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Clashes Between Lawyers Mark
Effort to Impeach Negro Cook

E. IL- Plckett, an employeo of the
Beck & Gregg HHardware comnpany,
and the man mentioned by Roy Craven
on the witness stand, was next put
up as a wituess for the stato,

He corroborated whal Craven sald
amt through him the state made an
open figat to lmpeaeh Minolan Me-
Knlght and anlso to contradlet Mrs.
Emil Selig, who, on cross-examina-
tion, denied the conversation sho ig
sald to have had with the cook iIn
urging hey to keop quiet about what
sho had geen at the Krank homne,

“"Were you present whon Lhlg affl-
davit of Minola Menight was signed?”
nsked Mr, Dorsey,

“Yes.'

“Who slgned 1?

“Minola MeKunight,

*Did you talk to her befors she
slgnea it

“Yea,”
t':who way present before she signed
i ’

. Present When She Signed I,

“Deolectives Campbell and Starnos,
Roy Cravon, George (lordon, the woms
an's fwnyer; Albort MoKnight, hor
husband, and myself,” sald Pleckett,

“Tell ns what she sald Just Lefore
gho signed tho paper?’ sald Me. Dor-
B2

Y.

“We askod her about what Albort
had told us and ‘at flyst sho refused
to tadk, and then she denfcd it all,
After o few minules sho admitted a
few of tho things Albert had told us
she had told him.”

'"SWhat wero somo of thoe tirst things
sho ndmitted?” .

“She - thrst acknowledged that she
had been caulloned by Mrs. Emil Solly
to Keop hor mouth shut sbout wald
she had geen and heard In the Frank,
or Sellg howe, then she acknowludged
that she had boan given a little more
monoy than hor usual pay.

*Phen the woman gol hysterical
agaln and declared she would not
taik bofors the detectives and thoy
want out of the room,” Plekott con-
tinued,

“Flaally sho told us that she had
beon cautioned not to tell anyibilng,
that sho [knew, but that what Atbert
had  told us wwas true, continued
Plekott,

“Mr, Craven thon began to write In
t*ug hand her statement, a8 wo had no
stenographer thars thent

“Poes this affidavit contnin nny-
thing thnt the woman did not say?
atked Mr, Dorsey.

“1t does not,” replled Plekelt,

Mr, Rosser objected to that,

art of Aftldavit ANl Right,

Judge Roan then siated that he
would not rule out the sutire affi-
davit, but that 1t there was anything
irrelevant in it, he would have to rule
that out,

“IPor Instance,” snld the judge, "it
tha affidavit coniains n stntement
about a conversatlon botween Mrs, |
Frank and her mother-in-ltaw made!
when Loo FPrank was nat present, that
part could not go In gvidence,”

“] want to go over with this wit-
ness evaerything that i held relevant,”
Mr., Dorsey announced,

“All right,” repifed Judge Ropn,

“wWhat did Minoln first say in re-
gard to Frank and his dinner?” -

“She first deciared he ate dinner,” |

Pickett replied,
“Whart dlt she sny iater?”
“Later sha admitted (hat Frank ate

no dinner.”

“What 4id sho first say about the
timoe Frank staved nt the house at
lunch hour on April 262"

“ghe ifrst safid ho stayed there long
enough to eat his meal”

“What did ghe later say?”

“Later sho admitted thnt ho ate no
dinnor and that he 1eft tho house
about ten minutes afier he had eutor-
ed (£ ,

"What did Minola firat say about
Albert bglng there at the time?”

“8he first declared he was not thore,”
replicd Plokett,

“Lator?

"Lator she sworo that he had beon
there"

“What @id she say at firat as to
whother or not tho Sollgs discussed
tha killing at tho dinner table Sun-
day 1"

Attornoy Hosser objeeted at once and
Judge Moan ruled that the state might
nsk  about what conversation took
place In Frank's pressnce or what he
sald or wes asked,

Changed Hepr Stntement,

“Well, what did the cook say in ro-
gard 1o n conversation at dinner that
3unday in the Selig homo aboutl the
ciifing and in which discussion Frank
fook partt” asked Doreey. ‘e

was Iying

“She first said  Albort
when hoe sald she had told hlhin of
Lhat.” . . .

“What dld she say  later?

“Later sho admitted having heard
the convorsation,” roplled the witnoss,

“Whnt did ?hn first say about hav-
Ing been cautloned to keop qulet on
vheti sho know?!

Attorney Rosser objocten
question.

"Your honor, Mrs., Emll Sellg, on the
'stand, denled that she had ever cau-
tHoned the cook to Rkeep quiet, and
Minoln on the stand also denled that
8he had ever been so cauticned.”

“Well, put your question again,” gald

~Judge Roan,
\ The sollcitor then asked it and the
witness roplied that Minola had frst
[dented that she haa evor beon caue
tioned to keep quiet, but that later
she had acknowledged it.

“IVs immaterial and no matter whe
(it contradicts, 1t can't gé on record,”
burst out Attorney Rosser,

“Your honor,” he continued,” sup-
pose one of the witnesses had got up
here on the stand and swore that Mary
hover had a little lamb, why Daorsey
over thero would want to impeach
that witnoss on ns Immaterial a thing
s that,” .

“Your honor,” sald Attorney I*rank
A. Meoper. who up to this polnt had
kept aut of the wrangle, “Just give me
a chance and I will show you that
this gubject Is admissible. This wit-
hess hare on tho stand may be used
to Impeach a score of witnesses nand
one statement from him may do it,

May Impench Many Witnenses,

“Ihat statemont was obtained from
the “witness In order that the state
might eontradlet Mry. Selig, who SWore
on the stand that no suoh conversa-
tlon ever (ook place, Now we - aro
Impenching Minola McKnfght, but that
doos not keep us from contradicting,
or impeaching anothor witness at the
sameo time"

After further points by Attorney
Hoopor, Judge Roan ruled that the
questlon might go in, "Tho defonse
reglstered a formal objoction but mado
no further argwment,

Mr. Dorsey then had (he witness tell
ihow tho negro cook had first dented
'heing cautloned o keep rqulet, but that
Ilater she had admitted 1t.
| "What dld the woman first say about

er wapoes!' Mr. Dorsey next asked,

Tho defense registored a forma)l ob-
jection to this, but Judge Roan al-
lowea it

“Sho firat snld her wages were the
same as usual,” sald the wltness.

“What did gho Iator say?*

“Later sho anld she had bean given
more money.”

“What did she say about belng given
o hat by Mrs, Frank?

“I make the same objection to that,
your honor,” sald My, Arnold,

“ANl right,' replied Judge Roan, “1ot
it go on record.” :

"At first Minola did not mention n
hat, and wo know nothing about her
having been glven one,” gaild the wits
ness, “but later she admitted that Mrs,
Frank had given her one.

“Who first montioned a hat befors
hor?

“8ho dld fArst,” sald the witness,

“Did anybody threaten horp”

“No, all wo did was to ask hor ques-
tions.”

to this

Detectives Not There.

“When you were questioning her
wera Dotoctives Campbell ang Starnes
there?'

i "No.

' “When ala they come In?

I “They came In later when we called
thom."”

"Whero was her attornoy?”

"He came in with the doteotives.”

i, Mr. Rosser took up the cross-oxam-
ination.

| "When Minola made her first state-
ment why dldn't you tuka that for tho
truth?' nsked Mr. Rosser.

! "Weo didn't belleve what she sald,”
replied the witness,

“Was she then In jallp"

"No, she was at the polico station.”

"Just as bad, just as bad,” comment-
ed Mr. Rossor,

“Did you go to seo Dorsey?”

"Yag."

“Why did you go thered*

“Because 1 had promised Albert 1
would try to got his wife qut,"

“What did Dorsey say to you?

“He sald ho was willlng for Craven
ﬂndr)lll‘ot Ko m‘\t the woman's bond,”

“DIdN't you know the pol
do thamt, police had to

“Well, T know My, Dorsoy sald he
was willing for the woman to got out
on bond.”

Watnted (0 Get Statement.

“Well, why dld you grill har for
threo houvs instead of getling her
out?” snapped Attornoy Rosser,

“Wo wanted 1o got a stotement
from her before we got her out.”

“No, you all knew that if you got
her to te)) the atory that these detece
tives here wanted her to tell that then
he would be turned 1ooge,” sald Mr.
Rtosser, pointing at Detectives Camps
bell and Starnes,, who sat with tho
solicitor.

“1 know no such thing" retorted
the witness,

. “You told her that it she admltted
to bo true what Albert clalmed that
she could got out, didn’t you?”

“1 did not and nefther dld anyone
olge whilo I was thero”

"The police treated her mighty nice

after she sald whi: thoy wanted her
to say, dian't they'” sald  Attorney
Rosser with n ser: s of grimaces and
gestures, which hy inter termod as
“monkey-motions” .and declared ne
knew the wlitnese nor no one else
could imitnto,

"l?‘ cor“rot:l thi: they treated her
nice and turned hy out after .aho had
sald what sho did, but it don't sound
nlce becnuse as inr as I 'l.ma\\' they
had always wreate§ her—-. .

“No, it don't siu-nd nice, does it?
thundered Rosser,

Rap Stopy Langhter.

Therse was & gioeral laugh In the
conrtroom and depities had to rap
sharply for order.

“You Kuew this woman was there
hecause she wou't not say \\‘.hat u:}:
police wanted her to say, dldn't you?
agserted the attorr oy,

“1 knew she w2 belng' held to get
some sort of n s.:tement from her lr_\
regard to what h husband had sald”

“And you wen' ‘there to get her to
make the stateri-nt that the detoe-
tives wanted?”

“I had no intation of getting her
to make any part-cular statement, ex-
cept the truth,” replied Mr, Plekett,
Ho was then excused (rom the stand,
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