pre

THEREUPON, LOUVISE C. WEIST, a member
of the prospective jﬁx'y panel, having been
previcusly suorn, was examined and testified
on voilr dire, ag follous:

THE COURT: Cocd merning.

Gocod morning.

Velist?

Is 1t Mies or Mro.

Yirs., Velst.

lrs. Welst?

MRS, WEIST: Correct.
THE COURT: That is W-e-i-s-1?
MRS. VEIST: Right.

TUE COURT: Mre. Weist, will
you keep your volce at & point where each cne
of us in this roc: can hear you, as you respond
to the questions that the lawyers are going to

put to you.

The lawyers for each side will put

questions to you, and as they are duty bound

to do, and will you keep ycur voice so that we
can 2ll hear your responses; will you do that,
please, Mro. Welst?

AN LITOED
e M TIoTs

I shall try.

T=8 COURT: v, Rorito, who

——— —
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et

sits befores you, he must record your responses,
so 1f you mill speak slouwly and clearly, Mr. Remito
will be able to perfeorm his dutices. You will
remember, too, Mrs. Welst, that you are under
ocath, |

MRS. VEISTS Yes,.

THE CCURT:

Counselcr Corrizan

or Spellacy?

VCIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF LCUISE C. WZIST

By Mr. Corrizans

Q

Mrs. Weist, for the receord, will you state your full

name, please?

A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q
A
Q

ILocuise C. Weist.

Spell your last name.

Yegwims=t,

Vhere do you live, lirs. Weist?

211 Bas% 214th Street, Buclid, Ohic.

How long havs you lived at that address?
Bi; Soe

Eighteen years?

Yes.

Do you have a fanily, lMrs. Weist?

Yes.

Eow many children, thelr ages and thelr names?
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A Two daughters. One is twenty-nine and one is thirty-
o
Q Are’ thése daughters living uith you or are they
narried? =
A The younger onz is mirried. The older one is a
teacher., |

Q ¥hat 18 tha narried nana of your dauzhter?
A ‘Mrs. Janmes W. Crego.
Q " ¥hat does her hushand do?
A He works for Supecrior Carbon.
Q Where 1s that lccated, if you knou?
A It is off of Union Avenue and I think it is George
Strecet, but I am not certain _ '
* Wnat type of work does he do with that £imm?
I'm not sure at the time.
What type of work is Mr. Weist engaged in?
We oun our own buglness.
'Will you tell us what that business is, please?

We are classified as a Lettexr Shop.

You understand, Mrg. Weist, any questions that we nmay

put to you are not for purposes of prying into your personal

affairs --
A Right.
Q -=but rather to determine the qualifications of

prospective jurors, qualifications to serve as a fair and

|
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dmpartial juror in this matter, you understand that?

A Yes, sir.

4] What is the name of the busincsza that you and Mr. Vei
operate?

A The Cronwell Crocks Company.

Q There is that located?

A In the 0ld Arcade.
-Q Hou long have you been engzsed in‘that business?

A I have been engaged in that business for twenty yecars
Q In 1954, Mrs. Weist, did you have cccasion to read in

the newspapers or hear on radio or televicion any of the

accounts of the Sheppard case?

2131

3

A Yes.

Q In what neuwspapers did you reéd or see any accounts?

A Well, I would say probably in the newspapers at that A
time. ;p\
Q . Did you follow the articles in the neuspaper quite :ﬁ
‘closely? \.
A ' Not as close as many others.

Q Did you fellow the accounts that appeared on televisicn

and that came over the radio closely?

A I don't believe so.

Q Since 1954, have you had occasion to read any article
in papers or magazines or books about the Sheppard case?

A Cecasionnlly.

[ o]
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:.Q Did you read eny books?
A A No. -
Q@  The accounts that you read since 1954, did you follow

them closzly?

A llo.

Q Do you lmow anybedy in connectlon with the Bay View

Hogpital in May Villaze, Onio?

A Yes.

Q@ Wao do you know in connection with that hospiteal?
A I don't believe he is anyllcnger connected. Doctor
Carnegie. ‘ .

Q ‘Would ycu keep your voice up, please?

A Doctor Carnezies. -

Q Is he presently associated with that hospital?

A I don't believe he is. |

Q Waen did you come te know g Doctor Carnegie?

A I don!t recall the year. I

Q And your knowledge or aséociation with him,.is that a

- close acquaintanceship, or possibly even a relative?

A No, no relative.  Other than -

Q - He 1s a close acqueintance?

‘A Yes, other than —- we 1;-- o

Q Did you have ceccasion to'discusslthe Sﬁeppard case wit

Doetor Carnegis?

A Hever.

h
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Q Did he ever digcuass the case with you?
A Never.
Q@  Would the fact that you know Doector Carnegie and that

he was or 1s associated with the Bay View Hospital, would

.J el igubiiey

that eause you any embarrassment; or cause yeu net to be

able to sit as a falr and impartial Juror if you are so

selected?
A I don't think =o.
Q With regardéd to the items that you read in 1954 and

follouing, Mrs. VWeist, did you at any time ever fornulate

an opinion as to the guilt or the innocence of Doctor Sam

Sheppard?
A Would ycu repeat the question?
Q With rezard to what you read in the papers in 1954,

and Tollowing, did you ever formulate any opinion in connccee
tion with this case, one way or another, and answer that

yes or no?
Yes.

Was this a fixed cpinion?

Do you havz that opinion as of this date?

A

Q

A  No,
Q

A No.

Q Now, the opinicn that ycu had formulated, do you feel
that you could put that out of your mind completely, and

predicate your judguent solely on the testimony and the
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¢ facts as you uwculd heazr them in this courtrcom in this case,

might have some problems separatings those facts, alleged

if you are selected as a Juror?
A I don'% knou.

Q Beg pardon?

A I don't lknou.

Q ' In other wocrds, from your answer I take it that you

facts, that you have learned some place »1 e, from those
that you might hzar in this courtrcom, is that correct?

A Yes.

Q Having that difficuliy, then you would not be able tc
predicate your judgment solely on what you uwere to hear in
fhis courtrconm?

A I don't kncw how to ansuer that.

Q i Well, tc put it ancther way, éo you feel that your
nind would be contaminated somewhat by the outside influence

of the past?

A I don't think so.

|

.Q Do you think that you could separate the past and thad

e,

which you learned outside the courtrocm, from that which yéu

would learn inside the courtroom?

A Yes. i oA \
Q Do you fesl that you could? 4
A Yes. k
Q You understand, Irs. Weist, that a defendant in a

L

;?7 P




-criminal trial is entitled to a fair and impartial trial,

and ‘the State of Ohio is entltled to that same type of a

trial, and you as a juror would have the duty of seeing that

both:the State of Chio and the defendant receive that type

of trial?

A Yes, I would be fair.

Q Do you feel that you could measure up to that qualifl-
cation?

A Yes, sir.

Q Wou, the Court uill instruct you, Mrs. Weist, among

other things I presume, as he already has, that a defendant
in a criminal case 1s presumed to be innccent unless and
until proven guilty by the State beyend a reascnable doubt,
would you afford and give that presumption of 1nnoceﬁce to
this defendani?

A Yes, sir.

Q Would you do that knowing what you know from thé out=-
side gources that you have indicated had previously caused

you to form an opinion?

A Yes, sir.
Q A 1little louder, please?
A Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Mrs. Weist, would

you like some water, please?

MRS. VRIST: No. I have been

B e per—
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in a room filled with sucke for two days and I
have a suocke allsrzy. -
THE CCURT: I see. Do you
understapd the questicn, Mrs. Welst, or would
you like to have it repeated?
MRES. WEIST: Yes, please repeat

the gquestion.
Q@ ° Assuming that the Court will instruct you that a
defendant is entitled to the presumption of innccence,
unless and until proven gullty beyond a reasonable doubt
by the State of Ohilo, wmould you and could yocu afford that
presumptidn of innccence to this defendant, knowing that
you had previcuszly formulated an cpinicn relative to his
guilt or innccence, desnite that opinion, despite having
formed that opinicn, could you afford to him a2t this time
and throughout the trial and until such time as the State
would prove, if the State would prove, beyond a reascnable
deoubt his guilt, would you afford that presumption of
innccence to him?
A Yes. {
Q Police officers and governmental officials may testif&

in this matter, Mrs. Weist, and if they do, so;ely becauscis

they are police cfficers or governmental officials, testifling

in'their official capacity, would this cause you to give

greater credibility, greater believability, to those withness
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than some lay witncss?

o P o » o P

A I can't answer that yes or no.

Q Would ycu believe a policeman over somebody else, Jjust
because he 1s a peoliceman, all things else being equal?

My &nswer is the sane.,

Beg pardon?

My answer iz tha sane.

You cannot answer that question?

I can't ansucr that question.

Policemen, Mrs. Welst, or coroners or doctors or lauwyers
or Judges are nct infallible, and when they testify they
testify to that uhich presumably they know, the same as lay.
people. . 3

Neu, Jjust because somebody is a doctor or a lawyer or

a2 judge or a clergyman or public official, this doesn't mean|

that his testimony is any more or less truthful than scmeboq}lx‘

\
else's, does 1it?

A o,

Q If the Court were to tell you that you shall not give
greater or greater bellevability to the testimony of someone
because of his official capacity solely, wquld you accept
that instructicn and follow that instruction?

A ‘YES-

Q Now, the Court will instruct you alsc that there are

geveral kinds of evidence, there iz direct evidence, that
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‘which is perceived by the

witness through his senses, he ses
it, he hears it, he feels it, he touches it.
And there is circumstantial evidence, and that is

evidence that we infer from a certain set of facts.

By circumstantial evidence, for example, if this morniy

when you came in the bullding the streets were dry, the

[2]

buildinga were dry, the sun wag out, the trees were dry, the
grass was dry, and betueen now and noon time you did nct go
outside, nor did you look cutside, but at ncon time wvhen you
went outside, you found that the streets were wet, the grass
was wet, the buildings wers wet, the sun was out.

Trom those facts you could infer that it had railned
scnetime betuween nine o'clock in the morning and noon, is
that not correct?

A Yes.

Q That would be circumstantial evidence, The conclusion
that it had rained would follow naturally from those factsé

would it not? i
A Yes. fiis
Q " But if you had gone out at noon time and you sau thﬁt

only the street was wet, and not the buildings and not the

grass and not the trecs, then you could assume from that sct

of facts that it may have rained and rained only on the stres

but it may also have been that & water truck went down the

street and cleanzd the strcct.

o
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So that there woculd bs several conflicting reasocnable

inferences that you could ccme to, is that not correct?

A Yes.

Q That type of circumstantial evidence could not be used|

against the defendant, and if the Court would so instruct
you, would you follow that instruction?

A Yes, sir,

Q Or, in cther words, if the Court told you that circunm-
stantial evidence properly proven is Jjust as goocd and Just
as binding as direct cevidence, would you accept that instruc
tion from the Court? .

A Repeat the last part?

Q If the Couxrt told you that circumstantial evidence,
properly proven, is just as gecod and Just as binding as

direct evidence, would you accept that instruction frem the

Court?
A Yes.
'Q Mrs. Weist, do you know anybody in the Prosecuting

Attorneyls Office?

A I don't think I do.
Q ~ Or do you kncw anybody on the defense side of the

case, Mr. Bailey or Mr. Sherman?

A o
Q Or do you know anybody from the Sheppard family?
A No.




v Q Do you have anong your immediate acquaintances or
relatives any law enforcement people?

A Nec.

Q As you stand here today, Mrs. Weist, do you have any
feeling of favoriticm for the State

or against the State of Ohio or against the defense?

A I have mixed emctions.
Q Would. the mixsd emotions that you héve be such that
you feel you could not sit as a fair and impartial ju ror in
this case?

MR, BATLEY: I cbjecct.

THE COURTS Cverruled. Do you

understand the question, Mrs. Welst

MRS. WEIST: Yes, I would prefer
not.
Q Ybﬁ would prefcr not to sit as a Juror, is that your
answer? |
A Correct. é

MR. CORRIGAN: In view of this i

ansuer, your Honor, may I challenge for cause.

THE COURT: May I sce Counselors,i
please?
(Thereupon counsel and the Court conferred at the
Courtt's bench cut of the hearing of the jury panel,

as follous:)

of Ohio or for the defen

(6]
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THE CCURT: Do you raise an

objecticn, Lee?

to the juror, I would suggest before examining

her that you excuse her on the ground of her

smoke allerzy. She is golng to spend a2 lot of

time in smolkc-filled rccms, and probably she

would be unccnfeortable.

MR. BATLEY: No, cut of kindness

T COURT: Do you Jjein in the
challenge?
MR BAILEY: For cause? ITf it

-is to be cn that groundé; I certainly do.

(Thereupcn procecedings vere resumed within the

hearing of the jury panel, as follouss)

e @

TIDZ CCOURT: Mrs. Weist, the

Court wishes to commend you for your willingness

to serve here, if called upcn, and we want to

thank you for the time you have spent.

le know that you have this smoke allerzy,

it has been called tc the Court's attention by

both counsel, and we know that you have been

here walting call and willinz to serve if called

upon.

But the Court is going to honor your

reguent. ond the challenere of hoth sides that

| (.
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you be excused frem further service in this
cause, and if you will advise Mr. Trizino, the
Jury Commissioner, of your smoke allergy, you

tell him that you are excused from further

- service at 2ll in connection with your call for

jUry service at this time, would you please

" advise Mr. Trizino.

How, tefore you are excused, Mrs. Weist,
the Court admonishes you and instructs you that
you will not discuss this casze or vhat little

you have heard about it, since you have been in

'thié building, with anyone, not even with your

husband.

You will issue no statement, you will
make no 6bservation about tha mérits of lack of
merits, about your mixed cmoticns, you will not
discuss tﬁié caze with én&one until such ftime,
Urs. Weist, as a jury has returned its verdict
in this courtroom, in open court,

Do you understand these instructions?

YRS, WEIST: Yes.

TIE COURT: - Will you follou
then?

MRS, WEIST: Yes.

THES COURT: Thank you, and




_'ycu are now ecxcused.
Counselor, do you wish to be heard?
KR, DATLIEY: I simply wish to
renew the challicnze earliier made to the array,
based on the transactions of this morning.
RTs Let the record

show that the challenge to the array, the mation

of the defense challenging the array is overr

£)t
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