in ﬂiu belief that his verdict was in no way affested by the demonstrotion

-

~during the progress of the trial or by that which subsecuentiy octurred
But the-guestion is not

wihile the Jjury were considering their verdict.

in—elfect the jurors were influenced by tan d(lOustr tLUH but

vhether

were the demonstrations calculated to iunfluence the Jjurors in their cction."

And the court »nroceed to cite the Wolfolk case, Clst Gu., LO1 wi
of dmith/és Lovejoy, 62nd Ga., 392, in vhich the court held i:
1€e Sall

the affidavits of Jurox = did not cleer up sich « matter, s it wes da--

possible € for them to tell vhet hed influenced their mindse.

Pla*“tl f in er 1or cubmits tho* the decision in the case ot Lur

owhtrury to the decislon in the Jollier cese, in *tie Wolfoll: case wud
the cese of Smith vs Lovejoy, ¢1.d-es neither of seid a siong are Cwot-
rL 1 e ,‘:_b_

relferred to in the opinion, - »lcindi T in error respectfully -

they were overlooied by the court,

2leiatifl in error resnectfully subnits thet the court overlooked

)

;n LOJuQ 89 ol the motion vhic& ViIE rc?zrrcd

nthe p':intf:d briel of Hlaintif{ in error, which
0f the withess Cwvens, to the e’ lect Lot he ran on reu
rellway in stlente, frem White City to Howell Qt;fion;

he wes due in tovn at 12:05, this being eheed of the schedule 0l Cocp=-

treet and Lnglish‘Avenue two minutes; thgt he hasrnovr—the Sngiish

Avenue eni Cooper Street cars to get to the junetion of mC~LOutu end Broed

Streets ashead of his car; that the Inglish Avenue car is dve there at 10307

~

and the witness' schedule wes due &t 12:05; tet he hes known the Zaptlish

Avenue ctr to get there as much ¢s tro ninutes etiieadld thet he has Ziown
28 to ocecur af Wﬁzﬂ.—bi—h—v‘hmh wes the-dey of the tragedy; but that
did not know whether it evql'—ot'"cvz‘red prior to that time.

Pleintiff in error submits tlhat this testimeny of Owens stends

a ground distinet snd apurt Trom- tl.e tc% inony of the other ,1c~u car

men to the effect thet at and prior %o the dv” of the tr&geﬁj, the street

Tl ’ = -
carg -on this-line may heve run ahead of schelule time. iead note € of. the

-

g

»

decision e£nd the corresponding portion of the opinion deels with this. sub-
: S EXRRS C

% 5
Jeet, and it uses the languuge that 1t was C'Hp@tCH%—AUL the dt 2vte Lo show
tuu1 Lﬂfact tue 6ar on the IJnc truvcmcd by the L_u] lu going ;rom h&; home

7 sy e ol 2 "o Tr o e - 11+ 4 : 1 :
Mtg the factoxry f%bq&onbl&‘drlLVOd at tho noint in question uvo"w* MLHULC

j z = Vg oo ' . ] ) E
y S { - | — ks Yy AT s o\




