in tg% City of*Atlanta say "1 am plad thev indicfed the God

" damn Jew" they oﬁght *o teke him out and 1ynch him, end if 1

- get on that jury 1 wil] heng that Jew surs."” 1 emphatic&llv

ngggt;ggz,;_geed_an;_such_exppese%oﬂ—aﬁ—anv—fime “or place; 1 an a
- member of the Elk's Club; gald Club hes emong its members a lerge
nunber of Jewish peoplé, manyApf whom are my friends. 1 never
“enferteined anyv prejudice or animus arainst the Jewish pzople, or
against any one of them, and 1 did not make use ai any euch expres-
sinn beicore said Aaron oy any one clse; 1 was. at the Elk' .
Club on-Sundey, May 25tk, ‘1913, in the morningiTEAT 1 Lave read theds-
_positions of W, L.Ricker, in which he undertakes to quote me; 1 do not
know ‘the said Ricker - 1 may heve been intpoduced to hlm, 1 dicd not

make - thegsfatemen at anyv fame or plece as sworn to' by seid Ricker;

“Ricker °aid “that hhe canversatlon that he . heard was in the store of

Nunnally andHarr%s athoproe, Georgia; 'l have read also the. depositiam’
of J. J, Nunrally wittheferepee to the cenversation sbout which Rické
testiiied;i remember that the Frank ecass-was discussed ;ngEE’ETSFE"of
Nunnelly ahdHarris; this discussion ocecurred on June--22nd,, 1913;

it was paA_icipa*ed in F” a;numbetfeiwgeeplef—l>ﬂLacussgdfit;cas:“‘**'
e eSS oM e ;
vally and incidentally as did all of The other partics present;

a-

1 was rot in the store more then sixty minu*eg a* *he outelde;

iiggjjng;e;pazﬁeof.this<$4meqelxwasqeng&gednin“hnfeifort'to sell -

Nuhhelly and Harris some buegies, and the Frank case was not

discuesed aIl of this time; or if it _was, certain-it isl-&dd¢—

— — .t

not nartlcipate in the dlscussion, 1 positivelv deny that 1 used

the expression "They are ooinp to break that Jew's neck" as

*

-stated bv Ricker in his depositions, and 1 likewisge “deny making

2 i -
any such statemente in manner, form or suhstance, ag szt out 1n

fhe deposifions of said Ricker’ 1 did not in themanner, iowm,,

or substance, 1n the presence of the said Rlcker ar Nunrallv or
in the store of said Nunnallv and Harris, or anvwhere else, at any
time say if the jury turned Frank looee, he could never o

- get out of Atlanta alive. 1. did stame in the discuasion of the

 Frank case that 1t was’ my opinion fhaf the men guilty oi the'”

-



at this time, anvtbinv morz than the bend]fnes of the nemspap

»eﬁéflwhaduhotrformed—eny opinion based 6n- newepsper reports-orh =
casual rumor es to whether or not ‘Frenk was the men euiltyv of the
crime, and 1 did not express myeslf in the lanpuage attribuged
to me by the sald Ricker or any other languege; nor did 1 knof
fVa‘ the yUleC sertimant was so s*riong amalnet Frenk that hs sounld

« abhle

_not be,/1f acquitted, to*get cut of the City of Atlanta alive, end
1 positively and emphatically deﬁy tﬁat 1 ewver mede'use,of anv guch
expression;‘I was ccris*antly on the road traveling from April 2fth,,
1513, 2ntil July RAtW, 1913, duiring 2very week, and did not

~spend—e-swificient—lenpthof time ir Atlente to know whet the —

public sentiment there was with reference to the guilt or londCou.us
~

~of the trialLeo M. Frank; THAT 1 ..u.s rcad the depositions of -
H, Shi Gray, S. ¥, Johnson, and John *, Holmes; 1 hed a conversa-
tion on Sept. 2aAd, 1913, with the said II, Shi Gray, S. Y, Johnson, and

John M. Holmes; this weg after the verdict in the Frank case had

fbeéﬁ rendered on Auguét_ééth., 1913; 1 never saw Gray,

Johnson or Holmes togehter or separateIV'after 1 was served w1th a
subpoena 88 & Juror which was Friday Iuly 25th., 1913 until after
Vl-was discharged from the jury on the Frank cese; TdAT on
July 24th, 1913, 1 wes at Athens, Ga., on July 25th, 1913, 1 was at
Statham, Winder and Atlente, Ca.; 1 remained in Atlants on the 26th.
and 27th. end went on the jury 'on July 28th; 1 never saw—

either of these men,.eitherlin”Sparta-or elsewhere'; after 1 knew

> was:a_Juror-on'thézFrank case, until Spet, 2nd., 1913, at which .

time, 1 did discuss with each and all of them the Frank case,

fully and freely in Walker and Holmes Insurance Office; 1 then

stated that in my opinion there was not a shedow of a doubt

Sbut that Prank‘waé'guilty; 1 did not hear several partiés, as
stated by 'S¢ M, ‘Johnson in his depositione, say that they thought
_Enank_maavnoi_guiligq_buh*gnciheucontrary every men who dis-
cussed the. case in my presence in the office afnresaid expressed
the opfnion that iha_said Leo M. Frank was gullty; and 1 was con=- .
gratu}aﬁed—by everyOne who ceme into that office among “them .
RIS y A
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H.8hi Gray, S.M.Johnson, ‘end John M.Holmes © on rendering the
verdict‘om@ﬁt’yT'T’w"ae introduced by ‘Mre.Holmes tc their .

maxw friends and ecque,int nancesu ae heving be en one -of the

Jurore ofi the Frenk case; I futthermore stated on the oocaeion .
7which I refer tb,xmn naniely, Sxptember 2nd.,1913%3, that said -
- Frank was a moral degenerafe and apervert; I baeed this state-
ment on the evidence adduced upon the tr_ia.l; before that I did
not have any knowledge or informat'ion’ whatscever which would have
warranted me in surmising that Frank was a degenerate and a per=
vert; attabhed marked "Exhibit D* is a letter from H,Shi Gray;
J’ohn;;'?M.Holmee and S.M.Johnson, in wrich they state that I oatd
in the conversation I had with them, that sald Frank, in my
opinion was a rervert; I base this assertion upon the evidence
-a-dduoed upon the trial of the case; up until this time I did =
not believe the.t Frankwas a pervert, but after hearing the evidence
I could not avoid such a conclueion. I then bélieved that Frank
was @ degenerate and a pervert, and I so estatel to the three men et
—Spm“-muom—the—de%e—eher—eey-md—net—mor—trthef—'
trial of Leo M,Frank, but after his conviction towit, gept.2nd.,1913
I deny that I ever made any other stahements attributed t;o me by
~the said .Tohneon, Gray and Holmes, prior to the trial of Leo I,
Frunk, but all of the etatementa ;ne.de were made su’bsequent to the
_trial, and after I had full knowledge ar_the evidence infbeh&l£-~—-—
..of the State and defenoe.. I was :ln Spax'ts on June 27th.,1913; I did
»'not know that I hed been drawn as a_ Jjuror until about 5 o'clook
on the afternoog of Friday, July 28the, 1913; I do not know of

my own personal knowledge when I was drawn; I am informed and

believe the Jury was not drawm until Thursday / July 24th.,1913%; -

I am informed . and believe that my name wue not drawn out of’ the

Ju:r.'y box for the Frank tridl until Thursdau, July 24th.,1915. end
I am oertain if 1t was I did not know of. it mtiLchect day,
Friday, July 25th.. I swef posi-t'fve{y, after having refreshed

my memory by entries mede brme at the time in the book hereto
attaoned. merked "Exhibit Ev, thet I we.s in SParta on June 27th.,
1915,_a.nd I am equally poe:ltive in eaying that I never did go back t

to Spurty, aftet June 27th.,191§, an ehown by my book, ‘and - ue I

A}
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8tated in my regollection, until’september end, 1913;  that if

'~ TI-have ever ‘exprossed any opinion, enywhere, at eny time prior

- to thie trial that Leo M, Nrank waa.guilty, I do not remember;

1 neze:v_hed_an§_§xéJu&iodlé§a4na%—the+eéid~Leo~ﬁ;~~Frank. S o et

| never had any fixed opinion, or entertained any kind of opinion
of the merits of the case until I heard the evidence; ~and I
quaiified'as a Juror with an unbiased nind, and with e disposit=
ion to rcadily yield and oonform' to the evidence, 'and to be con-
| trolled-sbsolutely by the law and the evidence; that 1 aid not

know Ils Johenning, one of the jurors in the case oi the ,tate.

e

vs, Leo M, Frank, until we were_euyannelled and sworn in the
case; 1 do not recall that I ever saw him before: I did not ob-

serve the conduct and the Genortment of the_ggiﬂ_ﬂghanningkﬂnning_

. the entire fwenty nine days thft—qe<were together as jurors; he

did not say or do anything during that éntire time that ensbled —
me ‘o know liow he stood -ontlic. iesue- he did not give vent, so.
far as I saw or know, to any expmession indicating any bias or

prejudioe for or against the defendent, MLeo il lrank; so far

= T e e -

Johenning was an upright, honest, fair, prudent; impartial and

,oonsoientious jurbr: ’1ubued'with'only one - idea and purpose,_hamely

S R T asoertainaent—vf—the—trnth ——unﬁer~the evidende, ‘aﬁﬁ“ urd exr

the law given in oharge by the court; ‘the same is true of each

and evory other Juroraanihg_panel4__IhaI_L_did_th_aI_any'time

i while a juror hear-any cheering, and no apnlsusc, 'excepting open

i court, which was publicly taken notice'of and repopved by the

' Goﬁrt. 1 41d not know that there had heen eny cheering 0¢ aanody

connected With the ¢ase, .or that there had been any - cheering 1n
¢ any way growing out of the Prank case, 1 aid not henr ‘anybody eg
say that there had been any eheering wntil afts sr the verdict

was renaered and 1 aia not he y;mx_giiﬁn_:anx_iime, _1521:

. until aitex the verdiot was rendered when T. dia hear about two or

‘three minutea after the» VVerdiot: had been read, - and~wh11eﬁ.

the Juzy was being poiled " oheering on “the




" outside of the courthouse; I did not hear any applause in the .
__eburtroom that I now recall, except as above stated; I do not rew=
' ¢all what occasioned eny laughter, except that occasioned by the
 oross examination of Jim Connelly by Mr.Roeser, counsel for Frank;
"I laughed myself, es did the audience and all of the jJury, whenm
Connally told Ir.Rosser how he spelled certaminbrands of pencils
and other words; I laugh:d end the audience laughed when B.Dalton
- told M§.Rosser when and where he was born, stating that he was -
there but could not remember; Sisaiin conjunction with other
membera of the ;j_u_ry_gnd the uidience witen the said Dalton said that
Mrs.Daisy Hopkine was a, peach and preetty as a pink; elso the A
Jury and the audiénce laughed when Newt Lee ’stu}ed*that he "Lit
T a rag® instead ‘of""fdn"", ‘referring to his exit from the basement
“where the ‘mody of little Mary Phagan was f‘ound; on no other og= —
casion did I obegrve any Igpplause, or If I did - I do not re-
member it nnow; I do 'noi:_’rcmemﬁer any ocoas ion when there was any
demonstration or applause otherwise than oh the part of the audience

and spectators: THAT I have read the affidavit of Sampson Kay with

eference to certaﬁ alleged ocourences on Sat rday evening, Kugus t
—2§rdq 1913 about 8 or 8:30 o clook I remmeber distinctly the walk
which the :lury took at that time on Pryor Stre&ty_flf_lere vas a deputy .
—s’l'ierfi—ff in front of the jury and one in the rear; it is not true that
six xExxENX or meven men, oY any man not connected wit.h the Frank

' Jury either @s & juror or a bai‘l':lffr_waiked aﬁong_ by the sied of the
- Jurors and taleke:lwy;;;—with'them, ei,t.l'ner at the time and Pleace - |

[ zeferijed to by the said Kay or et eny other time end place: "fHAT «

" I have read the affida.vit of one w.P'.Neill;-.-I_ns;no,t the juror re-
. ferred to in said affidavit, or the affidavit does not apeak the

and
truth; no man grabbed me by the hand 's®/arm or by the hand or amm

.. at_the plcoe uatediay Neill in. hin affidavit, or talk to. mel I I

= S O

did. not see or hear or know axxything of any such thing as de-

f the - '
&ailed 1n the afﬁdavit happen:lng to any other/:]urorg a8 is set

oui-in—%he—afﬁdavit—made ’oy1a1d Neili*ﬂ—did—not—tnh see or- know



any'thir;g‘about it if a;lything'nké that took place and 1 did
not hear the sheriff speek to anyone about it; there wes no com-

 mnnication at_any time-or- plaee -in any ahape, -mennar- or- form s
with me from the outside after the jury was empa&neled and so far
a8 I know, there wagvno“communicatipn wlth eny juror except let-

- ‘ters which camge through the shériff or bailiff end which were by
the court permitted; and 1 nevar_féda_ény letter or communication
of any character that hed not been opened before it ceme to me-
through the sheriff; and no man ever saild anything to ﬁe by look,

sign or symbol nor ever'undertook to convey any message or give:

any indication or intimation of anythinz from the outside, so far

as 1 know or belisve, this statement is applicable to every other

Juror on the case. _
H, Shi Grayk John-M., Holmes and S+ M:—Johnson write Ay H, —

* Henslee as follows (the same being a part of sald Henslee's affida-

vit). . 4 ‘ o : -

"We notice in sesveral Atlanta papers your emphatic denial of
ever having talked with us or made a statement to us of the guilt
—or-innonence of-one-Leo M, Frank*—you—are—furth=r—quvtad“Es'saviﬁ?"”—
that if we state that you ever said that you believed “rank' guilty
that we are liars. Also that the whole_deposition is a lie out of
the whole cloth; we cannot believe you are correctly quoted as it
is impossible to conceive how you can deny the statements youmede
here and the intense feeling you manifested when discussing: the
~_metter; you must recall, in Mr, Holmes' office;, on the day stated
in the presence of the undersigned, we all discussed the Frank case
- and-practically tried him; as it were, and that in the discussion
you not only stated that 'Firank was as guilty as H-=-1'; but-you
—had much to say about Frank being a moral degensrate (your exact
language we cannot use here)., and you further stated that you had
been drawn as & juror, We have no disposition to injure you or to
meks public your statements, as the writers, Gray and Holmes, have
known you and your family for a. number-of years, and we do not know
~how the attorneys were acquainted with the fact of this conversa-
tion; but your. remarks were .common talk in the town end there a
number of our people who could have given the informatien—to- the at-— -
torney. We declined to meke a voluntary affidevit in the matter end
—88id nothing until forced to.do so by the courts, but let us assure
you that this reluctance to testify in no way changes the facts,
—and you ghall ng&nbgwpermitted to meke statements to. the public
press denouncing us ag liars in order to protect yourself from the
criticism you Justlv deserve. ‘We await your.answer. R

' C F, Huber and A, F Pennington, who arter being duly sworn

B

v

depoae and sey thet- they are daputlee to ‘the Sheratf of Fulton .

I I Yy

;Jhnuﬁmg_Georgia,_and_maraﬂin.chaxge_oi,the Jurygin the above_staied_—~
caee conetantly during the trigisot,said cage; that on Friday
h

afternoon‘when.the jury. left t court'houéa they went direct»a}ong-"

IPryor street to the Kimball houee; deponent Huber was 1n the
‘rear of the Jury, who proceaded northward along Pryor Street =

305 g . ; . _7 Al i ‘—‘—'——'—'—5'6———,v— 3
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::walking two abreast, said jury following immediately behind
depenent Pennington' THAT Deponents have read the various affie .
.dartte “which deal with alleged cheering of the 9011citor General as
-—«he_}eft—the«eourt—houee—on said Fridey afternoon, Avgust 22,1913; -
-dpponents state under oath that they did not hear eny mithex cheer=
—1ng or demonstration of any kind on‘eeiqhgfternoon,,hor did they
‘hear gn& applause for the Solfoiter General or f;r~any—one else;
THAT whenLcourt edjourned on Saturday, August 23, 1913, soon
after_Eneinoon hour, deponente took the Jury from the court=-
“house northward along Pryor street, they did not. on this occasion,
:hear'eny applause or‘eheefing demonstration of eny kind'whatever
‘\for the Solioitor General or for any one else; THAT on Monday,-
—_August 25$h.,1915, eround~thefnoen—heurr~dye%fafter—the—courﬁr————
had adjourned, the Judge having charged the Jury before sald -
adjournment, deponent C. F Huber says that ‘he, toge;her with
R.B.D®avors and W,M.Hunter, was in charge of . tne Jnrore, and took
" them to the German Cafe, where they occupied a private didning room

in the rear of the bufXding; in this dining room, with closed

’"Hobri,_the Jurore*heréﬁeerieavﬁith their lwhoh, and at ro time

, between the time tﬂey left the Jury box and the time they got
) ining
. into this privete/&oom, nor while ocoupying said dining room, .

‘ nor ‘on their return to the Jury room,at the court house for

the purpose of considering and paking a verdict in said above

“etﬁfid?iiié,7did'deponeﬁ€“héai'ehy'appleuee,'or eheering"orfde-‘
monstrution of any kind whatever, nor could the jury while 1n
"the dining—room hear any demonetrntion which mey ‘have taken plece
:;in front of said German Cafe,. but said dining room was perfectly
.quiet' THAT - deponente on Saturduy evening, Avgust 23, 1913, took
the Jurore out for a walk ¥nd returned to the Kimball House _
1northward along Pryor Stree%¥: THAT deponente hewe reed the .r- '/ .

;fidewit of Semeon ‘Kay and’ emphatioally_peny thax at any time ‘

' on eaid !zii:; Baturdqw evening, Avgust 25,1913, did eix or

eeven men, or any othercnumber of’ men,,yrgpersens, follow along

‘by the eide of the Jury, in the Frenk cuee, or behind them, or
1n front df/them,-taaking to- them from the cetner of Entt Feir
_;ggrggﬁ_eng“8quth??r?fr,Btreet up to the Union Station, nor did

4



Jurors or any of them, on South Pryor 3tre~ t, or in the German Cafe

" 4r at their rooms at the Kimball House, or elsewhere, at any -

-time, between the time the jury wes impannelled and the time.when

it was disdharged after having’finally“rendercd'its verdicet in

~the ‘said case, 8o far as deponents know or beliéve; at no time

and in no place did ieponents see any member of the jury in this

gase communictte with, or attempt to communic: te, withanyone ex="

oenting the officels oI the: law at guch tines and in such Lanner

a8 was allowed by law; denonents at no time ho .r& any cheering

by the- spectators in or out of the oourt,— which was heard by the

. Jjury, excepting the incident which ococurred when the Jury was being‘

‘polleﬁ after the verdipt; deponents know of no other ﬁemonatrat-

of apwlsuse in the bou;t roon in thLe presence of the Jjudge, snd

e ; THS

ion within the sight or hearing of the Jury, except the instences

which o8 noticed offieially in open court by said judge; that

deponents kmow of no influence, or attempted influence exerted

upon the jury orvany~membef~the£eo£rby speetators in or out of

~—+the eourt room or-elsewhere, — — R S
" R . V .
. o :

. Be H. Henslee makes the folloWing affidavit, de-

___posigg and saying as follows: That he has read’ the a*fldvvit

of M, Johenning, made on the 18th of Ootober, 1913, with P

ferenoe to the influenq& of the ~cheering whioh ooourred while

~——the»1ury—was being«polled __and says that the statements oontained ]

" in said affidavit are true and correct, and depoenent—edopts .-

. game as his affidavit.

S BE=
>

that he is in the employ_of the Clerk of the Superior court ot

—ahove—state—andreounty, €E§¥:§§¥1ng—the—triat—ui_the_knank;aasa}

AN

;z“, T iy 0. ngis makea the following afiidavit deposing j;:;_



N ne oognpied,au,antereom’te the court.room in which said case was
—_tried directly aoruvesthe haliwey from the jury room: that in
leaving the Jury box, and retiring to the Jury room, ,it 18 necess®

ary to pass through three doors; that deponent knows of the

..oaaasion of the appleuse-in the court room vhen the Judge deelined
~ to rule out and~exolude the evidence of Jim Uonley'as to two

”-certain acts ‘of degeneraey and perversion on the part of Leo lie “
Frank, “the - detenfant' deponent was present in the court house at

this time and knows that at the tite this ocourred the Jurors were

am~an-¢heiawreemmand—tw§¥&oOfewbe%ween—ea&érﬁarer&—anﬁmihem&Oﬂrtreom-——=
: Where this applause took place were closed;. and in deponent'

opinion said anplausa could not have been hecrd bJ the jury.

He L, Bennett makes affid:uw it denosing and saying as’followe
I an personally aequainted with one Co, Po 3tough, having had a cas-
ual anuaintanoe with hin ior about five yeurs; 1 also know his
general character and reputation, and I consider his gseneral char=
"actprAnnd reputetion bad; L am also scquainted with A. H. Henslee,

=@t know hisToheragter ond reputation —to B Zood.

.......
= N~

- '__ﬁf-W;fHHedéﬁif mokes affidavit as follows: IAWaé bné—___

of the jurors in ‘the Frank case, " and heard the cheering which

~ followed the reading of the verdict of guilty in open~eeurt;wand

which said cheering was by parties ouiaide of the court;  said

~ oheering ogourre@ during the time the jury was béing polled.
. Nomobﬁeetibn.whanOevef5 was.made by enyone reﬁresantingALeb M, -

_._ Frank, . or Frank I himﬂelf _at the time of the cheering, nor was '

_any notion made at the time by any-of his'attorneys but the

pe}%ing—e%-the_suLJ_m&s_antinggi+_ thi__cheerin&,did nqt in-

fluenoe or affeot the verdiot whioh hed already been made, nor

did it have any intluenae Tk remained absolutely unafieoted

A, and unintluenoed by the cheering or - the surroundings and in answern

_4_3_931:he pgll, 1 truthiuliy’angwered _after T head heartﬂumr—-——*~

g

! cheering, that it was my. verdiet and inqapﬂwering as aioresaki 1

| diso@ rgad mzﬁduty o8-8 consoientious Juror and now subsoribe to

iﬁche correotness of the,vendict a8 rendered. - _ . ﬁ'e_g

e




- N i
M, Joehenning mekes the following affidavit,-deposing and

| gaying as follows: That he was one of the Jurors who served on
i:?EhEFBESGéiéﬂated_cdéeaaﬂdﬁheard‘lhe'éhééfihg1thch followed soon
after the rgading of the Qerdict of guilty in open court and
which said cheering was by parties outside ofrthe-douft, and which
sald.chgering occurred during the time the Jjury were being polled
by the court, ’ | | -
At the time the cheering wes heard no objection B EE—

¥

ever was made by anyone rapresuntlng Leo v Frank or by Leo M,

——— —————— P—

Frank himself, nor wes aay.motion_made at the time by’any:of the

atporneys of sald Leo M, Frank, or by said Frank, but the polling
;:gffﬁgqjiuryfyhfch;ﬁas—goiﬂguen—&%-%he~%ime—%he~eheefiﬁﬂ—beﬂ&ﬁ*”———*

and during-the cﬁeeriné‘and after<the cedgaﬁdon of the_chéering- .

we.s continudd. - ) -
This cheering did not in enywise 1nfluence or d}%ect the

verdlct which had already been mada, nor did it have any 1niluence

' whatsoever. ' . : R .

1 remained absolutely unaffécted and uninfluenced by ‘the c-
cheering or the aurroundings and in answering on the poll, I

truthfully answered after I had heard the cheerinp, that it was

‘—my‘vardict “and in answerinp Bustainino the vardict 1 discharged

- my duty as a conscientious Juror and now subseribe to the corrzct-

r_hess}f the. verdiet a8 rendered, . :_ T R e L — =
) - ‘ : ' . “ -

F, L Hunter ‘makes the following aifidavitgand dvposvs‘andgAA~
atames a8 followst that he was a deputy gsheriff on duty at fhe—
trial of Leo M.'Frank_in tha above stated case; that he was in the 
“toﬁqt—house—a&moe%feans%an$ly;du¥ing—aa&d—%ri&l—&ndﬁwant—to-Aﬁ S
vaand from ldnch'on various’dééﬁéioné_ﬁifh the Jury during the tfia; i

sald case, that at no tiue in the court room did deponent hear

| any applause, cheer;Ag or- other demonstration in said caee, which
ﬁ_gguld_haxa_hgen_hanrdhb Aihegjury, axceptlng,the applauae, ghﬁﬁring_
~or other damnnstration in said cuaae, which could have baen heard

“by the, Jury in open court and in the preeence of - the

Judge, and excepting the cheering and hurrahe in the etreet aften~'“



. the reading of the verdiet, while the jury wes being polled, Deponent

says that at no time aid he see any one speal fo or attempt to spesk
to eny member of th% Jury; except officers of oourt in the disoher ge

“of their “duty, Deponent further states that he never at any time///-

witnessed or. knew of any misoopduot on' the part of any wenber of the

~Jury, but states, under oath, that at ell times, when in his presence

[ 2

each member of the jury deported himself as an upright, honorsble and
_con~oientious Juror, seeking to faithtully disoharge his dauty, De=
ponent say no armed sapectators in or about the courthouse where the

trial was being conduocted, nor didé he hear any fhreata_ot violence

“expressed in or alout SarﬁioourfhouSe toward the defeniant Leo M.Frank,

~_"Deponent states that lo witnessed the efforts of speotstors

S

tq‘garrxﬁtgggig};g;tggjgpnggalﬁQp,ihﬁ1;_§hguldaxﬁ,":aintn&iJuLJJL@n_<_

affiduvit in the possession of the defense, and says that. the same
ooourred after the verdict of the jury had been rcad and “he jury
polled and while the ooLicitor Gens ral was on his way to his offioe.

lio demonstration by sneotators on the outside of the courthouse on

~ ‘either of the last three days of the trial, to-wit, August 22nd, 235ra,

———‘9thT—W83—W4*h4ﬁ—%he—?*eﬁence—ﬁr—4ﬂnr—heartng—vf—ths"jury——sv—!3?=§s===*

this deponent knows or believea.

——— BBy Deéwours‘makea‘the-foilowing affilavit,>deposing
and.saying a8 follows; that he is a dempty_éheriff in and for Fulton
Gounty, Bedrgls, snd wes on- duty during the trisl of Leo M, kramk;

__that he Was present in the oourtroom every day durlng said g§ia1, and
that with the except lon of the appleuse which took plaoe a Tew times.

,in open court and within the hearing of -the, presiding Judge, he knows

“of no apvlguse, oheering or demonbtra+1ons tha$ ware heard. by the Jury

~ On londay, August 25, }913, "deponent with o.r.Hnber and W.M,Hunter,

,”went_with the jury to the German Cafe for luneh; deponent Seys that on

,.saiﬁ occaslon, as the jury wers entering-the care, deponent heard somef

noise as of pedpie holloﬁing,'back in the direation of the courthouse,

';3ut'could not distinguish eny words which were used by the people, did’

not‘know who 1t was oreating the noise, what wae said, or what prompted

" the aame. Tha Jury passed through the cafe.and inte the dining room
lin. the rea;kgf tho building, where they ‘lunched w#th olosed doors. o

’_:oheering or applause or other demonstration oouldLha—Qeggﬂgaxignzanxa&-

_1ng the builaing. Deponqnt statea turthnn that 80 far as he wes able‘

i p—————— —_— e
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to Jjudge, the Jury at all times, wheh'h97Was‘preagnt,‘deported'them-

. selves a8 honest, honorable, conseientious, unbiased and unprejudioed
jurora and at no time were any of scid jurors guilty of any miacon-

duct, within his prosense of lmowledge. k .

-Drew Liddell mekes the following afliduvit, deposing and

sgying a8 followsy that he-is. a deputy sheriff of Fulton bounty,<Georgﬂ

. and wes on duty constantly during the trial of thgfabove stated 08se,
Un Friday, August z2nd, -and Saturday, August 23, 1913, deponent, with .
other deputies, accompenied the jury to and from the Germsm Oafe and
was with them at the fime of the alleged demonstratian at theﬁngﬂéiﬁﬂ
of Hunter and South Pryor Stregte: Deponent seys that at the lunch

_ hour. on both occasions the jury were beyond the hegf:ng of the crowd

fJWhen.the alleged demonstrations took place, if in faot eny demonstrat-—
ions did fake place. Deponent Says that when the Jjury had entefeq_‘f~
the private dining room in the rea; of the German Cafe on Saturdey,
august 23, that he was outside of the dining room, in the act of en=
tering the same; that he heard e 8light commition in the front of the

-

builﬁing, but the jury had passed intomthe dining room, and hg_as'””k

“sure did not hear ___H_coul&—hot“ﬁéve‘heard sald cemonsﬁfation, which
was scareely audible in the rear of the building'where saild dining
- room was located. Deponent, with other~deputies, was in charge of
said jury on Various occasions during the trial, end at no time, so |
~‘£a£—as\this deppnent knows or believes,~ certginly not when deponent
—ﬂrasﬂwiéh—féem,-fwas~anﬁ>ef10E%~m§de to comrunicate with the Jury by -
any persons other than a‘coﬁ;t offi0dr in the ﬁiaoharge of his duty,
A% no tiﬁe during said trial was any eheering; applause‘or othér de~ _
- monstration made within the hearing of the Jjurym excepting ﬁha? which
occurned in open comrt in ‘the prosence of the presiding juage, and
also excepting the uemonstration made in/fﬁ;\streeta immediately after
“fﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁnoﬁnuement*vf—the—verdie%——while—therguny_naa_heing polled, De-
ponent neither ‘witnessed. nox.h@ﬁ:djanl__jsoonduot on the part of any !

¢

JMHMMHLOI sald jurys} any tima duang the trial of the ahove state&—~-

) oaae, noxr did deponent see anyone in or about the oourthouse armed

_other than the officars of the Taw" during this trial, oxr hear or knew |
GY‘Eﬁy”thraata in or-about said courthouse or in its vininity ox elae-

“where agamst the 1ife of tho sald Leo M, .brank who was on trial. '

e
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——_—57§i§5§é££;a¥—hakeaMéffiﬁavitfaa_follows:_I have road the affi=
_davit of J.T.Oébuin,exeouted on Oote16,1913; and ﬁereby.adopt seid af-
fidayit of gald Ozburn,and that ‘the sald sllegstions contained in sail
affidevit are true_sand correct, - ¢, J.Bosshard makes‘a?fidavit as

~ follows: I am one of the jurors who served on the above stated case,

“ond heard the cheering whioh followed soon after the reading of tis
____ggggigt_nf.guilty.in open court,and which said cheering was‘by parties
outside of the court,and whioch gheering occurred during the time the
Jury was be ing polled;i’o objection whatsoéver Jas made by any attofnes
‘representing Frank or Frank himself st the time of this cheering,nor
- wgs any mot;on made by:any of the attorneys of said'Fraqk,dr-by Frank,
but the pol%}ng of the jury which was going‘on at the time the ehee;J
ing began was continued;this cheering did not in any wise in&luende or
affeot the verdiect which lad &lready beoen wade, nor did it have any
infiuenoe whqﬁgoever; 1 reﬁa;ned unaffected and uninfluenced by the.
. cheering or surrou:dings,and in answering-on the poll,I truthfully

snswered after I had heird the cheering that it was my verdiet,and in

answering sustaining the &erdicthjﬁteuharge&ﬂmfﬂkﬁakﬁﬂ a consoient-

- ious juror and now subseribe to the correctness of the Same,

-~ J+Bs0zburn, .11, Jef fries, 1.1, 7isbey nake the same affidavits as

Co.JsBosshardt,set out above,

Lou Castro makes affid- it es follows: ‘I have known Samuel

~aron ‘for over a yerr and am acquiinted with his generel charscter and
_reputation; his olieractsr and veputation is bad, and from my knowledge
of that character and reputation I would not balieve the said Aron
~on oath; I am acquainted with the general character and reputetion
—of C.P,Stough; his ehareeter and reputation is bad; I would not from <
ny knowledg~ of that character and reputation believe the said Stough -
on oath, ' o . - 5 .
Joe lmrray makes affidavit as follows: I.am a Glerk of the New -
K Alban¥ Hotel in Albany, Ga; one A.H.Henslee @ patron of. said hotel
registered for lodging on June 2, 1913, and was a suest of the hotel
~on the night of June 2, 1913; that said A.H.Henslee registered at
“®aid hotel on Sept, 18, 1913, before the noon meal. = .

N, N, Weaver, O.H.Puckett, T,W.MoGarrity and W, C. Robinson
each make affidavit. that they are personally acquainted with 1,
Johenning; that they know his general cheraoter and reputation;
' gemeral character and reputation i3 good and that deponents
regard him es an honest, conseientbous, upright and_thorough;y e

trustworthy men, B NSNS
s ——

; M.G,8taten and T, S, Hawes state that each of deponents are -

- ecquainted with R, I, Greemer; that the general character of thm/», L
—gaid-Gremer 15 gnd was bad and that deponénts would not believe ;
‘| that said Gregggnon oath. " .

Werilote R HolMoKenzie end W.H.Olyaton meke affidavit @eposing — =

end saying thet they are asquainted with W.P.Neill; that his gem~ . |
~eral charsdter and reputation in the community were lNeill has Lived o
118 bad and that they would not believe him on oath. AT AP

e —— "
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w. M, Howard ‘JeCo Gillier TW, Coohran, P.L, Cordy, Jdelle
Howard» Jeldo Lookridge and C O.Summers each meke affidavit that they
. vknow;A. H, Henalee, one of the jurora whn_ﬂﬁxxad_in_iha,nasﬁ of-the
..;Staxe of Georgis, vs, Leo M, ¥rank; that each of the witneaxes 'is ae~-

quainted with the veneral charaoter of the said A. H. Henslee,.anﬁ_
~that tLe‘benerolroharaoter end reputation of the said Henslee is good,
'  and - from h;s general character and reputution,each of depenents would
believe the said A.H.Henslee on oath, o]
HoR.Pitts,w.L.Lyle, T.lieWobb,and John L.Flournoy,each make
aff;aavit that they know Samuel aron; that they know the seneral
’oharaoti;ﬁﬁﬁriﬁﬁutation of the séid Aron;chat the said genéral
~gharecter and repufation of the said Aron is bad ani that deponents

would not believe him on oath.

” W, M. Funter nakes affiﬂavit, deposing and sayiﬁg—as~fﬁ110ws:

I wifh 35 l.r.huber and R,B,Deavors, had charge of the jury\in
the above stated case, at the lunch hour on lionday, August 25th;
1913; that st no time between tho time the jury left the box to |
go to lunch on said daté, and the time they returned to the jury‘
">room.fo considar and pgke their verdiet, cither while on the

street in 5oing to the cafe, whilo in the oafe, oOrein roturning

_to the eourt house, did. I heur any anplause or cheers, or other

___demonstration on behalf of the bolicitor Genoral1 or. anyone blse.

ﬁmow of anyﬁ

At no time during the trisl o* Baid cease did 1 see or

one axoepting the ~officers of the court, c0mmunio ting with, or

‘attempting to communicete with any membeos ei- seid Jury, . I witness~

——*aﬁ~nv—nﬁsEUnnuutﬂmr1nmr1cnﬁr1nrﬂ1mr1nn¢rnf any member of the

“jury in the sbove stated case, wm st s s e e s n R g e el

m—— S e » 1

_Z;..Q. Menn, ‘mekes affidavig, depbsing and saying as -

‘follows:

I wos present in-the .court room during the trial of’

the case -0f the State vs. Leo Mo Frank, charging with murder; -~



_ I was aiding the Sheriff, and as a deputy was stationed
immediutelJ in. the rear of the Jjury box; He was in position

to hear all that the Jury could hear in the court room, and

at no time_did I hear any applsuee, excenting what occured in
~open COﬁrt, in the immediate presence o7 the Uudge presiding
and which ?ps efficially poticed by him; 0 cheering from the
outside was heard; ezceypting during the po%ling of the jury,
affter their verdict had been read; I observeé no misconduet
~ on_the partxof'aqy Juror, and no communication or attempt‘to
‘communicate with any member of the jury, exceptADy’tﬁe officers of
- Court 1n'the dischdrge of their official duties. e m
Plennie Iliner, makes affidavit, derosing and saying as

-

follows:

‘
.

T have seen the qffidav1t of 7. Po Neill made for use in

the above Stuted case and I am the Plennie liiner reterred to by

——

Y

eill ev1deut1y did not hanpen in‘the way and manner described by

We Po Lieill but the following aie the facts: On one pccasion when
the‘Jufy were retiring from the box to their'room in the esst
“end of the courthouse, I sew & epectator sitting who I thought
spoke to a member_of.the Jury. ‘Ze d4id not riselgrem his.seat nor
did‘he take the juror by his erm nor by his hand nor did he other-
;iﬁise.téueh’the Juror”bﬁt'eppearedfto_epeek to some one and at the
time I thoupht eaid'epectator addressed o member of the jurys vI
1mmediate1y went to him for the purpose of taxingﬁyim_pefore the
Judge but he denied thut he addresegd the remark which 4 did not'm
- hear, to the Juro;-and{the gentleman gitting next to him aesured

me that this epectator was not addressingz a member of 1&ui4uqu____=

and the two having assured me that I was mistaken and having been
~thoroughly convinced that I;wes mistaken, I werned them thet an

" action on the part of a spectator in -addreesing the Jury would be
e violation of'the~1ae andg iettthe incident ardp becuﬁse ofnthe*_j¥m

1- fact that T Wa.s -fully oonvinaed +hnt-the mistako wag mﬂno. *This

& described the 1noident_e§_1tﬁree11y ocourred, Atﬂnpt time any

" .where in my preeenoe did any one other than the’ offioers of the

law, acting within the . diacharge of theﬂk duty, addrassﬁany

i . .. -1t Yo -4

V2 e
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\-mdﬁber of the Jury iﬁdividﬁallv or the Jjury collectimely from
! the timg the jury was impannelled until they hud rendered théir v
verdiet and had been discharged I am the Deputy Sheriff regular-
1y assigned to the qumlnal uiv151on of Mlton County Superior
Court and was on duty and in charge of the courtroom during the
entire time Leo Il Frank was on ffial; I have read the
affidavit of Ilrs. 4. Shurman and others with reference to the
. cheering on'the outside of suid courtroom during Friday and |
Saturday und lionday, the last three days of the trial. I was not
with the Yury as they left the courthouse to go to lunch on
elther of tie three said days but was in the courtroom at the time
the cheering took ‘nlace on the outside. I know that on llonday
morning»Just before court convened when- there was cheering in the
street the Jjury were 1n their room in the reer of tne oourthonm'
they were also in the rear of tne courtroom when the Solicitor
- General eptered and thebsrectatd§§ started to applaude; I tapred

Ny

v ) —
on the wala or some other object and raised my hand in warning w=nd

the srectators immediately deeisted: the applause wes very slight
and very leow and was stopred promptly when I rapped and I am sure

that the jury in their closed room_did not and cot1ld net have

heard the same. ‘T is was on the Yast day of the trisl, tp-wit,

August 25th, 1913; T was not with the-—Jury—at any time when
: N\
~any anplause excent that in open court and in the immediate
-presence of the Judge could have been hesrd by %he Jury; I was

not in charge of ornwith the jury at any time when any, other

demonstration or‘cheering for the Solicitor General or for anyone

~ could have been heard by said Jg_xl _ At no time when T was in

charge of or with the Jury was any member of the jury guilty of - E

:cOﬂmunioating with or attemntinp to communicate with anv nerson

__on the outside in any way-nor durinp said trial from the time - -
the Jury was impannelled until theixr- discharge after verdict
] rendered was -any-member oiLxhe_iump4pulij;oi—any;misconduct 'ﬂ¥——;—
- of any nature whateVer;_ At no time did I hear any threat

'i against the 11fe of TLeo lfs Frank’ among the SpectatQTS at the!

.:courthouse or elseﬁhere no; qt any time did he See or know of

: v ,‘. § ﬂ- @ LN . i ; . :
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—xxfk-any-spectator or ?erson at or around the said courthouse, during
— the trial of Leo ll. Frank other than the officers of the law, fo

‘have in their possession or on their person any pistol pr arms
of any.kind ay character. S——
We F. liedecalf, maxes affidavit, deposing und saying
- as folloﬁg: ’
I wae a jaror on the FrenZ case. Idid not know
personally either A. He. Henslee or Il Joehé%ning, vho Weré aiso.
AJurbrs._trying this case, until after we were swurn &n on eaid
Jury, T had occaeiov to rnd do know the conduct of thece two men
onthe jury. At no time dtﬁ—ET*rUT‘GT—fhem e: r’rece txemeelves in
& way to indlcate that tbe? were, 1n the legst bit prejudiced or
__piased, but eaon.of tnesa\gen, «8 did each «nd every other .member
of the Jury, deported themselved ae horest, unright, prudent and
"impartinl Jurors. If-either the szid*. H, Hens lee or the said

»I. Joehenning be11ehed thut ¥rank was puilty until after the entire

case had been hesrd and concluded and submitted Ep the-Jury, they

at least did not so express themselves, or give vent to any other
expression within ny hearing or knowledpe, indicating any bias or
preJudice agaihst the said_?rank. 1did not know how Ls He Henslee.

stood on the iesue until the firet bullot had been talten. Then

sald Henslee made a tullt and ctated thst he had case s doub ful

“ballots There Was o;e¥ba110t marized "doubtful"' he euvlalned

to the Jury, why he cast thic doubtful hellet, nd eubmitted some
~euggestione with féferenée to the evidence.. Jp to 1h¢t 1ime. £0

far -as I kno., said Lehslee had not intimeted or eAﬂressed anv

to . Jdehenning: During the entire twenty-ninme days that we

were topether as jurrorp, he dig\got. go far as T know. say or

1n any way 1ntimate how ‘he 8tood on the issue; So Rar ag T was

able to Judge from his conduct and department sald Joehenning~44~‘
_Jmu1zuLJquﬁfm4%~henee$~_fa%% —prudent, -1ﬂvar*131 and= e@nseientious'__
g e A &0

Juror, imbuea. with only one purpose. viz, uvne asoertaxn ent of - tne

«truth; 17hat, 1s eaid .above as to the 1mnartia11ty;«f&irness,ard

S oo T



~—*afjuror;—hear'any'aﬂplause‘ezcent‘such‘as‘occﬁr?bd‘In‘bﬁén”bourt.

E]

conseientiousness of Joehenning is trie of Henelee and li%ewige

"of eack and every man ox the Jury;I d1d not -nt any time, while

féndﬁwﬁiéhfﬁés—ﬁééiafﬁ§‘¥he Judge, Jury and attorneys in the casej.

fconxected with the cace at any time or that there had been :ny .

IAdid'not kkow that there hsd been any cheering of snybody

oheering in any way growing out of or connected with the “rank

cace, until after the verdict was rendered, and I was told about

said ircidents; The Jury left the courtroom every time fefore

the judge, lawrvers .nd asudience were rermitted to leave, and

there was pever any s~rlsuce or cheering either 1inside of the-

court or ontside of the conrt, vlt“in my <nov1e‘ﬂe while thre

cace w&s~beiq€ congidered; The jury, in 1euv1ng, were always
attended by the deruty sheriffs or baliffe, one alwaye poing in

front snd one always in the rear; e were usuglly taken direct -

“from the courthouse to the. ferman Cofe, licated midwa,- of the

block on Pryor Street, oprocite from thekcourthoiwce, nd it

tock —Oonlr a—werx short—time—to—po @%efe;<-ITSﬁ0ﬂLd estim.te about
three minutes ut the outside; Unon renchinw tne “ermen %gfe, we .

. S - ' B
were taken directly tr u wriv.te dininpg rsom in the rear of the

? 20

'~buii&in? and the dooxr~ 1:mmed iutely eloted; After being—ehut un ‘in

this room, we never lLesrd sry sounds that in the sliv?test“resembled

—_gpplause or cheering; The onlzy Gheerlr’ that I-resr from the time

“-and while the jury was :beiﬁg polled; Jith the eicerﬁ}gn gfmﬁh§§>;;

“f%b’iheeriﬁg, znd 1 never leard any anr]ause excert that heard by

‘T wag swern to the\time I_w's”dischurged viee the choerirge that

pheerrng, I never heard anything that had‘the <ligbte5* resemtlanice

. .

erecse ontside of the eourthouce aLter the verdict hud beer read

_the Judge and onlj ‘heard about the cbeerinf after. h&VlLL been

dte ohurged fgymfthe cases lleither on Saturday, August 23,1013 —a_é

-nor. on any other day-or date, did unJ‘man other thén tlLe balliffé'

An cbarge of the jury ever walk with or by the side of the Jur;yJ

T and neithar did anybodym within my knowledge, everJ Speqk to- any

Juror at any time or place outise of the nrésence of the court;

—

If at anJ time any man ever prabbed any Juror by the hund o!r

held any conversation with any Juror the same was not 1n amx

i e \




'my pregence. No man ever grabbed, my Bv the hand at the place

referred to by W. P, Neill in his affidavit nor did 1 sée ox

hear or know anvthinp about any man grabbing any mem%er of the jury

r,bv the hand or saving anything to any juror, or attempting to

say anything to any juror, and within wmy knowledpe there was no

- communication at any time or place or in any shape, manner, or form,

with eny juror, with any party on the outside. All communication
hed by the jury with ouysiders, so far as U know,.were through

the bailiffs, and said communications wers authorized by the court

~and known to counsel on both sides of the case; mo far as I am

personallv concerned, end so far as-1 know as to each and every

Juror on the case, they were.inflnenoed solely and ®lons bV the
evidence‘and.fhe charze asvgiveﬁ‘bv the court, and were not 1nf1ueneedr
in anywise, in eny way, menner, shape or form, by anything from A\
thergufside, “but the verdict a.s rendered was, so far as 1 am -con-
cernad,-and as*to the other jurors, so far as their deportment

showsy; 1 bhelieve ﬁds rendered from en nonegt opinion based on the

law and evidenee in the case. .

;judgmentydenying>the same and in rendering said judgment, stated |

: T

Upon considering said motion for new trial, the court rendared alﬂ

- 4

that the Jjury had found the defendant guilty; ‘that he, the Judgen-had{

thought about tnis cease more than any other ne had ever tried; that

he was not certain of the defendent's guilt; that with all the ~+=

thought he had plt on this cese, he was not thoroughly convinced . gl

| I—

that .Frank-was guilty or.innocent Hut thet he did not have to be:

eonvincad* fhat “the Jurj was convinced that there was no room to

doubt that, that he felt it to be his duty to order that, the motion = - -

S— -

for a new trial be overruled, E Z Lo . —

To this Judgment and decision of the court -denying the‘movant

~ Leo M, Frank, a new trial »said Leo M, ‘Frenk then andrthere ex- S

'cepted, and here end. now excepts andngag, ne and epecifies as. ers=

" ror. the_failure ‘and refusel of the court to grent e new triel upon.

: l

each and every zround both of the orizinal motion for new trial and .

the amendment to the motion for new trial both said orizinal motion




,Vfor‘hewdffiél and sald emendment to the motion for new trial being

parts “of the record in said case, and reference being her;;J hed to

— the samg; and movant further specifies ‘as- to-the error complained‘"*
of that the court failed and rufused to grant a néw trieT uopon each
gnd every ground conteined in said motion for new trial end the
am;rdm=nt fhnreto, reference being hereby had to the same ag 1f 1uBly
“embodied herain, ‘the cams being of racord, ‘

Defendant further excepts to sald judement overruling the

motion for new triel and allpubs arror therein in not granting a

new trial: unon each and aj&—oiH%hc—rrounds~cfwthe—originai~anﬂ =

amanded motion on the grpunds end rzasons in said amended and origina

motions fully set out--reference herzby baing had to *‘hs same, as

£ fully embodied herein,. the same being part of the record in
o ’ o . - ~. / )

said case. ‘ ' .

And now, within twenty days ffom the judrment refusing sald
“*Tnbfipnwfor new trial, and in dve and leral ti@a, the said Leo M,
Frank presente this, his Bill of Exceptions, and prays that the

same be sipned and certified, end spscifies as *he portions of the

racord in said case, material to a clear understanding of the errors
‘complgined of, the following, to-wits

st ,The;indictmeni,inﬂgaid,c&sea4; S o e

ond, The plea of not guilty.

33rd, The verdlct of the jury and the sentence of ths court.

4th, The originel motion fqr-new trial, together with all —

entries ‘end rulas nisi thereon. .

5th.  The emended motion for new triel, together with the ap—
Angzal_and,certificates of the judse thereto and to the oripinal
motion and all.entries thureon, and together with all exhibits there—

L. gth. The certificate of thé“judggapproving the grougdg"of =

__the original motion for new trial end the-amended motion formew sl
t;‘i&l._ SN L ew Ty S | & : y ]

7th. The brief- of %he evidence in. said~ea£e—aad—the~apill?¥,A

proval thereof by the court and all entires thereon. z',A; K\A .”M,f

% - 9
| \\ff g?h. ‘The charge of the court wiﬁ\\a@proval of the Judpe
i thureon.. S S e, T o g ,i
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9th. The Judgment of the Judge refusing a new trial in

/’0 Wl - ’ 1913; -

seid case. S

. Tnis / ___ day of

——— e

b Flce ec I
Attorneys for Leo M, Frank, ,

Plaintiff in Error,
Address, Atlanta, Ga,

1 do certify thafafﬁé‘Tofégdiﬁé_ﬁﬁligg?gExéeptions is true
and contains and specifies all of the =2vidence and specifies-;il of
the record material to a clear understending of the errors complained-
°fi and the Clerk of Fulton Superior Court is hsrz2by ordered to makg'
out a gqulete copy of such parts of th2 rzscord in said<casé as
are in this bill of Exceptions sggcifiéd, and c2rtify the same as

suck and ceusz the same to be trensmitted to the present-—term of the

Supreme Court of Georgla, that the errors allaged to have been com-

@
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This __Zi____ day of _
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