had been & f££irmed by the Supreme Court that in truth Miss Hewell
i@ not know Mary Phaganlarﬂ did not see or hear Leo M.Frank spesk
B r1:0 Mary }?ha.g_e;;l that she hed never seen the defendant and lary
.Phagan together,and thet she knew the faots,and would testify to
the facts set out in her affidavit to the court shown at the hearp
ing.  We did not know until after the triel and sfter the motion
for a new trial had been overruled,that liss Ruth‘Robertson would
testify as 48 set out in her ¥ffidavit 6o the court shown wh the
hearmg.' Wo did not lmow thet she would be a witness at the trisl,
had no pﬁpor'lmnity to confer with her ,no facts,or set of facts,
had come tq us ‘which would 1e§1d‘ us to suspect that she would testi-
fy as she has testified in said affidavit, .
We had no knowledge ot the time of the trial,nor until
_after thé motion for new triel had been overruled end the case af-
Tirmed by the Supreme: Court that Miss Marie Karst knew snd would
testify fo the faocts as set out in her ai’fiéavit here to the court
shown,dated April 9,1914, and we did no+t know &b seid time thet
Leo M.Frank was scquainted with. this‘ lady or that she had any
Imowl edge of the things ‘bestii’ied to by her in sdd affidavit.
wmmmmmmmdmmmmr :’
. mmmammmzu&mmwmm
We did not know at the date af- the trial, nor sime the.
! sald date until the Frank case had been affirmdd by t.he Supreme.

Court =R that C.B. Dalton would testify es set.out in his affidzwit

here to. the cou.xrt show,dat ed Morch 3,1914,
We had never- heani of CeBeDalton until the witnesaes
Were o called at the triel. We made diligent effort to d;soover who

‘he was during the trial but feiled to do so,and we did not Inow

uho Delton was untj,l he was oalled and sworn as & witness nor did |
we know that he wouldtesf;i:fy 88 he hed in said affidavit o tHe |. -

" court shown at’ th,_e*hg,agi_ng,, unt&after the cdse had been a.ffirme@
v—y—th&supreme-r Oeurh;——%'fmng ht to-'-get"in‘ho comyuni oationw;lth‘"; —

Dalton g0 a8 to test the ssoursay of his statemente but we failed
to do 80 unbil the date of said effidavit. e -

' We ara ndficnow“during the trial, 10T until e Wotion for 7

: .‘ ‘8 new trisl wau overrulod that Ivy Jones would 1 esti:ﬂy a8 1o e et
out 1,n hia b.ﬁl.d&vi-t hore to the couﬁ sho dated I'ab. 6, 1914.
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