
had_been affirmed by the Supreme Court that in truth Miss Hewell 

did not know Mary “Pha genjeni did not see or hear Leo M.Frank speak 

7 “to “Mary  Phagen; that she had never seen the defendant anl Mary 

1 Dhesan together,and thet she knew the facts,and would testify to 

the facts set out in her affidavit to the court shown at the hearp 

ings We did not: kmow until after the trial and after-the motion 
for a new trial had been overruled, that. Miss Ruth Robertson would 

testify-as 48 set out in her Weridevit bo the court shown wt the 

hearing. We did not Imow thet she would be a witness at the trial, 

had no ppportunity to confer with her ,no facts,or set of facts, 

had .come to us ‘which would Lead us to suspect that she would testi- 

fy as she has testified in said affidavit. . 

We had no knowledge at the time of the trial,nor until 

_ after the motion for new trial had been overruled end the case af- 

firmed by the Supreme Court. that Miss Marie Karst knew and woulda 

testify to the facts as set out in her affidavit here to the court 

shown,dated April 9,1914, and we did not know ab said time that 

Leo MeFrank was—acquainted with. this lady or that she had any 

Imowl edge of the things tes tift ed to. by her in said affidavit. 
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We did not know at the date of the trial, nor sime the. 

said date until ‘the Prank case haa been affirmdd by the Supreme. 

Court mt that C.B. Dalton would tos tify as set.out in his ne iat 

nero to. the. court showm,dated March 3 ,1914, 

We had never: heard of C.BeDalton until the witnesses 

Were 6 oa lea at the triel. We made diligent effort to Ai sgover_wh who 

he was during the trial, but Peiled to do so,and we did not know 

who Delton was until he wes oatled and sworn as 2 witness , nor did 

we know that he would testity. ap he hed in said affidavit to the |. 

court shown at: the heer ing, ‘until efter the case had been aff irmed 

b Yoh é“Sapyreme- Court. — We soug ht to get into communi cation with — a 

, Dalton s0-a8° to test the. acouraey of his statements, Pat we failed 

£0 do 80 until the date of ‘said affidavit. 

, We, “ata not ow Goring: ‘the “trie, nor until the dings: 4 

be ‘a new ont was overruled. that Ivy Wenes “would t eetay a as ioe ot. 

ont in hie rriderss | hore to the oar phome » dated ‘Bob. 6, 19MM» 
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