
Rule 607. Who May Impeach a Witness

Any party, including the party that called the witness, may attack the witness’s credibility.

Rule 608. A Witness’s Character for Truthfulness or Untruthfulness

(a) Reputation or Opinion Evidence. A witness’s credibility may be attacked or supported by

testimony about the witness’s reputation for having a character for truthfulness or

untruthfulness, or by testimony in the form of an opinion about that character. But evidence

of truthful character is admissible only after the witness’s character for truthfulness has

been attacked.

(b) Specific Instances of Conduct. Except for a criminal conviction under Rule 609, extrinsic

evidence is not admissible to prove specific instances of a witness’s conduct in order to

attack or support the witness’s character for truthfulness. But the court may, on cross-

examination, allow them to be inquired into if they are probative of the character for

truthfulness or untruthfulness of:

(1) the witness; or

(2) another witness whose character the witness being cross-examined has testified about.

By testifying on another matter, a witness does not waive any privilege against self-

incrimination for testimony that relates only to the witness’s character for truthfulness.

Rule 609. Impeachment by Evidence of a Criminal Conviction

(a) In General. The following rules apply to attacking a witness’s character for truthfulness by

evidence of a criminal conviction:

(1) for a crime that, in the convicting jurisdiction, was punishable by death or by

imprisonment for more than one year, the evidence:

(A) must be admitted, subject to Rule 403, in a civil case or in a criminal case in

which the witness is not a defendant; and

(B) must be admitted in a criminal case in which the witness is a defendant, if the

probative value of the evidence outweighs its prejudicial effect to that defendant; 

(2) for any crime regardless of the punishment, the evidence must be admitted if the court

can readily determine that establishing the elements of the crime required proving —

or the witness’s admitting — a dishonest act or false statement.

(b) Limit on Using the Evidence After 10 Years. This subdivision (b) applies if more than 10

years have passed since the witness’s conviction or release from confinement for it,

whichever is later. Evidence of the conviction is admissible only if: 

(1) its probative value, supported by specific facts and circumstances, substantially

outweighs its prejudicial effect; and 

(2) the proponent gives an adverse party reasonable written notice of the intent to use it so

that the party has a fair opportunity to contest its use.

(c) Effect of a Pardon, Annulment, or Certificate of Rehabilitation. Evidence of a

conviction is not admissible if:

(1) the conviction has been the subject of a pardon, annulment, certificate of

rehabilitation, or other equivalent procedure based on a finding that the person has
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been rehabilitated, and the person has not been convicted of a later crime punishable

by death or by imprisonment for more than one year; or 

(2) the conviction has been the subject of a pardon, annulment, or other equivalent

procedure based on a finding of innocence.

(d) Juvenile Adjudications. Evidence of a juvenile adjudication is admissible under this rule

only if:

(1) it is offered in a criminal case;

(2) the adjudication was of a witness other than the defendant;

(3) an adult’s conviction for that offense would be admissible to attack the adult’s

credibility; and 

(4) admitting the evidence is necessary to fairly determine guilt or innocence.

(e) Pendency of an Appeal. A conviction that satisfies this rule is admissible even if an appeal

is pending. Evidence of the pendency is also admissible.

Rule 610. Religious Beliefs or Opinions

Evidence of a witness’s religious beliefs or opinions is not admissible to attack or support the

witness’s credibility.

Ohio Rule 613. Impeachment by self--contradiction

(a) Examining witness concerning prior statement. In examining a witness concerning a prior

statement made by the witness, whether written or not, the statement need not be shown nor

its contents disclosed to the witness at that time, but on request the same shall be shown or

disclosed to opposing counsel. 

(b) Extrinsic evidence of prior inconsistent statement of witness.  Extrinsic evidence of a

prior inconsistent statement by a witness is admissible if both of the following apply:

(1) If the statement is offered solely for the purpose of impeaching the witness, the witness

is afforded a prior opportunity to explain or deny the statement and the opposite party is

afforded an opportunity to interrogate the witness on the statement or the interests of

justice otherwise require;

(2) The subject matter of the statement is one of the following:

(a) A fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action other than the

credibility of a witness; 

(b) A fact that may be shown by extrinsic evidence under Evid.R. 608(A), 609, 616(A),

or 616(B);

(c) A fact that may be shown by extrinsic evidence under the common law of

impeachment if not in conflict with the Rules of Evidence. 

(c) Prior inconsistent conduct. During examination of a witness, conduct of the witness

inconsistent with the witness’s testimony may be shown to impeach. If offered for the sole

purpose of impeaching the witness’s testimony, extrinsic evidence of the prior inconsistent

conduct is admissible under the same circumstances as provided for prior inconsistent

statements by Evid.R. 613(B)(2).
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Ohio Rule 616. Methods of impeachment

In  addition  to  other  methods,  a  witness  may  be  impeached  by  any  of  the  following  

methods:

(a) Bias. Bias,  prejudice,  interest,  or  any  motive  to  misrepresent  may  be  shown  to

impeach the witness either by examination of the witness or by extrinsic evidence.

(b) Sensory  or  mental  defect. A  defect  of  capacity,  ability,  or  opportunity  to observe,

remember, or relate may be shown to impeach the witness either by examination of the

witness or by extrinsic evidence.

(c) Specific contradiction. Facts contradicting a witness’s testimony may be shown for  the 

purpose  of  impeaching  the  witness’s  testimony.    If  offered  for  the  sole  purpose  of

impeaching a witness’s testimony, extrinsic evidence of contradiction is inadmissible unless

the  evidence is one of the following:

(1) Permitted by Evid.R. 608(A), 609, 613, 616(A), 616(B), or 706;

(2) Permitted by the common law of impeachment and not in conflict with the Rules of

Evidence. 
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