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~+-he—was or was mot the murderer of Wary Phagan.

A. No sir,

Q. Was that before or after he had run in the dressing room?
A. I don't remember. -

Qe Well,.he pushed the door open and stood in the door, did
he? . |

A. Stood in the door.

Q. Looked in and semiled?

A..Yee sire '

Qe Ddin't you say that?

A. I don't remember now, he smiled or made some kind of a face
which looked like a smile, like smiling at Ermilie Kayfield.
Q. At Ermilie Mayfield, that day she was undressed?

A. But he didn't speak, yes sir.

Qs He didn't say a word, did he?

A. No sir. |

Qs Did he say anything about any flirting?

A. Notto us, no sir.

These questions and answers were objected to for the reasona
above stated, and for the further reason that a statement show-
ing impropef conduct of Frank in going into the dressing rooms
with girls, while improper, %us intended to create prejudice

againet him and in no way elucidated the question as to whether

: third affidavit in the reoord purpdied to reenaot ‘the 606urrenoe

¥ovant contends that the fact that the Jefendant had but his
character in issue is no reason why rerorted or actualfacts
of immd:ality éhould-be édmifted.in evidencé over hie objeotion;
The defendant's reputatiaon or character for immerality or loose
conduct with women are not relevant subjects for consideration
in determining whether the defqndant has or has not a good char-
acter when such good character is considered in conneotién with
a charge for murder.

44, (pp) Because the oourt permitted the solicitor to ask and

said questions and anewera dealing with an incident ocourring gt
the Pencil\Faotory, wherein Conley, after having made the

between himeelf and Frank on April aeth, whorein the body
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have ansﬁareu'ww 4%3 witness=h&rléeﬂmkfiﬂ?thé :ow“ﬂwfkg quesuiuﬁh,




