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DIDNOT DISEUSS
CULT OF FRANK

Blakely Men in Depositions
Deny That Juryman Hens-
lee Made Statements At-
tributed to Him.

That Atticus H. ‘Uenslee, the ven-
triloquist on the Frank jury, did not
discuss with them Leo M. Frank's con-
nection with the murder of Mary Pha-
Kian, or make any remarks about what
he would do In case he should ha placed
on nm‘jury. was the sworn atatement
of L. E, Dlack and Walter Thomas, two
citizens ¢f Makely, (fa., whosé deposi-
tions wers filed In superlor court by
Attorneys R. R.-Arnold and L. %, Ros.
ser for the detfense,

It way stated recently that these men
Would awear that Henslee, while in
Rlakely as a traveling salesman, had
said that U he ever got on the jury
gml he would remain there until
( hristmas before he would turn Frank
6086, but both men denied that ho ever
made the remarks before them.

This wan to be one of the strong
points In.the demand tor a new trial
for the man convieted of the murder,
the hiearing of which is set for Octobsr

From present indieations, although
the defensc s working steadfly pro-
paring its complets motlon, {t (s not
balteved that the hearlpg will be pos-
#.ble befure November 1.

Should the defense be ready hy Oc-
toher 4. which iz Saturday week, the
state will probnbl{ requirs time In
which to meet thelr clalma ana it s
not belleved that a hearing will be had
antd]l later. The postponement menns
apparently that not Judge L. 8. Hean,
the tris) jndge, but some other mem-
her of“the superior court, possibly
dJudge B. H. Hill, wiil preside at the
hearfng. )

Judge Roan is duc to take his placo
on the court ¢f appeals by Octlober 11
and on tha{ dale Judge Hill {8 due fo
take "his seat on the suporior ecourt
bench. One of the Fulton judges will
hear the appesl and it is beljoved that
Judge HilL will be the one.

Refused to Annwer Quesntlons.

According to the defense the twd
Blakely men refused to answor any
quentfons. fn regard to. what Mr, Hens.
lee had snld before them: and an corder
was taken requiring themn fto go he-
fore W, W, righl, a notary publie
of Early county, in which Blakely is
situated, and make thelr deposiilons,

Hoth the moen declared that lensloo
had never sald anything which would
.show hlin prejudiced.”  According to
thelr answers to the questlons, Hens.
lee and 'Thoma#, the latter a Aruggist,
were dlacuu!nq the casa some (iine
befora the trial and Black overheard
the converaation,

Hoth ndmitted - that Ifensfeo and
Thoman had discussed the evidence as
brought out §n the newspapers, but
both the Blakely mon detled that
Hensleo had sald anythiug thdt would
;gcllcatu his’ opinton in ‘regard - to
TR, . F

The defense mado n requost Thurs-
day for cerialn documontsiin the pos-
sesslon of the state, nnd {these wete
taken to them by . A, Stephens, nse
siytant to Holicltor Hugh M. Dorsey.
‘They wers various documents used
anring  the tria), und of which the
defengo had no copy. . .

Both ‘Sidex Confident.

Both aldes are hard at work, the
state confident that no’ new triaf witt
be granted, abd the defonso taking
the opposito view. In case (he wu-
pertor court judge should refuse a hew
trial, 1t §s known that the defense
will carry tie ecass.to the supreme
court for n declsfon. . .

Should a new trial boe granted fn
uny of the courts, an interesting:
proposition will arise, It {8 kuown.
that Solleitor -Dorsey has certain evie
denes not scctred in time to uss in
tha firgt trlal, and 3t Is staled that
the defensg has nisd secured ovidenco
that tends to corroborate thelr plea of
Frank's innocence. Un what l,ironmlq
tho new trial- would bo fought out,
und whether features that went ints
the first telal would bs Introduced in
the second, are already causiug speed.
ntion among those who have foilow.
cd the cago. .

it -is regarded as cortain that the
defense would object to that part of
Jim Conley's story which referred to
alleged provious Incldonts with wom.
et in Krank's office, #bd that this
would frotmbiy be ruled out, as Judge
tioan, In allowing it beforo, sald that
had the defense objected at once, and
nut atter they had sought to break
it down, that he would have had te
rute it out. The question has also
bean ralsed as to whother or not char-
weter would be an lssue.

It is also bLelfoved that the defonsa
would not mmunke the atisck on Conley
that was previously made, bul would
usk him a few guestlons and then dis-
miss him, with the idea of conveying
te the jury that the negro’'s mass of
lies was not worth thelr notice,
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