Yes. A Yes, I think I had them more than once.
You carried each one of them more than oncet
A Yes. @ From around about dark until midnight?

A Yes. @ And on each of these gccasions when yau_braught
one of these petitioners here now, one of these three, between
the time that you reconvened about dark until about midnight,
into this room, 211 four of these officers were present and
guestioned these particular petitioners?

A ALl four of them didn't do questioning.

Q The Sheriff was doing the chief questioning?
A Yes, sir. @ But if Ceptain Williams ssw fit to ask a
question, he asked it? A Yes, sir.

Q& And if you saw fit to zgk a auestion, you asked it?

A T didn't ask any questions.

Q@ Did ir. Heiton ever ask any questions? A Not
that I recall. He might have asked g Pow questions, but I
don't recall.

@ The ones that wers guestioning was the Sheriff
and Captain Williasmst A Yes, sir,

@ And weould you say you brought any of these boys
up there as much as three Times, or any ons of them up there
as much as thres times before midnight? A I imagine perhaps
I did. We kind of divided some o0f the three over that time,
and then we got the fourth one.

Q@ You didn't ever have three of them up there before
midnight at one time? A No.

Q@ You had several times the three up there and during
these times you had thHem up there you usually keot them about
the same length of time, from ten to twenty five minutes? A Yes.

Q And that went on up until midnight with three of
these boys. When did you Tirst bring GhétlieWboﬁward up there?
A You mean Chariie Woodward orp Walter Wbodward?

4

Q& Walter Woodward, this boy here,
this first,

Let me ask you

Which of these boys is this? A That's Tzell Ghambers.
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Q This onet A Jack Williemson and that's Charlis Davis.

@  Now 'you know you bréught these three boys up
there on several occcasions, but you wouldn't say just how
many times between dark and midnight; this boy here, Izell
Chembers, and this boy Jack Williamson and this boy here,
Cherlie Davis; and you d4id bring these three boys up there
Tor gquestioning on several occasions between the time of
about dark until about midnight?

A A Tew times; I wouldn't say several.

€@ Well as many as three? A I would imagine there was.

About three times each? 4 Yes,

You know it was more than one time each?

> O o

Yes, more than one.

Q} Now when did you first bring Walter Woodwsard up to
that room for questioning? A It was soﬁe time about just after
midnight, if T reecall right.

Q@ And how long did you keep him up there when he was
Tirst brought up? A I don't recall.

Q@ Does it ococur to you that you might have kept him
longer than that that time? A T tﬁink we kept him a 1little
longer. @ A little longer than you had bsen ksepring any
of the others up there? 4 Yes.

2 Then a2fter that time when you took him back to his
cell, which cne did yon bring out? 4 < don't know.which one,

1] Ndw 88 a matter of fect from midnight, or from one
o'clodk on to daylight, you didn't take any one up there to
Thet room and question them other then these four boys, snd
the one other boy from Pompano, did you? A Thatls right.

@ The rest of the night was devoted to questioning
ell of these boys? A Not all night,

Q@ T mean while you were questioning?

A They were the only ones that were dquestioneqd,
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Q And one other boy that was brought down from Pompano
were the only ones that the officers gquestioned from abont mid-
night on to daylight; i1e that right? A They were the only
ones that were questioned:

Q@ When the questioning was going on?

A  TWhen the questioning was going on.

Q@ You did teke:ma recess gbout midnight? A Took s
recesg later than that. I took a nap.

Q4 They took z recess while they éent gome officers
back up to Pompsno, or soms placs. What all happened about
midnight to daylight. Tell the court and jury everything that
happened between that time that you can remember now., I want
the court and jury to know; because you were there, Just every-
thing that you remembsr that happened; what the officers did
and what the boys did? A They were questioning them until
they took & recess, and they put them all back in the eells for
perhaps an hour and a half or two hours, that would be mny estimate
on the time; I didn't time it, I took =z nap and I think the
sheriff took a nap. I had the Xeys with me a1l the time.

Q Let me ask you right there: in that same time that
the sheriff took a nap and you took a nap, you both took s nap
about the same time? A T went upstalrs to the room, 2nd he
stayed 1in the living room.

Q In that same time that Mr. Willisms went out of the
jail and came back shortly after you all woke up? A He
left, I don't know where he went.

Q@ He left the jail at the time while you were all taking
this rest and came back later about the time you woks up?

A VWhen they zll come back they got all four of these boys
al the same time, brought them in one right behind the other,
and set them in the living room in g chair side by side, and -~

Q@ Walt just a moment, Was that the time Mr, Maire

uamg over there? A Yes, sir, Mr. Maire was there at that time,
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4] Iﬁ was daylight? A It was about six o'clock in
thermorning.

@ Can you tell this Jury here what happened right after
you all had taken a nep and woke up? A They bring them all
four in.

) That was the first thing you d4id after you woke up?

A When they all got back, brought s1l four of them in.

4 You brought all four of them together for the first
time that night? A Yes, sir, all four:; that's the firs:
time 21l four of them had been together,

9 And that was around gbout daylight at five or gix
o'clock in the morning, just before Mr. Maire came over?

& They was sitting in that position when ¥r, Mairs
came there, and each one of %them had selscted —-
¥R, CATTS: Move to strike the remark by the witness. I

didn't ask him that. I was trying to identify
the time.
THE COURT: Strike his answer except as to the tinme,

{Question repeated) A Yes, I think that was the time
Mr. Heire got in.

@ Now, Mr, Marshall, what was the first thing that you
did after you woke up that morning snd they a1l had come bsck?
A I walted for orders from the gheriff.

@ And what orders were the first ones that he gave
you about these petitioners, about bringing Them Torth, which
ones did he order you %o bring forth? A I don't reczll the
names of any one,

Q& Did he tell you to get all four of them?

& If I remember right, I brought them in one at s
time as I was told, until I got them one at s time.

Q@ Tou did bring one at & time? A Until T got them

all in there, yes, sir.

Q They were in separate cells at the time, werenit they?
_A Yes, sir,
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@& As a matter of fact these four boys had never been
put in the same cell together while they were in jail up until
that time; these four boys had never been put in any cell
toegther from the time they were arresied until that very
time fight there when you put them together at that time on
Bunday morning; that's the first time all four of them
had been together? A Chariie Davis and Walter Woodward
had been in a cell bloek together,

@ They had been in the same cell block together?

A Yes, sir, been in the same cell block together
up until that night,

@ But that night they were kept in separate cells?

A One was put back in the cell block snd the other
was pul in a separate cell on a different floor,

] ir, Marshall, how many times would you say Walter
Woodward was guestioned between nidnight, or shortly after
midnight, when he was first brought in there, and six olclock
the next morning, by these officers? A I wouldn't attempt
to sayﬁhow many times bécause I never kept any account of it,’

Q You know during that period of time you dia bring him
out several times? A I wouldn‘t say several tlmeg; I bslieve
two or three oy four times.

Could you have brought him out as many a8 six times?

I could, if he had ordered me.

a oo

Could it be that you 4id? A4 I wouldn't SEY .

8@ You feel reasonably certain you d4id bring him out
two, three or four timesy A4 Yes, sir.

.Q You brought him more than once? A I brought him more
than oncs. & You know you brought him more than twice?
& I couldn't say,

@ You brought him in one time when lir. Maire was there
around 2.350, didn't you? i, Maire came over to the Jail
somewhere about £.30°7 A Somewhere sbout then.

8 You brought Walter Woodward down to Mr. Maire'ls
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office at that time, didn't your A Yes.

& That was one time you brought him out.

A I had him cut two or three times, as often as
they called for him.

Q@ The first time you brought him ocut was the tinme
you took him to Mr. Mairel!s office? & The first time?

@ Yes. A I don't think that it was. |

Q@ You know how many times you did bring him out
before you took him to Ir. Malre's office? A I do not,

I dilén't have any book and pencil t6 keep track,

@ You need s book or pencil to ksep track of when
you took Walter Woodward out?

A I would to remember it three years.

Q@ After My, Maire left that morning, ﬂid you bring
Walter Woodward up to be questioned again before officers in
your quarters? A I don't recall that I did, Walter Woocdwsrd.

Q@ I Jjust want to get whether you brought him up
there again after Mr. Meire was there? A If the sheriff said
bring him, I brought him, I don't recall whether he dld or not.

Q You G0 know that no other person was gquestioned
from around mldnight until about six o'clock in the morning
when Ir. Maire came over there, except these four boys and one
other person whe was brought down from Pompano?

A) That's the way I recall it, yes.

& Was Captain Willlams present each time during the
time when ény of these boys were questionedt? A You mean every
time every one of them was gquestioned?

A Yes? A I think he was.

And you were present each time?' & I was present.

& 2O0¢

And do you know whether Mr, Helton was present each
time? A He was after he got there.

Q After he £irst arrived there that night, which was
ghortly after the meeting started, he stayed there 211 the rest

of the night? A No; he left and was gone about an hour after 
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midnight, just what time I don't know.

@ Was this nigger cook of yours up in your quarters
practlcally 21l night serving sandwiches? A4 No, hot all night

Q@ Well, practically was he there all the time gxcept
when he would go back downstairs to get coffee and sandwiches?

A Hls room was on the same floor.

Q Was he there in yowr qusrters ready to serve
sandwiches, and see everything that hspoened?

A He was not in the room all the time, but he was
on the same floor. _

@ How long would you say Mr. Maire stayed over there ;
that night? A An hour snd g helf perhaps.,

Q@ And how long did he keep Walter Woodward down in hiec
office that nightt A4 Not very long, I wouldn't say exactly
how long.

Q@ What was he doing that night when he was over there
at the Jlail, when he wasn't talking to Walter Woodward?

A What was he doing?

& Yes. A I don't know as he wag dolng anything
particular. Q& What were the rsst of you doing?

A Wesn't doing anything special at that time.
Wheée were you, what part of the Jjail were you?

We were not in the jeil. They were in ny living rcom,

e
A
A] On the fourth flcory A Yes, sir.
Q Thatts where most of the questioning wes going ont%t
& Yes, sir.
& ¥ow how long would you say he stayed in there -
you ¢idn't have any other prisoners when ir, ﬁaire was there,
other then @alter Woodward, did you? A They might have, I
donft recall,

Q Have any of these other boys up there?

& Could have, if the sheriff asked me to bring them,

they were there,
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@ I mean of your own knowledge, 40 you have any récollec~
tion of any of the rest of them belng there in that rcom talking
to Mr. Msire when he was there? A Not at that time, I don't
know. @ Would you say that during the time that lr, Maire was
over there that he spent half of his time talking to Walter |
Woodward in the presence of offlcers, or by himself?

A T wouldn't attempt to say.

@ You don't know what portion of time he was talking
to Welter Woodwsrd that he was over there? A No.

Q@ How many fire escapes do you have on the court house
building? A I haven't got any as far as I know,

Q@ Heven't got any fire escapes? A An elevator,

Q@ Any back stairway? A Got two elevetors and two
steirways.

@ Do you have any back stzirway at a11? 4 No.

@ You couldn't get out of the jail except on the
elevator or these stairs that go down by the elevator?t

& You can go down the stairway.

Q The'stairway at the elevator and the elevaior is the
only way to get out of the building? A Yes, sir.

2 No other entrance to get out of the building?

A Stairwsy and elevator,

Q@ Any other stairway than the one near the glevator, is
there any other stairway to any other part of the bullding?
A Yes., @ Where is that? A Up through the front of the build-
ing. |

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. MAIRE:

A) Is‘there any ehtrance into the Jjail where these
prisoners were kept thet anybody could get into unless they had

the keys thet were in your possession? A No, sir, they couldn't
get o them. ‘

Gk
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RECROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. CATTS:

@ Did anybody telk to any of these petltlioners on the
day'that they were taken from the Jjall to the court room for
arraignment? A Not in ny presense.

Q@ You were the one that carried them over there? A Yes.

Q Did you have them handcuffed together?

A T think they were handcuffed. I don't do that pert of
it. I would open the doors and let them out.

€& Who helped you carry them over there?

A I think the sheriff.

Q@ Was Csptain Williems thers with you, %too? |

A He was in the court room, I don't recall that he went
to the jail when we went over there.

Q@ Would you say he didn't help carry them over that
morning? A No, I don't recall.

Q You recall anybody talking to them, having any con-—
versation with them from the Jjail on the way te the court room
that day? A No, the entrance to the jail 1s not any further
than from that window, right out the Jail into the eourt room.

[A) Some of them were up on snother floor?

A .We coﬁld bring them down on the elevator.

Q@  And you then come down on the elevator with them alone.

A& Couple of deputies,

& I mean besldes any of the officers you had there with
you; 414 anybody else tslk to them? A No.

Q@ You sure the lawyers didn't talk to them on the elevator
or somewhere between the jeil and the court room? A They might
heve after we got in court from the elevator, only two or three
steps 1lnto the court room.

& An attdrney didn't talk to them in the corridor going
from the jail that day to the court room, 0 any of them?

A Not in Jail, they “Might heve on the walkway going down
to the bar wherg the Judge sits.‘
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Q@ How long would it take to get these‘prisoners from
where they were to the court room, after you took them out
ol the cell; how long did it take you? A I don't suppose
i1t took over three or four minutes to get all Ffour of them.

& And so far as you know, no one other than your |
officers spoke to them? A Their attorney might have met them
after they got in the court room.

@ Did any attorneys ever go in the Jail to talk to them?
A TYes, sir. Q@ Whent A After the court a@pqinted them,

Q@ What day was that? A I couldn't tell you.

@ How many times did he go in theret? A I couldnts
say that. - I know they were on one or more,

@ Let me ask you another gquestion. Two of these
boys during that week were carried from your Jjall to some
place else by the sheriff; you know that? A Yesg, sir. |

Q- ﬂow long were they kept away before they were
brought back fo the Ball? A Over night. ;

@ Brought back some time the next day? 4 Next morning. |

Q@ Was the boy Izell Chambers, before the day of his triel,
sent down to Dadé County jail? A Igzell Chémbers and Jack
Williamson.

Q@ I mean was there any long periocd of time of a week
or 80 ~ the period of time I am talkihg about is the period
of time from this Sunday of the alleged confessions and the
date on which Izell Chsmbers wes tried, that he was incarcerated
in the County jail in Dade Gounty most of the time for a period
of about two weeks? A I don't recall he was.

(Witness excused)
STATE RESTS. PETTITIONERS REST,
‘ Testimony Glosged.

Recess to 1.45 P.I.

L
]
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ETERNQORN EESSION
1.45 otelock,

MR, CATTS:

The petitioners at this time desire to moke o
motion for an instructed verdict, your Honocr,

Come now the petiticners, Izell Chambers, Welter
Woodward, Jack Willismson and Charlie Davis, by their
attorneys, and move the Court to instruct the jury in this
case; the Jury sworn in this case, to return a verdict
in fzvor of the petitioners, and as grounds for gsid
motion say:

First, the evidence in this csse as presented to
the court and Jury by each of the ?etitioners end the
Tollowing witnesses for the Stete of Florida, tc wit:
Sheriff Welter Clark, Jsiler 4.D. Mershall, Constable R.Q,
Helton, Deputy Sheriff W.C. Goodrich and the colored witness,
Prince Douglas, who was cook at the Jail, County Jail of
Broward County, on the night the alleged confessions were
made, shows that the confessions were not the free and
spontaneous sxpression of guilt, and were obtained from
these petitioners while they were in the custody of the
officers Of the law 2nd confined in the Broward County Jail,
after prolonged and persistent examination by the Sherifs
0 Broward County and the other officers acting in con-
Junction with him, and the convict Gaptéin Williems, acting
in conjunction with him, which prolonged and persistent
exemination was over a period from the time of the arrest
oI these petitioners on May 15th and 1l4th, 1933, throughout
the entire period of that week, culminating in an 511 night
session of questioning and crosz questioning of these
petitioners by the officers of the law, resulting in their
confessions being obtained at 6.30 &£.1. on May 21, 1833,
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Second. The undisputed evidence in this case on
the part of the State of Florida and the petitioners shows
that thé confessions were not freely and voluntarily msde, i

Third. The evidence eI the above mentioned officers,
Testifying on behalf of the State of Florida, and the petition-
ers, shows that the confessions were not the free and sponta-
neous confession of guilt,
Counsel Tor both partises, petitioners and respondent then argued
THE GOURT: the law and presented citations of authoritiss,

I agree with your law.
Motion denied.

%

After arguments by counsel on both sides the

Court charged the Jjury ag follows:

Gentlemen of the Jury:

You have heard the evidence in
the cass.  You have heard the argument of counssl. It now
remzins for the Court to give you the law to which you are
to zpply the facts a8 you find them from the evidence beforse
you. TYou are here to decide questions of fact, The Court is
here to decide questions of law. Gounsel appear for both
sides to ald in the presentation of this case in ordsr that
the Jury and the Court may better carry on their duties under
the law, |

It would probsbly be best, if I briefly explainesd to
you whst has heretéfore happened in this case. These four
men, Isish Chambers, Jack Williamson, Cherlie Davis and Walter
Woodward now designated petitioners, were indicted in the
Girecuit Court of Broward Gounty, Florida, for murder in the
first degree. Upon arraignment, three of these men plsaded
guilty, an&-the fourth Isish Chambers, after & trial upen
hig plea of nost guilty, was found guilty by the jury of murder
in the first degree. All defendants were adjudged guilty and
_sentenced by the Gogrt. During the trial certain confessions

were admitted in evidence and recelved by the Court,
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These petitioners now contend in this particular
proceeding, that certain facte were not then brought to the
attentien of the Court, and that had they been brought to
the attention ¢f the Court at that time, the result would
have been differents  Accordingly, these petitioners,
who were the defendents originally, filed two assignments
of error. They say, first, that the confesciocons snd pleas
flled at the trial of these petitioners and which form ths
basis of the Judgments and sentences herein complained of,
were not in fact freely and voluntarily made by these pet=’
itioners, and,'second, that the confesslons and pleas filed
a% the hearing of these petiticners and which formed the
basis of the Judgments and sentencss complained of were in
fact, obtained from these petitioners by force, coercion, fear
of personal viclence and under duress. <Those are the two |
asslignments 0f error presented by the petitioners, and
having been denied and duly plsced in issue by the 8tate,
create the lssues of fact that yvou are called upon %0 decids
by your verdict.

i have briefly explasined the nature of these Pro-
ceedings sc that I may make it clear, Tirst, that no question
of the guilt or innocencs of these defendsnts is involved in
this matter now before you, and; second, so that you may under-
stand why in this trisl the burden of proof is placed upon
These petitioners to sstablish to the reagsonsble satisfaction
of the jury, by a preponderance of the evidence the truth of
the facts alleged in at lsast one of the two assignments of
error I have Just explained to you, rather than any burden of

proofl upoen the Stste,

Accordingly, if it has been established to your
reasonable satisfaction by a prepondersnce of the evidence,
that either one, or at leasst onie, of these two zssignments

of error is true, then you will bring in a verdiet for the

vetitioners.

If 1%t iz not established %o your reasonagble
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satisfaction by 2 prepondsrance of the evidence, that at
least one of these two assignments of error is true in

point of fact, ther you will bring in a verdict for the
State, Preponderance of the evidence means the probative
welght, influence, force or power of the evidence as ad-
duced, considered separately and collectively with reference
to the issues in the case.

Now I desire to explain to you the law relating
to your general responsibility as jurcrs and particularly the
maiters that you might properly take into conslderstion in
passing upon the eredibility of the testimeny before you;

You are the sole judges of the evidence, the weight
of the same, and the credibility of the witnessss who have
testified before you. Where the testimony is conflicting
it is your duty to reconcile it, if you ecan, upon the theorf
that such witnesses have sworn te the truth; but, if you
cannct do so, then you are privileged to dlsrecard so much or
such parts of it as you deem unworthy of credit and base your
verdict on the testimony you belisve to be true,

In the consideration of the testimony you should con-
gider the manner of the witness on the witness stand, in the
giving of the testimony; the blas or prejudice, if any, of
the witness: the interest, if any, of the witness in the
result of the testimony, and the intelligence or otherwise
0f The witness, in order thsat you may Judge of the correct-
ness of his observation and his abllity to detsil to you
correctly what he has observed. Also you should consider
the reasonableness, or ctherwise, of the testimony of the
witnees, as Judged by your common-sense and every-dsy ex-
perience; e2lso any conflict or disecrepancy in the testimony
of the different witnesses. In fact, gentlemen, it is your
sole provinece to take into consideration 21l the surroundings

of the witness bearing upon his ¢redibility, or otherwise,

in order that yoy Bay properly weigh the testimony of
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/ of the evidence in this case establishes to the reasonable

Or any person acting in conjunction with them such confessions
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witness and arrive at the weight that you attach to his
testimony. You must de this cerefully, fairly snd impsrtisl-
1y, under your oaths as Jurors impaneled %o try this case.

If in the consideration of the testimony of any
particular witnegs, as judged by the rules above stated,
you belleve it is untrue, you have the right to ignore it
in making up your verdict,

(Petitioners requested charges given)

e

e The Court further charges you, that if any or all

'satisfaction of the Jury that such confessions were not
freely and volunbtarily made and were not the spontaneous
expressions by these peliticoners of their own guilt whether
guch conviction on your part arises from sny siriking, beat—

ing, intimidstion, threats or prolongsd guestioning without

sleep or rest brought about on the part of the officers of
the law or any person aaﬁing in conjunction with such afficers,
Then it would be your duty to find for the petitioners.

You sre further instructed that a confession %o be |
admissible in evidence against = defendant must be freely and
voluntarily mede and must be the spontaneous expression of
such person of their own guilt and 17 the evidence in this |
case establishes to your veasonable satisfaction that dn ac—

count of any conduct on the part of the officers of the law

were not so freely and voluntarily made and were not the
sponteneous express;on by these petitioners of their own guilt, !
then it would be your duty to find for the petiticners, I
In this case, gentlemen of the Jury, you are not to

consider the guilt or innocenceiof thesse petitioners of the

charge for which they stand convicted as thet question is not

now in issue. Your sole duty in this caese iz to determine

from the evidence the lssues raised by the pleadings,
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The petftitioners in their asslgnments of error put in
lssue two questions, the first of which is as follows:

“That the confessions and pleas, filed at the triasl
of these petitioners and which formed the basis of the
Judgments and sentences hersin complainaed of, were not in
fact freely and volunterily made by these petitionersiu
and the second of which is as follows:

"That the confessions and pless filed at the trial
of these petitioners and which formed the basis of the
Judgments and sentences herein complained of were, in
fact, obtained from these petitioners by force,cosrcion,
fear of personal violence and under duress,"® to each
o which the State of Florida has Jolned issue, therefore,
you are only tc consider in making up your verdict the
issues thus raised and you are not to be'sﬁayed from the
performence of that duty by any knowledge you have gained
from the evidence as to the guilt or innocence as to the
charge contasined in the indictment.

If the evidence in this case estebliches to your
reesonable satisfaction by g Prepoenderance of the evidence
that the confessions in this case were made. while petitioneﬁs
were in the custody of the offlcers of the law after prolonged
and persisting examination by the officsrs of the law op
persons seting in conjunction with Them and thus were not
the spontanecus expressicn by these petitioners of their own
guilt, then it would be your duﬁy to find fer the petitioners.

A plea of guilty should be entirely voluntary by one
competent to know itg congequences, and should not be induced
by fear, misapprehension, persuasion, promises, inadvertance
or ignorance,

The ples of guilty to a seriocus criminal charge
should be freely andg voluntarily made ang entered by the agw-

cused without g5 semblence of coercion, and without fesr or

duress of any kind,
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The Court instruects you that 2z fair and impartial
trizl is sbsolutely essential to the due and proper adminis-
tration of Justice, and it is of prime importance that thie
truth be constantly borne in mind by both courts and juries,
If the courts are to retain the respect and the confidence
¢f the people, and préperly perform the important duties and
exercise the great powers invested in them by the Constitu~
tion, in accordance with ite spirit and purpeose, and carry
out and perform the objects of thelr ereation, they must
obey the Constitutional commend respeeting fezir and impartial
trials, and give to every cese submitted to them for decision,
due, careful and conscientious consideration, basing their
Judgment upon sworn, legel and credible evidence, uninfluenced
- by other extraneous considerations. In the a28ministration
of Justice, Juries are entrustsd with Ffunciions of supreme
importence. They'consider and weigh the evidence submitted,
determlne the oredibility of witnesses, and find from the
evidence the facts upon which the Court Passes its Judgment.
In deliberating upon and endeavering to reach a correct and
conscientlous verdict, the jurors are required by the low
tc be guided by the sworn evidence in the case znd to
calmly and dispassionately welgh and consider it, un-
influenced by anything not baged entirely and exclusively
upon such evidence.

| As you are aware, gentlemen, this case 1s a matter
of considsrable impor?ance to these petitioners and %o the
8tate, All parties to this cause are entitled to your very
thorough, careful and conscientious consideration of 1t,
Necessarily it is =z matter which chould be considered in
the light of absélﬁte falrness to both parties to the end
that your verdiet shall be based upon an impartial ang Aige
pPasslonate considerstion of the evidenee'presented to you,
and bssed upon no extraneocus factorsner consideration,

In other words, gentlemen, I ask that you follow the law
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T have endeavored to explain Fo yoﬁ, and tring in such a
verdict as your enlightened consclences msy direct you te
bring in, based exclusiwely upon the testimony that has been
praesented to you.

If the allegations of either one of these two assign-
ments of error hsve been established to your reascnable
satisfaction by a preponderance of the evidence %o be true,
ac to any one or more, but not a2ll of the petitioners, then
the proper form of your verdict would be: *We, the Jjury, find
for the petitioner {naming him or them és the case
may be) ané against the State of Flerida: and we further
find agalnst the petitioner, _____ (naming him or them
as the case may be) and for the State of Florida. 80 say
we 2ll,®

This form that T have just read you would be ap—-
propriate 1f your finding diffsred as to different defendants.
Should the truth of the facts alleged in at leasst one of the
assignments be esteblished to your reasonable satisfaction by
& preponderance of the evidence to be true ag to all of the
defendants, then the form of your verdict should be: *We, the
Jury, finé in. faver of the petltioners, Isish Chambers, Jack
Williamson, Charile Davis and Walter Woodwerd, and against
the Stete of Florida. 8o say we all.®

If the truth of the facts alleged in neither one
cf the assignments of error has been established %o your
ressoneble satisfaction by s preponderance of the evidence %o
be true, as to any of the petitionsre, then the form of your
verdict would be: "We, the Jjury, find against the petitioners,
Igiah Chembers, Jack Willlamson, Charlie Dsavis andlwalter Wood-.
werd, and in favor of the State of Florida. $So say we 211,

I will send you drafts of these Torms, one of which

mey be proper, when duly made out.

e
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Gentlemén, your firet duty upon retiring will be
the selection of one of your number as foreman. He will
preside over your deliberations and sign your verdict, when !
gnd 1f you arrive ot one. OF caurse; in order that you -
mey bring in a verdicet, it ig necessgary that your findings
be concurred in by each of you. That is to say, a verdict,.
before it can be brought into court sas such, m¥st be by your
unanimous vote,

You may retire, gentlemen, %o the considerztion

of your verdict.

(Tury retire)

MR. CATTS:

The petitioners Isish Chambers, Jack Willismeon,
Cherlie Davis and Walter Woodward object to the Couri not
g€iving to the Jury instructions Numbers 1,2,3,4,8 and 10 as
requested by the petitioners; and the petitioners object to
the Court's instruction to the Jury to the effect that it is‘
necessary'fér the petitioners tc establish to the reasonsble
satisfaction of the jury the truth of every one or both of
the assignments of error by = preponderance of the evidence;
and object to the Court's instruction to the jury that the
burden in this case was upon the petitioners %o estabiizh to
the reasonsble satisfaction of the Jury by 2 prepondsrance of
the evidence in all cases in which the wordes "prepondersznce of

evidence" were used in the charge of the Court.
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the Fifteenth Judigial Cireuit
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The following, are the Petitioner's reguested

chargés which were denied by the Court:

Ingtraction No. 1

Gentlemen of the jury you are instructed as a
matter of law, that no person charged with a crime shall
be compelled to testify against himself, and where a per—
son is charged with a serious criminal offense makes a éon—
fession out of court, said confession is without weight,
unless it was entirely free and voluntary. .SO if you
find from the evidence in this case that these petitioners
made a confession of gullt of the crime charged against
them on or about May 21lst, 1933 and that said confession
was made through fear of physical punishment, ignorance
inadvertence, intimidation, your verdiet should be for
the petitioners for the law will not permit = confession
to be introduced in evidence unless it was made entirely
free and voluntarily and without a semblance of coexrcion

0f any kind.

Instruction No. 2

If you believe from the evidence in this case
that one, Qaptain J,'T.‘Williams was permbtted to eunter
the jail where these petitioners were prisonerg on iay,
20th, 1933 and threaten them with violence and harass
them by keeping them awake st night and moving them about
in the jail from one place to another until they were faint
and weary in boé? and spirit for the purpose of obtaining
a confession from them to be used against them, you should
find that said confessions were not made entirely free and

veluntary, and your verdict should be for the pvetitioners.
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'Instruction o, 3

If the evidence in this case establishes to
the reasonable satisfaction of the jury that -the alleg-
ed confessione were not the spontaneous expressions by
these petitioners of their own guilt, it would be your

duty to find in favor of the petitioners.

Instruction No.4

If the evidence in thie case establishes to
the reasonable satisfaction of the jury that the con-
fessions were not freely and voluntarily - made, then

it would De your duty to find for the petitioners.

Ingtruction No. 6

The Qourt instructs you that the burden of
the proof in this case is uponlthe petitioners to est-
ablish to your reasonable satisfaction the truth of the
facte alleged in at least one of their assignments of
error, however, if you believe from the evidence or any
portion thereof which you do believe to your reasonable
satisfaction that the confessions of the petitioners or
any one of them, or the plea of guilty were not freely
and voluntarily made on account of any fear, duress, in-
timidation, threats, beating or mistreatment toward the
vetitioners by any officers of the law or any verson asct-

ing in conjunction with the officers of the law or if you
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believe to your reasconable satisfaction that on account
.of lack of sleep and rest from prolonged questioning of
the petitioners by the officers of the law or any person
acting in conjunction with the officere of the law the
confessiong or the plea of guilty were not freely and
voluntarily made, then it would be your duty to find for

the petitioners.

Ingtruction No. 10

Under the first count of the petiticners! as~
signments of error and the issues raised thereon a ex-
plained to the jury, if the evidence establishes to your
ressonable satisfaction thet the confessions were not
freely and voluntarily made on account of any conduct on
the part of the officers of the law or any person acting
in conjunction therewith or avparently acting in conjunct-
ion therewith which such conduct caused the petitioners to
be in such physical and mental conditién that the confesg~
lons so made by them were not the free and spontaneous ex-
pression by each petitioner of his own guilt, then it would

be your duty to find for the petitioner.



The said cause having been submitted to the
jury by the Court under it's charges, and the jury having
rendered a verdict for the respondent against the petit-
&ioners, the petitioners, on the 15%th day of October, A.D. %
'€;2§§ at the term of Qourt aforesaid, made and sxrm;ﬂ:i.‘c1:edég
(ftbe foiiéming motion for a new trial:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALM BEACH
COUNTY,

CRIMINAL #1395

)
I3IAH (IZBLL) CHAMBERS,
JACK WILLIAMSON, )
CHARLIE DAVIS and '
"WALTER WOODWARD (WOODARD), )
_ MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL
Petitioners, )
V- )
THE STATE OF FLORIDA, )
)

Defendant in Error

Comes now each of the above named petitioners by
their sttorneys, 8idney J. Catts, Jr. and John Ziegléer, and
resovectfully move-the Court to set aside the verdict rend-
ered by the jury in this cause and entered herein and grant
unto each of the pefitioners 2 new trial and as grounds for
new triagl says:

1. The verdict is contrary to the instructions
\of the Court.

2. The verdict is contrary to the evidence.

3. The verdict is contrary to the evidence and
instructions of the Court.

4, The verdict is contrary to law
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5.

9. The Court erred in denying and over-ruling
petitioners! motion for instructed verdict.

6, The Court erred in refusing to give petition-
ers! requested charges Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 and 10.

7. The Court efred in instructing the jury that
Bthe burden of proof in this case Waé upon the petitioners
to establish to the reasonable satisfaction of the jury by
a preponderance of the evidence! the truth of either of
their assignments of error.

8; The Court errsd in over-ruling petitioners?
objections to the State referring in its cquestioning of
its witnesses to "the time Mr. Darsey was rdbbed and murd-
ered.”

: the

9. The Court erred in over-ruling/petitioners?
objectione to the 8tatetls Attorney propoundiﬁg guestions
to each of the State's witnesses to-wit: Walter Clark, A;D.
Marshall, Constable R.C. Helton and others which questions
were read by the State's Attorhey to such witnesses and
which questions pertained to different forms of mistreat—
ment by the officere toward the petitioners and elicted
from such witnesses answers of yes or no.

10. .The Court erred in his charge to the jury.
as contained in the second paragraph of his written in-

gtructions in using the words"FOR MURDER IN THE FIRST

DEGREE"after the words "These four men, Isiah Chambers,
Jack Williamson, Charlie Davis and Walter.Woodwafd now
degignated petitioners, were indicted in fhe Circuit Court
- of Broward County, Floridal.

11. The Court erred in his charge to the jury

as contained in the second paragraph of his written in-
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6. -

structions in using the words “OF WURDER IN THE FIRST

DEGREE" after the words "Upon arraignment, three of thege
men pleaded guilty, and the fourth Isiah Chembers, after
a trial upon his plea of not guilty, was found guilty by
the jury'.

12. The Court erred in his charge to the jury.
as contained in. the second paragraph of his written instrubt—
ions in using the words "Upon arraignment, three of these
men pleaded guilty" notwithstanding the record and evidence
before the jury showed upon arraignment only two of theee
men plead guilty and two plead not guilty; the plea of not
guilty by Charlie Davie as disclosed by the record was later
withdraﬁn on to-wit: June 12, 1933, the same day on which
the fourth petitioner, Isiah Ohambers, was tried by a jury.

13. The Court erred in giving the following in-
structions to the jury: |

"I have briefly explained the nature of these

proceedings =0 that I may make it clear, first

that no guestion of the guilt or innocence of
. these defendants is involved in thie matter

now before you, and, second, so that you may

understand why in this trial the burden of

proof is placed upon these petitioners to es~

tablish %o the reasonable satisfaction of the

jury, by a prepoderance of the evidence the
truth of the facts alleged in at least one of
the two assignments of error I have just ex-

plained to you, rather than any burden of proof
upon the <tate.

Accordingly, if it has been established to your
reasonable satisfaction by a preponderance of
the evidence, that eitheT one, or at least one,
of these two assignments of error is true, then
you will bring in a verdiet for the petitioners.
If it is not established to your reasonsble
satisfaction by a nreponderance of the evidence,

- that at least cne of these two asgignments of
error is true in point of fact, then you will
bring in a verdict for the State. Preponderance
of the evidence means the probative weight,
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infliuence, force or vower of the evidence &as

adgéuced, considered separately and collectively

with reference to the issues in the casge."®
erred

14, The Court/in allowing in evidence sny refer—
ence to the substantive crime charged in the indictuent:® by
the State of Florida and erred in instructing the jury in

: charged
any way or by any reference to the substantive crime/in the
- indictment.

15, The Court erred in its failure %te instruct
the jury that a verdict in favor of the petitioners would
not release such petitioners from the charge as contained
in the indictment.

The underlining contained in paragraphs ten,eleven

and thirteen are by counsel for petitioners.

(Signed)r SIDNEY J, CATTS, Jr.

(8igmed) JOHN ZIRGLER

(Signed) 8.D. HCGILL
Attornevs for Petitioners

2
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On the 17th day of October, A.D. 1936
Aneil

T
oot e ol

Petitioners, by leave of the Court, fileq1the following

amendment to their original motion for a new trial:

IsIAH (IZELL) CHAMBERS,
JACK WILLIAMSON,

CHARLIE DAVIS and

WALTER WOODWARD (WOODARD),

Petitioners,

THE STATE OF FLORIDA,

Defendants in Exror

I¥ THE CIRCUIT COURT CF THE
FIFPEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALM BEACH

COUNTY .

)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)

CRIMINAL #1395

AMEXDUENT TO
HOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

(Qomes now each of the above named petitioners

by their undersigned attorneys and presents and files

thie amendment t0 their original motion for a new irial

oreviously presented and filed in this cause and move the

Court to set aside the verdict rendered by the jury in this

- cause and grant unto each of the petitioners a new trial on

the following grounds:

1t affirmatively appears from the evidence and
and from the record in the proceedings which fom
the basis of the juwigments and sentences of
death upon the petitioners in this case that

the petitioners and each of them were denied

due process of law and the equal protection of
the law in violation of the Fourbteenth Amendment
to the Constitution of the United States, as

follows:
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(a) That they were not given o fair and impart-
ial trisl and deliberate trial.

{b) "That they were denied the right of counsel
- with the accustomed incidents of consultation and
of preparation for trial, as provided by law.

{Signed)  SIDNEY J. CATTS, Jr.

(8igned) JOHN ZIEGLER,

(Signed)  8.D. Mo GILL. .
ATTOTneys for Pelitidonérs

Upon consideration of said wotion for a new trial
the Court, on the l4th day of November, A.D, 1936, during
the said term, enterd an order over-ruling and denying such

motion in the words and figures following:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL OIROUIT OF
PLORIDA IN AND FOR PALM REACH

COUNTY .
CRIKINAL No. 1395.
Isiah (Izell) Chambers, )
Jack Williamson, Charlie z
. Davis and Walter Woodward )
(Woofard), )
Petitioners, )
ORDE R,
~ g )
)
THE STATE OF FLORIDA, )
Respondent. )

This cause came on to be heard in open court in
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the presence of the petitioners and their counsel and was

duly presented by counsel for the petitioners and the State,
motion ' B

uvon petitioners'/for s new trial as smended. The Court

duly considered the matter.

It is the view of this Court that no useful purp-
. 0se would De served Y making a detailed statement of fing
ings and conclusions upon the quéstionsof fact and 1&% pre-
sented in the motion for a new trial. Suffice to say, i%

is the conclugion of this Court that the credihle evidence
fails to disclose that the confessions and pleas of petit-
loners = who were only four men out of a large number quest—
ioned -~ were not in fact freely and volunté:ily made by
these petitioners, and fails to show that they were infact
obtained from these petitioners by force, coercion, féar of

personal violence or under duressg. Thereupon;

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the motion for a

new trial, as amended, be and the same is hereby denied.
DONE AND ORDERED at West Palm Beach, Florida, this

14%th day of Novewber, A.D. 1936.

(8igned)_ ¢.E. CHILLINGWORTH
Judge.
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On the Znd day of December, A.D. 1936, the
Petitioners filed the following motion to extend the time

for filing the bill of exceptions:

IN THE CIRQUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OQF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALIl BEACH

QOUNTY , |
CRIXINAL No. 1395
| )

ISAIH (IZELL) CHAMBERS,
JACK WILLIAKSON, )
CEARLIE DAVIS and WALTER
TOODWARD (WOODARD), )

Petitioners, )
vs ) HOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR

PILING BILLOF EXCEPTIONS

. THE STATE OF FLORIDA, ) '

Defendant. )

Now come Isiah (Izell) chambers, Jack Williamson,
Charlie Davis and Walter Foodward (Woodaxrd), petitioners in
the above entitled causeﬁfg%d through their undersigned
attorneys,and move and ask the Court for a special order ex-~
'tending the tize in which they may file and present their
bill of exceptions in said cause and move that said time be
extended for a period of sixity (80) days from date of said

order.

{Signed) SIDNEY J. CATTS,Jr.

{Signed)  JOHN ZIEGLER

(Signed)  8.D. Mc GILL.
Attornevs for Petiticners

Notice of hearing on this motion is hereby waived.

(signed)  J.F. SALISBURY
State Attorney
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Upon consideration of the motion to extend the
time for filing the bill of exceptions, the Court enterdd

an order granting the said motion in the words and figures

following:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALK BEACH
COUNTY.
CRIMINAL NO,1395
. )
ISIAH (IZELL) CHAUBEIRS,
JACK WILLIA#SON,CHARLIE )
DAVIS and WALTER WOODWARD |
{WOODARD) , ) :
, SFECIAL ORDER EXTENDING TINE
Petitioners, )}  FOR FRESENTING AKD FILING

VSa BILL OF EXCZPTIONS
THE STATE COF FLORIDA

Defendant.

This cause coming on to be heard upon wotion of
retitioners to extend the time in which to present and file
their bill of exceptions in said cause and it appering that
notice having been waived by the State of the presentation

of said motion

IT IS TEEREFCRE CRDERED AND ABJUDGED that the
said petitioners, Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack Williamson,
Charlie Davis and Walter Woodward (Woodardjbe and they are,
jointly end severally, hereby allowed sixty (60) days fron
this day within which to make up, present and h&verfiled
their bill of exceptions in said ceuse. Let this order:be-
entered in the minutes of this Court.

DONE AND ORDERED at Test Palm Beach, Florida this

2nd éay of December, A.D, 1938,

{8igned) £.E. CHILLINGWORTH
Circult Judge
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On the 18th day of January, A.D. 1937 at the
term aforesaid the petitioners filed the following assign—
ment of errors with the bill of exceptlons, which was pre-
sented to the Judge of this Court on the f?’ day of Jan—

{
ugry, A.D. 19373

IN THE CGIRCUIT CCURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALY BEACH
COUNTY.

CRIWINAL #1395
)
ISIAH (IZELL) C(HAMBERS, JACK
WILLIAMSON, CHARLIE DAVIS and )
YALTER WOODWARD (WOODARD), )
) ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR
)
)

Defendant in Error)

Petitioners,

Vs

THE STATE OF FLORIDA,

Qomes now the above named petitioners in the above
entitled cause by their attorneys, Sidney J. Catts,Jr., John
Ziegler and S.D. McGill, at the time for settling bill of ex-
ceptions in the above entitled cause and file these their
assignments of error specifically mentioning each peiﬁt that
thay intend to present in and by such hill of exceptions as
ss grounds for reversal and pray that the following asslign—
ments of error shall be made a part of the bill of excepti-
jons in this cause.

1. The Court erred in denying the petitionersd!
motion for new trial as amended which eaid order was enter-
ed herein in open Court on the 14th day of November, A.D.1936.

2. The Court erred in making and entering'it's
judgment on writ of error coranm nobis filed herein on the

14th day of November, A.D. 1936.
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3. The Court erred in its further order of final
judgment on writ of error coram ncbis filed herein in the
2nd day of December, A.D. 1936,

4, The Court erred in its charge fto the juiy‘in
the sewond paragraph of its written instructions in using
the words "for murder in the first degree® after the words
"these four men, Isiah Chambers, Jack 7illiamson, Charlie
Devia and Walter Woodward now designated petitioners, were
indicted in the Circuit Court of Broward County, Florida.”

5. The Court erred in its charge to the jury in
the second paragraph of its written instructions in using
the words "of murder in the first degree" after the words
"upon arraignment, three of these men pleaded guilty, and
the fourth Isiah Chambers, after a trial upon his plea of =
not guilty, was found guilty by the jury'.

6. The Court erred in its charge to the jury in
the second paragraph of its written instructions in using
the words "upon arraignment, three of these men pleaded
guilty® notwithstanding the record and evidence before the.
jury showed upon arrdignment only two of these men plead
guilty and two plead not guilty; the plea of not guilty by
Charlie Davie as disclosed by the record was later with-
drawn on to-wit: June ,1933, the same day on which the
fourth petitioner, Isiah Chambers, was tried by a jury.

7. The Court erred in giving the following instr-
uctiong to the jury:

"I have briefly explained the nature of these

proceedings so that I may make it clear, first,

that no question of the guilt or innocence of
these defendants is involved in this matier now
before you, and, second, so that you may under—
stand why in this trisl tBepurden of proof is
placed upon these petitioners to establish to

the reasgonable satisfaction of the jury, by a

preponderance of the evidence the truth of the

facts alleged in at least one of the two assign-

ments of error I have just explained to you,
rather than any burden of prcof upon the State.
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Accordingly, if it has been established to
your reasonable satisfaction by a preponder~
ance of the evidence, that either one, ov ai

least one, of these two

assignments of error

i true, then you will bring in a verdict for

the petitioners, .If it

is not established to

your reasonsble satisfaction by a preponderance
of the evidence, that at least one of these two

assignments of error is

true in point of fact,

then you will bring in a verdict for the State.
Preponderance of the evidence means the probat-
ive weight, influence, force or power of the evi-
dence as adduced, considered separately and col-
lectively with reference to the issues in the

case,"

8. The Court erged in allowing in evidence any

reference to the substantive crime charged in the indictment

by the 8tate of Florida and exrred

in instructing the jury

in any way or by any reference to the substantive crime

charged in the indictment.

3. The Court erred in its Falilure to instruct

the jﬁry that a verdict in fazv ox
noct release such petitioners from
in the indictment.

10, The Court erred in
each matter set forth as a ground
ers' motion and amendment thereto

11.7 The Court erred in
motion for an intsructed'verdictg

12. The Court erred in

of- the petitioners would

the charge as contained

each of its rulings on
for new trial in petition-
for a new trial.

denying petitioners!

entering its final judg-

went against the petitioners because

It affirmatively appears from the evidence and
fron the record in the proceedings which form
the basis of the judgments and sentences of
death upon the peititioners in this case that
the petitioners and each of them were denied
due process of law and the equal protection of

the law in violation of

the fourteenth amend-

ment to the Congtitution of the United States,

as follows:
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(a) That they were mot given a fair and im-
partial trial and cdeliberate trial.

(b) That they were denie@ the right of counsel
with the accustomed incidents of consultation
and of preparation for trial, as provided by
1&Wn ’

(Signed) SIDNEY J. CATTS, Jr.

{Signed) JOHE ZIEGLER

(signed) 8,0, e GILL,

Attorneys for Petitioners

I, J.%W. Salisbury, State Attorney for the fif-

teenth Judicial Circuit of Florida in and for Palm Beach

-~ W

JGounty, hereby acknowledge receipt of a copy of the above
"and foregoing assignments of error this ;5% day of Jan-

i3

uary; AeDo 1937,

(signed) J. W. SALISBURY

State Attorney
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Inasmuch as the said several matters objected to
or inglsted upon and considered by the Court do not appear
by the record, the said petitioners, did on the _19 day of
January, A.D. 1937, after the expiration of said term by
virtue of a special order herein made propose this their
bill of eioeptions to the sald rulings of said Judge and
request him to sign the same aiter due notice to the State
Attorney, is done this _19 day of January, A.D, 1937, I
do hereby certify that the foregoing bill of exceptions
contains all the evidence produced before me in the above
stated cause on the issues raised in said cause, I further

certify that in my opinion it ies necessary that the Appel-

. late Court shall have before it for consideration on such

writ of error the testimony in question and answer form.

C. E. Chillingworih

Judge of the CQircuit Couxrt
0f the Fifteenth Judicizl
Circuit of Ploride in and
for Palm Beach Countye.
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T§ THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF FLORIDA IN AND FOR
PATLM BEACH COUNTY.

CRIMINAL #1395

TISIAH (IZELL) CHAMBERS,

JACK WILLIAMSON, )
CHARLIE DAVIS and

WALTER WOODWARD (WQODARD),

Petitioners, )
VSe } STIPULATION
THE STATE OF FLORIDA, )

Defendants, )

IT IS HERERY STIPULATED AND AGRZED by and between
the undersigned attorneys for petitioners and the undere
signed State Attorney for Palm Beach County, Florida, that
the proposed bill of exceptions prepared in sald cause be
presented o the Honorable Ce Be Chillingworth, Judge of
the above sﬁyled Court in nis office in the Court House
in West Palm Beach, Florida, to be setiled and for him to
sign and certify on the 19th day of Jamuary, A. De 1937,
at eleven olclock Ae. Me or as soon bthereafter as the matter
can be hearde

DATED abt West Pelm Beach, FPlorida, this 19th

day of January, A. De 1957,

Sidney J. Catts, Jr
John Ziegler

Se Do McGill
Attorneys for Petitioners

Je We Salisbury
State Attorney, Palm Beach
Gounty, Florida,.

I, Je W, Salisbury, State Attorney in and for

Palm Beach County, Florida, do hereby acknowledge receipt
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of & true copy of the propesed bill of exceptions in the
ahove stated cause and assignments of errore
Received at West Palm Beach, Florida, this 19th
day of January, Aes De 193576
Js We Balisbury

State Attorney

on October 15th, 1936, the following proceedings
were had in the Circult Court of Palm Beach Counby, Florids,

as shown by Mimites Circuit Court. 34,Page Loz, to~wit:

THOURSDAY, October 15%h, Ae. De 1936

The Court convened at 5:30 otclock Fe M; Thursday,

October 15th, A. De 1936, Honorable €, £. Chillingworth,
Circult Judge presiding; Present: W, Hiram iawrence, Sheriff
by T. Pa Riggs, and C. Be. Bowen, his Devuties; Hone Je We
Salisbury, the State Attorney, and Geoe Os Butler, Clerk,
bj Merle P, Johnston, Depulby Clerke

In the case of:
Crim. #1395
Isiah (Izell) Chambers)
Jack Williamson, Charlie

Davis and Walter Woodward
(Woodard)

]

)

Petltioners

o

[T

The State of Florida

Respondent




The Coﬁnsel for the State of Florida, Hone Je Ve
Salisbury, and Hone Sidney Je. Catis, Jr., one of the counsel
for the petitioners above named stiﬁulated in Open Couft;.
this day that hearing on Defendants! Mobtlon for New Trial
filed in this cause on October 15th, 1936, will be heard

on Monday, October 26th, A. D. 19%6, at 2:00 o!clock Pe Me
XXX XXXXXXEZXZX
The Court recessed,

ATTEST: Geoe 0o Bubtler, Clerk Cirecult Court

By Merle P, Johnston Deputy Clerk

On November 9th, 1956, the following proceedings
were had in the Circuit Court of Palm Beach County, Florida,
as shown Dby Minutes Circuit Court No. 34, at Pages 505

and 506, to-wit:

MONDAY, November 9th A, De 1936, cont'd

Pursuant to recess, the Court convened at 2:00
olelock Pe Mo Hovember 9th, 19%6, the Honorable C. E.
Chillingworth, Circgit Judge, presiding, for the purpose
of considering a motion and amendment thereto, for & new

trial in the following case:



Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack
Williamson, Charlie Davis,
and Walter Woodward (Woodard)

6% B8 Ge 83 Gk

Petitioners
TS Criminal Case #1595,

Coram Nobis

®9 #® v be

State of Floridd, Respondent

Comes now the petitioners and each of them in
his own proper person and by the counsellors herstofore
appointed by the Court to their defense, viz: liessrs.
Sidney J. Catts, Jr., and John Ziegler, Esquires; Come
also Hone Je We Salisbury and Louié ¥o Maire, who prose-
cutes: for the State of Florida; Also présent:.Hon. We Hiram
Lawrence, Sheriff, by his Deputies, Messrs, J. Ee Hardwick,
dre, He Ee lMotter, Hy L. Dyer, and T, P. Riggss., and Geo.
0. Butler, Clerk, |

The Jourt having heard the srgument of counsel
for the Petitioners and that of 8. D McGill, an associate,
and also the argument for the defendant in error, by Counsel
for the state of Florida, informed counsel that the motion
would be taken under advisement, and a fubure decision
rendered.

The prisoners were remanded to the custody of

the Sheriff,

XX XIXXTILAXXX XX
No further business pending in open Court the
- Judge ordered a recess,

ATTEST: Geo. Qe Butler ;
Clerk Circuit Court
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on the 1hth day of November, 1936, the following
proceedings werse had in the Circuit Court of Palm Beach
County, Florida; as shown by Minutes Clreunltd Court Noe 3l

pages 508, 509 and 510, Lo=wits

SATURDAY, November 1hith, A. D. 1936,

The Court convened at 10:30 A. M. November 1lth,
Ae De 1936, Honorable Ce Ee Chillingworth, the Circult

Judge, presidings; present; Hone Je We Salisbury, the State

Attorney, the Sheriff, W. Hiram Lawrence, and his Deputies,

J. Mo Tapscots, Ae Be Budd, Ts Je Stearns, Te P Riggs,

and Je Te Lawrence, Sidney Je Gatts, Jr, Attorney, and (eo.

0., Butler, Clerks
Criminal Case #1395
Isish (Izell Chambers) Jack

Williamson, Charlie Davis,
and Walter Woodward (Woodard)

Petitioners

ae

Ve

The State of Florida,

Respondent

g

Now comes the State of Florida by Hons Jo We
aglisbury, the State Atiorney; also come the Petitioners,
Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack Willlamson, Charlie Davis
and Walter Woodward (woodard), each in his own proper
person, accompanled by Sidney J. Catls, JTs, Esgs their
counsel, who duly presented to the Court the motion of
the Petitioners for a Hew Trial; Thereupon the Court
peing fully advised in the premilses entered the Judgment

on Writ of Error Coram Nobis, together with Order denying
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motion for new trial, as follows:

in the Civecuit Court of the
Pifteenth Judicial Circult of
Florida in and for Palm Beach
County. Criminal Noe 1395

Isiah {Izell} Chawbers, Jack
Williamson, Charlie Davis and
Walter Woodward (woodard)

-8

Petitioners

L2 ]

s CRDER

The State of Florida

Reapondent

This cause came on to be heard in open Court
in the presence of the Petitioners and their counsel
and was duly presented by counsel for the petitioners and
the State, upon petitioners9 motion for a new trial as
amendeds The Court duly considered the mabtter.

It is the view of this Court that no useful pur-
pose would be served by making a detailed stabement of
findings and conélusions upon the guestions of fact and
law presented in the motion for a new trial. Suffice %o
say, it is the conclusion of this Court that the credible
evidence fails To disclose that the confessions and pleas
of petitioners = who were only four men out of a large
number questioned - were nob in fact freely and voluntarily
made by these petitioners, and fails to show that they
were in fact obtalned from these petitioners by force,'
coerclon, feaf of personal viclence or under duress.
Thereupon;

| IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the motion for
a new trial, as amended, be and the same is hereby denied.
DONE AND ORDERED ét West Palm Begch, Floridea,
this 1lth day of November, As D. 1936,

Ce Es Chillingworth, Judge
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Tn the Circult Court of the Filteenth
Judicial Circulit of Florida in and
for Palm Beach Countye. Criminal Nos

1395

Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack
Williamson, Charlie Davis, and
Walter. Woodward {(Woodard)

Petitioners

-V e

LT

JUDGMENT OF WRIT OF
The State of Florida,

ERROR CORAM NOBIS

Respondent

[ 1]

This cause was duly tried before a Jury of twelve
men, and in the presence ol the petitioners andlﬁheir
counsel and the other officers of the Court. The Jury
found a Vérdict against the petitlionsrs and for the State
of Florida., Thereafter 2 motion for a new trial was duly
presented by petitionersg and duly argued, considered, ad-
judicated and denied, after a hearing in open Courte

There appears to be no further reason why a judg-
menit should not be entered upon the merits of the Writ:
of Error Coram Nobls, Thereupon,

TT 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that neither of the
Assigmments of Error filed by Petitlioners were sustained
by the proof before the Jury, nor were they sustained by
the proof in ﬁhe Judgment of this Court. Thereupon

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the issues herein
be debermined in favor of the State of Florida. Thersupon

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED that the former ju@gments
heretofore rendered in this cause be, and the same are
hereby affirmed as to each petitiloner {defendants in the
cause as it originated), and That, by reason of the in-
sclvency of the petitibners, the costs of this proceeding

be taxed against Broward County and the State of Floridas

6
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_ DOWE AND ORDERED, 1in Open Court, this 1llith
day of Wovember, Ao Do 1536,

¢. E. Chillingworth, Judge

The defendants were remanded TO the custody of

the Sheriffe
I

XKXKXXKXKXXX

No further business pending in open Court the
Judge ordered a TecesSe

ATTEST: Geos Oe Bubtler
clerk Circult Courd

on the 2nd day of December, 1936, the following pro-
ceedings were had in the Circuit Court of Palm Beach
County, Florida, as shown by Minutes Circult Court, HNos

sl,, Pages 511, 512 & 513, to-wib:

WEDWESDAY, December 2nd, Ae De 1936,

Gourt convened at 9:30 A. M. Wednesday, December
ond, Ae De 1936, Honorable Ce Eo Chillingworth, Circuitb
Judge, presiding; Present: Hone We Hiram Lawrence, Sheriff,
and his Deputles, Je Mo Tapscott, Je Te Lawrence, and Je Eo
Hardwick, Jr,; the State Attorney, Jo We Salisbury, snd

Geo, O Butler, Clerk, by Werle P. Johnston, Depuly Clerk
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The followlng case was called:

Isiah (Izell Chambers, Jack
Williamson, Charlie Davlis and
Walter Woodward (Woodard)

Petitioners_
va WRIT OF ERKOE CORANM NOBIS

{Change of Venue from

The State eof Florida, 5 i G . Fla)
roward County, Fla

"t % &% 24 B8 AR w8 BB £ oY [F

Respondent

The above named petiltioners each being present in
open Court and sccompanied by thelir counsel heretofore
appointed to represent them to-wit: Messrs. Sidney J. Catis,
Jres, and John Ziegler, and the counsel for the State of
Florida Hone Js We Salisbury, teing also present, the
Court called each of the petitioners, to-wit: Isizh (Izell)
Chambers, Jack Williamson, Charlie Davis and Walter Woodward
(Woodard) to the Bench and in the presence of their attore
neys explained to them the effect of the Trisgl znd Verdict
of the Jury entered in this case on October 1iith, 19%6,

and thereupon entered the following order:s

In the Circuit Court of the Fifteenth
Judiciel Clrcult of Florida, in and
for Palm Beach Countye Criminal No.

1395

Isish (Izell) Chambers, Jack
Williamson, Charlie Davis and
Walter Woodward {(Woodard)

Petitloners

Vs

49 48 #8 25 AF ab

The EState of Florids,

sa as

Regpondent
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This cause was duly presented by the State's
Attorney and counsel for the petlitloners in open Court
in the presence of the petitloners and other officlals
of the Courte

It appearing to the Court that under date of
June 29, 1936, this cause was, upon & peti%ion for change
of Venue transferréd to Palm Beach County, Florlida, for
trial upon the issues made in said cause; and thereaftier,
upon a triasl duly had, a Judgment on Wrlt of Error coram
noblis was entered in this Court on the date of November
lh, 1936, wherein the former judg@ents heretofore'rendered
in thils cause were alfirmed., Thereupons

IT I8 ORDERED AWD ADJﬁDGED that the four sen-
tences theretofore entered in said cause under date of
June 17, 1933, be, and they are hereby, reafflirmed by
this Court, and the Sheriff of Palm Beach County, Florida,
be; and he is hereby, authorizediand directed to carry
out said sentences by retalning custody of the said.peti-
tioners in the Common Jail in Pa@m Beach County, Florilda,
until the Governdr of the State %f Florida shall have
issued his Warrant for their execution, and that after
the issuance of such warrant of execution by the Governor,
the Sheriff of Palm Beach County, Florids, shall deliver
sald petitloners to the Superintendeni of the State Prison
at Raiford, Florida, where_the sald sentences of the Court,
bearing date of June 17, 1933, shall be carried oult by the
Superintendent of the State Prison at Raiford, Florida.

.DOHE AND ORDERED in cpen Court at West Palm Beach,

Florida, this 2nd day of December, A. D. 1936,

Ce s Chillingworth, Circult Judge



The Petitioners thereupon filed a HMotion to
extend time for filing Bill of Exceptions, and the

Court entered the followlng order thereon, to-wit:

In the Circuit Court of the Fif-
teenth Judiclal Clirveculit of Floridas
in and for Palm Beach County.
Criminal Nos 1395

Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack
Willismson, Charliie Davis and
Walter Woodward (Woodard)-

(1)

Fotitioners

-

SPECIAL ORDER EXTEND-
Ve

.

ING TIVE FOR PRESENTING
The State of Florida

an

BITL OF RXCEPTIONS
Defendant

8

This cause coming on to be heard upon motion
of petitioners to extend the time in which to présent and
file their bill of exceptlons in said csuse and it appear-
ing that notice having been walved by the State of the
presentation of said motion

IT IS THEREFORE GRﬁERED AND ADJUDGED that the
said petitioners, Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack Williamson,
Charlie Davis and Walter Woodward (Woodard) be and they
are, jointly and severally,hereby allowed sixty (60) days
from this day within which %o make up, present and have
filed their bill of exceptions in said cause. Let thig
order be entered in the Minutes of this Courte

DONE AND ORDERED at West Palm Beach, Florids,
this 2nd day of December, f£. D. 1930, |

Ce Eeo ChillingWOI'th,
Clrcult Judge

The Court remanded each of the petitioners in

this ceause to the custody of the Sheriff of Palm Beach



County, Floridae.
XX XXX XXEXXXXZX

The Court recessed unbil Monday, December Tth,
1936, at 9:30 Ae M. |
ATTEST: Geoe Oe Butler, Clerk Circult Court

By Merle Pe. Johnston Deputy Cierk

on the 2nd day of December, 1936, the Petitioners;
“Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack Willlamson, Charlie Davis
and Walter Woodward (Weodard), filed their Praecipe
with the Clerk of the Circult Court of Palm Beach
County, Florida, for Wriﬁ of Error in the words and

figures following, to-wit:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCULT OF
FLORTDA IN AND FOR PALM BEACH
COUNTY,.

CRIMINAL NO. 1395
ISIAH (IZELL) CHAMBERS,
JACK WILLIANMSON,

CHARIT.IE DAVIS AND WALTER
WOODWARD {WOODARD]),

VED PRAECIPE FOR WRIT OF

ERROR

)

)

}
Petitioners, )
)

THE STATE OF FLORIDA, )
)

Defendant-

70 THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE STYLED CQURT:
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You will please issue writ of error in the above
styled cause returnsble in the Supreme Court of the State
of Florida on the 25th day of February, A, Ds 1957, and

duly record sald writ in the minutes ol sald Circult Courte

Sidney Je Catts, Jre.
John Ziegler

Se D McGLLLl
Attorneys for Petitioners

on the 2nd day of December, 1936, Writ of Error
was issued, which was duly recorded in the Minutes of the
Circuit Court in Book 27, Page 412, on the 2nd day of
. Deceuwber, 19%6.
The record of said Wrlt of Error is In the words and

figures following, to~wit:

' WRIT OF ERROR.

Common Law #8165

STATE OF FLORIDA =-S5,
THE STATE-QF FLCORIDA TO THE JUDGE OF THE CIRCUIT CQURT OF
THE FIFTEENTH JUDICTIAL CIRCUIT OF THE
STATE OF FLORIDA, GREETING.
Because in the record and proceedings and also in the

rendition of judgement in a certain cause which 1s in our

‘)

said Circuit Court before you between Isish (Izell) Chambers,

Jack Williamson, Charlie Davis and Walter Woodward (Woodard},
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as Plaintiffs in error and The State of Florida, as Defend-
ant in Error, manifest error hath happened, as it is said,
to the great demage of the sald Isiah (Izell)} Chembers,
Jack Williamson; Charlie Davis and Walter Woodward (Woodard)
as by thelr complaint appearss

We, willing that the error, if any hath béen, should
‘be duly corrected and full and speedy justice done to the
parties aforesaid in this ﬁehalf, do command you that if
judgement be therein rendered, you distinctly and openly
send the record and proceedings aforesald, with all things
touching tThem under your seal, together with this writ,
to our Supreme Court of the State of Florida, so that you
have the same at Tallahassee on the 25th day of February
Ae Do 1937 in our said Supreme Court to be then and there
held, that inspecting the record and proceedings aforesaid,
our sald Supreme Court may cause further to be done therein,
to correct that error, what of right and according to law
should be done. |

Witness the Honorable James Be Whitfield Chief Justice -
of the said Bupreme Court, and the seal of the sald Cirecuit
Court, this 2nd day of December in the year ef our Lord One

Thousand, Nine Hundred and thirty six

GEQ. Q. BUTLER
Glerk of the Circuit Court of Palm
(Circuit Court) ‘
( Seal } Beach Countye.

By Merle P, Johnston De. Ce

Filed December 2nd, 1936 and recorded
in Minutes Cirecult Court No. 27 at page 412,
Geos 0. Butier CLERK CIRCUILIT COURT

BY Merle P, Johmston DEPUTY CLEREK.
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on the 2nd day of December, 1936, Scire Faclas Ad
Audiendum Errores was issued; on which the Attoruney
General Accepted Service on December Tth, 1936, and The
State Attorney of the Fifteenth Judiclsl Circult, Palm
Beach County, Florida, Accepted Service on December 1lith,

1936, in the following words and figures, to-wits

SCIRE FACIAS AD AUDIENDUN ERRORES
THE STATE OF FLORIDA

PO THE SHERIFF OF THE SUPREME COURT OF SAID STATE, GREETING:

WHEREAS, on the petition of iIsiah (Izell) Chambers,
Jack Willismson, Charlie Davisg and Walter Woodward (Woodard)
alleging that in the record and proceedings and also in the
rendition of Judgment in a cerialn cause in the Circuit
court of our Fifteenth Judicial Circult, in and for Palm
Beach County, between Islah (Izell) Chembers, Jack Williene
son, Charlie Davis and Walter Woodwarc (Woodard}, as Plain-
tiffs in Error and The State of Florida, as Defendant in
Epror manifest error hath happened, to the great damage of
the said Isiah (Izell) Chawbers, Jack Willlamson, Cherlie
Davis and Walter VWoodward (Woodard) a Writ of Error hath
been swarded that our Supreme Court, having inspected the
record and proceedings aforesald, may cauvse to be done |
therein to correct that error what of right and according

to law should be doNce
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THEREFORE, Wé command you that you MAKE XNOWN %o the
sald State of ¥lorida that it be before our said Supreme
Court at the City of Tallahassee on the 25th day of

February, Ae. Do 1957, then and there to hear the record
| and proceedings aforesaid and the errofs assigned, if to
them it shall seem expedient,and fﬁrther to do and receive
what our said Court shall in that behalf consider; and
have you then and there this Writ,

Wiltness the Honorable James B. Whitfield Chief Justice
of the sald Supreme Court, and the seal of the said Circuit
Court, this 2nd day of Decewmber in the year of Our Lord

One Thousand, Nine Hundred and thirty sizx

GEQ. 0. BUTLER
{Circuit Court) Clerk of the Cilrcuili Court of Palm
( Seal ) :
Beach Countye

By Merle P, Johnston De Ce

ENDORSED ON BACK THEREON:
State of Plorida s
County of Leon :
I hereby accept service of the within Writ this
7th day of December, A, De. 1936
Cary Des Landis,
Attornej General of the State
of Florida,
By - Roy Ceampbell,
Assistent Attorney General
State of TFlorida
County of PalmBeshs
I hereby accept service of the within writ this
1ly day of December, A, D. 1936,
Je We Salisbury

State Attorney, 15th Judicial
Circult, Palm Beach County, Florida.
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On the 19th day of January, 1937, Petitioners,
Isiah (Izell) Chambers, Jack Williamson, Charlie Davis
and Walter Woodward (Woodard), filed Complete Assignments

of Error, in the words and figures following, to-witb:

il THE GIRCUIT COURT OF THE
FIFTEENTE JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALM BEACH
COUNTY.
CRIMINAL #1395
ISTAH (IZELL) CHAMBERS, JACK

WILLIAMSON, CHARLIE DAVIS AND
WALTER WOODWARD (WOODARD),

V3a COMPLETE ASSIGNMENTS

THE STATE OF FLORIDA,

)
}

Petitioners, )
)
) OF ERROR
)

Defendante

Comes now the above named petitioners in the
above entitled cause by their aﬁtbrneys, Sidney Je. Catts,
Jre, John Ziegler and 8, D. McGili, in the above entitled
cause and file these thelr complete assignments of error
specifically mentioning esch poinﬁ that they intend %o
reély on as growids for reversal in the Supreme Court of

the State of Florida:

le The Court erred in denying the petitioner!s
motion for new trial as amended which sald order Wés
entered herein in open Court on the 1lhth dey of November,
A, Ds 19%6, in that:

8e The verdict is contrary to The instructions

of the Courte
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e The verdlct is contrary to the evidences

ce The verdict 1ls contrary to the evidence and
instructions of the Court,.

de The verdict is contrary to law,

ee The Court erred in denying and overruling
petitioners' motlion for instructed verdictes

fe The Court erred in refusing to give peti-
tioners! requested charges Nose 1, 2, 3, I, 6 and 10

¢s The Court erred in instructing the jury that
"the burden of proof in this case was upon the petitioners
to establish to the reasonzble satisfaction of the jury by
& preponderance of the evidence" the truth of either of
their assignments of error.

he The Court erred in over-ruling petitioners!
objections to the State referring in its questioning of
its witnesses to "the time Nr. Darsej was robbed and
ruardered”,

ie. The Cpuft erred in over-ruling the petitioners!
objections to the Statels Attorney propounding gquestions
to each of the State!s witnesses to-wit: Walter Clark,
A, Do Marshall, Constable Re C. Helton and others which
guestions were read by the Statels Attorney to such wit-
nesses and which questions pertained to differemt forms of
mistrestment by the officers toward the pétitionars and
elicted from such witnesses answers of yes oOr Noe

js The Court erred in his charge to the jury as
contained in the second paragraph of his written instructions

in using the words "FOR MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE" after

the words "These Tour men, Isiah Chambers, Jack Williamson,

Charlic Davis and Walter Woodwerd now designated petitioners,
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were indicted in the Circult Court of Broward County,
Florida®,

ke The Court erred in his charge to the jury
as contained in the second paragraph of his written ine

structions in using the words "QF MURDER IN THE FIRST

DEGREE" after the words "Upon arriagnment, three of these
men pleaded gulilty, and the fourth isiah Chambers, after
2 trial upon his plea of not guilty, was found guilty
by the jury"e
le The Court erred in his charge to the jury
as ceontained in the second paragraph of his written in-
structions.in using the words "Upon arréﬁgnment, three
of these men pleaded gullty" notwithstanding the record
and evidence before the jury showed upon arraignment only
two of these men plead gullty and two plead not gulliy:
the plea of not gulity by Charlie Davis as disclosed by
the record was later Withdrawn on to-wits
June s 193%, the same day on which the Ffourth peti-
tioner, Isiah Chambers, was tried by a jury,.
He The Court erred in giving the following in-
structions tec the jurye.
"I have briefly explained the nature of
these proceedings so that I may make 1t
clear, first, that no guestion of the
gull®t or innocence of these defendants
1g involved in this matter now before
you, and, second, so that you may une
derstand why in this trial the burden
of proof is placed upon these petitioners
to esteblish te the reasonable satisfac-

tion of the jury, by a preponderance of
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the evidence the truth of the facts alleged in

at least one of the twe assignments of errer I
have just explained to you, rather than any bur-

den of prbof npon the States

Accordingly, if it has been established to your

reasonable satlsfaction by a preponderance of

the evidence, that either one, or at .least one,

of these two assignments of.erfor is true, then
you will bring in a verdict for the petitlonerse.
If 1t is not established to your reasonable satis-

faction by a preponderance of the evidence, that

2t least one of these two asslgmments of error is
true in point of fact, then you will bring in a
verdict for the State. FPreponderance of the evi-
dence means the probative weight, infliuence, force
or power of the evidence as adduced, considered
separately and collectively with reference to the

issues in the cazel”

ne The Court erred in allowing in evidence any refer-
ence to the substantive crime charged in the indictment by the
State of Florida and erred in instructing the jury in any way or
by any reference to the substantive crime charged in thé indict=-
mente |

0e The Court erred in its fallure to instruct the jury
that a verdict in favor of the petitioners would not release
such petitioners from the charge as contained in the indictment.

De 1t affirmatively appears from the evidence and from
the record in the proceedings which form the basis of the judg-

ments and sentences of death upon the petitioners in this case
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that the petitioners and each of them were denied due process
of law and the equal protection of the law in violatlon of
the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitutlon of the United
States as follows:

ge That they were not given a fair and lmpartial
trial and deliberate trial,

r., That they were denied the right of counsel with
the accusbtomed incidents of consultation and of preparation

for trial, as provided by 1law,

2, The Court erred in making and entering its
judgment on writ of error coram nobis filed herein on the
1ith day of Wovember, Ae. De 1936,

%e The Court erred in its further order of finall
judgment on writ of error coram nobis filed herein on the
2nd day of December, Ae. Ds 1936

lie The Court erred in its charge to the jury in
the second paragraph of its written Instructions in using
the words "for murder in the first degree" after the words
"these four men, Lsiah Chembers, Jack Willlamson, Charlis
Davis and Walter Woodward now designated petltloners, were
indicted in the Circuit Court of Broward County, Florida®.

5, The Court srred in its charge to the jury
in the second paragraph of i1ts written instructions in
using the words "of murder in the first degree" after the
words "Upon arraignment, three of these men pleaded guilty,
and the fourth Isiah Chambers, after a trial upon his plea
of not guilty, was found guilty by the jury®.

b The Court erred in-its charge to the jury in
the second paragraph of 1ts written Instructlons in using

the words "upon arraignment, three of these men pleaded
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gullty "notwithstanding the record and evidence before the
jury showed upon arraligmment only two of these men plead
gullty and two plead not guilﬁy; the plea of not gulilvy by
Charlie Davis as dlsclosed by the record was later withdirawn
on to~wit: June __ , 1933, the same day on which the
fourth petitioner, Isiah Chambers, was tried by a jurye

7e¢ The Court errved in giving the following ine

structions to the jury: '

"I nave briefly explained the nature of these
proceedings so that I may make 1t clear, first,
that no gquestion of the guilt or innocence of
these defendants is involved in this matter
now before you, and, second, so that you may '
undserstand why in this trial the'burden of
proof is placed upon these petitioners to
establish to the rPeasconable sablsfaction of

' the jury, by a'preponderance of the evidence
the truth of the fact élleged in at least
one of the two assignments oi error I have
just explained to you, rather than any bur-
den of proof upon the State.

Accordingly, if it has been established to
your reascnable satisfaction by a preponder-
ance of the evidence, that either ons, or at
leas®t one, of these two assgignments of error
is true, then you will bring in a verdict
for the petitionerss If it Ls not esbablish-
ed to your reasonable satisfaction by a pre-
ponderance of therevidence, that at least
one of these two assignments of error is
true in point of fact, then you will bring

in a verdict for the State. Preponderance
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of the evidence means the probative welght,
influence, force or poweb of the evldence
as adduced, consldered separately and col-
lectively with reference to the issues in

the casea,"

8¢ The Court erred in allowing in evidence any
reference to the substantive crime charged in the indicﬁu
ment by the State of Florida and erred in instructing the
jury in any way or by any reference to the substantive
crime charged in the Indictment,

9« The Court erred in its failure to instruct the
jury that a verdict in favor of the petitioners would not
release such peiliioners from the charge as contained In
the indictment.

10, ‘The Court erred in each of iits rulings on

ur > .

cach matter set forith as 2 zround for new trial in petitlonerss
&

motion and amendment thereto for a new trial,
11, The Court erred in denying petltionsers? motion
for an instructea verdicte
- 12, The Court erred in entering its final Judgment
against the petitlioners because
1t affirmatively appears Ifrom the evidence and
from the record in the procsedings which form
the basis of the judgnents and sentences of
death upon the petitioners in this case that
the petitioners and each of them were denled
due process of law and the equal protection
of the law in violation of the fourteenth
amendment to the Constitubion of the United

States, as followsy
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(a) That they were nobt given a fair and im-
partial trial,

(b} That they were deniled the right of counsel
with the accustoned iIncidents of consultatlon

and of preparation for trial, as provided by law.

Sidney J. Catts
John Ziegler
Se Ds McGill

Attorneys for Petitioners .

Is Ja We Salisbury, State Atitorney for the Fif-
teenth Judicial Circuit of Florida in and for Palm Beach
County, hereby acknowledge receipt of a copy of the above
and foregoing complete assignments of error this 19 day
of January, As. De 1937

Je We Salisbury
State Attorney

On the 19th day of January, 1937, the Petitioners,
Isiah (Izell)} Chambers, Jack Williamson, Charlie Davis
and Walter Woodward (VWoodard), filed thelr Written
Directions to the Clerk as to making up Transcript of

Reecord, in the words and figures following, to-wit:
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
PIPTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF
FLORIDA IN AND FOR PALM BEACH
COUNTY »

CRIMINAL #1395

ISIAH (IZELL) CHAMBERS,
JACK WILLIAMBSON,

CHARLIE DAVIS and

WALTHER WOODWARD (WOODARD),

DIRECTIONS TO THE CLERK
VSQ_ ’

: A8 TO MAKTING UP TRANSCRIPT
THZ 3TATE OF FLORIDA, -

)
)
)
Petitioners, )
)
)
| 0F RECORD

Defendant in Error.

TO: HONORABLE GEORGE 0. BUTLER, CLERK CF CIRCUIT COURT OF

PATM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA:

You Willjplease prepare-a transcript of record in the
above named and stated case for the petitionerss Tou are
hereby directed to commence the making up of said transcript
on the lLith day of February, Ae. De 1937, said date being not

less than fifteen days after the filing of these directlons.

. vou are further directed to copy and make a part of sald

transcript the following papers and proceedings, to-wit:

-1. The assignment of errors on writ of coram nobise

2. Traverse or answer of State Attormey to assignment
of errors on writ of coram noblse.

Ze The verdict of The jury.

lie The final judgment rendered in sald cause on the
l&ﬁh day of November, Ae Do 19364

e The final judgment rendered in said cause on the
ond day of December, Aes De 1936,

6, The bill of excepbions and also the assignment of

errors made a part thereof, and also stipulation To settle
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bill of exceptions and acknowledgment of service of
copy of proposed bill of exceptions and assigmment of
errorse

Te Praecipe for writ of error and the recording of
said writ of erroras

8e Scire Faclas ad Audiendum Errores and service of

same on Attorney General and State Attorneye:

9s Motion for change of venues,

10. Order Tor change of venue,

11, Recite and copy the minutes of Court on 12th day
of October, A. Ds 1936, and each time subsequent thereto
pebitioners were before Court in this case,

12. Recite recordation of order extending time to
present and settle bill of exceptions in minutes Circuit
Court, and copy such orders

13, Recite and copy Complete Assigmments of Error
filed herein on the 19th day of January, A, D 1937,

i, These directions to the Clerk for making up trans-
cript of record, |

15, Certify said transcript according to lawe

Sidﬂey de Catts, dle
John Ziegler
Se D, McGill

Attorneys for Petitioners

Received a true copy of the above and foregoing written
directions to the Clerk as to making up transcript of record
on the 19 day of January, A. De. 19357

Je We Salisbury

State Attorney, Palm Beach County,
Florida &
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Certificate of Clerk

Ly, Geoce Co Butler;'01erk of the Circuit Court in
and for the County of Palm Beach, State of Florida, do
hereby cértify that the Ioregoing pages numbered from
1 te 378, inclusive, contain a correct transcfipﬁ cf the
. record of the judgment in the case of Isiah (Izell)
Ghémbers, Jack Williesmson, Charlie Davis and Walter
Woodward (Woodard), Petitioners, against The State of
Florida, Respondent, and a true and correct recital and
copy of all such papers and proceedings in said cause, as
appear, upon the records and files of my office, that have
been directed to be included in said itranscript by the
written demands of the said parties.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, T have hereunto set my hand
and affixed the seal of said Circuit Court, this Zeo 7,

day of February, A. Ds 1937

G e @, Sl -

Clerk of Circuit Court, Paim
Beach County, Florida.




I hereby acknowledge receipt of =
true copy of above transcript this

day of Fsebruary, A. D. 1937,

State Attorney



