Leo 1I. Frank, )
* -4 P ™ ey 42 -
s 311l . of uxoeptlonu, I8
Plaintilf in Zrror, ) From Fultcn Superior courty,
, Prom Convietion of Jurder and Judg=-
Vs ) mnent of affimmance on February 17th,

\ 1914 °

vtate of Georgla,, \ _ ) _
liotion Tor Re-kLearings.
——3erendent in erroT.

And now comes Loo Ile brank, Plointiflf in error in the case

above stated, vho was tue losing perty therein, wnd at the some tem
. 2
- &% vhich the decision ves rendered, end before the remittitur in sald
: A5

cese has been forwarded to the cler:z o the trial court, and files

this his motion for re-hearing on the rouuds following, to-wit:

le " Becouse the COULt in rendering the U(canon in said case over=

. : An wc reeor E— =
looked the Tollowing muterial fact «uu—Wit Grounds 58 of the motlou

Tor new trial, which reads cs follows:

“"Becouse the court peraitted the vitness, I7d Ltc; over the
objec¥lon of the defendent thet ‘he scac vas incempeten illegal and
immeterial, to testif;'gnbutu;ti¢31 &8 “ollows; 'I imnow Liiss chfcca

_u“Chlﬂon. 1’ have secen her go twice *utb the private lodies' dres ssing
Toom wWith Leo I1l, Fraunk,! :

"Ihe court nwemitted this testimony over the objection of the
defendent mede as is aforesaid and in GOiLC 80 CO“Wiu*ed error. The
court stated that this evidence waes uduitted o dispute the witness
t.l.led JLLLU. co -‘16(1. . )

"It was wholly immaterial %o thr lseves involved in the cuse
vhether Froik did or did not go into o privale “ressing room with
iles Cerson. It did, how ever, ;nx:,.ano the jury as indicating J “renk's,
1umoru11tJ 1Luq “GILLUHOC o womon. : - ;
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uUld t);ovmd Just quoted. set up meteriel 7nets constituting

error in nld - cege, which the court rt in the decision rendereld, OVGim

.ioohed,fund wihich were not conslaere& in suld deeision,which cipcers
¢ from the Tace thereof. - rlg;ghiff4° T Tye that the error ‘comnit-
‘ ted, o6 is disclosed Trom en inagecﬁipﬁ oT-{hé}g!Jﬁnd here quoted,
. : .
ves moeterial,. The Tacts alleged he*OJn to be ovoiloohcd in this 'round

in the-briefl lecd DJ plaintiff Iin error, as will u)poar '

g%?%;ii@m'pagex =09 to 212-0f the or1v¢npl 3?iof, filed Ln tils case.

Se  Beonuse the court in Igﬂtc:lnu the decision Jn wedd, cv%o, ove:
R in the record,
& “looked the :ollowin material focts, to~wit Ground 09 of" the mot;ou

* o fox new tfitl. which reads as- Tollonu. s &
— ; ‘ . - \ » - a . .
A "Because the court erred in pemitting the vitpeas ageie
*i‘i‘in t() ‘Lf‘ tli'un ove ™ 1"’10 ObJec \lion OJ " o - |




