of
my report, if I may refer to that, this has to do with Mxs.
Kasabian's testimony, and at the bottom of that page, line
29, referring to page 5066 and 67 of one of the original
transcripts, quote, roughly about mfdnight took the freeway;
Tex turped the cax around on top of the hill and parked the
car beside a telephone pole, clinmbed the pole and I saw the

wires fall and a car pulled up in front of us and Tex leaped
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' Kasabian that if they were stopped by the police to ‘throw

271 -

forward with a gun; and the man said, "Please don't hurt me,
I won't say anything,” He, Tex, shot four times and Tex told |
me to go to the back of the house and see if there were open
windows and doors, which I did.

Then, contiauing on line 5, page 39 --

Q BY MR. BUGLIOSI: I think we can save some time,

Doctor; I will ask just a specific question:

Do you recall any testimony from any source that

en route to the Tate residence Mr. Watson told Linda

the knives and the revolver out of the car?
Do you recall that testimony?
A Yes.
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'.residence hgw did you intqrpréﬁ that with respect to the

‘when aécording to the testimbny'of Linda Kasabian Tex and the

Q How did you interpret that testimony?

Now, I am referring to the right-wrong teést of
M'Naghten,. | ' |
What interpretation did you place on that?

A 1 interpreted that as being, 1f he knew that if
he got rid of the evidence, why, it would be to everybody's
advantage and, therefore, he knew the difference between
having the evidence and being qaugﬁt with it aﬁd he wanted
to get rid of it,

Q With respect to the M'Naghten test, Doctor, of
right and wrong, how did you interpret that particular act?

A I’interpréted.that as being indicative of éhe fact
that he knew right from wrong,

Q '. That he knew what he was about to do was wrong?

A Cdrréct.

Q With respect to his getting angry at Susan Atkins
after ﬁhese murders for 1osing her knife inside the Tate

M'Naghten test of right and Wrong?

A I gave that the same intexpretation that I had
the other, that is that he knew right from wirong and he was
disturbed that the kﬁife evidence was left behind.

Q Okay, _

 With respect to his telling Mr. Weber in fromt
ofithe Weber resldence, e are‘only getting a drink of watei;w

othexs were washing blood off their hédies, how did you
interpret that with respect to the M'Naghten test?
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'@. the mdk&ers he had just committed were wrong?
2

A In the same way be¢ause I felt that that was a
defensive responge on his part and that he knew the difference]
between right and wrong and he gave only a half truth at the
time in explanation.

Q. With respect to telling Linda Kasabian to wipe
‘the fingerprints off the knives before throwing them away,
what did this show in your opinion?

A I would say the same thing because this would
indicate his knowledge of the fact that the presence of the
fingerprints would be prejudicial to him,

Q You interprete& that conduct to mean that he was
aware that what he had done was wrong in the eyes of society
and he didn't want to get caught?

A Well, I think that is basic to the fact, the fact
that he didn't want to get caught ﬁnd he knew -- heé dida't
want to get caught and he knew it was wrong to have done and
it would be to his disadvaritage to be caught.

Q What about hls telling Linda Kasabian to thirow
the knives aﬁé 'éhe- ¢lothing out of the car?

o Did this indicate in your mind that he knew that

-

oy

A,__,xWell I think that Is part of the same fabric.
fi

‘a:":

Ay

,?h.!‘&

1 would- say so, yes,

Q What about approximately a week and a half after
these murders 1n‘01&ncha Galifornia, when he told Diane Lake
that he had-mprdered Sharon.Tate and made her promise not to
tell anyone what he had.tpld'her?

. How would you intexpret this?
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A Again as a protectiﬁe mechanism in that he knew
he had done wrong and that he didnlt want to be apprehended.

Q . And you feel that his failure to discuss these
homicides when:he went back to Téxas also indicates that he |

- knew that, ﬁe:haa‘done something that was wrong?

_l‘

{ ‘* RN { Thls I believe was my implication before, yes -~

. LN

my tnference from.ﬁhat was not done, yes.

-:ti'l 3.

‘Qﬁ y What about_after these murders, what about his
going to Bawaii and‘Mexico, 'did this indicate to you that he
was running away because he knew he had done something that
- was urong}agd he didn't want to get caught?

A This would not be contrary to that conclusion.

Q Doctor, can a person be mentally ill and not be

'legaily insane?

A Yes.

Q' - Can one be psychotic and not be legally insane?
A Yes.

Q Can one be.suffering from diminished mental

capacity and not be legally insane?

A - TYes, |

Q Can one be legally insane and not be suffering
from diminished mental capacity?

A I don't think so, no.

Q In other words, you are saying that 1f a person

wexe legally insane, they surely would alsc be auffering from .

i , diminishedimental capacity?
27 |

A Correct.

Q And in your opinion is legal insanity a4 much more |
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severe typg,9§,mentalvillqe§s and mental derangement than
diminished mental capacity?

A Yes,

MR, BUGLIOSI: No fuxther questions.

CROSS~EXAMINHTION
BY MR, KEITH:

Q Doctor, in arriving at your opinion, did yoﬁ
consider the effect of the long-term use of hallucinogenic
and other dangerous drugs o Mr. Watson's life?

A I did.

Q And what effect did jqu think those drugs may have
had?

A As I indicated before, with the unmeasured and
unprescribed and unreported and welter of drugé,’l was unable

o make that assessment.
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Watson was legally insane at the time of the homicides?

. what his actions were what ”hi.s conduct was, what woxds he

'IGIOWIQ dge »

- Q Well, so Mr. Watson's drug use did not enter into

your consideration when you determined, as you have s that Mr,

A Well -~
MR, KAY: Assumes facts not in evidence; he didn't
determine that he was legally insane,
MR. KEITH: "Legally sane," I said.
THE COURT: No, you misspoke yourself, Mr. Keith.
MR. KEITH: Did I say "insane'?
- THE COURT: Yes.
MR, KEITH: I will change one --
THE COURT: We appreciate it was unintentional
" MR. BUGLIOSI: Change one sylldble, Max.
Q BY MR. KEITH-' You didn't coﬁsider whdatever effect
drugs may have had- on .Hr. Watson’s mind when you reached
your ”determinat‘ion that he was sane, legally sane at the time |
of the; ﬁomicides?
- IA : I considéred it:' coqnsel sbut:. as I have indicated

before, T was concei:ned w:.th what: he was doing at the time,

used, whether his activ:tti.es were appropriate to his purpose;
and I determined that g1l of that pbtained in the affirmative,|
and the‘r‘e;Eo;‘e, i‘rr’e's.peéti-ve of what drugs he had had or any
otheér factors, he did what he did with purpose and with full

us
Q 8o what you are telling,ls that you didn't take .
Mr. Watson's drug use into consideration in determining Mr.

Watson's state of mind at the time of the homicides; is that
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right?

‘to his puxﬁ&&%;

. LA T ‘ ‘ 1
THE!COURT: In other words, you felt that the drugs had

: g“pu:effect on him that night?

correct?

A  Coumsel, no, I did take his drug use into
conisideration; but his drug use, of whatever amount or whateve
frequency or whatever drugs, did not detex him from doing

exactly what he did, and with purpose and appropriately

] i f } ) ¥

'IHE*WITNESS' Nnt to éhat extent exactly, your Honor,
THE GOURT A11 tight

Q BY MR KETTH-J You don't hol& yourself out, though:
' Doctor, as having any expertise in the field of mindealtering

drugs such as Speed marijuana and other hallucinogenic
drugs?
A Not expertise as you and I would consider
expertise, I am acquainted with them, of course,
Q All right. - ,
Now, Doctor, your findings as to Hr;1Watson‘s

sanity were based in large extent, were they not, on your

'evaiuation:of the testimoﬁy of Linda Kasabian, vis a vis what |

Mr., Watson told you occurred on these two nights; isn't that

A I took them gll into consideration and particularl
as I have said, I took into consideration the denials that
Mr. Watson gave and the protective defensive responses which |
he gave atrtﬁe junctures of many of my very sensitive
questions -- well, questions dealing with a sensitive axzea,

Q You believe Linda Kasabian more tham you did

s

84

r

-
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Watson in those areas where their vetsions of the incident
differs; isntt that right?

A When I found that two individuals who were there
were ablée Independently to report almost idenmtical situations,'
‘I believed that in those lnstances that they were reporting
as they knew and that if Mr. Watsor denled those factors
or never mentioned them, that he was denying them deliberately
or that he had an dmnesia for the immediate details and that
that aﬁ@eéia was due to the fact that he, as nature does,

didn't want to remember as many of those events, because other

{ testimonies are so clear.

Q- But what you are telling us 1s that because the
testimony of Linda Kasabian wasg c¢lear, it 1s undoubtedly true;

‘ isn e Fit? ¢

;‘ ;,
st Isnt't that what you are telling ug?

é

)
L
A

A 1 reported before that there may have been

f.elements of‘uutruth in her testimony. I do not indicate

t

£
'campleﬂe and'unequivocal belief in that testimony, but when
that testimony inqependently 1¢ backed up by or is corroborated

| or is, in essence, repeated by ancther individual who was

f there t T £ind it difficult to ignore it.
22

Q °  Well, isn't it possible, Doctor for Linda

. Kasabian simply to hdve changed cetrtain of the function of
| the parties present and still sounded to you very clear and

- accurate?
2% |

A Thdat is possible.

Q Incidentally, in reaching yéur conclusion you took

‘| into account, apparently, that when Mr. Watson was pressed at
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1 of depression, to make them hostile?

are several conslderations to be thought of.

1B )

: ‘matter of technique, to evoke emotiom, that the examiner will

makeia'statemént that may not have -~ it may be just the
i-oppnsite from what the individual and the examiner know to be
| the fact, but for the purposé of observing the‘response of

It the indtvidual
3

u‘.react to the situaticn, then we begin to wonder; and if the
_+ind£vi&ua1 dbes respond as in this case, with hostility,
- *1§hat tndicates that ft-is a very sensitive point and he

1 doednft -want xbrgurther be pressed.
25 1 ‘ ‘

5686

Atascadero he became hostile; ig that right?

A Yes; I did.

Q Were you aware or had you heard that this was part
of thg treatment at Atascadero, to make him hostile so that

he td get over his depressed state, that this was a routine

A I think that, if that be txrue, which you have
indicated or implied «~-
Q Well, letts assume it ig ~-

A ~= it is, that's tight; I would say that there

In the first place, In interviews it is sometimes

If the Individual just leéts it go and doesn't

e R
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L
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i
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#10 1| @ . Doetot , in arriving at your opinion,

. "2 unciouhtedly you considered the effect of Manson on Mr. Watsom,
3 did you not?

4! A Yes; I did, counsel.

5 | Q And the folie a deux that you found to be present
6 not only between Manson and Watson but Manson and the rest of

7 “ the members of the family?

8 . A Yes. :
Y Q@  You considered those things?
1o 1 i . A Yes. ]
4‘19 ‘. .
1 B - And didn't you alsq consider, Doctor, what has been
‘% a2z |

S ; ﬁésbribed as Mr. Mansonts grandiose scheme to foment a black-

13" white revolut:lon and then escape to the bottomless pit and

.

1 flz éﬁentuallx emerge :Erometﬁe. bottomless pit and become the ruler

PR

. 15 ; of the world, or at lf!ast part of the world?
16 ) ? - F F‘.

‘."":.A,&'_; ) ‘YES, L dido

1 - L@ And did ygou consider that Msngon!'s purpose was,

B 1 op at least” h:l.s‘ oatenaible purpose in bringing aboiit these,
1o ordering these homicides, was to make it lock as if the black
2. people had committed them rather than white people?

a A Yes.

2 Q And didntt you also consider that it was Mansonts
2 | pbelief that once the black people were blamed for these
#o homicides, that the white people, particularly the establish-

% ment people, would rise up and start shooting black people?
%4 A Yes,
. T Q And therefore wouldnft you say that Mr. Manson was

4 interested in mot having these homicides traced to him or any
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'» mémbers of his family because this would, if I.ﬁay use the

colloquialism, blow his whele schéme?
{§i L A‘ ‘ That would.be a most appropriate inference.

Q‘ ».And tberefore would you agree, Doctor, that it
was impartant for: the perpetrators of these homicides not to

get caught; because 1f they were caught, it 1s obvious that

i they were whtte people instead of black people?

A That. 1s correct.

R And did you also consider, Doctor, in forming your
opinion that Manson though£ it was all right to kill
establishment people, that he himself saw nothing wrong in it

 and that he inculcated this bellef in the minds of his family,

including Watson? ‘
A I dontt believe that i1s right in any event.
Q Assuming that Mr. Watson believed Mr, Manson, that

- 1t was right and just and proper to go out and kill people

in order to start this war, then wouldn't you conclude that

Mr, Watsonﬁa‘mentai state was that it was right to do what he

- dide

A Well, as I pointed out ~-
Q Or not wrong, to use the converse.

A As 1 pointed ot before 1 gave reasons why he did

 what he was told to do and he simply was fulfilling a contract

Q All right.

But he went out thereé on these two nights of

i homicides believing that he was kind of an emissary from God
j-dr the deVii,’as the case may be, and that he was one of the

' chosen people and this is what he ought to do and it was right

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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i. was the devil at the tiie; he was in & delusional state?

1 that.
0 | '

| any opinion?
iz

- philosophy of the Manson family was to sort of create a sense
15. |

act as if he thought he was.anﬁbody else at any other time.
- there are several instances recorded, that other individuals

" was correcting them, of course, he was correcting himself if

to do it.
QQ\ ;. Ha indicated.as part of his expression of ’
1n§1midation_that he wags the devil ‘and was there to do the

] 1

deviils work.

o
is

Q This would indicate to you that if he believed he

A He didnit believe he was the devil.
Q Let 's assume lie believedfhe was the devil. Surike*f

Who do you think he believed he was, if you have |

A 1 believe that he believed he was Chazles Watson.

Q You have heard, "have you not, that part of the

of oneness betwéen everybody?

A Yes.

Q You are meé and I am you?
A | ‘ Yes.

Q And so on.

Tsntt it very probable that on the nights of these
A I don't think it is probable because he dida't
In fact, he stremuously objected, as I believe

acted differently than he thought they should have and if he

A | CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Q ... Dontt you beiieve, Doctor, that Mr. Watson

\i "a'

- believed Beéause‘he was taught to so believe that he was soft

of ati ex;ension of Mr. Manson, not only on the nights of these

AR

) 1.
homicides but during bis tenure at the Spahn Ranch?

;A , 'No,: I believe that he did what he was told to do.
Q Don't you believe that Mr. Watsont's individuality

" had been suppresséed, or at least had deteriorated as a result

 of Mr. Manson's lectures and drug use?

A Yes, I do, because it had been eroded.

q And do you believe that Mr. Mansonfs concepts were
accebted By*Mr. Watson at the time of the homicides -- not
later, but at the time?

A His concepts may have been accéeptéed, but he did

. what he did because he was told to do it, but he did what he

did because he himself was aware of what he was doing and as -
1 read from the various transcripts, he had to make decisions

which, as I sald before, nobody cosached him to make and he

Q He did what he did, in other woxds, killed people
because he was told to go kill the people; isntt that right?

 was the result of his being told to do so, plus many other
- factors, no doubt?

A 1 would say yes plus other factors which we alluded

:‘tb before.

Q Which we have already discussed?
A which we have.

Q Incidentally, Doc¢tor, is someome who 18 legally
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insane,a peirson who simply does everything he can in order to
make sure that he is caught for his particular offense?
| In other ﬁords -= that is not very artfully put.
Would you expect somebody who was legally insane
tos after the homicides, go to the f£first house and knock on
the door and to the occupants inside announce, "I just killed
five people up the street and here I am. Gall the police or
do what you will with me"? Do you understand my question?
A I sinderstand it. I am somewhat baffled by the
assgrcion because T dont't think I knew that he knocked on the .
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- - misunderstand me.

| caught; isntt that right?

caught, does that mean, ipso facto, chey are not legally i.nsane"
2. | that they know it is wrong to have done what they did?
o1

;r

| mothing to avold getting caught, as you have used the term?

Q No, no;.he didatt; he didn't, Doctor, dontt

A Thank you.

Q What I am getting at is, you based a significant
part of your opinion that Mr. Watson was legally insane on
certain -- legally sane; on certain -- I have g;:t it on the
. brain,

THE COURT: Acts of coricealment,

Q BY MR. KEITH: . -~ on c¢ertain acts that he did at
- the scepe which to you you interpreted as indicating he was |
trying to avoid detection or getting arrested or getting

A In those specific instances, right, where he was
deliberately faced with a matter of judgment relating to
somebody g challenge, yes.

Q S0, do you find any correlation at all between
. legal insanity and not wanting to get caught?

In other words, somebodﬁ doesnit want to get

Are you with me?
A I think so.

I think an individual who 1s legally insane is
not able to make that particular value judgment.

’Q I don't quite understand you. You mean such &n

j.ndiv;i.dual an individual who is legally insane would do

& AL He imight: do: nothing.
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. insane usually would be able to make the value judgments which -
| would say, "Well, I'm going to do this because if I dontt do

;.4
-frfrOm.Hr@ Watson or anyone else that this is the reason why he

| did thcse things, 80 it is a hypothetical question; your Henor,

e

T hot based on’ any eviﬁence.

Q And he might also do something to avoid the
police or avoid detection?

A - -Well, if he knew -- 1f he knéw what he.was doing
and i1f he was not legally insane, he would try to avoid
detectlion.

- Now, I do not believe that a person who is legally

. this I will get caught."

Q Now, letts assume, Doctor, that -- letfs gssume
for the sake of the argument that Mr. Watson didn't want to
get caught.,

I an not conceding this, mind you, but letts assume

that he didntt want to get caught and let'g further assume
he didn't want to get caught because this would lead back to
 Manson, Manson would be arrested and Mansonts grandiose scheme,
- which Mr. Watson was a part, would collapse.
g?s Letrs assume these things.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I would object. There is no testimony

s

) """ fa 1

THE CDURT' I,will allow it.
HR KEITE, I think proper inference is to be drawn =«

fi

L Q- Beqring those assumptions in mind as true, do you

2

or during the homicides disclosed that he knew what he was

doing was wrong, assuming he did the things he did to avoid

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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cietecti-on 80 that Mr. Manson wouldnrt be arrested and that his |

scheme could go forward?

MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, I dontt see how that question
can be asked when there is no evidence of it.

THE COURT: 1 have allowed it, Mr. Bugliosi,

MR, BUGLIOSI: I think it i8 a rather important gquestion
and :lf t_pére is no evidence under the law, 38 1 understaind it, |

a hyﬁéthetical question has to be based on evidence, your

IE Hono -

. . THE CQUR‘I‘: Mr, Bugliosi, the objection is overruled.
S
T THE WITRESS' I ?i-zogld try to amswer that. I beliéve --

I ask £or some.. of ,J:he question again, Im sorry, but I will =~ |

im,. REITH: I I don’t blame you.

o THE GOURT: ,Can, you read it, Mr, Reporter -- or do you

want to reframe yom: ‘question?

" MR. KEITH: I will reframe it because of all the colloquy.

All right, here we go.
Q let's assume that Mr. Watgom was under Mansénts
domination and that Mr. Manson ordered the homicides to be

cormitted by Watson and these girls, and let ts assume that

" the purpose of Mansoq in sending Mr. Watson and the girls out
' on these nightsg of homicide was to foment a black-white race

tevolution; and letts assume that it was Mr. Mansonts purpose

~ as well as the perpetrators of these homlcides to create in

" the minds of the commumity that black people had committed the
 homicides; and letrs further assume that Mr, Manson's scheme

to emerge éventually as the rulexr of the world 1f either he or .

| any other members of his family who were perpetrating these

—¥
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-“3‘9

homicides were caught, because then it would be obyious that
it was white people and not black people -- are you with me?
A I'm with you.

Q -« and let's assume that Mr. Watson believed in

| Mr, Minson and the concepts that Mr, Manson taught, the

anti-establishment concepts, the black-white revolution conceptB,

- helter skelter, all these things we kaow about, killing the

establishment was all right because they are already dead,

| and so forth; and let's finally assume that Mr. Watson and
0 the girls did do certain things during and after the homicides
u 1 aﬂd before, for that matter, to avold detection, and theése are |

r{ ¢v"
i ‘acts and conduct that you have discugsed here before; and

_let: ts agsume that the purpose in attempting to avoid detection

Sa‘ i

-

El

*» pe Béaring those asaumpti.ons in mind is it still your -

, ".Wrong or knew it was wrong to kill?
v |

A Yes; yes; it is.

Q Now, how do you reach that conclusion?

A I reach that conclusion «-

Q Based on the hypothetical situvation that I have
expénded. |

A On. the hypothetical situation which you hdve
expanded ~- this includes, of course, the relationship which

I have tried to describe before as regards the matter of

' folie a deux, and this represented 2 mechanism by which

{ dinfluence was achieved and behavior was influenced; but, as I

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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have also reported, as far as I am concerned there was no
Q Did you say "delusion" or "illusion"?
A No; delusion.
Q No delusion?
-1

No delusion and no hallucination, -
This was a belief which had been placed, if I may .

have tricked you people.  You are just like sheep"; and so,

sometimes "

IRYLER H ; | CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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#12 1] : Now, in this context Mr. Watsom did what he was
. 2 | told to do and at the same time he knew what he was doing.
3 ‘ ~ He knew that it was wrong to do and, as I have

4 previously stated, there were satisfactions in hisg doing
5 | ceri:é?[n things which he found at the time he did them, of

6 | whi.ch I believe he was unaware.

;:1-*',;-}-' Q How could he know it was wrong to do if Mr. Manson |
| 8'{;.. had ‘told hi.m :.;:. was ri.ght to do these things and Mr. Watson

¢" | beli.evad Hw? DR |
. 1o | 3;‘.-‘.*, A H& did what be did because he was told to do them,

n | but~he knel t:hey were wrong to do, because he exercised the

, responses which'he did, and, furthermore, in the process of

¥ | doing them,and after he did them, he also had pangs of

4 | remorse and, therefore, although his personality had been

. % | eroded, his conscience had not been suppressed and his

¥ | conscience, so far as I am concerned, and his relationship to

“ | his conscience, and the fact that he knew that he had done

¥ ] wrong, indicated that fact and he aftervards was described as
9 having reacted nervously, as though he had been through a
® | traumatic experience. |
2 Q Doctor, he didnft begin to realize, did he, so far
) 2 as you know - by "he" I am referring to Waﬁ(m «= he didn't
% begin to realize or appreciate what he had done until he had
# left the Manson family and been on his own for a while; isntt

~ that right?
26

A That is what he told me.
27

. : Q@  Isn't it your opinion that Mr. Watson didn't begin
28 ¥

' to realize the enormity of what he hdd done until some period
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R A o 3 .

of time after the dcts themselves ‘were committed?.

A No. 1 donft think that that is the way I could
interpret 1t, counsel. |

Q Mr. Watson was still very much under the domination

of Mr, Manson, was he not, oh, a week or two after the
homicides?

A I believe so.
Q Didantt Mr. Watson tell you that even some months .
after the homicides had occurred -~ mot months, but & couple of

' months ~- he tried to find Mr, Watson in the desert -~ Mr.
'~ Manson in the desert, aid was unable to and so hitch-hiked

all the way back from Death Valley and then went home by plane?

A I'm sorcy, counsel, but I dontt have that

. information. I dontt recall that at all.

Q Doctor, you did find, did you not, that Mr, Vatson
at the time of the homicides suffered from mental derangement, 1

- didnt't you, by reason of folle a deux psydhosis-‘?

A Yes, in that sense; yes.

Q When one is suffering from a psychosis, one is

. severely mentally ill; isn't that correct?

A Not necessarily 8o, no, counsel,
Q isn't a psychotic person someone who generally is

considered by the psychiatric profession to be afflicted with

~a severe mental or emotional disorder?

A There are gradations ~- I believe in general I
would say most assuredly, but there are gradations of that.

@, . Incidentally, what caused you to believe that Mr.

Watsonéd:i.dn tt believe that he was the devil? Assuming he told |
il 1‘ _
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o the people at th Tate residence, "1 am the devil here to do
' the'dewilts work"?*'”

-14; 4 At I don‘t know that I can answer that question. 1T
think it ig a good question,  of course.
£¥:}:f T believe as I sald before, however, that he made
that Statement in order to intimidate the péople.
Q Doctor, of all the 500 -- strike that.

Have you ever found anybody,in all your experience,|
legally insane who did not at the eérliest opportunity confess |
to the police their misdeeds? '

A ' Oh, yes, of course.

Q Did you understand my question?

A If I may repeat it -- did you ever f£ind anyone who
was legally insane who did not, when they had their first
opportunity, confess to the police.

Q Or friends or relatives.
A Or fiiends or relatives.
Q" Yes.
A Yes.
Q  Doctor, do you have your report you prepared in
' this case? | |
A Yes,

Q Would you turn to page 28.

A . Yes,

Q Doctor, there is a quote starting atlline 21 of
that page about folieia deux and its definmition.

A Yes, counsel. |

Q And who wrote that quotation, do you know? I can't

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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quite make it c;ut in your report. Maybe it was Lasage and
Fabray, or was 1t Dr. Ivan Mensh?

A T believe it was Mensh, Dr. Ivan Norman Mensh.

Q Do you agree with Dr. Mensh's partial definitiom
to the effect that, "Folie a deux is a psychiatric entity

' characterized by a transference of delusional ideas™"?

A 1 do if you will go ahead with that sentence.

Q *,..and/or abnotmal behavior from one person to

" another, or oné person to one or more others who have been in
10 |

close association with the primarily affected patient."

A Yes, counsel. ‘

Q The transference here was more than just the
transference of abnormal behavior, wasntt it? By "here" I
am .ﬁeferring to the Watson-Manson confrontatiom,

A As I pointed out and as I believe the last time I

had occasion to refer to tbat, I believe that the "and/or"

ig the important part there because he had abnormal behavior,

} but I do not agree that the delusional ideas were transferred.

- ® . You don't £ind any delusional jdeas at all in
Mr, Manson's thought system?
A  Not per se, no, only as he was impressed to comport
himself and to act under the emoluments and bait which Mr.

Manson offered. In fact, Mr. Manson himself, as I say, is

! reported to have said, "Well, I have just been fooling you

- people." -
| J‘i Q Did Mr. Manson to your knowledge, did you find any

_ P 2
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- recelved that Mr. Manson told Watsom that?

’ A That; 1s what ome of the girls sald, told the whole
group. He told the whole group. . '
Q Actually Mr, Manson didntt Fte]‘_.l Mr. Watson at the
time he -t:qa-l:‘i.= him to go out and kill these people, ’iYou know,
1 have just been tricking you or fooling you all this time - . ‘
ébout this helter .skelter business. -That is & .bunch of hogwash."
| You didn't find that in any information that you

A Not at the time he told him to go out and kill,

no.
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#13 T | Q You dontt have any evidence that Mr, Manson told.

. 2 Watson that, do you, before the homicides -- a week before; a
3" | month before? '

s | A I donft know the timing; I cantt answer that,

5 counsel.

6 | Q@ - It is your opinion that it is not delusional to

7 baelieve that you are going to go to the bottomless pit and

8 1ive there and emerge unaged, not any older; in other words,

o eventually and rule the world?

10 You don't think thatts a delusiondl frame of mind? |

noy A I think thatts a nicé fantasy; but I believe,

2 | again, that the bait and the pleasures and the hedonistic

oo ¥ | miliew the pleasure principle which gurrounded the life at
4

the ranch was the reason that thesé people went along with

. 5 1 this idea.

ol Q You don't believe that Mr. Watson went out and

o partic’ipated in the killing of seven people just because he
was haying a nifty time at the Spahn Ranch with the girls,

,,,do you?

18
19

i!"?ﬂ' -l 2-. A X
L * ‘Tt is a little deeper than that, ism't it?
g, 20

s B :",,, A‘ £ ' Yes,! :lt is aslit:tla deeper than that; and the reasoni
| 1 ne riid i:hat* :Ls bec'ause Hanson told him to.

zi Q I Incidentally, this folie a deux concept or
o phenomenon ‘has been called infectious insanity by one writer,
® hAan-tﬁurit’f?z- Y E,’;?
* A 1f I may refer to this material in which I reported 5
. :: | that -- yes, it has been called infectious insanity. |

Q Psychic ~-
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\ bé congratulated i£ you did.

 begides Watson?

. understood by even the medical proféssion, by reason of its

Psychic infection.

It has been called re¢1pi:'oca1 insanity by Parsons?
Right.

And collective insanity, by Ireland?

Right . |

And double inéanity by Tuke?

Right,
And influenced spychosis, by Gordan?
Right.

.Hystic paranola by Pike?

Right.

pid you research all these articles? You are to

-
*
e, ¥

b*>b'ptﬂ'@§bphﬁ-.ob@b

»

A 1 did not research all the articles; no, I did mot

£y

reseérch all: tha aftic;les.
. Q_, But you did a lot of research in the field of

1 “‘ *

psychosiafknoyn aé folie a deux; isn't that correct?
. A . Yes, I did.
T e Y.

rovn
¥

T
LI 3

CQ And presumably you have seen it in other instances

A 1 have not seen it and I think I -so testified; I
have not seen it in the -~ well, we saj, ﬁhe clear, classic
form that I see it in this particular case.

Q It i8 rare, isntt it?

A It is rare,

Q@  And it is something that may mot be too well

rarity?
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' .~= either no experlence with it or no research with it; but

‘ YPen the: facts ate pxesgnted ‘and when we understand that, as
1

: afiective‘psy;hos;s*l*mean a psychosis which has moods and
‘ contradistinctive, primarily, to thought process difficulties
- - and"it*isnanﬁimgortant distinction -- therefore, this

. behavior, his moods; and these moods always intensified even

- challenge; and then the instance that we ave talking about
1z |
. he did what he was told to do; he knew what he was doing; he
' knew that it was wrong to do,‘but did it because of the contract,

| and after he had done it he had thig feeling of traumatic

- Manson in exchange for Manson dolng things for Watson?

| certain instances which we have talked about, these people
23
themselves from the need of, particylarly, of work other than
associated with what was going to be beneficial to the coswune;
~ and weré given, as I say, the emoluments of communal living

in reiationship to this thing which you have emphasized and

. which is so important from the standpoint of the degradation

. | |
. szﬁiﬁ 1 think those who do not understand it have had no

"

._ L3 \g i
in this case, there is not 'an affective psychosis -~ arfd by

particular category satisfieé the inclusion of Mr. Watsonts
in the depression when he was under danger of personal

Hssfegaxds the murders, he was told to do it. He was armed,

experience which indicated that at the time he knew that it
was wrong to do.
Q This contract, is this some so~called contract

bétween Manson and Watson whereby Watson would do things for
A Manson provided a situation in which, except for

were able to release themselves from responsibility, to release
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of the individual, the reduction of thelr oneness, so to speak,|
| “as individuals, theilr unity to be oneness in the group.

Q Doctor, didnit you tell us in your previous
testimony that in your opinion Mr. Watson didn't know why he
killed f:hese people?

!. .:A‘ I indicated that he didn't know why he felt bettex

when he killed them.

I:;”’f .:?‘ Q,ﬂ 1 donrz rgcall that but -

-

- P

e THE COURT : octor, I think your exact words, "He does
not know‘why;pe k;lled them, but I do."

THE WITNESS: My exact words were, he does not know why -

he!kne$ why he killed'them because hé was told to killy but he

. because -~ but I did know. That, I'm sure, is clear, your

> Honor -~

MR, KEITH: Well, the'xecprd wiil‘speak for itself.
Q I know after seeing that you espoused, or at least

| advanced a theory that there was some underlying, unconscious

hate within »-
A ﬁithin himself, against himself, not agalnst the

| individuals «-

Q  But now you think, it is your opinion that he did

| knowshy he killed those people?

A Mo, only that he was told to do it. I haventt

| said anything, I hope, that would alter that thought, because
2. -
| he knew -- he did what he did because he was told to do ity

but he did not know why he felt better after he did it.
In spite of the fact that he did it, and this is
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¥
@ little confusing, but nevertheless it is clear as far as my

- are not aware that he was any Justice on any supreme court, any

logic.is.concerned. 4
i THE COURT' Docﬁor, if I recall ¢orrectly, after you
made.the statfment twice, "He does not lknow why he killed
them, - but I' da"s' you then explained-that he was a failure.. ’
Aa.a resultsof being a fallure he hated himself and that hatred
kept inéreaéing until he took this hatred out on these people
that he killed, and that was the reason he killed.
' Wasn't that the explanation you gave?
THE WITNESS: I believe so; I believe so.
MR, KEITH: I don't have anything further.
I have nothing further.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. BUGLIOSI;

Q Doctor; with respect to the folle a deux called
infectious insanity by & man named-l&eler, that was in 1838;
is that correct?

A That ts correct.

Q Idelér was not the Chief Justice of the California |
Supégmg Court or amything like that, was he, Doctor; as far as
you know he was just g doctor?

A That 's right. |

Q He wasntt a Justice on any supreme court in 1838%

A - Nojs he was not.

Q And that holds true with Hoffbauer in 1846; vou

lawyer or judge oxr justice.
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afternoon and we will hear arguments on this phase of the case -

He was just a doctor, is that correct?
A 1 believe all of these were just doctors.
MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you.
No further queéstioms.
MR, KEITH: Nothing fgrt-her. ,
THE COURT: Thank you, Doctor, you may be excused.
MR, KEITH: May we approach the bench, your Bonor?
We dorft need the reportér',
(An unreported discussion was had at the bench.)
THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will
recess until 1:30.
Once ag&iﬁ, heed the usual admoni.t:ipn -= and we
might tell you what we plan to do unless things go awky.
We will be through with the testimony early this

consideration the first thing in the morning.
(The noon recess was taken until 1:30 p.m. of

the same day.)

* -
"y
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- previously duly gworn, testified further as follows:

- qualifications at this time because the evidence that was heéard|
- by the jury in the previous stage of the case Ms‘been
. stipulated to be considered by them in this phase of the case,

T t;esti*ffe}dKat the last proceeding, Doctor, you did not have the

| bfn?git-.fdf examining the defendant, Mr. Watson; is that correct?

,‘sar‘s :
B L

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY, OCTOBER 18, 1971; 2:00 P.M.

- - -

THE COURT: People against Watson.
Let the record show a1l jurors, all counmsel and
the defendant are present. -

MR, KEITH: T would like to call Dr. Hockman to the
witneéss stand. '

JOEL HOCKMAN, |
called as 4 witness on behalf of the defendant, having been

- THE CLERK: You have been previocusly sworn.

Would you be seated and state your name please for
the record.

THE WITNESS: Dr. Joel Hockman.

‘ DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, KEITH:

Q Thére will be no necessity to go into your

So getting right to the polnt: At the time you

a e :,.'

A That is co¥rect.

1 ;o @, o -Simge that t:l;mhq did you personally examine Mr,

- .
b A -
ol f.’..-r. .‘ s L -'%':' LA

e
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‘ Wﬁtsontat the county jail infirmary?

. i © Yes., I spent approximately five hours with him

: since then.

-~

'f:‘! L Q. a\nd was ti'laf: on’Saturday and Sunday of last week?
A It was yestérday and day before.
' . i [T

[

Q. v ‘ﬁétfif::éi:,‘-'as‘ a result of all the information you had

-

..received about thig case and already knew by reason of your

* ¥ ¥

examination of tﬁesgirls and as a result of your examination
of Mr. Watson Saturday and Sunday, did you form an opinien as
to whether or not Mr. Watson was psychlatrically insane as
opposed to legally insane?

A Wéll; I am golng to préface what I-am golng to say

in terms of -~ I think that my impressions have undergone some

. profound changes with the advantage of having seen him, as

opposed to only reading other peoplets examinations.

At this time I think that he was, in my opinion,

- suffering from a psychiatric condition which adequately

explaing to me the events at that time.
This condition 1s not a psychosls per se as
defined by the APA, the American Psychiatric, but it is a

 definable condition which I would call a striking example of

a disassociative state and I ¢an define that for you.
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B A

* ‘ampesia; -and I think that at the time of these events Mr.
‘I Watson Was suffering grom such a condition in which his feeling|
" an&.nhdhxstandlng:for what he was dolng was wldely and

| of insanity, do you have an opinion as ﬁo‘whether or dot at

Q - Yes, what do you mean by disdassoclative state, in
terms that we all can understand? .

A -According to-the APA, again, dissociation is.
defined as a psychological separation or splitting off, an
Iinterpsychic defensive process which operates automatically .
and udconsciously. Through its operation emotional significancp
and affects, which is the same thing as emotion or feelings,
aré separated and detached from.an idea, situation, or object. |
‘ l'ﬁﬁ*' Dissoclation mdy unconsciously defer or postpone |
- experiencing the emotional impact as, for example, in selective|

MO :

o

diatinctly separated in his consclous mind, and I think that

experiences in the family situation from the induced psychotic |
level delusional state of which he was a member and a part,
and possibly, although we don’t -~ we canft define.it, but

poséfbly augmented by an LSD toxic &éffect at the time of these |

events .

Q | Doctor, in the framework of the legal definitiom

the time of the homicides Mr, Wétson'knew and/or understood
that what he was doing was wrong?
A I think that Mr. Watson had a competent understand-
- ing of the events that he was involved with but he knew that
if he pulled the trigger, for instance, a gun would go off and

that damage would be done a8 a conSequence of that.
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- ;- “ ! 3 ) ’
R - . . ) [ Ioe -
) 3. \ o “. ; ?
Cee dpty ot f“‘f"i‘.""a'." 51

. yesgentlally, in a state of suspension, a state of dissociation,

~ right and wrong as we understamd it, when faced with the
Bno|

 that of a soldiet in combat.

~ of cognition, of understanding, and yet that question 1s

| here, but I think it glves you an idea of what I am trying to

P S
i o
L B o

§oo "?‘ﬁo de'\'ier s I think his sense of right and wrong was :
tl;ai; :l.thwas 1fa.tz‘f if‘ there was no right and wrong in his mind at
the time of those events., There wds mere existence or being,
the fact of belng there; but the consequences of -his act I

dé not think he was in touch with in any emotionally meaningful
way.

Q Are you telling us in substance that in your opinion

Mr. Watson was unable to appreciate the difference between

determination as to whether or not to kill?

A I think at the time of these eveﬁts such a question

exist in his mind.

I will be frank with you; I have been struggling
with this all the way down today and since yesterday af‘ternoon.j
1 haven't written my report yet, I haven't had the time; and
the best way I can undérstand it is to liken his situation to

When a soldler kills someone in combat he does
appreciate, he does have a sense of the wrongness of his act;
suspended in his mind; &nd I think it isn't exactly a parallel ‘

say, that the combinatlion of events and clrcumstances and

totally with Manson, just eliminates any such question in his

N '.‘a CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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mind.

| He was doing what was appropriate to him at that
time and there was o right and wrong. There was only the
world in which he existed in a psychotically delusional way.
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‘. §. Q... Poctor; you told us that dfter having examined Mr.

— -

#16
._ 2 | Watsom, that you ~- I don't want to misquote you--- but that
3 | you gave some additional thought to the problem and made some
. ~ changes in your thinking oz opinion.

5 4  Well, T think that ~-

3 Q Will you tell us what you meant by that or what

7 | happened during your interviews or gfterwards that brought

s | this feeling ahout?

At A  Well, the question that remained in my mind at

1 | ‘the time of my last testimony here wag what was his state of
w | mind literally at the time.

2 | No one had clarified that suffi.c:lent:ly for me and
13 1 1 didntt know myself. I wondeved was he in a sense of conflict

4 | pid he experience conflict about what he was doing., Did he

@ 5

16

indéed appreciate that there was a wrongnéss for what he was
. doing.
. of

As a consequence/my examination of him, my conver-

18 gations with li:'.m, 1 am convinced that for this man, there was

. - no emotional content at the time of these events.
2 I have & good deal of evidence now to convince me

1 that this 1é something characteristic of his life, that his
22 |

21

life is very basically devold of an emotional content; that he
» is profoundly schizoid, as I defined it last time, the absence |
 of a sense of real feeling in life, and that this schizoid state

became psychotic in proportlon at the time of these events.

24
25

26 .
He experiences emotion now with the sense of kind
21

‘ : of a,‘pathetic emptiness in his life. His life is over. He
. 23 . ;

'fealg dead, and I belleve him.
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1 | : I feel that he has probably. felt dead for a long

2 | while and .the only place that he éveir had any semblance of

3 feeling was in the Manson family, as psychotic as that

4 organization of events was.

5 He did at least have a delusion of being alive at

6 .| that time and important to his membership in that liveness

1 wag these acﬁs ~= Were thege acts, and I think that that helps |

s | me to understand now how sométhing as bizarre as this could

o> | happen. .

10 Q Doctor, inm formulating your present opinion, did

i1 | you take into account, as you did during your previous

2 |" testimony, the testimony of Linda Kasabian concerning the

13 | activities, conduct, and statements attributed to Mr. Watson?

15 3 A Yes, I did.

15 In fact, elaborating on some of these things R
| clurify’ing some doubts I had in my mind about who had said

17

S I *what and donie whit, and what his rolekd been, active or
T8

16

passive - i.n his comrersationa with me he was active.

19 AR He @escribed himself as active, but nonetheless

g‘xi-ﬂ . pm

20 his actions vere widely separated from any feeling, any

2 emot.totial c.mtent ‘and he relates to me that way esgsentially,
2 except whez; he begins to dwell in terms of his chi ldhood and
2 in i:erms c'-f 'h;.s’ éan?:asy of returning home az if nothing had
# ever happened.
5 At these points it bégins to break through.
% Q Doct.ox, assuﬁing, arguendo, for the sake of
7 argument, that some of the things Linda Kasabian éaid he dtd

» and sald -~
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,;' : tq Mr Watson!s actlvities and statements on the nights in

’

. any other consideration was irrelevant.

| ©f never being able to escape.
25 |

| was saying.

€6 have anything to do with anyone vaguely commected because

A Yes.

Q@ - == such as telling Linda to wipe fingerprints off
of knives and becoming angry with Susan Atkins because she left
her knife within the Tate residemce, et cetera -- are ya
fgmi]:ia:g with Linda's testimony? |

A, Yes,

= ‘ . Y

f Q " Assuming that testimony to be true with relation

-1

guesﬁion, does ;:hat: changa your opinion at all concerning Mr.
Wats_o:‘;té failuz;e to' évé; ééns:[dar whether it wag right or
wrong to do wha;: he did, whethet he was acting in a disassoclatfve
state? . = - e f- ‘

A I think he was of such a single wind, he was so
singleminded at tfhat time ~= if I can borrow that phrase ~-

';:hat he was 80 totally wrapped up in what he was doing, that
That he could bécome angry with them for leaving a
He was Manson at that time. He was }ﬁnsoma child,
He is still terrified of Mangson. He doesnt't want
that draws him back into a web of which he has a real terror
Q@  Did he tell you he was still afraid of Manson?

A No. He didn't tell me that.
I sensed it. I felt it and I heard it in what he
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'

_ He becomes v;l.si.bly disturbed when the name comes
up. He becomés agitated., In contrast to sitting still for
long pefiads of time in a kind of frozen posture, heé begins
to get agitated. His legs begin to shake., He begins to pick
at himself.

Q Did you form the opinion as to whether ox nct
Mr. Wats'qn: was trying to be sincere with you or whether he
was feigning any of the things said and did?

| A 1 gave a lot of thought to that. I meéan that is
an obvious quéstion and it is always an important question

when you are examining a patient.

I will say this, that I was very suspicious on

- examining him, éxamining him, because of looking for this kind
4 1

of *_:[:'e:l;gni.ng or pretending, but not only was I convinced but
t;hé .fi\ail‘nurse and the guard, the officerg «-

MR, BUGLIOSI: This is hearsay.
. '},_%Q S BY mz. KEITH, ‘You can't tell us that,

', L 4

MR. .«BUGLIOSI* This is hearsay. 1 will object upon that

' ground. I don't know what he is going to say but it sounds

t.iif‘

A
like hearéay. L
o 2 -« THE COURT: He, is not going to say that.

RS | - LN
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#17 1| THE WITMESS: -I can just say that ~-
. 2 | ' MR. KEITH: Walt, walt, wait; wait a minute.
L T May 1 approach the witness?

# [ . THE COURT: Go ahead.
K Y. *

S Q BY MR, KEITH; Go¢ shead; I am sorry to have
NPT interrupted you. .

<, 4
Lo S o ST

. R A 1 q:an say that: 1 am not easily moved and I see a
‘ 1ot everyday, and this man moved me,

. Lk ‘ 1
s Y Hle'& a very convincingly pathetic person. I donft
10 thi.nk he was feigning or pretending and I would stake my

: $
no reputation on it ~- I am, I guess.

2 MR, KEITH: I dontt have anything further at this time.

THE COURT: Mr. Bugliosi -~
MR. KEITH: Do you want all of usg?
THE COURT: Yes.

13

1®

® s

1 | (An. unreported discussion was had at the bench.)
17

a CROSS-EXAMINATION
® | BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
® Q Doctor, among many other things I like abaut you,
= you are very, very democratic: The last time I saw you the

people called you to the witness starnd. Maybe during the
23 ‘
| peénalty trisl we will both call you to the witness stand. Okay?
PT _

' Im looking at your last report, the one that you
25 1.

did type up, the second to the last paragraph. In there you
26 | )

| do say words to this effect; "He," referring to M. Watson,
2r,

. . "He knew right from wrong. No man doesn't, in some degree,
3 | “

' unless hets suffering from intellectual insufficiency or
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- for instance. I think that accounts for how he could oo one

- of content with an acceptance of wrongness,

" then immediately after doing so wipe the fingerprints off of
| his gun and throw it into a lake or something? 1Is that common? |

there ik ﬁbjreason for him to keep it a big secret, is it?
EREY I

phys ic‘é"lii-‘heti}é“l(_)gféafl 'iné ompet ency."
Do you still feel the game way? - -
A I think that -- I'm obviously qualifying that
statement in the following regard, that I do still belleve

that he knew right from wrong in some sense,

He was hrought up in our soclety; his sense of
rightness would be comparable to our sense of rightness, but
T think that I found how it could be that he should have such
a ‘content and at the same time be totally out of touch with it
at the time of these events; aid this is8 not an umisual
¢ondition, the dissociative state. “

It is a common condition and seen in war neuroses,

‘level know the difference betwéen right and wrong, but in the
sénse of efficiency and effectiveness; in effect at the time
of these events, in a disscciative state he was totally out

Q Talking about the war amalogy, is it rather common,
£rom your experience and reading literature about soldiers in

combat, for a soldier, let's say, to shoot an enemy soldier and|

A I should think it wouldntt be unless it was
important for him to do that in order to fulfill his job as a

soldier.

Qiﬁ " But, by and large, a soldier kills another soldier,

!s;:'

4 No, it is not part of the role.
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Q So that analogy between the soldier and Mr. Watsom,|
in.all professional candor, is a rather anemic analogy, isn't
it? ‘ '

A 1 soundly disagree. I th:!.nlc that the psychological

| machaniﬁms by which bothk attain thelr objectives and perform
~ their duty would probably be fairly similar, but the role of

each is different‘é \IJ.‘. 1is mnot importaﬁt: for a soldier to not

get caught :i.nmrder to win the praise of his superior, as ia
. the cally case.

10 -

i

- fQ He has no desire to eoﬁceal what he has done?
A That: ¥ right ‘

Q Wherea’sﬁ}ir Tqa‘tsori ’d:l.d have a desire «-

A Yes, that was as he- was instructed. He was to do
the job, | AR A A A
@  Was Mr. Watsom instructed by Mr, Mansom to tell

‘- Linda Kasabian to wipe the fingerprints off the gun?

A As I understand it, he was Imstructed, according

' to what he told me, he was instructed to go there and do the

EEA | job  and to come back.

20

Q Right, so there was no reference to telling Linda

. Kasabian to wipe fingexrprints off the gun?

A No, not to my knowledge.

Q So far as you know -~ as far as you know, this

& oh, yes.
Q A‘é far as you keiow?
A Yes.
Q

Now, how do you explain that?
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: . Lo
.| eaught?- -

A How do I explain it?
Q. Yes. o .
A I think it is not very difficult to understand at

_ He was doing a job, he‘ was acting out a role; aﬁd

' included in that role would not be getting caught.

Q Why included in Ehat role would there be the notion|

: of not being caught‘ isn't the reason being that he knew that

| }What he ha& rlone .-
1 | v*; _ aA It is very simple -~

1, . .5

;;v‘ ? Jeme ould }:mre caUSei h‘lm to be punished 1f he were |

-

A I think it i.s;even gsimpler than that. If he gets

caught he cannot 20 back he cantt go back and rejoin the
5|

family; hé 'can it Ij.v,g ;-thérét:l_.n- that circumstance, this idyllic

delusional environment; he cantt take LSD or have gratis love

Q Why cantt he go back t':o..the family?

A Because he would be --

Q  in jall?"

A -~ in jail, right,‘,

Q In other words, ke knew that if he got caught he

A I tfﬁink that he knew the COn;aequences of what would

1 ‘happen, yes) but I t;hink the questlon of wrongness was
- irrelevant to him, Mr. Bugliosi.

Q@  But he kneéw that when hé killed these people he

" was doing something that the rest of society, in other words,
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| of soclety considered killing human beings wrong; he kaew that?

: north\polﬂ. -4

:*,‘f i 5" 1 think we are talking about émotions, thatis why -

: Ifm hsré. ,-f, G e . Ca T

~ thing as 1ﬁhellegtﬁaiizanion and such things as affect or
. emotion, and they are widely different.

that, by definition, is devoid of reason?

f‘what was on his mind, not necessarily feér or hatred or any-

~ thing like that, but what was on his mind: Did he know, did

' wrong; that's the question that I would like you to address

" doing wrong; but emotionally, it was no relevance whatever.

outside the perimeters of this group at Spahn Ranch, the rest

A 1 think he had an.intellectual grasp of that, but

emotionally it was as irrelevant as what was going on at the

A
w“'}

4:'?4

- B W "You were not talking about state of mind -~

o

i1 Ty +

Je 1 J‘l' g tc

Q“ Ycu will agree “that emotions are not identical with].

T
,l

sy

HEE -

A
mental processes?'f Gy
. 1

A Yes, I’ﬁould definitely agree that there is such a |

Q You have heard it said that an emotion i something

A Devold ~-

- Q An, emotion. |

A An emotion; that, by-necessity,~caﬁnot be the same
thing as intelleéctualization or Intellectuwal thinking, yes.

Q@ °  So the primary thing that we ave talking about is

he understand,; intellectually, that what he was doing was

yourself to.

A I think that he intellectually had a grasp, he was

Q All right; but if Mr. Keith wants to talk to you
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10

n

4

15

16

a7

18

19

2.

25

26

I of an individual to understand what he needs to recall and
7

. L ’
' q.:‘" 'i‘ L 5722
: H . : - : - — .

about emotions?,l be cati do sb.on rédirect examination. Okay?
4  Um~hmw. |
Q But I would abprec-iate it, while I am talking, if

 you will just talk about the mind. Okay, Doctor?

A T will try to separate them for you.

Q You will agree, then, that mentally, intellectually

Mr. Watson knew that it was wrong to kill these people in the

~ eyes of society; will you agree with that?

A Intellectually, I think probably so.
Q And mentally so?
A Mentally is the total activity inside the mind;

~ that would have to include emotions, you see. The mental
13

activity is your total content of your thinking activities and
feeling activity at any givén moment.
Q@ . All right,
Would you define the word "intellectual® for the
jury? |
A Intellectual? Let's see If they have a definition

| here.
2 |

1 do this for & reason, and that is that I think

- that there is enough e¢onfusion in my area without my adding to |

1 1.
2 L

Q i will put a ditto onh that, but I'm not on the

: witness stand.

A Here we go' Intelligence; the potential ability

to mobillze and i?ﬁgegrate constructively previous learning and

| experience in meeting mew situstions. The functional use of

ty
-
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Pt "
intelligence is' influencéd by emotional factors, period.
Q "y Thgr‘e is. c.er:tainly no question that the emotions

contribute to the ultimate formatf.on of a state of mind.
4 . In our f:l.eld we would say that they determine

.; what the state :ts.

Q No, ‘emotions give a 'pe:r:gqn the incentlve to rob
‘or murder or rape; right?
A Right.

Q But we are not talking about that nowy we are

.. talking about the ultimate state of mind.

Would you say that to mtellectualize, in effect;
means to thi.nk?

A To intellectualize means to think in these

. organized ways that this definition would submit.

Q | So at the t‘ime. of these mu'rders Mr., Watson was

eyes of soclety?

A I would say that there was an intellectual content

to him that had thab awareness. I will give you an example

|-to clarify it. I will use my apple ple example from before.
P ‘ . ‘
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$18 C j Q@ I think it was a blueberry pie.
. - , | 2 | A ‘Whatever, ple. The pie ig there and you ate hungty.
| 3 You Id says, ‘"Eat the whole ple.™ |
4 ’ Q  Will you explain what Id is?
5 A It is an unconscious. -- it is that part of you you'

6+ f are usually unaware of s @ receptacle of your emotion, your
7 | emotional peculiarities. Your Id says to you, "Eat the whole
¢ { pile," and your super ego 's‘éy_s, "Don g tqach it. You dontt

s | have pemisﬁion,“ and your ego says, “Take one plece."
10 | The thing that determines that decision essent:l.a]’.l;y'
" 1| at the very bottom, is a resolution between your intellectual
2 | controls and your emoticnmal dictates. If you were starving;

13 1 you would eat the -whole'pi-e, you see, and thet 1§ where the
¥ | eémotional aspect comes into the intellectual process.

. | B | Q .  What was it that made Mr, 'Watson stab these people?
6 | Hig Id, his ego, or super ego or what?

1 A I think in a profound sense it was his Id material

18 | Erom his Id, 1<:osened shaken_up, . stimulat:ed of delugional

% 1 and psychotic proportions.

20 " T could give you, i1f you were interested, I could

-2 1 give you a lot of other reasons why I think that happened to

L him -~ the dynanies of that decision or that absence of
% | decision. | |
. Q We.ll,. pérhaps Mr. Keith will ask you those questions.
% | ¥ dontt wantr»ﬁo go over all of the steps Mr. Watson took to |
% | aveld detect;i.om I think you mentioned here, "Indeed he took

‘ . 27‘; p:;ecaubipna to prevent and was concerned with apprehension."

. 28 T, 1

3 ,\ \r .

| Perhaps I should read thé clause before that,
A

AR P ’
Lt

e ;5"1
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"His behavior revealed that he was aware of

the wrongnéss of his actions. TIndeed, hé took

precautions to prevent and was concermed with

apprehension." |

ry Yes.

Q Without golng over all the things he did, such as
telling Linda to throw the clothes and the knives over the
side of the hill and telling Diane Lake not to tell anyone --
he did these things in your mind because in his mind he
realized that society thoughﬁ it was wrong?

4 I think that is in part tzue.
‘ Q Just one further point: You mentioned the word
schizoid,
3 Yes.

' Q That is a psychiatric term which dées not mean
éc‘hiszhreni:c; isn't that true? ‘
A Right. .
Q It doésnftt mean that at all, does it?

A No, it doesnit. Someone hds torn out that part of

i

my book. . ..+
T R e .
.- Q. ;& I'might have it here. Actually, I just found it
t s : - . N
here! 7 U ot a0 T E
- T N O R e
' Vnde 4516, 5

I washtt tr}yi.ng ?ti?:;f:ge thieving or anything.

What is the definition.of schizold?

A

Q

A I trust you vinéent,

Q

A Let's see if I can find it for you.
Q

Halfway down the pagé.
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psychot:lc .

: that; time was psychotic. It was inappropriate for functioning
in & nqrmar], aociety.

g} %1

| Watson didn T ever; cogsider tl‘ze;i rigﬁtness or wrongness in an
'24 . abatract le\rel of what he was about to do. Like a soldier

- an intellectual level he may well have had an awareness of that

A Maybe you did t-ake it out. Schizoid 15 an adject;l.ve
and 1s described as traits of shyness, introspection and
introversion.

| Q So a person could be schizold and not be
schizophreénic o? paychotic? ‘

A Yes,

MR, BUGLIOSI: No further questions.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, KEITH: L

Q However, you did make a finding that Mr. Watson
was psychotic?

A 1 think that he vds suffering from a psychotic
delusionsl state at that time and psychotic as I defined it
lagt time, not in the sense of schizophrenic. He was not
sehizophrenic at the time, buf; he was at the time functionally |
Q What do you mean by functionally psychotic?

A The effect of his actions and his mental state at

S B I A
f - Doct:or, you tald us on divect examination that Mr.

bl

Q"

in battle he went out teo do his duty and he did it.
A Yes.‘

i‘.i‘r ’_ 'ff‘

| Q ' On cross-examination you told Mr., Bugliosi that on
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what he was doing was wrong. Does that paraphrase you

correctly? '
4 1 would say that there is a possibility on an
intellectual level he had some awareness. Intellectually he

may have known it was wrong.

Q When somebody intellectualizes you are thinking in |

an organized logical wayj is that correct?

A . Yes., You can reach goal ideas. It is predictable.|
. There is & logic that you can demonstrate to the thought

" process.

Q In the case of Mr., Watson; do you have an opinion

as to whether of not he was operating on an intellectual level |

at the time of the homlcides?

A No; I'dontt think he was operating on an

" intellectual level at all. That is the point of my testimony.

I think that he was profoundly driven by his
émotional staté,and‘had been for months.

Q *;ﬁowever, you did tell us that intellectually he

1

;; people. Do gou mean that, gomﬁwhere down deep inside him
21 - : :

1: J

"intellectually hé wust have' knowniby reason of his earlier.

trdining? R T

N .:{'-3 Lt r'.: . ‘
A - Of course., That content was there in his head,

but whethey or:fot it was effective is another question.

Q  Is it your opinion that on an 1nte11ectua1 level

A 1 think that.

@ + In other words, his intellect just wasntt operating

b4
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A His intellect was obviously not sufficient to

restraln him. It 1s just that simple. It was not adequate.
He was not functioning within normal control and
hadn 't been, as I say, for months and months.

Q Is it your opinion that he was intellectualizing
or operating on am intellectua 1 level afier the Humicides
when purporteélf he' did certain things to avold detection?

- 'A I think those things were all rational behavior
within the world in which he belonged.
T ’ It waé 1rationa'I as ‘a’ mufderer to hide. It wasg
rational to avoid detectioq.but there is absolutely no
rationality in Whﬂt‘ he did,‘ though That was an irrational

type.

\,. ,1¢;i

hero -- ‘ ’
MR, BUGLIOSI: I will move to strike that.
THE COURT: This is just characterizing. You dontt
actually mean he was Mz, America?

THE WITNESS: WNo, obviously not. I am spesking, it is

- a8 an adjeetive form.
a |

He was an all American boy. He had lettered in
every sport. He had never done enything to transgress.

He had no awareness of any feelings or impulses
to transgress the behavioral rule set down £or him.

He was solely out of touch with any pdrt of him

 that told him to misbehave.
This is until he suddenly, for reasons he couldn it t

- explain to himself, left this small town and came to Galifornia|

Thié young man vas Mr. America. He was a football |
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to lotus land, where he gets involved with drugs and sexual

licentiousness and a biz_aii:re'l\y different cultural 1life style

B from that which he had left and he didn‘t understand that.

He didn't understand. He didn't even know what he
‘was locking for'uﬁén he found it and then he felt what be had|
found, but do?an't understand why he was looking for it --
stil!. deesn "t understand it, I don't think, why Manson had
auch pervgsiVé ‘influ‘ence*on himw ek ,
" Q if: éb, ﬁ;étgf, 1n Summatibn3 or substance, is it your
.opinion that on the 1eve13Mr Wataon was operating, he did not |

appreciate that’ 'what he Was do;l.ng was wrong or have the

“ knowledge or.understanding? i
1 |

A I think that wrongness was a totally irrelevant
concept to him at the time » had no importance to him.
o However, on an unconscious level, or a level thdt

wag suspended, an inteéllectual level that was suspended, he
did have an awareness that killing was against the dictates of |
soedety and the law of soc:tet:y? _

A I vwould think that his grown, or growing avareness |
of these other aspects of his feelingg about what he did, are

- 1n part accountable for what happened to him just before he

went to Atascadero, that the depression he experienced at that
time, which‘was psychotic in proportion according to a number
of exami.ner’s » WS a consequence of the breaking thfough of
his defenses, of the awareness of what he had done, but it

wasntt. until that time that I think it was of real significance
 to him, and that psychotic depression, I believe, was an

attempt on his part to deal with his own conscience.
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1 Q And you do not find, I take it, anything

. 2 | inconsistent in lyou‘r conclusion that Mr. Watson did not

( 51 ‘consider th;eh:;!,ghtness and wrongness-of his act of killing

¢ | and his effor-t‘s either to conceal what he did or, letts say-;

| ‘his lack of affirmative efforts or activity in telling everys
8 body ‘what he had done?

R A { Ycu Imow, *thi.i: i§ reaily the same quedtion that
you can raise with _any behavior which is at variant or
against any k:lnd’of rﬂlez, 3’

L The husband who comits an infidelity -~ and 65%
of the popuiétion does - knows that what he 18 doing is not

right and has some part of him that feels guilt about it, but

m o

13 |. that part is relatively suspended at the time, that his

. 3 1 emotional needs drive him to his misbehavior, and I think that
5 |

8a =
7| ‘

that is only more profound evidence in this situation.

18
19 -
20.
21 1:'
22
2 |
94
25
26

271 |
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#18A 1 : ¢ - Im other worda Hr. Watson was operating more on
. 2 | an emotiomal 1ev¢l ot entzi,re].y on an emotional level?
s | A Prec:isely. N
4 . Q ' *Operatiﬁg on an emotional level during these two

5 | mnights of murder rather than an intel_lectua‘l level?

6 a I think he was in a profoundly regressed sense,

1 | yes. . | '

8 Q And in your opinion had Mr. Watson been operating |
9 | oh this emotional level of awareness for some period of time

10 | by reason of all the factors we hive been discussing: Hahsanfﬁ

n |} influence, drugs, et cetera?

2 | A I think that he used all thosze c:l.rcumsi;ances and

15 | influences to maintain himself in t;ﬁat state of regression.

4| Q When. you use the term regression, what do you mean,'
. , 5 | Doctor?

16 A I mean moving back frbm- a level of onets current

7 | ok. tontemporary level of emotional operation to an earlier

18 level of emotional function, a more child-l;t.ke level.

® o Q S0 in your opinion was Mr, Watson operating on

#® | more of a child-like level during this period of time at the
| Spahm Ranch?

‘ A I think that he wag in a paychoti;c gense Mangonts
% | child, as the others were as well.
=1 MR, KEITH: I have nothing further,
e ' MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Homor, I have Some yegross and I
~ ® | am sure there will beredivect. Does the court want to recess?
P S THE COURT: Go ahead.
% |
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RECROSS-EXAMINATION
BY'HR; BUGLIOSI.

Q@ - Are you aware, Doctor, of this man in Texas, or
gtudent about 21 years old, who got up on the tower and
killed 12 people?

A Yes:

Q You are aware that he was an all American boy too |
befbre that, aren't you? |

MR, BUBR,IGK: I object. There is no evidence of that,
it s immaterial,

THE COURT: Sustained, ,

Q BY MR, BUGLIOSI: Now, you say that Mr. Watson's
intellect wasn!t adequate to restrain what he did; is that
correct?

A His intellectual defenses, not his intellect --
intellect is a potentiality.

Q. I thqught:' yai used the word int;aliect,

A .No =~ I may have,

- Q His intellectual defenses were not enough?
A Yes. )
Q This would be true of just about every person who

. A L would say probably so.
&  Soit is mot unugual at all, the mental processes
and functioning that Mr. Watson went through in this case, in
other wqrds, it is'not differentiated from other criminals?

unfaithful,husband - fi eyt

. - .
3 * T v
. . '
N . . .
PR Y - I P . }

. 5 .
At ™7 PEE— B o T~

.o~
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Q Right. '
A ~- gand the mutderex, but there is a difference in |
degree,

Q Wouldntt you say that fﬁOm bitrth the socilety in
which we live teaches us that it is wrong to hurt or kill a
fellow human being?

A Yes,

Q And this certainly was an ingrained inmate part
of Mr. Watson's mind, consciously, éubcousciously-and
unconsclously; is that correct?

A Sure.

Q S0 when he was killing these people, he wasn't
perhaps intellectualizing it is wrong to do this, but he was

-, aware of it without even intellectualizing about it because
15 | ;

it was a part of him to know that it was wrong; isntt that

!  correet?

A Bo. You are confusing the fact that it may be in
onefs -mind, with one's awareness of it. I am saying that I

' think he was ot of tduch with it in the sense of awareness

or cons¢iousness.,

Q You are sdying, he may not have been thinking

: about the wrongness of it at the time of his act?

A It was unconsclous at the time of his act is what
I &m saying. .

1

Q <~ge was mot consclously thinking about the wrongnehé

_at' the vtime he killed these pecple?

¥ .
4

‘A _ That is what I would say. .

ST . RN .
Q ., ';But he was aware, of the wrongness?

A
=

I
\ "
g ' . b
o ’f. s 40
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A Aware in the sense of being unconscious of it?
You cannoét be aware -~ ‘ o

- Q- - If he had stopped for a moment to think a moment,
he was-aware of the wrongness of it, and this probably is
what caused him to take measures to avoid detectilon.

A I donst know 1f I can follow yoér conclusion.

You seée you caniot be aware and unaware simultaneously. That
is mathematically logically impossible. You cannot be aware
of something umless you are conscious of it,

There 18 a limbo state that we call the pre-
conscious where perhaps gsome stimulys or gomething internal
will trigger it to release it into the conscioug mind, but
T would say at the time of these events he was not consciously
concerned with sucﬁ guestionsi

Q Iq other words, he didntt care about ~-

. -
[}

‘A Nc. |
. A{Q' "-- ‘the right or wtnng of!what,ha was doing?
A To say that‘he didnft care ‘would imply that he had
made an intellectqal deqisiqp. I wonft pay attention to that,

Q . He wasmit thinking that it is wrong, right or wrong|
to do this. He wanted to do it; 18 that correct? He wanted

o do it.

A Yes, he was driven.

] But he knew that it was wrong to kill these
paople.

A And be knew in the sense it was in his head or in

1 the sense he was cougcious of it?
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#19 1| Q Well, I think we can go round and round for hours
. 2 " on this point, but I éo bacl;; Doctor, to the things that he
‘ 3 f éid to avold detection, vhich you point out in your report:
4 | "He was aware" -~ that is your word -~ "He was aware of the

5 | wrongness of his actions; indeed,he took precautions to prevent

6 | and was concerned with apprehension."
2 | o These are your words.
L A May I continue? I think that needs some e.labcratiﬁ'n
5 | which 1 pro:wide in the report. |
10 ‘ Q You talk about the folle & deux.
o A And the suspension of the concept of right and
2 | wrong. | '
13 " Q ‘I‘{;I.‘gght’., but you do not alter or change the phrase,
8 “"That he w;ns's:atéasf;a of the wrongness of his actions; indeed.;

.' b R ;' ha t:ook prec;;:tions to prevent and wag concerned with

. 1 I appreh%rtsipn.“w J‘-M ~\ i‘,ﬁ R

1 ’;€,~.. A i i'qu don'i: indicaﬁé &nywhem that you are chariglng

18 -1 your position -on t’hat. ol

‘.‘.,.

® A And I really T. u;nderstand; Mr. Bugliosi, the point

20 j‘: that you were: ?fpyipg ‘g:qqla_l::j;ﬁy here and I appreciste your
A1 motives for it. I think they are good, but I will give you
:_ an example of what I am trying ‘to compunicate here,

.23 | T had occasion to interview a soldier from Vietnam |
2

| who had killed and cut ears off his victims, which was part
% | of what the guys were dolng, and he did ir; and it is only now

® 1 that he 1s struggling with the consequences of that.

. ‘27" ‘: Now, I could say that he had an awareness of

the wrongness of what he was doing end that would be in part

- CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1 true3 but,; in fact, that was functionally of no ¢onseéquence
. 2 | to him at the time of these events.
3 | : Q Right; apart from his awareness of the wrongness
sen . 4 | of it, he satisfied disappointuents and said, "I'm going to do
' 5 | it anyway," just like the busband in the infidelity situation,
6 | but -
7 A ' gut it isn't the.conscious act s it isn't the

8 | situation of, "I'm going to think about it and weigh the
differences," or, "I'm going to oppress that, ignore that.®

10 This 18 an operationm that occurs im the unconscious

Ve,

n 1 it is automé’i:i.t':l Repreasion is an sutomatic psychological

E defense, and I think that's essentlally what happened to his

13 fensé of right and wrong, It was gone from his conscious mind
A o

-~ ¥l and not frpm g &ecision tﬁat he ;nade consciously.
o 15
g p Q

16

Wouldnft you say it is in the unconscious because

.there i3 no need for it to be in the conscious; in other words,
1 it is suck‘L an, ingrained pqrt of every human being to kiaow that
s f

18 it is wrong to kill someone that he doesntt even have to think

® about it, it is not something that they have to say, "Now,

% wait a while, is it right or wrong to killo"
2 We know almost from birth that it is wrong, so

z ﬁ“ﬂ there is no need for it to be on the consclous level, it is
B part of us?
#o| A No, becauwse unless it is consclous you are not
' ® | aware of it in the semse thet we know awareness. Awareness
. is the sbility to be in touch with what is going on inside of
‘ . B onets gelf aﬁd in the external world; and if you are not in

touch wi_t:h‘i_:hat., it can be in the unconscious -- I deal with
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right?

L

! \
patients who hava murderous impulses in theitr uncoriscious
and’ d'on't bedom avare of it until after yeaxrs of therapy,

aomething springsi it 10‘93&. NI ,

Q You say in tfﬁ.s re;;mrt he' knew right from wrong,
no man doesn't, no-map =-! ' ﬂt

A He knew it~ :ln? the seuae it was 8 part of h:tm, but
I think it was -a; t;m:sciona.'f:a'rtﬂ of him at the time of these
events ~- |

Q@ - It wasntt something he was sitting down with a
piece of paper and enumerating reasons for snd against?

A Right,

Q And because it was part of him, this is vhy he
t ook measures to avold detection; isntt that true?

A But probably withiout any awareness or p]_.anniﬁg
or thinking about it in the semse of, "I am golng to do this;
I'm going to do that; I know this isn't right, but I'm going
to ignore that feeling inside of me." |

I dontt think he was operating at that level at
all, |

Q Just like slmmeone who robs a bank, it is the most
normal thing in the world for him to do, to take off like a
birdafter he has committed the vobbery. He doesntt have to
think, '"Now;- should T run?" It is just the most normal,

natural thing in the world for him to get the heck out of there

A Um"hm‘
Q And this is bastcally what you have with Mr.
Watson, fsn't it?

CT)

CieloDrive.comARCH IV

ES



10

n |
12
13

14 -

15

6
|
1
1
» |

21 '

2% |

%5

- 26

2

ot : Ai‘fi‘v | ) ' . 5738

LT m BUGLIOSL. No further questions.

: _:i_:g‘-le that he gaw as essential to his remaining with Mansen and |

"the ultimate objective of the Manson family: Going to the

| the grasp of 'Hansori,- hi s ratification of it.

B

{ dissgreed with any instructions or points of view with Manson,

' ever; or, did anyone else in his presence.

[

¢

~$
2

. I think he was acting out the role he was :ln.

% . -
M ‘-t . s i i i
.

. - ot -
LR I 1 L
.

v -

REDIRECT EXAMINATI.ON

BY MR, KEITHZ . | ' ."; :
I The xole.he vas. playlng was the role that Manson .
4 § _, ) 1

had given him, isntt that correct‘?
A The role that Manson had given him, and also the

that environment and that world.

Q And aid you consider in axriving at your opinion

bottomless pit and living until the black-white war was over
and then emerglng unscathed and ruling the world?

A Yes, I think that with the case of the others
there was more of a belief in that and more concern with |
those .l?eliefé, than even in the case of Watson. Watson was
always, as far as I can tell, somewhat confused by a lot of
that; but the thing that was important to him was Manson.. It
was Manson's voice and Mansor's presence; Mansonts holding him,

Mansonts rocking higx Aike a baby; his amniotic feelings, in

Q Excuse me, Doctor; gemerdlly Watson did accept
Mansonts theories on black-white war, helter skelter, so forth?

A I think he would have accepted anything that Manson
sald and, ;n fac{:, as far ag anything I can detewminé, he never|
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BTN X _-Halter skelter was an ji.mpm.:n‘:mn: part of Mr. Manson '8

‘!
h!. .o .u.';\ .’,

kR 'philosophx ot T

A If it wag :l.;nport:ant to Manson, it was importsnt to
Watson, but not fo‘.r.* i:im same reasons.

MR, KEITH: I-have nothing further;
N

RECROSS~EXAMINATION
BY MR. BUGLIOSI: |

Q So Watson had some confusion about Manson's
¢ancept: o,f“helter gkelter?

A They were irrelevant; ‘Méusqn was prattling
philosophy and Watsonts commection with Manson was not
ph:!;loéophical, it was emotional. Manson would take a knife
and =w frc;n‘x what T have beén told and from what I have read -~
actually, I have heard from one of the others to confirm it -a»‘:

~ Manson would put & knife to his belly and say, "Can I kill

you?¥
 And Watson would say,; "Yes," and wouldn't know
whether he would. |
Q Where did you hear this?

A I heard it from him yesterday and I had heard the
same sto::y from Leslie.

Q That i8 not in any report of yours?
A Yo, it will be in this pne.

Q You &lso heard Manson to give these people a
knife and teil. the people to kill him, you have hesdrd that?

A Yes. | .

Q That. he saic'i, "If you want to, you can"?

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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25

A “ Yes [
Q It was kind of a game situation, wasnit it?

A I think we are just beginning to get into the

- importance of these games that were going on there,

MR. BUGLIOSI: Right,
No further quegtions.

MR, KEITH: I have n‘ot;‘hing further.

THE COURT: Thank you, Doctor; you may be excused.
ladies and gentlgmen, we will have a short recessy |

and, once again, heed the usual admonition.

(Recess.)
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S THE £G§RT. He. doesatt Fnow right from wrong. He must
24 :

THE COURT: I take it both sides now rest; is that
correct? | a

MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes, the people rest.

MR, BUBRICK: Yes,

THE COURT: We have now completed taking all evidence in
this -case and we will resume the argument at this time and
remesber again what I told you that the argument of counsel
on: e:!.hthe.r. side is not evidence in this case. Who will open . |
for the defense? |

MR, KEITH:, I shall.

. MR, BUGLIOSI: May we approach the bench?

THE COURT: Yes.

(The following proceedings were had at the bench.)

MR, BUGLIOSI: Since arguments are comsencing, is now
| _the time to discuss this Rittger instruetion, 54 Cal, 2d ~-

THE COURT: 1T &#m not going to give elther ome of them.
I dont't think they belong there. I think No. 1 they are |
- covered by 4.00 and No. 2 I think that is an argument on the
-facts. | | -
MR, BUGLIOSI But 4.00 just says he doesn’t know right
from wrong.. ,gs ‘to whose standards, it doesntt say. It doesntt

<
t;i*

éay that.

© 1ot Knicw- right from wrong.—: ' * R
MR, BUGLIOSI: | But, as to whose standards though Judge?
‘The Califomia«Suprem:Goﬁrt says --
THE COURT: The experts; .
MR, BUGEIOSI* -- it is not his standard, it is the

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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.staﬁdards of soclety.

THE COURT: You mean right from wroig as society knows
it, but he is the one who must not know right fram wrong.

MR, BUGLIOSI: But hé must not know that soclety thinks
it is wrong. Now, according to 4 It leaves that question
unanswered and the argument could be made that he doesntt feel
that it is wrong to do this according to his own standards
and Rittger says he might have warped -

THE COURT: 4 will straighten it out. I think that is
again a complete instruction and we have been giving it for
yéars and I intend to give the same one.

MR, BUGLIOSI: I am not saying to not give 4. I think
4 should be given, but I am saying that the California Supreme
Court s interpretation of that particular language would be
very helpful to the jury, that a defendant's own distorted
standaxrds of right and wrong do not pr.gvail if he knows that
society thinks it is wrong irrespective of his own distorted «-
' THE .CdURT; You can argue that if you want.

. MR, BUGiIéSI: I can axgue it but it seems to me that
the court -.s;hég’isi‘iustxuct the jury, .
i : 'J.‘Hf-: ';é&JRT: I am not going to glve that instruction.

» = 4 .
_‘i_ Lo 142 R S A oo ]
< . o . . - -
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#£21 1 (The following proceedings were held in open court,)
. 2 - THE CQURT: I think I may say for the record, ladies
k) 'and gentlemen, that all jurors are present ,' all counggl and
4 the defendant are present. |

5 You may proceed, Mr. Keith.

& | MR. REITH: May the court please, distinguished counsel, |
7 iad‘ies and gentlemen, as you undoubtedly are aware, inasmuch

s | as the defense nmst convince you by a preponderance of the

o evidence that, };r ‘Watson was legally insane at the time of
10 | these, homici,des, J: have the opportunity to address you
no. initial]:y” because we do bear tha burdep of proof; and then

I am sure Mr, ,Buglipsi Wil’l hnswdr my arguments and then Mr.

B 1" Bubrick will close. far the defe,n,se..

4 You will’ bé intergsted to know that all of us will

. . - ¥ | be brief. As.a matter of  fact; I don't intend to take more
16 | than a h&lf hour at most, because you have been deluged with |
7 1 evidence and argument previously and I believe that you under=- |

% | gtand the issues, that you understand the concept of legal

¥ insanity, as narrow as it may be,

2 I think that Dr. Hockman, the last witness,

# | expressed my views very succinctly and very articulately

concerning Mr. Watson's legal insanity at the time of these

% offenses ; and, therefore, many of the things I was golng to

say to you have been said very professionally and very

profoundly by Dr. Hockman.

®. I hope you all understand that the causative

. A factors culminating in these homicides are not simple, They
w |

| are not everyday; they are somethimg you will see once in a
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' wrong and therafbre hg 1s nat legally insane."

¥ | you know he was on the nights of these murders,

"will ever read; but it happened, ladies and gentlemen.

1ifet1me,an& then, perhaps only in a court of law, such as
you are now.
This was an exueedingly complex interrelation
of factoxs which produced these homicides, and 1 feel sure
you zealize that, 7T don't think it is fair of you, or of
mé, or for aﬁyoné‘tb just say, "Well, Tex here, there is
evidence that he dldn't want to get caught, there ig evidence
that ﬁa tried to avoid detection, therefore, he knew it was

1 don't bel:_l.eve that this approach will benefit |
any of us, I;belieﬁe it isifar too simplistic and that we
must congider all of the f&ctors, all of the wanifestations,

all the circumStances that created Mr, Watson in the image that

I would ask you to consider, ladles and
géntiemen3 in this issue of insanity, the grand scheme of Mr,
Manson. | )
I would msk yau to considexr, ladies and
gentlemen, the psychotic relationship that was created
hetﬁeen‘ManSoﬂ and hié family.

I would ask ycﬁ to consider the submissiveness
qf-Mhnsonfs family toward him and tawardihis 6rdera and his
thoughts anﬁ his concepts and his philosophy.

The story you have heard, ladies and géntlemen,
in this case, is probably stranger than any fiction that you

The’thought-systgﬁ.that Manson inculcated in
his followers, the conditiéning, the programming, leading to

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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1 | these two nights of homicide did happen; and it is your job

. 2 to understand why, as best you can. I don't believe any of
3 | wus will ever have & complete insight, whether we are
.4 | psychiatrists, lawyers or whatever walk of 1ife we may have.
5 I don't bel:leve any of us w:l.ll ever know fully or appreciate
6 | what happenqd there because we weren't there; and even if
. 7 3; e had. been ‘there we may have been able to fully appreciate

8 | 'w'hat occurred unless, perhaps we were unbiased, objective

9 { fobse::v!ers am} t:hex:e arep‘t any oi those people. There aren ‘Jt:_
10 any wi.t:nesaes 1ike that. g

n | It 3.3 gn iexcee.di.ngly difficult matter with which

2 you are faced and :Ln order to decide this issue of the case |

!

I3 properly we' are arl go:tng to have to do our best to try and

Ol understand; to try and gain some insight into the workings .of

.: ‘ 15 ; Manson in ‘relationship to his family.

16 One thing we should all keep in mind, because

7 1 4t is highly significant, is the very atmosphere at the Spahn
¥ | Ranch. It was leaden with death, ladies and gentlemen; it has.

1 been said that death was Charlie's trip, and death was

» | chariie's trip.
pil ‘ Hiw whole concept, his whole philosophy, L
submit, ladies and géntlemen, was grounded upon death and

# 1 killings, For example, Mr. Manson told his followers that

* | the establishment was dead and they believed it.

B Mr, Manson told his followers that the pigs must

% | dfe, and they believed it.

= He told his followers there is no sin, there is

no wrong, and they believed it.
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He told them killing was right, particularly
the killing of’ pigg ﬁecause they wexe already dead and were
serving no useful purpose. '

He told them over and over again that death was
beautiful, and they believed it, He taught his followers

to have no fear of death,

BRI CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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- §2y 1 ! : He -tau‘ght I;i;s followers that they must permit
.‘ 2 | theix egos to die and they did so ~- to destroy their

s | individualities, and his followers did so,

s | That helter skelter would kill them,ladies and

5 | gentlemen. Without all the killing there would have heén

6 no race revclut:lc;n with ultimate victory certain of the blacks,'

7 and Manson's famlly rising up again frxom the bottomless pif,

8 | In short, ladies and gentlemen, to Mr. Manson's
9 | followers, and to Mr.Watson, death and killing was not & state
10 | +t+o abhor. It was not a state to fear., It was a staté which

n | they espoused.
iz | You myst also try to understand, ladies and

8 | gentlemen, how Mr, Manson, with his dominating personality
‘ 1 |  apd with his elever use of drugs, set about to destroy the
. _ 5 | beliefs and the morality that once were held by his followexs

16 | .and this he accomplished.

o This he accomplished and I know it is hard for you|

- ¥ | to conceive of it; but again ft happened, and I think you

b | -should also try to understand, ladies and gentlemen, the sort

2 | of people that Manson was aple to -.domiﬁate: The weak, the

21 | discontented, the runaways, the unhappy, insecure and wstable

2 groping people such as Mr. Watsort.

B Then perHaps, ladies and éentlemen, we will all
be in a position to understand just why Mr, Watson did what

. he did, I will say again we may neyer know the entire reason
% because we weren 't there, but the why of it we must do our

: . e ‘best to, tussie w:.th and reach a conclusion, and the only
- . g i E)

concl‘usion chat; appears to me from the evidence, and from the

L . PR % at o v
¥ g PO
- . e *
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medical testimony, to be appropriate, 1s that none of the
people, none of the people including Mr., Watson, believed that
what they set ouﬁ to do was wrong, otherwise it makes no
sensé.

Thexe is no logic, no rationality in these
killings, unless you reach the premise, the understanding,
the insight that what Mr. Watson did was to him right, that
there was no wrong.

As Dr, Hockman said he was acting on an emotional
level. His intellectual capacity, as well as other members
of the family who particlpated, were submerged, were suspended
were dest;;:oyea. -

It would appear, ladies and gentlemen, that the
rightness of what Mr, Watson did must have been overwhelming
to him or else it would seem inconceivable that this farm boy
from Texas could have dome it.
| ' Bear in mind the mgmmer in which he was brought
up in a religious family, in a rural commumity., Certainly
before he came to California, and even while in California
he held beliefs which militated against violence, and this

is provable, obviously, because he had no- record of any

| wvielent aggressive activity, no history oz background of it.
2B}

So it is compelling, ladies and gentlemen, a

# 0 coméelling conclusion that Mr, Watson wésn't somebody that

26

27

4 x
. Ll
w d ‘
e

- was born with killing,inlhis heart or in his blood., He was

not that type of person. He is not now.

‘2I§‘is inconceivable, ladies and gentlemen, to

1 tkligvégthat Mr. Watson is a borxm killer, that he possesses a

. +
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. pexvasiveness of Mr. Manson's influence on these peocple to

k;iqﬁtﬁis case, the senselessness of the slayings, that Mx,

' “ff'fawatsoﬁ's state of mind could be any other than that he was

diminished heart and a dimtnished soul except by reason of
the domination by Mr. Manson and of the systematic distructioJ'
of Mr. Watson's mind, of Mz. Watson's values, and Mr. Watson's|
morality by Manson. |

Othexwise ;his would never have happened and he
w;uld not be here. It may be‘diffigult fox you’to-realize
this 1s what happened.

It is difficult fox anybody to understand the

the point of gladly going out and doing murder at his bidding.

It is inconceivableé, bedring in mind the wotive

doing sociaty and. the%wbrld a tremendoys favor in fomenting
and iuciting the black-white révolution.,

St 2N£te that none of the conventional motives for |
mﬁrdé: existed in this edse, There was no thought of personél
ga}n mo hgtxed other than in the broad scheme of things where
members of Manson's family were generally anti~-establishment,
but I think all of you will agree that Mr., Watson did not
personally hate any of the victims in this case.

Revenge was not a motive; of course, jealousy
not a motive; fear of apprehension not a motive.

In other words, none of the victims in this case
were killed because they had certain.information against Mr,
Watson or anybody else in the famlly which if brought to light.

would result in prosecution or arrest.
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‘_heed whatsoever to the wrongness, as Dr. Hockman expounded

o 7

s e Mr, Bugliosi way tell you that he did things to

¥

: évoid detection, fhat he said things indicating that he did

~ the people there, "Here I am, I have just killed seven people

. The motivation in this case was so wierd, so
mystifying, so occult, that if escapes me how anybody could
tYeach a rational conclusion that Mr. Watson, himself, did not
beiieve in the rightness of what he was doing and paid no

i"

upon.

‘1-;1’

not want to.be. caught, and, therefore, he must have known it
was wibﬁgt t W

A Jet's assume he-did, arguendo -- for the sake

of argument. We are certainly not conceding that,

Let's assume he did tell Linda Kasabian to wipe
the fingerprints off the knives, et cetera, et cetera.

Please consider such conduct, if you will, in the
light of the total scheme of things as dictated by Manson, ’
Don't =~ don't, please don't consider what Mr. Watson may have|
done or may have said indicating a lack of desire on his part |
to be caught, to be apprehended, as, ipso facto, conclusive
evidence that he lmew that what he had doné was wrong. This
cage isn't that simple, ladies and gentlemen; you know that.

I can'‘t emphasize enough how conflict, how complex|
the motivations were.

Mr. Bugliosi may-weil suggest to you that if Mr,
Watson were really legally insane and thought what he was
doing or had done was right and not wrong, that he would have

gone to the nearest residence and given himself up and told

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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and I have come to your house to tell you all about it and

wipe the blood off." |

| In other words, Mr. Bugliosi may claim that Mr.,
Watson's failure to confess to these offenses at the earliest
opportunity is evidence that he must have realized that‘what
he had done ‘was wrong,

I suggest to you, ladies and gentlemen, that if
he had confessed at the earliesf opportunity, if‘ha had done
nothing or-attEmpted to do nothing to conceal his identity
ﬁr the fdentity of the othexr perpetrators, that this would,

in fact, indicate an awareness on an intellectual level that

Watson's actions were wrong on his part.

When one confesses, one is, in effect, admitting -
is this not so, ladies and gentlemen? ~-- and admitting that
what one has done was wrong? Otherwise, there wouldn't be
any reason to confess.

Paxticularly in this case, it would appear to me
to logically follow that if I had committed a crime, dnd 1
appreciate the enormity of it and I appreciate that what I
did was wrong, that I would have aﬁ overwhelming desire to
confess and get it off my chest, which is exactly what many
criﬁinals do, 1 camnnot see that Mr., Watson's fallure to give
himself up at the earliest opportunity or take no steps,
dllégedly, to conceal what he did ~- or, I should say, not
to coﬁceal what he did -- indicates any appreciation on his
part of the wrongness of what he did, |

+..% To the contrary, it would tend to indicate; ladies

anﬁgéﬂﬁﬁiemen, that he did not appreciate intellectually the

ST 5751
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,?‘ wrongness of what he had done, the epormity; that he did not

appreclate furly ﬁhe nature and quality of his acts, If at a11
Remamberg 1adies and gentlemen, In considering
Mzt W%tsc nts’ aetivities which, according to Mr. Bugliosi,

lead inescapably to a conclusion Mr, Watson was legally sane,

fﬁzemamber=thﬁ killings were part and parcel of this idea on

the paxt of Mr, Manson to blamg the black people for these
homfcides; and, obviously, ladies and gentlemen, if white
people were éaught or near the scene of the crime then not
only would the trail lead back to Manson but also the whole
scheme would have to collapse, because then the black people
would not have been blamed for these homicides and helter
skelter would never have come into being,

| This is a reasonable ~- and we are dealing with
reason here -~ a very reasonable explanation for why Watsorn
did what he did; and yet, according to Linda Kasablan, if
you want to believe her, took stéps to conceal his c¢rimes,
not because he had an in;ellectuai awareness of what he did
was wrong, but bEGaﬁsefthiS would hve‘eiposed'the whole
Manson idea of helter skelter; and, as Dr. Hockman put it,
he was Manson or Manson's child on these two evenings, as
well as the rest of the time he was at the Spahn Ranch,

The things that Tex did and the things that he

said, T suggest to you, ladies énd gentlemen, were all done

on a primitive and delusional level in support of Manson's

 helter skelter; that he was told, just as Dr. Hockman sald,

to go out and do it and to get back to the Spahn Ranch; and
that the La Bianca's, to go in and kill them, "Don't cause any|
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panic," and'to hitch-hike back to the Spahn Ranch, and he

carried out his functlons as a soldier.

Cs.0 0 1331 duggest to you, ladles and gentlemen, that

whatever Mr. Watson did or said which makes you think or you
decide or concluﬁe that he was trying to conceal his identity ;
and the identities of the other perpetrators, was not done
because he was in fear of apprehension for himself and for
the others nor because he was in fear of being arrested,

for himself,
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to Barbara Hoyt can more logically be interpreted as evidence

. talked about was helter skelter was coming down fast. This was|

T
'bfheSe things were done, as they were done, ladies
and gantlemeg, to expadite helter skelter and wake sure that
the plan to go to the bottomless pit was not wrecked,
ASERIE Ilguggestj ladies and gentlemen, that in the
context of this case, in this case alone, perhaps not some
other pase, but in this case, what Mr. Watson may haye done

or may have said, whether to Linda Kasdblan or Diane Lake ox

that he thought what he was'doing was right and that he had
no concerh or né thought or mo idea or mo concept at this time|
and at that place that what he was about to do, and what he
dld was wrong. _

If he told Diane Lake not to tell anybody about
his killing Sharon Tate, he did it because he wanted to get
to the bottomless pit and he wanted to implement Mr. Manson's"
philosophy on the black-white revolution and the bottomless
pitiand helter skelter.

If Mi. Watson told Diane 1ake, or told Barbara

the explanatlion is not that Mr. Watson knew it was wrong. The
explanation in this case, and the circumstances in this case
was that Manson was gotﬁg,with the family to the bottomless
pit and he, Watson, wanted to get there,

You know how upset he was with the subject. When
he talked to David Neal, his oldest and best frlend, heltex
skelter is all he talked to him about.

When he called his mother from Olancha, all he

Y

£
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1 | Watson's obsession.
. 2 ' This was the heart of his diseased mind. This was]
3 | part of the delusional state. :
4 It was paxt of the psychotlc relationship between

5 Manson, Watson, and the rest of the family.
244 6
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If Watson was golng to successfully accomplish
.; 2 his mission, as he was ordered to accomplish by Manson, he
3 | had to avoid apprehension and this is what he did -~ to

s imp-lement_; to carry out helter skelter, to begin it.

5 I believe, ladies and gentlemen, when Mr. Watson,

6 | when Tex left the desert, that a change was beginning to take |
1 place in him, a change similar to theée change that he went

8 | .thraugh for g period of time when he left David Neal and told

® | . David how frightened he was of Manson and how frightened he

1o was of losing his identity as a person. Yet the Manson

- magnetism drew him back and the same kind of change was
enveloping Mr. Watson.,

B He was getting insight into it at the time he

1 left Barker Ranch for Texas, However, I doubt if even now Mr,
| Watson is able to appreciate intellectually the enormity of

% | what he did. | |
" ‘ That is not for us to consider at this time, What

18 we are here to consider and determine, ladies and gentlemen, ‘

» is whether ox not he was legally insane at the time and 1f

i you f£ind, xégardless of the consequences, that Mr. Watson did

- not know or 'understand that what he was doing was wrong, then |

# he w?s legally insane.

'.’- . 1 may be repetitive but this whole case -- this

[N

1 whole— cqse makes xio- sepfse, it doesn't add up, bearing in

| pilnd arl -the’ evidehive Sou have heard, all the medical
26 ’
testimony you have heard -~ it makes no sense unless Watson
27
.- ' 1 did in fact believe it was right to go out and kill at the
28

direction of Magson: . |
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. ) P ' There is no question from all the evidence, ladiesb
:‘; ' 2 h and gentlemen, so far as my mind ;Ls, concexned that Mr, Watson
s | paidino heed to the wrongness of it., He was not concerned

4 with that,
5 | He was concerned, obsessed with the very rightness
6.1 of it. This is what Dr. Hockman in his very articulate fashion
‘1 | was trying to impress upon you and it is true..

s Certainly in his unconsclousness on an intellectual

o | level Mx. Watson, Tex, must have been aware that it was wrong
0 | '1:'0 kill,
n But bear in mind what Dr. Hockman told us, that

12 | Mr, Watgon was not furctioning on an intellectual level. He

18 could not,

B His was a completely emotional level, His
ability to intellectualize had been destroyed, suspended,

16 | numbed, submerged to his unconscious. This was not something
- | Charles was able to consider on these two evenings, or before, '
18 | because It was tomm out of him,

1 You can call him many things, ladies and gentlemen..

2 | Call him & killer if you want to, gullible, weak, stupid. He

2 | had no feeling for the rights of others on the mights of these

2 | homicides. He didu't, but, ladies and gentlemen, this man

= was not operating in his right mind, He couldn't have been.

24

Everything he had ever 1eamed from childhood
% | had been cleansed from his mind by the machinat:_ions of Manson, |
1 #25 26 | R

27 3 vt

+
dok manr L
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#25 1| Watson had no capacity, ladies and gentlemen, no
. 2 capacity to consider or realize the wrongness of what he was
8 doing. To him everything he did on those two nights was

4 right and within Manson's scheme, within Manson's orders,
5 | within the concept of helter skelter and the concept of
¢ | death as pteached by Mr. Manson.

Charles Watson, .on the nights of these homicides, |
ladies and gentlemen, was legally insane,

He had to be legally insane or else nothing in
this case makes any sense. This is the only explamation that,

suggest to you, that you can possibly reach in your

. 2 'q , ﬁeliberations about Mr. Watson's state of mind, his sanity
} *13*; ! on those two nights.
P .* : s.’ f14 PR PR thank. you.. .
S PR, THE GOURI* Ladiés and gentlemen of the jury, we will

6 complete argqment in the morning on this case, at which time
H I will instmct you on the law,
18 . ;“.,i-é 147 Me will yecess at this time until 9:30 tomorrow
19 mdming. ; |
= Once again, do not form or express any opinion in
= the case, do not discuss it among yourselvés or with anybody
“ else, and please keep an open mind,
® |. Tomorrow morning, 9:30.
%4 (At 3:50 p.m, the jury was excused.)
® (The following proceedings were held in open court
* in the absence of the jury.)

.' T THE COURT: Let the record show these proceedings are

28
being taken in the absence of the jury.
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,giéeﬁiﬁ'the cause now pending before this court shall be the

L Eruth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you
Gody, ¢

W

Miss, will you step forward, please?

For the record, will you state your name?
MISS LUCK: - Yes, it is .Janet Margaret Luck.
THE COURT:; .Janet Margaret Luck.

Do you care to givé us where you live?
MRS. LUCK; Yes, I live in Riverside, California,
THE COURT: A1l right. |

Will you be seated, blease.

Sheriff's deputy, will you take the stand, please?|

You may be seated there,
THE CLERK: Raige your right hand, please,

[

5 You do solemnly swear that the testimony you may
L

. ; ‘,'-‘ ,‘._ ": v .

e a : # p :,—:"‘ P b
THE WITNESS: I do.
R "" .:‘:!‘ ' d

0 i “_a ,,r-' - r.-'g

o ROY BELYEA,

D

called as' & witness by the court, having been duly sworn,
testified as follows:
THE CLERX: Thank you.
Take the stand and be seated,
State and spell your ndme, please,
THE WITNESS: Roy Belyea; B-e-l-y-e-a.
THE CLERK: Thank you.
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. want to, it is up to her entirely,

EXAMINATION
BY THE COURT:
Q You are a deputy sheriff, are you?
A Deputy sheriff, yes,sir, Los Angeles County,
Q And you axe the bailiff assigned to this court?
A Yes, 1 am.
Q During the recess this afternocon you were

charged with guarding Tex Watson, were you not?

A -: . 1 Yes, I was [ 3
gi Q: . Did something unusual happen during the recess?
g
A Yes. I went to the back of the courtroom to get

& drink oﬁ water,a Depuﬁy Heltzel was on the telephone. 1T
turnsad my back For one minizte and Janet Luck was sitting in
the audienqe I thqught got up to leave; and came towards the
defendant Charles Watson and at that point Deputy Heltzel
evidently, didn '€ see gx potice right away to get Mrs, Luck
away from Watson, and j-t.;st as T turned around I went over and
we got Mrs. Luck -~

Q ©  Did she touch Mr. Watson?

A Yes, she put her arms around hiw,

THE COURL: I see competent counsel in court here.

Mr. Solomon, you have a client, Mrs. Luck.

MR, SOLOMON: I have enough trouble -~

THE COURT: Would you advise Mrs. Luck that theré 1s a
contempt proceeding against her and that she has her

constitutional rights; she need not testify if she does not

Would you advise her, Mr, Solomon?
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MR, SOLOMON: Surely.

THE COURT: Mr. Solomon, you heard the testimony of
Deputy Belyea, did you not?

‘MR, SOLOMON: No, Judge, I know from nothing. I just
walked im, Judge,

' All I know 1is that, as [ say, I ﬁon’t know what

hapéened, Judge.,

THE COURT: I hdve seen you do your best when you
"now from'nothlng.

MR, SOLOMON: If the court please --

THE COURT: You have consultéd with your client, have
you.not?'

MRt SOLOMON: Yes, I have, your Homoxr, and there is

no objection againgt -~ .as I say, I don't know what took

,'plaqe nther than what she has told me,
; 16‘,“5 -

Apparently she touched, she infoxrms me, that she
did touch the defendant~he;e Grogan and that --

THE COURT* Watson.

MR} SOLOMQNj’yWatsan rathex, your Honor; and that it
was a gesture that she didn't know was not permitted, and
she‘looksfupon hlm as’-- I asked her if she was related to
him and she tells me that she looks upon him as a Christian
brother; and she has no objection, if the court pleases, to
state the reasons why she did what she did,

THE COURT: Do you care to testify, Mrs. Luck?
MISS LUCK; I will testify, but that's all there was

to it. There wasn't anything else to it.

MR. SOLOMON: Again, if the court please, in all fairness
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1 5%6 her, I don't kinow what transpired prior to my coming into
3 B

L

FoU . _
f“” t" THE COURT@ Officer Belyea related that at the time we

o o 5762

.\‘\.’--.

hhis‘ﬁouztrObm -5

e
[ :
a

decIared a reeeSS' I think Deputy Heltzel was on the phone,
she ea;e Ehréugh the gates and placed her arms around the
defendant. W?Fgon; e
Mrs, Luck, do you care to take the stand, or don't
you? A
MISS LUCK: Yes, I will take the stand.
THE CLERK: Will you raise your right hand, please?
You do solemnly swear that the testimony you
may glve before this court shall be the truth, the whole
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
 THE WITNESS: Yes.

JANET M. LUCK,
called as a witness by the court, having been duly sworn,
testified as féllows:
 THE CLERR: Thank you.
Take the stand and be seated; and would you state

and spell your name, please?

THE WITNESS: Janet. Margaret Luck, J-a-n-e-t;
Memp=geant=-e=ty L~u~c-k.
_ THE CLERK: Thapk you. .

THE COURT: Mr. Solomon, do you wish to question her?
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EXAMINATION

,BY MR... SOLOMDN. A

R - % I_t § o~
T Q Dld you 'know- that you were not permitted to

cqnvarse‘p: touch the defendant Watson?
a T No, I dida't know that was against the law,
= Q ;*fwhen.yoy;were here, were you in the spectator
sectionf
A Yes, I was just watching,
Q- Did you know Mr. Watson prior to coming into

couxt?
A I know Mr, Watson through the Holy Spirit,
Q 1 beg your paxdon?
A I said I know Mr. Watson through the Holy Spirit,
Q  Through the Holy Spirit?
What falth is that, may I ask?
A Christian,
Q Well, is there any -~
A That's belief in the whole bible and Jesus,
Q Would you call that the Full Gospel?
A The Full Gospel.

Q And what did you say to Mr. Watson, if anything?
What did you do? .

A I said three words to Mr, Watson; I told him that
I loved him, which I mean as a Christian love.

Q Again, you say you loved him as a Christian,
meaning what? ‘

A Well, meaning that I was sitting therxe and I felt

like 1f I were sitting in his place I would want someéone to
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cﬁmefand‘énédﬁgage;me with the fact that he had love for me,

like. that,
siﬁﬁlé:
Q
situation,
A

Q
A

his shouldets, that's all I did.

Q

way, was this during a recess?

A

Q
A
Q

not ‘to talk ox touch the defendant?

A

the judge say that.

Q
A

Q
A

MR. SOLOMON:

Q
courtroom?

A

seat to the right of the lady in pink.

£

.:,‘, & ir,,';..‘-

NP

becauge that -- that's how simple it was, very
R A T
In other words, everything was a religious
spiritual? |
Well, it was a religious gesture.
Did you give him anything?
No, I didn't give him anything. I put my hands on
1'd like to apologize if I upset -~
Did anybody instruct you not to speak -- by the

It was during the recess.
The Judge wasn't on the bench?
No, the judge was out of the room.

Were you ever here when the judge gave instruction

— —

No, because I came in late and I have never heard

Is thls the first day that you have been here?
" Yes. :

Do you live in Los Angeles?

No, I live in Riverside, California,

That is all.

BY THE COURT: Where were you seated in the

I was seated in the third row, approximately one

c o
.
.

L3

k)
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... A Right,

A

x ﬁlj.f That's about the third geat, fourth oz third seat

6v§-r* is that right?
T in:Q;T" And ﬁhﬁ£‘did‘;ouﬁdo then?
f -What did I do?
éﬁ} »‘Yégw‘ ff
A L got- up, walked through the dooxs, walked over
to Mr.%Watson, and’ then that was all I did. T walked over
there and after -~ I'm not, you know, I'm actually =~ I'm not
trylng to be, have any kind of attitude about this because
it was a very simple gesture and I wasn't aware of the law
about it,

Q But you did come through those gates, swinging
gateg there? |

A Yes.,

Q Into the area reserved for counsel, and you did
put your arms on his shoulders, you say?

Was his back toward you?

A Yes, his back was toward me. He didn't say
anything.

THE COURY: Anything else?

MR, BUGLIOSI: May I ask just ~-

MR. SOLOMON: May I ask just one?

Q After this happened you were apprehended by the
deputy sherilff? |

| A Yes,
Q Did he search you?

A Yes -~ well, 1 was searched.
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Q You were éearched; they - Looked t:hrough your purse
and everything?

A Yes,

Q Did you have anything on you?

A Nos I didn't have anything on we.

MR. SOLOMON: In other words, the sheriff dida't remove
anything from you. |

That ts all. .

, Q BY MR. BUGLIOSI:  Are you in any fashion
dssoclated with Manson's family?

A In no way, because I don't consider that a family.

Q Well, do you know Sandra Good?

A No, I don't think.

Q Have you been at the coriier of Temple and Broadway
at all recently?

A I walked across that corner to get here,

Q Have you stopped ané talked with the girls on
the corner?

A About last week I said a few words to them. I
as%gébghém.who Mary Brumner is, because I don't know any of
%tﬁdsb people; but I do know a few. I do know six of those
persons through the Holy Spilrit.

"* Q ‘Ypu know $hem.by their names?
A Yes.

Ny 1

/ Q ﬁhap are their names?

Bay ¥

A Susan Atkins, Leslie Van Houten, Patricia

f‘,ﬁ3~ : £

Kfénﬁinkei; Charles. Minson, Robert Beausoleil and Mr, Charles

Watson.
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‘gentenced to one day in the county jail.

ALY oe:so‘ber 19, 1971 at, 9430 a.m.)

Q The girls on the corner never sent you over here,
did they?

A No.

Q Is it Miss or Mzs.?

A Miss,

THE COURT: You mdy step down.

1 believe she has committed a contempt of court,
but the quéstion is what should be the penalty.

MR, SOLOMON: Your Honor, we have no proof, your Honor,
that she was apprised that she coulda't come in here, that
she couldn't talk to the deféndant; and I don't know -- while |
I don't know her well enough to go into hex religlous back-~ |
ground, as far ag we are concérned it is a religious situation|
She went up there and stated what the record indicates, and
because of her religious principles --

THE COURT: Well, something serious could have resulted
from such conduct. Fortunately, she had nothing on her that |
she could give to the defemndant, but you can see where sexrious
implggétipns could have followed such & thing.

f She will be found in contempt of court and

L

, (At 4325 an adjournment was taken until Tuesday,

}&
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