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proevines of the Jury by paﬂaing upan 'ﬁim eredibility of the come

PYaining witnens; ona 1rmgn:{aw1ﬁy 4 the procecdings of the aourt
An the praserics of the juxy maurraa by whioh the defendantm wexe
| preventes ﬂi‘m{g ‘boving o fair brial by resson of the trial gourt
making the follewing mtatemont in the pregentae of the jury: i

TIHE COURY:  fhe witnees has dmpressed the dourt as heing
extromely falr. |
"Hie CAYYL: Moy wo have an excoption to that ototenent?
| YERE GOUR®:  Yon maye"  {frente page 63).
xv |
The Dlstriet Attorney wes guilty of misconduet, and irregue
larkty in the prooeedings of the sdvorse rarty in the prosonce of
the Jury oocurrad by which the defondents were prevented from
heving & Loir tris) wy reamon of tho Matlrict Mmomw naking the |
“following quentions of T Xw Bolonp, 8 wibness in behalf ng ﬁefen&anw: ,
Q¢ Aboat two ¢Y6look. Ag @ natter of fact; Mry Belnap, '
at the prewm tlme you are under indiotment, are you notee ‘
- {Transe poge BBRY.
The trial epm-ﬁ orrod lu refusing, over .ma obJeation and ox-
coption of tho defonlants, o gubmdy $o the jury in ite oharge to

the Jury the question of petlt Ylevoeny, ong in refusing to & nstruct
the Jury that under the ovigence they might £ind the A6ferdants

guilty of petit larceny imtead 6f grand lerceny. {Tronw. page 363),
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The triel court arred in overruling defendants netion for g

new trisl upon the grounds set oud in sl motdon. R !
Wherefoxra, ﬂafanaanta and eppellants pray Lor a. reverssl of
the Judgment made and entered in sald couse, ond ﬁhat a8 new i;:ria'f,

thereof bo ordexed,




