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The said Harris was sworn, as the record shows, long after 

counsel for the defense had cross examined Miss Grace Hicks, as 

shown by the record, and the State submits that the record iteelf 

shows that counsel for the defense are shown by this record to 

have been lacking in diligence in reference to the subject mate 

ter involved in Ground 1. 
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_The state contends that the record of questionsand—answers , 

. given under-Ground 1 and the other evidence contained in the 

brief of evidence approved by the court when the motion for-a 

_new trial was had, shows that the evidence of Miss Jimmie May- 

field, as referred to in Ground®, is merely cumulative. in no 

“event should_a_new_trial_ve-grented because ofthis evidence. ze 

“Under the regord, even if at all material, it is not of suf~" 

ficient materiality to produce a different result upon another 

trial of thie case, if it should be granted” 

Frequently during: the trial of the case, Myre Reuben Re 

| Arnold eteted ‘that the ‘defense.were putting on the stand and 
a |___saking certain questions of -ai1 the Ladies employed-in—the 

Hebd hed: Penoi2 Company's Plage of business. 
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