done certain #ork for G.W.Burke;and when he employed me to work in

~ this case, he instruoted me that nothing was %o be done in this

oage , exoept to seek the tiuth,and I have never done enything except

- at Burke's direction, and I heve never done ariything except whatt

wesjust end fair. I have never offered to pay anybody enything -
to testify in this oaese, nor ever offered to reward them in any way.

o . {

v

The hearing.of said axtraordina.r.x} motion for new triel
oame to an end on the 6th day of May, 1914, whioch was during the
May Term of sald Superior Court, and on seid sfh day of May, 1914,
the court renderéd 8 Jjudgment .denying said motion for néw triel and
overruling the same. To this judgment emd decision of the Court,
movant, Leo M. Frank, then and there excepted, and here and now
~eecepts, and assigns ;‘:he'same as error, and specifies as the error
that the Court erred in not granting & new trial upon esch and
every ground contained -in sqid extraord inary mot ion for new trial
gnd in each and all o-f the amendments thereto, and hereby refers

apeoifioq.lly 71:9 esch ground in said extraordinary motion and its

amendmen ts, ®fid ssys that each of sald grounds demanded a new
triel, It
~ The above and foregoing 'oéntains a full and complete
recital of all of the evidence adduced on sald hearing end necess-
“ary to a.cl‘ear understending of the errors domplained of. , "
As materiel to a olear understanding of the erroré ;on]-
plained of, defendant, Leo M, Frank, specifies the following port-
_ ions of the record: ' )
le The indictment. _—
2e The -plea of nrfﬂilty. ) Q !t“/,\ ?Auu/,.“ﬂ
% mhe brief of evidenoe approved by the Court on the
51at day-of October, 1913, thereby made & part of the record of — ;
_ the oase of the Statﬁ_V#oﬁﬁMFhmkmd—wbiehw certified <
. 8and gent to mmum&OM-an—pwt of-the reoord 1n1he oaao
2-64 - of the State vs. Leo M Prank, declded by the Supreme Court on-

Februery 17, ‘.[911._
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