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In revly to = 14, the Stete says that, even if it be true 

that the eaia GC. Burtis Dalton has chéng ea his evidence as given by 

him on the trial of the original case, it would not be ¢round for a 

new tral. Said Dalton merely sustains Jim Conley, As-e-metter-or 

fect, Dalton's recitals were denied by one Daisy Hopkins, but Daisy 

Hopkins wes overwh elminely impeached for senerel bed cherecter, mueh 

more effectively than the defense impeached Dalton for ¢enerel bad 

character, But in this connection, tne attention of tie Court is 

celled to the evidence of Merck, an unimpeacned witness for the State, 

who testfied, as will be seen by reference to the brief, to e state of 

facts positively impeaching Deisy Hopkins, and susteining Delton's -evi- 

dence, and thus sustaining Conley, As e “etter of fact, the State 

aoes not believe thet the said Dalton has recented tre evidence intro- 

duced on the trial, end does not believe thet the said Leo M. Frank 

will be able to produce any bone fide evidence to the contrery. 


