- Gentlemen, the object of all legal investigation.is the discovery
of truth. That is theressonof—yott being selected, empanelled and |

. .

gworn in thise oaae - to discover what is the truth on this “igave

formed on this bill of indiotment Is Leo lle Frank guilty? Are you

e44—f4*4§h%iﬂfiﬁﬁ'of“thHi_b&yUnﬁ‘H‘IEEHDﬁablGwﬁﬁﬁﬁt from the evidence in this

»49&86?“J9; i8 his plea of not gyilty the truth? The rules of evidence
are framed with a viéw to this prominent end - seeking always for
pure sources and ihe highest cvidenoe.

—— — Direot evidence is that which 1mmediately points to the question.
at'issue. Indireoct or circumstantial evidence is that which only

—— tends to establish the issue by proof of various facts sustaining, by

their consistency, the hypothesis claimed. —Towarrant a conviction

on ¢ircumstantial evidence, the proven facts .ust nol only be consis=

tent with the hypothesis of guilt, but rust exclude every other reason

~—

‘able hypothesis save thit of the guilt of the acoused.
" The defendant has introduced testimony as to his good character.

On this subject, I charge you that evidence of good charaster when

1

offered by the defendant in a criminal case is always relevent and
material, and should be considered by the jury, elong with all the
other evidense introduced, as one of the facts of the case, It should

be considered by the juiy, not merely where the balunce of the testi-
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mony in the casc makes it doubtful whether the ‘efendant is guilty or

not, but also Where _suoh evidence of good oharnoter ‘may of itself gen—

erate a doubt as to the defondant's guilt, Good character is a sub-

stantial fact, like any other fact tending to establiéh the defendant!
‘innocence, and ought to be So regarded by the jury. Like all other
r,wiaetslproved in the case,_it should. be weigheﬁ'and estimated by the

ﬁﬁry, for it may render that doubtful which otherwise would be olear,

_\Howevor, 1if the suilt, of the acocused is plainly proved to the sat is-
" faotion of the jury beyond a reasonable doubt, notwithstanding the
proof of good character, it is their duty to cunvict But the Jury

-way.consider the good charaeter of the defendant “whether the redt of

E‘ff:f‘*-éf the testimony leaves the gquestion of his guilt doubtful of not andff

5 1 -a._congider ’m“» nY ol hi%r ad nhem—akoe { Jopmd—a &M
o e 8 AT o ghenavead_of Mo s mhrm—gptens ol

Ll 2

‘ along with the eviaenee’ “orosafes o rfaaonuble doubt “in-the minds of

the jury as to the defendant's guiit then 1t would be the aufy r of
~the - Jur; to give the aefendant ﬁha‘benetit of. the"dcubt thus raised 3
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