and bellieves, being pursued and followd in reference to other
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matters in conneotion with this extraordinary motion for new trifl

|
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in behalf of the defendant, Leo. W. Farnk. The State will be
able to show that this transaction is in keeping with other sim-!

ilar transactions, viz, the Nincey incident and the Figsher inci-
dent, not to mention other transaction in the course of this
case of less importanoe; Hende the State submits that under no
circumstances should a new trial be granted by reason of these
perjured affidavite.

3¢ A third amendment embodies a claim on the part of the
defendant, set forth through affidavits slgned by ¥rs. May
Barrett and her daughter, Nrs. Maud Balley. _

It will be noted that the contention of the State originally
was that Jim Conley was sitting in the area neaz the elevator
down stairs. The State introduced the evidence of Jim Conley
to that effect, and showed by mRs. Arthur White that a negro

man waes seated exactly where Jim Conley claimed he was seated
f_ at ahout the time the murder was committed. Furthermore, it

was shown, by Tillander and Graham, two unimpeached white men, ; —

that a negro man was sitting at the place wheee Conley

claime he was sitting, waiting for the defendent, Leo ¥. Frank ;
By an abundance of ¢ircumetantial evidenfe, the State was able
toshow a state of facts which the stéte submitted corroborated
Jim Conley in his evidence, but it remained for the defendant
himself to.produce in the affidavit of Mre. Maud Railey con-
clusive evidence that the negro Jim Conley was sitting at this
particu;ar place, as he contends. This said witness in her
affidavit, sayes: "Deponent further says that when she entered
the pencil factory, that day, Jim Conley wad sitting on a bo#

en—the—stairway and the elevator on the first floors

—Deponent -saye-she would not have noticed Conley but for the fact

that he wade a noise with his foot upon the box upon which he

‘was eitting, which attracted her attention and caused her to

look up and see him. "But The State insists that the affidavit
?tof*$ﬁe‘said7Eailey,”ae'%o‘beeing Jim Conley there is unwé;thy :
| ofjbelief, becausd the State will show that among the first Peo-
L _f;_*,L;Aeﬂaohfforand examined fully'asftd‘everything that they knew
- E ﬁbout this transaction was this eaidlwre{'uaud Bailey, and her |




