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Will Leo Frank’s

Lawyers Put

Any Evidence Before the Jury:

Wil Frank's Iawyers put any evi-:

dence before the court?

That 18 4 question
discussed on the opening “day by al
score or moroe of lawyers who sccured
weats In the courtroomn in order to-hvar:
the trial and to watch the way in which |
Wie skilled ntlorneys on hoth sides
wandled the case, )

‘The fact that so many witnesses have !
heen sumnnoned by tho dofense docs
not mean to the legnl mind that Attor-
neys Roseor and Arnold will put up |
any cvidenco any more than the sum-f
montng of gcores of the aceused man's:
persounl frlends menns that Frank's|
fnwyers will put bis character In evis:
denee.

The presence of the witnosses m:l)“
mean that the defense will, as usual, |
uso them, or It may mean that the,\”

thal was much |

-state’s witnesses and
| without puttlug up any of thelr, own.'

marely subpoaenacd them to keep the|
stite from learnlng v advance that.
they did not tntend to put up any evie'
dence, :

Thern 1s n cortuln advantage in some
cases In nol putiing up any evidence
for the defense. It gives the defending
attorneys tho right to cloke in the ada-
dresses to the jury and frequently it
delfvers to the jury 4 message that the
defenso regards the state's nccusutions
as.of s0 }Mitle welght and importance
thet they do not have to rebut them.

In many famous  cages, although
these are In the mluority, the dcfense
has been content to erosg.examine the
then to close

The discussion proved an interesting|
one during the recess. for lunch. Mon-
day.
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