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Ccunzelor Corrigan

or Spellacy, pleaze?
MR« CORRIGAN: Lieutenant Pcelking.

RESUTTAL

TIZREUPCH, the State of Ohio, further
, o maintain the issues on its part to be main-
tained, and to rebut the testimony adduced on
the part of the defendant, recalled as & witnecs

LT, JERUNE PCELIONG, who, being previously suorn,

was exanined and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION OF 1T, JERCHE PORLXING

By Mr. Spellacys

Q Lieutenant, ycu have been sworn previously, as Mr.

Patrick has indicated.

A Yes.,

Q And you did testify earlier in this matter, is that
correct?

A Yes, I cdid.

Q Lieutenant, I believe earlier Iin your testimony you

had indicated I believe that you had cccasiony on a nuuber cf

occasions, tc go to the Sheppard residence on Lake Road. in
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Bay villt—'"e, is that Tight?
A Yes, I did,
Q@ - At that time yo

ne you wWere a memper. of the Selentific

Investigation Unit of the Cleveland Police Department?

A Yes.
Q I believe carlier yocu had indicated yocu had occasion
to ge to the

oo where HMarilynSheppard was found, is

that correct?

A _Yes.,

Q And th as in the latter part of July, In the year
19542

A That's corrcct,

Q ¥What éid you dc in that room?

A Well, I examined it for fingerprints, and I took
photographs.

Q Did yocu have occasion, Licutenant Poelking, to dust

that room, and particularly now the doors located cn the
east side of the roon?

A- Yes, I did.

Q@ = And what did you dust them with?

A Fingerprint pcudeé.

Q - Did you have ccecasion to put this fingerprint pouder
over blccdstains that were located on that door?

A Yes, I did.

Q And when 4did you do that?




usting pouder appe

1
A That was in the latter part of July, or the first of
Auvgust.

Q Referring to Defendant's Exhibit D, can you take a
~lock at that pch"V“ and tell us whe

ther or not fingerprint

with regard to blosd spots that

2 are
located in that picture?

A \::Qﬁg §.’:‘.:',-§'3 it docs.

Q Vhere is the fingerprint pouder with regard to those
blocd, spots?

A All cover 1t

Did you put that fingerprint pouderon?

“Yes, sir, I did,
IR, SPELLACT: o further questicas.
Ay =ATTAV e
Bl B et e —— e @

2y we apprecach the

bench?

(Thereupon coun court conferred at

the Ccuxrt! hearing of the jury,

e s
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Unless it be showx

that scme connection evidence is coming, that is

~
-

tc say, the presenc

e of fingerprint pouder on

dry blocé night affect the bloecd grouping test run

cr

by Doctor Kirk, I think this testimony is irrelecvant

and T nmove to strike it rather than cross exanine.

- 'Tn -~
ahasie il

re 18 such evidence coming, I will
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make no such neciion.

Re CORRICANS The purpose of this
-testinony and the evidence 1s to show that there va
in fact dusting pouder cn there before Dector Tirk

went into the room.

testified that the door was not -- that there was

-

no dusting pouder on there. This 1s rebuttal to

MR, BATIEY: He sald he found none,
no fingerprints, and cobserved none on the door when
he got there. FHow will the presence of dusting pouder|
relate ©o hilg conclusicns? Is there to be some
evidence that this uculd contaminate the dry sauples?

MR+ CORRICGAN: There may be tsstimony
that the blood would be contaminated by dusting
pouder, and that this would have an effect on the
rate of aggiuitination.

¥R, BAIIEY: If there should be
such testinmony, then I weon't make my motion.

Then I will cress exanine,
(Thereupcn proccedings were resumed In the presence

and hearinz of the jury, as followss)

TIIZ COURT: Counsclor Bailey,

A S LR W X PR R |
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MR, BATLEY: Yes, your Honor.

CROSS

ATION OF 1LT. JERCME PORELKING
By ¥r. Bailey:

You say that you dusted the wardrobe door?
Yes, sir.

Hou did. yeou dust it, Lieutenant?

, v g P P 1 L T g 2 2 e — 1
RAGDHYLAY H0VLeY anhd ThG galnsl, haie byuah.

What kind of pouder did you use?
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It is & commercial pouder manufactured by TFargo Company

cut in San Franciszsco.

Q 0f course, there are several compounds, are therc nctJ

balce -

A Yes.

Q In the Cleveland Police Department don't you sometime

S 17 I

mix your oun?

A We use

(&5
ct
(s}
<]
A
b}
i
ta

&zo but we found that the commercial

powders were just as gocd and it is a lot easier. It is nog!

quite as messy. : ¥
Hou about in 1954?

In 1854 ue were using the Fargo. ¥,

‘You were nct nixing it yourself?

o.

o B O > O

T would assunme that since this is a light surface you
were using dark pcuwder?

A Right. . ]

Q % 1 o—ch e T ) 1940 | f S e vy Py &7 & ot =3 ar,--0 | .
) ot Is—tho—chenieax uvm:\..d.;.{ &3 Fthas—pouier, -'..xG—»—l



ycu know?

A Yo, I couldn't zive you the exact chemical ccmpositlion)

of that pouder, It is a closely guarded secret. Various

fingerprint companies are reluctant to tell you what is

in them,

Q@ ° 8o you have no idea what it is made up of?

A No, well, it is probably -- I couldn't tell you
exactly, no.

Q You have no idez, I take it, whether or not it would

be qbsorbed by dry blcod?

A No.

Q ' What heppened to the pouder, did it remain on the
door?-

A Yes, it did,

Q Showing you Defense Exhidit D, I call your attention

particularly to blood =po ots larger than the others, cne in

the upper sectilon of the panel depicted, and one near the
3

lovwer edge, and ask you "n sther cr not you dusted that

panel?

A Yes, I did.

Q Did you dust both spois? - -
A T assumc. I uent over the entire panel.

Q In other words, any dusting that took place ulth

relation to the large spot would also affect the lou spots,

since you coverced the whole thing equally, right?
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A Yeg, sir.
Q Wo special treacment given
panel?
LA o, sir.
‘Q And you found no prints at
A No, sir.
¥R, BATLEYS
you, Lieutenant.
. ¥R. SPELLACY:
THE COURT:
or Spellacy?
MR, SPOLIACY:

tc any section of that

That is all, Thank

e further questions.

Counselor Corrigan

Doctor Roger larsters.




