in tf% City of“ﬁtlanta say "1 am plad thev 1ndicted the God

" damn Jew" they ought fo teke him out and lynch him, ﬂnd Jf 1

- get on that jury 1 wil] heng that Jew sure," 1 emphatically K

rgggx_igg;_j:gmy;guu_inum—sxppess&on—a%—anv—fime or place; 1 am a

~member of the Elk's Club; eaid Club has emong its members a lerge

number of Jewisgh peoplé, many of whom are my friends. 1 never

entertained anv prejudice or enimus azainst the Jewish pzople, or
against any one of them, and 1 didé not make use oi any suc“ expres-
sinn belore said Aaron oy any one clse; 1 was. at the Elk'

Club on-Sunday, May 25+h, 1913, in the morning:TEAT 1 Lave read thede-
,pdsifions-of W.L,Ricker, in which he sndertakes to quote me; 1 do not
kpow the said Ricker - 1 may heve besn intooduced to him; 1 did not

make the;sfatemen‘ at any 1ime or plsce as sworn to by seid Ricker;

“Ricker °aid 1“ha‘c Lhe conversatlon that he .heard was in the store of

Nunnally'andHarris at_Monrbe, Georgia; 'l have read also the dépositias’
of J. J. Nunrally with reference to the convérsation sbout which Rick#
testified;1 remember ‘that the Frank case-was discuvssed in the store of

Nunnelly endHarris; *his discussion occurred on June -22nd., 1913;

it was L&Kf101pa§gﬂ_in.b:”a;nmnben—eifgeop;ef«1=6&scuss§diiﬁ_cas:“*_~'

vally and incidentally as did ail of the other partics present;

1 was rot in +h° store more then sixty minu*eg a* *he outelde;

“during. a;garf of this time, I—was—enreped dn angeifort to sell -
Nuhhally and Harris some buopies, and the Frank case was not:

discussed aIl of thie time; or if it was, certain it is-1- did—~————~f—

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

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

'S

stated bv Ricker in his depositions, and 1 likewise deny nakinp

any such statements in menner, form or suhstenoe, a8 sot out 1n

— -

fhe deposifions of said Rickerﬂ 1 did not in rhemanner, Iorm,,

or substance, in the presence of the said Ricker or Nunrallx, or
in fhe store oi said Nunnallv and Harris, or anvwhere else, at any
time _say if the’ jury turned Frank loose, he could never

get out of Atlanta alive, T~ did staxe in the discussion of the

Frank case that 1t wasg’ my opinion fhaf the man guilty oi the

nmurdgr of Marv Phapan outh to be hung, 1 had- not been rcading

o= I 1!' Lo

-~



ot *his fime, envtbinn morz than the bend]#n sngf_ﬁhehnewapabere

»eﬂé—lehadLhot—formed—eny opinion bhased on- newepsper reporfs-orh ——
casgual rumor as %o whether or not -Frenk was the men ecuilty of the
erime, and I did not express myeslf in the lanpuage attribured
to me by the salid Ricker or anv other languege; nor did 1 knor
fhat the pubiic sarntlmant was so string asainet Frank that hs wsounld

« able o

;not be,/1f acquitted, to*get cut of the City of Atlarta alive, end
1 positively and emphatically deey tﬁat 1 ewer made use of anv sguch -
expression;'l was ccris*antly on the road traveling from April 2Rth,,
1513, antil July aﬂth, 1913, dviring 2v2ry week, and did not

~3peﬁd*ﬁ*éﬁffiCién%-iéﬁgth”ﬁf'%ime'iﬁ*A%}Qn*&—$0‘kﬂﬂﬁbﬂﬂﬁﬂf4%ﬁh——_*4**——

public sentiment there was with reference to the guilt or londCoais
N

~of the trialleo M{ Frenk; THAT 1 ... rcad the depositions of
H, Shi Grey, S. ¥. Johnson, and John *, Holmes; 1 hed & conversa-
tion on Sept. 2nd, 1913, with the said H., &hi Gray, S. !, Johnson, and

John . Holmes; this we.s after the verdict in the Frank case had

_been rendered on Aupust 25th., 1913; 1 never saw Gray,
Johnson or Folmes togehter or seperately after 1 was served with a

subpoena as a juror which was Friday Iuly 25th., 1913 until after

1 we.s discharged from the jury on the Frank case; THAT on

July 24th, 1913, 1 was at Athens, Ga., “on July 25th, 1913, 1 ﬁae at
“Stathem, Winder and Atlante, Ca.; 1 remaired‘in Atlanta on the Zﬁfh.’.
and 27th. end went on the jury 'on July 28th; 1 never saw—

either _of these men,.eitherlin“SpartaAor elsewhere';-eiter‘l knew

1 was & juror on the Frenk case, until Spet. 2nd., 1913, at which .

tlme, 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 wes not e shedow of & doubt

Sbut thet Frank‘wae'guilty; 1 did not hear several parties, eq;
stated by 'S, M, ‘Johnson in hia depositione, say that they thouqht
.;Enank_masenox_guilxy,AbuL*gncihe_contrary every men who dis-

cussed the' case in my presence in the office afnreeaid expressed
the opfnion that ihe_said Leo Mo Frank was gullty; end 1 wes con- .

gratu}a%ed—by everyOne who ceame into that office emong ‘them

< .
*
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H.8hi Gray, S.M.Johnson, ‘and John M.Holmes © on ‘rendering the
verdict of "Guilty"; I was introduced by Mr.Holmes to their -
“many friends and moquelntcnancesax as having been one of the

Jurors ofi the Frenk case; I futthermore stated on the occeeion
[ which I refer to,xmx naxﬁely, exptember 2nd.,1913, that said -
- Frank wes a moral degenerate 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 wvhatscever which would have
warranted me in surmising that Frank was a degenerate and a per-
vert; attahed marked "Exhibit D* is a letter from H.Shi Gray;
Johxy”n.nolmee and S.M.Johnson, in wnich they state that I said .
in the conversation I had with them, thaet said Frank, in my
opinion was a rervert; I base this assertion upon the evidence
‘edduced upon the triel of the case; up until t:is time I did =
not velieve the_t' Frankwas a rervert, but after hearing tﬁe evidence
I could not avoid such a conolueion; I t}ften bélieved that Frank ’
was a degenerate and a pervert, and I so stated to the three meh at
__Sparta; not-however on the date they sey end not—prior—to—the———
trial of Leo ‘M.FTank, but after his conviction towit, gept.2nd.,1913
I deny that I ever made any other stahements attributed t;,o me by
fthe said .Tohneon, Gray and Holmes, prior to the trial of Leo M.
Frank, but all of the etatements ;nade were made subsequent to the
__trial, and after I had full knowledge of the evidence inf_be}el-t;«——-
. of the State and'defenoe.: I ves in Sparts on June 27th.,19133 I did
»'not know thet I hed been drmwn as a, Juror until about 5 o'clock

on the afternoog of Friday, July 28th., 1913; I do not know of

ny o;rrxﬁ-pereonal knowledge when I was drawn; I am informed and
believe the jury was not drawm until Thu:!:eday July 24th.,191%; -

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

Jury box for the Frank tridl until Thuredau, July 24th.,1915. end
~I am oertuin if 1t was I did not know of it until the-hect day,
Fridey, J’uly 25th.. I ewef posi—td‘ve{y, after having Tefreshed

my memory by entriee mede brme at the time in the book hereto
attaoned, marked "Exhibit Ev, thut I was in Sputs on June 27th.,

1913,_8116. I am equully poaitive :ln euying that I never did go back t

“to. 8purtp e,ftet J'une 271'.11.,19.15L am ehown by nw book, and - ae I

———
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stated in my recollection, until'September and, 1913; that if

I have ever expreaaed any opinion, enywhere, at any time prior

- to this trial that Leo M, Frank waa.guilty, I do not remember;

I never had any préjudice ageinst the-said Leo M, Irank, and i -
never had any fixed opinion, or entertained any kind of opinion
of the merits of the case until I hesrd the evidence; ~and I

qualified as a juror with an unbiased mind, and with a disposit-

ion to recadily yield and conform to theo evidence, and to be con-

_ trolled-absolutely by the law snd the evidense; that 1 did not

know Ils Johenning, one of the jurors in the case of the etate.
vs, Leo M, Frank, until we were.eL@annelled and sworn in the a—
case; 1 do not recall that I ever saw him before; I did not ob-

serve the conduct and ths devortment of the said Johenning during

. the entire fwenty nine days thftqu were together as jurors; he

did not say or do anything during that éntire time that enabled —

me ‘0 know lLiow he stood—ﬁn—the.iésue; he did not give vent, so.
far as I saw or know, to aﬁy'expmeasibg indicating any bias, oxr

prejudioe for or against the defendent, Leo Ii, Jrank; so far

<~ SR -

a8 I was able-to- 'h.’. : . =

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

consclentious jurors ’1mhued'with'only one - ldea and purp03e,_hamely

~the -aseertainment—oftho truth,  wider the evilende, aid  urfer

the law given ~in ohurge'by the esourt; ‘the came is true of each

and evary other jurordanihg_panﬁl4__jhai_L_iid_nnt_at“any'time

while a juror hear any cheering, and no applgusc, excepting open

“oourt, which was publicly taken notice of and repspved by the

l Goﬁrt. ‘1 d1d not know that there hau been eny cheering of snybody -

cbnneoted with the case, .or that there had been any- oheering in
any way growing out of the Prank oase, 14 did not hear anybody ﬁB

88y that there had been eny cheering until aft r the verdict

was rendered and 1 aid not he x_my_gli~n_:amx_iima* _Jéiﬁ:

.'until ai;gxﬂtpe verdiot was rendgred, when T.did hear. about two or

three .minufée after the Verdiat- had beenrread, »and~while 

——

the Jury wes being poiled "~ ohecering on the




outside of the courthouse; I did not hear any appleuse in the .

__eburtroom that I now recall, except as above stated; I do not re=

' ¢all what occasioned any laughter, except that occasioned by the

 oross examination of"",T':lm Connelly by Mr.Rosser, counsel for Frank;

- I leughed myself, es did the audience and all of the jury, when
Connally told Ir.Rosser how he spelled certeinbrands of pencils
and other words; I .,la‘ﬁ@;d and the audience laughed when B,Dalton

-told M§.Rosser when and where he was born, stating that he was
there but couid not remember; aJ.io in oon;]unctioh with other

mem‘oern of the J_t_;_r_y and the uldience witen the said DPalton said that
Mrs.Daisy Hopkine was a peach and preetty as a pink; also the .

'J_ury and the audiénce laughed when Newt Lee stated that he "Lit

T arag® 1nstead‘of"'fm",'refe’rrin_g% his exit from the basement

“where the bbdy of little Mary Phagan was found; on no other og= —
casion did I observe any 'gpplauae, of if I did - I do not re-
member it hnow; I do .noi_’rememier any ocoasion 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 aneged ocourences on Sat rday evening, &Zugust
—2&1‘6'. 1913 about 8 or 8:30 o olook I remmeber distinctly the walk
which the Jury took at that time on Pryor Stre&tr, _t{xere wvas & deputy f
—sheri-ff in front of the jury and one in the rear; it 13 not true that
six pErxENX or meyen men, oY any man not connected with the Frank

' Jury either as a juror or a bailiff walked among by the eied of the

- jurors and taleked $o or with them, either at the time and. plede

X zef.erijed ‘to by the said Kay or at any other time end place: ".fHAT ¥
I have read the affidavit of one W.P,Neill;-I was not the juror re-

' ferred to in said affidavit, or the affidevit does not speak the

truth; no man grebbed me by the hand sx/arm or by the hand or____F__

.. at _the. p].-.ce stated by Neill in. hia affida.vit, or telk to.mel I =

15 1S NS TC .

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

f the - '
&ailed in the afﬂdavit happen:lng to uny othar/:)urorg, es is set

‘;oui- n—%he afﬂdavit—made ’oy1aid Nei-n*,mkdid—notﬁ see‘oru‘know



any'thixig‘about it 1f anything like that took ‘place and 1 did
not hear the sheriff speek to anyone about it; there was no com-

Amunication at any time or- place in any ahape, ‘mennar- or- form e
with me from the outside after the jury was empa&neled and so far

a8 I know, there wag_noucommunicatipn with any juror except let-

- ‘ters which cams through the ahériff or bailiff and which were by
the court permitted; and 1 nevar—féda_hny letter or communication
of any charactsY that had not been opened before it ceme to me-
through the sheriff; and no man ever sald anytﬁing to @e by look,

-'sign or symbol nor ever'undertoo? to convey any message or give-

any indication or intimation of anythine from the outside; so far

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

Juror on ‘the casa, .
H, Shi Grayk-John~Mh—Eelmeq~and—Sré%r—Johnson write A H, S

" Henslee as follows (the same being a part of said Henslee's atfida-
vit). , | - I : o

"We notice in ssveral 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*—yvu-are—furth=r—quvtad“as'saviﬁﬁ'”——
that if we state thet you ever said that youd believed “rank: guilkty
that we are liars, Also that the whole .depogition 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 steatements 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—practicaldy 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 eand Holmes, have
‘known you and your femily 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 and
—88id nothing until forced to.do 80 by the courts, but let us assure
you that this reluctance to testify in no way changes the facts,
—and you ghall ng&_bgvpermitted to meke statements to. the public
press denouncing us ag liars in order to protect yourself from the
criticiem you Justlv deaerve. ‘We await your answer. e f

: C Fo Huber and A, F Pennington, who af#er being duly sworn

e

¥
3

depoee ‘and say thet they- are depufies to ‘the Sherarf of Fultou

__ﬂnunty,_Georgia,_and-mere_in_chaxge.of.the Jury.in thegabova*stated_.ﬂ

eaee conatantly during the tri;§50f sald case, that on Friday
h

-

] afternoon'when,the jury left t court housa they went direct along

IPryor street to the Kimball houae; deponent Huber wag 1n the
lrear of the Jury, who proceadod northward along Pryor Street =

W s I it Vit
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" ‘walking two abreast, said jury following immediately behind ,
depénent Pennington' THAT Deponents have read the various affie .
«davits whioch deal with alleged cheering of the %licitor General as

ﬁhe—left—the—eourt—houoron said Fridey arternoon, August 22 1915.

-dpponents state under oath that they did not hear any mithex cheer-
E! ng or demonstration of any kind on ‘saidv afternoon, hor did they
‘hear any applause for the 8011'cit6r General or f;r4any—o~ne else;
TIjIAT yvhenk court ad:]ourned on S_a.turda&, August 23, 1913, soon
after t}xg _?‘,99”,}1,",,“?_'_ deponen ts took the jury from the court=
“house northward along Pryor street; they did not, on this oceasion,
‘hear any applause or ‘éhe"efing demonstration of any kind whatever

lfor the Solio:ltor General or for any one else; THAT 'or'z Monday,-

___August 25&..1915, around—the- nooHouﬁ—Jyst—aﬂtr—the—wurt—— =
~had adjourned, the Judge having charged the Jury ‘pefore said -
adjournment, d.eponent C. F Huber says that he, tobejher with
R.B.D®avors and W.l.Hunter, was in charge of - the Jnrors, and took

" them to the German Cafe, where they occupied a private didning room
in the rear of the bullding; irt this dining room, with closed '

doorn, “the jurors were “served with their “luhoh, and at ro time

~

between the time they left the Jury box and the time they got
X dining
| into this private/room, nor while ocoupying said dining room, -

_ nor on their return to the Jury room at the court house for =
the purpose of considering and gnaking a verdict in said above
~“stated -case, did 'de’poneﬁt “hear any 'applaueﬂe,' or c'heeriné"or de-
~monstration of eny kind whatever, nor could the jury while in
~the dining—room hear any demonstration which may ‘have taken place
‘ in front of saild German Cafe,. but said dining room was perfectly
quiet° THAT deponents on Saturday evening, August 25, 1913,779_01;
thn Jurors out for a. walk ¥nd returned to the Kimball House _
northward along Pryor Stree¥: THAT deponmta ho,ve read the af= o

fiduvit of Samaon ‘Kay and emphatioally Seny that ut any time _

on uid !xi:b; Saturdqy evening. Avgust 25,1915, did six or

aeven mm » OF any othexr: number of men, pf persona, follow ulong

\by the si‘e of the Jury, in the Fro.nk c.n,\ or behind them, or

:ln.front o‘f/them, talking to them from the coiner of Eut Fair

Btreet and South Pi‘y‘ 0T . Btroet up to the ‘Union Station, nor did



-_'821d 8ix or seven Len or j_ny.;io‘.c_l,lhe.r_nmb_::-_:‘ of men talk to the
Sgrors or any of them, on South Pryor Stre~t, or in the Serman Cafe
" 4r at their rooms at the Kimball House, or elsewhefe, at any. -
time between the time the uurJ was impannelled and the time:.when
it was dischalged after having finallv'renﬂernd its verdiet in
7 _the ‘said case, 80 far as‘deponents know ox believe; at no fime
\'anq in no place did &epopents see any member of the Jury in this
| ‘dhse coﬁmuniOyfe with, or attempt to communie: te, with any one ex~"
oenting the oiiicebs of the-luﬁ at'such fines-and in suel uenner
as was ellowed b law; denonente at no time ho rd any cheering

by the=BpeotetorS in or out of the court, which was heard by the

- Jury, 'excepting the incident which occurred when the Jjury was beingg
’polleﬁ after the verdipt; deponents Know of no other ﬂemonstrat-
~ ion within the sight or hearing of the Jury, except the instences
of apnlsuse in the court room in the presence of the Jud e, and

‘.-:ihin'h 708 notioed of"iciallv in open couwrt by said Judpe° that

deponenta know of no influence, or attempted influence exerggg
upon the jury or any member -thereof byISPectatorsAin»or out of
-——the eourt room or ‘elsewhere. - - S N -
h > 4 ¢ . ) = 5 o . -
ny . Ao }Eﬁ_Hggeleeﬁ_mgakes the follgving affidzvit, de=
_hvpoeigg and saying as follows: That he has read the a*f1dvvit w
 of M, Johenning, made on the 18th of Uotober, 1913, Witrlfe—
ferenoe to’ the 1nfluenqg of the ~cheering whioh osourred while
-——%he—Jury—wae being—polled —and says that the statements oontained |
"+ in said affidavit are true and correct, anddeponent-edopts . -
- same as his affidavit. ' -

;z” m,_,J,' 0. ngis makee the following aftidavit deposing :;:;

e

that he 18 in the employ<of the Clerk of the Superior Cowr & of
:#:gﬁﬁye—state~endfeeunzy:~j%ﬁa%—eagingfthettriai:ui_the_Etank;eaee;ff_

AN
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—__tried directly aoruvesthe haliwey from the jury room:; that in
leaving tha Jury box, end retiring to the Jury room, ,1t 18 necesse

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

he oognpied,au,anteraom_tb the court.room in which said case was

_.0acasion of the applause in the court room when the Judge deolined
’ to‘ruléﬂoutA?#dwexoluda the évidehoe of Jim Conley as to two

”-certain actg'ot-degenefacy and‘pgrﬁérsidn on fhe'part of Leo lie ‘
Frank, rthe'defenﬂant' deponent-wéa présent in the court house at

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

dmaﬂ5y¢hsifwreemmané—tw&¥&oOfewbe%ween"ﬁa&ﬂrﬁ&rerﬁ—anﬂmthemcoﬂrtrﬁum-——‘
: Where this applause took place were closed;. and 1r deponent'

opinion said applauSG could not have been hecrd by the jury.

He L. Bennett makes affid:w it denosing“and saying as’followé
I an personally acquainted with one C, P. i3tough, having had a cas=-
ual anuaintanoé with him for about five yeurs; 1 also know his
general character and reputation, and I consider his general char-=
‘"actpr_énd reputetion bad; L am also soquainted with A, H. Henslee,

=@t know hisohersgter ond reputation—to Be good.

= T

T3 n. w._ Meﬁd“lf makes affidavit as follows'i I was one

of the Jurors 1n the Frank caae, " and heard the cheering which

~followed the reading of the verdict of guilty in openweeur$,«gpd

which said cheering was by partios outside of the court;  said

. gheering ocourred during the time the jury was being polled.
. Honohaebtibn.what606vef5 was‘madé by anyone reﬁr@saﬁtihg-Leo M, -

. Frank, . or Frank himsel?, _st the time of the cheering, nor was. . '

_any notion madq at the time by any -of his attorne&s but the

pe}}&ng—eﬁ—the_guLJ_mas_ant1gued, th;__cheering,did nqﬁ in-‘__”_uﬁ

Ailuenoe or affeot the verdiet which hed already been made, nor

did 1t have any 1n£1uenoe- ' L’remained absolutely unafieoted

¥ a.nd unin.fluenoed by ‘the cheering or the surroundings and in a.nswer-

in g gputhe pgll, i t;uthtuIIJ’angwered _after I head. héarﬁ_thﬁ“fiijii

! oheering, that 1t was my verdiot and 1nmgrﬂwnring as aioresaﬁi 1
: disoé rged mzﬁduty o8-8 conaoientioue Juror and now subsoribe to

iﬁiths correotness of the,verdict a8 rendered.
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M, Joehenning makes the following atffidavity-deposing and

| eaying as followss That he was one of the jurors who sarved on
:ﬁ}he7iﬁo§ei5teted’ceee—andﬂheard'the‘oheefihg7ﬁhich followed soon
_ after the rgading of the veraict of guilty in open court and
which sald cheering was by parties outside of the-oouft, and which
said\ggperigg occurred during the time the jury were being polled
by the court, . -

At the time the cheering wes heard no objection Rt aEe.

gver was made by anyone repreSontlng Leo V Frank or by Leo M,

Frank himgelf, nor wes aay.motion,made at the time by any ‘of the
attorneys of said Leo M, frank, or by said Frenk, but the polling
<—oi”theﬁjury—which—was—goiﬂgeen—&%rthe-time—%he«eheefiﬁ?—beg&n s

and during- the cheering and after the cessatlon of the cheering

wa.s continudd,

o«

This cheering did not in anywise influence or affect the

verdict which_ﬁgd already been made, nor'dio it have any influenoe

' whatsoever.

a

1 remained absolutely unaffected and unlnfluenced by ‘the ¢
cheering or the surroundings and in answering on the poll, 1

truthfully enswered sfter 1 hed heerd the cheering, that it was

‘—my verdiet and in answerinp sustaining ‘the verdict 1 discharged
-'my duty as-a conscientious juror and now subscribe to the corrzct-

= - e iy S ——-

ness of the verdict as rendered, _7;' S i
-

)18 L. Hunter ‘makes the following affidavitgand dvposvs_ande~——
states a8 followss that hewas a deputy sherlif on duty at e
trial of Leo M. Frank in ths above stated case, that he was in thei

"court—houee—aimos%—eoﬁs%antly—éur1npfeaid—triel—&aé-went—to*47 S
and from lunch'on various occasions wifh the Jury during ‘the trial i

~sadid case; that “at no tige in the court room did deponent hear

- any applause, cheer;Ag or- other demonstration in said caee,ﬂwhich

__oould_haae_been,henrﬂ,b r_the Jury, exceptlng.the epplauae, ghﬁﬁring_
~or other damonstration in said cuase, which could have baen heard

“by the, Jury in open courtN;;d in the presence of the '

Judge, and exoepting the oheering and hnrrahe in the etreet aftem



: _'the'rpading‘of the verdict;,while the jury was being'polled. Deponent

gsays that at no time did he see any one'5pea1 fo or attempt to spesk

to any member of th% Jury; exeept officers of oourt .in the disocher ge

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

witnessed or knew of any misconduct -on' the part of any wenber of the

T Jury, but states, under oath, that at all times, when in his presence _

4

eaoch member of the jury deported himself as an upright, honorsble and
consoientious juror, seeking to faithtullnglsoharge nis duty, De=
-ponent'say no armed epectators in or about the courthouse where the

trial was -being oonduoted, nor did he hear any threats oi violence

ﬁexpressed in or alout Saiﬁ cour thouse toward the dsfeniant Leo M.Frank,

~"Deponent states that h witnessed the efforts of spectstors

s

to oarry the Solicitor Genéral on their shoulders, roferred to in en

affidavit in the possession of the defense, and says that. the same
oocurred after the verdict of the jury had been rcad and “he jury
polled and while the :oLicitor Gens ral “wes on his vey to his office.

Tio demonstration by sneotators on the outsi&e 0f the courthouse on

~ ‘either of the last three days'of the trial, to-wit, August 22nd, 25ra,

___4athT—was—w4th%a—%he—pfesenoe—or—the—heartng“Uf—tha—jury——SU—I*Y=§s===—

this deponent knows or believes.

- Re Be Deavours makes the-following affilavit, deposing '
and uayinb a8 follows: that he is a demmty sheriff in and for Fulton
__ County, nedrgia,fand was on. daty during the trial of L§§_Mn Erank- -
_that he waa present in the courtroom every day durlng sald E{ial and
that With the except lon of the appleuse which took plaoe a Tew times.

,in open gourt and within the hearing of -the. presiding Jjudge, he knowsk

"ot no ep»lause, oheering or demonhtrations tha$ were heard. by the Jury

- On londsy, August 25, }913 "deponent with Q.E.Hnber end W.M,Hunter,

.”went‘with the jury to the German Cafe for lunch; deponent seys that on

,ASaid occasion, as the jury wers entering-the care, deponent heard some

noise as of pebpie hollowing, back in the direation of the courthouse,

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

notﬁknow who 1t was oreating the noise, what waa sgid, or what prompted

 the samo. The Jury passed through the cafe. and intoe the dining room
Cin. the rear _0f_ the building, where they ‘lunched wtth closed doora. o

’_:ohoering or applause or other demonstration oouldLha—anaﬂgaziangnsn&-

’,‘ing the buildins. Deponent atatee turthot that 80 far as he waa able‘
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to judge, the Jury at all times, whehrhe7Waa.pre89nt,'deported'them-

~

. selves as honest, honorable, oonsoientious unbiased and unprejudioed
jurora, and at no time were any of scid jurors guilty of any misoon-

duot, within his prosence of knowlodge. : v

Drew Liddell mekes the following affiduvit, deposing and
sgying a8 followsy that he:is. a deputy sheriff of Fulion- bounty,gceorgﬁ
. and wes on duty constantly during the trial of tho/above stated oase,
Yn ¥riday, August zznd,-and Saturday, August 23, 1913, deponent, with
-other deputios, accompenied the jury to and from the Germm Gafe and
was wggh them at the time of the alleged demonstration at thé*;3£ﬁéifﬂr
of Hunter and South Pryor Stroeta; Deponent seys that at the lunch
_ hour. on both occasions the jury were beyond the heofzng of the crowd
f’When.the alleged demonstrations took place, if in fact eny demonstrat—
ions aid take place. Deponent says ‘that when the jury had entefed

the private dining room in the rear of the German Cate on Saturdsgy,
asugus t 23, that he was outside of the dining room, in the act of en=
tering the same; that he heard e s8light commition in the front of the

building, but the jury had passed intomthe dining room, and hgoés-‘

~ sure did nO%*hea "‘H’couI&‘hof’ﬁéve‘heard said cemonsﬁration, which
was scareely audible in the rear of the building'where saild dining
- room was located. Deponent, with othﬁr~ﬁeputiea was in charge of
said jury on various occasions dwring the trial, and at no time, so |
ﬂgiasgas\this deponent knows or believes,~ cecrtaginly not when deponent
—ﬂwaSﬂwi£h—t£em,-fwae~any_effon%~made to comrunioate with the jury by
eny persons other than afcoﬁrt officdr in the ﬁiaoharge of his duty,
&% no time. during said trial was any cheering, applause or other de~__
i monﬂtration made within the hearing of the jurym axcepting that which

¢

also excepting the ﬂemonstration,madé in/fﬁ;istreets 1mmediately after

the annoﬁnoement—of—the—ver&%e%—~while_tharguxy;uaa_haing polled, De-
ponent neither witnessed. noxuhg&rdlanJ'nﬂsoonduot on the part of any

ﬂnmhﬁldoi sald jurys} any time durtng the trial of the: above state&——u

i oase, nor did deponent see anyone in or about the courthouse armed

_other than the officars of the ITaw" dur1ng thia trial, oxr hear or know |
GI‘Eﬁy’threata in or-about said courthouse or in its vininity ox elae-
-where against the 11£e of the sald Lew‘M brank who wes on trial.

- - , ; : i




G.J.Bossherdt makes affidavit aw follows: I have road the affi-
_davit of J.T.Oz‘bu;rn,exeouted on 00t,416,1913; and 'he:eby pdopt sedd af-
£idayit of sald Ozburn,end that 'the sald sllegstions contained in sai
affidavit are true and aorrect. - ¢, J,Bosshard makes.a?fidavit as

-—-followss I am one of the jurbrslwhoiéerggﬁ on the above stated cace,

t\and heard the oheering_whibh followed soon after the reading éi tle
_ﬁf_xgggigj_gf_guilty.in open court,and which said oheering was by parties
outside of the court,and which ghéering occurred duripg the time the
Jury was being polled;i’o objection whatsoéver Jas made by any attofnes
‘repreaenting Fraonk or Frank himself ot the time of this chesring,nor
- wgs any wotion made by:any of the attorneys of said'Fraqk,ér-by Frank,
but the poll&ng of the jury which was going on st the tiﬁe the ohee;é
ing began was continued;this cheering did not in any wise influen&e or
affect the verdict which lad slready bLoen made, nor ddd it have any
influence whgggoever; I reﬁained unaffected and uninfluenced by the,
. cheering or surrou:dings,and in snswering-on the poll,I truthfully
answered after I had heard the cheering that it waé ny verdictyand in

answering'austaining the &erdict—l‘ﬁtsvhﬁrge&~my—é&%y—as a conscient-

_ ious Juror and now subseribe to the correotness of the same,

4»—~—~——J—Q—ezburn W.;.Jeffries.A Lo Wisbey make “the ‘same affidavits as

Ceda Bosshardt set out sbove,

" Tou Gastro nakes affid-~it es.follows: E; havb known Samuel

- aron ‘for over a yerr and an acqu -inted w1th his gener<1 character and

~reputation; his eleracter and veputation is bad, and from my knowledge
of that charaoter and reputation I wonld not bnlieve the said Aron

~on oath; I am ascquainted with the genersal character and reputation.

vﬁntgﬂ.E.Stough"fkig,eharaater-and reputation 18 bad; I would not from <

my knowledg~ of that character and reputation believe the said Stough
on oath. .

“Joe Hurray makes affidqvit as followss’ I am a Clerk of the Lew !
Alban¥ Hotel in Albany, Ga; one A.H.Henslee a patron of. said hotel
registered for lodging on June 2, 1913, and was a -uest of the hotel

- on the night of June &, 1913; _that said A. He Henslee registered-at
“8ald hotel on Sent, ‘18 1913, before the noon meal,

: X, N, WOaver, O.H.Puckett, T.w.lMoGarrity end Vi, C.,.Robdnson
< each mgke affidavit. that they are personally acquainted with‘ﬂ.
Johenning; that they know his general oh
—that 11§ general oharaoter end reputation is good and that deponenta
regerd him es an honest, oonsoientboua upr ight and thoroughly &
trustwor‘bhy men, : i i

| M.G,Staten and T. S+ Hawes state that ‘eash of deponenta are -

. acquainted with R, L. Greemer; that the general character of thez//»
»-455 —Gremer is and was”baﬁ‘and’fﬁaf “deponénts would not believe

that said GregggnOn oath. . H

e WetioMote ,R.HoMoKenzie end W.H.Olyaton make affidavit” &epoaing i
and saying_that they are acquainted with W,P.Meill; that his gen~
eral aharsdter and reputaet-don in the community were Heill has lived
(ig bad and that they uld not believe him on o&th.' } :”

.
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W. Mo Howard ‘JeCo Gillier TeWs 000hran, P.L, Cordy, Jellie
Howard» Jeb, Lookridge and C,0, %umrers each meke affiaavit that they
.4know'A. H, Henqlee, one of the Jurora whn_ﬂaxlﬂd_in_iha_naae of the
~--State of Georgis,'vs.‘Leo ., Frank; that each of the witnesxes is zo=

quainted with the oeheral oharnoter of the said A, H. Henalee,‘anﬁ_
~that the‘benergl character and reputation of the said Henslee is good,
B and -from h;s general character and reputution,eaoh of depenents would
believe the said A.H.Henslee on oath, - -
HeRePitts,w.L.Lyle, T.lleWobb,and John E{Flournoy,eaoh make
aff?dﬁvit that they know Samuel aron; that they know the general
'oharaoté";ﬁﬁﬂ;fﬁﬁutation of the said Aron;qthat the said 5en§ra1
~gharegter and repufation of the said Aron is bad and that deponents

would not believe him on oath.

#o- Mo Funter hakes a?fiﬂavit, deposing and saying-as~fﬁllows:
I, wifh lr . ..r Fuber and R.B,Deavors, had charge of the jury\in
the above stated case, at the lunch hour on lionday, August 25th;
1913; that ot no time between the time tle jury left the box to
go to. lunch on said data, and the time they returned to the jury‘
vT?_room.fo considar sand ngke their verdiet, cither while on the

street in golng to the cafe, whilo in the cafe, orein roturning

M‘_tQ the court house, did I heur any anpleause or cheers, or other

-«—demonstration on behalf of the bolioitor General1 or. gnyone blse.

}

At no time during the trial o* Baid case uid 1 see or znow of” anye

,one axoepting the ~officers of the oourtkk\communiouting with, or

‘attempting to communicete with any membos ei—ﬁsid Jury, . I witness~

——*eﬁﬁnv—nmsavnauut‘tf—Eny-ktnﬁ*vn—*he—pnrt—of any member of the

+ury in—the ehove 8tated 0BG, - -~-v - o g cmnieas L D - e il

— e — v

Z,..A. Menn, “makes affidavig, depbsing and saﬁing as -

“follows:

%“ I wes present in thé .0ourt room during the trial of’
“?thé case -0f the State vs. Leo M, Frank, charging with murder;
=== S : .



~ I was alding the «Sheriff, and as a deputy was stationed'
_-_inmmdiaxely in. the rear of the Jury 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 applauese, excenting what occured in
~open coﬁrt,‘in the immediate presence of the Judge presiding
and which ?ﬁs bfficially poticed by him; o cheering from thé
outeide was heard; ezcepting during the po;ling of the jury,
affter their verdict hsad been read; I observeé no misconduet
~ on the rart of any Juror, and no comnunlcation or attempt t0
'communioate with any member of the jury, evcert by the officers of
- Court in the dischgrge of their offieial duties. S e
Plerinie Iiliner, makes affidavit, derosing and saying as 

-

follows:

‘
.

1 have seen the gffidavit of 7. P. Ieill made for use in

the above'stuted case and I am the ?lenpie lliner referred to vy |

Neill in.his affidavit; that the incident referred to by the eaid

Nelll evidently did not‘harpen'in'the way and manner described by

7. Ps Lieill but the following are the facts: On one occasion when
the'Jufy were retiring from the box to their room in the east
“end of the courthouse, Iiéaw,a spectator sitting who I thoﬁght
spoke to & member, ofiéhe Jury. ‘Le d4id not rise ‘rdm his seat nor
ETR he takze the Jjuror bv his arm nor by his hand nor did he other-
7wise thuch'the Juror'hut apveared to aneak to eo 1e one and at the
vtime I thOIPht sald ‘spectator addressed a member of the Jurys I
immediately went to him for the purpose of taxing him before the
Judge but he denied thut he addressgd the remark, which 4 did not
.Ahear, to the Juro;-and:the gentleman'sitting next to him assured‘
me that this épectator was not addre%sipgx 8 membg;_gifthé_éuxy—————=

and the two having assured me that I was mistaken and having been

thoroughly convinced that I.was mistaken, I werned them ﬁhat an

action on the part of a spectator in -addreesing the Ju;y would be

#_vio}ation qf'thé_laé éﬁé letvthe 1ncidentvgrdp becgﬁsp ofnthgawj 
" Pact that I was -fully convinnéd' +%nt=the mistake was mine. ~This

i described the 1neident_§§ 1tmreg11y ocourred. A% not time any

I where in my presenoe did any one other than the offioers of the ‘

law, acting within the diaoharge of thoﬁb duty. addraaa any

i — 1 , /
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\—me“ﬁer of the Jury individdellv or the Jjury collectimely from
B the timg the jury was impannelled until they hud rendered their v
verdiet and had been discharged am the Deputy Sherlff regular-
1y aesigned to the erlminal Vivision of Multon County Superior
Court and was on duty end in charge of the courtroom during the
entire time Leo .. HFrank was on friel; I have read the
affidavit of lirs. 4. Shurman and others with reference to the
. cheering on.the outside of said courtroom during Friday and |
Saturday w«nd lionday, the last three days of the trial. I vas net'
‘with the Jury as they left the courthouse to go to 1uneh on
either of tie three said days but was in the courtroom at the time
the cheering took nlace on the outside. I know that on lionday
morning Just before court convened when there was cheering in the
street the Jjury were in their room in the reer of tne eourthonm,
 they were also 1n the rear of tne courtroom when the Solicitor
- General entered and thebspectatd&'e started to arrlaude, I tapred

on the wald or some otber objeot and raised my hand in warning =nd

the srectators immediately decisted: the applause wes very slight
and very lew and was'etOpped pronptly when I rapped and I am sure
that the jury in their closed room_did not and colld not have
_heard the same. ©.is was on the ¥ast day of the triel, tp-wit,
“August 25th, 1913; T was not with the-—jm-ﬁt any time when
‘Téﬁyenplauéeexoept:%hat in open court and in the immediate
presence of.the Judge could have been heard by rhe 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 jury; At no time when T was in

charge of or with the Jjury wae any member ‘of the jury guilty of

jOOﬂmunioating with or attemntinp to communicate with any nerson

on the © the outside in any way-nor durinp said trial from the time -
the Jury was impannelled until their’ discharge after verdict
A:rendered was -any-member of_the_1ury_guiltj_oi-any~misconduct '~¥—~:—
- of any nature whatever; At no time.did I hear eny threat

{>egeinsﬁ'the 1i£e.of Lee-M.,Erank"among fhe’ebectetors-et the !
Afcourthouse.or;gleew;ere nor st any time did he see or know of
i : ‘ A-;\.," et W1 ) ‘..:“ -ﬂ- s :"‘.:. 3 ."_-—."_-., , “‘
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—xxfk-any-spectator or ferson at or around the esaid 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 kxind or character. .
We F. liedcalf, makes affidavit, deposing and saying
- us follov{rqr ’
I wae a Jnror on the I'ranz case. 1did not know
pereonslly either A. Ho. denslee or lle Joené%ning, vho vere also
Ajurbrs,,trying this case, until after we were swwrn &n on eaid
Jury, T had occaeior to rnd do know the conduct of thece two nern
onthe jury. At no time dtﬁ—ET*TUT‘UT‘them e: rxree ¢ themselves in
& way to indlcate that th 7 were, in.the least bit prejudiced or
_-piased, but eaon.of tneea\gen, 28 did eaclh «nd every other .member
of the Jury, deported themselved ae horest, unright, prudent and
fupartisl jurors. If-either the szid—*. ¥. Henslee or the said

-1Is Joehenning beliebed thut Trank was puilty until after the entire

case had been hesrd and corclided and enbmitted to the jury, they

at least did not so exprrecss themselves, or give veﬁt to any other

expression within my hearing or knowledge, indicating any bias or
'prejudice aguihst the Suid “rank. I1did not know how Lo He Hénslee.
:stood on the iesue until the first ballot had been talenm. Then

sald Henslee made s tullt and etated that he bad case & doubt*ul

‘bullot. There Was qne»pallot marized "doubtful"; Ie exnlained

to the Jjury, why he cact this doubtful bellet, nd submitted some

suggestione with reference to the evidence.. Up to that time, eo

“far us I kno., saild Zenslee had not intimeted or expressed any ~ -,

CaTey

to 1L Jbehenning: .During the'éntire.twenty-ninxe days that we

were together as jurrore, he Gig\got. go far as T knoﬁ, say or

inany way intimate how he stdod on the iscue; So Bar as I was
able to Judge from his conduct and department sald Joehenning~44~‘

ﬂjuul4umemigh#r4anaaﬂ+m4mi%‘ mrudent -1ﬂnar*ial*and e@nseientious B

Juror, imbueq. with only oune purpose, vxa, e ascettain ent of . tne

ztrutn; thatl 1s ‘said above as tq_the_1mparti§11ty;ﬁ£a4rnessiand
SR S
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c&nsoientiousneés of'Joehenning is trie of Henelee and li%ewice
‘of eack and every man ox the jury;I d1d not -nt any time, while
—~;ﬁ—jurory—hear'any‘aﬂplause‘excebt‘such‘as‘bccur%bd“in‘dpén”bourt,
‘ fénd_WEiéhfﬁéé~héé}&75§_£he Judge, jury and attorneys in the casej.
7§Adid'not kkéw that there hpd been any cheering of anybody s
fcdnxected with the case at any time ox that there had been any 2
_“_Ebgéiing in any way y*owing out of or connected with the rank
cace, until after the verdict was rendered, and I was told gbout
said ircidents; _-The Jury left the courtroom every time fefore
the judge, 1awrer~ «nd audience were rermitted tb leﬁve. end
there was pever any s>rlsuce or cheering either 1inside of fné'
'COurt' or Qutside of the conrt, 'it“i” my knowledge, vhile the

cace w&s—bei_g concidered; The Jury, in 1euv1ng, were always_
attended by the dernty sheriffs or baliffc, one elwaye poing In
front snd one always in the rear; e were usuqlly taken diredt*‘

"ffdﬁ'fﬁé‘cdurthouSe to the. fermun Cufe, l:icated midwa.- of the

block on Pryor Street, oprocite from thekcourthoice, nd it

toclkz ornlr a—verw short—time—to—po t%efe;<-1f8ﬁcﬂld cstim Te aboent
threé minutes ut the outside;  Unon reaching the “ermen Cafe, we
oo o - T
were tuken directly tro ériv-te dinirp room in the rear of the
l’bﬂ{idinﬁ and tie 340““1ame iutely eloted; After being—eshut un in S
this room, we never lLesrd ar7 counds that in the slig%test”resemble&
—.gpplause or cheering; The onlz cheéring that T-resr from the time —
‘T waé sworn to the time I_w:aﬁgisehurgea wee the‘chéérirg that
ercse outside of the eourthouse aLter the verdict hud bceﬁ read
“and while the jury was ‘being polled; Jith the excertion of this '-

cheering, I never heard anything that had-theﬁhlightest resemtlance

o

"f%o;ﬁheer1ﬁy, znd 1 never leard any a““]ause excert that heard by
the Judge and only heard about tlhe cneeriap after. “uvuL been
di oharged fgymkthe case, ieither on Seturday, August 23, 1”la 4—;;
nor on ang-other dav or date, d4id unJ‘man other thun' jhe bax]iffé-
Cin cbarge of the jury ever walk with or by the ~side of the Jurz,

T and neithar did anybodym within my knowledge, every Speqk to- any -
Juror at any time or plaoe outise of the présence of the COurt;

—

If at any time any‘man ever prabbed any Juror by the hand oFf

held any converaation with any Juror the same was not 1n ggx,

. ' gi TS
; K i e < $ ] J o X
. . . 2y = L) ’ U= 3 .
TN 4 e % & £ 7 A (b L T 2
3 - = ‘e > ey . - S s o - - g~ % = - yoraee avs




'my pregence. No man ever;grabbed my tv the hand at the place

referred to by W. P, Neill 1n his affidavit nor did I sée orx

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

V;bv the hand or saving anything to any juror, or attempting to

say anything to any juror, and within my knowledge there was no

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

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

the bealliffs, end said communications wer:z authorized by the court

“and known to counsel on both sides of the case; mo far as 1 am

gersonallv concernad, and SO far as-1 know as to each and cvary

Juror on the case, they were influenced solely and slonz bv the
evidencd and. +he charze as given by the court, and were not influencéd.
in anywise, in eny way, menner, shape or form, bv anything_from AY
tﬁe.pu*side,”but the nerdict es rendered was, so far as 1 am -con-
cernad;-and as*to the other jurors, so far as' their deportment

showsy; 1 bhelieve ﬂés rendered from an nonggt opinion based on the

law and evidence in the cases

:judgment.dgnying,the seme and in rendering said Judgment, stated ',.__*<

o o

Upon considering said motion for new trial, the court rendered a‘ﬁ

A

that the jury had found the defendant guilty; ‘that he, the judge;, had

thought about this case more than any other he 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 . Py

(=

that .Frank-was guilty or innocent, “ut thet he did not have to be: !

CUnvinced‘ that “the Jurj we.s convinced that there was8 no room to.

.doubt that; that he felt it to be his duty to order that the motion -

s ~ -

N ror the failure and refusal of the court to grant & new triel upon

- Leo M, Frank, a new tria1-~said Leo M. ‘Frenk then and there ex—

'cepted, and here end. now excepts and,@ag_ ns and specifies ae er=

5 l

for a new trial be overruled. . = e ol . ,_}

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

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

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

b O ,.. L . -73;,-‘.»'7- — e TS J ok




,'for new trial and said emendment to the motion for new trial being

parte “of the record in said case, and reference being herebj hed to -
the samo; and movant further specifies 'as- to the error complained
of that the court failed and rufused to grant a néw trie1 uoon each
gnd every ground conteined in said motion for new trial end the
amendment thereto, reference being hereby haq to the same ag 1if fﬁnly
ambodied herein,'fhe cam2 being of record; | .

_ Defendant further excepts to sald judemznt ovérruling the

moticn for new trial and alleges error therein in not grenting a

new trial- upon each and aji—oi~%he~wraundsvof~bheworigina&Aand e

amanded motion on the vr)undv ond rzasons. in said amended aqd origina

motions fully set out~—reference hersby bzing had to *ths same, as

£ fully e&bodied herein, . the same being part of the record in
) B — - R '

said case.

And now, within twentv days fram the judrment refusinp said

““mofign$for new trial, and in dve and leeal tlma, the said Leo M,

Frank pregents thig, 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 LI R

' 1st. The indictment in said cesen._ . . .

2nd. The plea of not guilty.

f3rd, The verdict of the jury and the sen@qngquﬁAtheicourt.-

4th, The originel motion fgr-ﬂew trial, together-with a1l —

entries end rules nisi tﬁereon., - — =

5th, - The amended motion for new trisl, together with the ep—

_ngxgl_and,certificates of the judre thereto and to the oripinal

motion and all entries thpreon, and topether with all exhibits there—

B

. 6th. The certificate of thé“Judggapproving the grougdg'of g

;Aﬁihe original motion for new trial end the-amended motion fornew — .

triale. = S et F e !
7 {7 th. The brief. of the evidence in. said- eese—and—ihe-sp._M
pr0va1 thereof by. the court and all entires thereon. i e \\A i
, \\f4 eth. The charge of the court wii\\approval of the Judpe ’
Lj.thureon?’ N e T - el

" . e AIRARE I s P



9th., The'judgment of the Judge'refusing a new trial in

said case, e T SE -

T e L ayor __Jrde s

Attorneys for Leo M. Frank,
Plaintiff in Error,
Address, Atlanta, Ga,

‘1 do certify thet the forepoing Rill of Exceptions is true

and contains and specifies all of the =vidence and specifies all of
the record material to a clear understending of the errors complained-

of; and the Clerk of Fulton Superior Court is heraby ordered to meke

out a conplete copy of such parts of thz rscord in said.caeé as

are in this bill of Exceptions specified, and cartify the same as

suck and ceuss the same to be trensmitted to the present—term of the

Supreme Court of Georgla, that the errsrs allaged to have been com-
et - S Py S . |
UL S U Ty vl UV L UCTT TU

This / : day of ___









