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Charles. Manson has: stated that he intends to act as
his own attorney, when he goes to trial for the Tate
and La Bianca ‘murders. The following article Wwas

- written by a noted attorney pracncmg before Federal
Courts and various state bars. He is also a prize-

+ winning author on laws relating to corporate and goy-
ernment practice, and of several books on interna-
tional affairs. The followingis his commentary on the
Manson affair...which outlines the method. by which
Charles Manson should conduct the defense in his.
trial. The author prefers to remain anonymous for
obwvious reasons.

T S A T S e, e ST e
The forthcoming trial of Charles Manson and his alleged
band of =hippies” for the alleged murder of Sharon Tate
and her companions will be an interesting demonstration
of how the law operates in a system administered by and
for the members of the establishment,

As one world-famous author has said: “Far too many
lawyers have the morals of a whore and the soul of a
pimp.” And it was probably with knowledge of this fact that
Charles Manson stated in his very first appearance in the
Los Angeles Court: “As far as I am concerned, I consider
myselfdead.”

How the law — and the legal profession — operates can
be seen by observing the conduet of the Los Angeles Dis-
trict Attorney's office and the two attorneys representing
Miss Susan Atkins. From the details gradually emerging
from the case, it has become clear that Susan’s “confes-
gion” is not  the true story of the murders at the Tate
home, but that parts of it were concocted by her attorneys
with the connivance of a member of the staff of the Los
Angeles District Attorney.

The published Atkins “confession” islegally a fake!

Lawrence Schiller, whose background is discussed later

in this article, concluded an agreemeni between Susan’s

attorneys and the Assistant Distriet Attorney for the sole
and exclusive purpose of exploiting her false confession for
the most base purpose: to make a fast buck out of the misery
and degradation of another human being.

This is how it happened: On Dec. 1 and Dec. 4, 1969,
Susan Atkins was released from jail in custody of her two
attorneys and the assistant district attorney. She was taken
to her attorney’s Beverly Hills office on both days, and
in the presence of the assistant district attorney, spoke
into a tape recorder with a legal stenographer taking notes.

Lawrence Schiller was not in the office on those two
days, but on Dec. 13, 1969, the Atkins “confession™ broke
in the European press. This confession had been sold to
the European press by Larry Schiller for a considerable
sum of money — thousands of dollars!

Since Schiller could have obtained the “confession”
only through Susan’s attorneys, it can definitely be stated
that Schiller, the two attorneys, and the assistant district
attorney wereinvolved!

It is incredible — by every rule or principle of Amer-
ican law — that two ethical lawyers would permit an assis-
tant district attorney to sit in on their consultations with
the client they were supposed to defend — unless all three

had an understanding that Susan Atkins was to be used for
the purpose of exploiting her alleged “confession” to pro-
duce money for themselves, to be split with a public rela-
tions man who turns out to be Larry Schiller.

There is no doubt in this atforney’s opinion that no
Supreme Court in any state, nor the United States Supreme ~

Court will permit the use of that confession if Manson
knorws how to use the legal tools he says he knows how to
use!

Furthermore, the presence of an assistant district
attorney, plus his involvement, directly or indirectly in
this nefarious plot to use and exploit Atkins, is gross mis-
conduct and abuse of office! Because the assistant district
attorney, in law, in these circumstances, is an agent of the
D.As office, and as such, he knew that under the law, his
knowledge of the Atkins “confession” would be published,
and once published, could and probably will make any
guilty verdict reversible in ‘Supreme Court. (This does not
in any way implicate District Attorney Younger or other
members of his staff, since they could have been totally
unaware of what was happening.)

The conclusive evidence that Susan’s attorneys planned
the entire “confession” is seen by their statement that up
to now they had not received any money from the Schiller

. activities. But, as seen later, Schiller said he entered into

a trust agreement on behalf of Susan. If that be the case,
then the two attorneys have no right to that money —
especially under those circumstances. Schiller stated that
he has g'i\ren them money; they deny receiving any of the
“confession” money. Someoneis lying.

Finally, there is no proof that Schiller has even met
Susan Atkins, but in any case, how did he arrange a trust
agreement with her unless her attorneys were present?

What will the California Bar Ethics Committee do in
this case? You can be fairly certain that they will do noth-
ing. The “moral and ethical” leaders of the legal profes-
sion will sit on their collective asses and privately applaud
this “coup” by two of their colleagues.

Manson instinctively knew that he could not get a fair
trial “under the basic principles of American justice.”
Butif Manson had worn a uniform and had committed mur-

- der for his superiors in Vietnam he would have been hailed
For example, witness the pious outpouring of -

as a hero.
sympathy for Lt. Calley when he was charged with the
multiple murder, the slaughter of thirtéen unarmed men,
women and children. In spite of the overwhelming proof
that a massacre had occurred, in spite of the fact that the
pro-American South Vietnamese Congressional Committee
signed a written statement that a massacre of several
hundreds of human beingshad occurred(N.¥, Times, Jan,
5,1970) , the American press warned that all the pubmmy
that the:.r themselves had released and published in their
OWn newspapers was damaging the case against Lt. Calley
because of “undue publicity in vmlation of the Constitu-
tional guarantee of a free and im trial.” And with
every publication of the news of the massacre, Lt. Calley’s
chances for freedom grow geometrically.

Butnotice also that Sgt. Mitchell, who was subsequently
indicted for participating in the same massacre, has not
received the same publicity ag Lt. Calley. Why? Sgt. Mitchell
is a black man. The chances are 100 to 1 that Lt. Calley will

MANSON CAN GO FREE!

Distinguished attorney maps out Manson’s defense strategy!

go free and Sgt. Mitchell will be found guilty and sentenced
to hard labor for life. Yet Sgt. Mitchell was obeying the
orders of his superior, Lt. Calley. This is another example
of how the double standard of the law operates.

It should be remembered that neither Charles Manson
nor Lt. Calley made a confession. Calley was at the scene

«of the alleged crime and gave direct orders to the enlisted
GIs there to commit the alleged murders. Charles Manson
wg:‘i not at the scene of the murders for which he is to be
tried. :

Both alleged crimes were revealed by persons long
after the alleged criminal acts were committed. However,
in the Calley case, his activities were concealed by his
superior officers in the U.S. Army until an ex-GI, without
seeking or receiving any kind of compensation, wrote many
letters to the U.S. Defense Department and members of
Congress. )

After many persons had received his letters — and ig-
nored them — the story came out into the open, and was
confirmed by eye witnesses, and by official photographers
of the U.S, Army in Saigon!

But in the Manson case, there are no photographs show-
ing Manson at the scene of the alleged crimes. The person
who implicated Manson was one Susan Atkins — for money
in excess of $150,000. Who is Susan, and how did she earn
her money?

She claims that she was.a member of the Manson
“family” which had semi-religious overtones. Manson,
according to Susan, had such formidable hypnotic powers
that she, along with four other tribal members, committed
four or five murders at the Tate residence, and on the
following day committed the murders of two other innocent
persons. The press, although there is absolutely no proof
that Manson was at either of the murder sites, has now
connected him to both murders. Susan Atkins has also
connected him as the “ringleader” whom she and her
companions obeyed under a “hypnotic trance.”

Regularly, at least once a week, the L.A. press keeps
hinting that more bodies will be found. which were the
work of Manson and his much-publicized “occult powers.”
But no more bodies have been found. But the constant re-
iteration that the police are secking more bodies influences
and molds public opinion. The LAPD now has the oppor-
tunity to “solve” every unsolved murder of their books.
Thus, the public, and the prospective jurors who will try
Manson, will have been brainwashed. And while the Manson
affair is trumpeted from every one of the news media, the
Lt. Calley trial slowly recedes into obscurity — which is
where the American people would like it to stay, according
tothe Gallup Poll of Jan. 1970.

And who is Lawrence Schiller, the man who promoted
Susan Atkins for thousands of dollars? He is a man who,
according to a national weekly news magazine, ... would
do anything for a buck.” A self-styled writer and PR man,
Schiller became a public figure by making a fast buck on

. the controversy surrounding the assassination of President

Kennedy.

Since Schiller is now a public figure, his activities can
be legally commented upon, and so, with no malice in prac-
tice or thought, some of his activities are hereby enumerated:

(Please turn to page 6)
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(Continued from Page 1)

In Jan. 1967, Capitol Records, a pretty big recording
company in these United States, decided that one way of
showing an extra profit on their balance sheet would be to
bring forth an LP record dealing with the proponents and
critics of the Warren Commission. To induce the critics
to speak on this record, Schiller, acting as producer of the
record, informed these critics that part of the proceeds of
the record would be given to the John F. Kennedy Memorial
Society. Based upon that representation, many critics did
speak, and waived their fee on behalf of the society.

Butno sooner had the record been relessed than the

tary of the K dy Mi ial Sociéty issued a public
statement that they had never been informed of the
Schiller proposal. It has been estimated that more than
35,000 copies of the record have been sold, and not one
penny of the proceeds have been offered to the Kennedy
Memaorial Society.

The next caper pulled by the promoter, Schiller, was a
Jack Ruby death-bed "ootl.femon " In this grotesque
number Schiller decided to go for more than just a buck
— he went for TWO bucks: Not only did he collect as the
producer of the Ruby “confession” record, but he also
collected as the “business agent" for the dymg Ruby But
before you could say “pay me,” Schiller was receiving
some very nasty words from Ruby’s family.

Schiller also co-authored a book defending the Warren
Commission. The book revealed that it was written as fast
as Schiller and his co-author could write. The “facts”
stated in the book are of highly questionable authenticity,
but the establishment press gave the book reviews which
helped its sales. Not really good reviews, but it made a

With these accomplishments behind him, Schiller really
came into his own when he took on Susan Atkins as a
“client.” According to Schiller, he obtained a “confession”
from his client because he was touched by the fact that
Susan was pregnant, since Susan, by ad:mmng her guilt,
would face a long term in prison. With tears in his eyes,
filled with compassion for the young mother and her unborn
child, he would show Susan how to provide for the child’s
oollege education — not w1th Schiller’s money, but with
the money Susan would receive by confessing to being a
member of the “hippie tribe” that murdered Sharon Tate
and her companions.

Speaking like a “sob sister” of the old Hearst press,
Schiller spoke his feelings on a local Los Angeles TV
station. During this interview, Schiller, reclining comfor-
tably, whined out his distress for the unborn Atkins child.

However, when questioned by the television “M.C.”
mneermng the distribution of funds obtained from the
“ ion,” Schiller b coy, and then became evas-
ive. The interviewer did not press him too hard. Schiller
admitted that the money received would probably run into
six figures; he admitted that his share would run between
eight and nine percent; he admitted that the money re-
ceived up to the time of the interview was approximately
$50,000 and going up.

He would not discuss the alleged “trust” fund agree-
.ment between himself and Susan Atkins. He stated that
there was enough money for the unborn child to go through
four years of college. But strangely, he would not say
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who had the trust fund, who was the trustee, and who was
the administrator. We only have his word that a trust fund
exists.

What he omitted to say is of more importance than
what hedid say: He did not inform us what would happen to
the “trust” if: (1) the be.by should not be born? (2) If the
baby is born, who receives the interest on the money which
accumulates up to the time the child enters college? (3) If
the baby refuses to go to college or does not have the in-
telligence or desire to go to college, who receives the
money from the trust fund? (4) From the time the child is
born until he begins his college studies, how does the child
live, and who supports him? (5) Who is the administrator
of the confession-money? Schillex? If so, he has another
ace in the hole, because as administrator he could receive
money from the trust!

In fact, if the trust fund is, say, $200,000, and the
money is invested in non-taxable state or municipal bonds,
at nine percent per annum, that would come to about
$18,000. Mr. Schiller could have bread on his table for a
long time and could indeed send his own children — and

_ grandchildren — to college.

Now Schiller has another money-making scheme going
for himself. During the same TV interview, Schiller in-
advertently exposed another method of ma.lm:,g a fast buck
out of the Manson-Atking affair. He informed the TV inter-
viewer that he was plating a 1 it against the
L. A. Times for “bootlegging” the “confession” of his
client, Susan.

However, he assured the listener that he believed that
the L. A. Times and he could arrive at an amicable set-
tlement out of court. He did not say that Susan or her
unborn child would receive any of the money he might get
from the L. A, Times, or that any of such monies would
beplaced in the alleged trust fund.

With all this going on, the chickens came home to roost
with the announcement that Susan’s attorneys were not
satisfied with Schiller’s benevolent arrangement of their

" client's financial affairs. After ali, when a couple of hun-

dred thousand dollars are involved, some of it has got to
stick to the real, honesi-.. . .d attorneys, not just some
publicrelationsman.

But enough of the sobbing Mr. Lawrence Schiller,
whose tears of compassion for Miss Atkins and her unborn
child would water the Sahara Desert. The important fact
is that this “confession” was used by the press to pro-
nounce Manson “guilty.” The trial will be used by the
media to create an overwhelming popular belief that hip-
pies, long-haired youths in general, are murderers. The
question of Manson's guilt is not important to them at all.

But to Manson it 1s very important because his very
lifeis in jeopardy. And what this all comes down to is: how
does the law really operate for a person in Manson's cir-
cumstances? What happens before, during and after his
brief appearance before the judge and jury?

Unless Manson understands the establishment's rules
in Los Angeles, he is dead. From his statements in open
court, there is no doubt that Manson does comprehend that
his chances of receiving a trial under the basic principles
of American justice are as fleeting as a snowflake on a
hot summer day. Several examples of California justice,
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as practiced by the local legal establishment, are hereby
set forth toillustrate my point:

One interesting example of corruption of legal
practices in California can be seen in a case that oceurred
some four years ago. In that classic miscarriage of justice,
a citizen signed a divorce complaint accusing his wife of
committing adultery wlth a judge of Los Angeles County.
Infact,the laining | d inelud ‘Ta.uotherattumey-
as being a partner with the judge.

The outeome of this case is most interesting. The cuck-

" holded husband was declared insane by a judge who was a

friend of the accused judge. The husband remains, to this
day, imprisoned in an asylum. The wife, who never denied
committing adultry with the judge and the attorney, has
vanished, but the strange thing is that the estate of the
framed husband is being administered by the wife and the
attorney named in the husband’s adultery complaint. The at-
torney was appointed by the judge, also named in the hus-
band’s complaint! This is what might be called having your
cakeand eatingit!

What is not so surprising is that the members of the
Ethics Committee of the California Bar found nothing un-
ethical in the conduct of the judge and his co-adulterer.

This is the kind of Jus‘hce” Manson w1]l face when he
enters the courtroom.

A final example of the kind of justice given to a member
of the Establishment — as contrasted to the “common herd”
— i the case of a judge who presided over the Palm Springs
area. One would suppose that a judge would have a greater
moral stature than a mere attorney, like, for example,
Cooper, but a judge always has opportunities which are
difficult to dismiss.

In Palm Springs, the judge in charge of the estates of
the American Indmns systematically swindled the Indians
out of the monies placed there by the U.S. Govemment
The money had been given to the Indians by a tzeaty, hut
the judge, seeing all that money in the hands of “savages”
decided to have a picniclooting the estates.

How much he stole the Federal Government never de-
cided, but it was in six figures. When he was caught with
his hands up to the elbows in theft, the Federal Government
and the district attorney decided he should be warned to
“go forth and sin no more.”

But the judge was permitted to retain the money he had
embezzled. After all, what could those savages do with it
anyway? Buy a home? Have a little food on the table? Send
their children to college? The judge, of course, received
only a small salary. Only $28,000 a year. And with taxes
and everything, he was entitled to live a little.

And in this case, the California Bar Association did
nothing!

Thus, the greatest problem Manson will face will be
this corruption of justice by the judges and attorneys who
are its administrators. Manson was absolutely correct in
his statement that he does not trust any attorney, or the
law,

But he may have some hope if hé follows a proper legal
strategy.

If Manson were properly advised by his newly appoint-
ed advisor, he would, at the very commencement of his
trial, do the following:

: (Please turn to Page 7)
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efense in court, acting as his own attomey, and win

(from Page 6)

(1) He would appeal for a trial away from Los Angeles
County on the basis of a campaign of vilification being
conducted against him by the media. He would stress the
opinion of the UU.S. Supreme Court in the Sheppard Case

{2) Manson should attack the California method of
selecting the members of the Grand Jury. The selection of
the Los Angeles Grand Jurors, for your information, is un-
der the personal selection of the Superior Court Judges. In
Jan. 1970, those judges announced the 1970 Grand Juries,
whose average male age was sixty-eight years! The
female members have an average age of fifty-five.

An analysis of the ruling majority of these jurors shows
that they belong to the WASP ethnic majority and tend to re-
flect the economic and social philosophy of the judges. Since
the list of the jurors is highly secret and is not released to
the public until the last possible moment, no citizen has the
opportunity of investigating the background of these men
and women who have the power to destroy a fellow human
being by issuing a criminal indictment for whatever rea-
son. The District Attorney can always find a reason.

Thus, a Grand Juror can be a Nazi, a white supremac-
ist, a Bircher, a Wallacite ... he can have a passionate
hatred for young people or for the color of your skin, or for
the beliefs and convictions with which you have been
associated. ’

The background of the Grand Jury explains why no

_ policeman has ever been indicted for killing a member of a
minority group. These jurors tend to believe that the cop
has an inalienable right to commit genocide under the ban-
ner of Law and Order.

Grand Jurors are personal selectees of the judges. The
judges can sleep well at night knowing that they can depend
upon them to return the kind of verdict they want.

This is why Manson must attack the method used by
judges to select grand juries. The theory of the grand
jury, as it evolved in England, and in the United States,
was that the members of the jury represented the over-all

. community—not just one ethnic group in the community.
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(3) Manson should attack the method of selecting the
members of the jury that will sit in judgement on his case.

(4) Manson, if the District Attorney attempts to produce
and read the Atkins $200,000 confession to the jury,
should subpoena Lawrence Schiller, and Manson could and
should compel Schiller to disclose and explain what, where,
when and how monies were received by Atkins and Schiller
for the “confession.”

In view of the past interpretation of the “basic prin-
ciples of American justice” by the California Bar, Manson
will probably lose on 1, 2, .and 3. But if Manson does not,
at the very beginning of the trial, fight for a ruling on these
three points, he cannot raise them on appeal. Therefore,
it will be interesting to see how his legal “advisor” is go-
ing to advise Mr. Manson. )

Furthermore, Manson, in his prison cell, must be able to
produce some evidence regarding these three points. But if
the judge, the prison custodian, or the District Attorney’s
office refuses to permit Manson to study these three issues,
then Manson has a good opportunity to be given a new trial,
even if found guilty.

As to the trial itself, the only course that can assist
Manson is the o0ld, old adage: “Keep your mouth shut!” Do
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not go on the witness stand. Bécause, at no time, according
to the “confession’ of Susan Atkins, did Manson appear at
the Tate murder site.

The greatest danger that Manson will encounter will be a
“deal” between the district attorney’s office and the other de-
fendants. Manson is the target that the establishment wants
to shoot down and place in the gas chamber. A “deal” is an
arrangement between a prosecuting office and a defendant or

. a group of defendants to confess to a erime, implicating

someone else, in return for a light sentence,

. Technically, this is illegal, but it has been used time and
time again. The number of innocent persons convicted by
this method is staggering.

Manson has as much chance of securing a fair trial in
Los Angeles as a Russian in a Siberian labor camp. His
only hope is based on the three issues outlined above. The
theory that he had, or has, the hypnotic power to compel
several persons to commit several murders is nonsense,
and would be laughed out of any Federal court because
there is no medical proof in the thousands of medical case
histories extant of any person being hypnotized to commit
a murder. And to state that one person could hypnotize
four other individuals to commit a group murder defies
every law of medical and psychic science. .

If the District Attorney’s office accepts the theory, then
that office is automatically proclaiming that those persons
who acted in such a trance or hypnotic state ARE LEGALLY
INNOCENT!

For, if they were acting under a trance, they had no will
to commit a premeditated murder of another human being.
And under the basic principles of American law, no person
can be convicted of murder if there be no premeditation, for
thereis no malice aforethought.

But will Manson, acting as his own attorney, be capable
of adequately arguing these issues? Will his advising at-
torney advise him on how to obtain these facts on cross-
examination?

. If Manson can conduct a cross-examination, he may be
able to hang the District Attorney with his own rope!
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