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LEDFRANK ANSWERS
LIST OF QUESTIONS
BEARING ON PONTS
MADE AGAINST HI

Stated That He Was Will-
ing to Reply to Any Ques-
tions That Might Be in the
Mind of the Public, and

. Asked to Answer Any
Such That Might Be Pro-
1 pounded to Him.

TELLS HOW JIM CONLEY
COULD HAVE SLAIN GIRL:
AND ESCAPED DETECTION

| Asserts That Very Fact
That He Admitted He Had
Seen Mary Phagan on the
Day of the Murder, Thus
PIacing Himself Under
Suspicion, Was Proof in
Itself That He Was Inno-
cent of Crime..

e e W gy

I'robably the most interesting state-
ment yet issued by Leo. M. Frank in
connection with the murder for which
he has been sentenced to hang, is one
that he has furnished to ‘The Consti-
tution iu the form of a scries of an-
BWOPrsS (u guestions which weryg pro-
pounded to him beuring_on tbe case.

“These questions were preparcd by
a representative of The Constitution
whie visted Urank at the Power. last
week.

“A I me any questions you wish,”
¥rauk told the reporter.

In accordance with that, the report-
e wrote out a list of questions which,
he asserted, comprised the most sa.
lient points the prasccution had
Jdevoug m out aguinst hlm, and o each
of thcse Frank- has given an answer,

Here Are

Questions, »
tollowing wre the questions which

were ‘asked: '

Question 1. Why did you let Newt
Loc off that atternoon, the first time
he was gver off, as Lec testified?

Question- 2. The last thing-known
aebout Mary Phagan’'s mnovements being
her visit to your office, and the body
being found in the basement of the fac-
tory in the same building as your of-
fice, what .is your ecxplanation of how
she could'have been murdered without
vour Knowing anything about it?

Question 3. You say the wording of
the notes is plainiy that of a necgro.
Isn't it possible that the negro could
have written only the substance, in his
own way, of the notes dictated by you?

Question 4. Evidence was offered to
show that on previous occasions you
had given Mary Phagan's pay to liclen
Forguson-when the latter called for it.
1s it true that you told Helen ¥ergu-

son on tho day preceding the tragedy
that Mary Phagan would come for her
pay the tollowing day?

Queéstion 5  You said you did not
know Mary Phazan. Gantt says you
had tallked to him about her. How do
you explain this?

Question 6. You sald you examined
the alleged. blood spots on. the sccomd
{loor on Monday following the murder.
ISvidence was offered lo show that the
blood .spot$ had been chipped up be-
{orc’ you could ‘have come to the fae-
tory., llow do you exblain this? Was
anyone with you when you L\.Lmlneu
theso allegcd blood spots?

Question 7. Wouldn't it have been
the natural -thing to telephone Montag
about getting a deteetive, instead of
Schiff? Why did you tclephonc Schiff,
and not Montag?,

Question 8. Is it true thm. at nm
coroner’s inquest you gave one time for
the arrival of Mary Phagan at your
oftice, at the trial you gave another
timeo? If true, how do you explain this
conflicting testimony?

Question 9. Did you not at one time
say you were not out of your office
at 12:05 o’clock? 'Did not Monteen
Stover say she. was there at that time
and you were not in? Did you not then
change your statement? If so, what
i3 your expkuution. )

Quustion 10. At . first, you said tho
time clock slip pumhed by Newt Lee
was correct, .did you hot? Later, you
sald there were discrepaiicles, Is this
not true? If true, how do you ex-
plain the contradiction?

Question 117 Did you not tell Mrs.
White -to hurry from the factory, that
you were in haste to leave? Did you
hot, when .sho.had gone, resume your
geat, and begin ,writing? "If so, how!
do you explain what you said ‘to Mrs.
White?

Question 12, \Why did you refuse to
sce Jim - Conloy 'before the trial, when
he oftered to face you?

Question: 13, When- you made your
slatement: before ‘the police, dldn't you!
Fail to -mention the visit of’ Lemmle
Quinn? I so, why?

Question 14.-- Did you ask him not to.
say anything ahout his visit -until you
had consulted your lawycrs" It so,!
why? = ° .

Question 18, When your character
was put in issue, why did you--not in-
tlst upaon  your. attorneys cross-ques-
loniug the witnesses who testifled
ugalnst your character?

. Question 16. If a girl were never seen

Continued on Page Ten.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



LEO FRANK ANSWERS
LIST OF QUESTIONS

Continued From Page One.

alive after she had -been known to visit
o certaln man’s office, and if that girl
was found the next day in the same
building as that office—dead, murder-
ed—would you call it persecution for
that man to be arrested and vigorous-
ly prusecuted?

Question 17, Would you call it prej-
udice for that man to be suspected?

Frank’s

Answers,
Question 1--Why did you et Newt Lee ofl

to hiny about her. How do you explain
thia?- - .

y Answer—What Gantt said wag an
‘unquzlified falsehoed. 1 mnever knew
. that Gantt knew: Mary Phagan inti-
mately until Halloway told me after
the murder on Monday, April 28, 1813,
when I went_ to the factory in the
| afternoon at about 3 o’clock. .
1 Question 6—You sald you examined the al-
eged bicod spois on the secend floor on
! Monday foliowing the murder, Evidence
; was oifered to show that the blood spots
*had bedn chipped up befors you could.have
come to the factory. How do you explain
this? - Was anyone with you when you ox-
amined these alleged blood spota?
Answer—Messrs, Schiff, Stelker, Zi-
gancke, Quinn, Darley, Campbell and

Halloway, were with me when I exaw-

ined the alleged “blgod spots.” The
. police had taken up only a few c¢hips
" from the spot, and left the remainder
of the spot, which I examined. They
didn’t take away-.the whole spot, nor
did they take up the floor. .

Question T—1Wouldn't it have been - the
natural thing to telephane Montag about
getting & detective, instead of Schiff? Why
dia you telephone Schiff, and not Montag?

Answer—When I
Schiff it was Mr. Montag’s lunch hour,
,and I couldn't got Mr, Montag on the
‘ phone. 3Mr. Schiff wuas at the factory

office, and, so, when Mr, Montag gave
* his permission to Mr, Schiff to hire
detectives, he could more-readily ar-
range au interview and receive de-
tectives than I, who was at my resi-
dence, could. AMr, Schiff was my assist-
ant, and naturally I had him do this
work for me. 1 don’t gee the materi-
ality of this question. The material
point is that as soon as I could X had
a detective employed and put upon the
cage to ferret out the crime.

Question 8—Is it true that at the cor-
oner’s inquest you gave one time for the
arrival of Mary Phapan at your office, at
the trial you gave another time? It true,
how go you explaln this conilieting testi-
mony? .

¥

Anewor—This ie

nat fwiin At tha

coroner's inquest I sald: “She got|
there—of course, it is pretty hard to!
give the exact time—but U venture to
say It as mnear as possible. between
12:10 and 12:15.” At the trial I said:
*“Miss Hattie Hall finished the work|
and startad to leave when thao 12!
o'clock whistle blew, she left the office!
and returned, it looked to me, almost
immediately, calling into my office that
she had forgotten something, and then
she left for good. , ", 'To the best
orf my lmowlcdf:o, it must have becen
from 10 to 15 minutes after Mivs (Hat-
tie) Hall left my oftice, when thiy lit-
tle_girl, wwhom I afterwards found to

that afternoon, the first time ho was over be Mavy. Phagan, entered my oftice and

off, as Lee testified?

Answer—Lee had been employed at
the ractory for but two weeks. Almogst
any expericnee, -therefore, he would
huave had at the factory would be for
the “first time.”” I had on Iriday,
April 25, received and accepted an in-

vitation from my Dbrother-in-law, Mr. | the -prosecution claims I
Ursenbach, to g0 to the ball'game.on Would

sSaturday afternoon.  Accordingly, on

asked for her pay envelope.”

» Let me call attention, at this point,
to the fact that if 1 had been guilty,
nothing on earth would bave induced
me to have vevehled the fact that 1
had seen and talked with Mary Pha-
gan in my office a few seconds hefore
killed her.
the man who killed Mary Pha-
gan have freely and voluntarily stated

Friday night I had directed Lee to re- 1 that he saw her and talked with her

port early on Saturday,
thought I would be absent from the
factory Saturday afterncon at the ball
gaiag.  but on account of the had
weather and the accumnulation of work,
1 called off this ongagement at about
1:25 p. m., Saturday when T was home
to lynch. Lee, however, reported early.
as directed, but 23 ¥ had changed my-
plans and was to remain at the fac-
tory, thers was noneed for Lee to re-
main there unless he so desired.
didw't ingist on hig leaving. T told him!

because I  Just a few moments before she was

rRunnosed fo hava heen killed? \Would
not every instinct of self-presarvation
have caused him to conceal the fact
that he had seen her at ull? Why, if
he wers guiltg should he disclose the
fact that he had seen her, especlally
when no one had seen him talking
with _her, and it _could not be proved
that he had seen her? If I had a guilty
consciance would I have freely and

I{ voluntarily stated, as I did, that T had

seen and talked with Mary Phagan?

Ite could go if he chose, and he availed And if T did not hesitate to declare

himself of thig permission. It was a|
matter of perfect indifference on my
part whether he stayed or went; but I
did insist on "his returning not later
thau 6 o'clock to the factory.

Question 2—The -last thing known about
Mary Phagan's movements being her visit
to your office, and the body- being found in
the basemnent of the factory In the same
building as your office, what is your ox-
planation of how she could have been mur-
;I‘e';'ed without your knowing anything about

that T had seen and tulked with Mary
Phagan (whiclh way the biﬁ. important
fact), what ghicet could rave had
in misstating the time that 1 saw her?

I stated simply the truth, and the
whole truth., I gave the timo io the
best of my recollection,

Proof 1
Am Innocent.

Question $—Did you not at _one time say

.

Answeri-Mary ~Phagmi ‘may  have! You were net out of your office &t 12:05

been attacked as she went.down, at the
foot of tha steps; in sucli 2 way that
she was unable to make any outery
at all,  In fact, that is my theory, i
. On the other hand, if she did make
. an gutery there were many things that
i would have prevented my hearlng it,
'T'he head of the stairway leading from
the sceond to the strect floor was

about 70 feet from where I was sitting

at my degle, Half way doawn tha stajr-

wiay was a palr of heavy doors, which

wore kept closed. Therc was % thick,
flooring, plastered undorneath, between ¢
me and the rloor below, Al=o the cle-
vator stogd at the level of the second
flour. Then the two windows in my

outer office wearo open, allowing the
noige from the street to come in. More-

over, T was immorsed in my worl, an
ul course, was not anticlpatling any-
thing out of the ordinary. Please nole
that Lemmio-Quina was:in my offic
talking to'me within three to-five min-
ites after -Mury Phagan left my office
aftor receiving ‘her pay envelope from

me,
Question 3—You say the wording of
notes iy ‘plainly that ot a ncgro. Isn'

d, come, ui

'

o'clock? Did net Monteen Stover say ‘she.
was there st that time and you wetp not
In? Dld you not then change your siate-
ment? If so, what is your explanation?
Answer—T said 1 was not out of my
office at 12:05. I always contended
that, and I still assert it. I never
changed. I may have stepped lo the
tollet for a minute or two, but one
couldn’t remember such an occurrense.
I am nof tully satisficd as to the acey-
racy of Misy Stover’s testimony. She i)
but a child, and may not be accurate.
Tet me say, as 1 did in answer to the
proceding  quastion; thut [ alwavs
staled (reely und voluntarily that I
saw and talked with Mary Phagan in
my office. 1 _gave her her pay envel-
ope. Bhe asked wie iU the metal had
td when I Lold her no. she de-
I did not see her alive agaln,
I had apyibing to conceal apout

parted,
Now, if

co the meeting betweey Mary Phagan and

mysell, If T had been the guilfy man,
would I not have denied from lhe. firast
that I had ever seen her at all? Would
I ever havo.come ferward freely and

the | voluntavily and stated that [ had scen
t it and talked with her? Would T vot have
potsible that the negro could have written tried to conceal that fact?

Let mo say

.only the substauce, it his own way, of the ; that If some other man were accused

notes dictated by you?

Answer—The very idea of writing

of a murder, and he wers to come fur-
ward voluntarily and state, without

- notes and putting- them by tho dead 'any compulsion, that he had seen and
body to divert suspiclon is even more talked with the dead person just a fow
¢haracteristic’ of a drunken, ignorant ,moments before the killing was sup-

! negro than tho language itself,
phatically no. - The whole dictati
| theory -Is silly,
i
. having another write for him. MHe
- kuows that handwriting is a sure clue.
" Jt i3 inconceivable that any white man
could have dictated those notes and it
i3 equally as unbelievable that he conld
be so foolish as to leave them on the
body,, In the second place, please re-
member that it was I and none other
* who guve the detectives ‘the informa-
tion by which they were able to dis-
prove Conley's assertion that he could
not write, It was T who, a8 soon as I
heard that Conley was denying that he

,rect, dld you not? Later,

could write, gave the information
where they could find o ¢ontract signed

|
|

followed this clue, secured the co
he could write, .

Question {—Evidence was offered to show
that on previous occasions you had given
Mdvy Phagan's puy (o Helen TFerguson .
when the latter ocalled for it. Is It {rue
that you told Tlelen Ferguson on the day
proceding tho tragedy that Mary Phagan
would tomme for her pay the following day?

Auswer—I told Ilelen F°‘°F
such thing., She did not testify that I
0 told her. liven the state has never
contended that she so testified, There
is no basis for such an idea.

Helen Ferguson never got even hor!

uson no |

by hilm for tho purchass of a watch reen.
vn the installment plan. The dctectives

the con- }ieal fact.
‘tract, and forced Conley to admit thatl thing,

Em- {posud to have occurred, I iwould say
on i
In the first pliice, no .and was not guilty.
intelligent white man would do such . been

I 4 thing, either by writing himself or . made him hide and conceal the fact of

that the man had a clear conscience
For, if he had
uilty, common sense would have

geeing
kilting. .

Question 10—At first. you said@ Lho time
clock slip punched by Newt Leo way cor-
you said there
were diacrepancies. Ts this not true? It
true, ow do you explain the contradietion?

Answer——At first, T said the slip was
all right, as no successive numbers
were skipped. Mr, N. V. Darley looked
at tho alip, also, and corvoborated this.
Tater, when I studied carefully the
time at which the punches ocourred, T
noted three lapses of one hour instead
of a half bour, as they should have
The whole matter of T.ec's
punching the time clock, while o phys-
Is immaterial. Thera ix one
, however, that is material in this:
matter, When T took out of the elock.
the time slip that Lee punched, T wrote
on it, ‘Taken out at 8$:26a. m,’ to identi-
fy it. Several of those about me at thel
time saw me write on the slip.  This
was a_complele ldentification of this

the dead person just before the

«slip.  Mr. Dorsey, admitted, - In  open’
court, thut he rubbed it out, He says
: he thought a detective wrote thosc

words on it to {dentify it

Question 11-—DId you not tell Mrr, White
to hurry from the factory, that you were
in haste to lenve? DIA° you not, when she

own pay, much less that of another,| hud gone, resume your seat. and begin

tfrom me. I was not the paymaster,
No evidence was presented at the trial
10 show that I was. In .fact
Trerguson herself testified that previous
to Friday, April 25, she never asked
for or recelved an envelope from me.
Sho sald April. 26 was the first_time,
and she is mistaken about this.” Please
uote that the two girls who worked in
her department with her testified at
the trial that theéy werce with Miss Fer-
Zuson when she drew her money from
My Sehiff, and that in thely company
she left the- factory immediately and
sturted for home, Thera was no men-
tion of axking $chiff, who was paying
off, or I'rank, who wuas not at -‘the
cashier's window, for another person's
envelope, The two girls who so testi-
fled were Miss Elicks and Miss Ken-
negdy.  Schiff, who actually paid off
Helen Pergudgon, swore lo this fact at
the trial -

Calls Gantt
A Liar. R

Question $—You said’ yvu 0id not know
Mury Phagan, Gantt says.you -had talked

|

R

, Helen ‘Th

the two
floor,
ithen, a8 T was going home to Junch,

1 less than a minute, 1
;been writlng as she passed, and was truthfully testify agitinst my charac-
"not writiug.

‘| the crima on me,

.port the fact to my lawyers.

|

{

writing? If so, how do you expiuin what
you said to Mry, White?

Angwer—T did not tell Mrs. White to
urry from the factory. J told her that
if she did not wish to be locked i1 with
boys al work on the fourth
that she would have to leave

and was going to lock up the factovy.
T did not mention haste. As T foltowed
her down the stairs at an interval of
could not have

T may have been placing
papers together preparatory to leav-
ing, but I had nothing to wrtic. "The
record ‘vl the case bears me out in thls,

Quostjon 1Z—\Wny did you refuse to sop
Jim Conley before the trial, when ho of-
fered to face you?

Answer——Conley came to my cell sur-
rounded - by detectives who Bad put
themselves on record as being antago-
nistic to. me. Theéy wero not hunting
the truth; they, were trying to fusten
L No matter what I
would have done, if 1 consented to the
interview, they would have used it
against me. At ihe trial the negio

'never looked at-me once, though my

eyes were glued on him thie whole thue.

Questlon 13—When you made your .-wmtao]

ment befors the polico, didn’'t you {uil e
nention the visit of Lemmie Quinn? .1t so,
why 0

y ? |
Answer--To the police I did -rail to

mention Lemmic ainn's visit, It
slipped my mind, though it was a- cir-
cumstance favoradle to me  But his
statement, and my own, that he called
and saw me In my office that diy, has
never been guestionud. A5 soun as
Quinn mentioned to me the fait of his
vigit to me¢ the day of the rurder.
it refreshed my memory, and [ at once
vemembered it
Question 14-—DId you nsk hln{ not to say
anything .about hiz visit  until you had
consulted your lawyers? If no, why? .
Answer—Neo. I told him to tell fhe
truth. Not knowing’ exsctly what the
police were claiming (at that time), and
not being a luwyoer, 1-did not know
what value Quinn's visit could have as
evidence, and 1 pld Quinn I would re-

Character-
‘Witnesses. ’
Questlon ~ 16—Whnn  your, vhuracter was

put in Izsue, -awvhy did.you not inslat .upon
your attorneys cross-gucstioning (he wite

first phoned Mr. |

'

nesees who testitied against your character?

Aunswer—My expervience with Dalton,
the first character witness against me,
Thud given me and wy attorneys fuir
warning what to expect from tha so-
called chapacter witnesses, Here was
a man upon whom 3 had never laid
mf- eyes before he took his scat in Lhe
witness chalir, and of whom 1 had never
lieard, and yet he swore sclemnly to
aotg wnd doings with me that wers ut-
terly and absolutely untrue and with-
ont the slightest foundatfon, Waa- not
ythis faiv warning to me and my attor-
ineys of what they might expect from
‘the other so.culled character witness-
ces? ‘There was nothing that Lthey could

iter, but T had ‘peen duly warned that 1
;g(nu;i not rely upon,%their speaking the

rith. ‘

My Jawyers decided that if they cross-
exwmined those chinracter witnessoes, it
would allow these hostile people to tell
ull they heard about me in the way of
vile slander-—not what they knew.

loaded with slanders about me just {or
the purpose of telliug them on cross-
examination. They did not want to
glve them the chance to repeat malis
cvlous tales against me which they had
ne opportunity to investigate or an-
swer,

Qiieniion 1ow—il & 5ifl W66 naver sedi alive
utter she had been known to visit a cer-
tain “nan’s offtce, and i that girl was
| tound the next day In the same buliding an

that office—dead, murdéred--would you cull
it persecution for that man to be arrested
and vigorously prosecuted?

Answer—If the only facis known
were whut vou state, then it would not
bo surprising that sueh a man should

They felt that these witnesses had heen'

he arrested, and if subsequent develop-.

ments -indubitably puinted to him as
the Pm‘sxetratm' of the crime, that he
should be vigorously prosecuted. But
if, after this man's arrest, a negro
brute is discovered, who admits u
knowledge of the crime, who admits
writing the very notes found by the
body, though, at first, steadfastly de-
nying he could write at all, and whe,
after vepeated visits and’ promptings
from the detectives and the solicitor,
finally invents a prepostercus and un-
helievable tale, putting the' ¢rime on
the man arrested in order to‘save his
own neck-—-then 1 would say that the
funther prosecution of this man is per-
Kecution, indeed!

! Question 17--Weuld you call it prejudice
{ for that man to be suspected?

L Answer—Not prior to the timoe th
apother was shown te have had the
vortunity -to commil {he crime.

at
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