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TIEREUPON, HELEW M, UHRIN, was further

exemined cn volr dire, as follouss

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF HELEN M. UHRIN (Continued)
By Mr. Spelleacy:

Q Mrs. Uhrin, befcre our noon recess you had indicated

that you had expresssd an opinion at one time, is that

correct?

A Yes. I
s I
- |

Q My question to you is, if sclected as a Jurer in this

particular. case, cculd you gét outside your mind any ideas

you might have with regard to this caze, and any opinions

you nmight have, and decide the case-solely on the evidence

presented here in this courtroon?

IR, BAILEY? ObJjection.
THE COURT: Overruled.
A .Yea, I think I could,
Q His Honor Judgz Talty will instruct you at the

conclusion of the case as to matters of law, and he will
tell you at that time that ycu must consider or that you
shall consider cnly the evidence presented here in this
courtrocn, from the lips of the witnesses who testify from
the very chair ycu are sitting on, and frem any reasonable
deductiona you nmay déraw from that testimony, and you are
to confine yourself to thet evidence and to that evidence

alone, will you follow that instruction of lau?
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) Yes.
Q Wow, simply, you are not to concern yourself with

anything outside *}i courtreocn, that you are solely to

consider the evidence adduced here at this trial; do you
understand me?

A Yes,

Q Now, 1s this your first experience as a - Juror, is

that correct?
A 7 That's rizht.

Q So that you might understand what we are doing, this

is what iz called the veoilr dire exanination.
‘After & Jury ic sclected, then the State presents its

evidence, and the defenhdant prescnts his evidence if he

cares to, undergtand?
A Yos, 1y
Q At the concluszion of all that, we approach you, as.

counsel in closing arpuments, and after that his Honeor Judge

\
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e principles of law. \
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‘Nouw, in this day and age of radio and televisica wue
2ll have cur cun ideas as to what the law is, what 1% nizght
be, or what it should be.

Can you sot outside your mind any ideas you might have

as to what the law 1s, vhat it might be, or what it should

be, and accept the law that his Honor Judge Talty gives to %
|
you? Do you £ollouw ny question?
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.A I don't knew. I don't think so.

Q IYdu couidntt take the law from his Honor Judme Talty?
A Well," I == I don't think I get it clearly what you
mean. .

Q let me try azain., As a juror -—-

A Yes.

Q -;I might start boack at the begimning: As a juror,

As & juror you oxe cobliged to take the law --
Yes,

--that his Henor Judge Talty gives to you.

My question 1s, can you accept the law that his Honcr
Judge Talty glvez to you, and disregard any ideas you might
have as to what tha law iz or what it misht bs or what it

should be, if Judgzs Telly were vo tell you that you ave

obliged to take the law that he tells you what the lay is?

as a prospective juror, and 1f solected as a Juror, you and

fre

you alone will be the sole and exclusive trier of the facis

.

A Yos, sir. SR
Q --the witnesses who testily here, and it will be your

duty to weizh them, tc evaluate them, and his Honor will
tell you that you can accept all of what they say, part of
what they say, or nonc of what they say.

A Yes.

Q That is your job &s a trier of the facts. Now, at
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¢ County Prosccuterts 0ffice, any low enforcement official
A Yo,
Q Is there any reason that you can think of why you
couldn!t sit in this particulay e, and be fair and

impartial to this

VOIR DIR

By Mr. RBalley:

Q irs, Uhrin,

us, I belicve you

in 19542

A Oh, yes.

Q And where
A On Tarren R
)

your wvoic

hear you.

™ OTOrANTITA
-— -—'l-«-uh-‘J—-\-

N T - 1
defendant as

well as. to the peoole of

‘ Ohio?
A Ne.
Q ' You could be fair to both sides?
A I think so.
iR, SPELLACY: Thank_ycu very
much. Pass for cause.
THE COURT: . _ Counselor Bailey
or Councelcy Sherman? |

TION OF HELEN M. UHRIN
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11 whether or not you told

said you lived in the Cleveland vicinity

t you lived?
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TiEE COURT: You must keep
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Eyerybedy in the room nust
know it 1s

oing to require
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- sone effort, Mrs. Uhrin, but please keep

your voice up.

please opz=n & window, lr. Terguscn, and
maybe we can get some fresh air in hera.
Thank you, Som,
Will you proceed, Counselor,

By M»., Bailey:

Q Do you ncu subscribe to any Cleveland newspopers?
A The Clevcland Press and the Cleveland Plain Dealer

on Sunda.j-s o
Q ‘ Plain Decaler con Sundays only, and the Press during
the week?

¥es.

£&nd did you in 1954 subscribe to any newspapers?
- The Plain Dealer at that time.

Did you read the Plain Dealer daily?

Yes.

& » o r & P»

Do you recall whether or not you read at the time of

the death of larilyn Sheppard, that her death had occurred?

A Yes.

“Q - And did you rcad the Plain Dealer daily from that.
time until the original trial of Doctor Sheppard uas con-
cluded?

A Yes.
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Q Do you recall many of the facts which you read
reported at that time?
A I really don's,
Q You don't recall?
A - X don't remcamber in detall, no.
Q Well, do you rceall reading that she had been murdered

by songconeg
A Yes.

Q@ Do you recall

Q - Do you recall learning anything about his professional
occupation?
A Only what was in the papers.

What did you lzarn from ths papers about his cccu-

IR. CORRIGAN:

TI'E COURT:

You do lmon

Yes.

Do you kncw
steopath.

Do you knou

Yes.

in the home when it happened?

4

2t I an sceking to discover.

Objection.

Suatained.

thiat he is a docter, you heard that?

(i

what kind of doctor he is?

ulhat kind of doctor an ostecopath 1is?

reading that Doctor Sheppard was presa:
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Q " Do you regzard an ostecopath in the sane degree of
prefessional cecmpeteney as you would a medical docton?
MR, SPEITACY: Cbjections
THT COURTe Sustained.
Q Would you accept the opinion of a medical doctor aé

contradicting that of an ostecnath? .'

!

¥R, CORRIGAN: Objection. )

? ‘!

5 '3

TIn% COURT: Sustained. !
MR. BATLEY: May I, at the

bench, put ny veasens for thls question in
the rscord?

TIZ COURT: ~ Yes, you may.
(Thereupen counsel and the Court conferred at
the Court's bench, as follous:)

MR, BATIITY: Cne of the issues
which ve expeet to 1itlgate rather forelbly is
the extent 2nd noture of certain injuries

. allegedly sufferad by the defendant in resisting
the attacker hic says killed his wife.

There will be contradictory evidence,
even I wculd assume, since it appeared in the |
course of the last trial, szcme of it from
medical doctors and some of it frcm csteopathic
physicians, and I feel that any . juror who holds

an ostecpath in low regard, es for instance,
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. Severs does; chould at least state that

-

econdliticn so that your Henor can correct it,

)

and tell us phel

wer or notv the Juror could
upon proper instruction regard the osteopath
as a ce~-cgual preflessionally with a medical

doctor, as he iz new held by state law, in

IR, CORRICGAN: Your Henor --

TiE CCURT: Prosecutor
Corriman?

MR. CCRRICAN: Your Honor, if

the question were properly stated I would have
no chjection.

The proper way to state the question
1s, "Would you solely because he 1s an osteopathic
physician or surgeoﬁ believe the M.D. over hin?®

ALl things else being equal, but
you are -- the question is not ccmplete.

THE COURT: It the record ‘
show that the Cogrt believes that the line of
inqguiry is proper, if placed in proper context
and form. .

The objection is sustained as to
form rather than substance. . "

IRe BAIILY: Lisce.

B ;_"‘__
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i And a proper
basis and grgund work for the question will

have to be made,

Fut it In the correct form.

MR, BATIIEY: Thank you.
Py ¥Mr., Bailey:
Q Mrs, Uhrin, ict me put my former question in a

differen Waye

If upcn scre disputed medical fact being tried in
this law suit, you heard the cpinion of a medical docter
- which went one way, and was contradicted by the opinicn of
an ostecpathlc physicilan which went the other way, would
yocu tend to give wmore ueight to the opinion of the medical
doctor sclely because the other cpinien camélfrcm the

osteopathic physician?

A No, I don't think so.
Q Then the case originally came to your attention,

Mrs., Uhrin, did you discuss 1t with your family and your

‘neighbors?

A I probably did, \,
|
|

Q Have you in the past tuelve years discussed it with

family or neizabors and other people arcund the cormunity? |
A Not untii just recently.
Q Not until just recently. In recent weeks or meonths

have ycu engazed in such discussicons? )
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Yes.

The people ecxpressed opinions in your presence?

-

No.

Have you exprescsed opinicns to them?
Well, indirectly.

How recently ¢id you do that?

Well, since this recently came back into the neus-
papers.

Q And when was that?
A That was uhat, a fey 1

weeks ago.

MR. CORRIGAN:. Keep your voice -

up, please.

Q You nmean 1t cams to your attentlion that there would
be a retrial, is that right

A When they decilded to have ancther trial.

QI You will receall, of ccurse, at the former trial a

Jury returned a verdiet of guilty. Vhen that verdict canme

4in based on the information available to you, did you think

1t was a preper verdict

MR. CORRIGAN: ~ Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained.
Q - Have you since hoard that the verdiet has besn over-
turned? .

12, CORRICGAN: Objection.
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5 COURT: Sustalned,
Q@  If you are told by Judge Talty that the original trial
is void and a nullity, and as far as you as & juror are
concerned it never tcok place, ﬁnd the verdict was defective
can you accept that and discharge from your mind completely

in the notion that he was originally convicted?

A Yes.

Q Can you do that?

A Yes.

Q You told us that you have held an opinlon recently?
A . Yes. .

Q And that you had one in 19542

A ' Yes.

Q - Was it the same opinion that has carried throuzh the

twelve year period?
A.' Yes.
Q And was that opinion favorable'or unfavorable to i«
the defendant?
IR. CORRICGAN: Objection,
TIIZ COURT: Sustained, and

you are instructed not to answer the question.

Counselor ig instructed not to put that same

questicn to cther prospective Jurors.

Do you have that opinien teday, Mrs. Unrin?
f

Yes.
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Q Do you think that it could be changed if you heard
 evidence? '

A Yes.

Q In the absence of evidence will you continue with

your same opinion?
A | Y@ét 4

Q In other words, if you don't learn any more than you

V‘-already know about the case, your opinion would remain the

" ‘same as it had?
A Yes. .
MR. BAILDY: Chaliengé for
- cause.
MR, CORRICAN: Joint challenge,
your Honor.
THE COURT: The Jjolnt challenge
for cause, both by the defense and the state,
15 hereby overruled, and, Mrs. Uhrin, would ycu
be kind enough'to take the seat next to Mr. Severs.
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