
‘Gentlemen, the object of all legal investigation is the discovery _ 

of truth. That is the-reason-of—yowu being Selected, empanelled and | 
.* 

sworn in this cage - to discover what is the truth on this issue 

formed on this bill ‘of ‘indiotment. Is Leo lie Frank guilty? Are you 

_ ___gettefiea-of that-beyont—a reasonable doubt from the évidence in this © 

case? OF is his plea of not guilty the truth? The rules of evidence 

are framed with a viéw to this prominent end - seeking always for 

pure sources and the highest evidenoe, 

—— — Tytrect. evidence is that which imme diately points to the question. 

at issue. Indirect or circumstantial evidence is that which only 

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

their consistency, the hypothesis claimed. —To-warrant a conviction 

on circumstantial evidence, the proven facts ust not only _beconsis= 

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

able hypothesis save th:t of the guilt of the accused. 

“The defendant has introduced testimony as to his good character. 

On this subject, J charge you that evidence of good character when 

i offered by the defendant in a criminal case is always relevent and 

material, and should be considered by the jury, along with all the 

other evidence introduced, as one of the facts of the case, It Should 

ve considered by the jury, not merely where the balance of the testi- 
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mony in the case makes it doubtful whether the ‘efendant i guilty or 

not, but also WHSre such evidence of good character nay of ‘itself ren 

acate a doubt as to the defendant's guilt, Good character iS a sub- 

stantial fact, like any other fact tending to establish the defendent' 

‘dnnocence, and ought to be So regarded by the jury. Like all other 

-_-feets provea in the case, it Should. be weighed and estimated by the 

jury, for it may render that doubtful which otherwise would be clear, 

_\However, if the guilt, of the acousea is plainly proved to the satis- 

". faction of the jury perdnd a reasonable doubt, notwithstanding the 

proof of good character, it is their duty to conviet. But the jury 

way, consider the good charaeter of the defendant, "whe ther the nest of. 

ae the ne testimony l@aves the question of his guilt doubtful ors not, ana— 

7 it a. consider tn. ay of hie ¢ Ad ohe snake 1 dost —— «FE spe pong 8 CQuglgoretom afpShen HORE oF 10, eggs ohemt- gay ten pe 
- 

"gong with the ‘ovidenes; ~“ereages a reasonable doubt _in the minds of 

the jury as to the defendant's | gadit, theh it would be the duty 7 of 

the: - jury to give . ine. ‘defendant the benefit of. the, doubt this, raised oN 
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