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This petition concC:ms: • 

:XXXXX A conviction 

----- A sentence 

---- Jail or prison conditions 

• ____ Parole 

---- Credits 

____ Prison discipline 

____ Other (specify):=--:::---------------------
1 " CROSSAN D. HOOVER JR • 
. • ournmne ___ ~~~~~-~~~~~~----------------------

.., Where are you incarcerated? CALIFORNIA STATE PRISON SOLANO 

3. Why are you in custody0 'XX! Criminal Conviction I I Civil Commiunent 

Answer subdivisions a. rhrough i. ro rhe besl of your abiliry. 

a. li criminal conviction. state nature of offense and enhancements !for example. ··robbery with use of a deadly 

weapon··-, or state reason· for civil commiunent: __ =II:.:URD==BR:=::!·------------------

b. Penal or other code sections: 1.87 Cal.~ Penal Ceie 

c. Name and location of sentencing or committing coun: CALIFORNIA STATE SUPERIOR COUR'f 

MARIN COUNTY 

d. Case number: 8401 

e. Date convicted or committed: Jun er JUly 1.984 

f. Date sentenced: 1984 

0 Length oi sentence: 26 yean te U:fe 
e· 

h. \Vhen do you expect to be reJeased? 

1. Were you represented by counsel in the trial coun° H l 'res. ' I No. If yes. state the artorney"s nmne 

and address: Eiwari Terri•• 8 Cimmercial Blvi. Navete. Cal..' 

.:. What was the LAST plea you entered? (check one) 

~ Not guilty :Guilty ~Nolo Contendere I X: Other NOT GUILTY BY REASON Oli' INSANITY 

5. If you pleaded not guilty. what kind of trial did you have? 

XX · Jury I Judge without a jury I ; Submitted on transcnpt :::=:J Awaiting trial 

MC-275 



6. GROUNDS FOR REUEF • • MC-275 

Ground 1: State briefly the ground on which you base your claim for relief. (For example ... the trial coun imposed 
an illegal enhancement.") If you have additional grounds for relief, use a separate page for each ground. Page 4 is designed 
so you can si/Jte ground 2. For additional grounds. make copies of page 4 and number the additional grounds in order. 

PETITIONERS CONVICTION IS THE RESULT OP PBQSEQUUON MISCONDUCT AND 

INEPP'ECTIVE ASSISTANCE OP COUliSEL THAT IS SO OIJTftAGJI)I!S IJIHAT A 

MISSCARBIAGE OP JUSTICE HAS OCCURED 

a. Supponing facts: 
Tell your story brietly without citing cases or law. 1f you arc challenging the leg.aiiry of your conviction. 
describe the iacL(j upon which your conviction is based. f{ nece.'isary. auach addirimwl pages. 
CAUTION: You must state fucts. not conclusions. For example. if you arc claiming incompetence or coun~el 
you must state facts specifically setting tOnh what your attorney did or f3ilcd to dll anJ how that ahcctcd you:­
trial. Failure to allege sufficient iacts will result in the denial of yllur petition. iSee In rc· S11·ain f1Q~4i .'.! 
Cai.:!d 300. 3CW. 1 A ruie of thumb to follow is: who did exactly ,~·ha! to violate your ri~ms a1 \\.hat urn~ 
fwhem or place {whereJ. (~,- w·ai/ablc. attach declarations. relevant record::,, transcripts. r1r miz£•r (iocumems 
supponmg your claim. J 

Pleue •ee J:~penUx I ani IJ:, ani Ex:hibit• A ani B~ 1neer-pera.Ui 

herein u J&rt ef the petitien anf the yerifieat1ea, fer the 

very eem"!llicatei taet• et thi• eaae: See Aiieninw I fer ar81ReDt 

b. Supponing cases. ruies. or other authority 1 optional!: 

MC·275 

(Briefly discuss, or lrst by name atuf citaiicm. th(' cases l1T oriu•r authorities thm you think ar(' rl'iewmt 10 your 
claim. ~( neces.mry. allach an c.nra page. j 

Pl.ea11 e 11 ee Aiieni'ID1 I 
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7. Ground 2 (ij applia>ble) : • • THE EVIDENCE WAS INSUPPICIENT TO SHOW THAT PBTITIONBR WAS SANE AT 

THE TIME O.li' THE CRIME (A) THE VERDICT RESTS ON INS'l'ROOTIONAL ERROR 

(B) THE VERDICT RESTS ON PROSECUTION MISCONDUCT 

a. Supponing facts: 

Ple-e •ee A"!'penaix lr aDd II, Blrhibitil A ani B, incerJ»rateli herein 

aa part ef the petition ani verificatien, fer the cemp1icateli fact• 
that make thia eaaei See Alidenliua I fer argument 

b. Supponing cases. rules. or other authority: 

S~e AcldenliUIII I 

MC·275 
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8. Did you appeal from the co~Jaion, sentence, or commitment? CXJ Yes .• I No. If your answer is yes, give 
the following information a~your appeal: 
Name of coun ("Coun of Appeal" or ':Appellate Dept. of Superior Coun") 

ealifGrnia ceurt ef appeal First Appellate District 
Result APP.IRMBD Date of decision 10-29-85 

Case number or citation of opinion. if known AO 30282 (SEE EX:HIBI'I' B<) 

Issues raised: a. (SEE BK:HIBI'r B) 

b. 

c. 

d. 

Were you represented by counsel on appeal'? · XI Yes. D No. If yes. state the attorney's name and address. if known. 

PHILLIP H. CHERNEY 1299 Califo Ave: Pale Alte Calif.;· 

9. Did ~·ou seek review in the California Supreme Court0 XX ' Yes. : ! No. Result __ _,D,BNI!'!!!'""'ED"""-----

Date of decision JAN • l.987 Case number or citation of opinion. if known _ _,UNK=,N=O._,'I.,N=' ------

Issues r.tised: a. SAME AS ON APPEAL 

b. 

C:. 

d. 

10. Jj your pctiuon makes a claim regardmg your conviction. sentence. or commitment that you or your anorney did nm 
make on appeai. explain why the claim was not made on appeal: While the iaauea herein were 

,artly raise•, they were rai•e• impreperly and en inae.en••nt atate law 
aua net era Cenatitutienal Greunaa aa ietermine41 by the u.s. Su:,reme Geurt 

II. Administrati\'e Review: 
.a. If your petition concerns conditions of confmcmem or other claims ior which there are administrative remedies. 

faHure co exilausr adminisrrarive remedies may resuJr in the denial of your pe[ilion. even if il is otherwise 
meritorious. rSec In Re Muszalski 0975) 52 Cal.App.3d 500 !125 Cal.Rptr. 286].1 
Explain whal administrative review you sought or explain why you did not seek such review: 

NA 

b. Did you seek the highest level oi administmtive review available' j I "'es. I No. 
Attach documents that show you have exhausted your administrative remedies. 
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11. Other than direct appeal, have.previously filed any petitions. appli~ations .• tions wilh respect to !his conviction, 
commitment. or issue in any court? D Yes. If yes, continue with number 13. I X. I No. If no. skip to number 15. 

13. (I) Name of court 

Nature of proceeding (for example. ''habeas corpus petition")-----------------­

Issues raised: a. 

b. 

c. 

Result !Attach order. if available) Date of decision -----------

(21 Name ofcoun 

Nature of proceeding:--------------------------------­

lssues raised: a. 

b. 

c. 

Result fArcach order. if a\·u.iiable J Date of decision ------------

For addiuonai prior petitions. applicarimzs. f'r motions. pro\'ide rhe same ;nfomzauon 011 a scpararc page. 

1-t. Ii any of the couns listed in number 13 held a hearing. state nam~ oi court. date of hearing. nature of ilearin~. and result. 

!5. Exolain anv deb\· in the discoven• of the claimed grounds for relief and in raising the claims in thi::. octiuon. !See In 
re 's.,·ain li949l j~ C:.l.~d 300. :io~., Petitiener wa• lilent te yeuth autherity, he never 

received his transcriptlil and legal material• after appeal, he waa ju.t · 
able tD 1997 threugh 1998, te ebtain 1ntruet1ena, brier., neww article•, 
ani •••e re.-rt•,. wbile cleaing ar~ament• are miaeing ani meat tr1a1 
teatimeay: Petitioner haa just new began te reoever frea hi• mental 
pre"d.Leaw, ani ha• 1eaxuei te reai; Ceuoael never seught te raiae theae 
taaue• unier Feierallv ~tej.-.Rh·hta.' ISRE A'I'TACHlln l>AGR). 

16. Are you presently representea bJ'couiYsel'! -L .... : . .rYes. ~.m: lfyes. state the alf.orneyS name aOOadCI"icss.IT Known. 

i7. Do you h~~.T- any petition. appeal. or othe: mancr pending in any court~ 1 ! Yes. ·X ! 1\o. ~r- ye.'i. explain. 

IS. If this petition might lawfully have been made to a lower coun. stale the circumstances justifying. an appiication to this coun. 
Thia ia the preper eeurt. 

I. the undersigned. say: I am the petitioner in this action. I dcc:lart: under penalty of perJU .' un<.k:r the laws of the State 
of California that the foregoing aiJegations and starement.s are rruc .a co,rrccl. r as r ~auers · .:u arc sLated on my 

infonnation and belief. and as to those matters. I believe them to e ~~~ 1 

Date: k. i$'flft3 · 

MC-275 

C SSAN D. HOOVER, 
IN PROPIUA PERSONA 
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• • 
. ElPLAI!I DELAY, CO!ITI!IUBD :: 

., wife haa been trying te get my tranaoripta ani ether materia1• 
aince April when the Anti-Terreri•• Effective Death Peaal.ty Aet waa 
atgnel in ·'l!!)g.~- •e that I eeu1i ,repre a petitien, if there were iuue•• 
Beaember I w~nt te Yeuth Autherity, ani either the le~'l ieeument• were 
aet aent er I ·tii net receive them frem priaen effieala at yeuth autherit7 

In 1996, ·m¥ wife; went te the trial ceurt te retrieve the filea, 
hewever~ aany trip~~;· many payments fer reeeri te be cepiei~- ani IIIIUlJ' 
aere tri,_, ani letten . te eeunael~ have reeul.tea in enly part ef the 
receri being retrievea~ 

I have the jury iaatruotierlll~ the appellate ceurt epinien~ the 
appellate brieta;· nen artiel.e••· ani l.ittle elee,· in that the Yeuth 
Autherity eiter l.eat er aeatreyea ~ legal werk aDi tr&D~~cripta,· er 
they were never receivet, whiohever~ I have never hai them ner receivel 
them,' 

lfiace the eeurta ani eeUZIIIel have triet, but receri• are ••at er 
iest:E7Yeai whioh baa im~ea all attempts 't• file a petitien~· 

Hewever,- a earefu1 reaiin.g of the petitien enoleaei with shew that 
petitiener has beth ca1111e and. prejuiice, an impeiiment te filing' ui 

in hia ea•e A :Miacarriage ef JWitiee haa eecurei that weu1i evereeme 
any preceiural aefau1t er bar:. On the ether hana in that petitiener 
wu ineempetent ani illiterate at the time ei' appeal•· any inue• that 
were net raillea~ wou1c be the fau1 t ef .eeUilllel ani thereby imputei te 
th~ atate: DEUTSCHER v. WHITKLW 88~ P:2a 1152 (9th Cir: 1989):-

.. Ineffective Aisiatance. ef' Ceuneel will. meet the CaWie and Frejwlice 
Stanaarl)~ lrc<netiker v:·Zaat ~99 tr.s. ~67 (1991), any impeliment b 
the petitioner in rai•ing his issue•, net hi• faUlt, will be suffieient 
te ahew caun: In SCHLUP V. DKLO 56 ern. 2123 u.s. Supreme Ceurt 1-23-95 
the court feuni that New Eviience, er a factual Shewing ef aetual 
ibneeenoe was auffieient te shew a miaearra~e:ef Juatice, regarll.esa ef 
the :vehiG)le usel te ahew the miaearriage, i.e: lAC, .Preaeoutien Mi•eeniuet 
ete !.· ani woul.il waive any proceaura1 Bar er Defalll. t:. 
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MEMOBANDUM Ol!' R>INTS AND AUTHORITIES 

ADDENDUM. :t. 



J 

INTRODUCTION& 

• • 
MEMORANDUlVI OF RliNTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I 

PETITIONER'S CONVICTION IS A RESULT OF 
PROSECUTION MISCONDUCT AND INEFFECTIVE 
ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL THAT IS SO OUTRAGFX>US 
THAT A MISCARRIAGE Olf JUSTICE HAS OCCURED 

Petitioner would have the court look to appendix I, and the 

attached exhibits in support of this claim as part of the facts in. 

this case~ The petitioner will set out clearly here the error and 

misconduct, however, r.r a full picture of this complex issue the 

court will need to view the facts in·a~pendix I~and the eKhibits 

attached as indicated: 

Petitioner was convicted of murder, to which he plead not guilty 

and not guilty by reason of insanity.; Petitioner also had a co-defendant 

Richards, who was tried before the petitioner and convicted: 

The theory in the Richards prosecution is that he brain washed and 

manipulated petitioner and others to do his will, through a cult 

like groun called the Pendragon, which he was the head of.· (See, 

Appendix I.);~ 

In Richards prosecution, the prosecutor brought forth witness u~n 

witness to prove the brain washing by Richards, and argued this theory 

before the jury and regularly in the news pa.pers and. other media.· 

And indeed it is clear that Richards had throughly brain washed at 

least the petitioner, who was already suffering from mental disorders, 

sever drug abuse, and now brain washing: See Appendix II~•.· ••• : 

Because petitioner does not have a :full record, though he has been 

trying to get one from the courts since 1996, getting pieces here and 

pieces there, he does not have a full record, nor was he able to 

obtain a copy of the Richards trial, and thus must relate facts from 

-1'-
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• • 
the various exhibits, and appendix's attached. 

In this case, petitioner was a juvenile when this crime occured 

and very disturbed, as appendix I and II, will reveal: And it was 

Richards brain washing of petitioner, who had mental disorders, and 

a sever drug problem, and was throughly indoctinated in the Pendragon 

Cult, led to the petitioner to kill on the signal of Mark Richards, 

the cult leader; See Exhibit Al through A21~ This was the prosecutions 

theory, what the prosecution advanced at Richards trial, what the 

prosecution had witness after witness testify to before the jury, 

and finally exactly what the prosecution argued before the jur~; 

In petitioner's trial, the prosecution denied that petitioner was 

brain washed, and put forth that he was a cold blooded calculated 

killer, that killed for money and gain: The teenagers, petitioner 

included were given marijuana and alcohol at the meetings hel·:i by 

Richards, as well as the petitioner being a drug abuser, which he also 

consumed all day daily, including at the meetings. Fage 20 of Appenxi 

I: Cooperation, greed, and total obedience was instilled as part 

of the Pendragon plan.· See App~' I pages 47, 48, 49 and 50.~ 

Th~~ because the victim was portrayed to the petitioner as a person 

who was a Nazi, Faggot, and owed alot of people money, and it would 

be a servie to get rid of him. He would use the proceeds to further 

• • the Pendragon ulan to take over Marin County ;'Appx. I pages-- 23-25. 
;, 

See also Appx• II page 4. At R3.ge 10, Appx.· II, we see that 

petitioner was in the shower and chanting kill him, kill him, got 

to kill him. Themes that Richards had instilled into petitioner, 

with manipulation, drugs, and promises of power, the doctrine of 

Pendragon~ Killing anyone that opposed or threatened Pendragon was 

acceptable and part of the doctrine of Richards, killing for gain, 

-2-
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• • 
power, to advance the plan of Pendragon, to finance it or protect 

it was doctrine. Killing undesireables, was also a doctrine of Pen­

Dragon, and Mark Richards passed out lititure and pamphlets advancing 

those doctrines, over the months before the murder, gave drugs liberally, 

with alcohol.· See specifically A1JpX• I at page 19, and both appX.' l and 

II generally: Cl.early this was the prosecutions theory of the case 

against Richards, and one that he successfull~ argued to the jury 

in Richards case. See EKhibit Al through A21: 

During the prosecution case of the petitioner the prosecution 

not only denied petitioner was a victim of Mark Richards, was not 

manipulated or brain washed, but he called experts, who deliberately 

did not go into the area of Pendragon, such a crucial focal point of 

this case, which ultimately lead to an opinion not based upon all 

the facts in this case, and an equivocal apimon> at best, that could 

and would have been altered had he really considered the effects of 

Richards pendragon brain washing~ See-' AppX. :,~age 43.· 

Here, we have a prosecutor that believed and knew to be true the 

manipulation and brain washing of a child with mental disorders, 

who was heavily abusing drugs an~ alcohol, he argued it in the court 

and media~· and then withheld from the jury his true belief of what 

occured to petitioner, had experts examine him without knowing the 

Pendragon facts and evidence, so that he could obtain a conviction 

based on evidence he himself believed to be false.· It is also true 

that while trial counsel aggressivel~ argued the Pendragon and 

brainwashing, he failed to bring in the Mark Richards trial transcripts, 

the prosecutions news and media appearances, and witnesses, that would 

have totally impeached the prosecution experts, shown misconduct on 

the part of the prosecution, and withholding from the jury crucial 
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• • 
proven facts, as found by the Richards j~, that the prosecution· 

believed and argued were true, and thereby preserving an argument 

that the prosecution used evidence it knew to be false, and withheld 

evidence that it knew supported the petitioner and his insanity 

defense·~ and deliberately and calculatingly misled the jury from' 

a truth the prosecution itself had established in the Richards Trial: 

But the worst and most outrageous conduct on the ~rt of the prosecution 

was withholding or allowing the prosecution expert to evaluate the 

netitioner without all the facts concerning the Pendragon cult and 

how it effected' the petitioner, who by all accounts was easily led 

and influenced. 

STANDARD OF REVIEN: 

We will start with U'.S. V. STEINBERG 96 Daily Journal D.A.R. 13150 

(9th Cir. 10-30-96), citing U.S. V. ENDICOTT 869 F.2d 452, 455 (9th 

1989), which held, knowing use of nerjury, new evidence, is material un­

der the Brady standard, warranting new trial. Typically here the evidence 

is not new evidence, however, petitioner was not an·.a.dul t, was suffering 

from a mental disorder, and could not even read beyond third grade during 

his trial and appeal, never received his transcripts, and the evidence 

from the record, until 1998, possibly 1997, and then not all of it, 

and was unaware of what the prosecution did~ Thus via ineffective 

assistance of counsel, this is new evidence to him, at least to the 

legal theories applied in his case. 

In KYLES V. WHITELY 115 s.ct; 1555, 1566 (1995), the United 

States Supreme Court held, ""Reasonable nrobability of a different 

result is shown when the Governments evidentiary suppression undermines 

the confidence in the outcome. And again in U~S. V. BRUI'IIEL-AL VAREZ 

991 F.2d 1452, 1463 (9th Cir. 1992), the court held that Evidence 
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• • 
rel:event to witnesses' credibility, the defendant has a right for the 

jury to know: 

In this case, the prosecution withheld from the jury that it 

knew, believed, and prosecuted another person based upon that 

belief, that petitioner was brain washed, conditioned, and maninulated 

by Mark Richards and his Pendragon Cult~ The prosecution not only 

withheld this evidence from the jury, it withheld this information 

from its expert, and had him testify contrary to the prosecutions 

own understanding of the truth.: This testimony was directed by the 

0rosecution to undermine the very truth they argued and succeeded on 

in the Richards case~ i.e. the prosecution knowingly suppressed 

and argued against facts, they knew and proved were true,. and deliberately 

allowed a prosecution expert by direction of the prosecution who 

questions his expert, and provides him the material to review for 

evaluation, to undermine true and proven facts about the mental state 

of the petitioner~ 

While it is true that counsel argued this failure on the prosectuion 

experts part, and made a showing that the prosecution had not even 

told the expert about the Pendragon material, and the facts that it 

had brought to light in the Richards case, the prosecution argued 

that evidence that it knew to be true, was in fact false and that 

petitioner w~ neither brain washed, conditioned, nor manipulated.' 

As EXhibits A1 through A21 show, this clearly is not what the prosectuion 

put in evidence at trial of Richards, nor to the news media. It is 

not consistent with the record of the prosectuion in the Richards case. 

The nrosecution put on knowingly false evidence as to the mental state 

of the petitioner, and argued a theory that it knew to be false before; 

the jury~· 
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• • 
In Kyi'es v. ·Whit'ei:f, ~u'iYrll., the court held that the test is 

not a sufficiency of the evidence test ;• The test is did the conduct 

undermine the confidence in the outcome of the trial: 

It is well established that a prosecutors use of false testimony• 

violates the due process clause of the FOurteenth Amendment. 

G'l'GL·Io ·v.· u.s._ 405 u.s. 150 at 153 (1972) ': 

This ~ortion of due process required not only that the prosecutor 

avoid soliciting false testimony but that he/she not sit idly by and 

allow it to go uncorrected when it is given. Giglio at 153.' This 

re quirement applies even when the perjury relates to a witness• 

credibility rather than bearing directly on the defendants guilt~ 

See <Peo-.Ple v.' Camnbe!l.1_ (1981) 118 Cal.' 3d 588.' 

What makes this cases misconduct so outrageous, is that by not 

requesting, or giving the prosecution expert the evidence and facts 

about Pendragon, the prosecution maniuulated it's own expert witness 

into giving testimony that the prosecution knew was not true, and 

that the prosecution itself time and time again argued was true, 

merely to obtain a conviction of the petitioner.' 

What is so very disturbing about the prosecution exuerts revelation 

that it did not consider the evidence of the case, and the prime theory 

of the defense, "PENDRAGON BRAIN WASHING AND CONDITIONING", is that 

we have testimony from Marian Saunders and Michael Bodkin, who in 

1981, found that the petitioner was unsophisticate d, emotionally 

fragile, without good orientation to reality, capable of im~ulsive 

acts, but without the mental ability to plan anything complicated; 

The experts stated that petitioner was a prepsychotic~· 

Jonathan Edward French, a clinical psychologist, stated' that 

uetitioner had a borderline personality disorder, quite capable of 

-6-
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• • 
psychotic episodes, enduring hallucinations, and was probably psychotic 

and hallucinating at or about the time he delievered the blow to 

the victim~: APBC. I Pages 39-41: Dr;! Brian s. Gould, noted that 

petitioner ~robably slipped into a psychotic episode at the time of 

the offense~j}r~ Roman Rodriguez agreed only with a change in the 

disorder effecting petitioner~: APPX. I Page 41 - 42~~ 

In contrast to the five experts that did extensive testing of 

the petitioner, and who were clearly of the opinion that petitioner 

was peychotic at the time of the crime. nrj Buehler, the nrosecution 

expert, stated petitioner was just in it for the money.' APPJ\ I Page 42. 

However, his opinion was not unequivocal when counsel asked him about 

Pendragon and gave him the facts that the prosecution did not give 

him and that they knew to be true. At that point Dr." Buehler stated 

that his opinion about petitioner would be altered, if he were convinced 

Mark Richards really believed it and was working at it, yes·. See Appx.' 

I Page 43~ 

It appears here that counsel should have stopped the trial and 

motioned for further, i!f.>/ALv~t:..-,Al.JbY Dr. Buehler, or motioned for the 
'--------

court to declare a mistrial, in that the prosecution had withheld its 

own prime theory against Richards, and the effect it had on the 

netitioner from its own exnert, and had attempted to undermine 

facto the prosecution itself had proven to be true in the Richards 

trial, and in essense deliberately provided false testimony from 

Dr. Buehler~ by delibertly witliliolding from Buehler's consideration 

evidence from the Richards trial, and the prosecutions own theory in 

the Richards trial: And this is clearly information that would have 

altered the o~inion of Dr. Buehler, and had a substantial effect 

on the trial itself~~ 
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• • 
In_LIJIDH .y .... MtJBPHJI" 96 p;~_856-(.7.11h-GtP'I-l!!6)-cert:&l2.<>-#,hs'D--·~-v;;s;,;-

. -
~~~~-~··.- we have a case remarkably close to this case iri content. 

In · LnmH . .::.• the court held that evidence that would have undermined 

the credibility of an expert witness could not come in, this of course 

was error, and in this case, evidence that woudl have undermined the 

confidence of the expert witness, and does undermine the confidence 

of the expert witness, was not revealed to the exnert witness, 

and it was not revealed to the jury that the prosecution knowingly 

withheld this knowledge from the expert, knowledge that the prosecution 

itself knew to be true, the prosecution after all, proved it true in 

Richards case, and thereby manufactured evidence they knew to be false 

as to petitioners mental state, and then argued the credibility of 

the expert they knew produced, first an incomplete opinion based on only 

the facts the prosecution wanted considered, and second, a false theory 

the nrosecution knew.was false. 
- HABDNBTf v. 1\IABSHALL 94 Dail7 Jeuraal D • .&..a. ~2029 (tthCir 
In the words of Justice Jones, in •Hardnett, this case is one of 

the unusual ones that requires a findine of foot note 9 error, as 

announced in ·BRECHT V. ABRAHAMSON 113 S}Ct~ 1710, 1722 n.'9 (1993): 

The cases dif'fer in how the evidence was withheld from the jury, 

however, the importance of the evidence withheld from the jury as 

well as the expert, is the same, and in fact this case defies a harmless' 

error anayalis, and undermines the confidence in the out come of 

the sanity phase of the trial~ 
In BERGER V. U.s. (1935) 295 U~S. 78, the Ui'lited States Supreme 

Court set a standard concerning prosecuting Attorney's which stands 

to day. The court held: "The Uhited States Attorney is the Representative 
not of an ordinary party to a controversy, 
but of a sovereignty whose obligation to 
govern impartially is as compelling as its 
obligation to govern at all; and whose 

-8-
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• • 
interest, therefore, in a criminal prosecution 
is not that it shall win a case, but that justice 
shall be done,' As such', he is in a peculiar and 
very definite sense the servant of-the law, the 
twofold aim of which is that guilty shall not 
escape or innocence suffer,' He may prosecute 
with earnestness and vigor, indeed, he should do 
so; But, while he may strike hard blows., he is 
not at liberty to strike foul ones~ It is as much 
his duty to refrain from improper methods calculated 
to produce a wrongfuJ.~·oonviction as it is to use 
every legitimate means to bring about a just one~:" 

This language has been repeatedly quoted or paraphrased by both the 

federal and state courts, and has been acce~ted as a definitive 

statement of the limitations on the scope and method of a prosecutor's 

argument: See 'Viereck v, u.s. (1943) 318 u.s. 236, People v, Lynch 

(1943) 60 CaL' App,' 2d 133, 141; Peoole v, Lyons (1956) 47 Cal.' 2d 

311, 318.~ This langua.ge was well settled before the petitioner went to 

trial, and a~plicable to this case, 

What makes this case so compelling is that the obviousness of 

the petitioners impairment, and his total inability to J:)lan or pre-

meditate anything, coupled with the excessive and on going d.rug abuse 

and alochol abuse, and because we know that periods of being lucid, 

or appearances of being lucid, does not necessarily mean that a person 

is not insane,' PFX>FLE v. KELLY' (1973) 10 Cal. 3d 565, 576-577, 

PFX>PLE V. DRE.V (1978) 22 Cal. 3d 333~; i.e~ mere verbal knowledge 

of right and wrong does not prove sanity,, Justice Mosk's concurring 

opinion in Kelly, suora~, an argument that the prosecution advanced 

with vigor, and was used to uohold and affirm the conviction, is in 

no way compelling, nor does it excuse the misconduct of the prosecution 

which was so egregious that it infected the whole trial, both sanity, 

and guilt ohases of the trial, with such unfairness: as' to make the 

resulting conviction• a denial of due process': PFX>P.LE V. GIANIS (1995) 

9 CaL' 4th 1196, and as shown by the attached A-opdx. I, Richards 
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• • 
PENDRAGON, doctrine,· ,romoted getting rid of undesireables,· and using 

moneies seized to further the cause and for the comfort of the ruling 

round table you might sa~. Thus,· the prosecution argued that the 

'!'eti tioner •s willingness to kill for gain,. that of his self and that 

for Pendragon,· and affirmed by the Apl)ellate Court,- was sufficient 

to excuse such blatant and egregious misconduct as demonstrated by 

this record and knowingly conducted by the prosecutio~~ While petitioners 

statements in and of themself do not supl)ort that he was sane,- as 

demonstrated supra.,· and so held by California Supreme Court decisions,· 

suura..:,· the doctrine of Pendragon·,·. undermines the evidentiary probat-

ive value of any such statements,· as the l)rosecution so eloquently 

proposed in the Richards case,· as to the part of the kids involved.: 

It would appear that if the l)rosecution did not believe what it 

advanced in the Richards trial,. and in fact knew it not to be true, 

that a reversal of Richards case would be a,propriate. However,· the 

evidence in this case,. the record itself,· proves that the l)rosecution· 

knew,- believed,- argued,· and uroved,· that the l)eti tioner was a very.• 

unstable youth,· with mental disorders,. high on· drugs and alochol,· 

who was brain washed,· conditioned,· and manipulated by Richards to 

kill on command,· to phrase the prosecution in Richards case,· supports· 

l)etitioner was mentally disfunctional,· l)robably in a ~cotic state 

and hallucinating at the time the blows were struck. The evidence 

also sul)poyt,:, this in that the l)eti tioner states he did things that 

clearly were not done and the physical evidence is conclusive on this, 

also making his verbal ramblings less then probative as to his sanity·.;: 

I think the last issue we must look at in this case is clearly that 

of counsel; Yes, he tried to bring out what the prosecution had done,· 

-10-
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• • 
withholding evidence from it's own expert,- but he made no attempt to 

ask the court to declare a mistrial for prosecution miscondut,- or 

to have the prosecutor stipulate that in fact it advanced,- evidenced,· 

argued,· and proved Richards brain washed petitioner,· nor did he use 

the trial transcripts available to impeach the prosecution before the 

court in such a motion~· he did not even use the record from the• 

Richards trial to request of the court that the prosecution witness 

be excused and told to do an evaluation under the facts and record 

of Richards case, as well as evaluation of the petitioner himself,· 

or finally in the alternative, to strike the testimony of the prosec-

ution exuert,: Buehler, as non-urobative,· and a product of misconduct 

by the prosecution·,· he just argued the urosecution was wrong~; 

Hindsight as to why counsel failed to challenge the prosecutions 

expert, or the trial itself and request mistrial or any of the 

other remedies available is hard to tell, it appears, though poorly 

argued that appellate counsel recognized that misconduct appeared,· 

while the appellate court not directly addressing it found that any· 

prosecution miscondut would be harmless, however, making no difinitive 

findine; based uuon any standard of revievf that is outlined in· ·-·· BRGER 

•v. u.s. 6u'nrii.' and thus has denied petitioner any meaningful review 

. :~ of this 1SSU8" •. 

In 'NIXON V. NENSOME (11th Cir.: 1989) 888 F.2d 112, the court found 

that where counsel knew that a witness was testifying falsely, and in 

direct contrast to her testimoney ae;ainst a co-defendant held first,· 

and failed to impeach the witnesses,. was ineffective assilitance of 

counsel: In Newsome, the court never reached the issue of prosecution 

misconduct becasue it reversed on counsels errors, but the langmtge 

indicates the court would have found misconduct on the part of the 
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• • 
pros ecution.'. Looking at NAPUE V. ·ILLINOIS 360 u.s. 264 at 269 (1959)~· 

GIGLIO v. u.s. Sunrci. •. ,. Kyi'es v; Whitely· Su:nra.,. and 'B·erger v. u.s·~ 

sunra.,. the court in Newsome would have reversed~· 

Counsel is bound to make motions as necessary to perserve and 

protect the rights of his client, especially motions that give the 

client everything to gain and nothing to lose.: u.s. v. MOLINA 934 

F.2d 1440, 1447 (9th Cir. 1991), KIMMELMAN V. MORRISON_477 u.s. 365 (1986)~ 

The fact that counsel went to such lengths to discredit the expert,. 

and show that the prosecution did not give their expert all the 

evidence and facts, knew what was argued in the Richards case,. showed 

he knew what the prosecution was doing was improper,. but never did any­

thing about it,. clearly shows that counsels actio ns were not correct 

and eliminates' that presumption.: SUMNER V. li'IATA 455 U.S. 591, 592; 

In u.s. V. SPAN (5 F.:3d 874,.. 880 (9th Cir.;: 1996)), the court found 

counsels failure to get instructions that would present his only defense 

ineffective assistance of counsel.· Here it was incumbent upon counsel 

to seek some remedy to the apparent and nrevasive misconduct by the 

prosecution': :If nothing else counsel should have asked that the 

EKnert witness by the prosecution, nr.· Buehler, be stricken, and the 

jury admonished that the testimony be disregarded as it was an opinion· 

rendered without consideration of all the facts and records, and 

deliberately or inappro-oriately left out by the prosecution.' Here,. 

counsel did none of the foregoing~~ His efforts were galant,- yet ineffective 

and incom-oetent in light of the law and the evidence at his disposal 

to totally discredit the prosecution and expose its miscondut:In at 

least an attempt to gain the trial courts attention, the trial counsel 

could have made a motion under the Collateral Estoppel doctrine that 

-12-
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• • 
the prosecution had already proven that the petitioner was brain washed, 

conditioned, and manipulated, while on drugs and alochol, in the 

Richards trial,. and. was now prscl uded from reli tiga ting the contrary'.' 

PIDPLE V. TAYLOR (1974) 12 CaL' 3d 686, 691; also see STONE V. FOWELL 

428 U.S. 465 (1976): While aplJellate counsel made this motion on 

appeal, after the fact, it anpearR that the trial judee who was 

familar with all the evidence and testimony from both trial$.would have 

been in a better lJOSition to rule on this issue. However, trial counsel 

never made a motion to the court: 

Based on the foreeoing,- petitioner believes that he has shown 

egre~ious and intemperate behavior on the part of the prosecution, 

sufficient to invoke foot note nine error, requiring per se reveral of 

this conviction, and in the alternative, ineffective assistance of 

counsel to the prejudice of the petitioner. Reversal is required: 

II 

THE EVIDENCE WAS LEGALLY INSUFFICIENT TO FIND 
PETITIONER SANE AT THE TIME OF THE CRIME 

(A) The verdict rests on instructional error 

(B) The verdict rests on prosecution misconduct 

·INTRODUCTION:· 

The evidence thc.t petitioner was insane at the time of the offense 

is undis·f*'lrted, or contradicted by any other evidence before the trier 

of fact~·~ 

Fi ve experts found that petitioner did not know what he was doing 

that he was propably in a psychotic state and hullucinating at the 

time of the offense •. All found he killed to advance the pendragon 

take over (DOCTRINE), leaving only Dr. Buehler, who stated otherwise, 

however, it was revealed in the sanity hearing that Dr. Buehler, did 

-13-



• • 
consider the Pendraeon evidence, investieate it as to how it effected 

the petitioner, and· testified,. had he, and had he believed 1\iark 

Richards really advanced and believed that doctrine, it would alter 

his Ol)inion in this case:! Because, Dr. Buehler, did not consider all 

the rel:event evidence and circumstances,. and admits that had he, his 

opinion might have been different,- there is no\---,,----------···----··--' 

evidence that is clear and convincing evidence of a 

>DAVIS V. HECKLER 868 F~-2d 323, 326 (9th Cir~ 1989) ~· 

contrary conclusion• 

Because an insanity 

trial is one that is based upon the preponderance of the evidence, or 

clear and convincing evidence, it is not unlike an Administrative Law 

Judges hearin,o;s and decisions: Thus it would be persuasive to advance 

that this court review of the sanity hearing would be the equivalent 

of a review of and Administrative Iiaw Judges· ruling, i.e t The courts 

role would not be in the role of fact finder, to resolve the conflicts 

of evidence,- 'RICHARDSON V. PERAL·ES 402 u.s. 389~: 400 (1971), however,-

to affirm, this .court would have to find that substantial evidence 

su0;-9orted the findine;s, and the correct legal standards were anlied.' 
- ' 

SWENSON~ V. SULLIVAN 876 F~'2d 683,- 687 ('9th Cir;~ 1985)): If the evidence 

supporumore then one rational inference, then the court must uphold 

the findines: ALLEN V. HECKLER 749 F~2d 577, 579 (9th Cir~· 1985):! 

INSTRUCTIONAL ERRoR&: 

The eeurt gave the twe prengei M'aaghtea te11t inatruetien en·· 

1DIIanity, hewever, it Willi given impreperly, a. eenceedei by the 

Califernia Ceurt ef Appeal, See ~hibit Rattachei: 

By Ulling the weri aai,- inatead ef er, it fereei the petitiener twe 

have te meet beth prenga ef the te•t,- whieh a11 the eeurt he1i ia 

Peepie v~ Skinner (1985) 39 Cal. 3i 765, at pg. 778, fD. 9, making 

-14-
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• • 
a peraon meet beth pronga ef the teat,. I.B. •eeting a eonjunetive 

tettt weu1i be the aame u a dreel.ing idiet teat,. a ,repelilitien rejeetei 

leng age by Angle-Alllerieaa jurisprudence. 

The ireeling iiiet er wili beaat teat, ia oauae fer reversal,· 

Skinner at p: 111. ~titioner enly neeiei te meet ene of theae 

prenga te aatiafy hia burien ef preefo PH>PLE. v~ HORN: (1984) 1.58 

Cal~ App: 3i 1.014, 1017, at pagea 1017,. 1020, 1034; 

We ie net have te iebate whether this inatructiea waa errer, the 

queatien preaentei here, waa the evilienc:e liiUfficient te eauae the 

errer te be harmleaa beyeni a reaaenable ieubt, or put another way, 

iii the trial ceurt, aai a,Jellate ceur~apply the law uneenatitutienally, 

ani in vielatien ef hel.iinga by the u.s. Supreme Ceurt; 

We must firat examine hew the Ap~ellate Ceurt reaehei ita finiing 

that the inatruetieaal errer wa11 harmle••~· . The .. urt atatei,· 

"Ia eentl'UI1; te the eempel.l.ing nature ef Heever•a ewa 
atatemeata (talking abeut atatementa he maie te a girl) 
the enl.y expert whe teatifiei fer the iefenae at the 
aaaity phalle waa equiveeal en t.he. right fl'ea wreng iaauei" 
See Exhibit If. Page• 9 - l.Ooo•::•: 

. . 

We knew that the oeurt waa apeakiag abeut Dr1 Reiri~es •a 

teatiaeay,. but the apt~el.late eeurt waa iaeerreet that that waa the 

eDl.y ex.,ert te teatify at the aanUy Jlhaae ef the hearillgt' beeauae 

the jury waa iaatruetei te uae all ef the eviieace .,reaentei at the 

«Uilt Jlha&e ef the trial al.ae,- whieh iacl.uiei al.l. the expert reperta,. 

aai teatillleay fl'ea that Jlllll't ef the preeeeiinge, whieb aakea five 

e)liaieu that are .,retty waequiveeal, u te the a-i1ly of the petitioaer• 

It apt~eara that the eal.y equiveoal. teatiaeay eame fl'ea the 

)ll'Oaeeutieu ex)lel'ti he atatei that if he hai reviewed the pertinante 

eviienoe of Peniragon and bel.ievei it,- it weul.i alter hill epiaie .. : 

Purther, the Appellate Ceurta epiaiea tliea ia the faee ef the 
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• • 
Statea ewn heliinga ia PmPLE V~ i::it.LY, aai Pl!OPLE. Yo :·DREW, aupo,-

aai Juatiee Meak'a epiaiea, naere verbal kDewlei«e ef right aai wreag 

ieea aet .,reve aaaitF.'•· ef eeurae aeaethia« the jury wu ut iutructei 

but the A~pellate Ceurt aheuli have been very we11 aware et: 

'lhereb;v, the oeurta reference te the cellllllenta b;v the petitieaer,· 

aai hi• ••-eat•~ b;v itaelf wu aet auffieteat te evereeae the erre:r 

ia the iutructtea1• ani the ceurta failure te review all the eviCleaee,. 

nth ~·t-f'f'eue, aai Fe-ff'eaee.•· p:Ut pa.e aai aaaU7 JJ)Iaae. 

erti.~aee~· uaiermiaea &a7 f'iniing t;hat; the Appellate Ceurt uie ta thia .... : 
It auat be reaeaberei 1 that the ataniaria aet ia KELLY AND DREW, 

. . . -
liupra.i~· are the aame that have been aieptei in the Feiera1 Ceurta. 

u.s~ v. PRBEMA.N 357 P~"2i 606~ 616-617 (2i, ctr: 1966) .. JlOPB v. u~s. 
(1967) 372 P:2i 710 (9th Ci:r,), BLAKE V~ U~S. 407 .P,2i 908 (6th Cir: 

1.969);; u.s. V~ ;SHAPIRO 383 .P~2i 680~ 685 (8th Ci:r~· 1967)i 

Beeauae Califernia '• twe F•ns tria11 quilt phaae1 ani aaaity phaae 1• 

aueh the •-e aa that ia l!INDH' Vo MUlU'HY!• liupi:a.,· ieae'lll'riag aai 

iiaaentiag ep1D1ea ef'_Juatiee Diaae P! Weeia, with whea Hippl.e aai 

Jle'Yiler,;. J•taei1• at· N: 26, aubjeet te the ceurta review: 

Uillike Lll!IDH, Su:ttra•t" ~etitienera eue ia well eviienoei aDa will 

Fe•eatei 'b7 au1Mitaatia1 eviieaee,.. ani thua the e:riai•al J'Ul.ea ef' trial 

are iataet ta the aaaU7 }tbaae ef the tridl 

Thua we 1111at f'irat view the i-truetieu uaier 1ihe U~S. Supreae 

Ceurt heliiagll 1a litARHIJ.A··cy.;,·~CUIIUOBNJ!l (1.989) 491. U.S. 2631 

where the eeurt heli that where ta.ea,lete er illl,r.per iaatructieu 

are «tvea te 1ihe ;ilU'J'~· it ia tape:naiaailtle fer the eeur1i te auD&ti1iu1ie 
·• ... 

U '• f'iaitap ef' the f'aeta te auJ1~1'1i 1ihe veriiet, 1a that U ia U:ia 

te aa taperaiaailt1e iireet veriiet 1t7 the ceurt: 109 S~1i: a1i ~ 2412i 
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• • 
aai 2422~ aue aa heU ia OSBOIUIE Ve OHIO (1990) llO s.;·cto' J.69l.~ 

While 1a the •aait;r ,hue ef tile t:r1ali ]Hititieaer 'bere the b~ea e-r 

~·~• the trial ceurt waa .. t allewei te put a ieuble buriea ea 

Ilia;. u ieee the ta,re,erl;r p?ea iallt:rueUea~· ...... uu the ce'U'$ .~ 

a,,ea1 1a it• he~iing vtelate it• ewa Jwr~,r.ieaeei te tlai ha:rale•• 

e:rrerj Ktillz ai Di-n~• iili.i!'!o'~· 1o'e.' ,eUtieaen ••-eata, u enhaee 

ef •aaU;rj o:r Jaaewiq rtpt; 1'na wr•••~ .. r caa the renew:Lag ee.n 

tcaere the whele reeeri, eeatrar,r te what the jur,r aai te ceaaiier, 

••r tlt.e ina11:ruet:lellli pvea u~ ~ut the ••urt 1• 'beuai te the reeeri 

~efere tt ia U• eatiri-.;r~· YA!I$ v. BVA'f~' llLl S~Ct~884 (~991), 

at 1894, ~ Yate•, Juatiee Scalia, citin« hia eea.urreaee ia 

Carella, Jut ice mtalia elaberatea,. Bvea if a reviewiag oeurt caa 

JNJerl;r aa•UIIe the jur,y uie the ultillli.te fact ieter~~iaattea, it 

c!Uifte11 a•aUIIe that it iii •• Ulling the &JF•Jiriate blU'ien ef F••f} 

Here,. it i• aenolusive that the jury wa• beuni te the inel.ing 

iiiet te•ti beaause it t• a•aumei that a jury fellewa it'• ewn 

iutrueUe:DII~· UlUIO ·v. m.s. 11.3 s:Ct: 93J,- 93! ('1.993)~· further it 

wa• the enly inatructien they were given te fellew en the inaaity 

i .. ue: 

Hewever, errer ieea aet ate, there~ the jury wa• Det ~vea aa 

iDBtructien that a iefenian~ ee.aeat• er verbal oemmunicatie .. 

ef right asai w:req, ·ieea nat Jreve aanit;r.' 'fhi• weu1i "De ce1.11111el.• 

tault~ fer failure te requeat the illBtruotien, whi•h 1• •uppertei -,. 

a ulU -n ef autherit;r: See llellz ani B:rew~· lia..Pa: 
'h eyaluate the erro:r we auat leek te the evtienee that waa 

aatuall;r ~efere the jury; 

BVIDBNCB oP THB. D:BPBIS:ia: 

Pre...O:ffea11e Bvicieacea Marian Skuaiera and Michael Beikia, Carl Haldea~ 
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• • 
founi that petitioner waa ~table ani unaophiatacatei,- without geoi 

orientation to reality~ oa~bl.e of impul.aive acta, without the med&l 

ability to ,lan anything eomplicatei: He waa monitorei eloaely aa 

a prime eaniiiate for auiciie: See Appixe I page 39. 

The reeori ia ful.l. of teatimeny about the Peniragoa mee~inga, 

the irugs Ullei~· al.oohol. Ullei~· ani Richaria preaiatent puahing of the 

Peniragon plan~' There ia teatimon;v ef hew petitiener toli peeple 

about the take over ani plan, ani mega buckll, etoo; he waa threughly 

tniootrinatei inte the Peniragen pl.aa; ani ebeiient te ita leaier: 

P1ua thre ia eviienee of a very illiterate young man; with a menta1 

iiaorier;· l.eeking f'er aeoeptanGe frem aemeone,- to be a ,art ef' aome­

thias~' 

IOST-o:P.PBNSB BVIDBNCEa: 

There is teatimeay that petitioner ~ in the ahower •banting 

kill himi kill. him; set to kill him; the exaet inatruotiona that he 

wa11 stven by Bteharia befere the murier and iurir&g the murier;i The 

Bltperta by the ief'ense;· hnathan Preneh;· Brian Gol!lll.i;· ani nr: 
a.maa a.iriguea,- all. found that Jletitioner hai a mental. iisorier,­

tbat he believei in Bieharia at the time of' the murier, that iruga 

ani al.o&hol , couplei with hia hiatory ef ha1luoinationu, maie it 

Jlrobable JIOtitioner waa JlliY•hotie at the time of the murier ani 

hallucinating,- with evidence that he toli pe•ple he iii thing& that 

aetual.ly iii not ooour, ani though exol.uaei~ he aaii he iii to the 

vietim iuring his in-terrogation·~ all elearly halluoianatieDII on 

hia part ani what he iii. When Tiewei aa a whole there 1• nothing 

-that i• equivocal about the mental atate of the Jtotitioner: 

PBOSEOUTION EVIDENCEs: 

All the evidence from witneaaea~ beth in the petitione~ trial an• 

-18-
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• • 
lioha~a tria~~ ahow a Jattern of brain waahing ani ooniitionin« 

of the petitioner~ ani hi• auaeeptability to it: fhe only iefe~e 

eviienee by the ~aeeution that was iateniei to counter the 

iefenae,- waa Dr; Buehl.er~ whoea OJiiDioa was so contrary to the reat 

of the reeori that ia was olear something waa wrong, and thia aomething 

was in tact brought eut by iefenae oounael~· Dr. Buehl.er, iU Dot 

review;· aee or know about the !enira«ea eYiience other then what he 

heari in ooiU'1; ani was aot part of hi• evaluation, further, once he 

waa toli about it~ hia ••inioa became very equivoeal, ani he ieterainei 

the evidenoe withheli troa hia evaluatioa,- eouli have alterei hill 

O'!linioa~ 

Oonaiiering the law of this oaae, the i~truetional error, &Di 

the entire reoori~· the apJtellate oourta failure to follow ita own 

~uris~ienoe,- and eonatitutional suiielinea •n inatruotional error, 

ani failure to review the whole recori that hal to be ooaaiierei by 

1ihe ;ltUT, the finiing that the error waa haral.eaa is underainell,­

however, aettiag aaiie thia fiDiing, the court mUBt aee that 

the eviienoe that 11etitioner waa inaane at the time of the criae( 

ani llii not know right from wrong~· waa in fact clear ani oonvinciq, 

ani the proaeoution iii aot preaeat an ex)tert that gave olear aai 

oonvineing eviienu te the ceD.trary, unier the ataniaria of' a le .. er 

ie~ee auch aa proof beyoni a reaaonab~e ioubt, i;e: where there ia 

aubatantial eviieDoe to aup:~Jert the .finiiD,P, and · ~;: whether the 

oorrect le~l ataniaria were appltei, SWENSON v. SULLIVAN 876 P~2i 683, " 

687 (9th Cir: 1985), alae aee DaVi8 v: Heokier Supra., thia eourt 

wouli have to revene ani aet aaili.e the finding& of the jury and 

anellate couril: 

Here, absent the inatrotional error, the equivocal teatiaany of 

49-
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• • 
nr: Buehler~ was inaauffietent to fini that petitioner knew right 

!rem wroq~ ana ne rational trier ef taet eoul.i have founi otherwise,· 

aor wa• there olear ani oonvineint; eviience that woul.i SU}tJtet &IQ' 

other eoneluaieDo" ALLD V. HECKLER 749 P:2i 577~ 579 (9th Cir~· 1985)!! 

This being true,. it i• impo•aible that the instructional errer in thi• 

eue coul.i have .,aaaei the haraleaa be;yonci a rea•onable ioubt atand.ari;•. 

CHAPIIAI!I v. CALil!ORNIA (1967) 386 o.s. 18, or the aublltaatial ani 

injurious effect on the veriiet 11taniari~· BllmHT Yo ABHAHAMSOH, supra., 

wherefore, reviewing the record in the light meot taV.rable to the 

pre•eotuioa~ ab11ent the instructional errer, ani abllent the proseoutioa 

miseoniuet of not giving his expert the crucial eviienee ani taet• 

about Penlragon, (•ee argument ~), no rational trier of tact coul.i 

have founi petitioner •ane at the time of the offense: Petitoner 

believes that the court •houli enter a net guilty by the reaaon of 

insanity, but at the very leaat orier a new tria1 for the petitioner~ 

or reiuce the finiing ef guilt to invlountary. manslaughter: HabeU' 

Cerpua shouli i•sue as a matter of law: 

C:ONCLWION 

Petitiener believes that he has shewn that the prosecution in 

thi• ease committei miseoniuct, coniuct that i• outrageoua, ani 

egregioua,· that infeotei the whole trial. ana ieniei petitioner iue 

,roeeaa of lawo' u~s. v. GARZA~UARBZ 992 P~2i 896, 904 (9th C:ir; 1993); 

8\.S~ V. DuDDEN 65 :r.-3i 1461~ 1466 (9th Cir. 1996)~· 

Petit&oaer believe• that he has ahown ineffective aasiatance of 

oounael~ aueh as oauaei petitioner significant prejudice ani the 

lo•s of potentially meritorioua iefenae11 that in all likel~oi 

wouli have resultei in a verdict more favorable to the petitioner; 

STRICKLAND V. WASHINGTOlf< 466 u.s. 668 (1984): 
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• • 
~titiener further centenia that the taeta ani law 1D this eaae ahew 

that the eviience waa 1nautt1c1ent te cenviet the petitiener ani 

fini that he waa aane,· ani if net tor the instructional errer ani 

the appellate ceurta miaapplication et the 1aw, aa we11 aa pr9aeeutien 

aiaeeniuct~· }tetitioner weuli have been teuni inaane aa a matter et 

1aw; 

WHERBPORB, ~titiener praya thia eeurt grant the relief requeatei 

ani er aa the ceurt ieeu just ani preper: 

Dates: · J.ce · · 1!. , ; ·19 CjB • -
ITIONER 

IN PROPRIA PERSONA 

-21-
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• • 
INTRODUCTION 

The 'Pendragon' murder trial of Mark Richards in 

Superior Court for the County of Marin received an enormous 

amount of media coverage in the San Francisco Bay Area during 

the months of February, March and April, 1984. (CT: 193-246; 

Post, fn. 1.) Mark Richards was convicted of murder in the 

first degree of Richard Baldwin, and Richards is now s.erving 

a life term in state prison without the possibility of 

parole; his appeal is pending in Division Three of this First 

District Court of Appeal. (1/CRIM. NO. A028291.) 

The separate trial of Crossan D. Hoover, Jr., the 

juvenile accused of delivering the blows that killed Richard 

Baldwin, received little attention by comparison. The reason 

is fairly simple to explain. In the Richards' case the 

prosecution revealed his paramilitary plan to take over Marin 

County, arguing how, in the words of Jack Viets of the San 

Francisco Chronicle, "Richards mani_pulated his young workers 

with the Pendragon fantasy, and brainwashed Crossan Hoover, 

Jr., then 17, so that on a signal from Richards, he crushed 

Baldwin's skull with a baseball bat in his shop, and then 

shoved a chisel and screwdriver into his chest." (CT: 193.) 

Once the takeover had been revealed, and the cult leader 

trapped under the lense of a public trial, the light faded 

some, and the public did not take long to lose interest in a 

mere pawn of The Pendragon. 
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• • 
However, the government also changed its theory of the 

case in prosecuting Crossan Hoover. The transformation was 

complete. Crossan was no longer the "manipulated" or 

"brainwashed" puppet of a charismatic leader. He had acted 

in a cold-blooded manner to satisfy his greed. 

* * * 
Before appellant proceeds to the merits, and there are 

several sound bases for reversal, it is worthwhile to take 

a look behind the scenes at the historical background from 

which this case gathers its depth. For one reason alone such 

an extra-judicial inquiry is justified: The prosecution's 

flip-flop on the approach to Pendragon creates important 

ethical issues that cannot be neatly brushed under the 

carpet. One question immediately comes to mind. Why would 

the the People ·approach the case of Mark Richards on the 

theory that the "Pendragon fantasy• was a real and powerful 

force on the minds of the youths involved, and then steer a 

course clear away from the magnetic pole of Pendragon in the 

trial of the Hoover case? 

Perhaps this introduction will help to explain the 

reason implicit in the change in course. For Hoover's 

defense of insanity, unlike that presented in the Richards 

case, was not based upon denying the reality of Pendragon, 

but placed its full weight on the meaning and power of 

Pendragon . 
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'Pendragon' is derived from Welsh meaning "dragon head," 

or "foremost leader," and came to mean "Chief Dragon of the 

Island," as it was first used formally by Sir Thomas Malory 

in Le Morte d'Arthur in 1485 as surname for Uther, father of 

Arthur, King of the Britons. (Oxford English Dictionary; The 

Discovery of King Arthur, Ashe, G. (1985, Anchor Press), p. 

8. ) 

Every school child has heard of King Arthur and his 

Knights of the Round Table, but few of us appreciate the 

significant enduring mythic streams that have sprung from the 

twelfth century well of Geoffrey of Monmouth's quasi­

historical, History of the Kings of Britain. 

It was not long before King Arthur, Chief Dragon of the 

Island, was being compared with Alexander the Great and 

Charlemagne as one of the supreme monarchs in Eurpoean 

literature. (Discovery of King Arthur, supra, pp. 3-19; The 

Saxon and Norman Kings, Brooke, c. (Fontana, 1963; 14th 

imp., 1978), p. 192.) But not much was really known of his 

19 life until recently; its mystery is probably overshadowed 

20 only by that of Jesus of Nazareth. (King Arthur: King of 

21 Kings, Markale, J. (Gordon & Cremonesi, 1976, p.97.) 

22 

23 

24 

Great creative and destructive -- rivers have since 

flowed into and out of the pool of the legend, and lest one 

thinks the power of the myth has diminished in our world, 

25 look at its clear reflection in the imagination of the 

26 contemporary mind. 

27 In 1983 Berkeley writer Marion Zimmer Bradley's The 

28 
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1 Mists of Avalon told the legend from the standpoint of the 

2 

3 

women in the Arthurian legend and her book stood 12 weeks on 

the New York Times Best Seller list. In 1978 1 .Thomas Berger, 

4 whose works include Little Big Man and Neighbors, wrote 

5 another highly praised version, Arthur Rex, a modern, 

6 off-the-wall interpretation of Malory's tale, and major 

7 publishers have not failed to capitalize on the drift of the 

8 current: Mary Stewart's successful Merlin trilogy The Crystal 

9 Cave (1970), The Hollow Hills (1973), The Last Enchantment 

10 (1979), followed by another title, The Wicked Day (1983); Joy 

11 Chant's The High Kings (1983), translated early Welsh folk 

12 tales of Arthur from the Dark Ages of Celtic history: and 

13 Gillian Bradshaw's Merlin trilogy received academic honors, 

14 Hawk of May (1980), Kingdom of Summer (1981) and In Winter's 

15 Shadow (1982): Catherine Christian's The Pendragon (1978), is 

16 still another recent version of Arthurian legend • 

17 Of course other writers with a slightly different 

18 approach to literature made successful forays into the 

19 legend, providing the bases for a number of light, popular 

20 films and plays: Mark Twain's The Connecticut Yankee ~King 

21 Arthur's Court (1889) and T.H. White's The Sword in the Stone 

22 (1939) and The Once and Future King (1940); Lerner and Lowe 

23 adapted the latter into the wonderful Broadway musical and 

24 film, Camelot (1960: 1967). 

25 /// 

26 

27 

28 
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However, in 1981, John Boorman's British production, 

Excalibur, starring a major Shakespearean actor, Nicol 

Williamson, as Merlin, rendered fifth century Britain in 

sexually explicit, mystically cruel realism. (The production 

does not shy away from Arthur's conception, accomplished when 

Uther Pendragon rapes Ygraine while magically disguised by 

Merlin as her husband, the Duke of Tintagel, or from Arthur 

bewitched by his half-sister, Morgraine, siring his traitor, 

9 Mordret, or from Lancelot and Guinevere in flagrante 

10 delicto.) 

11 A number of scholars have devoted a fair amount 

12 of their lives to tracing the Medieval literary and political 

13 milieu in which Arthurian legends flowered, forming the myth 

14 upon which most of current conceptions rest, but the most 

15 recent research into late antiquity and the Dark Ages 

16 provides convincing historical evidence for Arthur. And 

17 Geoffrey Ashe, Arthur's leading historian, and Jean Markale, 

18 Professor of Celtic History at the Sorbonne in Paris, have 

19 produced their best works within the past decade • 

20 Consequently, the story of The Pendragon is one that 

21 cannot be easily ignored like an obscure fairy tale. In fact 

22 it has a powerful mythic structure, and Northrop Frye says: 

23 • MytholOfY has an encyclopedic quality about it: 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

it tends to cover all the essential concerns of its 

society About two generations ago there was a 

fashion for crying up the Middle Ages as a golden era 

in which all aspects of human life were united in a 
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common body of beliefs and values. The intellectual 

unity of that time, however, was largely a 

rationalizing of its centralized authority.• 

(The Great Code, The Bible and Literature, Frye, N. 

[HBJ, 1982], p. 51.) 

6 All Arthurian literature centers around its commanding 

i archetypal leader, who, like Robert the Bruce, united his 

8 people in the glorious struggle to remain independent, but 

9 ultimately were subsumed into the glory that is Great 

10 Britain. Unlike The Bruce, however, Arthur has "inspired the 

11 chivalries of half the world •••• • (The Matter of Wales: Epic 

12 Views of a Small Country, Morris, J. (Oxford un.,l984),p.59.) 

13 However, it is in fact a truth that Arthurian legends 

14 imply the extinction of the Britons as a separate people, 

15 whose Welsh sons and daughters claim as ancestors, but during 

16 Arthur's reign he produced a brief golden age in the fifth 

1i century when the mysteries of Celtic civilization were 

18 revived and joined with Christian mysteries in marriage. 

19 In understanding what the Pendragon murder cases are 

20 about then, it is worthwhile to point out a few shadows 

21 lurking behind the myth that are often overlooked in the 

22 initial blinding attraction of the idyll. One is that 

23 "Arthurian chivalry is directed solely towards the 

24 satisfaction of honor and the self-interested acquisition of 

25 wealth or emotional gain," and the property and lives of 

26 others may be taken for the order of the Knights of the Round 

2i Table: 

28 
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" It is worth stressing the point that Arthurian 

knighthood represents a political attempt on the 

part of one social class to maintain a system of 

corrupt feudalism which is profitable to itself. " 
(King of Kings, su12ra, pp. 72-73.) 

A second dark aspect of the myth is that: 

• A leader without an army behind him is just 

a voice crying in the wilderness. A king without 

the warrior elite of Britain around him is just 

a useless figurehead. All the different versions 

of the Arthurian legend emphasize Arthur's quality 

as a catalyst." 

(Id., at p. 133.) 

15 Finally, the myth derives much of its power from the 

16 inscription on Arthur's legendary tombstone: 

17 HIC IACET ARTHURUS REX, REX QUONDAM REXQUE FUTURUS 

18 (Here lies Arthur, King that was, King that shall be.) 

19 (Ashe, The Discovery of King Arthur, su12ra, p. 191.) 

20 Indeed, in his otherwise masterful historical work, Professor 

21 Markale, who early on recognizes "the belief in Arthur's 

22 return [as] not a literary invention but a myth deeply rooted 

23 among the Celtic peoples ..• ," seems to believe in the 

24 messianic spell of the myth himself: 

25 

26 

27 

28 

" It is in this sense that the Aruthurian epic, 

whether it be really historical or mythically 

real, provides food for thought. For the 
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Arthurian world is an ideal in which the unity of 

an extensive nation and the diversity of many 

very particular social groups are combined. It 

matters little whether it was a medieval dream 

or not; it is up to us to bring it to life. 

We have made him the symbol of an ideal society 

such as was promised us by the prophets and poets. 

One day their predictions must come true. It is 

our right and our duty to waken King Arthur. • 

(King of Kinqs, supra, p. 53, 220.) 

But Geoffrey Ashe warns of an equally valid conclusion: 

Ill 

• Henry VII posed successfully as the King through 

whom the prophecy would be fulfilled, and an 

Arthurian movement might be possible today if its 

chiefs could hit on a formula -- witness the Nazi 

use of Wagner and the Siegfried mythology. It is 

easy to conjure up an alarming picture of a 

latter-day leader being proclaimed as a new Arthur, 

even as Arthur reincarnate, and attracting 

influential and sinister mystics promising their 

own brand of a golden age. • 

(The Discovery of King Arthur, Supra, p. 192.) 

PAGE 8/PEOPLE V. CROSSAN D. HOOVER, JR./OPENING BRIEF 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

• • 

As will be shown in the following pages, Mark Richards, 

born June 28, 1953, painted a picture of a Marin County of 

the future, a place to establish a new golden age. Backed by 

millionaire Marin resident, Star Wars' George Lucas, and 

viewing himself as The Pendragon, he pretended to The 

Pendragon. The dragon consumed him. 

At least those are the broad brush strokes which with 

the prosecution painted its picture for the Richards' jury. 

As Professor Markale demonstrates, however, and Geoffrey 

Ashe cautions, those who attempt to take control of the 

mythic power of The Pendragon are dealing with a dangerously 

potent force. The prosecution in the Richards case portrayed 

the Pendragon conspiracy to the jury as a reality, building 

its case stone by meticulous stone upon the spellbinding 

power of Mark Richards to "brainwash" and "manipulate Crossin 

(sic) Hoover into the position where he actually killed a 

man.• (Post, Argument II.) 

In terms of Jungian psychoanalysis the collective 

unconscious plays such a critical role in the diagnosis of 

mental disease: 

• When people lose their hold on the concrete values 

of life the unconscious contents become overwhelm­

ingly real. Considered from the psychological 

standpoint, psychosis is a mental condition in which 
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formerly unconscious elements take the place of 

reality.• 

(3 Collected Works of C.G. Jung, The Psychogenesis 

of Mental Disease (1972 ed.), p. 224.) 

And the archetype of the 'hero' is of fundamental pyschic 

stuff. (Id., Psychology of the Unconscious, p. 191 et seq.) 

Appellant will argue that whether Mark Richards believed 

he could harness the power of Arthur and become The Pendragon 

should not have been an issue at the trial of Crossan Hoover: 

the prosecution cast its stone at the Richards' trial • 

Whether the myth, manipulated by a charismatic big brother,. 

overpowered a juvenile with a documented history of severe 

13 emotional problems orienting to life,was the crux of the 

14 

15 

defense of Crossan D. Hoover, Jr. 

The prosecution's efforts to dissuade the jury in the 

16 Hoover case from the reality of the Pendragon conspiracy, and 

17 any effect it may have had on Crossan Hoover, raises some 

18 ethical questions about the government's role in prosecution. 

19 Consequently, although reversal of the sanity phase of 

20 trial is mandated under recent, controlling Supreme Court 

21 decision, and several other grounds exist for reversal and 

22 retrial on guilt and sanity phases, appellant should be found 

23 not guilty by reason of insanity as a matter of law. 

24 /// 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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PROCEDURAL SUMMARY 

After Preliminary Hearing held October 5, 1982 in 

the Central District Municipal Court of California for the 

4 County of Marin, appellant, Crossan ('Crossie') David Hoover, 

5 

6 

Jr., was bound over to Superior Court for the County of Marin 

on an Information filed October 18, 1982; he was charged with 

7 violating The Penal Code, section 187, in the murder of 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Richard Alexander Baldwin, alleging the use of a deadly and 

dangerous weapon (knife, screwdriver and baseball bat) within 

the meaning of section 12022 (b). (CT: 1-81; 82.) *1 

Deputy District Attorney Edward s. Berberian represented 

the People and Edward Torrico was appointed attorney for 

13 appellant in the proceedings below (CT: 1; 83); appellant, 

14 

15 

although a seventeen year old juvenile at the time of the 

alleged commission of the offenses (on or about July 6, 

16 1982), was found fit to be charged as an adult, September 13, 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

1982, and entered pleas of not guilty and not guilty by 

reason of insanity, denying the section 12022(b) allegation. 

(CT:83; Cf., CT: 670.) Bail was set at $250,000.00. (CT: 81.) 

1. All statutory references are to The Penal Code of the 

22 State of California unless otherwise noted; 'CT' and 'RT' 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

abbreviations refer to the record prepared for this appeal in 

Clerk's and Reporter's Transcripts respectively, followed by 

a colon, and page and line references, where appropriate . 

(There are a number of duplicate page numbers in the record 

and they are designated by a"/" when necessary.) 
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After motion to supress appellant's tape-recorded 

confession under section 1538.5 was denied in Municipal 

3 Court, and again when joined with a motion to set aside the 

4 

5 

information under section 995 in Superior Court, appellant 

moved to suppress at an in limine hearing held prior to voir 

6 dire of the prospective jurors. (CT: 39-42; 73-83; 98-132; 

i 170-181; 183.) The Honorable Louis H. Burke, Judge pro 

8 tempore, former Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of 

9 California, granted the motion to suppress the confession as 

tO unconstitutionally obtained on July 16, 1982, the date 

11 

12 

13 

14 

appellant was arrested and taken into custody at the San 

Rafael Police Department. (RT: 1-74/1-74/102; 93-171.) 

In other pretrial orders, discovery motions were granted 

in pertient part, including some 25,000 pages of materials 

15 seized from Richards' home (CT: 182; RT: 1033; 1339-1341), 

16 the People's consolidation motion was denied (CT: 166-169; 

1i 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

182; 185-186), and appellant's motion for change of venue was 

denied (RT: 1-8). *2 

2. As pointed out in the Introduction, appellant's case is 

intertwined with People ~ Mark Richards, A028291, tried 

two months before this action. As a result of the publicity 

in the Richards case (e.g., CT: 191-214), Judge Burke granted 

appellant's motion for an in camera hearing of the motion to 

suppress his confe~sion, May 3, 1984, over the objections of 

the People and the Press (RT: 30-36), but he denied the 

27 motion for change of venue. (CT: 191-214.) 

28 
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The guilt phase of appellant's trial commenced May 17, 

1984, and concluded one month later, upon submission of some 

300 exhibits, in a verdict of guilty on the murder charge and 

a finding that the allegation was true. (RT: i94: 2664/3-

2664/6.) During this phase of the trial no major evidentiary 

objections were raised, although Deputy District Attorney 

Edward Berberian unsuccessfully attempted to introduce 

appellant's ~onfession once in the guilt phase and again at 

the sanity trial. (RT: 172-175; 180-183; 2468-2475.) 

However, at the request of the People, over objection 

(RT: 193/57-193/58), the court instructed the prospective 

jurors: 

• It is not a case which involves the death penalty, 

and, incidentally, the matter of penalty is 

something which the jury must not permit to enter 

into its discussion or determination of the case 

in any way. " (RT: 193/58: 4-7.) 

And again, at the conclusion of instructions to the jury at 

the guilt phase, and over objection (RT: 2723-2724), the 

court gave a 'modified' CALJIC 17.42 instruction to the jury: 

• As I advised you at the onset of the trial, 

this is not a case involving the death penalty . 

In your deliberations, the subject of penalty or 

punishment is not to be discussed or considered 

by you. This is not a matter which -- I'm sorry • 

This is a matter which must not in any way 

affect your verdict. " (RT: 2659: 12-17; CT: 428.) 
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Furthermore, after the guilty verdict had been returned, 

and once the sanity trial had concluded, the court instructed 

3 the jury according to CALJIC 4.0 in effect at that time: 

4 

5 

6 

i 

8 

• A person is legally insane when by reason of 

mental distress (sic) or illness he was incapable 

of knowing or understanding the nature and quality 

of his act and incapable of distinguishing right 

from wrong at the time of the commission of the 

9 offense. " (RT: 2790: 27-28- 2791: 1-3.) 

10 In addition, the written form of the instruction was sent in 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

Ji 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

to the jury room during deliberations and read, inter alia: 

• A person is legally insane when [by reason 

of mental disease or mental defect] he was 

incapable of knowing or understanding the 

nature and quality of his act and incapable 

of distinguishing right from wrong at the time 

of the commission of the offense." 

(CT: 457; CT: 463-465.) 

Moreover, during the sanity phase of the trial, defense 

motions were made to examine Juror Russell Lessig and to have 

a physical and mental examination conducted, or to examine 

the foreperson, in order to seat an alternate in Lessig's 

place, based upon the observations of court Bailiff, Nancy 

Sorenson; Deputy Sorenson testified to the unusual behavior 

of Mr. Lessig during several visits she made to the jury 

room. (RT: 2801-2812.) The court denied the motions. (RT: 

2812-2818.) 
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The jury determined appellant was not legally insane at 

the time of commission of the crime. (RT: 2821.) 

On November 8, 1984, appellant's motion for a new trial 

was denied (RT: 2829; Cf., CT: 649-441; 663-668; 735A-l), and 

he was sentenced to serve a term of 25 years to life 

imprisonment,.with a one-year enhancement; the court directed 

appellant be committed initially to the California Youth 

Authority, advising him of the condition of lifetime parole 

supervision and of his appeal rights. (RT: 2847-2849; CT: 

734-735.) 

Appellant filed timely notice of appeal and designation 

of record. (CT: 737-741.) Counsel was appointed February 19, 

1985, and the record was filed herein November 21, 1985. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

ON THE SURFACE 

On one level, Mark Richards showed early signs of 

swimming to the top, when, in the mid-seventies at Dominican 

College in Marin County, he resurrected the school paper, 

made excellent grades in History, became a faculty favorite, 

wooed his 'princess' from the student body, and his early 

writings suggest at least an ability to imagine and attempt 

to discipline his fantasies in a highly demanding art form. 

(RT: 1710-1713; Cf., Post, Argument II.) 

However, even though Mark Richards may have been a big 

fish in his mid-twenties, he was swimming in a very small 

pond. When he swam into greater seas he proved himself 
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1 capable of polluting the waters wherever he went • 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

i 

8 

9 

For example, his first known enterprise organized 

shortly after marriage in 1979 to college sweetheart, Caryn 

Cerruti, was a firm called, 'Engineer Constructors.' It 

failed dismally, and he and his neighborhood buddy and 

partner, Craig Andrews, split up on bad terms. (RT: 1060-

1061; 1716; 1244.) Then he tried his hand developing an 

electric-car prototype with Charles Costelli, but that 

fizzled out quickly in a garage adjoined to the Classic Car 

10 Shop on Front Street in San Rafael, where he associated with 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1i 

18 

Richard Baldwin, an eccentric person with a penchant for 

cars, guns, and, apparently, making money. (RT: 1731-32.) 

But on the surface Richards appears to have kept up this 

creative-genius, high-profile image, maintaining his stable 

of sports cars, including two leased Porsches and a Jensen 

Intercepter; thanks to a down-payment gift from his parents, 

Richards and Caryn were able to purchase a house in San 

Anselmo at 366 Butterfield Road in November, 1981. (RT: 

19 1744; 1714-1715.) 

20 

21 

Caryn, who had held a position at a convalescent home 

for five years, drew a $800 net monthly salary in January, 

22 1982, but she did not pay any attention to their personal 

23 finances, although they were on a tight budget; she just did 

24 her work, brought home the money, and entrusted everything to 

25 Mark, who would give her a kind of weekly allowance. (RT: 

26 1730.) So in January, 1982, when Mark applied for federal 

2i assistance, claiming storm damage to their home that never 

28 
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occurred, Caryn did not know he had made the claim, forged 

her signature on documents, or that the Small Business 

Administration relief check for $5,000 went into their 

checking account. (RT: 1732; 1740.) 

By this time Richards had returned to the construction 

business, doing odd-jobs around Marin, barely scraping by on 

what Caryn was making. (RT: 1717.) But Richards was not to 

be deterred, and his schemes took convoluted turns. 

In May, for example, he convinced, Donald Kline, an 

insurance agent, to let him do the construction on the 

Klines' house; the Klines wanted to convert their garage into 

another room with a bath for their new baby. (RT: 187/33 -

187/35.) Their agreement included some cash-up front, the 

remainder at the end, and Mr. Kline agreed to let Richards 

15 have his 1965 blue Ford pickup at the front end of the deal. 

16 (RT: 187/49- 187/50.) 

17 However, as Mr. Kline was soon to learn when he and his 

18 pregnant wife started to notice the teenagers coming out in 

19 early June to the house to do the work, Richards was all 

20 talk. (RT: 187/46- 187/47.) In fact, by the time they 

21 realized it, Richards had created an "absolute disaster.• 

22 (RT: 187/38; 478; 564.) Their dream house was becoming a 

23 nightmare, and their inquiries disclosed that Richards was 

24 not even a licensed contractor. (RT: 187/38.) The Klines 

25 were upset and threatened suit. (RT: 469; 1732-1733.) 

26 

27 

28 

But they were not alone. Richards had conned a local 

church to pay him to construct a kitchen, which he delegated 
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to his unskilled labor force and which had also turned into a 

disaster. (RT: 478; 564.) Caryn began receiving late­

payment telephone calls from mortgage and automobile lenders. 

(RT: 1744; 1747.) And eighteen-year old Willy Robles, one of 

Richards' key employees, who had lived with his girlfriend, 

6 fifteen-year old, Kimberly Hoover, at the Richards' horne for 

7 a couple of months (April-June 1982), suddenly up and left 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

the Richards' horne, quit his job in a midnight telephone 

call, and enlisted in the United States Navy. (RT: 1727; 

1749; 1761-62) *3 

In the mean time, Richards had signed a $6,000 

commercial lease in San Rafael, again forging his wife's 

13 signature, and he had apparently entered into a verbal 

14 

]5 

agreement with a woman, "Bob's Wife,• to open up a video game 

and T-shirt store, Star Base One. (RT: 1741-1742; 1759-1761.) 

16 Towards the end Richards told his wife they •needed extra 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

money,• and he said he was going to start dealing drugs; she 

was against it, but said she didn't care so long as she left 

him out of it. (RT: 1729-1730.) Caryn never saw the 

mortgage foreclosure notice for $4,589.16 arrears; at the 

time of trial she testified she was paying off an $8,000 tax 

liability she never knew she had accurnulated.(RT: 1747-1748.) 

24 3. Crossan Hoover tried to enlist too, but he was 

25 unacceptable because he had neither a high school diploma nor 

26 its equivalent; in his own words, • 'I didn't have enough 

27 brains.' • (RT: 2382: 25.) 

28 
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IMPERIAL MARIN 

Mark Richards planned the takeover of Marin County by 

strategic military actions, the bombing of the Golden Gate 

and San Rafael-Richmond Bridges to isolate Marin from the 

south and east, blockading or destroying the two highway 

arteries from the north, and protected by the ocean and 

natural barriers on the west, he planned a laser weapon for 

the high point atop Mount Tamalpais. (RT: 707) As local 

police forces within the county were swiftly eliminated, the 

Pendragon knights would then systematically snuff out the 

undesireables remaining in the county, homosexuals, perverts, 

and any remaining dissidents. (RT: 568-571; 1830.) The 

13 Pendragon would take command of his kingdom, Triskelion, from 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

the San Francisco Theological Seminary, a castle-like 

structure from which he would rule as far as the eye could 

see . (RT: 1106-1109; 2120; Cf., Post, Argument II.) 

Secretly backed by Marin mogul, and internationally 

acclaimed science fiction movie director, George Lucas, whose 

autographed photograph Richards claimed for the wall of his 

study (RT: 572; 702; 1022), the High King, Mark Richards, in 

21 his rightful position as The Pendragon, would then begin to 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

reward his subject knights with property and critical roles 

in the realm. (RT: 571-572.) His best friend, 'John' 

(Carrington), a naval medical intelligence officer, another 

one of Richards' secret wealthy backers (RT: 709; 1107-1108; 

1135; 2125), would take his position as War Lord (RT: 702; 

1044-1045; 1055.) Willy Robles would be Duke of Deerfield 
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CRT: 571), John Stapp would be Earl of Tamalpais (RT: 706), 

Pete Neal would be War Lord and Caste11ian of Angel Island 

(RT: 1131), Richard Camaraotta, Earl of Olima (RT: 2021), and 

Crossie Hoover, Count of Angel Island (RT: 708; 1013; 2387) . 

(Cf., RT: 988-999; 1009-1015; 2387.) 

In preparation for the takeover, Richards had apparently 

convinced Willy Robles of the viability of Triskelion in 

8 early 1982, and Willy became his chief recruiter. (RT: 1102; 

9 2116; 2130-2132; 2184-2186.) Willy brought in several kids 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

from the Marin high schools, who then attended Tuesday night 

meetings with Richards; neither women nor girls were allowed 

at the meetings. (RT: 2186; 1718-1719.) Marijuana and 

alcohol were freely consumed at the meetings, and, since Pete 

Neal, Crossie and Willy Robles used cocaine regularly, it is 

likely they also used cocaine at the meetings as well. (RT: 

1758; 2123.) 

At these meetings Richards brought out topographical 

and aerial maps of Marin County and he directed attention to 

the strategic points (police stations, bridges, bunkers, 

etc.), which had been meticulously marked, and Richards did 

all the talking; if there were any questions, his knights 

would ask. (RT: 1019-1021; 1141; 1719; 1109; 1139; 2121.) 

And on several occasions, Richards took his recruits out to 

the critical sights, such as Angel Island, his future command 

center at the San Francisco Theological Seminary, Ft. Baker, 

and Mount Tamalpais, and he would direct attention to the 

significance of each place. (RT: 568; 705-706; 1016; 1021; 
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1108: 1131-1133: 1140: 2121: 2133.) Richards developed files 

for each knight, a history of beach fortifications in the bay 

area, composed a Pendragon newsletter and other 'top secret' 

handouts of defense and weapons systems, and he devised a 

plan for a mock takeover, or war game, on the Renaissance 

Faire. (RT: 572: 944: 989: 997: 1013: 1024; 1108; 2122.) 

Further, Richards maintained some sort of replica of a 

medeival knight's armour, and several swords were on display 

(RT: 989; 1021-1022; 1142), but in addition to these somewhat 

innocuous items, Richards' house was a small arsenal of 

modern weaponry: Approximately one dozen rifles and handguns 

-- some fully loaded with ample ammunition, were seized 

from Richards' house in July, 1982. (RT: 998-1007.) 

THE DEATH OP RICHARD BALDWIN 

Richard Baldwin, 36 at the time of his death, was an old 

friend of Mark Richards: he went to Mark and Caryn's wedding 

in 1979 and Caryn had been introduced to him three-four years 

before that. (RT: 209; 1713-1714.) Baldwin ran the Classic 

Car Shop at 36 Front Street in San Rafael, where he restored 

cars and apparently made a pretty decent living; Richards had 

rented space from Baldwin. (RT: 1714.) He owned a house 

nearby, a pack-rat's paradise. (RT: 211-212; 351.) Baldwin 

was also an avid gun collector, and he carried large amounts 

of cash around, sometimes as much as $1,000.00. (RT: 248; 

1083-1100.) 

Ellen Baldwin, Richard's mother, described a telephone 

conversation she had had with her son in May, 1982, in which 
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1 he said Richards approached him with a plan to manufacture 

2 

3 

machine gun and laser weapon parts for •warfare of some 

kind." (RT: 2167.) Richard then described how Mark wanted 

4 the weapons to be stored somewhere in Fresno, where he had a 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

li 

18 

19 

20 

friend. (RT: 2167.) (John Carrington lived in Fresno at the 

time. [RT: 1046].) Richard explained Mark was "acting 

'rather weird,'" and he told his mother about some plan Mark 

had of taking over Marin County: she said she thought Mark's 

"fantasy• was a rather "large order,• and she suggested he 

dissociate himself from Richards and his group and inform the 

police. (RT: 2168.) 

A couple of weeks later Mrs. Baldwin asked her son what 

was happening with Mark, and Richard said the subject had not 

come up again and Mark was acting more "normal" again. (RT: 

2168-2169.) 

Little did Baldwin know, Richards had made other plans 

for his 'friend.' 

As previously noted, Richards financial situation was 

worsening as July approached. Towards the middle of June 

Richards asked Pete Neal and Willy Robles if they would help 

21 him murder Dick Baldwin: he said Baldwin owed him about 

22 $2,000 and would not pay up, and he was concerned that 

23 Baldwin knew too much about Pendragon and would inform the 

24 police. (RT: 1113-1114: 1131.) Pete said he was surprised at 

25 the question, but let it slide because no plans were made. 

26 (RT: 1114.) Shortly thereafter Willy Robles left the 

2i Richards' house, quit working for Richards, and joined the 

28 
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Navy, probably because Richards had threatened him. Pete 

Neal stayed away. (RT: 1134; 1762; 2123; 2229.) 

Richards wasted no time searching for Kai and Bedwyr. 

After a few Pendragon meetings, and steady work with 

Richards, Andrew Campbell testified Richards approached him 

with the plot to murder Baldwin; Campbell says he never 

believed in Pendragon, but Richards sure did. (RT: 523-524.) 

• Q Did Mr. Richards ever tell you what he 

was going to do with any of the money or the 

proceeds he got from the killing? 

A Wanted to take over Marin County. 

Q What are you talking about? 

A That was his Pendragon thing. I mean he 

wanted to get out of debt •••• [A]nd he 

wanted to use the rest for his. plot to 

take over Marin.• (RT: 522: 18-26.) 

Richard Baldwin had been missing from July 6 to July 15, 

1982, when a body was found by the skipper of The Little 

Sampson floating off Point McNear at the mouth to San Pablo 

Bay at 5:00p.m., July 13, 1982. (RT: 205; 210; 304-305; 319-

320.) The body decomposed rapidly in the water, but the 

autopsy showed the cause of death was probably the result of 

a single blow to the head, a skull fracture and brain 

hemorrage; there were also two knife-like wounds to the heart 

that would have been lethal. (RT: 435-439; 456-457.) The 

victim was identified as Richard Baldwin. (RT: 319-320; 343.) 
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THE TESTIMONY OF ANDREW CAMPBELL 

Andrew Campbell, represented by the Marin County Public 

Defender, confessed on July 28, 1982, and was granted 

immunity from prosecution. (RT: 581-585.) 

Andrew, a seventeen year old who was not in school and 

was unemployed, met Mark Richards in April, 1982, when his 

friend, Crossan Hoover, called him and said he was working 

for Richards and they needed some extra help. (RT: 467.) He 

worked for awhile on the Kline construction and he became 

aware of the construction errors and that Richards did not 

Apparently it was better than nothing; Crossie, who had 

been Andrew's friend for a year or so before April, 1982, had 

the blue Ford pickup Richards got in the Kline deal and they 
16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

were working at a steady job. (RT: 187/38; 470.) But 

towards the end of June, Richards starting talking about a 

guy named, "Dick," whom he referred to as • a Nazi ••• faggot 

••• ,• who "owed a lot of people money ••• ,• and "that [it] 

would be a service to the public to get rid of such a 

menace •••• " (RT: 472: 13, 27-28.) Andrew met Baldwin at his 

4. Richards checks all began bouncing in the first week of 

July, including checks to Gary Ables (RT: 1191-1194), Keith 

Andrews (RT: 1226; 1243), and Greg Robles (RT: 2132). 

Richards also wrote a phoney check on a defunct account on 

July 7, 1982 for $2,500.00. (RT: 785-812.) 
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house a couple of times around the first of July, when 

Richards took him out there to work on a job at Baldwin's 

house; Richards had agreed to do some construction to the 

house in return for money Richards owed Baldwin • (RT: 472.) 

Andrew and Crossie listened again to Richards; he told 

them he would split the proceeds from sales of Baldwin's 

7 cars, and he promised Crossie he could live at the Richards' 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

house in the new addition they were working on there. (RT: 

473.) Then around the July 1 or 2, Richards went over his 

plan in more detail, and he said he had figured a way to get 

Baldwin out of the house and into his shop so that Baldwin's 

alarm systems at the house and shop would not be triggered. 

(RT: 476.) Once he had lured Baldwin away from his home, 

Andrew would go into Baldwin's house and look it over for 

valuables. (RT: 476-477.) Richards and Crossie would go to 

Baldwin's shop on the ruse that Crossie wanted to see all of 

Baldwin's cars; then, when Richards flicked his hair, Crossie 

would find something in the shop, and hit Baldwin over the 

head. (RT: 477.) *5 

21 5. Other testimony disclosed Richards privately promised 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Crossie $5,000, a car and a place to live. (RT: 1824-1826: 

1941-1942.) Richards started hammering home the fact that 

Baldwin was a "faggot," a "queer," and a "Nazi," and at one 

point on the job, while Crossie was using a sledge hammer, 

Richards came up to him and said he should think about "fags 

and Nazis." (RT: 564; 1825.) 
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On or about July 6, Crossie and Andrew were at Richards' 

house early in the morning for their job assignment; Richards 

said it was time to actuate the Baldwin plan. (RT: 478.) 

Crossie had spent the night at Richards' house and had been 

up until 3:00 a.m. 'freebasing' cocaine, drinking and smoking 

marijuana. (RT: 2433; 2439; 2341.) The three drove over to 

Baldwin's house to start work, but there was a yellow 

Volkswagen there, along with a man named Tom and a little 

boy. (RT: 481; 484.) They started working on the construction 

site (RT: 483), but left for lunch (RT: 484), and when they 

returned, Tom Mills and his step-son were leaving; Richards 

remarked that it was perfect, because Tom would be the last 

person seen with Baldwin. (RT: 486; 613-639.) They drove 

around until the Volkswagen had left (12:00 p.m.), and 

Richards said it was like • 'calming down a chicken before 

you snap his neck.' • (RT: 487: 6; 617.) Richards put Andrew 

and Crossie back to work while he went in the house with 

Baldwin. (RT: 488-489.) Crossie smoked a joint sometime 

prior to that. (RT: 1956-1957; 2341; 2433.) 

Richards and Baldwin came out of the house around 2:00 

p.m.; this was the first time Crossie had been to Baldwin's 

house. (RT: 489; 547.) Crossie left with Baldwin and 

Richards in the blue truck and returned a couple of hours 

later; Andrew asked Crossie what happened and he said it was 

"'gross,'" but Crossie was too "jittery" and "jumpity• to 

talk with Andrew. (RT: 491-492; 550.) 

They went into the house and found $3,000.00 cash, 
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several handguns, a garbage bag full of high-grade marijuana, 

pink slips, and a safe; they took the loot to Mark Richards 

house. (RT: 493-499.) Eventually, Crossie told Andrew he 

had hit Baldwin with a baseball bat and it killed him, and he 

and Richards slid the body under one of the cars.(RT: 493-

494.) 

THE FALL OF PENDRAGON 

Mark Richards' fingerprints were found all over checks 

9 Richards had forged on Baldwin's bank accounts, dated after 

10 Baldwin's disappearance; he bought gourmet foods and a gold 

11 teddy bear bracelet and gold anklet for Caryn. (RT: 1296-

12 1298; 1149-1154; 1173-1176; 1483-1502; 1753-1756.) Richards 

13 also pawned several of Baldwin's handguns in the East Bay, 

14 where Baldwin's Datsun was dumped, and he sold some valuable 

15 coins to a San Rafael dealer. (RT: 520; 524; 525-526; 966-

16 976; 1063-1082.) In addition, Richards went on a spending 

17 spree with Baldwin's Montgomery Ward's charge card, 

18 purchasing a video recorder, stereo set, records, and 

19 automotive products. (RT: 530-537; 813-829; 830-835; 842-

20 849; 850-855; 1177-1182; 1754; 1758.) At Video Concepts 

21 Richards had made another major purchase, and was very 

22 excited about it, until he found out it was store policy 

23 to install all products sold; he cancelled the deal. (RT: 

24 537; 1177-1183.) Richards then attempted to open a $10,000 

25 line-of-credit with Matthews stereo house in Daly City, and 

26 had picked out a car stereo, video recorder, large-screen 

27 projector, movie camera, stereo speakers and a stereo set, 

28 
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but the shop needed 24-hour credit approval. (RT: 538.) 

Andrew Campbell testified he was with Richards during 

these ventures, and his testimony was largely corroborated by 

fingerprint and handwriting specialists from the Department 

of Justice. (RT: 524-540; 587-612; 1483-1502; 1506-1584.) 

Further, Richards had also decided to take the $3,000 

from Baldwin's house and purchase a boat to dispose of 

Baldwin's body in San Francisco Bay. (RT: 502.) Richards 

9 found a 17-foot Dorset cabin cruizer with an outboard motor 

10 for sale in a local paper, and he, Campbell and Crossan 

11 Hoover went together to purchase the boat; Richards paid 

12 $1,000 down and the boat's owner, Bernard Healy, kept the 

13 pink slip. (RT: 503-506; 717-725.) 

14 The next day, July 7, Richards, Andrews and Hoover went 

15 back to Baldwin's shop as the sun was going down, and they 

16 wrapped the body in layers of bamboo-curtain and plastic, 

17 sinched with coaxial cable and rope, and took the baseball 

18 bat and other incriminating evidence to burn in Richards' 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

fireplace later . (RT: 511-513; 556-558.) They dumped the 

body in the bed of the truck, and hitched the boat to the 

back; then they went out to Loch Lommand Marina -- armed with 

handguns -- where they met a security guard, Samuel Paul • 

(RT: 514; 753.) 

Mr. Paul recalls it was around 11:00 p.m. when the three 

25 showed up at the Marina; Richards said he was taking the boys 

26 out fishing and wanted to get the boat ready for an early 

27 start. (RT: 757-760; 775.) It was touch-and-go, but Mr. 

28 
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Paul, who had been working a number of back-to-back shifts, 

had locked his keys in the marina bathroom, and was tired and 

distracted; he eventually fell asleep in his car. (RT: 755; 

764.) But at some point later in the evening Paul claims he 

wrote down the license plate of the truck, because he felt 

suspicious, but he lost the paper; the boat and truck were 

gone by daybreak. (RT: 783.) 

Richards was not familiar with the engine of the Dorset 

cabin cruizer, and it stalled a number of times on the way 

out to the shipping channel where he planned to dump the 

body. (RT: 514-515.) They drifted with the current. (RT: 

515.) They tied weights to the body they had carried down 

the launch ramp and placed in the cockpit. (RT: 514-515.) 

They made enough headway towards the Sister Islands and 

placed the body overboard; the weights snapped and the body 

floated to the surface. (RT: 515.) They found the spare 

outboard trolling motor in the cabin and tied it to the body; 

this time it sunk. (RT: 516; 728-729.) They dumped a 

a screwdriver and wooden chisel from Baldwin's shop in the 

water as they were returning to the dock. (RT: 517.) 

Caryn was up when they arrived home around 3:00a.m.; 

then she went back to bed. (RT: 518.) They started a fire in 

the fireplace and burned the baseball bat, the mechanic's 

creeper taken from the shop, some of Baldwin's papers 

Richards didn't think valuable, and Crossie's pants, which 

appeared to have blood stains on the cuff. (RT: 518-519.) 

A few days later Richards opened Baldwin's safe with a 
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high-powered drill, but it apparently contained nothing of 

much value, and was taken to a dump yard. (RT: 521-522.) 

KEITH ANDREWS AND GARY ABLES 

Keith Andrews, the little brother of Craig, Richards 

former partner in Engineer Constructors and a student at u.c. 

Davis, went to work for Richards on or about June 30, only to 

have his first check bounce July 2. (RT: 1221-1226.) Keith 

gave the check back to Richards on July 8, who explained he 

9 had been having some financial problems, but gave him $50.00 

10 

11 

for the time being. (RT: 1227; 1243.) Apparently, however, 

Keith decided to stick around and work another week. (RT: 

12 1227-1228.) 

13 

14 

Gary Ables, ·a friend of Todd Arwin's, who was working 

for Richards until he was arrested for drunk driving, met 

15 Crossan Hoover around June 20 when he and Todd asked him if 

16 he wanted to work. (RT: 1187-1189.) Ables also found the 

17 same problem Keith had with Richards' checks; the first one 

18 bounced around July 9. (RT: 1193.) Richards offered him a 

19 handgun in exchange; Ables took it. (RT: 1210; 1238.) 

20 Richards took Ables and Andrews out in the boat July 9 and 

21 July 11. (RT: 1195; 2000; 1231-1232.) Both Andrews and 

22 Ables asked Richards about the boat, and Richards said it was 

23 something he got in exchange for some construction work he 

24 had done. (RT: 1197; 1230. l 

25 However, Ables and Andrews, who were not part of the 

26 Pendragon group and knew nothing about the takeover plans 

27 (RT: 1246), began comparing notes during the week of July 8-

28 
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14, 1982; both boys always worked together (RT: 1202-1252), 

and neither could quite understand how Richards had obtained 

some of the things he had if he were so broke. For example, 

where did Caryn get the gold jewelry she was parading around? 

Where did the video disc player come from that Ables watched 

the rock concert on at Richards' house come from? And what 

was that safe doing in Richards' garage? (RT: 1194; 1999; 

1209; 1229; 1237.) 

Then, on July 13, when Andrews returned from his 

grandmother's, Ables told Andrews a strange story related to 

him by Crossan Hoover the day before at the church 

construction site. (RT: 1228.) When Ables did not show up 

for work the following day, Andrews became frightened and 

made an anonymous telephone call to the police. (RT: 1229; 

1239.) 

Ables had told Andrews on July 13 that he had had a 

conversation with Crossie Hoover, who he only knew from the 

construction work; Ables was talking about the bizarre things 

he had seen in the Philippines, like heads on poles (RT: 

1203), when Hoover said he had • 'beat some dude over the 

head with a baseball bat, and we dumped him the bay.' • (RT: 

1204: S-7.) Crossie told Ables not to talk to Richards about 

it. (RT: 1204: 19-20.) 

Ables didn't believe Crossie, but he told Andrews about 

it on the 13th. (RT: 1204; 1207; 1228.) Andrews believed the 

story. (RT: 1228.) 
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INVESTIGATION AND ARREST 

Duncan MacKinnon, who had the shop across the street 

from Baldwin, knew both Baldwin and Richards well: he 

recalls Richards coming by on Thursday, July 15, because he 

had heard about an investigation into Baldwin's 

disapp~arance. (RT: 1418: 1463.) MacKinnon told Richards 

the police had just identified Baldwin's body floating in the 

bay and so it appeared to be murder. (RT: 1462.) Richards 

seemed surprised, and said he had recently bought some guns 

and marijuana from Baldwin and hoped he didn't get drawn into 

the investigation: he asked MacKinnnon to keep in touch . 

(RT: 1462: 1464.) 

Richards may have been out there when the police had 

come by the Classic Car Shop to investigate the missing 

person report, but, in any event, on the 15th he called 

Campbell and told him Baldwin's body had been found and said, 

" 'Don't worry about it. I did a great job of pretending I 

was shocked and surprised and didn't know about it •••• • " 

(RT: 542: 18-20: Cf., RT: 319-320: 1254-1255.) 

On reflection, MacKinnon thought Richards had ended 

21 their conversation rather abruptly when MacKinnon's 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

girlfriend, Devon Hird, walked into the room: MacKinnon was 

virtually in mid-sentence. (RT: 1456: 1463.) 

After extensive interviews with Keith Andrews on July 

14-15, his sworn affidavit was taken, an arrest warrant 

issued, and several law enforcement agencies prepared for an 

arrest: at approximately 8:00a.m., July 16, 1982, Mark 
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fttJ'ORJ;vJ ~pe,~I).--

Richards, Keith Andrews and Crossie Hoover were arrested 

outside Richards' home in the blue Ford truck as they made 

they way down the street for another day's work. (RT: 1239-

1242; 1270-1271; 876-878; 950.) 

THE DEFENSE OF CROSSAN ~ HOOVER, JR. 

"ONE OF THE MOST DISTURBED KIDS I'VE SEEN •••• " 

Crossan D. Hoover, Jr., was born in San Francisco on 

October 23, 1964 to an illiterate, alcoholic father, and an 

alcoholic mother.(RT: 566; 1961; 2011; 2145; 2249.) Crossie 

has two younger sisters, Kimberly and Mary. (RT: 1961.) 

Crossie's family moved around San Francisco a number of 

times from 1964 to 1979, and Crossie's father, a part-time 

mechanic and former teamster, drove a chicken truck early on 

in the marriage, until he was fired because of a reckless, 

alcohol-related driving record. (RT: 1963; 1974-1975.) 

Crossie's mother, Patricia, has worked in San Francisco City 

and County clerk's office for many years (RT: 1987), and she 

admits her marital problems existed for at least eight years 

prior to her divorce in 1981 • (RT: 1974.) 

In fact, whenever they moved into a new place, Patricia 

would get together with the kids and discuss an escape route; 

she and her husband, who did not come home nights regularly, 

came to physical blows two to three times a year. (RT: 1810; 

1975; 2177-2178.) Crossan, Sr., tore the house apart more 

than once, and he physically beat the children a number of 

times. (RT: 1976; 2249. l 

In the third grade Crossie was referred to a special, 
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1 federally funded program for children at San Francisco 

2 General Hospital; he was disruptive and unable to 

3 concentrate at public school. (RT: 1967-1968.) The program 

4 was cancelled when funds ran out, and at about the same time, 

5 the Hoovers moved to a new school district; at Diamond 

6 Heights school, Crossie spent the fourth-sixth grades in 

7 classes for the learning disabled. (RT: 1968.) Then at 

8 Dinman Junior High School he continued in special classes 

9 until he had to be put into an 'alternative' school, where he 

10 

11 

12 

13 

lasted a short time until his parents moved again. (RT: 

1970.) 

Crossie had virtually no friends, got into a lot of 

accidents, arid when he finished the ninth grade in the 

14 special education section at Sinaloa Junior High School, he 

15 got into a serious fight with some of the kids in the 

16 neighborhood. (RT: 1970-1973; 1978-1979.) Pat Hoover moved 

17 to Marin County in 1979 with her two daughters and Crossie. 

18 (RT: 1964.) Crossan, Sr., would come out to stay with Pat 

19 occasionally, but Pat now had a boyfriend. (RT: 1980.) 

20 Crossie started at Novato High School (RT: 1588; 1980), 

21 but in the Fall Semester, 1981, he was referred as a new 

22 student to the North Marin High School, where he met Mona Lou 

23 Arthur, Resource Specialist, head of the Novato School 

24 District's learning disabilities program. (RT: 1587-1588.) 

25 A few weeks before Crossie's seventeenth birthday in 1981, 

26 

27 

28 

Ms. Arthur gave Crossie a battery of tests and, for his age 

group, he scored in the bottom three percent for spelling and 
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the bottom sixteen percent in arithmetic testing. (RT: 1592.) 

His reading level was approximately fourth grade, or in the 

lower four percentage of the population his age. (RT: 1591.) 

Overall she felt Crossie showed signs of average 

intelligence, but his 'thematic maturity' level was around 

fourteen years, and he had severe learning disabilities. (RT: 

1594; 1614; 1618.) 

Ms. Arthur felt close to Crossie and appeared willing to 

give him some of the enormous help he would need to graduate 

from high school. (RT: 1594; 1617.) She also described 

Crossie as "hyper,• a "definite follower,• and never saw him 

instigate anything, good or bad. (RT: 1610; 1611.) 

Marian Saunders, psychologist for the Novato Unified 

School District interviewed Crossie and gave him a number of 

tests in October, 1981; in addition to finding him dyslectic, 

with severe learning disabilities, she also reported after 

three interviews he was fragile emotionally, felt cheated in 

childhood by his father, • 'a drunk ••• son of a bitch,'" and 

felt alienated generally. (RT: 1628-1636; 1635: 24-26.) She 

noted psychotic processes at work and described him as not 

very well-oriented to reality, a very confused, impulsive, 

and "borderline type of kid who is potentially violent and/or 

suicidal." (RT: 1648: 27-28.) 

However, Ms. Arthur said Crossie seemed to develop some 

friendships at North Marin High, and he also had a 

girlfriend, Sherry, who he had been going with until she 

became pregnant. (RT: 1609; 1982.) There had been a fight; 
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1 neither Sherry nor her mother wanted the child. (RT: 1982-

2 1983.) Crossie tried to force his way into Sherry's house; 

3 she called the police. (RT: 1983.) He was arrested with a 

4 

5 

6 

i 

8 

9 

10 

fierce struggle. (RT: 1983.) 

After spending five days at Juvenile Hall, Crossie was 

ordered into a counselling diversion program; he was referred 

to Michael Bodkin, a youth counsellor for the Novato Youth 

Service Bureau, supervised by the police department. (RT: 

1984; 2090.) Mr. Bodkin, a credentialled counsellor with 

seven years in youth work, saw Crossie three times in the 

11 Fall of 1981 and described him as "one of the most disturbed 

12 kids I've seen.• (RT: 2097.) 

13 Mr. Bodkin felt Crossie was not a sociopathic kid, with 

14 the sort of cool sophistication some kids develop in their 

15 run-ins with the law, but that he was out of control 

16 emotionally, and he agreed with Marian Saunder's pre-

17 

18 

19 

20 

psychotic evaluation; Crossie cried during the interviews, 

expressing grief and anger over his childhood, and Mr. Bodkin 

felt Crossie was not his ordinary case, •r was concerned." 

(RT: 2095; 2998; 2099: 5; 2106.) He telephoned Joe Doherty, 

21 supervising probation officer, and Marian Saunders, and 

22 expressed his concerns. (RT: 2099.) 

23 But Crossie cut off the voluntary visits (RT: 2101), and 

24 when his mother said she was going to move back to San 

25 Francisco in January, 1982, he said he wanted to stay in 

26 Marin. (RT: 1981.) Crossie moved in with Pete Neal, a kid 

27 he'd met at school; they lived with Jack Thomas in Thomas' 

28 

PAGE 36/PEOPLE V. CROSSAN D. HOOVER, JR./OPENING BRIEF 



/ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• • 
\ ~ 
w~~w 

1 house on Los Padres Circle, San Rafael, December, 1981. (RT: 

2 1101; 1625; 1654-1656.) 

3 Jack Thomas let a lot of young boys live at his house; 

4 apparently he was a homosexual, but, according to Pete Neal, 

5 Thomas did not bother Pete or Crossie. (RT: 1146; 1148.) But 

6 Crossie made it clear he did not like gay people; Crossie 

7 slept downstairs on the couch with a knife under his pillow . 

8 (RT: 1134.) Pete was "real good friends" with Willy Robles 

9 (RT: 1103), and Willy, who was going with Crossie's fifteen 

10 year old sister, introduced Pete to Mark Richards in March or 

11 April, 1982. (RT: 1103-1104; 2176.) 

12 Caryn Richards said Mark told her "he would love to have 

13 him [Crossy] around forever,• because he was a good worker 

14 and Mark had "gotten Crossie's confidence in him to be able 

15 to do whatever Mark wanted him to do.• (RT: 1734: 25; 27-28.) 

16 She could see when Crossie came over for meetings that 

17 Crossie was looking up to Mark as if he were his "big 

18 brother.• (RT: 1728: 10.) But Caryn had no idea that the 

19 meetings were about Pendragon; she thought they were work-

20 related. (RT: 1718-1719.) Kim Hoover, Crossie's sister, said 

21 Crossie would not even discuss Pendragon with her because he 

22 took it so seriously. (RT: 2187.) 

23 DRUGS 

24 Pat and Kim Hoover said Crossie started smoking 

25 marijuana when he was fifteen and continued to smoke through 

26 July, 1982, smoking several joints a day throughout the first 

27 half of 1982. (RT: 1986; 2173.) Pat was aware Pete Neal 

28 
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used cocaine, but not Crossie. CRT: 1986; 2181.) Kim 

described the cocaine Crossie, Willy and Pete consumed in 

April-June, 1982, when she was with them at Jack Thomas' 

house; she saw it almost every day. (RT: 2179-2180.) Pete 

was buying from Ladonna Edwards and dealing it. (RT: 1551-

1552; 2182.) 

Pete Neal did not attempt to hide the fact that he had 

8 been dealing, and freebasing cocaine, for months. (RT: 1137-

9 1138.) In fact, the week of July 6, 1982, Pete Neal testified 

10 

11 

12 

13 

"the week that we were talking about, we freebased over a 

thousand dollars worth of coke between me and him [Willy) and 

Crossie.• (RT: 1138: 2223-25.)*6 

Finally, during the week before, and the week after, 

14 July 6, 1982, Pete Neal described himself as "strung out• on 

15 drugs; he and Crossie were smoking a lot of marijuana and 

16 cocaine. (RT: 1137-1138.) And Jack Thomas and Kim Hoover 

17 observed the symptoms in Crossie that go along with prolonged 

18 cocaine use: Sleeplessness, poor apetite and irritability. 

19 (RT: 1659-1660; 2188.) 

20 

21 6. Pete Neal describes "freebasing" as follows: "You take 

22 the coke, and you boil it down, and you use baking soda to 

23 take out the impurities and turn it into a crystal, and you 

24 put it in a glass pipe, and you smoke it.• (RT: 1138: 28 -

25 1139: 1-2.) Kim described her brother as a middleman, 

26 promoting sales, and, therefore, being given cocaine freely 

27 as it was used in the house. (RT: 2182.) 

28 
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EXPERT TESTIMONY 

THE GUILT PHASE 

• 
Without relying on the opinions of so-called 'hired 

guns,' one can see a significant psychological profile of 

Crossan Hoover, Jr., prior to the events of July 6, 1982. 

The conclusions reached by virtually every professional who 

eventually examined Crossan Hoover agreed with the opinions 

8 of their colleagues, Marian Saunders and Michael Bodkin, who, 

9 in 1981, had diagnosed Crossan Hoover as 'prepsychotic,' 

10 i.e., Crossie was an unsophisticated, emotionally fragile 

11 young person without good orientation to reality, capable of 

12 very impulsive acts, but without the mental ability to plan 

13 anything complicated • 

14 Indeed, in the first week after his arrest, another 

15 neutral person, Carl Hansen, head of Marin County's Mental 

16 Health Department, said he was so concerned about Crossie 

Ji that he and others on his staff monitored him very closely; 

18 they felt he was a prime suicide candidate. (RT: 2190-2200.) 

19 And Mr. Hansen noted that Crossie, unlike many of the "true 

20 cold-blooded kids" in serious trouble who come through his 

21 doors, showed "tremendous remorse" in the group sessions held 

22 that first week, and he "wished he would get treatment ••• ," 

23 observing the boy crying twice in front of other kids (RT: 

24 2201): 

25 

26 

2i 

28 

n It's pretty hard in a group in Juvenile 

Hall -- to take off your mask and bear your 

soul, and he did that. " (RT: 2201" 13-15.) 

PAGE 39/PEOPLE V. CROSSAN D. HOOVER, JR./OPENING BRIEF 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

1 

2 

• • 
Finally, the expert witnesses who did testify pretty 

much lined up as one would expect in an adversary 

3 proceeding.*7 

4 Jonathan Edward French, a clinical psychologist, 

5 examined Crossie extensively, giving him a mind-boggling 

6 number of statistical examinations, which in his opinion, 

7 coupled with all the relevant facts in this case lead him to 

8 

9 

10 

7. As British Psychiatrist, F.A. Whitlock, put it in his 

classic study 25 years ago, • The long, uneasy flirtation 

11 between law and medicine is unlikely to end in harmonious 

12 matrimony with understanding and acceptance of the points of 

13 view of each side. At the very best one might foresee some 

14 mariage de convenance but, more likely, there will be a 

15 shotgun wedding forced on the parties concerned by a public 

16 impatient both with legal argument and psychiatric 

17 differences in open court.• (Criminal Responbility and Mental 

18 Illness, [Butterworths, 1963], p. 1.) By the looks of things 

19 nothing has changed. (See, e.g., Prop. 8, section 25 (1982), 

20 discussed in People~ Skinner [1985] 39 Cal.3d 765, 782; 

21 Cf., 73 Cal. Law Review (March,l985); The Insanity Defense 

22 and The Trial of John~ Hinckley, Jr., Caplan, L. (1984).) 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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the conclusion Crossie has a "Borderline Personality 

Disorder," quite capable of psychotic episodes, enduring 

hallucinations, and he was probably psychotic and 

hallucinating at or about the time he delivered the blow to 

Richard Baldwin. (RT: 1765-1850; 1999-2085.) Indeed, when 

Crossan talked about the murder, he said he recalled sticking 

a screwdriver into the eye of Baldwin, but Dr. Brazil 

testified there was absolutely no damage to the eyes. (RT: 

460; 2265.) In addition, Crossan said Richard Baldwin kept 

talking after the first time he hit him, and he hit him at 

least three more times in the head after the first blow. (RT: 

2265.) Dr. Brazil reported there was sign of only one blow 

to the head. (RT: 457-458.) 

Dr. Brian s. Gould (RT: 1854-1960), a noted 

pharmacologist and psychiatrist, who has worked on a special 

task force for the Attorney General's Office, also discussed 

the likelihood Crossan was hallucinating at the time of the 

murder, and he described the debilitating effects of 

prolonged cocaine use, and in his opinion the fact that 

Crossie had been using drugs resulted in stimulant­

impairment, a deterioration of the psyche that "sooner or 

later catches up with you." (RT: 1949: 19.) And the fact 

smoked a powerful "Thai" joint the morning of July 6, coupled 
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Further, Dr. Gould proposed a novel psychiatric theory, 

formed one hundred and fifty years ago, that he felt was 

classic here, Folie a Deux. The theory is one that describes 

two people entering into a delusional pattern together; one 

is a leader (Mark Richards) and the other a follower (Crossan 

Hoover), and they embark on venture for material gain. (RT: 

1911-1915.) 

Dr. Roman Rodriguez, a child pyschiatrist, reached 

conclusions similar to those reached by Doctors Gould and 

French. (RT: 2231-2278; 2280-2409.) He believes a "shared 

paranoid disorder" is an acceptable alternative diagnosis to 

the Folie a Deux. (RT: 2401.) 

All three expert witnesses for the defense testified 

that when they interviewed Crossan Hoover he felt cheated by 

Mark Richards, but that at the time of the murder he believed 

in Richards, and in the plausibility of a Richards-directed 

murder carried out for direct material gain and in the 

interests of the Pendragon takeover conspiracy. (RT: 1824; 

1829-1830; 1872; 1909; 2247; 2255; 2255-2264; 2337.) 

The People presented Dr. John Buehler, psychiatrist, on 

rebuttal in the guilt-phase of the case (RT: 2410-2485), and 

Dr. Buehler concluded Crossan Hoover was a mere sociopath, 

suffer ing from what he termed, "Undersocialized Conduct 

Disorder of the Non-Psychotic Type.• (RT: 2422: 25-26.) He 

felt that Crossan was simply in it for the money, car and his 

own apartment Mark Richards promised. (RT: 2419; 2437.) 

The prosecution, and its expert witnesses, posited that 
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Crossan had premeditated and deliberated about the murder, 

and that he had the requisite capacity to form the intent to 

commit murder; they relied heavily on Crossie's pre-murder 

discussion with a friend, Nicole Rongey. (RT: 1159-1160.) 

However, Dr. Buehler missed most of the critical 

features of Pendragon, including Mark Richards' writings (RT: 

2462), and its potential effects, and he admitted at the end 

of a long hypothesis, based upon counsel's accurate depiction 

of the takeover plot, that his opinion about Crossie might 

have been altered: • If I were convinced Mark Richards really 

believed it and was working at it, yes.• (RT: 2483: 2-3.) 

Ill 
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THE SANITY PHASE 

The court instructed the jury that the testimony at the 

guilt phase could be considered in determining whether 

Crossan Hoover was legally insane at the time of the 

commission of the offense. (RT: 2265-2267.) Dr. Rodriguez 

again testified for the defense (RT: 2671-2713), and in his 

opinion Crossie was legally insane, suffering from a mental 

disease or defect that rendered him incapable of knowing or 

uhderstanding the nature and quality of his acts and 

incapable of distinguishing between right and wrong. (RT: 

2672-2673.) 

Doctors.Buehler and Gustadt testified for the People 

that Crossan Hoover was not legally insane because he did not 

suffer from a mental disease or defect rendering him 

incapable of knowing or understanding the nature and quality 

of his acts, and that he was capable of distinguishing right 

from wrong. (RT: 2726b-2739; 2740-2761.) 

Ill 
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GOURMET_ 
BABIES 
Piano lessons, workouts, · 
even reading- there's 
nothing infantile 
e1out the new 
California baby, · 
by ~onathan Kirsch 
Randy Newman 
takes on California 
Dear Senator: 
Cranston's advice­
to Pete Wilson 
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, . .,,.,·,w·n• 111 Ill'" "'"rd .. r. 11•11 l J,,,,..,·r 

w.no•nl In 1.tl~. ]j, ...... ,~ ;un:ry-11«1 .d,c•:;l 1 

;," :tlll'~l l••r 111u:dc·1 1•:11 iw''"'"·'·lu· l"d• ~~~= 
t.:tol l)l"t"ll ,,.rr. d h~ ~I.HI-. U.id: .• .-d~. wlHJ 
],,,,] lo~:··ol h:llt 1<•1 In~ c l•tl:r:u 1in~ l,u,iru·.,.~ 

:,n,l 1iw•: lucl hi,.·d htJII !n 1-.iil 1\,!ld\0,:1\, 
;,r,, h:11i ]oto'll o1 (tit"ll,] ,lilt! ],ll,jlll"~~ ;!~111· 

; 
I 

I ~ c i,,\o· ,( H,;, h.JIIl•,\. 1--:n•.t:\ n.:.HI I !o~>'."t:r h1s 

Jt.~lu.' .1nd ·''1-.t·d lnm w/wlhn·ln: w;urr-.:d hi~ 
IW•IluT rh.·r··. 

~Far1 ir~ I dnn'1 ll('!"d 11obndy. l"il 1,&11\ 
111:.-~df: llnt~vl:r S;Jid. 

"Tdl 1111' tiLl· .-irnJLustann·~." l.int!;lui:il 
~:.id, •LL111kr .... hid1 yuu. :-,.I;Jrk, and An· 
•\•t·w \{:~unphcll. tl1c n11Lcr ju\·cn.llc ;11'· 

I<"SI•··'I panic·ipated in till' kdli11~ uf Dirk 
Ha\dwit1 in his .. hop nu Front Sn~:c~ in S;,n 
Raf.wii;Lsl week."' 

"'\\'dl: s.lid Hoc.wr:r, ~~1:!1k is hurring 
for mronry, so I guess that's the reason why 
he did 1his crazy·au stunr. The man's 

{- ing insane. 1 mean, wwlly insane. 
lie's ~nr so many f- ing ideas it is unUc· 
lit'"\'ah\~, and that's •why he gftS aU these: 
ruung kids in 011 e\'rry1hing, Oecause, just, 
ynu know, he's f-ing wr:ircf." 

•okay, jt•sl rdl abuu1 i1. .•. And tdl us 
the tru1h." 

"'I( I 1cll the rr:Jth," Hoo\lcr saiJ, "'l'lll 
going \0 Lr: -I'm ~oin~ to !H! IIJially r- cd 
U\"C':r. a:~hr. l rnc:tn, l'U tc!\ thr: whulr: 
f-in;.; rru1h, right from 1hc g:odtla111n 

grntJrHJ up." 
"'Okay, Ids go,'" Lindquist said. 

"'Ynu'n· ''"·" Ko.,l:l ~;1id. 
II ~to\ t·r ILnitau.:d rur ;1 few rn11rc sr.:nmds. 

"Ynu'rr- gr.in~ 111 loC"k me up ft~fC:\'•:r, 

1h11n~h. huh.1 \\'hat thc problc111 i~ -I c;m'l 

]r;,ndl.: 1h.11. You put lllf' aw:1y, I'm gniu.t; 111 

1 "litH til snitillt·. I \l:\1 'fLlll 1b:11 ri~ht n1:.w." 

"'II ;.., nnt up to me who ~~-~~ J,.,·l,.,·d up," 

~n~r:ull Kns:<1 said. "It is up 10 we l<.l find 
llu• fans " 

Durin~ 1hr. 11t'.'<l ht111r ,1fHI :t half Hc•o•·er 
~;1\·t: tlu: c•ftin·r ~ .1 ra111bliug:, J..:rucsorne 
~lory <.~houl murder ;Hld grn·d, nCJI in rhe 
),Lid·h,,t"k \.brin Cn•.JLlly !.OLiny L!r<JI Cyra 
;\fc 1-';u],).·n jll;uft· f,lfllfiU~ in J.rJ' ILO\"l"i 'f"Jit 
,t,~··ial btU in the front sc<tiS of pid.:up lruck'i 
;md in du: io·ss .lfJlw:nl hnml·' und iljl<l.rt· 

1111'111~ nn .;,._. frin!{t· .. r ~la:·iJ,·~ prorni.~t:d 

l;urd. 

(I\. I.\ \U.;o..ll..\!1:1'.1<' think· 
in!{ rhat he h:1tl !:t":t·r 

~Ct'n 3. C3!';e f.J.:l tO~l'tiiCr 
~n (;.~st. !1 was his ex· 
pai•:lllC drat iu .l nlutd~.:r 
C:tSI.! )'Cnl hJd 10 dig 
d:rr,ut;h rn .. u.u.,ins <1f in· 

wrvir .... ~.-rn;11:nt:: !nch bv mt~ 111 ~·,: 1hc 
pu1.1IC" '''~··:1..-r .IJ }<~:1 .~·{·r;.· lui";...,., .Lftl·r 

·,,,.,t~ ,,f \','""'· }"ll h;Hi" pi1!11rl: ,,f the 
n IILU' ;,nd !lw jll'r~nn · ..... h .. (llllllllitllll It 

Bu: · ... :rhin d.1y<:: of rho: tii,lt;\t'J":' of i)il"k 

B.J),J\',in\ !1"d;.' Ko~l:l ••:1': dc·;,,~t·d ":•!: Ill· 
!o" nurinn. Th·· J'l"t,J,·m .. -.,~d •. ,. : ic:r ,,r ;, 

J 
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.~1 ::.tJ:.!.~:·f •. r .. ( •.•. 
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• 111d !.Jn.!.pu·,/ w•·111 ~ . ' 
\ hor::r:, "llllt"lhln~ .... a\ wtl .,r 

~It w.1:S :_.n11r :l"H"'-1:-;•· J•'l: huu:;r o•n 
f1t·~tl H•1:ul: f-\,J,/:1 \ap. Th1· h\·in~ 

11 "'·a.~ lll":tl. !In· i.:1chcn ch-:111. lr wa:.u'l 
untd 1hc: lll'll"'li~::Jion c·n[c·r,·.! du: .!J•JJ 1!.:11 
d,.-y r.·.di:1·d tb·r w•-r1· up -,~ 1in~t lh•: Ill\· 
l.•n1ih;~r. TL•· :·,1 ~~ :hi11~ 1h:11 hi I \hnn wa:; 
.Jil ··ntirl' w:.l! nt :.t ic"Jil"e fit :in11 p;.apt"lb:it k.~. 
!11 ;1 ("CJnn•r y,,·:1· pJ!c•s of Jli,Jg;lzim.·~- 11\tlll· 
~~·..- rn .• !.:":L.~in<":'>, uwvic mag.:.~zincs, t:tlpi,:s t)f 

StJftlur of l"'wrt~'IL. and m~~uim:s with titlt·s 

t\11· dt-\t't.:livt=~ h;ul never h.:onJ of, .such ou 
S;·ricJIIm: thr )•1:;171a! oj E,·otup,a. 

TJ,,. J<:JI w:l!> dccor:ucd \'1.-ilh paincinc;~ 

.t::d p•l:-ft·r-' ,f 111c:dicv:d and uuu:r ='P·'' c 

:.t •·m·s. Th~n: were sword~ :\\•'Unlnl on a 
"'~B. :1nd om· ,.,)HJ\c side uf the nJom w:u 
fLllnl wtih f1ling- c~bim·u, some curH:Iinins­

fl,l&krs 1111 f;unnus p<·uplc..•. Even rnun· 
c..·urinu~ h"1:rc !i!t::. bbt·lt•d \'\""Kt.ORO, I.ORD 
ot· T1t ..... ~:O::I'ORT.\"rtO:'o', ar.d I.OH.UOt" ANGt".l. 

bi.ASD and ~ m:w:.lcuer calkd Pmdragon. 
¥\\'hu I.S t)us !--uy?"' lhC' dt·tcctives 

\'nncl~n·d a!> tht'y pidin.l 1h~ir way thmu.~h 
lin· fuldt'l ~- Thl"rt" St't'llll'd Ill llt" lilcli un 

l"\"\"1)" ~uhjt·\·t im;\~in;1hlc- mu.,.i..: $\,\1":., 

politicians, la!>«:"r lt'C"hnnlog)". On chc: wall 
du·~· fuuud ;111 auw~r:.&jlh!·rl phnll)g-r<.Jph ol 
lilnuuakt•r Ct·nrgt· Luc1s, h"hose 111'~1•1· 

'i:J.n·:t:rs .1/"C /1,1",1!1"d ~ h:df mile..• l"nlon l!u.: 
11\\11"\!\'T :.t..:t'l\1!'. ( )1\c dCt.·l·ti..-t' pu!lcd out .l 

l'llt· Uli Fiirlah 'r-".Jwrcu fiXpt•cting it to be 
lill~,·d wid1 pwup J.ihUIUS, but it cu1Haincd 

nuly llt'\\"S(lJ(Wr dipping). Th(: folder:. wen: 
alt hkc.: th.n. "h (,,ukcd like the ~"-'Y sp<"nl 
,.".,"'Y nislu C"\lllins up JH"w~pap·~~--s and Iii­
Ill_~ !lu·m," Kn,t;l !iOI)"S. 

1\.,:ot;t :uu! J.indtpJist "'"II." sc..·;.ar·1·hins: lnr 
c·,·idc·ra-t· ,firt·c-lly n:!:uc:U hl Dick Baldwin':. 
munli!r, l:ircum~\omtial cvidcn~c S\h.:h as 

1 UJu.,d~t.:Jint:ll dothing. P.u1 as Kc•-~la sur­
. ITYC"Cf 1ln~ ._·h,;llc:n·d room in Rich.anl:i's 

IJ,·USl' hi., dt"IC:l":in: in"'liiH"IS 10JcJ hi111 ht• WOIS 
hwJI,ing OJ/ c-•·ick:tct:. He CC'lUIUn'l dc:ciplll"r 
it, bu\ !w h.1d dw ti.·dimt. ;1s he l:llcr ll\H it, 
1h..11 h~· •w;b SI.:JIHhng i~l ihl" t:f'ntl"~ flf lhe 

m:tn\ $t.ul ... 
\\"hilr f\,JS/il :111d l.incft~uist sran·hl·d 1he 

: Ri. llanls lumu~. tk<t·..:fi\"l· ~like: Kdlt·r wa~ 

I ,![, I! I· .... , . 

\nl)Jl"d \,) p!.to 0.: oil} 11-1' !'\" ~~••IIIII J" \lll.ti]·"''" 

Onl' day, ~cal t"llJIIIIIIH"d, j{,. !..11•i~ l1.:•l 
/JJ!d him th:li ;! t;\i)' II:IJJII 1! r )j, ~ io:1-.._:j,1 

h-:1~ rkt.lil, :d•r>llf tlor• .,..1-rt·l •IIL:·II 1.':dlt"J 
1 

'" jlu• 1'11!\1:" 'Prl "t!]Jd!\ h:r'l."\" '" lu: ,_,(..ll 
a":IH" ,,[ ~ 

l-\..tJS/:1 clllfl l.irldf[liJ~I h:11l Jlt• itlt-a ,,)J,L{ 

cunnt:t:tion 1.1~<:1)1 h:ul .... -illl tlw .-.~~•:, btu 

[)lc:y SOIHI f<JUIIJ fhc"II!'Wh !".' IJ.11 J.: HI 

l<.i• h:1rds's ~.kn pa,\...m~ th•: •onh-nh 1.f :ht·. 
ro:m1 inh> hl•St:s for th1: .\i•tri11 :lllllrlu:_,·. 
The: .~C"illl"h w.:.trr~lllt c.all•·d fur lhc·tn 111 ~,-,,.,. 

all docu!IJe!IIS dt::Jii11_~ will! "pi:Jtt'l nl 01 

.,,, .. 
... 

11< J1PI'I'\I I(J !1'H"IIJDI" 11 [""
1W"U"iP'I rlj" 'l"ttH: 

t':j' P1·ndraL'IlQ ''" They cnnli:.• :uc·d H·.-1~ of 

movie 1ape, ruovie fill·<~:. d:·:1win~:-' of c·w::1 ~r 
and o·ansp"i.•n•uion ~rs<cms and c:-.,tk~. :md 

Pfr.drago11 ncwslcucrs. Tlwy alsu 1nok 11Jc 
Lucas ph01n. 

!\lubody halc·s lu :opr:t:ublr !llfllt' lh.tn 
1\·d Lindquist d1.x-s. Jl,_. i~ a 11111~h cop. 
Pn:ci!ic. \Vht"n ~ 'lr:\1\~t:r !p•·:,b '" him IH· 
h"luls to ~quint ddi.·n;.;in·l:-- 1111lil J,t• lo~n~-.s 

wht•re 1hc: qut·~ti•lll is l"trmill!-: f'""'- 1 h· i1.1o,; 

ia:\"11 WI fhf' fon·e dt:vc:n )·car:.- t'11·\-.-n lwn: ! 

n·;,rs 11fsquintirn{, ~o thaiiH•w.flu: ,-1•1111"1"· 

"r his 1:yc"i :1n' s1irdu·.l 1\ ith •.l••w\-k.-t I! tal 

~i~·c hi1:1 a sad, <limo.~\ \"Uinn:dJ!t· IL•Irk.. 
As 'tl)ll' agent for 1hc B.tldwin munlt.:r, ir 

'\'lo":JS up 10 him 10 Sorl OLit 1/Jc iiiiTI"< iJJ,Jc:: 
:--Juries almut ~1ark H.id101nls. lkfcrlin·s 

ln·!);ll\ thum!Jitl!{ thruu~h th<.: m:uni:ll lr11111 

1hc dni. Tht:y Wt'llt 1hrc•u~h H.i1 h:ntl•:.~ 

h;111kinL,' l"t"J"Ilf!h aud :~drlrt·-~:-- IJ1•1rl.. SJ .. ,,·Jv 
.1 piclt;fl' uJ !he .m~pn 1 1"1111"/"~c·d. ,\l;u k 
KidtarJ~ w.:.t~ a drc:antt'l who hull~t:r..::d fot 
bmc:, a m;1n whtl S.lhlnm linisho·1l <lilY· 
!IiiilS:. He had jumpcc..l frnm JHoft:,o,;iPII 111 
prokssi\m wi1h a u:n;1i11 durn:oiru·.~t; :uul :Jr· 

ro~:1nt:e thai had ;:un<~l.cJ /Ji"i lril"ruls. I lc: 
w;ts i\ stmytdlcr ub~!lsni wich !\.i11~ ,\t tln•r 
and mt:di\'\·al histury. Ami he h.ul 111onc·y 
J)lohlrms. 

Kichards c:oulc! :':Jollo.c- a go.rd impr:·~·-~ion, 
llll•ll!;h. On,· ~,f his foumer !Ji..;fnll' pn•­

fc.·~sur:- ill Dumini~ an Collq::c in S:tn R;,fad 
s:1id he was;, ~c,od studt'111. 11 is'' i!i: ~ai(l he 
dicln'1 sneak around. His rll"i_~!JIJp:· }1l111 
Qui nne h:1d -~fl!liiSI)fl"tl hin: in111 :/w ( ·~·: , •. 

~tadcra !.ion~ C!uh. Bu1 rlwn· ••Trc rhi11~:~ 
ht.· lqH C")l•i1·t. Ki\ h:~nls didn"t h:,,·c :1 \ ••I•· 

~ran,··r"s bt:t'Jhlt~. 

ofrt·n bo11t·hnl. 

I {j., l"CIW"•rlr-lil~~ p•b:o \vc Jc: 

Slmnly .lf[(-r dw .• nnl:. 

· i~1 ;\;,)\-,\to, 'lti miles nunh of San Francisro. 
sc-rvin~ a ~.·::m.h \\arr.:Jnr ill 32 Los P3drc:s 
Cirdt.·, wht·rt: Cro!>SY Ho1l\"l":' livt·d wid1 hi.~ 
lt'r'll:rs•· I"<Jilllllll.llt', Pelt· :"\1·a,L J.rHf j;l("k 
Th~1111as, a 50·p . .':tr-o1J r~·hn::d bu~ dri•:t:r. 
Tin:: Cl!r.:.:-ir••::.h h••\•.:.in_~ Jt·•·ch)pl:wnt is 
one uf dll" 1idy t·ul-1k·:.:1c ;1pa: IIIli.' Ili c-c•m­
Jllr·.,c-s th:11 pnpJll·d II/' altJJI~ lf1~hw:•r Ill\ 
::ts tht· :oui.JuJI•s h·:tJII-111~!-!nlnon!n,;.ar,l ir1:o 
p;islor.d ~ta.rin in till' lo~.tt.' ~ixtics :mJ ~<'•·en· 
Ill'!>. !t is ;1 lllll•J'•·u, middk·c\,J:.S l!ht·tlo 

Jilkci w:rh h~l!"t'./ I<T::ascr:o "ho, :Is ~-~~~~ 

Ko~1:1 ~·''a plu1rlr' ,·;:1/ fn•111 a rr·ri1.:d (::JI,. 
lnrni:1 lli£hw;ry Palrnl oHi.-J•r ,,-!J, ~qj.J lw 

1 \\"ll~>'l:~!n·:·n! ;<rt"•"SI\!1~ !{i,·h.lrd" Ill\ :~:1 110 

·.u:.JII~\" h01nd rap :11 l~J~..l 1\c- :1nd anol!u·:-

i drin· .•l~.n . .: i1~ ,"\Cl (il""!"1L: srn·c:s. ~-f:Jit' .If ! 

\"ll\.1 11111! j{lrJJ.:~ 11:1 1/:t·ir font·~ :J:;II \;1y, 

· ~\\"!~ 1-:,· ,{!,,-.. !\\" 11,,,1\.. !w·, ~u1ns?"' 

) :'\ 1·, 11 :1·d 1l1t" ,,:flt\"1::> ''' :: !'1-•s:i( _~..;.oJ!J.I~:·· 
, !.•:1.0.: r:/ b•::;<"!-:11:\\ !I lll::tljll.ll\,1 1!1;11 Jilltl\"CI 

~ !r.JII ~in·n hi111 1" h1,!,· in 1:1t· ~IIIII". } lc :.J,,. 

l _________________ --· .----·----- ----- .. 

~IJ1":1Jit"l" lilt II)("~-- hill Ui, h;,,,[. 

(:,l:i s~l-1\>i:···· :1 "·\··1!-~.111>"•'1!\ !\-.ii l;..;lu .. 
i:t~>y,·:·, -: ,., !'<"• ~nl IIi ~ell ill_~ d:r· 1·h.11 ~.;•·' 
dl\l!;;,-.-,j 

·r,\" d,1.~ .11:,·:·1:11· .ll:t·~r., lll·'·:•:i-.1 :Jolll 

Richards's den 
was decorated with 

medieval and 
outer space scenes. 
There were swords 

on the walls and 
filing cabinets 

containing folders 
on famous people. 

''vVho is this 

guy?' 1 detectives 
wondered. 
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• 
As a bov, 

-· 
Richards often 

gazed at the 
castlelike seminarv 

./ 

do~n the hill 
from his house. 

In his early teens 
he told friends 
of his wish to 
be a king and 

showed them his 
"angel'~ kiss." 

;!nodlt·t c.ktl"l tin· dron· up intll a woodc.:d 
!)~n Anselmo nci~hborhood to \'isit Mark 
k ic. han.h."~ po:~z t'IIIS. On the way they pas!>t'd 
liu: Andn·ws h11mc, where ~1ark's lhiJJ. 
huud fcic·nds Cr;tiS: and Kc.:ich gu:\\· up. 
Kc.:ith Andrt'\ ... S had bt't"ll lht· anPTl\' tus 

c:dlc·r \\' !" r " t;trt, tn or nnndt·r. 

:'\,tw thr two bmili~.·s wc.:rcp'1 spc:1 Lng:, 
n ··n I hough they had bf.'Cn cl ... ,sc fril:nds fl•t 

ru•m.: 1h:u1 fifteen yt·ars and lived within 
si~ht cl~,.·arh mhcr. 

Lindquist L:ntlCI..t·d ;u 1hc fJ:u::l. door, :111d 

~ln. H.i<.·h:.mls, a sharp·c~·r:J, while·h<.~in·d 
wr,rn:~n, "IJJll'3rcU. J Jcr lwsb:uld, .\bjor 
1-:.1 .. MH.ich" Rid:ards, hnbblnlm tilt" drt,tr. 
lie i~ ,, h:l.lt:J.I!l \\hu ],)\Jk, older thom ]u,:, 

S/1 Yl':Hs. lh· was p:.~niall)· paralyzed :,.ftt·r a 
.i•·t h..: ..... 1~ tt"'ting crashed al H:unilrnn Ail" 
h•nl' Ho1:-t' duril•g tht· l'ort:.lll \\':ar. Lind· 
qui~t itkntifin.l hinadf, and :-.1rs. l{iduJds 
{:•n·d :!1 him, ~:!~·i,~g. •J CCluld sme!J rm: 
ll1riJU~h 1hc d0c1r." Tta· :nH::n:il'W Wl'llt 
tJ,oWllhi)) lrull) tht::IC. 

In :1 Ins su:mkd n\OIIlt'O( ~1rs. Ric.:h:uds 

talkt·d ILl a n·p"ru•r ab .. ut her SOIL She w;1s 

plt· .• :.notlll, \ht· sait..f. when hc1· !Jusband's jt::t 
tl.t~lu·d at ll;unilton. Shl: ru~hnl to tlu· 
:,wjli:.d It• !im.l his /led' brClkcn ;1/JJ :'l(",ilp 

r:],pt·,l '"'·'Y· \\'hl·n :'\Ltrk w:t:o; horn, till 

.l•11lt' ~H. !9S:J, :'\lr~ Ri, h.trt!!l S\~o1e :.hi' 

t!lt' S\f<":lk }I ~l:ltlt' ~:·JlS~I"\ \\!,:< .,,j,: I!L .. ' !'. 

was .11\ ·:u•~.;• I\ ki .. :o;," .1 \i,~nlil.ll hn ~ .. u •~:•~ 
{/Hl'(' friLOC:~ ),)C\~o::d. ~~~~ ~~:.i,tr·!~ ".1"' 
fond of rqw:ning this 'll•l"\" tn lw1 "'II .• ~ nr· 

gn:w llj· 

.-\her :"<.1:uk"s f.uhc·r It'<,._,." d. t],.· f.l;ll~l:.­

was 11.\ll!lft-rrrd IJ\1'1'\1":1~. F!"lil 01~·· o;j_,; tn 

two;~\(', :'\l.u·k. livt"d With Lj, p:!J("Ilh Ill 

England and 1n the mrolin·:al 1-"11':" h t<IWII 
of L\Un. f{i~ po•rc·;:ts /oJ\"t'd /;i''l•Jy, an,f 

!\1:trl... w:l!> tn::Jtt•tl 111 /n·•pll'!ll \·i.,il~ tn 

cullc' .1ni.J other hi.~~<wi,·;,l 'II··~ 
\\"!u:\1 thr fo111n/y 1''1\ll"lll'd to t:.difnrni:1 

~Ltrk'~ intt::fl'StS .~t'l hLIII Oljl."!rl f111111 i<lll"r 

kid~ his .1!-;r. He wc-uhl ~P'"IId It·'·~ iln•tr~ 

building Clrt!ho::ud t:l~t!t::~ :un\p:unnn~ l1is 
to)' army uf met;d kni~llls. I ft: nl"tl.·n !-:;a;.o,·d 

from tht· ]\illiu of h;o; p:H'I'nt,' ]HHht' :u the 

c.udclikc: S:1n Fr.1uci~' n Thnti"~H.:od 
St:minary ~:._•wn tlu: hJ;. !11 hi~ .~p.tn:: ti1nc 
he would r<·nc~ or ......... ~ 1111 \,i!> IIP\('1. Tlw 

story's pntt,tg•mist \,·ao; J;•~'lll l'•·nclra~·~n. 

named ahcr Marl-..'s si.xth·1 t·ntuJ·y hero, 
King: Anhur Pcndr;Jgun. Like ,.\1 my1hiG1l 

hcrOt.'!", Kin!i{ Arlhttr had nnt rt·;c.llv died; ht~ 
1 h:nl only ,iisapJW:tn·d and \\"fltlid rl·tunl 

when hisl'tlUIItry m•t•dt·tllnlll. ~Lnk was in 
tus c:arl)· tt·ens whrn he ILJid lric:ndo; of his 
wish lc• he " king and s!H''"'cl tht·Jn his 
•am;;d's ki~s. • 

t\t Dtllllinit.an Collc·!-;:t: R 1dunh stndic·d 

1 
Europe-an and Cahf11rni;a hi~tory. ,\Iter 

I 
graduatins in IYi6 he and OJ f,·icnd, Ruso; 

Blum, \'<otn·kecl on a sn•·•·nplay 1 allt"d 
1TiJ"tan (.4 A'm:~;hti Tel~). whid1 1h•:r lu•1wd 

' to film panly nt the So.111 Frant·isn.l 
Sl·rninary. Thq· inf,\1"1111'11 th•· )\It'S' that 
Jillllcs l)oohan lScc·t:y ,,f tht· SttlT .,.,{ 
series) hnU a!;rced tu he in tht- Tnovi~.·, !Jut 
the film Of'\"Cr !;Ot off tilt' ~1"0111\d. :\ )"t':tr 
latt·t tht·y t·mb~rkr:d <JII 0111 t•thlt".Tii<•n.tl 
projc<."l ,·a/k:d 1f1c C;,,.!lc. l<id1;u./.~ l1nr· 

rtJWt·d t1H1111::y frnrn his pan·11IS and r~.·nted 

Scott I Llil, tht• C.l!>tlt::likt: ln•ildu1~ a: tin.: 

Sl'lllinary. He had il ctt:llt:~~ Jl:int,.:lli~tin~ 

t'OUT'l!oT:s on ias1·r lt't"lllttJio~;: ;ant! •lth•T hish· 

tt·ch suhjtTI'>. I (l· .d~n pbnnnl Tn h«icl a 
~,·j.f'!(tl!l\TIIIitHI <1:~!1 Ji:.tt·iJ (itUI'~•· 1,1\t":IS, 

\\'i!liill\1 Shaw~.·r ,,( .~iar 7:·,.:.·. ;tlld ~··\Trod 

otlwr n·h::hritll'S ;~s lt"IIUTC"rs. Hut Ric h.ulb 
i :1pp.1n·nrl~· Tli'\Tr n=tll<l<"lnl In~ t:!JIU>JJ.~ 

! ~un;t :.1:1::.. 'l b· \Till \Ill' l\.1s .u:,.:lu·r LtJ\· 
t.T~~·. ;,nd it kit ]Lilli s:l,illh' Ill ,]t-1·1. 

111H1\"-Sts. Ftu.:-.;r StnTt. 
\\hl'rt: till' ll'llldt"l \\;t~ 

romu:illt'tl. i.' i11 :]w Co111.d 

J>J.Hl"it"l !<11 ,ll1'd "" j>."l\"c·d· 

tl\"t"f 1111111 l1:1t' r·o!'t of 
}li~;hw.oy ;111 I!:~ :rn \;,~]y 

pan ur 111\\":l. :t ... , .... ~t··l:cnd 

tll 1-;re:Tsy ~ar;Tges .tnd l,,.,...tc·Tit ,ll'dl"lln•:nt 

hnu.~t·s. Dit.:k Bald\• •n's ( :!.,~~~,· c.:.1r ~hoJJ• 

wa:-; tin· thu·d Ul\11 Ill .1 pn·f.dl ~'~"" t•·t~· allan 
buto.sin~ OJ lltlltTIJc"l" ,f ;11":1.'1~ .11u! ( l.tli\· 

)lC't>pJe ,\1(1111\d i1 o"t<J!II~":IHI-.1 )..ind .:1 
i!i<land .,( ~·~~·o!li\"n~· 111 !11•· ·,I, .1;·,. 

•• :. f I II • .. ' . .._ < ;. '·' • 0 : j t" 

·.~.~·, ir.,.tll.d,Jy < •Ill•«,, ,,l..,.t: <"\<;f"t ,,Ji 1p·• I, 

1.\JI Llo'• J•.l"•"'d! ·.~,\'. 1111"'" 1:\:~: .,..I~!\ ,1<1!10111"" 

lni, .. , l1"idr· l11• o;]lt!jl h·· ·.._a~ '·'"lkllll' on .t:: 
.\It; IT, .t J:r:,,< 1<.:/h·R·~:•• t' ,111.£'at !111: 

I Hill" j,. W:l' llll:it\o-::·•J i;r: ::.1<! jll\[ :'UtlS::•;d 

:. !'·1i1' 1111 :1 JJ;~p .. !I••·\•J/:'.1, .1 r:u•: Fn:ndt 
, :.!'""'' cir,11 l•·w llr• • h:11r11 .. ~ l'\"l;r <,t·c, k! 
,,],,1\f.' li\. Uut lri\ favnri1e projtTI w,t~ •. 1 

-~lrlt.: J\,•,n: :u 1hat b· w·" !ll:,ld:::.t; t'r«m ;he 

t.;Jnund 11]1 It ....,.,,, .l!l dc•;.11:t, r;;l,:i,h two 
~~·ato-r, :u;d it w,ts hi• ;!rr:.lin :•• n:arkt·t the 

1<11" (1111\TIII"II"l;!j)y. 

B:d•h,·iu h.J/1 l1lr,ud "air ,lltd \p:trlling 
lohlt: •:yc:s, :u:d h•: lhu:di: WIJ:•: :1 ll:lii"onn· 
1!1-..c p:tir t•fshcortS w11h l..1u.::t· <;nt l..s-an uut· 
i"11 th;H ~01\"t' h1011 thr .ljl]•<:;o!".lll\"1! ur a :'\t•tJ­

:-..i;.;.oj ):',,lith, 1•11 1' l•i tht.: ICI:."".III{S IH;lt·J. lie 
~t:C!I\I'd p;1r:W1H11d, t.listn:stful lof str;l!lf;t.'i"S, 

and uuyTt:lthtl~ 11n :ri<Jil•:y 11\:Jttt·rs, whTdl 
didn'1 fi1 II! wilh :he mellow· cu.r!ook 
t·uhivatC"d by hio;. m:i~hbnrs. Ot11' of them, a 
-v.nodwc>JkC"r na111er.J Fr;111k Hubino;ky, ctrn· 
<:idt"lt'd 1\aldwin a ~un lit:;,k; uthc·rs 

!hntq . .:l11 of him as a survivalisl. He pro· 
h'•:Tccl his shClp with an elaborate alarm 

!>>·o;.h:lll and stccl·hnnlencd J<,cks, and he 
:1lwa)·~ h:~tl a ~~un within reach. Sometimes 
lu: pointt·cl to the ghenolila: apartment 
buildin.~ a~rnss the Jlrct·t anr.J warn~d the 
pcnple uf thC" cour!yard that they had bc=uer 

;um tlu:m~clvcs b~causc the economy was. 
!;C'tting worse and the bouom might fall 
11111. II was nnt unusual for Baldwin to talk 

fur five N :r;ix hours :r;traight about the 

tl•lltin~ aptll·a:yp!e. 
B:Jld"·in w;u cct·entric rhal way, so 

ma)·hc it was natural for him to take a 
likin~ 10 th•: tenant who movr.c..l inw the 

workshop tu:.,;t H1 his in rnic..l-1979. Mark 
H it'hards, !ikt- Baldwin, was dilfncm from 
ll~t· u·:-t. Rid1,1HIS was n chari~matic sturt· 

tt:ill'l'. llc: I• old his llt:'W friend:r; at 36 From 
Stin'l rhotl ho: h.1d bt·cil a pilu1 for ch<:: 
Con.l}-c-ar bltmp cmtl that he had been tCJ 

llolly-v.·ond and lilrm:tl sc.~mcn!S of Tht 
N•,cYurd Filtr. He wuld call hilll!ll:lf, wirh 
~·,rue clt·~rct· of !ruth, n wriu·r, a world 
tra\Tit-r, a f1·ncin!-: e:<pt•rt, u histm·i;.~n, a 
lt'Oidll'r In fact, tltl·tc seemed 10 be very 
link th,11 I{ it !•<lnls didn't know sonwrhin){ 
alH•lll, am.! now, h1: sal<!, he and a friend 
\~•·n· dc·si~Jii"g l"lt:clric :l.J:Wmobill·s for tht" 
f11tll11'. IIi~ pa111u·r, Chilrks C;c.!>a·ili. w;1s 

an ;•Jt},;tt't:l wh:, la1er bce<J11H: a ll.1rt; 
Kri!>hn;, dn·1Jt1:e and helped dt·si~n the 

~,., 1's \t·tnpk· tTtre;).l Ul ~le~dncinn Co;.ully. 
l.1kt: COI,tt·11i, Rit"~;arrls .,.,·ns an anh1tet.:l i"t•r 
:. TII"W world. If C tolrl th~ pt:oplt: t.lf I hi! 
ll'ttrt~·al!l llwt he w:1.~ 1hc publi.~ht•r of 
.\·,.i.11t11t: tht .Jo11rn."1/ of F.cvtopia. (In fac::. 
lw ct.li!t•d •he tr;Jn<,pott<Hiun scctitm .1nd 

·"·ld ads.j 
i{ith;nth intn•dutctl Baldw1n 111 Ius ~irl· 

t"r11'Ta\'s [Will si~:•:r, ~haryn, and fnr a whdt..: 
tlu~ 1wn nwn rl•nJiJie·tlatcd am./ tollkcJ 
f~<<liri,·.;; Rit·!..-.,J, prcachc:J th<: vitiUC'".~ u( 

rn)[llj)l;l. ,, fall!a"}' \\·orld invt::ntcd by­
[kl k··l•·y wr ;It:~ Erm·~t CaBenb:H h in whid1 

' 

I, 

( 
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:--.;,,rr[w:·n C:aE!PIIIi:l, Or··~••ll, :uul \\':t~h­

;:l!,!h•ll ~c·n·•k :rum tlw l'nir~·,l Sr:Llt'S :uu1 
n;:d1li~h an it.d•·p<.·a,!cnt, ~·n\·irunuu·n~ally 
:••:•=••··,! n:u••:r~·- R!,·:1.:•ds [,.,,l,.,·,[ at 
.\I:H·•it":J a .. it .:ppn•:H'hni !he end t•l. t!a· 
'"'"nti•·th ,,.,,,urr :••••l1u·n··in·d :: nu•=••r~ 
n::lniiH.: Colli ,,f ),P:"t.o!ir.c :uul ;•a,·in~ IJ\TI it, 
: .• :·n:b;;,\. II \1::s a ITII111lo!::l~ an.! I'LII:'\1;•; 

t'lll]lifl•, and \\h1·1~ it (",l[!;ql~t·•! it '''11dd [)(· 
!!.rn• .. ••n i::!l> t 1:c· d:::·k :1.!-:t'~. 1\·rhap~. hl..t· 
~:.n!.: :\nhu• Pt·ndr:•!)••n. RtdJ:Iilb ,,,,u[d 

··nuT~•· fr.mlth,·t"!,.uls as;, k:Hkr ,1<1 tlt·f,·•ul 
:'-.l:uill :!1.::1111SI tlw ~barl.la1·ian.o;~ lloiJJin~ in 
frnm San Fr:•nris(o :mel Oal..la~nd. 
J.:.i, h:tnb\ :wd B.tJ<.h,·in':- philt•:-•tphin 
; .• irwd at rhis Jl"iat. Tire-y I"'>U!t~ f:111:a..:i;~~· 
:d,.nLI Ji~lurns tolf tin· ~h,~tdcs~ .. ual talkni 
:d:•n:r st·t:ing up a n~;n !tine ,S"l.Hl on :.•p uf 

tlu· !-!·'~·a~··~·· tlwy t'OUid mow thnn tiel\\ II. 
\l:ryl>t' ir wa~ ]{idnnb'., in:luc'IHt' th:u 

.~:af'lt·d Bal~iwin 1houking: ;1bout b:.t·rs. 
]b;d" in t11lt! :1 nci:-:!thor that hl· nntld 
ll>.otlnl.u rnn· :• !,,,,., "'' i11' ]•t~·n~inn ::tlft,. 
"''11~; jl:tJl~ !u· h:"l 'l•olt'd 111 I tiS ~ar.t.t!t:. 'I'IH· 
••ttl~· Jimitalion, ht· ~:titi, was the pt•\\tT 

'"'nn·. 'l'ltc• l:t.~o·r "''n!d j•tob.tbl~· h.l\'l' It' 
1,.. I'L"Td nn 1111' nl \l .. t:lll T.tln.dp.n:-. 
,,];,.,,. th·re 1.' pit :n:. ;,J ',(>!!.~~t· !w:·;w~e •. ; 

:~ .• · .j.! \'il-,· n::.,,;!, b.ts.·~ 

Rh h.t:·i:, d:t· tllh'd ot' sr.~r:it:.~ :1 :••ttr· 
:lltll:o· itt :'\ .. rtl:t·t n ( ':dil·,,t'::ia '' ir:: •HI:n 
1-'.- .. t"J'::tll< In :],,· ::lt·:t:u::::o·, !11· h:ul a 

::dl:n.t; nut w:dt :he· ~i.t:~ ot' .':',•/.:;:,::. Tlwy 

"'"'" lti11L fll,>l:t':,'. !tt• ~.ti,! Uth' 1:::-:J:: ]u·. 

...... , . "·.: .· .. ·, ' ·'· .. '. ~., ........ 

., 
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ii:.!,Jwin, and .llttlllot'l Frnnr StH·r·t 1'·'1 
d:·:o\'t' LJ\TI to llu· tn:q.,:.l:tllll'' . ..: l'tlt!<•l i.ol ,.IJj,,. 

ttl El Ccrrirco and, ;ot'n:r.li~l~ 111 1h· /ri•·t•d. 

1 .ll'lt'ol ntr a IIILIIII"·t nf LILLn!:" rlo:ll [{ j,lt.>l>l~ 

otiLL:.id~·ttd "'"·d lt• hi111. '[J.,· '''"·':~lin!-! 
ptlhlitlllillll II!'\ IT ~Ill 1111\ ,llllltil<l i--111', 

!11 Atu.;-:t'L l~i7'1 [{ id1:1nl·. tlt.n 1 ic·d {:at yn 
( :t'r: uti, hi,, L'nlk.l:•· ''' n·dtt'.lll. Till' II \\t"• 1-
din.t.: ":1.' t!u· ,·ulttun:ILIIII• .. r :• ],,, .o11d 
'"tlt.llt\it tnlltl~.l!tp lltok [t •. .lwut l\."t' :on 

u~l:c·t and '''hlllln'lnl 111 ,·lt.totll;·,rr d11· 

n•uplc in his J\,,Jb-ltoy•·c·. ,\,I )i,l\. ( :;u\'11, 

<LLnl :\l:irl- drtl\'l' down tlu· t·n··a!~'P'"' linnl 

ro:Hh'a} ll'~ulin~ Itt St. \'into'tll·, d1:opd 
lll•rth or ti•\\11, 11 \\'~-likt• t:tkiii't::-·•.iiJtltn··y 

in!t• t!n· p:t.'l. Tia· nnr~ty illl>'ttnr 11! till' 

th.!pt·l, 1111' ~t.tilll·tl ~].,,~\\\Ill],.,,~, :u1t! d1t' 

Sp;rni,h ~·t>lll'ly.>rd !-::tn: Lla· '"·d,!itt~ :r 

llll'di,·\',d ;lir. Sllnlth ,.,.,,,,. till' 1\l't],lin.~ 

]{it h:trd.' h;~>l d•Ti• J..d '" ~,,.,. 11 I' rl11 dn 1 ric 

Cll' l.u:.inc:s\ ;!u: !t:uln't J'l"dun·d t•l' ~,Jd 

lll\t' t;n·J :11u~ \:•·t :ntt> ~·Hrttll:trll! ··•·lu!. ( io;•· 

••I tlw us!11·:, ;u tl11· \•.t·d.!llt:~ "" I :.oi~: 

r\tltltt·w~. loi.~ lott:);lnlll' lri··•:cl. ""'' \\:t·· II' 
tltt· Lt'ILIIl>ld!:t)-! hu~:cn·o,;s. l..t:c·r !Ill' 1\•:., 

ntt·n ft~1rnnl a i'·':rnn,Jtii' t·:·l~o·d F11~i· 
1\t'lii:L!-: (:or!~tllli htt'. 

:\no!tt·w~ :\:!,l ]{t,[t.::tl~ l:.td t..:··::, 1:1 ! .. ::), 
:.1'!1: u ·I !n!-!t'! ;.,., .tt:d ( : t.ti!4 h:.· i "' •'· ·' Y' : , .. 
'i o·ot•·.l .\i.o:t.;', ,\llt,!lo' l:tlo-t\1'. !11· ·.·.:t' ,:.,. 

1::··-i i::~ .. ,~:ll:lll\'t,tll",oll\1' :····-1'11.\!ld:<'\\' 
lt.,.lt•vt·:· n:o: 1\t:: (:1.>11..( l:.tol :or·• • 1 ! .. ·,·nit> 

hlt,irw:.·. ;,rtlo lu::t, .11:tl lit.ot "'.1- ·""'~IP r 

! ; ~, I ;t I 'I' ! .:. it'! ~ .t I , J ~ \\', I • l " : '' ' 1 !: • ' • , ,j I '' : II . , ' I 

• 

:on./ •irtlltt up ],u~int·~s UnJ;,rtun;llr·ly, a:. a 

,,,]t·~rrt.>ll ]Lt.' \~I'Uid Jll'l•LiliSt: lll!\[tlii!L'IS t!r(: 

1w" 111- prrurr i· •·.~ dt~· two <"uulll tu:-.·l'l' hope 
\•I i'ttltiJI. ilt\1\','nJ or l'tlll{'<:nTI';Iting 011 0111: 

j,,], :•rr•l tl••tr•t~ it wt·ll. Rithanl:. ilt:.i:.tnl 1111 

dnin~~ ~t'\'t'J:rl jnt" ~itnull;uwou:.ly, am.! he 
ioitt·d un,kilkd·tt't'tt:tS'''" 111 Jill in tit•: t.;aps. 

JJ,. :d'" 1-q>t rlw :o• <'IIIIIH IJ,nk.,, :111d :\n· 
tltl'\\\ ""'II c];,,,,,Trr·d thai tlwir !rills 
wt·n·n't l)~·itn; p.1id. In :oddition, Rid1:tnls 

w:o:. t nthtan:ly cbydn·:tnoing al~trut his 

llti\'1'1, hnJ,.•m:l ,\lrtrin. \Vithin :.DC IIH>IIlhs, 

t\ndn·w sap. hi~ ht·:dthy l't'lllt)(lt:ling Lu~­
int s' ht·cal!lt' ;1 tti)-;htm:rre. 

:\ndr>'\'" i'!'lt't'l!tl.t·r:. going: up I•J 

){j,·J,;o:·,ls\ r.t\'t>rtlt' ·'1••11, 1,:, tl11: old 1:11\ttTL'It: 
~1111 t'lllj>hn·nlt.'l\1~ ovo·rlt•~tktllg the Goldt·n 
(;:ttt· Brid)-;1'. ~~~ '''"Ill• I bt.: nitt.: ,]' thi:. wt'rt: 

IIL>do·r noy ntlllrnl,~ J{j,·h:llds s;.rid, 'JIIL'<td· 
inl( ],;._ lt:utd ;tt'tt•" tit•: /;uulo,;carM: iind !Itt.: 

l ;, ,].Jr·n C.: arc: lhid.t.:r: ~\Vt: would be illl· 

]"'tw:r;:hic." Ti11:11 J{:cltattl.~ tnld Andrew~ 

;I""" o:tt•· • n•tld dt'\llny ;o \liSj•cr:,iunl,rid!-:t.:· 
1-.:ntll~. '"ll nil\' "'I'JI'II!, .JLtd ti1L' wJH,Jc 
dtin~: t.;''~''· If )!>It t.:lll tin: (;n]dnt <_;:llt: 

Bo id!:t· 111 !],.. '"ut!t, tlu: RidllrtPIId-S:on 
]{:d.wl Bt11l•;•· lc• t!u: ··::~:. 1!11: lnid.t~c· :1< rc•~:. 

dw ]', !.t!:.:ot,l ]{!,·t·:· Itt tl.t; lllJ:IIt, and IJ]r.c·it 

.. :1 I 1\._i,\\,:y I, ]{~t :::tt:l, ~ .• id, i'"" (OLJ:d 
,.,,];,!,. .\l.tro:t ;o:.d ,.,,,,;JJt,], all t':ll[HI'I:. 

-----·-·--·-··· ·--·---· 
/\/,i,fll,f/1 fl',::;>•ldl It 1::; (Ju;,,'.:•:ri ,'f'titrr. 

., .',!· 1 .'.·· ;,,r ,{,.!.· }·: r :.,::r"'"i.l \l·'.•:.tnnt·. 
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''V"' pn!.'' ~;;) 

~r.:.)·;.·i' M.uin .,.."' ithkpr.ndl'nt th1~ tt:"\1 of 

''""""'" C..t.llfonti.l ,,•rmld ti.,!low Fiually, 
tlu:v would tluc:ucn to cut uH "ah:t sup· 
p!ir.s tu the s,ou(h, ;wd So1.1chcm C:diforni:t 
"""UU/d ~CtpituJ..t/C.'." 

AJ th(.· rccl:'uiou dcep('llrt.l It it h:1nls 
:.l"'ke :1hour his fc.Jn th.=~t PTnid(.'rH Kc;1s::m 
wuuld k;hl chc Unued States into ;, war. 
:--;ow .... as tlw time to get an urg;:niz:llion 
goin~. he ~.tid, :!.ml c;to~·kpilc SUP\Jiies. An· 
JrC"w!i nrvrr IC•uk tlwsc notion~ seriously. 

He toukt nevl'r tdl what w;ts real with 
1-lu·h.1Tth atHI ..,·hat wa~ ima!f.nar·y. Ridtards 
hungered for publicity, and one day he wid 
t\m..lt·r .... s huw he and Dick Baldwin ""Tn~ 
rnanuf.trturing dimbing ~ppar.:~tus for 
·spidl.'r Do.~n• Gooth"m, the famous clirubt:r 
of skyscrapt·rs. Andrew~ learned that the 
!~.tory was true, except that lia!Jwiu had 
dmt(.' all the \vork. 

By October 1981 Enginceriug-·Construl:­
tors was in bad financiaJ straits. A n(~<·k 

injury foneJ Andn·ws to k:.IYe the po01nnrr· 
ship, :md he moved to Tennessee. Rich.-mls 
promised to send him a check to CO\"C"r his 
share of one of their business transal·tions. 
The check took six months tu arrive, anti 
whr:n it did it bounced. 

H Richards was broke, one wouiJn't 
h;rve sut-ssed it from his lifestyle. His 
parcms lent him the duwn paylllcnl fur the 
house on Butterfield Road. He owned two 

Porsches, an e;'(JXn'Sivc- Jensen lntercepcor, 
and a pickup truck. He: had sever.1l 
I'Cm\Jdcling jobs going at once and boasted 
111 friends that he was makins SJ ,000 a 
wt·rk. \"Vhrn he was in1rOOuccd 10 t}u: CnJ"Il' 
:\.bdna Liun.s Club, he wo"" rd Alli.son 
G ibl;s, the rhapter's president. 

In GiLbs's opinion Richards ty~iru~d the 
"Wr: ser.oc· motto and spirit of the club. He 
was sdf-reli:mt, gracious, v.ell eJucat,•tl, 
moral. He believed in helping )'(luth, 
givin~ them a chance::. Referring to the 
tet·n;,g('tJ who workC'"d for him, Ridt<trds 
._... . .u quick to admit th3.t som~ of them had 
prol>\c:ms and were ine:xpericnr.cd, but, he 
said, they wc:rc fast learners. 

Gibbs found Richards's altitude toward 
youth admirable. In early 1982 the LiUJ1S 
Club came through with 15,000 to n.:mmld 
.1 ki1du.:n a1 rhe Ulind Adulc r:eruer .1r IIH· 

Fin1 Unicl"d :O.krlwdi:s1 C!turdt uf S.tn 
Raf.lcl. Rich.uds bnJcd the Ct)lliT."lf"l :md 
1uld \\'ilhc: H.ol.o]('s, his twr:nly·yt•::u··()!J 
foreman. 10 hire raor(: teenagers. 

KtJS:::.Y 1\00\T.R was a 
InseT from the :.tan. He 
CCJU!t..ln't read, he coult!n"t 
express him:;elf, he w.1s 
;:d .... ays in truuhle. He 
smoked pot, in his own 
words, "hke a mad do~." 

and was arrc:src:J chn:c rimes during du: bst 
C'1shr n11Jn1:1s o( 19Hl, ann: for :u:-;;wltin~ 
his ~irlfrif"n . .J .. ·\ll rhc dwrscs nL"rL' /;t!cr 
tl!o]>Jit·d, J,u1 lloo)\TI" n:ul;•illcd llJiH'I.d,J,·. 

11":. ''~-l ~kY I'JUJ 

----~--~--

I.e· ,1\ • t"joll"d'~ h.- ·.~oq],j ~\ ~··.1111 • ''"''''' • 

lie: had ht·•·n al,ao\dllt•••d hy l,... f.lli;,·{ ~ .. H•·r i(:o !o.tHh ·'"'' 11•1"' ~· o·tu-..;:- 1 1 l:dd .il. 

;111d !~o11J Jivt•d ..... ith hi" lllnliu·r in.'-\ I! I lt.lll· lllt"o'lll'o( .11 ,f,.. [lullk•·•~ ·1 \a: !, 111 ,l..,·r ~)"\ICIO 
t:i·;\0.! r-.fio;sil1t\ lli-.trit·L i\1<'111"'"·~ .,f thl' •~ a nh•n•unllll to ou.fu,ny ,.b,,.~ 1:•h•·;;··c 
ci1y \t"l\1 ~f,ivt•rs up loi'i o;pi1u:. lle· /t.,,J l,,·,·n I.L:I 111 !{,,·h.ud!!i·, irn .. ,;in.u;,,,, !he cnm,: 
:1 whil<' bu~· in ;1 .... ur/d ,,ft.l.o<·f>: .utd l :h;,.;,,,, lolrn!o( lu ic~ <tnd cont rch· (HIIIJ.,,l . .._ wen: like 
/t"t'/1.'1!.;•· ~:;1/1!-i~ In S,u1 Fr:wo·i~, o ),,. !.:td run mniic\';d l<~r!H".'·":~. Fnlfll l11:n·. he /t1ld I he 
lor his !if•:. 11"1'Th, t)wy 1 1>1lld ],,], .dwlh i111u S.Jn Fr.m· 

Lilc al tlw Cnl~'>ro:u\., '~·:hJ•"I Jnud1 ,_.;.,,,,·~ 1-"inatHial j)i ... t:it"t. ·r,,t·.,. 1l11l"lh•:.1.\t 
brttt.'J", but ,11 lo~;t'il he wa5. h:.<k in :-.t:.nn wa-. an,.Thcr 1.1r-.;o·1 till' (.h, .. :rnt' USA 
v.·ith h1s wha:t· friends. A!i :lu: kids \..tt<:w rt·fsn•:t")' in K!CI:tn"nd. On :lwir idt w;"h 

une ;U\Ilth•:r then~-·l't~~ldy lkar. J',·t,·, r\n· t\n~t·l t .. i.tntl, wh•:rr~ Llwy rr.uhlscc tl1c tJ!U 
dre""·· \Villic, Cru5.sy. Thr.y wctt· lik·~ ,, bi~ Nikc tni.,-.i]t~ bases. Rich;111h 1<.:::.. tlu: h•:y~ 
family th:tl didn't llt'('d ~ro,,·n-up-.. tq lhc i::I;•LHI nne d;1y !o rccunnoitn lis 

\\'IH'n Hno\"t·r\ llHotlwr bq~;\11 tmn- dt"kn'r- ptJS~il,ilitiCS. l.:ttl"r, he 11\,!lk WiUie 
plain in~ abut! I Lht~ Inn~ cult:ti\U\1" H1 i~t·r jroh 1~,,1,1,·~ ~l·ari~ and Crll'i'>)" I !1;\l\"~·r •<Jukt:~ nl 
in San Fratwi.'o\.n and told h11n thai Llwy A11~•·l 1-.;.,nd. 

Wt'f<' mavin~ bonk ll> th<" ~·11y, lw snuply "\\"hat alnlUt the CJtiv:r pec1ple II\ :V1arin~ 

pit"kcc.l up tit(' ft~w things l11· h;,,J, walk.t:d \'·/har ;uo: tht·y !-:tuo:~ IIJ do ;lficr the n·vtJ!u­
acruss the housing pro.lj•·ctto 32 l.o~ l';odlt'S lion?" a tn·n il~k··d durin~ nm: of l!tc 
Circle, and askt:J Pr.11~ !':t·:1l and J.u k meet in~'· Rit·hardo; !!:tid lhl·y wot1ld be 
Thomas w/wtiu·r !11: <:•Jn:J mm.-•· in. lfl• i-;ivr·n !lu: du1i1e of_j,,irlltt~ Imperial ~f.:trin 
J.:ncw th;u Jack, ol kind, S\J/t-sp\ll..c;fl lll.:t.n, (l{ !eavin~. "You lol.'(.' .. he cxp!iiincd, U$in~ 
would offer him s:wctu;uy. his penon<~ I inrcrpn:t;:uion of local hi.slory, 

1-fo.,vcr was rig-hl. Thmn;lo; took him in, "thr. f:JnllrTS in ~farin and S1moma never 
and hjs mother ~r-lurnr-d to San h:uu·i5c~ wtiftrd lhr" pcilCt tTr.aly I hat mad..: CalifoT· 

without him. But he regarded his stay as nia a state, so it's ncJt treason. Marinites 
lemp<ll"3f)'. He haH·rl spon~in~ ull' j;\Ck, have the rigiH lo secede rwm rhc United 
he satd. More than anythin~ t·lsc he wanled States ir they want to: If they CIJUid hold 
a job so he could movt: into his nwn nut for just 48 hours, france would ret:· 
apanment. ogniz.e ltnpc:rial Marin and sC"nd in plane· 

A short time later \Vilhc: Robk, knocked loads or rood and supplies. 
on the dnor of the ap:nllnt:llt and a:ookcd In April 1962 Ric.hards startctl ,,rinting 
Hoover whether he wanted a j"h with the frndnrgo11 ncwslcoer anc.l handing i1 out 
Mark Ril:hards. Hoover jumpt:d al fhe ar 1h~ mc=erings. It bore the= symbol of the 
chance. He Jropp<"ci our of !'Chonl ami was Red Orag1m, or Y Ddraig CIJd&, lifccd frorn 
soon working as much as cwdve hours a the \Velsh t1.1g. As a symbol fo:r his ideal 
day for Richards as a lahorr:r. lr was rhe community Richards chosc the ancicru 
h.:..ppjcs! he h;,d f'\ll'f l.K'l'll, ;uulsoPil hl' Wi1~ Celtic rri.o;kclinn, n·prt~r·ntl·d by three lr-gs 
coming hlliJl(" to Tlu11lla'i wit I• 'ihJrit·.-. ;1\u,ul mtliatin~-: in a cin:Jc illld joined at the thigh. 
•me~ahul ks • The ~riskdion i~ !~.till u:..cd 11n the banner of 

Mark Ricbanl!!i was tlw sltan~1·st g:uy th~ hh~ of !\tan. 
Hol'ver had eve!' met. Al111o.st r:vcry Tuts- •Pmtlrarofl is the monthly newsletter of 
day night, aftN hi~ wifr: l<'h the hou'ie to the Triskelion: the first is:.ue brgan, "a 
.,.j~it her sisU~l, Richards lwld St'Crt:t community of people on the Wc:st Coast of 
mel·tin~!ii \••ith his rn~, .. · nf tco·na~··n to Nunh America who arc building a new, 
cli'il"Uss politirs and pbns f,,r ;, f.1111.1'1)" t:m· mnrc lnunan societY tO live in. . . The 
pirc. Mo~t of HooHr's fri,·nch already n:s.t of the world w.ill soon he a m;,ss of 

knew about Pt."n<.ha~nr1. Tin·~·. tun, had fH·cw:1ys and parking lots.. all we want 
bren ft'C:rtlitr~d by i:;.ob:\·'1., wl:n """" :m c:n- are a few lo.,.cly castks and towers t..lorting 
lhusi:tstic arolyte. Rohlt·s wanh·d thl'm to tht: woods on uul' litnd in the widdlc of no­
keep <1uiet :.Jbout th(' or~;u~i~;,luln or dse ....-here." (nside the newslettCI' Rilhan.h in­
the ~w:lrlt.Jrd• ''"'uuld makr sun• they wete cludt'd articles aUout lascr5., rotl:IS. <tl.Juut rhc 
"ex(inct. .. 

( )m· ui~IH, .;t<·runlin~ to dw IIT:I:,!-:•·n, 

Rid1:11ds sprc;ul ."Ill .u·ri.d "'·'I' ul .\l.ll·in "" 
!he rdfrc: 1.::~hle and pt>int,·d lo !he ah:m· 
d<.liJt'd bun~!.'rc; ahovr t!n· (.;,,\rlt·n Gatt: 
Brid_g(.'. Tlw ~'"1.111 c:mpl.•<•·nwn~.;; loaol h•:•'ll 
di5.m:1mkd ,1ftl·r \\"odd \\'.11 II. he ~aid, 

but he had ht~t~n 1:1lking tn lh•.: cuut·•r &ll;out 
n:s1o1ins tlwrn and t"<ll\v•·~·•in).: tlu·rn inro a 
touri5.t attr;,r:ti,,n. 

"Thq·'1c biting it: he ·;aid, laughing. 
After 1he army had (H·•·n po.:1 ~uad,.d u, re· 

insl;.tl! rht: twt•f,•t··in,.h ~11n<:, he pf;wncd to 
swildt 1hc: dun om~· shdh wid1 Ji,o: 111ll"\, ;111d 
h{·(.,rc.: th{· ~·trunt;· ""'"" \...-ktt .,....;,.~ hapfWII· 
in~ he .1nd lu.,- o~r·m~· "! :.?!!0 cr:tck IHJ•)p~ 

W1111Jd !,;IVt' nHl!lo)) 1•f ;) fl•flll'"~ !o\"1')"· 

fi:'Cl'!'~Sion, maps shuwing- !ugh-risk .:u·c:~r.~ in 
the <."\'('n! <lf a nuclear ~1/ladc quott·s from 
T.S. Elu.t- prt·Uy inu:lkc_rual :.tuff f,,r 1he 
lt•elulst·r·.; from Nov0110, thrL'C o\ wh•m1 !;uf· 
krt·d frum <1\'lllexia. lloovc.:r\ rt·ading level 
"':1:'1 soi!IC"wl;l'!n: ;HrJurtd the third gr.tde 
( Jne of tlu:m couldn't even pn~t!ount"c 

~Pc.:mlr:H.;on." 

War ~:tmes wl'!re plantu·tl, ;uul RJChl11'<.1s 
tn:d hie; recruits of his fantasy that Ge•lfgc 
Lucas was lJo.uldin~ !ht: fac;a~ rlu~y wert: go­
in!{ to r•lan:: on top of MnurH T.1.111.1l1Jais. 
I ic ~;,id he had me:( tht· fl'Chr.,-i~'C fi!r111n;!kcr 
;tl a !lludin durin!< tht· fiiuoin!-{ ,,f Sir.' lid, 
and t>l h:td: up Iris .~111ry lrt· puintcd II) 1hc 
:wwgl'aplu:d pi•·turc h.w~in;: on hi5. wall. 
<J11e d;,y he h:JTult·J 1\•,i.les SI.OOO ;~nd 

it 
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,,[· i'•.:l'l·h;":t '11~····­
.!w (f"l'll:l!<;l'f• th.LI tl they 

thr !o:rt-···t:d n .... r nf the rr:vulu:inn, 
all l~ rtdt tl~ a:li,~J\:n•.nl .111 "im­

., . .r [J;,:t· tn lu· ln·l•! a: the San F1.11H i-;.-,, 
I Jt···.h·~;i· .\l s .. n,:n::ry •Ill the Fotltth oi" 

July, .11 \ .. hidtt!:r: r.-•:::a~~-r~ wnuld llll"r·t th~ 
"tlllliLl')" ntC""n~ !J' ~:is:•! i't":~clr.l!':ltn. It w;,s 
,~.;•ti:t~ Lrl !J,~ ;1 111~ht of in\·c::.t:tuac:, .md ln>·al 
tol:,...,,.IS wuuhl bt• :.~ ... ·:..11dc<.! rank anU title 
to t'wfJon:s in ~1.u·:n CouOI)"· Hoover camt· 
!11J11~c ~inging to j.1<.k Thomas, •We got 
r:u::o.:ahucks. v..~c'rc gonna make mega· 
lutcks. \\'~ g•;t ta::ks. l..ascn. Guns." 

R•,lJlc!o noticed the: chang:cs in Mark 
H tt h.anh in May. He l>eg:an to ln:nd under 
r.naiKiOII prcssurn. The bank was threaten· 
ing hi forcclllSC: on his house:. Craig An· 
dtl""''5 kept callms long distance from 
Tt'llllt'S:'>I'e, rurious a.bout the OOunced 
c!,1·rk. At one: point Richards went to a job 
~~~~· :.md prch:ru!t·d that he: had just 1alked to 
Lut·.l:. "Thae's ~uing to be 3 new projec· 
tion," he said, referring to the collapse of 
llw ll.S. economy. "It's going to comr. 
duwn ,,ithin twu am.l a half year:£.• 

~1,·anv.·hilc: Richards and Dick BalUwin 
had dt·ci,led to share garage space on Front 
Su·ec:t, and Rich.uds Wi\s even talking 
about suing in with htm on the Stutz Bear· 
cat )lllljrn. Ri~·hards '>':lS ~~ling to build a 
~arase c:'llt·n:.iun at Baldwin's horne, where 
they could manuiO!cture. the pans. Only 
R il'hards, as usual, ex.a~erat(:rl his par· 
tirip:uiun. One day Baldwin overheard 
H.ichards br3g~ing 10 people tha( hc­
!\1ark RidaarJs-w:ls buiiJin~ a Stutz 
lh·:ucat, himing that it was his project, not 
B:.dd ... ·in's. L..tll.:r lia!tlwin told a friend that 
j{j, hard.)'s hunger for success made him 

Uf11';JSY. 

Riri1ards, too, L<-came disco01c:nted with 
hi~ nc: ... · par:ner. Ht: st~rted telling the rc.·en· 
:t£"C"r5 .... -ho wo: kt·cl for him that Baldwin 
u"''" him r~lor.c:y. Bald"'·in owned twenty 
..:an•, ht• ~:tid. and was kno"'·n as a misn 
who h:urd banks. He probably' had a mat· 
tu·s:- !.tufft.·d with money, and yt·t, Richards 
al!nwe.!, B.1\Jwin owed him 53.000 fur rna· 
tt·rioals ''11 the f:ar."lge ;tnd rdusc:d to pay. 
Arcording to Hom·c:r, Richards was •fed up 
with the." f-in~ dude:.• 

AccDrdi:,~ tc> \\'i!lic Robl~·s's testimony, 
it was in this ."ltJnosphen· that Richards ap· 
prnarhcd him and asked him to help 
munJer Di..:k Baldwin. AI first Robles 
fagured 11 .... as another ~1:trk Rich:ud~ fan· 
t:ISy, but h'-'O wc.·cks later he: asked :tgain. 
lie :.1\so a.pproa..:hl·d Pet~ f\;'eal a.nt.l oO"ercJ 
him S!,OOO and a clune buggy, according to 
~l~:ll's ;tlrtc!avi:. Rf)b!cs and Nc::~l comparrd 
nntt:~ and lkcidt·~t things were ddinit~·ly 

gTtting ((l(} .... ·clrd. Pcndragon W;)S run, but 
thJW Ki,·h:lrds · ... ·as 1alking about murder. 
\\"ht.·n RoUies wid hun th:lt he was gt,ing w 
jtJtn the navy Richards was f11rious and 
;,lk~:~·,Jly lhrr:tlenC'd tltat "hi~~H·r·ups" 
.... r,t.ld k:ll i{,liJks rather than let him escape 
...-ttt. ltj, J..n,, ... [,:dsr: of t!·.c: r.r~anizati•m. 

·,;(,,:""·'i""I!,.\['L•·•••"·'"''•IIo.·.,,.,.,,,."{jlp 
.. ! ::.I" ! •:It II. "! H .. i .... ' ,,· .. l '"~' ... . " ; •. · .. I ... :,, 

:1.,· JL,I\")" 1{\oi.k' -,::.doil'"d JJ,.,\t'l !Ill It'"" 

hun.! .. ...-~, 1" tlw. t••t ruilt·r. 'I itr"'.' W•11dd I'•LLI 
tit•· n:1vy IP~•:llwr, lu· •:tid. l·.,~;,,,.,., •!• 'y. 
tlw11· W,IS :111 entl".lll•·•· c\alllin.u: .. u Hoi,[.-, 
p:t.\~.,·d, llnt>\Tl" !1uttkt•d 

"\\'h .• t"s tlu· ttt:ttH:r~" 1-\.•·id. :\t~.t~~·w~ 

ask•·d H.idlitfll'> :tllt:r R,ohl• -..·~ ,!•·p.utut•·. 
"Yuu ~.:"lvt' hittt ..1 j,IJ, and he ~.plit n\lTLttsht 
\ .. lllUJut nntK<'. s,, he's :.n a~,J.,,k \Vh)· 1:•:1 

so up~c:t? H.1s he ):ot s••utnl.in~ "LI y .. u(' 

THE 
FASTEST WAY 

TO SAVE 
MONEY. CALL 

TOLL FREE 
•Yeah, Wl"ll,·· i'.l.trk said, !illaPI•ILt~~ nul 

or it. "l don't think he~ 1";"\L\ do anyt/Jin~ 
about it.• 

1 .. 800 .. 528 .. 6050. 
Twcnty·y(:3r·nld /\ndn·ws didtt't knr)w 

alJout Pcnclr.t~cm or the ··h.H•".!I·~ in hi..­
childhucxl friend, w\1<1 h."ld ~in·n !tint a 
sumn_1er jnh. As f:tr a~ Kt·ith k:11· .... thi!» \v:to;: 
the same old ~-Luk he h:ul known fnr ~flnH· 
ral"tet·n yeaJS, his hmthn Crai~~\ lnn:wr 
business part ncr. 

Riding with Richards front 1lw 1\unt•r­

fidd house 10 the Lions Cluh pmjiTt ill the 
church one day, Andrews fl()ti<"l'o"" him··. 
print or a l;~scr and some othrr tlrawin~~ in 
the IJ:u·kscat. 

"What arc these?• he askt·tl. 
"Picturt.s fur my book. That's a lasc·r on 

Mount Tamalpais," Richards s:tid. 
Andrews luokccl althc mrcfull_y drawn il· 

lustration. It was ~~xt:l'!l~·nt, he titnuHhL 
There was also a drawing or ,,·knight 
mounted on a mcch.1.ni..:al ht1rse. Rieh:-11cl~ 

s.1.id he had been working <'ll a !'lcicm"t' fu:· 
tion novel calk•d lmpe-ri,ll Atnrin, about 
l\!arin County being- taken ov1·r :.md tun ;ts 

a am·dieval kingdom. 
Nl'vc got rhis cult rullowin.l(, ·• ht• 

d:,bor.llcd la;er at his house. "Pt:"ph: h.tve 
bC'cn r·ec,Jing my SlUT)' out loud a.t thc~t· 

meetings. Important pt'ople. Thc.·y likt: my 

itlCilS. It's been sold, >"''ll kuuw." 
Andrew.~ hruln'l ht·ard anythi11~ about 

this, and little did he susp,~,-1 that tlu: "im· 
portant pcnple" Ric:h:mls was talking aht•llt 
were scmilitnale tcl'll::l!;t.'l~. 

"h's already out in Los r\ngde~, ..tnd it'll 
be rC"Ic:lst·cl in NO! than ( :oliilmnia s•u•n.· 
Ri..:hanls told Andrew~ "Tit.tt's !tow I 
bnusht my hnusc-with :u·1·:t,h":ulrl· on tht~ 
royalties from the pubhshcr." 

"That is great ncw!i," Andrt·w~ ~aid. 

But Richards scctm~d c!C"prt·s:wd, with· 
drawn. Andtc.·ws lri•·d to 1 l:~·('r hi111 11p. 

"llc:y, lo(lk," he said. "don't wnrry abm11 it. 
!'iow th~1t yl)ur bonk Ita.-. lw•·n publi:.lu.:d, 
Ccor~c Luccu wil: I.e knnd.in~ Cln r"ur 
door wanting rn rnttkc .1mnvic~ 0111 rtf it, :l!ld 
you'll Lc a millionait r:." 

"'Yeah," Richard~ said drrarnily. 
Antltt·ws forgnt .:1htn11 tlti"> rnnVI't~ation 

until :till'!" w,,rk the IH'.'' c!:.y. llr.: .,... :1~ 
think~:•..: ;1 ~l:<o!»dw;ul tJ!'I"f" in tlw 1-.i:..!,.n 
nf h:s pan·n~s· huu!'>•· .1~1d 1alktn~ to hi,. 1 
molill:r, wl:•1 ha.lro.·:urc~c•l (!lllll htlH"h with 
R ich:nds's mother 

"l~n't it ~:tl·;at·,~ ,\l1·c:. A1ttln·w.' ,,,itl, 

,.,piiltn~ uat the ~ .. ,~il' ftt•ln ;tt"l<•,.., th,. 
stre1:1. M:,l.11k ):.:, b,.t·n ·'\•!••";" lwd l•y 
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Hoover hopped 
into the shower. 
"Kill him, kill 
him," he said. 

"Got to kill him!, 
Thomas shrugged 

it off. He 
thought Hoover 
was singing the 
lyrics of some 

new· punk rock 

s<;mg. 

George l.uras about making his IH,uk into a 
movil' 

HllE KF.ITJI An~ 

,.h-e"'' adju.w.:d 
to his nc:"w su:n::­
m~r jub, Mark 
Richards was 
training: Hoover 
for murder-at 

least that's what Hoover later told .t. 

psychiatrist. He said he was ·~hoC'kcJ for a 
minute" when Richards first approached 
him abou1 it, but then he: was offered 
15,000 and a car. •Murderdidn'f bur her me 
i{ money was invoiHd- I cou!J Jo it all 
day,• Hoo,·cr admitted. 

He had met Dick Baldwin· only un<·e 
bdorc, bu1 in 1hc weeks bdorC' lht• murder 
Richards allcgcdJy dircc!cd Hoover's inner 
hatred toward Baldwin. Under police qucs· 
tioning, Hoo"cr said that Richards buill 
tht' man into the pcnonir1cacion of evil. 
Ba!dwin was s!ill unmarri~d. thC"rdort' ht' 
,,·as a homosexuill, possibly J: child 
mul~·stcr. lie bdonged to a social dub 
ca!!ed E Ciampus Vitus, y.·h,ch preached 
st·!f·rchan~o:e- dearly a \ign of Nazi tcndcn· 
rit·s. Tu pro:~xtice, H~Jover sm:1shrd n·ment 
blud:.\ wid1 01 ~led~C'houn:nc:r whi!C" I~ :d1:1n.h 
stood em the :;idelines, enrcour;"·in~ itilll to 
ttaak ~·f ;,:j tiu: th1n~~ ~H· J;. 

11" r, · 

------------......... . 
,.\, du· d.1y ol 1/u· 11111•d•·c 11'111•.:. 

(f,J,\'U·, f1ic:ml /\c~.fro·,~ t:,ll'•l'lot·il l"oru-d 

lht· ..:on:.pi!OH:Y l.ikr II·,, .... ,.,, C,unpllo·ll 

J 1 .t~llw,·n in and out of !I•JHLlt·; he· h:at\\,n·n 

il .~uspr·1.:1 HI an aiSI•II ''''"'\''~~:ori.;n ,\c, 11rd· 
in~ tol C:Huplwll's tr.~\LITHlllf, R,,l,:lr•l~ of· 
ft·rrd him S:!.IIOO tel Ml il\ a J,,,.k,,ut wlulc: 
Rilhard:; ancl Huo\·c.:r h11,·cl ltcldwin In the· 
~:.Jf:l!o:C em frulll S!!c••·t .n1d JJHJrdc :n! hi111. 

.-'\licr\\-':u·d, 1h~ 1hrcc pl.uw<:d I<J '!t-an llrC" 
vic111u out of t·verythin~ he: h:Hi. Thr.y 
wCluld :Heal his cars, -.dl tu~ huu .. c·, and 
putnp lhf' nu,ney into lm)wti.ll Mariu, 
C.:unphdl said. 

Richards urigu1ally ~cl !11(' J-',•urth of july 
fur lhC' murd,·r, Campl,dl ~aid, ~inc:c du· 
cops would be· kt:'pt husy cl~a~ln).\' drunks 
and kids with lirc,.r.,chn. Thc:n 1l,c 
murder w.u tkbyed so it wuulcl cuin..:idc 
wich chc rur.1llunar rei ipse on J 1Jly 6 ar 2: JO 
A.M. :r this wo1s the ph1n, it was r~1im:d 
when Dick B:tldwin dt·cidc'l to watl·h :he 
c:clips~ with a friend in Petaluma. 

Bah..Jw;n 1ivC"d on Vcneriot Mc<uluw 
Ro.:ad, an endave of ramshackle~ da·it· 
yourselr houses just ~ast ur the: Marin 
County Civic Cente-r. An old friend of his, 
Torn Mills, was at the house when 
Richards and rhe rwn lct'nagr.rs arri,·cd 
around nuon on July 6. Mills n·mcrnh(·n 
that Richards didn'1 loo.k dressed for P')Uf· 

in~ concrete, which was 1hc r.cas•m h(': ga\·e 
for being there. But Mills ho1d to return to 
work in Sausali1o, so he said goodhye ro 
Baldwin and lcfL Th.at was fhe low firne he 
saw his friend alive-. 

Arter Mills dro\'c off, Ridlimls sul'l.-t.'yetl 
the work that ne<'t..lrcl tu he done on the 
g-.1r.agt' .. 1\etNdinR rn C.'lmphdl, H.idl:tnl.:s 
then pn•bt•d n.~ldwin .,h\oUC his p!;u1~ fi1r dtt: 

week. \V;ts he !oUppo~ccl In nu•c:l 11ny•uu•? 
No, n<Hth<~.t he c<,uld zct::t\1. C;uuphcl\l;,rt·r 
fr-srilicd !ha! Richard~ ·t alnwtl )Jjd, Juwn 
likr ,, d1ic.:kcn hcfcJn" ~·wJ Ln·;~Jc i1s m•ck." 
They joked npenl)· ;tbout how this wuuld lx 
8.-ddwin's last d3y un r-a11h, but lhldwin 
diJn't ca1ch on. Taking l'inmclhin~ out nf 
the ovt~n, hC' rurnt·d 10 hi~ gut·su. "Anyborly 
like any cookies?" 

As planned, K.id1il1d~ l.notl!-;hl up thl· 
subject or t.:ars. Hoover had supposedly 
sa ... ed up SJOO ancl wamt·tl h'l bu~· one= or the 
dunkl'rs Baldwin had at hi" sh0p. Baldwin, 
who lcwcd ltJ Uat~;tin, :t!(fl't·d w lr! }I (lover 
look them over, ;md tlwy ~ot into their cars. 
Campbcllrcmaint·d b1·hind w:th the: excusl! 
of wurk.ing on rlu~ rout'. Hoc,vcr· rnm:m· 
l.n:r<·d lhinJc.illg, Ol!'i lht·y drove inw San 
Rafad, •oh no. 1'!1 n('~·c.:r S('C my rnodu.·r. 
I'll nt'\'er sC"c anybody C\'t~r :\~a in." 

RA:"'K. Hl'!IJ:-.i:-.K'o' ItA'! ES to be 
c\1:-:urbnl :\l1hou~h his 
memory 1.~ :1 Iuiie h:17.y on 
d:un, he.: think~ it .... as the 
aflc·rflr/lln nf.July (j, •\S J,t.• was 
wc•rkin~ 111 l1i~ ht1111 coffin·, 
I hat a pi, kup pulll'cl inlo the 

C'•nll'ty;Hd 1\ IIIIIIIWIIf l:il•'l' l)j,·:.C Jbldwi11 
dtJJ\'t" up iu tus nr;,.n).!•: Dahlin ~l.l!!•dt 

W:l~•'ll. l!ui)n,~\q ~Ll!h'c••i :11 \!11• JWII\'h· 

~ l,rw!f '· Hr h.1•f dr• :1lr.!l t:1.:t r.c 
~ . .:.:luutd·:o' d1dn't ,·;u~ lor hu 11!<111·.,..l:l)( 

T~r'il(hhnr, .u~d h:ul "t\lnr:"d l)u·it 11111.~ 

Wh;)f happ'=nrd imitJe !ht:" gM.J!(l' ;11 Jt} 

Fn•t:l Sc, <.:•:C 1s ~ h:tc cl1t.' '-;"'' is J.ll a!JuuL In 
hn l'nnrc.:·;'liiiwn, ff,,uvcc ~;ud he loui!C! .1 

ba!oc·h:,l\1,.11 ~n thr torna tJf the ~ar:..lo::e ar.,1 
1111.\'ed u~1 hC""hmc\ U.dc.Jwin. As I \c:o\'<:r 
w~itr·rl f,,r Hic.hards'~ .!i:;n;JI h(' lhV11~h1 h~ 
""'.:..t• ~~·,inK (() be side He di,Jn't w,.H\C ru d·J 
this. !1 wa' ;\u: 111onc~y 1hat made: hirn ,.,·dd, 
hr. I<Ur:'r ~xplained. Rtd1ard.s Oickcd h1s 
hair, and Hoo\'cr sl~mmcd the hat into the 
left sirl1: uf Baldwin'' head. The skull fr.Jc· 
tun: w;1s en<Jtl!{h 10 have killed HaiJwin, tht: 
nmmr.r !laiJ loner. But wh!!n Baldwin hit 
!he t-:~~~'<"{C llo11r hi~ bean was still bca1in~. 
According: hl Hll'lvcr, the body was flailing 
and "ji!::ghng: .lround." Rich;trds s(.'(camccl, 
~Fini!oh hirn nfr Finish him ofr." and handeJ 
lfo<1ver a scrcwt.lrivt"r and a knirc:. 

"\ hit him the f1nt time,• Hoover said. "I 
stcpp(:d back IC"n feet. t came back in and 
hi1 him about thru times. J stepped back 
again. His hand wc:nc up hi' bad Jikc he 
was going t.o get a gun . , • so I stepped 
on his hand and pulled his arms apart .... 
1 slammed lhe r-ing screwdriver 
fhrough. I put a knife up there. . . 1 
'llc:iJpr:d on the kni.re. The knife: crumbled 
into a billion pit:::ccs. [ grabbed another 
re!,•Hiar screwc..lrivt:::r. 1 stuck it through 1he 
side of his head and turned it around like a 
blender. • 

In che offi<:e nexc door Hubinsky looked 
up rrom his books. He had heard a loud 
'"thuci," aS thuugh !UtneOne h:1d ra.l\en U\'er, 
ancltlu:n he hean.l someone swearing loudly. 
,o\n unsc·flh:d feeling came O\'C't him. He 
curnnJ hiS r:tdio oiT and Jisc<:nt.·d. Then he 
~~"! up horn his t.le!'ik and went tu !he rear uf 
hi:s sht1p. He put hi!ii car to 1he wall that 
SI'J•:u·.;llcc.J his unit fmm Baldwin's. J-'or n 
full mimm::: he lislcncd trJ muflkd ,·oi:::cs 
that h<' Cn\lldn'tlll.li-:e out. He walkc.:d tcJ the 
fnmt of lhc bu1\ding and looked ovt.·r at 
Baldwin's shop. The dUCJI' wa! doYoill a!. it 
usually w:~s when Baldwin hacl visitors ;:me! 
didr1'1 wam Ia he bo1hcred. For a moment 
Hubinsky thtn!ght he'd ltc:ucr call the 
pulice. He S;tood in the afternoon ligh1 and 
tried to think what to do. 1f it had been 
anylmt" t"':s.e, h(' would have- banged on the 
door and in\·estig.:ucc..l. Dut Hald\o\-·in was ;.1 

pri\'ate, paranoid person. He would freak 
c,ut •f Hubmsky knocked tm his door. Sc.· 

llubin~ky walked bac.;k to his ofli('t: anc! 
rchJmC'd 10 his pilpr:rwork. 

lnside the shop R01oldwin'.~ blu~.cl 

onto the concrete floor. h was O\'er. 
dr<'g:~ct..l thC' UcKiy ovu to the Rolls·Royet: 
whetc: 1hey concealed it, and then h· 
.\pnnklnJ s.awdusr IJ\'C( the pool o( blood. 

"\Vc·li?" C:HnphC'!I asked when HouH 
0\lld Ri..:hards rc.:turnl't.J co 8.1/dwin's 

MY~·s, it'! cltme: !l1t')' told him. •(! ._...;..~ 
1.\,,.,Jy :w~l ~ross. Now le-t's. get the !i.IU 

liUI 

C,11nph£'1J Jt:d !hem !im•Ugh the t'i'IU',· 

whid\ he.: h.td Sl'.Hdu:d afccr lhl')' !cf!. } ! 
:-.h,wc·1! the111 llw lwekcd d<•::.cl he h:1 



J 

, ...... " "\·' ,, ..• .'t'·'"' ..... "' .· ., ,., ... , '" "" ........ . 
s:ud lu:\i.!c: th( II•• · ~; .. ~~~ tilt•· th•: H.tv .and cho·n .ittllqw.l. 11 

l..t~ of horn•:~rt,.,.,ll tll:~>t· l:t•dy ,.·,o:rlu,;u·d. lh11 clw ttnli.. • t:ltc· ·"" ],,( • 

sumc guns and alllll\tl. ;\s t!n·y pruvrt..ltuct llllll'h f11r tlat· '"''lw :H•.c• i1111~ '' '" 

the safe ;•tHO Ri..:h.uds's pit.kup tlu· IJt)dy. Tlw wpr !.n.tr•!~~"d, tin· .,.,ca,:lih 

C.arnpbdl..:cad,ctloi j~tkc. "~1an," he: ~.ank Ill 1hr: IJHIIPilt, and ttu· • "II"'' tl•o.trr·cl 
"I wi~h we'J found sumc money in teo the surfan: 

dtoil huu~f' "Then he pulled irc;m hi" pud,l·t ltl :t pani(' !ltt'Y tric·d pok:n~ 1: ;,jl/, .nt 
$1,7:)0 in cash In: h:hl fot:nd in a Jr~1wcr. ••.1r, but liLt' lJtuiy W•••tiU n••l .. ittk. 'l'lw 

i{ichards 10uk tht· muncy. He said 1he~· en~inc still wtnll•ln't .~!:crt, a1ul tlwy wc·1•· 

..,.,.,,u!d nr.cd it to buy a l>oat to dispost= ol"thc npidly driftint-~; tnw::~.rd shore=~~ .~h dw rid,·. 
b•Miy. ThC"y drvppeJ thC' safe off at his A(cordingrc,ilr,o\'t:r,ltis:uc·,,,,,J,lin·-;,·.Tn' 
houst•. In thr. newsiJ:r~r want aJ:'!. they !oo •f-ing chickr.u· to t•·w·J, thc: l,ndy ~~~ 
(olllul a sixceen-fuof DurseH cabin '-·ruisC'r ttc rc;j,,."hf·d d1Jwn ;111d gr."JtJIJl"d ic ,d,,k rhc:~· 
ilstnl ror sale by a ~till Valley rc~idc:nt, tit·cl an c . ...:tra ourb,Joml motor tn it. Thr·y 
1\l"m:Hd !leak~-. They drove 0\'CT co hi~ dropJn·d the eng-ine into the w;,u·r, ;uul tlu· 
~ .• ,u,c to !uc,k at the bvat. A man who ich:n· bud~- s:.111k. Hut the watr·r W:..&' ••n!y lwc-1\'t: 
tilit·U himself as Kid1:Jn!s did a!l the talk· kl·t dn·p in tlw ··hanrwl. and widr a lrr rl,· 
~~~~ He: tt;kl Healey that thq· were t:r:17.y :m;r~ination you t:Puld :rlmn~t ,,.,. lht· 

, about night lishing and needed the· boat plastiC·l"tJ\'I"it"d '-mp-;e n,,;nin!-; Irk.: a ~J..,...,t 
th.Jt cvenin!!:. lie showed lleak·y sona· just hdow tlu· ~url:at:c. 
idr·nrifu·:.~tiun, and a dl"al was madt:. He 
~al'l' li~alt:y a partial p:l) tnl.."llt :~nJ si!-;tH:d a 
note to p<ty the n·rnainJcr in ins•~llmcnts. 
Healey hdped Rit·hanl:i hitch tht• boat 
tratll.'r to hili pit.kup, and the trio dn1'-'C.' off 
int•J the night. 

Thc:y t . .lrol'e east un Pt. San Pedro Rt!;ul 
11..1 the Lot.lr Lonwnd ~tarin.1 bo.1C l.1uad1, 
whl·rc thc:y mc:l a lanky security guard who 
told tht-m the plac-c was dosed. But when 
rlwy pointed tu the open launching ramp, 
he said, "Yeah, well, the)· charge 13," :ami 
wiJ them to ::.lip the miJ~cy undl'f the dnar 
or the olfieC'. As Hoover did sa the SC"curit)' 
~-:u:1rd wem to usc the bat" room in his office 
and :rrric..lentally lacked his keys inside. He 
w;t., ~till tryinK tu get ilu: door open as the 
thrt·t· bundwd the boat, ticJ it u:l, and 
dr..-.-t· lJal'k tn B:..~IJ\Io·in's garage to pick up 

tlw btKI)·· 
Camj.Jhdl s;rid l:..&tcr that Hoover w.ts 

·~··n·amin~( and •freaked uut• and had to be 
t·armnl down as he dragged the body out 
fnun bC'hinU thl· Rolls·RoycC", Campbell 
lwlpt·d him ""·r:1p the btX.Iy in plastic as 
R ilh:mh collcCicd weights in a plastic milk 
crate·. Thn· hastily dcanc:d up the blood 
and li.ftrd .the baJy into the b1ack of lhc 

lrud •. 

Thrv n·curned to Loch Lomond ;,.nd 
d:uvt· 'pasc the security ~uard, who was 
.r~lc·t·p in tht" b.:~ckseal of his c:~.r. The: sound 
or tht• pickup waked him, and he g'tH OUt 
and approac:hc:J the truck. It was a tcme 
llH'fllt'nt sinre Bai.::lwin's bmh: ,,·as in thC' 
bar·l.. with lloo\'C'r, and the)' ;IJ h.td guns. 
Hue the: .t;uar.t rccus-nizt:"d them and wa\·c·d 
the·n1 tlunugh They l~1adcd lilt" l;udy onto 
tlu· hoac :md sircJ\ed off. As thr" t"ab::l 
cc ut:-t·r drurnc:d into the IIJh"n w:1tl"n c 1f Siill 
FraJH·i:;c:c> Bay, t~ll·it' SIJrrits lif:t·d. But sud­
c!t·:rl~·. a r, ...... hundn·d y:J.rJs ouc, t!H' ~..-n~illt' 

~1.dkd. R.lh:t:-ds wurio.C'd on it lr;;n:icdly 
.11al, ;tft(•: !;Jpf-lill!-: IJ~ the s:IS iit;t•, ~Ill it 
.... t;tnc·,l "S~'in. Tb· bual :nv,·t·d ot.,;: a:1n1:wr 
~~o yart!•. amltlll"n spl:ttcr~,.·d :o a !>ICJp. Th1:-. 
1;nw cru·y :.;1uld:1't ~e: 11 guir~g. a:· . .J tht )' 
..,.,,.,,. :-tut 1.., bol,l;iu~ in :!rl' h·:aq·,, l11r t!~t· 

tH·•t tw•• lrour~. 

H.OS~Y W:\S (:(11111 ab••nl 

cominK ilonw at nig!1t, 
.Jack Thorn:r~ tt•me·m· 
l:.crrd Jlc: had nC"vn· 
been t1UI all ni~hl "·irhoul 
t•a\lin.l{. so wlw:l hc:'.ticln't 
show up the nig-h1 of .July 

ti Thomas w:rs worrie•cl. In cl-..- 111orning 
lloo\'cr cdeplrtoncd and .1poln!-;i7c·d. lie: had 
1-t''m' fishin~. he saiJ. hut rlw l.•nar had 
!J1nh.t·n down :md thf")' had h:u.lt'i.) i':uldk· II• 

~hon~ with their h01nds. He apoln!-:izc·d 
abain, anU Thom.1s rdt Ut:w~r. Ctti'!'Y wa~ 
thou~htfulthac way. 

\\'hen J-lc,ovl'r gm huuw, hr ,lllfrc·d 
l.lou.!staincd dotht·s in the honona dr;lwt·r 
of his drl"sser and huppcd intn thl' ~hnwt·r. 
Ht• had a habit of talkin~ I•J hint .... df c1111 

loud, and Th••ma!i nmld h<•ar him ~ayin.t!. 
"Kill him. Kill hin1!" 

Now he wa;~: Ullcrin~. •Cot tn J..ill him!"' 
Thomas !Chnq;~t·d ic olf. lie dunl!-;h• 

Crossy was singing the lyric·s of Sllllre· new 

punk rnl.."k sotrg. 
Latn, Rit"hards ani:l ·_Campb.-11 WC'Ill 

sh~)pping willt the: \"ic:tim's ·charge canis, 
chousing a pi<IC"(; th:rl had a n:putacion ror 
t'i\li)' credi1. ~Evt·rybod)·', bc('ll harpin~ af 

me to buy sw~·.ethin~. sr. I mi!-llrt a~ wdl 
hu)· it all at onC" time," Ridmn]$ told Hnul 
Anq::a, J salc~derk dl Mallhcw\ TV & 
Stl·reo in D;•ly Cit)'· 

Arteha litllowed Ric!r:mls :1round t!.c: 
sltln: as he: s..!cTtt•d T\', stl"n'o, and ,.1de·n 
•·quipmt:nl lw w;arut'd put 01:-tdl". ·1 Itt· .... ;dt·s· 
, krh. IOtakd tlw h;ll- it came to S I n.n:l5 50 
Ri •. h:.rds sanl ht~'d he: h:r.-k to !'id .. =q1 tlw 

nu-r,·k111di:-t' alttT the rn·dit :IJ•Jl!~r·,ri:•n 

,·J,··rlt"tl :\c·..:••nliatg 111 .-\a'll"~a·.~ tc·,lillll>ll:<. 

l{id1:11tb :-:~tlnl tiH: apjrlrr:rtit•ar willt J)j,l-,: 

B.dch\ill·· 110\1111" 

i i.~"''~'' '•'·" :cfllwltilld :11 :l1t : :•Ill'• t::;:h 
p;·~~···: ''it!• h:,,·i•h .•\r:.ln··,·, ::nd ;,,.,tl,.., 
\'11\.J• . ...: l'll\j.~ ;)•·•·, l"l"l;:y·\<'11'·•·~·1 ( ;;n~ 
;\~•k·'· ar.t! !u: ""~ St'ttin~ 111:1<1. ."\u,. ,. tl..­
t:u.r•kr. :{.,·!,,\r,l,·< l;roc·~~· !;;,,J lu,·lt !; !ir··~ 

"I' "'Jth ~!~"••tlic·...,_·'l•ul wlu·•r· \l.\, l.i.~ ,1:.111 .' 
·r; ,,,·. \~h .• t! ,. 1\d!d• d (11 i...llll\~. \',j,, :·· w:.~ 

('l')' 'i. '-'1"1'\'l"'l". • . : ... \ . c, ~' ~ , · c ~s, 
.\1,1\"in~:·' ;·:.,,,. .::·-···"' ,, .... ~,,.,,,:c 1 

Sew Suho;Lrt~'tilHlllr Rcllt.:\"''•ll! Y .. u 
'.Ill .,., ,., .. ,. \;.,. ;;,··I '" 1'1\l" ; ,,,_,., :•I C:\i.l- . 
i~ '1'.:~:.-\ : .• , .. ,,:, -:-: ·, :'l.-11c dw.:i. the- o~rpn,-

;•r,,,:,• ! '·~ \>. ' .. ,, 

Li'ltinh/ L' nl i o;.f in.:: Scrvi..:c! \h· n>.:ir.l· 
.••... :.,hir •,,. :r:,•r ;•t:l•l,:.l•a•:.~ Jn,! •·c;=,,.lt!' 

,, . .,,"·"'""' '"l' ·:.1;·~··\ .• : •. i :~.!.!rc-hl!'\ ,,r CALl· 
l"i •JI :-:~.-\ ~•IJ~ .• :::=t• wh\.;·,hc·n Thr .;:.1m· 

j f'.lnin .In,[ i"•i<,,.tlu•n' )t·!,·.-ct·,J ;arc- ,·Jrd:...lly i 
! C'~ , .. ,;n,·,l 1,., c;·,·;r .lC<'r;>:.1h1!irv .1"'1•1 :lw qual·· 
: 11v :. ... t ,·:du,· ,.1 1iW1r ,,u"r·n. If ~"u Ju nn1 

,..,.,J, r .. it.l\T ''''" n.trnr i~.;::~.;,l(',] pit':I\C'(h<·.::l 
rhr .lrt•r•'l'll;\1'" [•;•"< l->l'i'"' .:a:-t..! auo~..:h H>ur 
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TDii GII~U JUVus 011111 wUT ·. 
From POrtland, Crego~ ~~ L~wistiin. · • 
Idaho, follow the trail of Lewis end· 
Cieri<. CruiSe 900 miles of lhe Colum­
bia, Wlllomette and Snake Rivers' 
scenic splendor: See picturesque 
towns, Indian culture, spectacular: 
Hell's Canyon, and lraverse the 
na1ion's most extensive system of 
locks and dams. . · 

For roservations or a tree lull-color 
brochure, see any local TRAVEL 
AGENT. mail this coupon. or CALL 
TOLL-FREE: . 
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~:un ·1::::.;..-r ,,;i .:!.i:r;;· .. .A r '' 
1 wu:l..t·....! .. He= IJc, rc:l111~ __ ;,,,,[,. 

/iuw he h;~d t:arnrncrcd a ::wn yo.r:h ..1 IJ.,~··­

ho~ll bat and pushed .:1 .\_-rewtlflvrr into his 
head and ·~tined it <H•nrrhL" Th~ guy l.t: 
kit!e~ .... ;>.s J. p(;rvcn, h<: tuld a '!ii:ttc:t·n·y~ar· 
dd ~:r~t ""hll lived :r: the cco,~rn.uh. lie 
~howed h:J ~uorllrllal!." Pelt" 1'-:r.ll rho: pisr .. ls 
he had taken He .Jsl..ed hi:n ro ~,;,::.11 rhe 
~arha~e b.1g oi :r • ..1ri~uan.1 in the :ulrL .and to 
trt to srll ir. 

HEN KF.r:·H An· 
drews's pay· 
cht"ck for Sl JO 
bounced on july 
7, the day after 
the murder, he 
went over to 

Ri:-h:Hds's house, handed it to him, and 
tol~ him not to worry about lt. •Hty, you 
don't h.a .. c to pay me,• h«: said. "l know 
you've got money problems right now. I'm 
nor upscl. Let it slide. • • 

While talking to Richards he caught a 
glimpse of a safe in the garage. A few days 
later the safe was cracked open, and he 
noticed 01her things that seemed odd. If 
Richards was so broke, whet'C had he go\ 
the money to buy all these new thinss An­
dre.,..,·s saw in the t;.)usc-likc the new 
Wards videotapr casse:re player. And what 
about the cabin cruiser sitting: in his 
drivewar? Mark's wifr-, Caryn, d,:mgled a 
gold bear necklace in frmll of him and said, 
·see whlt ~hrk 'get me?• Ric.hards ex­
plained d\3l the goods had been sivcn to 
him by clients in lieu of cash, but AnJrews 
wasn't IOtally convinced. Caryn was so 
trusting, he thought, .the wasn't the type to 
question r-.hrk about the sourcc: of money 
for a~l these things. She was still living in 
the champagne and candlelight world that 
~1ark had set aside for her so th3t she 
would stay innocent all her life. Mark 
Richards, the worJd traveler, hadn't 1akc:n 
Caryn anywhere. 

About the same time1 the U.S. Coast 
Guard informed authoridcs it hld re· 
coverc:d a body, Keith Andrews and Gary 
Ables were gerting off work at the Lions 
Club project in San Rafael. They had bet.:n 
working for Richards for Jess than three 
weeks, and they barely knew each 01her. 
1'\'onethcless, Ables cleared his throat and 
told Andrews he: should hear [he story 
Hoover had told him the day bt.:forc. 
Hoover and Ca.mpbeU had ripped off credit 
cards and a safe from someone's house, ami 
H·.I{J\'C"r soid he h:~.d murdered ~he c..., t\er 
wL:h a baseball bat. They had dumped du: 
bod)· into ~he B:Jy using the boat that was 
sittin~ ia RLch:JrJs's drivey,·ay. 

:\ndri:\\'S w:u shocked. "\\'ow, that's 
he:l'l:y. Re:~l hc.:wy • 

·T:H::u he sho1.1h. himsdf and c:ur:t.: 0adi. 
ang:-ily, ··n.a:'s a lJ\m..:h 0f garba~.;: " 

"Ye.1h, th::.t's what! :hought," Ablc'.i !;,tid. 

BuT ~ht· qut·stion surfaced as:nn .u they 
ton:it:ttt'd dtrw:; Bu:t('L f'i.l'!,l H.l•,t•l. '1 h(· 
mrrre 1\.ct:h :~~ ... ·us-!lr about it, th~ r;11:rt~ 
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.nrol ... ,,.J, . .ln .... , 1rnndt.1.' '~I,,T:Inll!t;,; ;J.,~ ~rhlr'.ft<)r, .IS:\. 

d:1~ R 

\.\'hrn . .&.1>1('! l:1ilo·.J '" \f,..w up l••r .... .,rk 
the JoJI.,wmg nu•rni;FI.{, .\ndn·ws .... a., w•.•r· 
1·icJ. When hr: a.~:..,·d wh;t{ h:1ppt·r11'd lo 

Gary. Ric:h:~rcls's v:l.;,;r~c· rqrly .~1·t h1111 011 

edge. Ahet work And,{:W\ w1:11\ nver to a 
frient~\ house, and lh\:y talk('d over tht" 
situation His Cricnd wa~ '\1'\'l'r,ll yr:M~ uld("r 
than he c~.nd worked ;c~ :1 I HIS driver. J 1~ lold 
t\ndri"WJI; that he had a M\lrF,Ii and lcg;d ubh· 
s-:llirJn 10 report wh;H he knr.w to the polict<. 
Am1n:ws wok hu .:hh·in· :1/ltl fll,lfk an 
31Ltll1)'11FtJUS tclephoTll' c:.~ll to the M:.~rin 

Coun1y Sherifrs Dcpawm:nl. He ~poke 10 

Rio:h Keaton. 

If ERE WAS A K:"UX~K 31 rhe 
door of the imerview 
room, :rnd Mrs: llcover 
was ush~rcd in. She ltXlked 
worn-our, used up, as 
though she was carrying 
around a de;\Jness in her 

soul. Kosta informr:d her th<.ar Hoover had 
just confessed to rnurcter. She sighed and 
askr'd her son why hC h;ufn't waited and 
talked to a lawyer Jirst. 

"1 don't need ooLo,ly dsc. I'm my own 
lawyer,• he replied. "\\'h)· dtll \1ave to have 
the lc:g01l advice? I'm trlliJ'IS the tnJih, Ma. 
l'm not going to sti:lk my w;ay out of this.• 

His mother sat duwn, sruun<.·d, as Crossy 
began retelling his story to h,.r. His confes· 
si(Jn bcc•une inten!';e and elllulitcnal. F1.1r the 
first tirnc, he crird. 

•Love is what 1 w:trHed. That's why 1 
wanted the money. I wanted 
love .... (I is unhclic:vab\e. ( w;antcll 

evcrything .... l waatcJ to rnake it for 
myself, like evcryboCJy else docs. • 

~·Irs. Hoover took her S()n'!!; h~nd. 
•You were making it. You were so h;~ppy 

two weeks ago," she said. 
"'Yeah; but then· whr:n the mclfley 

carne .. I sn~j,pr.d .... Rcmcmhcr yrn.l 
guys thought I was nuts. .,.,.ht.:n l told y<lu 
about Marin County is !;oin~ to go inw one 
of these f- ing lleltt·r Skcltcr things. 
Nobody would listen 10 Ill('. 

"He knt:w him, Mnm," Cro!isy ;Hkkd. 
pointing to sergeant Kosta. 

~The \'ictirn was a p('nnnal friend," 
Koslit told Mrs.. Hmw('r. 

Mrs. Huovcr hc:a,.·cd ;t si~h "lt'o;, ;t(mrJ!'.t 

like I'm in a f- ing nighnnarc " 
wHc··~ stilllving like hdlro us," l'o;d Lind­

quist saul. tcfnring- 10 ,\f.uk J{idr:-:r<h in 
:he nc.\1 r:'l(Hll. 

!\.lr.• Hoovr.r W;\S j>tllltllM llw jll'.!lll!.' ,,. 

gl'tiwr. ~so .... htk y•lU l\\'11 w,.,,,. rh•in!{ .tll 
'his !ndt.: diny work b: \l(.i,lt.,.d·;J ..,..;,.; 

~~:c!1Jin!~ rhr:n·. wa: •. hin~~:.." 
"!·II- ..... ·.1-.; w.'ll•·hin~ till' \..,·IJ,k tr•n•·, h.wcl· 

rlirw t.tih lur:a-...:1•.rd;,~ 

K11,1.1 !'t~urr.! ht~ h,L.) !:c.P•! r.nough. l: 
1'\fllf"<J ,,if th•: ;:tpr rf't.:OTLkr. I{(: and Li:· ... 
, 1ui~t ~trppf'· ( .. ut! .. tt: "'n !'-. t: o, l i11over em d. 
l•r- .d .. ru· ..... irh i,r,r ~ •• n. 

Thr-: "-l"r.~e.lnl could It'll when S•HtlC'l.'l: 

.,..·:t., l:rin!{ r.r l.r:.·ing 11 "ul. Hr;cvcr w.:n !.~;, 

Ill!( ir oru, s.1yin¥, he did it all. Kosra h.:. 
tuld Cros'iy a linle whit<: lie. Dick BakhNL; 
had n<•t Ucen a fnend tJf his. They h.J.d ml" 

once, Uric::Oy. Hut Kosta wanted to impre:. 
uport the tc.·(:naKC:f th:u he hadn'r ju:;; 
smashed a "rhing. ~ He had murd1:red i1 rr-::: 
pt:rs1>n who w3S gains ro be missed. 

As thi~ srory go<'S tO press, the trials c; 
Mark Rich.:ards and Crussy Hoover a:-c: 
schedui~ti ro begin un January 17. Andrew 
CJmpbell has been releast.:d, and, in relurr. 
for his tcstimGny, all charges against him 
have heen dropp<!d. Hoover, through hrs. 
public defender. Ed Torrico, has entered .J. 
duuble plr:a of not guilty and nor guilty by 
reasnn of insanJ(y. Torrico intends to 
challenge ihe admissibility of Hoover's con· 
fession, which he claims was taken in viola· 
tion of 1 \oovc::r's Mnantb Rights. 

Mark Richard'l is charged .,.,.i1h murder 
and mander in the commission nf a rob­
hery. If convicted of the latter charge, he 
could be senrc:-~CI~d to c..kath. His auorney, 
Carl ShJ.piro, rhe lawyer who successfully 
defended hirn in his insuraw.:e fraud case, is 
an unconvem:cmal rnan with long. silver 
hair and i! a Uri!liant legalist. ln the early 
1960s, when he lost an appeal and a clie.nt 
wenr to rhe gas chamber, he swore he 
would nc:ver plead a c.lpital case. Rut he 
and R ich;mJs have become friends over rbc 
year.s, J.nd he is cnnvillccd that his dic:nt is 
innrJcent. He is cxpect,·d 10 dwell on incon· 
m.tencit"s in testimony regarding the lime 
of the murder and to argue that Richart!~ 
!~eked a mo{ive. Pendragon was mere!)· a 
novclthar Mark was writing, Shapiro says, 
and he was using rhe teenagers as a soun~· 
ing board. He never intended to take over 
Marin County or to place lasers on top of 
r..·lount Tamalpais. He w.J.s misinterpreted 
by the yOllt!u ""'ho umnniued the 'crime and 
who w~~:re trying to blame Mark Richard!. 

Maybe so, but Kosl.l doubts ir. Pen·· 
dragon was d fantasy ro conceal 'thC' I ruth. 
The motive w.u lin:1ncial !{ain. 

"h doesn't mauer whJt ~he molivc was," 
Ted L:ndquist s~ys. "Y0u can spccula:c 
from now till doomsday. Wh:n counts is 
that !\hdt. Rich;.m!s did it, and wt c.m 
prove :t." 

Sp~culatiron will !-;<:1 you nowhr:rc Every 
dcret'IIVC knows thai. Fu1rl 1hc fac:s. Docu­
ment rhc crime. Let tht.: DA p:.11 it tog-ether, 
and l('t iht.: JUf:-' deciJe. Pendrason mi!;ht 
not even ~orne up at lh•; tri.d. But t•vcn a 
t.:'"·d rle~r·crivc lilr.C" Kn~1:1 C:1n'1 he:p hut 
~pn.:uLHt: ;\I>,, II a u1.1.n !i!-..c !\.·Lark Ri( h:r.rds.~ 
~s .. irno.r· til'<•HI c.cnr•· and~~~~ him .J.nd l•.'r•k 

in!{ ::11' t!lt.! snc·wdri,,·r. !:.rndi1r;.:- 1111' :h•· Kol\:,, 1-.rll'W 1/c.t! thr: II='J!JH.'::t be w;alj..l'fl 

k~li\f'~." 1!1~·• d:~ :n.u·'.• h,o:r-1' ,;:ro: ~.,,...hi, do·;:. Cl::l 
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· Pendragon slaying case goeStojury ] 
· :/ . By . Erik Ingram · · · . · · · tiody was f~und floating In San Pablo Bay . a man who was il. member of. Richards' . Into ~ ga_me of cop and. robbers. · · ~- · 

· · • 01 the IJ ,..11 . a few days earlier. · · · · : wedding party a few_ yean earlier. . .· ·His client was set up b)' Jloove~ ~n4 
· · Investigation showed -that he was Many of those exhibits dealt. with Campbell, who actually d1d· the kilhng; 

. ·A Mari_n jury today began deliberat- ·murdered on July &,. 1982, tn his auto Pendragon, a group headed by Richards,·· Sbapl~. said, admitting, however, llu\1. 
log the gutlt or Innocence ~f Pendragon shop in the Canal· area of San Rafael, · according to Berberian. Tbose documents his . cHent later. helped to coverup th~ 

. murder defendant Mark R1chards, a 31- Berberian said. . · · -- · · indicate a plan for the armed takeover of ·. murder. · . · ' 
.year-old San Anselmo contractor accused : .· · The motive the prosecutor told the Marin. . · · : · Shapiro also admitted that his ellen~ 
of_ masterminding the brutal slaying of a. jury, was to rob Baldwin of his posses- Whether It was fact or fantasy; : went on a spending spree with Baldwin'.! 

.. fnend. . . . . sions and use the proceeds to bail out Berberian told the jury, doesn't really' ·checks and cred1l ~ards. -~ 
Closmg arguments m the case, Which Richards' financially troubled contract- . matter. The Importance of the Pendra- · But_ that doesn I prove murder, ·I 

ran 28 co~rt days, ended Tuesday with : lng business. . . gon talE! was the way Richa~ds used it to· _ added. . . ·. : ·· 
De~uty D1~trlct Atto~ney Edward Ber-. He manipulated the two teen-agers - manipulate the youths, pnmarlly ·aoo- In his day-long rebut_tal arg~!'lent;. 
~enan saymg the ev1den_ce warrants a Crossan Hoover_ Jr. and Andrew Camp- ver, mto taking part In the murder. . Ber~rlan._ accu~ed Sh_aplro of. at ~ 

· f1rst-degree murder verd1ct. , . bell, . both 17 at the time .-'- ·Into . . Hoover believed the plot was true, mln!mum, ove_rs1mpllfymg lhe ev1dence .:. 
If the _Jury returns that verd1ct, particifating In the crime with a bizarre Berberian said, and believed he would be _agamst his chenl - . · · -r.- · 

coupled With a fmdmg that the slayl_ng .. ·tale o a plan to. take. over Marin, . paid$5,000, giveri a car, and made a duke ~e noted at one point that !t1c~a~- . 
occurre'! a.s·part of a plan to burglame . · Berberian said. ._ In the Marin kingdom of the future if he dunnf a .Pendragon meeting. d1stnbutf4 .. 
the vlcbm s borne_ and auto restoration . Campbell, who said he only took part·. followed Richards' orders. . . . . · litera ur~ on how to make bomemad! 
sh_op, the, panel wtll be asked to decide_· In disposing of the· body, later was . Defense attorney Carl Shapiro count- sub~achme guns.: . · · · ' · . ~-
Richards sentence.- · · ·• · · granted Immunity and was the prosecu- ered that the Pendragon documents were So this_ was Kmg Arthur and the bof! 

·The penalty the jury would be asked- .. tl~n·s key wi\ness against Richards.· -par~ofhlsClient'sresearchfora.sclence-. playing kmghf;! of the roundtable," Ber~ 
-to decide Is. w~eth~ Ric bards s_ho~ld be -.·• :-.. Hoover, wbo has pleaded not guilty by : ficbon novel. .. · .. · . , ·. · · . -· berlan ;,said. . This was just fun an~ 
sentenced t~. hie_ With the. poss1~ll_l~Y of · reason of Insanity, confessed to actually The weekly Pendragon meetingS at games. · · . , . . . -0 
parol_e or hie w1thout tbat poss1b1hty. :";killing Baldwtn_on a prearranged signal Richards'. home on: Butterfield Hoad . ,Evidence of Richards fmanctal t~o'!:lo 
... ~1cbards and two ~een,age employees,_·. from Richards. Hoover · wUI be· tried were merely a game of dungeons and'::-'· bles was Introduced to show a mobve,;

0 _·of h1s contracting f1~m were arres~ed ·separately. · . dragons.wlth Richards belng_King ·Ar'·. Berberian added. · . . .. ~ 
July 16, 1982, o_n susp1clon of murdermg "-" During the trial, Berberian tnlro- thur, Shapiro said. ' · ' : . . · · .· : . · "~by ~ould be kill a friend? Why~ 

· R1chard ~a,ldwm. · duced more than 400 exhibits. that he . But the teen'agers Involved didn't··· His fmanc1al troublese•plaln that why ... \lD 
Baldwm s bludgeoned and stabbed ·. believes Unk Richards witb the murder of · understand that he added· and turned It · the prosecutor said. - . . · · : !'--J 

. . . . . ': .. :}~·~:~.:.-ti:·.\. ;··.·. . . ·. ;~: 
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·. P~ndrc;agon·.·.fantasy···Leader 
· __ ·; Foun_d G'uilty of M~rin Murde~ 
• ··:: 

1
; -t-'-. By 1ai:li Vieu 

·_ ·.: ::'Mark · Richards, the. ere· 
'at9r.of the bizarre Pendragon 
fantasy about an armed take-

·"over···or ·· Maiin, was ··found' 
· guilty yes_terday of first-de-· .. 
gree murder ; lor the ·savage·.· 

. slaying of a elassic·car redo,.;:_ : 
.er., .. ,_ · ·. ·.::·~;.-··· 

He shook bls b~ad ~~anguished. 
shock as the jury's verdict was read. 

··I .. · .. ·. 

.; The Jury -' which· bad deUber·. 
·a ted four days· . .:... also found · tbe .... · 
'·Marin contractor. gullty··or ·two•-­

.. coimis of burglary for looung the ..... 
_. sbop and home of the victim, RICh· . : 
. ard Baldwin; 38. of SaD Rafael. . . 

·. ·:When Richards was ordered to· 
'tii'; after the ·jury's. verdict, .his :" 
,tother, Lois. angrily threatened a · 

signal · from Richards, he crushed 
Baldwin's skull with a baseball blit 
In bls shop,' and then shoved a cblsel 
and screwdriver Into his cbesL· ··:. 

. ·. The ·Pendragon. fantasy calloo 
for the takeover of Marin by a para· 
military force or young men, wbo 

'·would be .aided· by a. death ·laser 
Richards said would be Installed 
atop Mount Tan\alpals. 

The evidence indicated that 
·Richards,. whose contracting bus(. . · 

· . ness was failing, ·then went on a 
SJ>Ilnding spree wltb tbe !(ead man's 
checkbook and credlt.ca!"'s. 

. . .·:· __ Young witnesses-' members ~f 
,,_.,. ,,,,3 _.,. · ·· Richards' mysterious Pendragon 

group ~ testified tbat Richards of· 
Cered Hoover $2000 and a car if he 

· followed· Richards' oi'ders to get rid 
.. of Baldwin. · ·· · 

· · · · Hoover was also P..,mlsed he 
. '."You're tbe one I'm.·golng to would be made a duke In the !11ariio 

. newspaper reporter as she. stalked 
out of the the courtroOm. ·... · 

get,"· she snapped tO Independent . of the fUture. · · ··· ·. · .. · ·· 
. ' Journal reporter . Eric Ingram. · · · · 

,"VOu're the one ·wtio bung him (her . Hoo~er, wh~ ~Ill-be iried sepa·. 
l'.~n~•·:::_::~ .. · :·, .. ·:;; ,_ · : · . ' rately, confessed to killing Baldwin 
~--·:·.·.' ... The ·b. ·eaten ·_i>Ody' or Baldwin. -H~ shook his head in sh~clc. :-.-.on Richards' command. _He has. 

. .· . · .. ·• . pleaded not guilty by reason of tn· 
·wrapped ·In a plastic sllroud and . . ._ ' · '· : · · ... sanit : · . · · · · · · · 
weighted .by"an outboard motor, Although ·Richards· "did' ·not·"• · _Y · .. , .. ·,._. . 

. was found floating near the Sisters dirty his bands. did· not Inflict the The_·-jury will· reium to ttie 
Islands ln. July 1982 by a tugboat· fatal blow," be was responsible for .. couru'oom.Aprill2todetermlnetlie 
skipper:. . . . . . . .. the murder.-the prosecutor said. :. . '_'speCial drcunistazices·:;pennliy qt 

··· · · ·· · · · · . . .. ~ . .' 1 · c the case. · · ·· ' 
.Durlng . the 'two-month trial. . ·Tile evidence. he brought be- .. • · . . . --: ··-- • · • : 

·. prosecutor Edward· Berberian intro- fore the jury was designed to show .. ·:'Jurors will be asked to decide 
.-: duced a·courtrooin full or evidence that ·Richards,· manipulated his .... whether· Richards should· be soil· 

thal'llnked Richards to the murder young workers:.wttb the Pendragoit · tenced to llle without possibility or 
.··of Baldwin, a,. man Richards. de· fantasy, and brainwashed Crossan ·parole or given a life sentence with 

scribed to policeas "my_ friend." .Hoover Jr .• then _17, so that. on a 4:1tance of parole.. ' 
. _: 

~i . 
·.·• . .·,·-......... __ ___;...;.· _. ·---+ 
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_- _-- ____ Pend ragan._ trial _ _ _ 

GUilty Verdict; • 
judge ~~U.!S- it · 
rUthleSs killing · 

By Erik lllgram 
011111 u-

' A 31·yeaMld Sao Anselmo c:oa· 
iractor faces life Ia prison fallowing 
his coavlc:tioa for wbllt a Marla Judge 
called a "rothless killlDg" Uakea to a 
bizarre fantasy called P.eadra~oa. 

Mark Richards was conv1cted 
· Monday of the brutal slaytng of a 
friend who had been aa usher at his 
weddlag party. · · · -. 
· Richards slowly shook his head Ia 

. disbelief as Superior Court Judge E. 
-Warren MCGuire read the Clrst· 

· degree_ murder verdict. · 
· Richards, who authoriUes said had -
_ a fa.atasy lavolvlag aa anned take-
over of Marla with him serving as a -
benevolent Kblg --Arthur;· also was 

1 
... conv1cted ·of· burglarizing the home 

and auto restoraUoa shop of ·Richard 
Baldwta,.the vlcUm. .,:- , - . _. ·_ ... 

Richards displayed llttle emotion 
uatil McGulJ:e revoked his $250,000 . 

.·-: 
Mark Richards . 

Became Ill after verdict 
ball aad ordered him held Ia jaU - • 

. without ball. . 'aie, . ruthless kUUag. .. for flaaaclal 
-. "He obv1ailsly poses a threat to the gain." · · · 

· commuai1X," McGuire said Ia revok· Richards' -mother;-Lois, a loag·. 
lag bail, '_ It_ was_ a plaaaed, dell her· See PeadragaD, page A9 . 

000794 
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·· endragon : . . . ~ .· . 
From page Al cards ancl checkbook. · · Marin. · . . . • 

! time Sao ADselmo resident, sobbed Hoover bas admitted killiDg Bald· ~ards "talked about setting up 
I quietly as tbe verdict was read. wiD but said be did it at Ricllards' · an · alliematlve government. . These 

I Her anguish turned to anger as tbe command. Hoover bas ~leaded oat . young DieD believed what he told 
court recessed, and as she Je!t tbe. · guilt by reason of insamty. · tbem," Berfterian told jurors. . . · 

: courtroom she tf~re:ateaed a aewspa- . Richards created tbe f!~Utious cult •· . Defense -~-~ey Carl Shapiro 
' per reporter and kicked tbe camera of Pendragon, a paramilitary force · c:alled tbe Peudragon story "non- · 
' case of a freelaDce writer who had tbat would take over Maria Conaty, . sea:se" during ~- and argued ! followed tbe case. · . -aided by a "deatb laser'' atop a :tbat.bis client. w tbe Yictim of a · 
. . "You'l'e tbe one rm going to get, • nearby mountain, DI'OSeCIItors said. . concocted story.-.. · i} · · · ., . 
; she said. shaking ber flnger at an ·Authorities said kichards manipu· · The jury will re 'to tbe court• 
. Independent Journal reporter. lated young men wbo worked for bis ·.room thursday .to deefde-whetber 
; "You're tbe one who hung him (her -·contractiog business: into believing Richards should serve life 'in-prison 
i son)." · · . . . . · . . · . bis fantasy. Some former followers . without tbe possibility of parole. · , 
• It was unclear what she meant. · testified, that. a group of about 10 . Normally, firstudegree murder 
· Tbe comment ma7 have been a young mea. met weekly at Richards' ·carries a SeJJteace of 25 years to lifolf . 
' reference to reportiog on tbe case. San Anselnlo home to plot tbeir new I witb parole possible after abont 18. 
' Moments later, as a bailifi was · kingdom, wbich was to be known as . years. . . · . · · : . . . -- :.. 1, . : 
' preparing to take him to jail, Rich·· . .. · - · ~- "' i ~~'&it:' :;t,ag;!~ 3budu~ . : ... i •} .. 1· 
i slightly. His eyes appeared glassy. 
: .Once In tbe jail, be becani~ ~ale 
' and began sweatiog profusely, ,Jailers 
: said. . . . . . .. . • 
i Richards was rosbed to Marin 
! General· Hospital, where be told 
, medical personnel· that he had taken 
! tbree pUis. He declined to say what 
i kind of pills. · · . 
• ~IS stomach was emptied and the · 
: ... oeat:l wiU be analyzed, Lt. . WU· 
; llam Doanvan, tbe jail· commander, 
; said today. · · 
! . Sgt. Dan Payoe, aaotber jail off!­
; cer, said Richards ate breakfast 
. today. 
; The jury deliberated four days 
· before reaching its verdict. 
: During tbe two montb trial, Depu­
; ty District Attorney Edward Berberi· 

an presented a mountain of evidence 
: lialUng Richards to tbe July 6, 1982 
• murder of Baldwin. 
· Baldwin's body was found floatiog 

in San Pablo Bay a week later. HiS 
• skull had been crushed with a 
• baseball bat and he had been stabbed 
• in the head and heart witb a 
' screwdriver. 
. The prosecution's key· witness, 
' Andrew Campbell, 19, testified under 
. a grant of immunity and admitted 
: helping dispose of tbe victim's body 
: witb a boat Richards bad purcbasea 
. for tbat purpose. · 
• · Campbell said tbe deatb blows 
. were struck by anotber youth, eros­
. san Hoover Jr~ also 19, who faces a 
: separate trial 
: The motive was . a plan to rob 
• Baldwin and bail out Richards' 
; fiDallcially troubled contracting bUSi· 

""SS, Campbell told the jury. 
·ame of tbe money could be used 

- purchase weapons for Peadragon, 
1 be ~uoted Richanls as saymg. 
' Richards offered both youtbs man­
) ey ~ return ~or their JOles in the 
1 sla_1111g, be wd. ; · . 
, He al3o described a s~ding spree 
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. .' Peridragoq wiJness tells o.f marina scene 
By Etlk IDgmm · · .mtlearned .;/'the murder Hoover, wh~ i.as pleaded. Ca~:· iiisuned that she . ·Oft U ""'' · · · ·. afterwards· ·and' used tire not guilty ' by reason of was surprised to see the 

A fo~ Bec:m;ty ·guard . ·.victim's. credit· c:aJ'Ils . and Insanity, wUI be tried after . boat In the couple's drlv~ 
at the Loc Lomond Marl· . checkbook. But; Shapiro Richards._ • .· . -.way, given lheu- financial 
na told_ tlie jury 1n the maintained, his cUent took . Campbell, -who pollee troubles. -. · · · . . · 

. ·.:Pendragoul murder case ·:-: no part .In. planning· or. think .'took part·. only . In ' · . In· other testimonY' 
· · Thursday lhathe observed · carrYing ·out the .slaying. disposing of the body, was _: Thursday, two expert wit• 

a . man and -two boys :-,: · Shapiro claims. that It granted· immunity. from .. nesses - one a fingerprlat 
launching A boat late on • . was the work of two teen- prosecution In return for· authority and the other a · 
the night ot July a, 1982. · aged employees of his cU· his testilllony against Rich: ha~dwrltlng expert - tes· 

-- The testimony of Sam ent :- Crossan Hoover Jr .. -ards.. . .·.. . .. tlf1ed that It was Richards 
Paul was offered ·by the . and ADdrew CampbeU ..,. He testified eai-Uer that · who made out several of 
prosecutlon:to support Its ·,and that Richards wasset It was Hoover.wbo·clid the 'Baldwin's .cheeks In .the 
theory tbit defendant •up by the youths, both 17 at actual kllllng on a prear-- . days . that followed the 
Mark Richards and two the time. : . . ranged lligaal- from Rich· . slaying.·- . · . · .. 

. teen-agers murdered Rich-- "·. Baldwin's· · body ·was ards, who aUegedly lured :. -Tbe Investigation of the 
ard Baldwin that day and :found floating In San Pablo Baldwin to his auto resto-. - murder led to. documents 
then dumped his body ·1n Bay on July 13, 1982 and ration shop, where the. at Richards' San Anselmo 
the bay. · i ·-· .· . _.. -:;·. . lnfo~ants lipped. pollee. slaying occUrred. borne that Indicated a 
· Paul, wbOI said he-~ . Investigaton that R!cbards A MiD Valley man later group called Pendragon 
countered tlie trio twice and the youths llllgbt be testified that Richards pur· was formed to take over 

tllhavetlyniigbdet,ntlfco~uiRidchanot poslas·· ·• __ res_ sponllhe ltrlble
0

• · w' .
8
·.-
5
· -. ·-

8
.:_1ed- .chased a 17·foot boat from Marin. Berberian thinks 

rds The· .. _ him on July S-and ap- the Pendragon group was a 
the adult 1n e. group. . · several days l~ter. and peared ·In a hurry to try it ·. tool Richards' used to ma· 
- However, _be told the Hoover: gave ·poUce_ a full_ oul · ·. nipulate the youths Into 
jury, the man at the marl' ·. confession. Richards' former wife, taking part ·_In the crime. 
na fit Richards' general 
description. . I · . 

He said be first saw the 
trio at about 10:30 p.m. and. 

: ,' -""as told by the adult that 
! '· .ey wanted to launch the. 

ooat, describ_e.!l by Paul as . 
from 15 to 1&-

1
reet long. · 

Paul said be then took a 
nap In his car and was 
awakened by 1 the same 
three people abOut 80 min­
utes later. 

_ The adult said they had 
left to get so'" thing and· were just retu g, Paul 
said. , _ 
· ''They woke me up and 
told me It woulll be them 

· at : the boat rainp," Paul 

_ad~~ said h~ J.;· ii~ ~ 
them again bl4 · noticed 
their old truck still ·parked 
at the ramp ai be was 
getting off duty: at about 
5:30 a.m. the neXt day. 
· Deputy District Attorney 
Ed Berberian maintains 
that the trio firstjlauncbed 
the boat . and then left to 
pick up Baldwln'i body at 
the victim's autoi restora· 
lion shop In San Rafael. 
· He his IDtrodliced evl• 
dence intended to show 
that Richards mastermind· 
ed the murder of Ills friend, 

1 '3aldwin, as part tif a plot 
\ ;o rob the victim lind keep 

-~ Richards' troubled con· 

. 

tractlng buslnes'' from· 
going bankrupt . _ . . · . 

Defense attorn~ Carl 
;;Ilaplro o! . ~~ -~~.' 

. ;· , ........ · . .. . ,;, ·--~ .~:-.:..: .. .-~>· ·:,~ _.:::_ . 
; _ B4 Friday, March 16, 1984 Independent Journal 

._·, ......... ---·-·------.-, -· 
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~~-Playing ,king .of the mQ\JntaiO 
. . . . . . . . ·'· ;:;.i~ . : : . . '.'.... .:. 

Pendragon trial witness tells ofmilitary boast.· frorfj Mount· Tam .. ; · · 
. . . . . i. . . \ . . . . . .• 

By Spencer Sias · · · "And il we weni farther north· and Baldwin. was beaten with a baseball Cerulli told the court thai Rlcbards: 
· 01 ,,. JJ ·11, 11 · · blew up the brld~e to Petaluma·, Marin · bat and stabbed to death on July 6, 1982 left 'the house that night with Hoover ar ) 
. . , would be Isolated, '.he said R!chards said.·.:; at his shop. His body was found floatlng . Andrew Campbell, saying !hat he had L,., 

. Mark Richards, the defendant In the . Andrews, who now lives lD TeMesee,,. •in the bay on July. 13. · . . · . finish a contraetlng Job. · ·. '. •·-:·. 
Pendragon murder trial, surveyed Marl_n . ,said he did not take .Richards aerlou~ly ... · Andrew Campbell, a 19-year-old wlt·. ::She also test_ffied that she wll~· 
c:;ounty from the top of Mount Tamalpa1s Richards Is suspected of arrangmg • .. ness, told the court earlier that the . ·surprised that Richards: felt be bad;·. 

. hk~ a ge~~ral and outlined strategy for the murder of Richard Baldwin of Santa · murder was planned and carried out by enough money to buy the boat that. the:.' 
. ta_kmg mll1t~~y control of the county, a . Venetla In order to get money to keep his .. Richards and another. youth, Crossan prosecution believes was purchased .on: 
Witness_ test1f1ed Monday. troubled contracting business from going , ·Hoover Jr., who will stand trial separate- the d~y of the murd_er for the purpose ~f;: 

Cra1g Andrews, a friend.· of the bankrupl . ·. · · : ·. ·. ly. . . dumpmg the bD!Iy m the bay. ,. , , '. · 
contractor, told a _Marin County_Superlor · . Another _witness testified earlier that . . . E~rlier on Monday, the 19th. day of · · : ld h · · ·. · h 'w 

5 
r~:: 

Court jury that R1_chards took_ h•m. to the Htchards sa1d II they got enough money; · th_e Ina!, the court h~ard testimony fr~m prls~dr~t~~o a r~f~igl~t:to~ full ~~ ro':xr· 
top of the. mounta!n to show h1m h1s plan It could also be used to buy .weapon~ for :. Rtchards' fonner wife, C~ryn Cerutti. and to get a charm· bracelet· I rom'. 
for lsolatmg Mann. . . . an anny that could. take over Mann.:.·,· She said that on the mght of July 6, · ·R· h ds h 1 f th ·d f th : 

. "We could blow up the Golden Gate · · They said Richards told them be ' when .the prosecutor believes Richards IC ar 5 ort Y a ter · e ay 0 e ·. 
B~idge down. there," Craig remembers might ~et as much as $50,000, b:( selling dumped Baldwin's body In the bay, her murder. . . ·. ··: 
Rtchards saymg. "And we could blow up Baldwm's possessions, includmg. the .. husband left the house at about 11:30. · · She remembered· g~ttmg calls. at: 
the Richmon~-San Raf~el B!ldg_e and equipment in his San Rafael auto resto- . p.m. and did n~t return until about3 a.m. work from lend~rs aslung about· late:-

. destroy the Richmond 011 rehnenes. ration shop and vintage cars. when he fell mto a deep sleep. payments on theJr car loans. · · .• ::-; . 
' ' . ', ·-~ 

0 
0 
0 
f\.) 

0 
~ 
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Pehdragon _ recrui~ing 
·described attrial. · : ·. __ : 

By Erik Ingram ~e J11!y i't9~2. ~urd~ of bls fri~D~ I 
•. 01 ...., u •lall - Richard Baldwin of Santa Venetia. ~ 
A former employee of murder Deputy District Attorney Ed Ber-. ~ 

ld berian maintains that Richards mas- ' defendant Mark Richards to a terminded the murder-for-hire. slay· .. 
Marin jury Tuesday he .was a!>' ing of Baldwin as part of a plot to rob 
proacbed about joining a mysterious Baldwin and . ball out Richards' 
group called Pendragon and was · · d t' 
then warned that be_ would '_'be . l/:~cially trouble .co~trac tng 
eliminated" If be said anything. Berberian · claims that ' Richards 

The testimony- by Mike Fuller, a 
· · 23-year-old service station manager, used Pendragon, a group that alleg, 

came during a day· that saw the edly discussed·the armed takeover of 
1 i [prosecution introduce physical evt· Marin, to manipulate_ two teen-agers 
U dence intended to link Richards with · See Pendragon, page· A8 
II' . ... . ' 
\ . _! --~----'-'-''· ; _______ '-._, _ __:_. 

Pendragon· 
From page Al tape and television cable, and a 

into participating in the murder. · small· outboard motor was attached 
Richards' attorney, Carl Shapiro, . to It with bemd rope. · · · 

· • :ounters that no takeover was A tipster tol police Richards and 
plaMed. Documents related to Pen· two teen-aged employees.- Andrew 
dragon that were seized at Richards' Campbell and Crossan Hoover Jr., 
home in San Anselmo are part of his both 17 at the time - might be 
research for a science-fiction novel involved; 
about a Marin of the future, the San Rafael Detective Ted Lindqu· 
attorney claims. · ist and other investigators then 

Fuller told the Superior Court jury determined that Richards ·allegedly 
that be worked for Richards' con- had gone on a buyilig spree with 
tracting firm in early !982 and Baldwin's credit cards and check· 
during the time was_ approached by book. 
another young man, Willie Robles, The three were arrested outside 
about joining Pendragon. Richards' San Anselmo home three 

Fuller said be was later solicited days after the body was found. 
by Richards to drive gas trucks from Investigators were told that. the· 
Richmond to Marin after the take- ·three· were taking trash to the dump. 
over occurred .. · · · . · . - Hoover confessed to actually kill· 

He quoted Richards as telling him, ing Baldwin, saying be crushed the 
"Don't say anything or you will be victim's skull with a baseball bat on 
eliminated." a prearranged signal from Richards. 
· Fuller said be never · joined the 
group and left his job wltli Richards Campbell, granted immunity from 
on the advice of his mother, who bad prosecution in retilm for his testimo­
become aware of the situation: . ny against Richards, said he took 

Robles, the man who attempted to pari only in· disposing of the body, 
.recruit- Fuller into Pendragon, t.esti· which he said was dumped in the bay 
lied earlier that Richards paid him to from a boat Richards bad just 
lind members. . purchased. 

He said on one occasion Richards Richards, In his initial interview 
told him he had a problem with Dick· with police shortly alter his arrest, at 
- an apparent referrence to !laid-· first denied any knowledge of the 
win - and that something would murder but later said he learned of it 
have to be done about him. from Hoover and admitted using the 

Baldwin's body was found floating credit cards. : 

1
-In San Pablo Bay on July 13, 1982, by He naUy denied planning or taking 

a tugboat captain. · . . part in tbe killing. 
Investigation showed be had been His attorney, Shapiro, maintains 

bludgeoned and stabbed to death at that his client bas been set up by 
· the au\o restoration shop he owned in . Hoover and Campbell. · · 
San Rafael. · · . Michael Waller, an expert from 

....... ............... ,,._Au~"" -ith "",.. n.A ........ _,...,,. tohnr!ltn-rv tpezfified 

·-,, . ,, 
.-' 
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Tuesday that evidence found In tbe 
back of Richards'. truck and boat the 
day he was arrested can be linked to 
the crime. 

The most' significant piece of 
evidence, he said, . was television 
cable seized in the truck. 

Microscopic examination positive­
ly matched the cable with that used 
to wrap Baldwin's body, Waller 
testified. . 

That match was made in studying 
how the cable was cut, be said, 
adding that a flap of the rubber cable 
covering was created during the cut .. 

That flap matched perlecUy when 
the two pieces were put together, be 
said. . 

While he· could- not positively 
match tbe duct tape and hemp rope 
found with that used to dispose of the 
body, Waller said- there were many 
similarities and no significant dissi· 
milarities. 

The rope was similar in terms of 
the same number of strands, the 
same twist and the same fiber, 
Waller told the jury. 

The duct tape was similar in color, 
weave and a manufacturing flaw in 
weave, which created a double · 
weave in the tape. · 

Waller also said a small spot of 
blood, found on .a boat cushion, was 
type B, the same as Baldwin's. 

Not enough blood was found to do 
additional tests to confirm that it 
was the victim's, he said. 

Berberian also introduced bank 
and other records that showed Rich· 
ards' personal and business final!ces 
were in troubled waters shortlY. 
N-rn,.. thP •1::tvin". 
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· b·aitu .. pheld 

A MariD SuperiOr Court judge bas ordered a metal 
1

1

. detector be placed at tbe entrance of tbe courtroom 
· dur!Dg tbe Pendragoo murder trial IS being held. · · 

: ·. · : But tbe judge refUsed to revoke Mark Rlebards' baD 
1 =r.lte tesUmou~ tbat tbe defendant was seen wltb a 

· Judge E. · Warreu McGuire ordered tbe special . 
security measure but rejected tbe request from pro- . 
secuttog attorney Ed BerberiaD ou tbe grounds tbat 

. tbe lestlmooy did oot provide enough evidence. . 
.. ' McGuire's rulings were made Mooday .after Sao · 

Rafael Pollee Sgl. Ted LIDdquest testHled tbat be bad . 
talked to a womao wbo bad dated Rlcliards aod bad 

· seen blm wttb a gun. . 
ODe of tbe coodlttoDs of Rlcbards' $250,000 baU was 

tbat be could DOt carry a ftrearm. 
Tbe womao, LIDda Llpes of Sao Rafael, tesutled tbat 

Rlebards IDtroduced bJmseJf as FraocoiS Ragocazy, a 
. Soutb Amerlcao official, when she met blm. · 
· Sbe testified tbat she saw a gun Ill tbe glcive com­
partment of Rlebards' car wbUe OD a date wltb blm. 

Rlcbards,. 30, Is accused of mlistermllldlllg tbe . 
. murder of Rlcbard Baldwin, wbose battered body was 
. found floattog Ill Sao FraociSco Bay. 

He was arrested aloog wltb two Novato teen-agers-
· · ADdrew Campbell aod Crossao Hoover, Jr. - oo July 

16; 1982. The two youtba were 17 wben arrested. 
Campbell, ·wbo claims biS only IDvolvement was Ill 

belplllg dispose of tbe bOdy, was graoted Immunity 
from prosecutlDD Ill excbaoge for biS testimouy. . . 

Accordlllg to Campbell's testimony Ill earUer pro-
. ceedlllgs. Rlebards plaDDed tbe murder becauSe be . 
waoted tbe victim's money. · 

· · . He said tbat Hoover did tbe actual kUIIDg after being 
. persuadedbyRicbards. . . . :. 

At ~=~roceediDgs ou Mooday, defense.attomey 
.CarlS put biS client oo tbe staDd. . ·· 

· Rlebards said tbat Llpes. testimooy was coiTect but . 
, tbat be bad uot lmowD a gun was Ill tbe car be bad bor· 
·· · rowed from bts parents. · · . · · · · · ·. .... .. · ·' 
:, .. Mrs. Rlcbards, who was called to tbe st&Dd before· l Llpea: testHied, said tbat "Fraocols" was a famUy · .I 
~ DlekDamed given to ber sou.. . . · 
1 Sbe also said she owoed baDdguns wblcb she bad 
11 bougbtfor self-protecUou. · · · · 
;-;. When tbe ID!Ual IDvesUgaUoo begao, pollee said 
,! Pendragoo was a small group of DO more tban a dozen 
: youog people, led by Richards. Sao Rafael Ill· 
· · vesUgators diScouoted tbe serlousoess of reporled 
· . goals, such Ill! tbe armed takeover of MariD. · 
· · · Rlebards' attomey bas said biS client was prepariDg 

to write a book, uot leadlllg a secret society. 
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Judge. refuses to revoke bail. of Pendragon murder suspect~ 
ca who wanted to tour. ~an Fraoc:fs· officers are respoosfble.for. enlerinc Her soa's a:se of anotber aame r.a~ .-:J By Erik Ingram The hearing took place outside tbe 

or 1M u ma JurJ's presence. 
A Marin Judge, wbo ordered spe- Tbe trial is oow In Its third week. 

c:lal courtroom aec:arlty measures RlcbardJ, a SO-year-old contractor 
Monday morning 1n the so-called from San Anselmo, Is acc:used of 
Pendragon murder case, later reject· masterminding the murdef-for·hlre 
ed a request from the prosecutor that slaying of a friend, Richard Baldwlo. 
defendant Mark Richards'· ball be u part of a robbery plol 
revoked. During lhe lnvesttgaUon, detec-

Superlor· Court Judge E. Warren Uves discovered documents that have 
McGuire said evidence supporUng been interpreted by some as evldenee 

. allegations that Richards poSsessed a of a plot for the forted takeover ·of 
pistol In violation of bls "bail condl- Marin. . · 
tlom was not strong enough to justUy Richards' defense atlomey, Carl 
Increasing lhe bail or holding tbe Shapiro of San ADSelmo. aalcl lhe 
ddendant without bail · · documents were part of his client's 

Bur McGuirt lef aramf bis earlier restattb (or a Jc:Jence fleUoo ooveJ. 
ruling that all ente>rtna: the court· called Pendragon. about a Marin of 

· room - wiUI the ezceptlon of lhe tbe future. 
jurors and court personnel - pass McGuire's security order came 
through a metal dettctor at the front · after be beard a tape-recorded con­
door. venations between SgL Ted Llndq"u-

lst, the San Rafael detecUve assigned 
to the Pendracon case, and a womaa 
Richards began dalln& after be wa1 
released last December oa 1!50,000 
ball. 

co. bill parents' home Ia SaD Aoselmo beell"a game" wltbl.D the family 101 · 
~met shortly be~ort Christmas severat months 110 and "t.earin&lt to years, ltie said. · .· 'h 

and bad about 10 ouUDJS. she said. shreds. · Under cross-es:amlnatlon Mrs; 
Wben abe asked him about the gun "Whlcb police &Jenc:y?" Berberian Rlchanb aald she owns four Pisto~ 

The woman Linda u of"San Ia hb car, Upe:s said. be responiled asked. . · kepf.·for self protection. . 
Rafael, t.estifltd In the af~ooa that · that lL was there tor "political "I don't know," Rlcbards an· . She said . ber family bas bee!) I 
on one occasion she saw. a pistol in reasons." . . · swered. "My parents told me . • · harassed for a" year by a neiJb'" ., . 
the gfove box of a car Richards Was Wbe» she- (JDally dlstavered ~is They told me the house· had been whose son, ·Keith Andrews, wo. ) · 
driving. . . : ·· true lde~Utf last wee~ Lipes sa1d1 ransacked. The aame tlD4 a( c:IJa· prosecuUon witness ·against Rich· . .. 

On another occasion, sbe said she abe was qu1te surprised and shoctea rettes were felt behind as those ards. . . ~ · . 
felt somelhlnJ hard under bis Jictet abont ll" ' · smoked · by tbe pollee wben tbel ''I bave DO Idea when he (the . 
on the llde of his waist · · · "I didn't beUen It ..• 1 thought It searched the bouse" after hill arres neighbor) Is coing to come In and ... 
. LlpessaidRichan!Jid,!nunedhim- was someone else," she added .. · ~e hard.objec:t IJ~ felt ot1 his &boot," lhe said, adding ahe.has 
sell to her as Fraac:ois Ragoc:azy aDd Under cross-eumlnaUon ~ Shapl· · wa1st was probably b1s. ktJS. be carried 1 pistol whUe walkin1 her 
his mother, Lois, 81 bls aunl · ro. Llpes.was shown a starters plstol added. . , pt"!lperl)' or riding in her car. . • 

HetoldberbehadacOasia,.named that fires 011ly blaDks. Latelastyear,wbenRichards ball J.D response to a question from 
Mart Richards, who was lD trouble Upet said It was about Lbe tame was redaced tram 1500,000 and be Berberian, abe sa1d s.be dldn't tnow 
with the law she said size as the gnn she saw Ill the car but was freed, tbe court set several what lind of guns the-y are but said, 

As FrancoiS Ragoca~y. she added, . didn' tnow lf It was the same. CtJndJUons, amon1 them that be Dot "I'm a darn good sboL Would you like 
RJchards portrayed bimseU 11 a Sbaplro tbta put RJc~rdJ. on the ~n or possess a gun.· . me to show you?" , 
comulale ollicial from Sooth Amtri· · stand. · . Acc:ariUng to IJndqu~t, he first . "I'll pass on that," Berberian 

Tbe defendant said everything teamed thal Richard! milbt have a responded. 
U~ testified to was true, but said gun from John lflkisb, witli whom he · . .• 
he didn1 kDow beforehand that the spoke oa Satnrday. I · 
gun was lD the Jlove box or the car be Hlt.l.sh aald a friend. of his wUe's 
borrowed from his fatber. . had been daUng a man he IUSpeded 

lte denied ever toucbln1 It or any of belna: Richards. 
other gun since his release. The man was osiDg aDOiber name, 

Asked by Deputy District Attorney he said. but another acquaintance. ·I 
Ed Berberian to explain his comment after watchlnJ television coverage of 1 

tb.at It was for political reasoru11, the trial, later Identified him as 
Richards responded that be considers Richards.· · · 
his trial to be political. Hikisb attended court last week 

.. , see lhls trial as politicaL You and c:onflrrited the ldentlly,IJndquist 
two are trying to save your neeD told Judge McGuire. 
from a bad" bust," be said, r_eferrtng · Richards' attorney also called his 

-to Berberian and Lindquist. dienl's molher, Lots, to tbe stand to. 
· · He aaid he also believes po1lc:e dispute> the allecatlons. · 

0 
0 
0 
1\.) 

Q 
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From rnuseurn_·to mprder·p_l.ot· 
. By. Erik Ingram 
. . ... : . Of lllo. u !llall . .. 

· · Robles,' who riow is in the Navy~. chest with a SCrewdriVer, Campbell 
said at one point Richards gave him. said he. was told by Hoover. · 

· ·$1,000 and said it was. a donation to. His-own involvement was belpiDg .· 

I .Peodragon, a· u;ysterious group' Pendragoo from filmmaker George· dispose of the body, Campbell said. 
that came to light as police investi· Lucas. · Campbell, ·granted immunity in · 

: gated the murder of a Santa Venetia Lucas, a San Anselmo resident, has return. for hiS testimony, testified 
' mao, originally started' out with the no connection with Pendragoo. earlier that he wasn't sure whether 
1 idea of creating a museum out of the· For a while, Robles said, be ·Baldwin was killed on July 5 or July 

old ·gun bunkers· on the Marin believed there were "bigher·ups" in 6. Campbell alsO offered conllicting . 
, . Headlands, a Marin jury was told '. the. organization and at one point testimony as to when Baldwin body 
~ ,Friday. • · . . · · tried to call Lucas. · . · . . . was loaded into a boat and dwnped · 
.. , ..• ::But·:·wbat ·started . out to be· a . Lucas did not return tbe ·call, he in the bay.· . . : ·: · .... • :: . ·• · ._ 
/'museum ·turned into a plot to take . told the jury.· · . . . . : . Asked about Pendragoo by Sbapl· 
1. •. over Marin, a former member, Willie Robles left Marin to join'tbe Navy · ro, Campbell said be attended. one · 
''Robles, testified..· . . .. prio_r to tbe.slaying of. Baldwin.,··.· meeting but ~'didn't take it serioUS:· 
':~<· .. Robles'·testimony came during the . Tbe prosecution's star witness, Jy.~e said Richards told him h~ 
··trial of Mark Richards, a 30·year-old ·Andrew Campbell, continued· under 
'.contractor accused ·of mastermind, . cross-examination Friday by defense planned to put the takeover plot into 
_,ing.the_inurder ~~his friend, Richard:. attorney Carl· Shapiro .. · .. · ·: • ef~t 8~~~~~n~deeb!:a'itcbards ->Baldw10, .. wbose body .. was found ..... Shapiro continued to.bammer.on once.took him to the San Franc~ 
·floating iD San Pablo Bay on July 13, :. discrepancies in Campbell's testimo- Theological S<!mlnary In San ADStil. 
.: 1982. · · , .. . · : .' ny about. when the killing occurred mo, where tbey toured the castle-lik~ 
....... RobleS said be went to ·work for . and when he said he helped Richards ·buildings. . .. . .• . .... .. . .. ,. ··" 
· Richards' firm In November 1981 . and· another youtb, Crossan Hoover "ThiS is, where we are-~oin~-~ 
·.and lived witb Richards from De- Jr., dispose of the body. . ·'.' .. · . ll • k 
.•.cember. 1981 to June 1982. . .· .. - The' motive for'·tbe. murder . was· ve. after tbe ta eover, mp . 1 

quoted Richards as saying.' · 
_. ·:·He attended many weekly Pendra· :.:financial ·gain by looting Baldwin's. . Shapiro maintains that Pendragon . 

·.: gon meetings, be said, adding tbere borne ·and auto restoration shop, ·documents seized at Richards home · 
was: discizssion . ot storming police Campbell said, . . . . . . . •' . in San Anselmo are actually research 

. stations and taking over· tbe county. - · Richards and Hoover lured the materials his client was· using to 
·RobleS said Richards wanteci him. :.victim to his shop, where· Hoover write a science-fiction novel about. a 

,. "to secure Angel Island" when the . slammed him over the head with a . Mario of tbe future.. . .. 
. takeover occurred. · .... baseball bat and stabbed b1m in the The trial resumes,on Monday ... ~ 

i ... 
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.Money for guns· cited as motive 

Star· mu.rder witness· testifies .· !:J 
By Erik Ingram · Campbell testified earlier that the The trio then returned to the restora- ·'charge card to furchase nearly '900 

Ollie IJ llafl slaying was conceived, planned and lion shop and put Baldwin's body, worth of Items a an East Bay Wards 
carried out by Richards and another wrapped In plastic, In the rear of · store and then rushed over to the South · 

Accused murderer Mark Rlchar'!9 r,outh Crossan Hoover Jr. who will stand Richards' truck. They then returned to San FranciscO store to buy more. 
hoped to get enough money from hts · 1 1 ' r t 1 · ' th ht h b h 1 th . II t h I r· I I r a sepa. a e y. . e yac ar or w ere once aga n e "Mark said he wondered bow fast the 
VIC m o e p 1nance an arsena o guns · security guard questioned them and let 
for a mysterious group called Pendragon, · Campbell said Thursdaf he knew them ass. · (credit) computers .work," Campbell said, .. 
the prosecution's star witness .testified days In advance that Baldwm would be . · .. P · . · adding the defendant wanted to, In effect, 
Thursday. · . killed and agreed io help dispose' of tbe · All t6ree were armed with· pistols,· · · double the card's '900 line of credil 

Andrew Campbell, 19, who was grant· body In return for $2,000 promised by Campbell said. . When he checked the credit at the 
. eel immunity- from prosecution in return . Richards. . · It was Richards' plan to dump the South Bay store, the computer bad 
for his testimony, made the accusation as lie said Baldwin was murdered alter . body In a deep shipping channel where It already recorded the East Bay purcbas· 
he told a Marin Superior Court jury how Richards and Hoover lured him to his wouldn't be seen al low tide, Campbell es, Campbell aaded.. 
he helped dispose of Richard Baldwin's ·restoration shop, where Hoover crushed said, adding, however, that plan was. Under cross-ezamlnatlon by Rich· 
bodl In July 1982. : . ·. . · his skull with a baseball bat and stabbed abandoned when the boat. developed . · ards' defense attorney, Carl Shapiro of 

'He said if we made enough money he him in the chest with a screwdriver. engine trouble. · · . . · · . San Anselmo, Campbell admitted be had 
could use some ·of ll. to buy guns. for . · After ransacking the bouse, Campbell Richards then decided to put the body · been Involved In two burglaries In 1982. 
Pendragon," Campbell said, referring to said, the trio purchased a boat from a overboard at the Sisters Islands, Camp-. · lie also admitted owning a lock pick 
a comment Richards made afte~ the ·. Mill Valley man using money stolen from bell said. · · . · set, confiscated by police when they 
slaying. . . Baldwin. ·. · · · · But the body didn't sink so Richards searched. his home. \ 

Mon.ey was the motive, he said, Campbell said the body was disposed : ordered the teen-agers to attach a small Tbe cross-eumlnalion was to conUn· J 
adding Richards needed money to save of the day after the murder, a recollec- ·outboard motor to II, the witness said. ue today. 
his financially troubled contracting busl· ·. lion which conflicts with other evidence· . Tbe body sank and Richards said, " An earlier witness, John Carrington 
ness from ·folng bankrupt . . · ... collected by the prosecutor, wbo believes · 'It's done. We have to get out' of here,'" · ·of Dinuba, near Fresno, testified that . 
· Baldwin s Santa Venetia home was ·.the body was disposed of the same day. · Campbell added. . . · · · ' . Richards was wrlltlng a science fiction 

ransacked after the slaying, Campbell · · In . purchasing the boat, Campbell . · They then returned to Richards' San novel about a Marlo of the future. 
said. Richards told the youths they might said, Rtchards told the seller that be bad : Anselmo home and burned the baseball The ·novel was tilled "Pendragon," 
get as much as f.~o.ooo by selling to have II Immediately because he . · bat, Hoover's blood-stained panis, and · Carrington said, adding he had read some 
Baldwin's possessions, Including bis shop wanted to take Campbell and Hoover other papers that could link the trio with · of the manuscrlpl . · . 
equipment· and vintage cars. . . . · fishing. · · : the murder, Campbell testified. · "It involved the separation of Marlo 
. Baldwin, a friend of Richards, was . · . They towed the boat to the Loch · In the days that followed, Campbell ·froin the rest of the country," be said. 

bludgeoned and stabbed to death July .6, · Lomond Yacht Harbor In San Rafael and · recounted, he and Richards went on a Deputy District Attorney Ed Berber!· 
0 1982 in th~ auto .restoration shop ;·.~~; launch~ It at n!gh\, Campbell said. . buying spree ';'Sing the vlctlin's check~:; :an maintains th_at Richards form~ a . 

operated In San RafaeL . ; · While launchmg It, the three were book and cred1t cards.. . ·' · · . · ·.·: grouJI. of youths Into an organization c;::::> 
· !lis body was found floating in th~ bay ·, noticed by .a security guard who ques- He described one day in which they.·., called Pendragon and used lito manipu- 0: 

by a tugboat captain on July 13.. . · tloned· but did not .. stop them .... · used Baldwin's Montgomery Wards : · late Hoover Into killing Baldwin. N · 
. . .. -~· ............ ·.... ~ 
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• Pendragon · M.,.rder :Trial 
Told.·of Plan to.BuyGuns 

··.: . . 
.. · ... '.. . ·:~ ·: ·. 

·· : • .. ' By Jack l'iell · (Crooslel Hoover,: another or bls teenage· 
:illa.rk Richards, &be creator of . workers, Campbell testified, Richards. 

the Pendragon fantasy about an- suddenly started talking about the Pen· 
armed takeover of Marin County, dragon movement. 
planned· to buy guns for the. Pen- . · "Mark said lie was going to be war­
dragoll,.paramllltary.,·group_,"YI.tb_ .. )ord. He was going to be king. He said 
part;.11f.t.hll~~~~~te of t'!,e.~l!~-~t:·~~~.',.as going to be In charge of na­
eharged with murdering, llie prilll,,: .. ~flihl.alltltaklng care of the animals, and· 

· ecutloll'sstar witness testified yes.;:·' tball cinlld be a• duke I! I wanted." · 
terday. 

Andrew campbell, a rosy-cheeked 
19-year-old from Novato, told a jury that 
Richards believed there was equipment 
worth $50,000 In Richard Baldwin's San 
Rafael auto restoration shop, plus a stable . 
of "high-priced" antique and class.le cars. 

Tile bludgeoned body of the auto 
restorer, wrapped In a ·plastic shroud 
with an oulboar'd motor; rloated"tci ·the 
surface or the bay near the Sisters Islands 
orr San Rafael on July 13,-1982. 

· Campbell, who was granted I!Dmunl- · 
ty from prosecution In ·return for his 

· testimony, quietly told the jurors bow be 
helped "dispose of the body" and test!· 
fled that Richards planned to sell every­
thing Baldwin owned. 

"Mark said that If we made enough 
money, be would use some or It to get 
some more guns for Pendragon." 

But Richards, the operator of a 
floundering general contracting busl·' 
ness, Indicated that his main priority for 
the money was "to get out of debt," 
Campbell said. 

A day or two before Richards was 
arrested with Campbell and Crossan D. 

The. Pendragon conversation 
stopped when Campbell "made .a joke," 
he said.· . , • 

· During hlstesUmony,Campbell test!-· 
fied that Hoover, tben 17, told him he had 

. smashed Baldwin on the side or the bead 
with a baseball bat after Richards tricked 

: the vl~tlm Into looking down at one of lbe · 
C!!Wic.c:ars In bls San Rafaehllop.:.;; ·. ·,,;;; 

. : "Crossle was really Jumplty. He jWil 
said It was gross. • .. ·· · · . . . . . . . . 

&ldwln, who has pleaded not rUDty 
of.murder by reaion or Insanity, will be 
tried after Richards' trial Is completed. 

An earlier wltn..;., John Carrington · 
of Dinuba, near Fresno, testified that be 
had seen Pendragon manuscripts In the· 
Richards' family home. eight years ago. 
when he first' met the.defendant. 

Pendragon was a science fiction sto­
ry that Richards had been. writing for 
years, he said, and "to the best of my 
recollection was based on something that 

· was happening tn the year 2000." 

"It lnvolvecl the separation or Marin 
from the rest or the U.S.," Carrington 
testified. · · · 

'. 
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Courthouse Beat 
Defense accuses Novatan 

A Novato teen-ager who has promised to testify 
against murder defendant Mark Richards Is the one 
who sbould be on trial, according to a defense at­
torney. . · 

Attorney Carl Shapiro, one of Richards two at­
. tomeys. told a Superior Court jmy. tbat his client was 
. framed by AndrewCampbell,17. 

Campbell, Richards, 31, and Novato resident 
.· Crossan D. Hoover Jr., 18, were arrested July 16, 1981 

· ·m ClllllleCtloD with the slaying of Richard Baldwin, 36, 
of Santa Venetia. 

After the arrests, Investigators found documents 
!Inking Rlcbards to a secret organization called Pen­
dragon tbat allegedly planned an armed takeover of 
Marin. Hoover and Campbell were allegedly Involved 
In the organtzaUon: · 

Rlcbards' jmy trial began two weeks ago, almost 18 
months after the victim's body was found floating In 
tbebay. · . · · 

· Hoover, who allegedly admitted to pollee that he had 
stabbed and beaten the victim to death, wUI go on trial 
after Richards case Is heard. . · 
· Campbell claims his only part In the murder was In 
bel ping dispose of the body. He was granted Immunity 
In exchange for his· promise to testify against · 
Richards, . 
. In bls opening statement, Shapiro accused Campbell 
of lYing tO DOilce during the lnlllallnvestigatlon. 

·. "He (Cfampbelll Is walking the streets today 
although he Is guilty of murder," Shapiro said to the 
jmy of nine women and three men. Shapiro also said 
Calnpbell's testimony "lacked credlbUity". 

"He will create a picture so the finger of guilt Is on 
Richards," Shapiro said. "He bought his freedom" In 

. . exchange for his testimony, he added. 
. Shapiro said Ricbards only took part In helping the 
. two teen-agers cover up the evidence of the crime. · 
· He also said Pendragon was merely a literary pro­
ject his client bad been working on. 

"This was brought before you as a distraction," 
Shapiro said. "Pendragon Is nonsense; It's an attempt 
to mislead you." . · . 
· Prosecuting aUorney Ed Berberian said he did not 

· ·. lntelld to prove tbat Richards had actually planned an 
· armed take over of MariD but that he had used Pen­

dragon to manipulate the two boys to help carry out 
the murder for flnanelal gain. · 

00 ')?- ··1 
\ - •..,I 

Novato Advance. Wednesdoy. Feb.29,1984-A·3-•. 



·--- .. -----------

~i ... ___ . •> 
- - ., -

i Independent Journal Friday, February 24, ) 984 
.. · ··- . _: ___ .,. ------ ·-- .... ----- - .. --

I:_.Pendragon m.urder jury hears ta~ of 
•:,' I' ·.:··:,:· .. ··.•: ,.;.·' • • • ,_._.:; ,:_: • • ;:• • •• -:· .",• • • •• •• .. ··:,.~·.":·,'~,:.• • I • • ·, •' • •• •• t, "W. , ' 

. . : . By . Erik IDgram ·. < :- . . . Arrest warnnts for the trl~ were Issued after 
.· ··.:·.:;. ., .:01 ... u 11011 . ·:• · .·.,·... another employee of Richards, Ke1th A. Andrews, told 
{~. ·A ;.....,:;, · f. ' .. : .ta· ... ,... ·. ded·.,ID· .Ierro ..... · t1 ..,. hich sherifrs investigators !hat be believed the three might be 
·~' ,.... ~ o I! pe-recor ga on, w responsible. · ·. . 
,the prosecution believes will help ~ Mark Richards ·. Andrews, a college itudent, testified Thursday that 

· 'mastermiDded the brutal murder of a friend, was played . he went to work for Richards as a laborer oo June 30, 
Tb~y for a.Jury that has been asked to return a first: 1982. , · · 

I !!ellee • murder verdlcl· · · .... · . · · ·· · - · · • ·. ·. His first paycheck was signed over to another 
•. ,Tbe·mtervlew, conducted byJmestigators:shortly., .. :·person who bad done.work on his car, Andrews said, 
· after ·the ·. 3G-yeaMld •• contractor · ~ twll_ te_eo-age adding the check bouoced and was returned to. him;. 
""!S!~ were arrested, was the fll'llt ~jcir. p1ece of · 1o the <lays that followed, be told the jury, be ·noticed 
m IDa:oc'uced llDklDg Richards to e~; 1~tss~uod- · that Richards bad acq~ a boat, purchased jewelry for 
IDg the slaymg of Ri~ Baldwlo. · · . , . his ,wife and new video equipmenl ·. · . · . 

. , · ·. • lo the ~hour portion ola'9ed, ,Rictuu:dS ID!U~lly: · .· .· · This seemed strange to him, Andrews said, because 
·.denied auy·IDvolvement 1D &idwln s slaym_g, saymg, Richards didn't have money to pay his employees yet be· 
'''Tbls·was .. my friend._J bad oo reason to kill !Um-" ·was acquiring new ·tbiogs. · 

· As· the IDterrogators - San Rafael Detective Ted Andrews also said he noticed a safe on the floor of 
. LID~~epaau,:!; Sherifrs Sgl Richard Keaton .- .pointed .. Richards' garage and wa5 told by Richards that It bad 
· out es ID Richards' statements, the defendant, · been given to him by a person for whom he bad done 

ID .a step-by~ retreat, eventually admitted helping some home remodeling work. . · 
cover up the cnme; · · · .. Andrews added that be later observed that the safe 
. . At one po1Dt, Richards said he knew there was bad been "punched open." · 
evidence that might ap~ as If be bad taken part, · · c..·----------
IDclDdiDg some of1laldWJD'll possessions that were fouod · 
ID Ricluirds' home. · · · 

But, Ricliards added, he and his friend frequently 
.• aded bel<mgings without a:chaogiDg 'receipts.· 

"I'm scared to death," he added. "What If Dick's · 
blood Is ID my bouse, my car or my boat?" · ... 

· · · . "Wby woUld It be?" Keaton asked. ·. 
Richards ezplaiDed that Baldwin "helped me launch 

· my boat" and bad cut his forehead wben be bUDJPed Into 
a cabinet ID the cabin. 

"What If a drop of blood Is on it?" Richards said. 
. At another point, Richards made the first of what 
Investigaton believe to be an admission. · · · 

"Whom do you employ?" Keaton asked. 
Richards answered: " ... the two kids with me today 

·interrdgation 
-'' ' He said be first saw the boat lD Richards' driveway 

ou July 7' - the day after prosecutors allege that 
Baldwin was murdered aDd his body dumped in the bay. 

. He alerted detectives after another of Richards' 
1 employees, Gary Ables, told him that Hoover bad been 

"bragging" about ki111Dg a mao and burglarizing his 
home, ADc:rews added. .. 

. Andrews' testimony that be saw the boat on July 7 

00021 1 

uofortwlately.' Tbe poor kids, I mean. I should take the 
fall for this, oot them. OK. You know, like if somebody Is 
going to go down for anything." · . 

· was eballeuged .by det~ose.:'attoroey Carl Shapiro, who 
· noted that: Andrews bad .1estlfied that he fb:ed the date , 
. . because ofr the returned 'paycheck. . . . . •. '· . · Keaton: "Wby should you take a fall?" · 

· · ·. Richards: "Well, you !mow, I understand what It 
must look like. OK. ADd all I'm saying Is these are kids. 
You mow, they. don't have ... they wouldn't have had 
anythbig to do with auythiDg like this. Dick didn't owe 
them any money or anythiDg like that." 

Keaton: 11Does tbat mean ·you did?"' 
. Richards: "No, no. I'm just saying that, you know, 

!~ · ~:.L~t =~~ that• (pause). Forget ll It doesn't sound 

~~ Iii the 1as1 hour of the tape, which will be played 
~~~· when the trial resumes Monday, Richards reportedly 
! said that one of his teen·age employees bad confessed tbe 

crime to him. . . . 
Richards told Investigators he remained silent, not 

alertlog Baldwin's parents or police, because he was 
frightened of the teen-ager. 

. Baldwin; 36, was found floating In San Pablo Bay on 

I
, Jy 13 1982 - appro:limately one week after his 

• .aurder 'at the auto restoration shop be owned In San 
RafaeL . . . 
. , Baldwin's skull bad been crushed and his ebest 

stabbed. His body bad been wrapped in plastic and a 
bamboo curtAin and dnmnPII In tiM. tu.v. W'Ptalwod rlnarn 

· But, Shapiro jioiDted out ID cniss-examination, the 
paycheck·.was lolt!ally cleared for payment on July 6. 

"Are l.".u sure you got the check back before you saw 
the boat? .' Shapiro asked. . 

"I'm 'ilot sure," Andrews responded. 
Shapiro, in his opeoiDg statement to the Jury last 

week, said the evidence will show that his client · 
&:m~r~ IDa coverup:~f the murder but won't prove . 

I. Sbap~ said the teen'-agers were the ones respoosi· 
ble. . . ''• . . ;I . _., ~-
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Pen~ r.agori trial :tinder way 
Mark Rlcbards organ!wcf a setrel group and~ It 

to ~ two Novato teellaget'S to belp blJn carry • 
ouf a -• for ftoallclal galJl. a prosi!CUtlllg attorney · • 
loldaS\Iper!ln'Ooul1,lU!'Y ·: · ., 

Deputy Dlstrli:nutormiJ,Ed Berberllln also told the 
.llU'Y tballt waa"'iot'bls·fnlerlt ·to' try<and shovrthat.· 
~·~~~p~mr~~~~ot:·; 

Rldlards IS' acCused of mlll'llerlllg a friend In wbat · · 
bas becoJne .known· as the Pendnlgon case •. His trial 

· . ~ Jaal week. alliKI<st 18 IDilDtml after tbe vlellln's . 
was.foalld Doatlllg In the bay. · · · 

· 3l·)'ellr-old Sail Aosehno contractor and two 
. Novato youUrs- Cnlssall D. Hoover Jr., 18, and An­
drew campbell. 11, - were amsted July 16, 1981 In · 
eonnedlon With the brutal slaying Of Rldlard Baldwin, 
36. of SantA Veaetla. • . · 
. . BerberlaD told the jury of Dine Wlimen and U!ree 
111e11 tbal Hoover actually eommltted tbe murder but 
111at Rlc:bards had used Pendragon. "to maDlpulate · 

· . lllld eondltkm Mr. Hoover to do an act tllllt be wanted 
hlmtodo." 

Campbell, who alleges that his only role In the 
mutder was In belplng dispose of the bolly, was 
fll'!lllt.ed lmmllllltyto lestlfy a~t Richards. · · · 
· · hi bls openlllg statement, Defense Attoroey Carl 
Shapiro, said !hat Cllmpbell's · teslllnony "lacks 

. erediblllty." . . 

I 
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.Pendragon defense denies guilt 
By Erik Ingram 

01 1M u stall 
\ 

A defense attorney told • Marin JIITJ 
Tuesday that the wrong maa is on trial 
lor killing a Santa Venetia man and t.bat 
the prosecution's key witness "Is guilty of 

·murder." 
· Carl Shapiro, chief attorney for Mark 
Richards of San Anselmo, admitted that 

. bls client participated In tryln1 to cover 

. up the July I, 1982, murder of Richard 
Baldwi.t\. 

· Richards did so only out of misguided 
: loyalty to two teen-agers who bludgeoned 
· and stabbed the vlcllm as part of a 
burglary or his bome, Shapiro said. 

Shapiro's allecaUon acainst key wit· 
, ness Aodrnr Campbell came during bls 
: opeolns: statement to the Superior Court 
; jury of Dine women and three men. 
: '1'be whole key to this case ls ADdrew 
Campbell," Shapiro said. noUng Camp­

: be\1 was cranted immunlty lrom prose­
. eutlon In retom for his tesUmony against 
: Rtcbard!. 

Richards, Campbell aod another No­
: vato youth, Crossan Hoover Jr., were 
arrnt~ Jut,. II, 1981, oo INSpidon ol 

· murderin1 the !&·year-old vidim, who 
; opera!~ an antique car re(orblshlnl 
·shop in Sao Rafael 

In his openin1 statemrnt. Deputy 
District Attorney Edward Derbetlan 
aC("Used Richards, Sl, of mastermlnlna: 
the killing as part of a plan to burelarize 
Baldwin's bome. 

- ..... ::a 

Hoover, the prosteutor said, ictoally 
; deUvered the deatb blow by striking u phota/l"ora h1d:ra.t 
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\Baldwin oo the head wilb a baseball bat . . 
after the victim bad beeo lured to his _IIp!And&nt MRrtr Alchtuds fdf'lht\ ro.,tem wfth IIHnmeyJlmm.ls.~l,jt.lliBIJDIJUl""n!rl "'-JllliW ... IIII:L-----

. -lm""al!.op·tiJ'-mrn:u·cr:rmt'"IT'M-.t"T:--· ------ - "" 

: Campbe11 belped Richards and ltoo- . stereo atore, Berberian adcled.. btUeved, Berberian uld. Rlcl!.anfs. the evidence Is not iutfldtm. 
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Pendragoil murder trial 
By Erik Ingram 

Of llat U staff 

Mark Richards, a San Anselmo car­
penter accused of murdering a close 
friend In what has become known as the · 
Pendragon case, was described today as 
the one who planned and Instigated the. 
slaying and then "did not dirty his hands 
in the killing." 

A Instead, he solicited others to kill 
Wkichard Baldwin, Deputy District Attor­

ney Edward Berberian said In his 
opening statement to a Marin Superior 
Court jury of nine women and three men. 

Berberian said he will prove through 
several different legal theories thai the 
31-year-old Richards Is guilty of first­
degree murder in the July 6, 1982 death 
of Baldwin. 

The trial before Judge :;:. Warren 
McGuire got under way this morning, 
nineteen months after the bludgeoned 
and stabbed body of Baldwin was found 
floating In San Pablo Bay. 

Richards, free on $2~0,000 bail, was 

• 
.' 

accompanied to court by his mother, 
Lois, and his two defense attorneys -

· Carl Shapiro and Dennis Riordan. 
Shar,iro, scheduled to make his open­

Ing sta ement this afternoon, has said in 
the past that his client is an innocent man 
falsely accused by an emotionally dis­
turbed teen-ager, Crossan Hoover Jr., 
wbo has confessed to taking part In the 
murder. 

Berberian believes, however, that the 
evidence shows Richards should be 
imprisoned for life without the possibility 
of parole. 

· Berberian announced earlier he 
would not seek the death penalty. He said 
Richards' lack of a past criminal record 
was the deciding factor. 

Tbe jury bas not been told that 
Richards, If convicted of first-degree 
murder with special circumstances, 
could face life imprisonment. 

The trial is expected to take about 10 
weeks. Berberian bas a list of more than 
I 00 potential witnesses, although proba- · 
bly not all will testify. 

A brief chronology of events: 

• July 6, 1982- Richard Baldwin of 
. Santa Venetia, a 36-year-old auto body 

shop operator, Is last seen alive. 
• July 13, 1982- Baldwin's mother; 

Ellen, files a missing person report, 
saying she had not seen ber son for a 
week .. 

• July 13, 1982 - Baldwin's body, 
wrapped in r•astic and weighted down 
with a smal outboard motor, Is found 

· floating near the Sisters Islands by a 
tugboat operator. 

• July 14-15, 1982 - An autopsy 
shows Baldwin's skull had been crushed 
with a blunt object and be bad been 
stabbed In the chest. Two young men, 
employed by Richards' remodeling firm, 
contact investigators to report that 
Hoover talked of the killing on July JZ, a 
day before the body _was found, officials 
said. 

• July 16, 1982 - Based on the 
statements of the two young men, and 
other evidence developed by Investiga­
tors, detectives arrest Richards at bts 
home on Butterfield Road. Arrested with 
him are Hoover and another 17-year-old 
Novato youth, Andrew Campbell . 

In their Initial Interviews with police, 
all three made statements, according to 
Investigators. 
. Richards, on one band, denied in­

volvemeot, but on the other, according to 
officers, told officers he. "should take the 
fall for this ... " 

Hoover, In a confession, described the 
murder, saying he and Richards Jured 
Baldwin to his auto repair shop on the 
pretext of looking at antique vehicles. 

On a prearranged signal from Rich­
ards, Hoover said, he picked up a 
baseball bat and struck Baldwin on the 
head. 

He then used a screwdriver to stab · 
the man In the chest, Hoover said. 

Hoover said Richards told him Bald-· 
win owed him money. Richards offeted · 
Hoover $5,000 and a car if be participat-. 

egans__ 
_,. ' ·- .. ~ 

ed In the murder, Hoover said In his 
confession. 

Campbell told authorities that his role 
In the crime was to help dispose of the 
bod~ erberlan today ·said evidence will 
show that the evenlnL"fter Baldwin was 
killed, Richards core sed a 17-foot boat 
from a Miii·Va ley man. 

It was Important to Richards to have 
· the boat Immediately, Berberian told the 

iury, adding the defendant told the seller 
e wanted to go "night fishing." 

"HUJ'ut $1,000 cash down and wrote 
an 10 for the remaining money," 
Berberian said. "Remember the $1,000 
cash." 

While It was Hoover who dealt the 
_death blow, be added, Richards Is just as : 
guilty because be planned the conspiracy. 

A search of Richards' borne turned up 
some of Baldwin's possessions, Berberian 
said earlier, and investigators traced to 
Richards a number of credit card 
purchases Involving Baldwin's credit 

·cards. . 
During a search of Richards' borne, 

officers also seized an assortment of 
documents. 

Those documents, coupled with wit· 
nesses' statements, Berberian believes, 
show that Richards had or\anized a 
clandestine group of youths nown as 
Pen dragon. 

Documents and statements from 
some of the youths Indicate Richards 
talked of an armed takeover of Marin, 
Berberian believes. 

Investigators said they don't know 
whether the matter was fact or fantasy. 

The motive for the kUling was 
financial gain by stealing Baldwin's 
possessions, Berberian said. 

Richards used the Pendragon group 
to manipulate Hoover Into taking part In 
the killing, the ~rosecutor added. 

Hoover, who as pleaded not guilty by 
reason of lnsan~ will be tried separate-
ly after Richa ' trial Is over. 

Campbell was yranted immunity 
from prosecution n return for his 
testimony against Richards. 
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In this multi-issue criminal appeal we hold that the 

trial court erred in instructing the jury on the elements of 

legal insanity, but the error was harmless. 

Crossan David Hoover appeals from a judgment of 

· conviction for murder (Pen. Code. S 187) and use of a deadly 

weap~n (Pen. Code, S 12022. subd. (b)). We affirm. 

The killing occurred within the context of a bizarre 

conspiracy, led by Mark Richards, for a paramilitary takeover 

of Marin County and creation of a modern-day camelot with 

Richards as King Arthur and his crew of teenaged construction 

workers as his knights. Richard-s, a 29-year-old contractor. 

employed a number of teenagers, including 17-year-old Hoover. 

In regular meetings Richards promoted his plan to isolate Marin 

county by destroying the Goiden Gate and Richmond-San Rafael 

bridges and to defend the new kingdom through the use of laser 
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quns placed on Angel Island and Mt. Tamalpais. The conspiracy 

was called Pendragon. 1 

Richards developed financial difficulties in 

aid-1982. He decided to kill his friend Richard Baldwin in 

order to obtain money. Baldwin was known to carry large 

amounts of cash. 

After failing in an attempt to solicit two of his 

followers to kill Baldwin. Richards turned to Hoover and 

another teenaged employee. Andrew c. He told them Baldwin owed 

him money and was a "Nazi• and a "faggot,• and it •would be a 

service to the public to get rid of such a menace.• The two 

agreed to participate in the killing in exchange for a share of 

proceeds from the sale of property to be taken from Baldwin's 

bouse. as well as lodging in a remodeled portion of Richards' 

house. Hoover later stated he bad expected to receive $5,000, 

a car, and a place to live. 

On July 6, 1982, Richards drove Hoover and Andrew to 

Baldwin's house to work on a construction job there. In the 

afternoon, pursuant to a plan devised by Richards, he asked 

Baldwin to show him and Hoover classic cars located in 

Baldwin's auto shop. The three left around 2 p.m. in Richards' 

truck. Andrew stayed behind and searched the house. 

At the shop, upon a prearranged signal from Richards. 

1. Pendragon is primarily known as the title of King 
Arthur's father. Uther Pendragon. but may also refer to any 
ancient British or Welsh leader holding or claiming supreme 
power. (7 Oxford English Diet. (1933) p. 638.) 
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Hoover struck Baldwin on the bead with a baseball bat. Hoover 

then stabbed Baldwin in the bead with a screwdriver and in the 

chest witb a chisel. 

Richards and Hoover returned to Baldwin's bouse. With 

Andrew, they took $3,000 in casb and various other items from 

the bouse, including guns and marijuana. Later that day 

Richards bought a boat, using Baldwin's money to make a down 

payment. He and the two teenagers retrieved Baldwin's body 

from the auto shop and used the boat to dump the body in san 

Francisco Bay. 

Over the next few days Hoover admitted the killing to 

several persons. Baldwin's body was found on July 13. Tbe 

next day the Marin County Sheriff's Department received an 

anonymous telephone call which led to the arrest of Hoover and 

Richards on July 16. 

An information charged Hoover, as an adult, with 

murder and use of a deadly weapon. He pleaded not 

guilty and not guilty by reason of insanity. 

Richards was tried separately, and shortly before 

Hoover' r; trial t·Tas convicted of first degree murder. Andrew 

received immunity in exchange for a statement and trial 

testimony. 

Hoover's jury trial was bifurcated into a quilt phase 

and a sanity phase. At tbe close of the quilt phase the jury 

convicted him of first degree murder and use of a deadly 

weapon. Five days later the jury found Hoover was not legally 

-3-
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insane at the time of the killing. The court sentenced him to 

a term of 26 years to life. 

I . 

Hoover contends the judgment must be reversed as to 

the question of insanity because of error in the court's 

instruction on the elements of legal insanity. 

Penal Code section 25. subdivision (b). added by 

Proposition 8 on June e. 1982. provides that the defense of 

insanity •shall be found by the trier of fact only when the 

accused person proves by a preponderance of the evidence that 

he or she was incapable of knowing or understanding the nature 

and quality of his or her act and of distinguishing right from 

wrong at the time of the commission of the offense.• (Emphasis 

added.) In accordance with the conjunctive language of the 

statute. the trial court in the present case instructed the 

jury that both of the prescribed elements were required for a 

finding of legal insanity. 

The California Supreme Court subsequently held. 

however. that the electorate intended to return the California 

law of legal in~anity t9 the traditional M'Naghten test. under 

which a finding of insanity requires only the presence of 

either of the two prescribed elements. (People v. Skinner 

(1985) 39 Cal.3d 765. 775-777.) The Supreme Court 

characterized the use of the conjunctive •and• rather than the 

disjunctive •or• as •apparently inadvertent.• (~ .• at p. 

777.) 
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Thus in the present case the trial court erred in 

instructing the jury on the elements of legal insanity, and the 

Attorney General concedes the error. The question presented 

is Whether the error was prejudicial. Reversal on the insanity 

issue is required only if it is reasonably probable that a 

finding of insanity would have been made absent the error. 

(People v. Leever (1985) 173 Cal.App.3d 853, 869; see People v. 

Watson (1956) 46 Cal.2d 818, 836.) 2 

More specifically, the only issue on appeal is whether 

it is reasonably probable the jury found Hoover was incapable 

of distinguishing right from wrong at the time of the killing. 

As the court explained in Leever, "had the jurors been 

persuaded that [defendant] did not know the nature and quality 

of his act . , the instruction [requiring both elements] 

would have been harmless as a matter of law, for 'a person who 

is unaware of the nature and quality of his act by definition 

cannot know that the act is wrong. In this circumstance the 

•nature and quality" prong subsumes the •righ-t and wrong" 

prong.' (Fn. omitted, People v. Skinner, supra, 39 Cal.3d 765, 

777-778; cf. Peop~.e v. !'l.~chardso-: (::.!)61) 192 Cal.App.2d 166, 

172-173 [13 Cal.Rptr. 321].) Thus, the only potential harm in 

2. The court in People v. Leever, supra. 173 
Cal.App.3d at pages 869-870, reasoned that the Watson test 
applies by analogy to its application in previous cases where 
the M'Naghten test vas erroneously used instead of the less 
stringent American Law Institute test adopted in People v. ~ 
(1978) 22 Cal.3d 333.) Hoover and the Attorney General both 
agree that the Watson test applies here. 
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the instruction would be the converse situation -- that is, if 

they found that he did not know his act vas wrong but 

nevertheless found him sane because they believed that he knew 

the nature and quality of his act.• (173 Cal.App.3d at p. 

869.) If it is not reasonably probable that the jury found 

Hoover was incapable of distinguishing right from wrong at the 

time of the killing, then the instructional error was harmless. 

Two key factors demonstrate an absence of prejudice in 

this regard: (1) Hoover's own comments several months after 

the killing, indicating an awareness at the time of the killing 

that the act vas wrong, and (2) the equivocal nature of 

testimony by the only defense expert to testify on the sanity 

issue. 

Defense counsel conceded in closing argument on the 

sanity issue that •since the time of the homicide . • Crossan 

Hoover realizes that what he did was wrong.• Hoover's defense 

vas temporary insanity. Counsel argued that just prior to the 

killing Hoover slipped into a temporary psychotic state which 

randered him legally insane at that time. 

In September 1982. howevPr, Hoover made the following 

comments to a clinical psychologist regarding his state of mind 

just before the killing: "It was like [Richards] was coaching 

me. He would listen to what I said and push me on. When I was 

with Baldwin, I kept thinking this is the guy standing between 

ae and aoney. It made me excited. I thought about vuns I 

could buy and all the other stuff. I knew it was wrong. but I 

-6-



• • 
didn't give a shit. Did you ever think of getting SS.OOO? Did 

you ever think of wanting to be with your mother? My aother 

could come back to Marin County. I could have my own room so I 

wouldn't have to look at her all the time. Oh, aan. I was 

just thinking of how happy I'd be, bow much love I would get, 

how many things I'd have.• (Emphasis added.) 

This admission of contemporaneous knowledge of 

wrongfulness clearly demonstrates Hoover was capable of 

distinguishing right from wrong at the time of the killing, and 

the prosecutor made it a fundamental part of his closing 

argument on the insanity issue. Hoover claims the statement 

could be construed as indicating awareness of only legal 

wrongfulness and not moral wrongfulness. (See People v. 

Skinner, supra, 39 Cal.3d at p. 783.) But nothing in the 

statement suggests Hoover was referring only to legal 

wrongfulness, and the contrary is suggested by another comment 

by Hoover, to a psychiatrist, that killing •just takes a few 

minutes, but it fucks with your conscience." 

In cross-examining a prosecution expert, Hoover's 

trial counsel brought out the fact that the axpert•a written 

report of a January 1983 interview with Hoover indicated Hoover 

said, "He thought at the time that it was not wrong; that 

Richards told him to do it •for the better of the country.•• 

Despite this comment, however, the report concluded "it is 

obvious from my interview with him and from the reports I have 

read as well, that be does, and did at the time. appreciate 
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that what he was doing was wrong, so far as his taking the life 

of another person was concerned; however. be felt that greater 

benefit aight come to aankind if be continued to carry this 

out, but this was not as the consequence of a delusion or 

hallucination.• (Emphasis added.) In light of the examining 

doctor's conclusions. Hoover's comments to him did not 

significantly lessen the impact of Hoover's September 1982 

admission that he knew the killing was wrong. 

Other comments by Hoover also indicated be was capable 

of distinguishing right from wrong at the time of the killing. 

Hoover told a psychiatrist "he .was uneasy from the aoment of 

the killing. like there were but terf 1 ies in his stomach." 

This indicates awareness of wrongfulness at the moment of the 

killing. The same could be said for Hoover's comment that 

killing •rucks with your conscience,• although it is not 

entirely clear whether this referred to contemporaneous or 

subsequent state of mind. 

In contrast to the compelling nature of Hoover's own 

comments, the only ~xpert who testified for the defense at the 

sanity phase was equivocal on the •right from wrong" issue. 

When defense counsel first asked whether Hoover was 

capable of distinguishing right from wrong at the time of the 

killing. the witness answered only that "I'm not sure I could 

answer that except to say that be -- what be was doing, he 

felt, was right. He bad been conditioned for that.• When 

counsel repeated the question the witness answered, •well, I'm 

-8-
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sure he wasn't even thinking of that at the time of the act." 

This was followed shortly by the following colloquy: [The 

witness] "I'm of the opinion that he was conditioned not to be 

thinking about those sorts of things. That be was conditioned 

to feel at a gut level that what he was doing was necessary.• 

[t] [Defense counsel] •so based upon that conditioning, would 

it be your answer to the question that he did not know that_he 

was doing was wrong?" [t] [The witness] "Under those 

circumstances, yes.• (Emphasis added.) on cross-examination. 

when confronted with Hoover's prior admission that "I knew it 

was wrong, but I didn't give a shit,• the witness never denied 

that the statement indicated contemporaneous awareness of 

wrongfulness. but simply emphasized the part of Hoover's 

statement that referred to coaching by Richards. 

Thus the defense expert never asserted unequivocally 

that Hoover was incapable of distinguishing right from wrong at 

the time of the killing. The witness was unequivocal only to 

the extent he asserted Hoover was •conditioned" not to think 

about right and wrong but instead to feel that the killing was 

•necessary." The expert's singl4 assertion of unawareness of 

wrongfulness was qualified by the phrase •under those 

circumstances,• apparently referring to such conditioning. 

This was not an assertion of incapability of distinguishing 

right from wrong. but simply one of conditioning not to think 

about it. 

In light of the equivocal nature of the defense 
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expert's testimony, as contrasted with the compelling nature of 

Hoover's own statements demonstrating contemporaneous awareness 

of wrongfulness. it is not reasonably probable the )ury found 

Hoover vas incapable of distinguishing right from wrong at the 

time of the killing. The instructional error vas harmless. 

II. 

Hoover next challenges the propriety of the 

prosecutor's assertion in closing argument at the guilt phase 

that Hoover committed the killing for financial gain. He 

relies on the same prosecutor's purportedly inconsistent 

assertion in closing argument at the Mark Richards trial that 

Richards' relationship with Hoover revolving around the 

Pendragon conspiracy enabled him to aanipulate Hoover into 

killing Baldwin. Hoover asserts several legal theories: (l) 

the shift in theory at Hoover's trial constituted prosecutorial 

misconduct and a denial of due process, (2) the prosecutor 

should have been bound to the Pendragon theory under principles 

of collateral estoppel, and (3) the prosecutor's assertion of 

the Pendragon theory at the Richards trial compelled a finding 

at Hoover's trial that Hoover vas legally insane as a mRtter of 
3 law. 

Even assuming these novel arguments are cognizable on 

appeal despite Hoover's failure to assert them below, each is 

aeritless. 

3. In order to permit consideration of these issues, 
we take judicial notice of the record on appeal in People v. 
Richards (A028291). 
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First, no rule of misconduct or due process binds a 

prosecutor to a theory asserted in closing argument in a 

related prosecution. Broadly speaking, "The right of counsel 

to discuss the merits of a case, both as to the law and facts, 

is very wide, and he has the right to state fully his views as 

to what the evidence shows, and as to the conclusions to be 

fairly drawn therefrom. The adverse party cannot complain if 

the reasoning be faulty and the deductions illogical, as such 

matters are ultimately for the consideration of the jury.• 

(People v. Beivelman (1968) 70 Cal.2d 60, 76-77, overruled on 

other grounds in People v. Green (1980) 27 Cal.3d 1, 33-34, 

quoting People v. Eggers (1947) 30 Cal.2d 676, 693, and People 

v. Sieber (1927) 201 Cal. 341, 3SS-3S6.) At Hoover's trial his 

counsel was as free to argue a Pendragon theory as was the 

prosecutor to argue the financial gain theory. 

Second, the Mark Richards' judgment could not have had 

the claimed collateral estoppel effect or have established that 

Hoover was insane as a matter of law, because_ Hoover's motive 

and sanity were not issues that were •necessarily decided" at 

the Richards' trial. (People v. Taylor (1974) 12 Cal.3d 686, 

691.) Hoover concedes his insanity was not necessarily 

decided, but argues •it may be implied that an issue 

•necessarily decided' at the Richards trial was that he was 

found guilty of aurder on the People's theory that he 

aanipulated Crossan Hoover into committing the crime by 

brainwashing him to believe he was doing it for Pendragon.• 
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It is impossible to know. however, the theory upon which the 

Richards' jury reached its verdict. 

Finally, the prosecutor's theories at the Richards' 

and Hoover trials varied, but they were not necessarily 

inconsistent. At the Richards' trial the prosecutor's theory 

was that due to the relationship between Richards and Hoover 

revolving around the Pendragon conspiracy, Richards •was able 

to manipulate Crossan Hoover into the position where he 

actually killed a man.• At Hoover's trial the prosecutor 

conceded. consistently, that "Mr. Richards manipulated Crossan 

Hoover.• but added that "there is a far difference between 

manipulation and control in the sense that what the defense is 

trying to argue and urge upon you • . • (Emphasis added.) 

Even assuming that fundamental notions of fairness and due 

process should preclude a prosecutor from asserting 

diametrically opposed theories in related prosecutions. nothing 

of the sort occurred here. 

III. 

Hoover contends the court erred when it instructed the 

jury that the present action was •not a case which involves the 

death penalty.• 

The challenged instruction occurred during jury voir 

dire. after a prospective juror. on a written questionnaire. 

expressed reservations about the ability to sit as a juror if 

the case involved the death penalty. over defense counsel's 

objection the court gave the following instruction: •one of 
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the jurors expressed some concern in the answer to a question 

given on the questionnaire as to whether or not this is a case 

which involves the death penalty should the defendant be 

convicted. It is not a case which involves the death penalty. 

and, incidently. the matter of penalty is something which the 

jury must not permit to enter into its discussion or 

determination of the case in any way." 

At the close of the quilt phase the court again 

instructed the jury. •As I advised you at the onset of the 

trial, this is not a case involving the death penalty. In your 

deliberations. the subject of penalty or punishment is not to 

be discussed or considered by you. . • . This is a matter which 

must not in any way affect your verdict." 

Hoover contends the challenged instruction violated 

the rule precluding jury consideration of a defendant's 

possible punishment. (See People v. Holt (1984) 37 Cal.3d 436, 

458.) He further argues the purported error was prejudicial 

because the jurors might have become more likely to convict 

because they knew he would not be executed. 

Hoover's assertion of prejudice. however, cuts two 

ways. Another way of stating his complaint is that the court 

deprived him of the reluctance to convict that the jurors might 

have harbored had they not been assured the case did not 

involve the death penalty. In view of the rule precluding jury 

consideration of possible punishment, this concern is not 

legitimate. 
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Regardless of the contradictions inherent in Hoover's 

assertion of prejudice. the court did not err. The subject of 

the death penalty was raised not by the court or prosecutor but 

by a prospective juror. and failure to address and dispel this 

person's concerns might have resulted in improper consideration 

of such punishment by the jury ultimately selected. 4 Any 

potential for harm was averted by the court's immediate and 

subsequent admonitions that the jury was not to consider the 

subject of punishment in its deliberations. (Cf. People v. 

Holt. supra. 37 Cal.3d at p. 458 [court failed to cure error 

from prosecutor's reference to punishment by admonishing jury 

not to consider penalty].) Given the need for a response to 

the prospective juror's concerns. coupled with the giving of 

the appropriate admonishments. the court did not err in 

proceeding as it did. 

IV. 

Hoover contends in his opening brief that the trial 

court abused its discretion in denying a motion for a change of 

venue. Hoover made the motion prior to jury selection. based 

on media coverage of the recently completed Mark Richards' 

trial and media references to a suppressed confession by 

Hoover. (See. e.g .• Martinez v. Superior Court (1981) 29 

4. An instruction to the concerned party alone rather 
than to the entire panel would not necessarily have been •less 
intrusive" as asserted by defense counsel at trial. as that 
person might have passed the instruction along to ultimate 
jurors. 
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Cal.3d 574, 577-578.) The court denied the motion. subject to 

reconsideration should the use of written questionnaires reveal 

extensive public exposure to the pretrial publicity. 

At the close of voir dire, defense counsel requested 

and was afforded time to discuss with Hoover the present 

composition of the jury and the change of venue motion. 

Counsel then passed the jury without renewing the venue motion. 

The Attorney General correctly points out that Hoover 

waived any claim of error by declining to renew the venue 

motion at the close of voir dire. (People v. Staples (1906) 

149 Cal. 405. 412, disapproved on another point in People v. 

Newland (1940) 15 Cal.2d 678 and People v. Daugherty (1953) 40 

Cal.2d 876.) "[l]t is no error for the trial court to postpone 

the consideration of an application for a change of venue until 

an attempt is made to impanel the jury, where leave is granted 

to counsel to renew his application if the facts disclosed on 

the impanelment should further warrant it, and . • • where 

counsel fails thereafter to renew his motion, he cannot claim 

that error was committed by the court in failing to order a 

change of venue." (Ibid.: see People v. Wallace (1936) 6 

cal.2d 759, 763.) The failure to renew a temporarily denied 

motion for a change of venue is •an abandonment and waiver of 

the whole question, and fatal to any claim based upon the 

original application.• (People v. Staples. supra. 149 Cal. at 

p. 412.) 

In his reply brief Hoover concedes the Attorney 
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General's •procedural points on failure to renew the motion for 

change of venue are well taken." Hoover argues, nevertheless, 

that the court should have granted his motion immediately, 

before voir dire. because grounds for a change of venue existed 

at that time. It is settled, however, that the court was 

authorized to proceed as it did and defer a final ruling 

pending the examination of prospective jurors and a 

determination of the effect of pretrial publicity upon them. 

(People v. Wallace, supra, 6 Cal.2d at p. 763: People v. 

Staples, supra, 149 Cal. at p. 412.) 

Because defense counsel declined to renew the change 

of venue motion at the close of jury selection despite being 

given an opportunity to do so, no error is cognizable on appeal. 

v. 
Finally, Hoover contends the court erred by denying a 

request for examination of a juror for possible misconduct. 

The misconduct issue arose at the end of the first day 

of deliberations on the insanity issue, when a bailiff reported 

certain observations of juror R.L. The next morning the 

b~lliff testi~t.~ ~s ~oll~ws: She had entered the jury room 

several times during the previous day. The first time, when 

she entered to receive a note for the judge, she noticed R.L. 

•in a corner of the jury room • in the drapes with the 

drapes wrapped around him facing its corner.• When abe 

returned five or ten minutes later, R.L. was •sitting in the 

same place without the drapes wrapped around him facing the 

-16-
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corner.• When the bailiff subsequently brought the jurors 

their lunches. she saw R.L. sitting in the same spot. though 

not facing tbe corner. In the afternoon the bailiff brought 

tbe jurors to tbe courtroom. When she entered the jury room 

R.L. was •in the corner once again with his head down and his 

arms kind of over bis head, facing the wall." Two jurors 

approached him and seemed to comfort him, and then be got up 

and walked with the jurors into the courtroom. where he took a 

seat away from the rest of the jurors. The bailiff never 

heard R.L. say anything. 

Defense counsel, contending the bailiff's testimony 

indicated R.L. was not participating in deliberations. 

reguested either (1) replacement of R.L. with an alternate 

juror, (2) courtroom examination of R.L .• as well as the jury 

foreperson and •as many jurors as necessary.• or (3) a mental 

and physical examination of R.L. The court denied the motion, 

subject to reconsideration at the end of the day after further 

deliberations and additional observation by the bailiff. The 

jury reached its verdict before the day ended. On appeal 

Hoover contends the court should have permitted a courtroom 

examination of R.L. 

A court must conduct •an inguiry sufficient to 

determine the facts • . • whenever the court is put on notice 

that good cause to discharg~ a juror may exist.• (People v. 

Burgener (1986) 41 Cal.3d 505, 519.) Por example, in Burgener 

the foreperson•s report to the trial judge that a juror bad 
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seemed intoxicated during deliberations was •sufficient to 

raise the possibility" that the juror was unfit for the proper 

discharge of her duty. {~ .• at p. 520.) 

In the present case the trial judge gave four 

persuasive reasons for concluding there had been no indication 

of nonparticipation: {1) R.L. bad been a college drama student 

{as learned in voir dire), and during the six-week trial the 

judqe observed he •sort of displays • that ham actor kind 

of attitude ••• ,• {2) R.L. had participated in deliberations 

on the quilt issue with no complaint or appearance of 

irregularity, {3) the conduct described by the bailiff 

indicated no more than commonplace "temporary withdrawal from 

active participation." and (4) there had been no complaints by 

the foreperson or any other jurors. and the court had •every 

reason to believe that, if there is anything untoward that has 

occurred or is occurring, that they would call that to the 

court's attention." {Compare People v. Burgener, supra, 41 

Cal.3d at pp. 516-517 [foreperson complained of misconduct].) 5 

For the reasons cogently stated by the trial judge, 

the bailiff's testimony was insuff~cient to Laise the 

possibility of nonparticipation by R.L. In particular, after 

six weeks of trial the judge was in a far better position than 

we are to evaluate R.L.'s demeanor and to decide whether his 

fellow jurors would likely have reported any misconduct, and 

5. It is also noteworthy that R.L. answered questions 
intelligently and lucidly during voir dire. 
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the trial court's conclusions on tbese points are entitled to 

substantial deference. We conclude, as did the trial court, 

tbat tbe bailiff's testimony was insufficient to require 

further inquiry into tbe possibility of misconduct. 

The judgment is affirmed. 
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King, J. 

We concur: , 

Low, P. J. 

Haning, J. 
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SlJPERIOR COliRT OF THE STATE OF ~rr~~IAR ~ : 

COt;NTY OF MARIN l_s-l u ~ LS Ll2J I 

JAN 2 2 1999 I 

In the Matter of the Application 

of 

CROSSAN D. HOOVER. JR. 

Petitioner. 

for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus 

c -95"t30 __ 

JOHN P. MONTGOMERY, 
Court Executive Officer 

) MARIN CDUNTY COURTS 
) By: M. Ashley, Dr.puty 

) No. SCI05891A lf1.t2.aJ.h.r 
) ORDER DENYING I'ETITION 
) 

) 

) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 

It is quite apparent from the Court's review of the above-entitled petition for 

writ of habeas corpus that petitioner improperly seeks by it a review of the trial 

proceedings that led to his conviction and present incarceration in the California 

Stale Prison facility in Vacaville.' 

Petitioner additionally complains that ineffective representation of counsel 

caused him "si1,rnificant prejudice and the loss of potentially meritorious defenses 

that in all likelihood would have resulted in a verdict more fiworablc to him" (Pet., p. 

20 ). The allegations of the petition and attachments thereto are clearly insufficient 

to sustain his complaint in this regard. 

Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED that the above-entitled petition for writ of 

------
1 As indicated by the petition, petitioner has in fact unsucccssfitlly appealed the judgment entered against 
him (People v. Hoover ( 19X6) IR7 Cai.App.:ld 1074). 
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habeas coqJus be and the same is hereby denied. 

2 Dated: January 20, 1999 
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cc: Petitioner 
Warden 
District Attorney 
Attorney General 
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COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT 

350 MCALLISTER STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

DIVISION 5 

March 8, 2000 

IN RE CROSSAN D. HOOVER ON HABEAS CORPUS. 

A090153 
Marin County No. 8401 

BY THE COURT: 

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

f'~L!ED 
Court rif APOf!81·1'"r,t >•po. Dist. 

MAR 1 0 2000 

ROi\l D. l:!f\1<1<0 ,y, l..Lti:K 

BY --------,=,., c:.v--:~'i_,~ ..... 

Date: MAR 1 0 2000 --==J:.....:::O==-=N~E==S.,_, ~P."""'J..._. __ P.J. 

orcc 
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COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT 

350 MCALLISTER STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

DIVISION 5 

March 8, 2000 

IN RE CROSSAN D. HOOVER ON HABEAS CORPUS. 

A090153 
Marin County No. 840 I 

BY THE COURT: 

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

MAR 1 0 2000 

f<UI\J IJ, brd<l<v •v, I,...Lti<K 

13Y -------==-:= f)t":P1 fT'V 

Date: _M_A_R_1_0_20_00_ _J_O_N_E_S_L_, _P_.J_. __ P.J. 

orcc 
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COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT 

350 MCALLISTER STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

DIVISION 5 

February II, 1999 

IN RE CROSSAN D. HOOVER. JR., ON HABEAS CORPUS. F~!LED 
i\085818 
Marin County No. 840 l 

BY THE COURT: 

r.nurt ot Ap~eai·F~rsl App. Oist. 

FEB 11 1999 

RON 0. bAI<ii< .. nN, -.;Lti<K 

BY -------;;:;;;EPi;;UlY-;ru D 

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. 

--·- --

Date: FEB ll 1999 JONES, P.J. _--=._ ____ ___:c_ ______ P.J. 

orcc 


