
the eater “also. —eonsidéered the, following affidavite a8 o 

ame ‘counter ‘showing. presented t byathe State, to- mui te 

i PE -WINBURW,—makes. et fidevit— depooing-end- seying-ae—follows+— ——3 
-- - - oe 

“met 1 was a ‘Juror: on the Frank C8885. I did not KNOW — 

jel iar: 8 either A. 4H. ~ Henslee_ or M. -Joghenning, who. were: also jurors 

“trying this case, until after we were “sworn in on said jury I hed 

‘occasion to and - ds know the “eonduet of these two men on the jury; — 

“at _no time dia either of them express ‘themselves in a way to inai-— 

cate. that they were in- the least bit prejudiced | or: viased, @ against 

the defendant, “Leo M, “Frank, ~but-eaen of thes men, es did-each-ené 

(every other member of the jury, deport themselves ag honest, up= 

‘right, prudent, and impartial jurors; if either the said A. H. “Henslee 

or. the said M. Joehernning believed that: Frank was guilty. until after 

- tha entire. case had been heard and. concluded and submitted-to-tner BF 

4 “jury: they at least did not so express themselves, or give vent’ to 

anyother expressions waithin my hearing or ‘knowledge, spitoevice 

any bias or prejudice against. the said Frank. I- did notknow “how , 

38.5 He Henslee stood on the ‘issue until ‘after “the first ballot had bean 

} 

(econ then said Henslee ‘made a talk aud stated that he had cast & 
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doubtful ballots there was ‘one ballot marked "doubtful"; he explained — 

| tovthe jury: why he ‘cast this doubtful ballot, and submitted sone a0g2 

gestions with reference to the evidence. ‘Up to ° that time, so far as 

a 1 know, said ‘Henglee had not. intimated or expressed ony- opinion what- 7 

- 

“sever with reference.” ‘to- any feature of. the_ CASE As to Mt. - Joehenining 

{cre 

7 | during—the-entire twenty-nine days thet - “we were sopethar. as jurors, 

ee 
4 he, aid, not, 89 far. as. I know, say - or in any way. intimetehow he. stood 

oo 

ae on: the issue; so. far as” rT was: aL) to. Judge _ arom his conduct and de- 

-portments said Joehenning was an upright, honest, fair, ‘prudent, in- 
ale —" 

partial arid ‘conscientious Juror, imbued with only « gne “purpose, “vig. 2 

| the sscerteinment -of ‘the: ‘truth: what is ‘said above ag to th the “im =. 

- 

‘partiality, fairness and consedentiousness of Foehenning te ‘pare of. mr 

“| wonbtgiiana 2iteriee bt esin, ond -avery. man on the Jurys ¥ diay “got 
ee ade 1h 

: at any bime.s’ while a juror, hear ony applause except ‘such as. occurred 

“in ‘open... court,” ‘and which. wae heard, by. the judge». Jury. and ‘ettorneys - 3 

inthe: eases a ‘did not know thet ‘there had. been. Aas ohgsetg of. nyee 


