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TOM FLEMING
1IST SERVE 2
 YEARS IN PEN

CLEVELAND, Ohio, March 13.—
Councilman ‘Themas W, Fleminz
must. serve fwn years and nine
manihis in the s'ate penitentiary for
acvepting 2 hribe of 3200 from Walter
Oprhme (white), farmer Cleveland de-
tective, The Ohio state supreme
ecouri by an unanimeus decixion af-
firmed the aclions of the two tower
couris. .

Almnst  simulianesusly  with  the
anpouncement of the supreme court
Wilter Oeitme, seecuser of Fleming,
died at Charlty hospital swhere he
was carvied 1l week in the hope
that his life may be saved allhouxh
a econstint sufferer ever since his
fight with a dape iend ju which the
itter was killed and Qehme pers-
manently injured.  Arthritis, that de-
velaped in this eonflict. was the direct
cause of Oelime’s death.

Attarneyrs  CGieorge W, Spnoner
1white) and Alexander 1. Murtin
filed papers fn the state supreme
court Monday asking ‘ar a rehearing
of the Fleming wppeal. By so doing
the mandate orderin~ former Coun-
cilinan Flaminz to the penitentiary
for hribery has heen delayved it week
or more pending tiling of the motion
for mohearing,

Fleming and wife. Mre, Lethia C,
eming. both powerful Republican
leaders in the 11tk ward many years,
were hoth surprized when notified
of the decizion of the Ohio supreme
ecourt. To thelr hundreds of friends
the news was astonishing uand unhe-
Hirvahle, Upon receipt of the news
the Fleming home at 2342 E. 40th
K, beeame a veritahle meeting place
for the Fleming friends and sympa-
thizers and has been ever since. Since
the supreme court helid the ciase sev-
eral months there was widespread
conviction amon«~ Fleming's friends
that he wonld ultimataly be freed of
the charzes. 1In its opinion a vital
point was broucht eut o the Oliloe
supreme court decision, viz: “There
serms to be no dispyte but that
Oehme has given Fleming a cheeck for
the sum of $200. Trevious to the
trial, in a conversation with the
aewspaper men, Fleming had, in ef-
fect, denfed that he had received any
check from Oehme amdl had stated
that if Ochme had ziven him a check
he should produrce it “While Flem-
ing did admit, at the trial, that e
had received such a check, the news-
haper men were culled by tiwe state
10 prove that his testimony at the
trinl conflicrted with the statement
he hiad inade 10 them before the trianl.
The evidence of the renorters was
therefore competent as showing con-
trindiction and inennsistency between
ttement made hv kim at the
H 1. The rehuttal testimony al-
Tuded 1o went 1o the defendant's
reeallection and Lredit iy,

*While other que-tiong were pre-
sented and argued by counsel, we
deem them unimportant and are of
the opinien that no error prejudicial
to the defendant intervensd ar hir
trial,  The ju~gment «of the lower
courte will be afficmed.”
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