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t befondnnt further shows that the serial number on said note
i namely, "1018" corresponds t0-the serial number of the requisitd
’ ( ion made on the Cotton States Belting and Supply by said Becker
| in Sepember 1909, the preceding serial numbers, namely 1016,
| 1017 being dated Sept ember 10, 1509, and serial number 1019
| sts one immediately following the sheet on Whioh Conley
wrote, being dated October 6th, 1909, that the serial numbers
of fho order pads used at the time the murder was committed
were far in exoess of said NUMbEr-——-—-----and that at that time

there were no order blanke with serial numbers as low as Number

1018 in any part of the factory, excepting in the basement on th
trash pile.

|

Defendant fif gher shows that none of the order pads having the

date "190" had been in the defendant's office sinoe January 1,
| 1811; that since January 1, 1911, all pade that had been used |
. for requisitions were printed with the date "191%; that on f
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* April 38th, 1913, there were no "190" order pads in the faotory, |
excepting on the trash pile in the basement.
Defendant further shows that it was the theory of the state
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that the orime was committed on the second floor of the faotory ;
and proved by Conley th;f the notes found by the body were writtcﬁ
by Conley at defendant’'s dictation in defendant's office on the
i looéﬂh floér of the faotory, and thit the defendant pulled the
lhoot on whioh said note was written from a pad lying on his des
__W_;in his office on the seco nd floor of the faotory.

~ The defendant here and now offers to show and prove to the
tourt all of the facte herein set forth and swears to the oxip-
tence of these facte as the truth and aske the oourt to investi-
gate them in this extraordinary motion.

" The defendant further subnits that the discovery of the fore- )
| going faocts is matorial and that it is such an extraordinary -n+
of facts. as would probably produoo & different result on another
trial and that said facts were unknown to the defendant and his
counsel, and it was impossible to. have ascertained the same by
the exoroioo of proper diligence, the said notes having boon
oontinually 1n the po’lollion of the Solicitor General and
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