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Thereunon LOIS H. MANCINI, being first

duly sworn, was examined anc testified as follows:
EXAMINATION OF PRCS. JURCR LOIS H, MANCINI

By the Court:

b
Is your name Lole H, Mak&ini?
Yes, 1t is, sir.

And you live at 16920 Stocibridge Avenue?

That 1s southeast?

Yes, Lee and Harvsard,

Is it Mre. or Miss?

It 1s Mrs,

And whet ie your husband's name, plesse?
William,

And hzve you a femily?

Yes, I heve. I have two daughters.

Hdow old arc they?

Seven and one and a half years cld.

And ere you employed?

No, I am not. I am a housewife. I do work for the Election

Board cn voting days.,
Oh, well. You are not steadily enployed?
No, I am not.

Or regular part-time employed?
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No, sir,

Ie the entire IZnurechold consisting of yourself ar
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husband and twe children?
Also my mother lives with me.
How long have you lived on Stockbridge?
Six and a half yesars.
Did T esk your husbhandl!se first name? I think I dia,
Yes.
What 1s his occupation cr husiness?
He 15 an autcmobile mechanic,
Is he self-enployed or employed by cthers?
He is employed by others.
Wro is he employed by?
SillsChevrolet on Kinsman Roacd, 3Snsker Heights.
MR. MAHCL: Wnat 1s the name of
the company?
PROS. JUROR MANCINI: Sills, S-i-1-1l-8,
Sills Chevrolet on Kineman, How leng has he been sc émplcye@
roughly?
About slx years, I believe,
Have you ever served as a Jjuror before?
YNo, sir, I haven't,
Have you ever been a witness in any case in any court?
No, eir, I haven!t.

I named all these gentlemen around the ftrial table this
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morning. Do you know &ny of them?:

No, sir, I don't,

Dc you xnow the County Prosecutoer, Mr: Cullitan, or any
member of his staff?

No, sir, I do not.

Or the sherlff, Mr, Sweeney, or any member of his staff?
No, sir.

The Coroner, Dr. Gerber, or any member of his staff?

No, sir, I do not.

Are there any menbcrs of your family, and in that I'd like
to include your hushand's femily &as well -- who are members
of any Police Department or any lew enforcing agency any-
where, 1if you %Xnow?

No, elr,

Have any members of your family been vieited by violence
at the hands of enother at any time, if you know?

No, sir, other than -- I don't know whether that mzskes any
difference, out I héd two brothers killed in World War II,.
You haé two brothers --—

Zilled in World War II, but not criminally,

I am epeaking outside of war now,

No, s&ir.

I am speaking of crime, somebody robbed them or attacked
them somewhere.

No, sir,
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Have vou read or heard of thic Sheppard csase beforepx
Yes, sir, I have, :
And by what means did you, iust generally? w
The newspaper and radio and television,
And hgve you dlescussed it with others or others discussed 1t
with you? \
Yes, sir,
And as a result of what you read, what vou heard or what

P
you discussed, or others discussed in your presence, have
you formed any opinion at all as to the guilt or innocence
of Dr. Sheppard?
You mean at any time at 8ll?
Yes,
Yes, I have had various opinions,
Have you an opinion now?
No, sir, I havenlt,
How long is 1t since you entertained an opinion?
Well, sir, I dbn‘t know i1f I can pin it down to any tinme,
But you are sure that you do not have an opinion now, 1is
that right?
Yes, that 1e true.
I believe —--
I believe I'd have to hear the whole case before I would

form an opinion,

Wha t?
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I'@ have to liesr the whole case before I would form an
opinion.

You would have to hear the entire case before you formed

s

any opinion, Do you understand that that is the function
of the Jury?

Yes, I do.

And that the Jury and the Jjury &lone determine the guilt

cr innocence of e zerson cherged with crime?

Yes, sir.

And do you understand, too, that the jury does that on the
basis of the evidence that is produced from this witnzss
stend and the instructions of the Court as to the law,

end from no other source whatever?

Yeg, s8ir.

And do you understanc, too, that evidence, when it is pro-
duced on that witness stand, is to be weigheé in the samre
scales without regard to who produces that evidence, whether
he be a professionai man, public officiel police officer or
comnon leborer, that they are all on the same basis on that
witnees stand 2t the outset, and that the only test is the
test of truth, snd that the Jury must weigh all of the
evidence, having in mind that they are seeking only the
truth? You understand that?

Yes, sir,

Have you any oblection, in a proper case, to capltal
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punishment?
No, sir, I haven't.

g

Heve you received any communication of any xind whatever

apout this case, or that could be directed to it, Dby letter,

by telegramn, by phone, or ofherwise, since the 4th of July
of this year?

No, sir,

Heve you discussed thic matter with anyone since your neme
has appeared in the newspapers as a prospective Juror?
Well, none than having been called to come down here,

What were they calling about?

Well, to tell me that they saw my plcture or read my name
in the vaper.

Have you had any discussion with anyone of the case itsclf
eince you were called ae a wltness here —- as & prospective
Juror here?

Do vou mean with anyone here, any of the other prospective
Jurors? ‘

Yo, Since your name appcared in the paper have ycu had any
discussion about the case itself ze distinguvished from a
Giscussion that you mentioned, that they were discussing
the fact that you had been cealled &5 3 juror?

No, I don'?t believe so.

Do you believe, Mrs. Mancini, that you could sit here and

listen to the evidence and the instructions of the Court as

€/

'Y




13 1500

LN

o

impartisl in thie case. You understand that?

to the law and be gulded entirely by those, and be abso-
lutely falr and impertial in thie case?
Yec, sir, I think I coculd.
You say you think you could. Could vou?
I could., Yes, I conld.
THL COURT: This is kr. John Mzahon,
Agsis tant County Proeecuting Attorney, wno would

lixe to put & few questions,
EXAMINATION OF PROS. JUROR MANCINI

By Mr. Mahon:
¥rs, Mancini, I want to aek you a few questions, not to pry
into your private sffairs at all, you understand. It is

merely an endeavor here to get a Juror that cen be fair and

Yes, sir.

Arc you related at all to Paul Mancini, the lawyer?
No, I don't believe so, I don't know the name, /
Yéu have told Judge Blythin that you have read about this 5/
case.
Yes, sir, I have, //”
And you have heard it mentioned on the radio?
Yes, sir.

And you heve seen it cn the TV, is that right?

Yes, Bir.




&

When did you first read about it? -
Trhe first mcrning that it wés in the peper, the morning
Plain Dealer.
And following that, did you contilnuously read ebvout it day
to day?
No, I may possibly have recd a few things, but I didn't
follqw the vhole thing thoroughly. - I didn't read every
word that was in the paper about 1it.
Well, did you read most of the things that were in the
newsparer?
Yes, sir, I belleve I read most of it,
And there was a conslderable amount of news in the newspap
concerning thils matter?
I believe ebout three-quarters of i1t was about the czse.
Did I understend you correctly that from —-- withdraw that
7~

for the moment.

Now, after reading about the case, did you discuss i
wilth anyone?
Yes, sir, I d&1id.
With more than one person?
Yes, 8ir.
About how many people did you discuss this matter with?

I don't think I coulé come down to a figure. I!'d have to

say 1t was about the general topic of conversation most

everywhere,

er
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Cen you tell us about how many you talked tc about 1t7
Well, I believe sbout most everybody I talked to.

Zow nmeny 1z thate

I couldn't ssy now msny that is.

Is 1t ten or less?

My family, my friends, anyone that —-

To get 1t into a figure, would it be five people or more
than five?

I would say more then five people,

Would 1t be ten or more than ten?

I'd say more than ten,

What would you put it zs a top figure?

I don't believe I could put 1t in a top figure.

Wouls 1t run into hundreds?

You mean vp until this point?

Thatls might.

From the time it happened until now?

That's right.,  That you had scmoe discussion abont this
case?

Well, people I have talked to on the teleohone, my friends,
ny relatives, different ones that would ask me about it,
and I would aleo discuses 1t. I really couldn't put it in
a figure, I couldn't say how many people I have tzlked to
since thet timc.

Couvld you give us an approximate number?
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Ch, poselbly twenty-five or fiftyv people, I weuld say. i
Anéd thatl continued down until what time? Jntil you were
summoned in this case?

No. I believe it rather clacked awey a couple of nonths
ago. Juet cccaslonally that it would be brought vr in

the conversation,

Did I understand you correctly in encswer to a question by
Judge Blythin that you had formed an opinicn concerning thé
guilt or innocence of Ssm Sheppard?

I have had two different opinions, yee, at various times.
And when did you form your Tiret oplnion? g

I would say a few daye after I flrset read it in the news-
paper, '

And then did you ciange your opinion after that? .-

Yes, I aid.

And can you tell us abeut when 1t was that you formed a
cifferent opinion?

Well, rossibly a month efter 1t havpened. if’
And ofter that did you-change at all?

Yes, I did.

And @13 you change tc a different opinion then? \J

No. T changed % <the point where I had no opinion.
And when was 1t that you changed that you had no opinion?
Well, I csn't glve a definite date.

I am not% asking -~ Just approximately what time was 1it?
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Possibly ebout Ceptember,

[ 44}

In September?

(U]

Yes.

Last month?

Yes,

Well, *t 1s two months now. Thies ie¢ the 1lst of November,

Yes, Possibly two months sgo. OCne thing other than the

evidence I have read in the newepapers —- you see the shows/f

s

on television, and the mcvies, alsc, where crimee seem to *-y

roint to one men &nd evcrybody thinks he 1e the gullty 17

party, and thea it tmrne out to be someone thzt wasn't

thought of in the first place, so I feel you shouldn't reallyé

Judge anyone until you kncw more avoutl it yourself,

Now, &%t the tirne that you received your summons, when was
trav? Last Thureday?

Thursday evening about 7:00 o'lclock,

At tkhat time, Just before you recelved your summone, did
you have any fixed opinion as to the guilt or innocence of
Sam Shepperd?

Yo, I dian't,

Now, after you recelved your summons, dicé you talk to anyone
about this caee?

Just my mother. Just merely about beilng called down here,

I was nervous,

Have you read articles in the newspaper since you recelved
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Vour sSummons? Lo

Yes, I have,

Heve you heard comments on the radio since that time?
Yes, I have.

Ancd have you watched television end geen anything on that
since then?

Yee, I have. -
Did &any of that cause you to form any opinion since you
received your sunmons?

No, I haven't., T have tried to pass 1t over, more or less.
Well, ncw, you are the only one can Jjudge this and answer
this question: Right at the present mcment, right now, have
you any fixed opinion as to the guilt or innocence of Sa‘
Shevpard?

No, I do not.

You have none whatever?

No, sir,

Anc¢ do you feel that you could enter into this case as a
Juror at this tlme and cbtaln 211 of your informaticn right
here in this courtroom from witnesses that will teke that
witness stand?

Yes, sir.

And be gulded solely and entirely from that testimony?

Yes, sir,

Disregard everything that you have read or heard about thie
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case outside o1 thate?

Yes, 3ir,.

You teel that you could éo that?

Yes, eir,

The Court will tell you that it ie the functlon of a jury to
determine the facts 1n this case, and no cne can interfere
with the Jury in determining what the facts are, The Jury
findz the facts from the cvidence, *hat is, from the testi-
mony oI the witnesseg on the witness stand plus any physical
exhibits that might be admltted into the evidence, Do you
understana that?

Yeeg, sir.

Ae I sald, no one ceén interfere with the Jury in determin-
ing thcse fac*te, the Judge or the lawyers, or anyone. You
underzstend that fully?

Yes, sir,

On the other hand, the rules of law that apply in a case
of.this xind are leaicd down Uy the Judge. Fe tells the Jjury
vhat the law 1e that governs acese of thie kind, and the
Jury is bound to follow those instructions. Do you feel
that you can do that?

Yea, eir.

I don't want t¢ confuse you now., I don't mean that the
Judge will attemrt to interfere with the jury in finding

the facts, but the Judge will instruct the Jury on the law,

- —
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end the Jury 1is bound to follow those instructions, end '
when I say the law, I mean suchk things es the Judge will
tell the Jjury what is necesssry to be proven, wnat elements
are necessary to e proven before you would be justified in
finding a person gullty; he will define what firet degree
murder i1s. You understend thgt?

Yes,

And define other phases of the law in connection with a

case of first degree murder, for instance, what reasonable

doubt ie, he will define that to you; define wrhat presumption:

of innocence is to the jury. You will follow &ll those
instructions, will you?

Yes, sir,

Now, one c¢f the rules of law that the Judge will instruct

you on is that where one is charged with the conmission cof

a crime, where they enter a plea of not guilty to that

charge —— and that has happened in this case -- that then the

law presumes that the person chérged ie innocent until the

5tate produces evidence to prove him guiliy beycnd a reason-

able doubt. Now, if Judge Blythin tells you that ig the law,
will you follow that?

Yes, sir,

And do you feel at this time, right at thls moment -- can you ‘

presume that thigs defendant, Sam Sheppard, 1is innocent?

You say presvme he is innocent?

!
i
t
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Yes, sir,

You can do that?

Yeg, c&ir,

And you will require that the State of Chio procduce suffi-
clent evidence to convince you cf nis guilt beyond a reasson-
able doubt Ttefore you will vole a gullty verdlicte

Yes, sir,

Is that right?

Yes, eir,

Now, there will be many wiltneesec who will testify here,
and there will be professional pecple, which are doctors,
there will be technicians that will testify, there will be
policemen who will testify, and there willl be lay citizens,
common, orcdinary citizens who haven't got a profession, ané
then juet the ordinary citizen will testify., Now, in eddi-
tion to the Jjury determlaing the facte in this case, Tthe
Jury has the obligation of determining the crédibility &snd
the weight that they will give to the testiumony of any wit-
ness who tcestifies, and every witness who testifies, Do
you understand that?

Yes,

In other words, the jury has the Job of determining which
witness 18 telling the truth, and what is the truth, regard-

less of whether they are professional people, public official
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policemen or the common, ordinary citizen, Do vou under-
s tarid that?

Yes,

And will you welgh the testimony of &1l of the witnesses
regardless of his station in life or their occuvations?
Will you weigh the testimony of each and every one of then
on the¢ same scale ond glve credit to those wiinesses that
vou think are entitled to credit ana give no credit to
those witnessec who you feel are not entitled to credit?
In other words, show no discrimination, is tnet right?
That is one tning, of céurse, show nc discrimination,
Well, I mean in thec testimony of a doctor as coposed to a
bricklayer, ie that right?

That's right.

Show no diecriminetion?

That's right, Show no diecrimination because of those
differernces in positions,.

Yee, sir.

You will weigh the testimony of each of them on the same
scale and determline which of them are telling the truth?
Yes, slra

Is that righte

Yes, eir,

And you will do thst, will you?

Yes, sir,
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And in determining who is telling the truth, the Court will ;
tcll vou as a matter of law that you have a right to take
into consideration thelr frankness or lack of Trankness in
testifving; vou have a right to take into conslderation as
to whether they tell you a reasonable story or an unreason—
able story; you have a2 right tc take inte coneilderation the
probability or the imprcobabllity of the stories that are
told tc you; and you have a right to take into consideration
the intercset that any witneseg has in the cutcome of this
case,

Now, 1f the Court tells you you might apply all those
tests to a witness's testimony, you will follow the Court's
instructions, will you uot?

Yes, seir.

And in addition to what the Court will —-- those rules that tfe
Court will give you, he will alsc tell you that you have a
right to use the game common sense that you use every day
of your life in detérmining whether or not peéple are tell-
ing you the truth. You will follow those dictates, alsc,
will you not?

Yes, sir.

Now, there will be in this case both cdirect and circumstan—
tial evidence, and the Court will tell you that both types
of evidence are competent in thie case, and you wlll follow

the Court's ins tructions ag to that feature of this case,
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In a general wey, do you understané what 2ircct and circum-

stantlal evidence is?

Direct evidence, I will say, is the positive evidence that
you have at kand, and circumstantial evidence ——

Well, some lawyers cen't explain 1t either, including my-
self.

Well, I would say that direct evidence 1s the posl tive evi-

dence thet yvou hzve the proof &t hend. Circumstantiel

nleces —--—-
Suppose I put 1t this way: Direct evidence are those

thinge that you cen see, that you can hear, some witnees

hears eonething or sees something, they come in and tell g

wh

o

t they saw or heard —-- that is &n example of what direct i
evidence is. And circumstantiel evidence is where, fron
proven facts, you can draw certain conrncluslons from those
proven facts,

I'm sure I don't make myself clear to you, but do you
understand in a general way?
I have a general 1dea, yes.
And *bhe Court will instruct you onr that, and you will pey
close attention and follow his instructions, will you?
Yeé, sir.

You rave no prejudices at this time ageinst eilther type of
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evidence; heve ynu?

No, &ir, T don't,

You willl give all the evidence the consicderation that you
thirk it deserves?

Yes,

Wnether 1t 1s direct or wnether it is cilicumstantial, is that
correct?

Yee, sir.

well, now, 1n determining this case, of course, as I saild
befcre, 1t should be determined on the facts and the law,
You would not be influenced by any biss or passion, preju-
dice or sympathy for anycne in this case, would ycu?

No, air,.

You feel that you can sit here as a jurcr and listen to the
steries cf the various witnesses and the law that the Court
will instruct youv on, and declde thls case cn that and that
alone?

Yes, eir.

now, I might ask you many duestlons and still night not
touch upon scmething that is in your mind, so let me ask you

this broad guestion: Will you search your own mind and sece

if you can think of any reason at all why you could not be
gosolutely falr and just end impartial as a Juror in this
case?

No, &ir, I can't,

i
|
i
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Yeu cannot, Thank you,
MR, lAHCH: Pasg for cause,
THE COURT; That gentleman is

Mr. Garmone cf the deferse. He vweould lik¥e 1o

vut a few Guestions to you.
EXAMINATICK OF PROS, JURUR MANCINI

By Mr, Garmone:

Mrs., lYancini, do vou have any brothers or sisters?

Ne, I don't, I did have two brothers.

And I think you did say to Judge Blythin that the only
persons llving at your nome, other than your famlily, is
vour mothere

Yee, sir,

And that Mr. Mancinl works &t the 5111ls Chevrolet Company
as a mechnanic?

Yes, eir.

How long has he beeniwith S5111s?

Well, Mr, 5111 bas just taken over within the last few
ronths, It wes formerly Anderson Chevrolet, and he has been
there for about six years.

Is that outfit that is out there -~ that is the outfit that
1s cut there on Kinsuen Road?

Yes, sir,

Of course, we are only interested, Mrs. Mancini, in getting
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right?

a jury the*t will be falr and impartial to both sldes in |
thls case, Talir and impartial to the State and feir and im-

partial to Sam Shneppard who sits on the ciner side of the

Now, were you born and raised in Cleveland?
Yes, sir, I was.
What is your mother's name?
Mrs, Alw2 TFieher.
She is not emzloyed?
No, she i1s not, although she is & registered nurse,
Now, in some of these dlscuseions that you were frank to tell
us avout, did you yourself ever express an opinion about
Sam's guilt or innocence?
You mean at any time?
At any tine,
Yes, sir, I have. foﬁ
And about to how many people would you expressed that opiniom
¥any of them?
I would say many, yes. o
It was the general topic of discussion? }

L

Yes, it was.

Because, &8s you sald, the newspapers were three-fourths

v//

e

filled with the Sheppard name and the other quarter wes V/

used for probably the sports page and the funny page, is thati
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That's right, L

And I suppose in return there were nmany opinions expressed
to &ou also? -

Yes, sir, there were,

Now, did Mr, Mancinl ever express an ovinion toc you?

No, he hesn't, He adidn't follow it too much. He doesn't

~t

exvnress many oplilnions sbout anytliaing.

A1l the opinicne that are eXpressed cround the house are

I guess I anm the Lous,

Well, that 1ls a good way to menage the nousehold., Was there
any opinions expressed by your mother, Mrs, Fisher, to you,
how she felt about 1t? b
Sre may have., I imagine she has.bi

Without telling me what tne opinicns were that you ex-
pressed or had expressed to vou, did you,come intc this
courtroom this afternoon with any ovinion?

No, sir, I haven't, —~—

0f your own?

No, sir,

Dicd you come into the courtircom with any of the opinions
that riay have been expressed by some other people to yecu?
No, eir. 7

You feel that you have an open mind now?

Yes, I do.




eIt
Q Anc 1f you are chosen, that you will accept only thecse
fects that you hear in this courtroom, 1 that correct?
A Yes, sir, i
Q Now, you did sey that you were not employed, but around
election time -- nd tomorrow is Election Deay —— that you
have a2 part-time Jjob?
A Yes, sir, that's right,
Q@ You are out of the 30th Ward, is that right?
A Yes, sir. |
Q Is Mr, Lipowski your councilman?
A No, he 1s not.
Q Who 18 -—
A Oh, yes, yes, sir. I was thinking about the comnmmitteeman.
Q Do yvou know hin?
A I met him once.
Qa You were thinking esbout the committeeman?
A Ccmmittee leader, yes.
Q Who wes he?
A Frank Fagin,
a) He 1s the Ward leader?
A Ward leader.
Q Was it through his efforts or is it through his efforts
that you get this part-time job that you have?
A Yes, 1t was,
Q Now, Mr. Fagin 1s the Ward leader for the Democratic Party,
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is that right?

Yes, sir.

Now, would the fact that some of the oppesition are mem-
bers of the LCenocratic Party, would that have any influence
as to what your decieion should be in this case?

Nc, sir, it wouldn't, because I don't vote strictly one way.
You do exercise the right of being & non-partisan?

That is the truth,

Is that right?

Thatls right, I vote for who I think is right for the
noslition.

Would the fact that Dr, Gerber, who 1s the Coroner of our
county here and nas been a cendidate for a good many years
on the Denocratic ticket —- would that rave any influence
on you?
No, s=ir, it wouldn't.

You wouldn't try to please Mr. Fagin in any way with your
decision in this case, would you?

Mo, sir.

You wouldn't consider the fact that he is a member of the
same party that the Prosecutor!s office 1s represented by --
would that cause some influence in how you should decide
the facts that you hear in this courtroom?

No, &ir,

Sam Sheppard was indicted by the Grand Jury. He is charged

-
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with murder in the firet degree. Thet calls for the taking
of & 1liTfe, nl¢ 1ife in thle case, so0 you &appreclate, then,

the responsibllity thatl may come your way as & great one,

is that righte

Yes, sir,

And 1if the Court ssys to you, Mrs, Mancini, that the facts
that you should only interest vourself in are those facts
that you gather in this courtroom, you will subscribe to
that admonition and law?

Yes, eir,

Wheh we talk eabout the facts, you, as a juror, should you
befere the end of this trial tske your place in this jury
box with these other ladles ané gentlenen, you, as a Jjuror,
will be the eole judge of those facte, that is the law that
Judge Blythin will tell you, and will you follow that
principle of leaw?

Yes, sir,

He, Judge Blythin, can't trespass on that zuthority when it
comes to Judging the facts; I cen't, as one of the lawyers
for Mr, Shegpard, nor can any of these three gentleman who
renresent the 3tate. That 1s a province all of your own,
And will you eccept 1t and protect 1t?

Yes, sir,

If, after you have heard all the facte in this case, shouvld

you become a member cf this Jury, and you ccme to that con-
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clusion or you arrive at an abiding conviction thzt the
State has failed to convince‘you Leyord 2 reasonable doubt
of Zam Shepparc's guilt, would you hesitate in Jolning witl
your fellow jurors in returning a verdict of not guilty?

Do I make myself clear?

No; Will you repeat that, please?

IF the State fails to convince you beyond 2 reasonable doubt
-- that is the burden of proof that is reguired, and that

1s encumbent cn the State to satisfy you beyond a2 reasonstle
doubt -- should they fall to convince you beyond a reasocnable
doubt of this young man's guilt, would you hesitate to return
& verdict of not guilty if the Court told you thet that was
your obligation as a Juror?

I would e willing to return a verdict of not guilty, ves.
You would be willing te?

Yes.

Now, when we talk about facts, if you, as 2 Juror, have been
given 211 the facts in this caee, and then 1t becomes the
Court!s duty and the Court'!s responsibility to give you the
law applicable to the facts, and after a dlscussion with
vour fellow Jurors that inaquire into the entire over-sll
factual picéure woven into the legal applications that his
Honor,‘Judge Blythin gives you -- after all thlis discussion,
and you are still of the oprinlon, Mrs. Mancini, you, as an

individual, are still of the opinion that the State of Ohio

-
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hes falled to convince you bteyocnd a reasonable doubt cf :
this young man's gnuilt, wovlé you still be willing %o return

a verdict cf not guilty?

No, 3ir,

—t

ot
}.J.
[e]
v

You mean that you would st by --

The way I felt,

The way you felt?

Yes,

And that if you felt that the 3tate had not proven his
guilt beyond a reesonable donb%, vou wovlid stick to that
theory, is that righte

Yes, eir,
Vou would stick tu that theory regarcless of whether you

are in the nsjority or whether you cre in the ninority, 1s
that right?

Thank you. Now, when we telk abowt issues, Mr, Mahon delved
into that sublect, znd he covered it somewhat theroughly,
but ITd like to just go over eome cf the steps, with your
patience. We get cdown te the indictment that was returned
in this case. This indictment was returned by the Grend
Jury of cur county, Now, :f the Couvrt says to you, Mrs,
Mancinl, that the indictment raises no presumption of gullt

as to Sam Shepvard, will you follow that thecry of law?

Well, let me put the duestion this way: Because there has

!
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been an indictment returned, do vou think that there ie
any presumption of guilt as far es Sam Shepnard is concernedi
|

now?

No, sir,

Trhe indictment -- you will treat it only as an instrument
that apprises this young man what e stands charged with?
May I ask sometl ing?

Sure,

You mean, in other words, becauce there is =n indictment
sgainst him, that I eho'ld presume he 1s gullty?

Woulé you presume he was guilty Just becense there is an
indictment ageinst him?

N¢, s8ir; no, sir.

You then gubscribe to the theory of law that as Sam Sheppard
31 te there behind Mr, Petersilge end in front of Mr, Corri-

Jr,, that he 1s presumed tc be innocent, 1s that right?

When you look &t him, you are sstisfied under the law that
nhe wears the robe of presumption of irnocence, is& that
right?

Yee, sir,

Nov, the Court will say to you, Mrs, Mancini, that through-
oﬁt this entire trial, the presumption of innocence remains

with hinm, and with those instructions given to you by his

Honor, Judge Blythin, will you follow them &as such?
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Yes, sir,

ma.

Zoe indictment relates the charge of firet degrce nmurder,

So that we may nave a betier understonding —— maybe I ehould
have e¥plained this to you Lefore I ask you the guesticn:
Before an indictment is returned, there 1s presented for the
Grand Juryls consideration witnesses, ané they tell their
gtory. If we cuuld ricture these ladles end gentlemen es

& Grenc Jury, those witnecses go in anc tell theilr story.
Trey are examined by & member of the Prosecutorle office,
They tell what they know about, in this instence, the case
cf the Stete of Ohio versus Ssm Sheppard, and after the
Grand Jury hears tnelr stories, hears their testimony, they
return an indictment, &snd that ie what was done in this case.
However, those witnesses are only percons who 8re given

the opoecrtunity of telling theilr utide of the story by the

proseccution. Do ycu follow me?

Yes,

[82]

am Shepvard was never afforded the privilege to go in and
tell his side, nor was he ever given the opportunity of tak-
ing any of hie witnesses before the Grand Jury ue tell what
they knew about thic case, so 1t became & one-sided hearing,
and 1t ie because of the fact that 1t is a one-sided hear-
ing that under no circumstancee, and at no‘time, are you
ever to consider this inetrument that you will have with you

in your Jury room when you start to deliberate, as evidence,
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and the Court willl tell you that 1%t never ULecomes evidence,
and you ac subscribe to that rule of law &s & result of
what I told you of how the incdiciment is brought about, is
that right?

Yes,

low, in this indictment, Mrs, Mancini, Sam is charged with,
on the U4th day of July, that he unlawfully, one; purposely,

tvo;

’

of cdelllterate and premeditated malice ——~ there are
four distinct elements that are contained in that indict-
ment, each one standing on their individual etructure,.

The Court will sey to you, and ne will say to all these
other persons, that the State ¢f Chio must prove each and
every one of thcese things that I have just read off to you
by evidence that convinces you bey-nd & reasonable doubt,
Will you follcw that theory of law?

Yes.

And should the State fall in their endeavor tc convince you
by proof beyond a reasonable doubt of each and every one of
those things that I have read off, would you under those
circumstances hesitate in returning a verdlct of not guilty?
Nc, sir.

Along those lines, the Court will say that if the State

should prove to you number one, number two, number three,
and then fall on number four, he saye to you, Mre, Mancini,

that under that descriptive plcture theat you gather by the
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evidence thet will be given to vou thet it would be your
duty as & Juror to vote & verdict of not gailty, vou would
follow those instructions, would you rot? If three out

T the four were prcven, anrd the fourth was not proven, and
the Court tells you that 1t ie the law that they must vprove
all four, and if they don't prove 211 four, then you would

have to vote not guilty, woula vou follew that thesry?

Né doubt in your mind about ite

No. I was Just trying to Tollow that through.

But you undecrstand it now?

Yes.

And there 18 no cdoubt in your mind but what you would sub-
ecribe te thet rule of law, 1g that right?

Thet's right.

When we talk about burden of proof, we talk about the degree
of evidence that 1s necessary to convince you beyond a
reasocnable doubt, Judge Blythin wilil rcadiyou the étatutory
definition of reascnable doubt. Will you follow the defini-
ticn that he gives you?

Yee, sir,

And you do understand that the burden never switches from
tnis side of the table to the other side, that 1t is always
thelr responeibility to prove to you by that degree of

evidence? You understand that theory in law?
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Yes,

The State —- 1t 1s incombent upon them at 211 timee, and
the Judge will tell you that, and veu will follow that, is
that correct?

Yes,

fow, you made some mention, Mrs, Vancini, about a doc tor,

"

NO,

[

don'!t believe I did.,

=

cn, think it wae maybe the previous one. I'm sorry.

Now, we will have police offlcers testify in this cezase.
Do you Xnow anybody that is connected with the Police Departd
ment, any member of your femily, or relative of Mr., Mancini
or relatives of your mother?

No, e&ir, not that I can think of.

Do you know Jamees MecArthur? He is the head of e
Cetective Bureau?

No, sir, I don't,

If he was called upon to testify in this case as &n inspecion
of the Cleveland Police Department in charge of the Detec-
tive Biureau, would yovu, because of that fact, give ﬂis
testimony greater considerstion than you wculd a laymen?

No, sir,

You'ld measure the leyman's testimony with the seme yardstick
thet you would measure hls?

Yes, sir.

And you wouldn't permit yourself to be impressed with his
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titlc as Imspecter, woulc you?

No, 81r,

Or that he ic connected with the Police Department of the
City of Cleveland?

No.

If you will be called upon tc consicder the testimony of
doc tors who are connected with the Ccroner'e office —-
Dr. Gerber, do you know hin?

No, eir, I don't.

Dr. Adeleson?

No, eir.

Sunshine cr Dr. Chnanberlain?

No, 8lr,
And there ig & young ledy there -- I think she 1lives esome-
where out on the east ¢nd, her name is Mary Cowan —-- do ycu

Xnow her or have you ever had any contect with her?

o, sir, I haven't,

Now, would‘the fact that they were doctors and assoclated
wi th the Coroner's office give you the impression that
you'a.have to feel more Xindly toward them that you would
doc tore who would beAbrought In here to testify in behalf
of Sem Sheppard?

No, sir,

You would use the same fair play yardstick, 1s that right?

Yes, sir,
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And trheir title end their officialeffice won!t imrress you?

No, sir.

There was scne discussion between Mr, Mehon znd yourself
about circumstantial evidence, and I think that your in-
terpretation of it was about as clear as any we had around
rere in the past eleven days, because 1% came from you who
used ordinary language, end conetimes the Judge and we
lawyere try to use the language that is expressed in the
books, and we don't moke ourselves clear,

However, if the Court says to you, Mre, Mancini, thet
the rule in the State of Ohio is when reliance for convic-
tion is placed on circumstantial evidence, the facts and
trhe circumstances on which the theory of guilt is placed
must be ehown bevond a reasonable dovbt, and when teken
together, when all these facts and circurstances are taken
together, the facts and cilrcumstancez thot make un these
links that create in the end result the chain, when they
are all taken together, they must te so convincing as to
be inconsietent with the claim of innocence and adrit to
no other ansver than the guilt of the accused -- now, the
Court will tell you that that ie the rule that you are to
follow 2e to distingulshing direct evidence ageinst circum-—
stantisl evidence. Will you follow that rule?

Yes, eir.

If he charges you as & metter of law on the prorosition of
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circums tantial evicdence as T have read 1t to you, &nd
gomewhere in this over-sll uvicture cne of the links fells
to connect v with the balaince of the chain, and he cays *to
veu in his legel way that shevld that oconr, that under
thoce circumstances, 1t will be your obligation to return
a verdict of not guilty, would you hesitate to follow that
theory? Do you underatand thec guestion

Yes, I do, but I don't ¥now what my eanswer would be, You
» ?

are presuming that the cese is over znd one link didn't
meet with the others?

After 211 the facte had been heerd and 1t tecomes now your
responsibility with these other lsdlee and gentlemen to go
un and deliberate, and somewhere along this chain, these
links that maske the chzin of circums tanceg *here is a Lreak-

ing velnt, anc¢ thc Court ceys to you thet there being no

3

completion of that chain of circumetences that correlate
with the definition that he gives you on circumstantial
evidence, would you under that deecrintive plcture hesitate
to vote for a verdict of not gullty?

No, soir,

We understand one another on that proposition, do we not?

I think so.

Just one or two more questions, Mrs, Mancinl, I belleve you
said that your nmother wes a nurse, !s that right?

Yes, sir.
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Fas there ever been esny discuesion Tetween your nother and
voureelf cbout doctores »f medicine, doctors of csteove thy?
Do ycu have any ideac or pre-conceived ideas of who are the
betler cf the two as Tar as thelr rescpective fields are con-
cerned?

No, eir. I 1megine they are equal in oth treir fieldsb

And you won't, hecazuse a man ie a doctor of medlcine, gi;e
his testimony any greater conslderation than you wonld a
doctor of osteopathy if he were testifying and could show

you that they were both competent on the seme subject matier?
I{ & doctor of medlcine testifles on a sublect matter as
tainst a doctvor of ostecpathy, you wouldn't, because he
wae a doctor of medicine, give hls testimony any greater

weight than you would a doctor of osteopathy, would you?

o

‘o, sir,
You would mecasure them by the same feir play yardstick that
you have indicated throughout the examinotion, is thet

right?

kow, Mre. Mancini, as you have been told, if chosen, you
will hecome &n alternate juror in this case with the
vossibility that sfome time during the course of the trial

Jyou may be mnoved into the jury box to the point where you
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siell have the right %o vote,

D

Yes, sir,
Beceuse you are now an aslternate, you wouldn't Te apt to

Zlve less attention to the facts that will be presented?

You would rey strict attention to and listen, then, to;it
with The same attentiveness that you would if Jou vere one
of the original twelve?

Yes, sir.

Now, I have asked you a good deal of questions, and Judge
Elythin hae, end lir, Manon has. Now, I esk you to search
your consclenrce, because you are about to accept & responsi-
bility thet has never been yours before and vrobably will
never come your way again in your lifetime -- 11 you &re
caosen @b & jurcr in this case, and you will be called ugen
to determine the guilt or innocence of Dr. Sam Sheppard who

o

ie charged with murder in the first degree, vou, -i7 you are

cilosen as & Jjurcr ih this case, will teke with you into
tils Mary box the avthority under the law to destroy the
life of & fellow citlizen; do you think that you can accept
thet recponsibility?

I belleve I could.

Are you certain that you can?

Yes,

And with that in mind, can you enter into this contest and
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leave a1l personal feelings acide,- any ideac that you may
heve had prior to the time that you wvere called as 2 Juror,
leave aclde all the opinions that have been expressed to
you, and deal with that young men felrly and impertially?
Yes, sir.
And give him the seme kind of a trial that you unuld want
yourself to have or some menber cf your family to have if,
by the grace of God, they eat there and he sat in this Jury
box?
Yes, sir,

MR. GARMONE: Thenk you., That is

all, your Honor, at this time,

THE COURT: The State has a
challenge.
MR. MAHON: The State is gatisg—~

fiea with thls Juror, 1if your Honor please.

MR, CORRIGAN: We pacs the Jjuror,

THE COURT: You baes for cause,
ana you passc peremptorily?

MR« CCRRIGAN: Fass peremptorily.

THE COURT: Do I understand that
you have no percaptory?

MR, COFRIGAN: We have no peremptory,
no,

THE COURT: You have no peremptory?
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MR. COKRIGAN: "~ No peremntory,
THE COURT: ¥r, Hansen, will

you tc 2Zind enough tc come up here, and will you
step up here, please, Mrs. Mancini?

(Thereupnn Mrs. Msncini and Mr. Hansen
were sworn as alternate jurors.)

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlenen,
we will have a few minutes recess at this point,
and will vou pleese observe the caution which the
Court has expressed to you, do not discuss thie
case, not even among yourselves, or with anyone
at all, We will have & few minutes recess,

(Thercupen & recees wae tolken, )




