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W:;bu;;;'gﬁm;; did make me n proposition to pay me money if I
would swear to cerfgin things in favor of Leo M. Frank. C, W.
Burke -afterwards came to aee‘me and told me'ﬁhat the court
had ruled out my évidencp,.and inelsted that I should give him
an affidavit. I gave him an affidavit, which stated that I
personally knew nothing about Leo M. Frank prior to the mur-
der, except as to what occcurred between me and gigiin his
private office. Thise oﬁcurrenoe, which I have heretofore re=
ferred to in this affidavit, occurred at e time when nobody
we.s pr;seqt in his orficé except Leo M. Frank and myself.

I have no interest at all in the case of the State vs.
Leo lis ¥rank, and it has embarrassed me to relate what I have
in this affidavit‘with reference to Leo M. Frank's deportment »
to me when 1 was in hie privaie office. That part of this af=
fidavit was dictated by me personally to a lady stenographer.

W. J. Laney testified by affidavit as follows:

1, Wo J. Laney, do solemnly swear that I have carefully
exemined the brief of evidence, in the case of Leo M. Frank,
plaintiff in error, ve, the State, defendant in error, now of

) /fii.e in ti® office of the Clerk of the Bupreme Court of Geor=
gia, and I find that sald brief snows that on the trial of

sald case in the Supreme Court, the State introduced the

following witneeeeo, to=wot:

Anderson ,W.B, Gantt,J.M, - Mangum, C.W,
Barmtt.R'Pc_ I . Ghﬂeﬂling ,W:Ho ) Parry ’H .L-
Beavers,J.L Grice,L,0 Rogers ,W.W.
nlack' John R¢ > Harril,Dr.H Fo » Roﬂﬂer S Lo
Coleman ,Mrs .J.W. Haslett,B:Bs—— Scott, Harry,
o ____~____Conley,Jamc&r*—f——- 4ue¥wT—u&es—Graee——ﬁm&th—ﬁr--ﬁiaude———‘—'
] ; ‘Dalton,C.B. - Holloway ,B.F. Stanford,Mell.
Darloy. oV.s Hurt ,Dr.J.W. Starnes,J.N.
Dobbe,L.8. Jefferson,Mre.Geo.W. Stover,Miss lonteen
Epps ,Geo., - Lassiter,R.M.- Waggoner,R.L.
February,G Cs Lee, Nowt. Whitc,nra.J.A.
Perguson,Mies Helan MoKnight Albert,

Bdid Brief of Evidence shows, that after introducing‘th ”

~ above named’ witnesses, thc ‘State rested.

Sald Brief of Evidence shows that the State introduced
“in eaid trial, the following witnesses in rebuttal,to-wht:

-




