
Leo I. Frank, ) | ° 
~ an Al 4 oat . BLIL of Exceptions, x Plaintiff in wrror, ) From Fulton Superior court, 
From Gonvietion of lurder-ent—Judge vs ~ nent of affirmance on Hebruary 17th, 

~ 
L914 

state of Georgia,. . , ; . 
lotion for Re-hearing, 

——Derendent in error. 

And now comes a Me ‘Prank, Plaintiff in error in the case 

above stated, \ who was ‘the losing perty therein, und at the same tem ” . 
SN 

_8% which the decision wes rendered, and before the remittitur in said ; a 

cese has-been forwarded to the clerx o% the trial court, and files 

this his motion f we~hearing, on the grounds following, to-wit; 

il. ~ Because th court in rendering the Bess E1On in said case over— 
oe , jn, the recor — looked the following mesestal Lact Syqtonwd ta” Grounds 58 of the— motdori- 

or new trial, which reads es follows: 

—"Becevse the court pernitted the witness, : & Cato, over the objection of the defendent thet the senc vas incompetent, illegal end inmeterial, to testify substantially; &8 “ollovws: I iow Miss Rebecea ___ Garson. I have seen her go twice into the privatd lsdies' dres ssing room with Leo it. Frank.! 
"The court »vemitted this testimony over the objection of the defendant mede as is aforesaid and in doins SO co: mitted errore ‘The court stated that this evidence was edaitted to dispute the witness 

they hod ca LLied. ; . 

"It was wholly immaterial to the issves involved in the esse whether Frark did or did not go into a private ‘ressitg room with Iiiss Cerson. It did, however, pre judi co the jury as indicating Frank's dumo reli ty with reference to woiuen 6" 
@ 

seid ground Jvst quoted.set up meteriel Zacts constituting 

error in said cbse, which the court rt_in the decision rendered, ovew Sad 

looked, end which were not considered in seid decision,which ey; 
"trom the face thereof. ' Plaintiff+4 Wa that the error commit -F ~ 

Bie “<All ‘ we 7 * eo 2 of * Ppp 4.7 gs! 1 ted, os is disclosed from an iuspectien of the. gfeund here quoted, 

Wwas.inaterial. The facts alleged herein to be overlooked in this ground . 

discussed in the—brief. filed. by peeuah es in error, as Will appear — 

115 CASE» 

Be Beoa, se the court in rent ering the decision in (Sold, Ce50, Over 1 in the record, “= Looked the following materie. tacts, yo-wil t's Ground 59 of the motien 

“for new ees which reads as. follows: eo oS 
‘ ay \ : sg iy “ ; : 

ake "Because the court erred in pemitting thd witmess agete piftin, to tes ati fy, over ‘the ghiec tion’ of . . ~ aya | 


