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by his good chargoter, and to acquit him. (Stephens ose 61-Ga,589). 

The word “oharacter™ aS used in this connection, means that gen- 

eral reputation which he bore among the people who knew him prior—te 

the time of the death of Mary Phagan. ‘Therefore, when the witnesses . 

_ by which a defendant seaks to prove his good character. -are_put_upon 

the stand, and tostify-that is charactur is_-so0d, the effect of tle 

testimony is to say that the pe ople who knew him Spoke well of him, 

and that his seneral reputation was otherwise good, when a defendant 

~~has put his character in_issue, the State is allowed to attack it by 

" proving that his general reputation is not good, or by showing thyt 

the witnesses who have stated that his character is good, have untruly 

repotted it. Hence, the Solicitor General has been allowed to cross— 

examine the witnesses for the defense who were introduced to testify 

to his good character. In the cross exemination of these witnesses, 

he was allowed to ask them if they had not heerd of ,various acts of 

misconduct on the ‘tefcndiant's part, The Solicitor Seneral had the 

right to ask any qestions along this line he nleased, in order thor- 

oughly to sift the witnesses, and to see if anything fepogatory to 

the defendant's reputation conld be proved by them. fhe Court now 

wishes to caution yon that, although the Solicitor Genersl was allowed 

to aS ic the lefendant's cheracter witnesses these questions &s to their 

neving heard of various acts of alleged wisconduect on the defendant's 

_ part, the jury is not to consider this as evidence that the defendant 

2a _peengittity of my such misconduet aS Lay have been indicated in 

the questions of th Solicitor—Ge#feral, or any of tlem, unless the al- 

leged witnesses testify to it. Furthermore, where a man's character 

is put in evidenee, ani in the course of the investigation any speoif~ 

4g act of misconduct - is: shown, ° this a does not go before the jury for _ 

the purpose of 3 howing affirmatively that his character is bad or that 

he is guilty of the offense with which he stands charged, but is tobe 

“> eonstdered by the jury only in deter mining the credibility and the 

. degree of inf ormat ton possoased by those witnesses who have tostitiea 

son 

| Fight to consider 44 along with all ‘the o ther evidence introdneed ony 

to his good ‘eharacter, (Henderson! 8 Case, 5 Ga. App. 495(3) Je 

When the defendant hasput his character in issue, the State is al- 

a beet te pit Pate ms gisitmensen - ae aK: 
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- ‘end thereby to > aiepreve the teornoay of those who have stated that it 

ig good. The jury is allowed to take this testimony, and, have the 
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