
“20, Plaintiff in error contends that the court in deciding 

case, overlocked the following naterial-proposition in deciding | 

adiiissibility of the witness Conle;'s testinony. The court dee : COREE PIE - 
as counsel for pleintiff in error xconsitteradk the Cecision thet Geox 

ided 

wt Trenk renerked "or course, you know, JT ain't 

men" = aid Lrom the condition of the body 

the person who did the killing sought to hseve oe 

or UN-natural, with the deceasel, ~ that it ves relevent to erpicin the 
expression .uoted by shoving previous trenseactions of the sceused -Hees— end 
to him ¥m the witness. which indicated that bis ’ 

OF Other mene 

error’ submits cvoted «8 to being b: 
men is no evidence of any ac netirel Or wiers tired, 

ny’ Lemalé and is no OV iene thet any trensaction ocevrred betveen 
eesed and the Aefenftant sir- ese 

recerd@ vistever Showing—eny kind of 
Sexual relation betreen the ceceased cnt en person at or juadt before the 

’ 

« élleged remark 
bythe aceusel according to Conle:'ts testinony, ves no evidence Cr any 

‘nd wes indeed no evidence of ection between the 

end deceased; that it eoula not be¢e or made the besis 
r the evidence of other un-niturel,erines: : enti fied te—b>—the rite 

ness Conley. 


