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TOM FLEMING 
UIST SERVE 2 

~ YEARS IN PEN 
CLEVELAND, Ohio, Mareh 14.7 

Cauneilman ‘Thomas W, Fiennes 

must serve twa years and nine 

manths in the s‘ate penitentiary for 

acvopting a bribe of 2200 fram Walter 

Oehme (white), former Cleveland de- 

tective, The Ohia State supreme 

court by an unanimous décisien af- 

firmed the actions of the two tower 

cours. ; 
Alimnst simuktanceusly with the 

announcement of ine supreme court 

Walter Ooehme, accuser of Fleming, 

Hed at Charity hospital where he 

Was eaurried last week in the hope 

that his Hfe may be saved silheush 

a oeonstint sufferer ever since his 

tight with a dope tend in which the 
litter was killed and Qehme pers 

manenuy injured. Archrids, that le. 
veloped in this conflict. was the direct 

cause of Oelime’s death. 

Attarners George W, Spooner 

iwhite}) and Alexander TH. Martin 
filed papers fn the state supreme 

court Monday asking fer a rehearing 
of the Fleming .ppeal Ry so doing 
the mandate orderine former Coun- 
cHinan Flaming to the penitentiary 

for bribery has been delayed a week 
or more pending fling of the motion 

for rehearing, 
Fleming und wife, Mrs, Tethia C. 

Mleming. beth powerful Republican 
leaders in the 11th ward many years, 
were both surprised when notified 
of the decision of the Ohio supreme 
court. To thefr hundreds of friends 
the news Waa astonishing and unhe- 
Hevahie, Upon receipt of the news 
the Fleming home at 2542 E. 40th 
St, became a veritable meeting place 
for the Fleming friends and sympa- 
thizers and has heen ever since. Since 
the supreme court held the case sev- 
eral months there was widespread 

convietion amone Kieming’s friends 
that he would ultimately be freed of 
the charges. In its apinion a vital 
Naint was brouche que in the tle 
sitpreme court decision, viz: “There 
Seems to he no dispute but that 
Oehme has given Fleming a check far 
the sum of $206, Previous to the 
trial, in ao conversation with the 
newspaper men, Fleming had, in ef- 
fect, denied that he liad received any 
Check from Qehine and had stated 
that if Oehme had given him a check 
he should produre it “While Flem- 
ing did admit, at the trial that he 
had received such a check, the news- 
paper men were called by the state 
lo prove that his testimony at the 
trina] confileted with the statement 
he had inade to them before the trial. 
The evidence of the renorters was 
therefore competent as showing con- 
tradietinon and inconsisteney between 
the statement made hive him at the 
trial The rebuttal teatimony al- 
hated te went to the defendant's 

reeallection and oredi' ‘ity. 
“While other que tinans were pre- 

sented and argued by counsel, we 
deem then unimportant and are of 
the opinion that no error prejudicial 

te the defendant intervened ar his 
trial, The jucement of the lower 
eaurts Will be affirmed.” 
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