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MKNIGHT BADLY INJURED
 TRYING TO SLIP INTO CITY
- UNNOTICED BY DETECTIVES

®

Witness for the State, Who
Repudiated Testimony
Against Leo Frank Re-
cently, Falls From Passen-
ger Train While Attempt-
ing to Swing Off at Rose-
land Station.

BRIBE OFFER ALLEGED
IN AN AFFIDAVIT MADE
BY NEW FRANK WITNESS

‘Mrs. Mattie Miller Says A.
S. Colyar Promised Her
$1,000 if She Would Tell
“Infamous Story”--Frame-
Ups and Coercion Charged
to Detectives in Other Af-
fidavits.

Dangerously injured while swinginz
from an incoming Southern train aut
Foseland station in an attempt to en-
terr the city, under cover of darkness
and unnoticed by detectives. Albert Mo
"Knight. the missing  wituess in the
Frank case who revently repldiated
his testimony, was found unconscions
begide the railroad tracks last night
by the engineer of triain No, 32,

He was pieked up and put in the bhag-
gawe eav, in which he was brought into
the Terminal station at §:15 o'cloelk, at
which time train Nu. 52 s due ta m
vive, His hody was  hadly  eut and
bravsed and he is porobably internally
injured, He was alzo ~ui and gushed
in the head.

e was carrvied fo Faivbasen hos-
pital, where he is reported o be in a
sepious condition. A Conulivutlon ve-
porter  was refused admission to his
ward beciause he had been put (o sleen
under an anaesthetic. Twa. detertives
ivigited the hospital a short while previ-
ously. however, but declare they did
not interview hin.

‘Betectives
Visit McKnight.

They were Detectives John Huollings-
worth and J. ‘I Tuggle. Police heast-
gquarters was tipped off to MeRnight's
appearance In the city shortly after he
arvived, Hollingsworth  and  Tugale
went at once to the hospital. They say
that their only reason for the vislt was
to ascertuin if the negro was the miss-
ing witness. 'They say he is.

They commiunicated with Chief ban-
fovd. asking if they should interview
him. The chief, it ir suid. instrocted
them 1o return to headyuarters and usi
acl further in the eause. Chinf Lanfoud
devlares that neither of the detectives
talked with the negro.

Aceording to detertive offivials, Mo
Knight was bound for Atlanta on
Southern train No. 15, due at the Teriu-
inal station at 7:30 "o’clock. He hut
been missing from Atlants, they say.
ever since having made his repudin-
tion some weeks ago, Last night, for
gome unaceountable reason, he was ro-
turning {o the city on No. 16, Thu
point from which he was coming, the
detectives say, is not known.

At Roseland station, a slowing-down
point, the negro, it wasg staled by the
detectives, trice to swing from the
moving train and was thrown to thé
zround,

Tells of
Bribe Offer.

Tlic sworn accusulion of Alrs, Mauir
JMiller, & young woman Hving at 5%
Starietta. street, Lo the eoffsel thal A
8. Colyar had, in interest of Frank's
prosceutors, made her an offer of §1.040u
lo swear to an infaumous story on the
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itnegs stand. has been given out by
e convicted man’s defense.

Mrs. Miller declares she flatly
1sed the offer. and commanded (Col-
ar to leave her residence. She has
1ade an affidavit which is in posses-
on of Frank's counsel. '

Chief Newport A.. lanford, of the
olice detective departmenl, was Sur-
rised at the woman's startling charge.
e stated to o reporter for The Con-
titution that the story was false that
olvar, in-interest of ¥rank's prose-
ution, had made her any offer of brib-
ry. He also declared Colyar had nev-
» bean associated with the detective
ureau,

“Colyar has never besn connected
¢ith the detectives,” the chief said.
Algo, he had no connection whatever
vith Frank's prosecution, Neither was
© associated with the investigation of.
he Phagan murder. T do not believe
he Miller woman's story. 1 do not be-

1.

ieve even Colyar would have made
ny such proposul.” |
Colyar first came into lacul lime-.

ight last vemr during the Mary Pha-
an investigation, when he engincered
dictagraphing conspiracy with the
\tlunta detective department,

He is not in Atlanta at present. Lat-
st reporis from him weré from Co-
umbia, & C. where he was accused,

3
J

of impersonating Governor Ben tioorer,
of Tennessee,

Four
Affidavits.

Tour other sensational = alfiduvils
were disclosed by Frank's lawyers
saturday. One of these is attested to
‘py Misx Nellie Wood, a former em-s

ployee of the pencil factory, who lesti-
fies that Selicitor Hugh 3L Dorsey
once admitted to her that he had heen
misied by the detectives in the Frank
ocase,

“he also accuses Detectives Bass
Rosser and W. A. Chewning and J. H.
Norrig of striving to force hev to swear
on the stand to false stories against
Frank, and of seeking to “frame-up”
geandalous lestimony for her lips. She
savs that on one occasion the sleuths
fairly surrounded her in effort to c¢o-
crce her into telling the story of t‘hyiair

own “concoction.” . )
When appriséd of this aftidavit. De-
tectivi: W. A. Chewning stated that

it was untrne ihat he and Norris had
sought fo coerce the woinan. ' He de-
clared that she had willingly gone 10
the office of Soliciter Dorsey, where
she had made an affidavit attesting to
the story she had told the detectives.

“While the investigation was going
on,” Chewning told the reporter, “some-
one telephoned headguniters and  told
the detective department that a Miss
Wood, at No. 8 Corput_streei, knew
something of the Frank cage. Norris
and 1 went to her home and inter-
viewed her. She told us the story of
Jrank's actious toward her, and told
it voluntarily., L, . '

“1 took naotes on her statement and
turned them- over to Chief Lanforil.
That was the lagt 1 ever saw: of Jiss
Weod., Later she willingly maude an
alfidavit of the ideutical story she re-
lated to Norrig and me. 1 understand
that she had told the. siory frequently

before she over saw 4. defegtive. on the

case. 'That was why pelice headguue-
ters was notified,
Denies
Coercion. -

“Phere was nol the slightest sign of
ecoercion or ‘framing-up’ in her case,

We merely went to her home and heard

her narrate a story she had told previ-

ously, Then we returned to headquar-
ters and dropped the affair. That is, so
far as we were concerned, It was tuken
up where we left

Rosser.”
Another revelation of Conley's al-
leged attitude toward the working

girls of the pencil factory was given
out by ¥rank’s defense in one of the
four affidavits by Mrs, Lillie Mae Pet-
tis, sister-in-law to Nellie Pettis, the
girl who told at the coroner's inquest
of advances by Frank.

Mrs, Pettls also declares that she
does not believe her sister’s story and
that Detective Bass Rosser, before the
trial of Frank, endeavored to get her
to swear to a similar story against the

factory superinteudent, which she re-:

fuscd to do.

She swears thal at one time Conley
approached her on the first floor, si
ing:, - '

“Miss Lillie, you sure is a pretiy gal,
and 'm sorry I ain’t a white man.”

On another occasion, she testifies,
she was in edSmpany with another girvl
on the second floor, when Conley ac-
costed them, saying: ¢

“Are you girls going to guit thé fac-
tory?” .

e was given the reply that they
were not, upon which Mrs. Pettis ac»
cuses him of having answered:

] am sure glad, because Ln going
to give both of you a Christmas pres-
ent, For you sure are fine looking
aivls,” . ‘

Mrs, Miller's
Affidavit.

The affidavil of Mrs. Matiie Miller is
as follows:

“State of Georsgia. Fultorn County,~—Mrs,
Mattie Alller. deposing on oath, says that
whe resides at 586 Marjetta street, in the
elty of Atlanta, IPulton county, Georgia, and
that she -worked- wt the National  Pencil
factory in this city for about six months
in the year 1910. Deponent states that she
has known Leo M. Frank when she saw him,
and nlso that she never knew him at any
time to be familiar’ with anyore employed
al the factory, and at no timo was he
familiar with her: neither did she ever see
him commit any act that was unbecoming
of a gentleman,

“Deponent further states that, in the lat-
ter part of May, or the first part of June,
1913, o man named A, 8 Colyar called on
her at her howme, whtch was then 537
AMarietta street, and told lher he was a
lawyer, and was trying to work up evidence
against Leo M, Frank for the murder of
Mary Phagan, and asked her if she aid not
at one time worlk at the National Peneil
gampany's factory. Deponent replled. that.
she did, and he ithen asked her to make a
statemnent to the effect that Mr. Frank had
nad intercourse with her at varlous times
in his office, and she promptly informed
nim thal Mr. Frank had never made any
advances toward hor. and had néver had
{ntercourse with her.

ophen sadd Colvar asked her if she would
not swear that hoe did have intercourse
with her in his office, and added that, if
she would make.an affidavit to that effect,
he would write hov a check for $1,000,
Doponent became insulted and indignant
at Colyar's offer, and promptly told hum U
leave her house; and, when Colyar saw that
she wnas angered, he told her not to get

P ‘o

“off by Detectivé’

a fair

mag. that he was only making her
added

busipess proposition;_and he further
thit 'we want you to swear that Mr. Frank
coaxed you to have intercourse with him
in hix office, even if it {5 not frue,

e again sabl that ‘we will give you
$1.000 for such uan affidavit delivered on
the witness stand,’ Deponent again told
him that unier no circumsiances would she
swear to @ lin {or him or for anyone else
for any amount of money., Then Colyar
asked her if she woull not sweer that .\Ir.‘
Frank had at leust attempted -to become

familiar with her, and depounent told him
that under no  clrcumstances would she
swear a lie for him. .

“Just before Colyvar left her house, he

asked her not to tell anyone he had been
to see her, but deponent dld not prowmise
him not to tell it, Deponenf further states
that some two or three days after the con-
versation referred to herein she met Col-\
yar aceldentally on Marietta street, near
the Bijou theater, and he again asked her
to go to the sode faountain at the corner of
Forsyth and Marietta streets, and to mect
him  there, saying he would huve some
money for her.

“Deponent did not go to the soda foun-
tain, as shé wanted nothing to v B
Colyar: and deponent siates that she has
never bgsn with him since,

“Phis “statement is made
will  and accord, without
reward of any kind, .
T (Bignad) MRS, MATTIE MILLER.

of her own free
any promise of

Affidnvit of Nellie Wood.

The atfidavit of Misa XNeille Wood 8
ag follows: ) :

L “Georgia, Tulton couunly. o .

sParsonaily appeared Miss Nellie Woud, of
Aulanta. Fulton county, who, upon oath,
depores and suys that e wWas 4 t'}xgl‘ﬂclex'
Witness in the caze of the state of ieorgia
versus Leo M. Prank.

“Deponent says that tlre first she ever
Beard or the first intimation #he ever had
that she wus lo be in any way connected
with'the case was after a visit to her home,
which .was at that time at No. & Carpet
streel, when City Detectives Chewning and
Norris called upon her and asked deponent
if It were -not a fact that she had at one
time worked at the Nutional Pencil faetory.
Deponent informed them that she had been
employed there for w perfod of two days.

‘“Detactives Chewning and Norris asked
deponent If it were not a fact that the
reason she left there wus because Leo M.
I'rank had been s [umilinr with her and %0
jnsulted her that she could not siuy there,
and . deponent told them that any such
u’fmg waus not a fael, .

“Deponent expluined te ihe detectives
aforesaid that she went to ihe factory In
the capacity of « . foreindy and that she
hind never before had any experience in 1hg
pencil sbusiness, and (L was necessary fuov
Mr. Frank to give her u greal many fn-
siructions about the business. Deponent
further says that girls and women emjloyed
al the pencil factory did nut feel kindly
toward her ag they had worked there sev-
epul years and did not like the idew of
having u forelady step in over them: and
depuiietit says that the girly referred Lq
endeavored to make it unpleasant for her
during her short stay tltere.

“Lieponent admils that the aciions of xhe’
girls at times vaused her Lo loso her temper
and she would go into Mr frranlcs office
and make complaint to him regarding sald
girls and women; snd it was on pecasion
of these complaints that any action, on
\he part oft Mr. Frank that eould be termed
famillar took wviace. )

“eIn descripiten of the action of ihe part
of MMr. Vrank raferred to, depopent Says thz_u.
when she ‘would go into hin office and mu!‘:e
complaint, Mr. Frank slways appeured 10 be
anxious te keep. down strife and unubfle
between the girts and bimgels, and, to pacify
her own éxuvifed condition,” he would pat het
ol the shoulder and say: +"That i oall r}gfu.’
now; dor't you let thore little things wortry
you: the girls wiil sovon ',gm prer it and
everything will be alright,

Relieves Frank n Gentlenun,

BT i : he
Deponent says thut at unoe time eould »
interpret the actjons of Mr Frank mid the
piatting on her shoulder, which he dh‘ (l.ut-
ing those com’ersialionﬁ. :ts familiarity from
u sesunl stwmlpolnt, &nd nuw .
whe has always believed, that Mr. I-"mu!‘(;
wag a perfect gentlemun and that he did
not intend to couvey to her the tmpression
thut e was tryhig to hecome gexually inti-

mite with her at sny Ume

r

. “Deponent swys that she explained ail
Lhese I(lomils tu Detectives Chewning and
Norrig, but  that they Insisted that  de-

ponent admit that Mr. Frank hind heen un-
duly familinr with her, und that, on Lhis
account, she hud left Lhe fuctnrf.
“vpeponent  N¥ays  that Detectives Chaw-
ning amld Norris did not enll on her any
wore and thal she was next approavhed by

Detective 1zass Rossel. who approached d.e-
ponent in  ahout the same mannper as
Chewning and Notris, and deponent lold

Detective JRosser practcally the same story
she had  teld Dutectives Chewnlug and
Norrls, which iIs deseribed above.
“PDeponent says thil during her couver-
sition with Ietective Bass Roxser he wunld
ask hev a great many questions which de-
ponent vould not understand and that .he
was constantly  taking down notex from
their conversation and deponent did not
see the notes and does nol kuew what they
were.

. UDeponent suys
fpoollection  Detective Rosser
plage; yeveral times as he ‘was passing there
and would say to her that he could not use
Yier that day, bui expected to use her al.
most any day and he would advise her not
to talk o anyone who wmight call upon her
in the mieanthne,

.. "Deponent says thal oune day during the
trin], the date of which she cannot remem-
ber at this time, Detective Rorger came to

fier ‘and handed her a subpoeia to come {o
court snd gave her instructions v call at
Mr, Dorsey’s office before going to court,
Deponent compiied with the request and,
afier reanhing Mr. Dorsey's orfice, she found
that AMr. Daorsey was in court and did not
get to see him until after sbe huad gone on
the stand.

that te the best of her
called at hev

says Dorsey Was Disuppointed.

“I'hen deponent had s convergation with
Mr. Dorsey in his otfficve and Mr, ' Dorsey
frankly told deponent that he was very
much disappointed with her evidence uand
that he had intended making her his star
witness, but since she had faltered so badly,
he did not see where he could use her to
any further advantage. N

At the sme time Mr. Dorsey explained
to deponent that she was n great disap-
pointment to him from the standpoint of a
witness. The deponent explained to Mr,
Dorsey personally, that it was impossible
for her to go on the witness stand and
swear (o anything against Mpr. IFrank by
reason of the fact that she had only known
him about two days and that nothing had
wakon plice during that time on the part
of Mr, Irank that was ungentlemanly and
that Mr. Frank had in no way insulted hor,
and in rack that she knew nothing against
Mr. Frank one way or the other, either for
or against Mr. Frank; and deponent now
says that all her denu'nga with Mr, Frank
during the two days that she was employed
at the factory wete upright and manly on
his part and she never heard:any of the
girls at the factory say that Mr. Frank had
acted in any unbecoming or familirr man-
ner toward thom at any time,

“Deponent says that either Detectives
Chewning, Norris or Rosser, or, perhaps all
of them, but just which she cannot now
individually reecall, while talking with her
at her place of business, would endeavor to
make her admit that Mr. Frank had, while
talking to her in his office, grabbed her
and attempted acts of viotenrne or perver-
sfon--ull of which insinuations she prompt-
l,\lr denied; deponent now says that when
t’m&m quastions were being asked her, they
were put to her and asked in a very con-
fuslng manner by reason of the fact that
she was actually surrounded by detectives
.and that the first one and another would
ask her questions, and deponent cannot
now recall just how the questions were
made by the detectives referred to, to get
her on record and have her make state-
meﬂr{;s tlu\.tL \vor? not true,

eponent states that sne had a conver-
sation with Solicitor Dorsey and. explained
;10 him that none of the insinuations that
¢ told her he understood had come from
deponent ware true, My, Dorsey sa{d to

SRR T 1
‘Well, have been misl
understand the sﬂ.lmtlon.'i ed and did not

“(Signed) NBLLIE WOOD.”
- Lillie Mae Pettis' Affidavit. .
The affidavit of Lillie Mae Pattis is

as follow's: .
o “:Genrg)aw—‘.'-‘ulmn courty: .
P tPersonally appeared Mrs. Liliie Mae Pot-
(HE, of Na. 43 Girrard street. in the ity of
. Atlanta, Fultorr eounty, Georgia, whb, upon
{oath, deposes and says that she worked at
i the Nattonal FPeuncil factory in this city for
three years, off and on, leaving the service
of the faclory about three weeks previous
to the nmurder of Mary Phagan. ‘
Deaponent says that she knew Jim Cor-
fey. enlored, who used to he employed .at’
the . factory as a sweeper, alse stating that
she is acquainted with Mr. Leo M. Frank.
Deponent states that never during her
iemployment at the pencil factory .did she
see Mr, Frank not in any way unbecoming
to » gentleman and that at no time during
her employment at the: factory did 3.
Frank over say anythiag to her approach-
lng familiarity of an insuliing nature. De-
ponent further says that through the ca.
padity in which she was employed at the
Nutional pencil factory she was thrown in
contact with Mr. Frank several times every
day and that she never saw him laughing
or Joking with any of the girls and that his
demennor and actions at all times were
businesk-like in every way. .
_“Deponent further saya that never during
her employment at.the factory had any giri
or woman ever remarked, in her presenca
(that Mr, Frank had been famiitar with them
of had 'in-an¥ manner Insulted them, and
she never heard of ths, employees at the
factory make any complalnt regarding any
attempts at familtarity on the part of Mr,
Erank toward them, - -
. “Deponent further states that she and
other girls have worked at the factory as
late as 3 o'clock at night and that Hlr,
_Frank was present with them and, aside
from certain directions that he was abliged
to’ give them concerning thelr husiness and
ithelr work, he had nothing whatever to say
“to them and that he never committed anS’
;acts that anyone could take exceptions to.
*Peponent alse says that she Is a sister-
in-law of Nellle Pettis, who, she says, has
stated that Mr. Frank, on one occasion
was at the Tactory, winkead at
sked her the question: “Flow about
»fnent says that she does not be-
“~ter-in-law. Nellie Petite, 1s tell-
; when she makes this state-

white she

ing the t

an affidavit

pelisves, By

ment; that she doss nol belleve Mr. Frank
ever winkemt at Nellie Petiis or made any of
the remarks referred to by her,

What Conley Said.

CDeponlent alse says Lhat on one vovasion
bafnre ihe murder of Mary Phagan she, in
company with Catherine Christian, another
girl who was employed u! the factory. were
entering the bullding from the street and
met the negro sweepar, Jim Conley, stand-
{ng at the foot of the stairs near some old
boxes near the elevator, and that e ‘&c-
corted  thetnr and sald: -k understand you
girls have yuit your posiiions,’ and they told
nim he was mistaken, that they had not quit
?i‘x‘)(xle had no intentions. of doing so. at that

“Then. Cenley said: [ sure am..glad o
hear that you are not going to le:'.n'ge. as 1
?l?;ngtgl:‘i“;} tI:ui\,y both of you girls a Christ-

& B 1 ecalse X3 ¥ Bl
pro%y e L ? you are both such

“Deponent siys that on another occasion
she was stunding near the er!;evalox: c;.n the
second floor of the factory, and that Conley
approached her and sajd: *Miss Lillie, you
are sure n good-looking -gal, and 1 sure am
.sorey that I am not a i\hite man,’

‘Deponent further states that -she was
always afrald of Jhn Conley, and that she!
;x?’:it'l_ga!tn%s!?rhn never io plave herself in

ch ! DL TONTE: e e >
wlulv.) PR , Su 'l‘é Lo .lm cenught wlone

“Deponent turtiier says that, ouc before
tiwe, trial of Leo M. Frunk, Deteuti(\z'e Bass
flosser and o very large, fal muu, whose
nie she does not know,  called at her
honie, and that Bass Qosser tried in every
way possible to make her state that Mi.
Frank had been famifiar with other girls
at the factory; that e sald -Rosser coaxed
her, plewded with her. and even got maxl
witi: her becuuse shs would not swear to
these titings for him. Deponent further
slitieg Lue. v,
plways stated that she had always found
My, Frank o be'a perfect zentleman, and
never knew him to commit-nny of the acts
which Mr. 'Rosser was trying to muaks her
swear that she had seen. and. heard. C

Deponent makes. this affidavit of her
own iree will and accord, without any
promise of reward whautever. )

(Stgned) U SLILLIE PETTIS”

Adnering 1o the testiniony which
she says she would have given on the
witness stand had she been cross-ex-
amined, and refuting the statément of
her sister-in-law, Mrs, Lillie Mae Pet-
tis, Miss Nellic Pettis has also made
now in the hands of the
defense. 1t is as [ollows:

Affidnyvit of Nellie Pettis,

“Gieorgla, Fulton county.

‘Personally appeured Miss Nellie DPetlis,
of ¥ Oliver streel, Atlanty, Fulton county.
(.zelnlu"gla. who, upon uvath, deposes and says:

That she I8 sixteen years of age, and
that she was a witness jn. the ease of the
state of CGeorgia versus Leo M, Frank for
the murder ot Mary DIhaguan, and she fur-
ther ways thuat, if «he had. been cross-ex-
amined she would have xworn that, at each
time she went to the fauctory, Mr., Frank
would look hard’ at her, and, on one oc-
casjon, Mr. Frank sald te deponent, ‘HMow
n‘boul it?* Deponent says that, when Mr,
Frank made the above remark, to her, that
she was standing off neayr « lot of other
giris in the factory, and. that whea Mr.
Frank mude the above remaric he made the
remark in a very low tone, sn thut no one
else would hear . Deponent =ays thal
Mr., Frapk never spolie to her at any other
time, but he always looked ut her in a siy
manner.

“Deponent  Nays

ihat she was never 8
the pencil factory over four lhn@s“ooué
to ask for work and three titnes for the
purpose of getting the puy of deponent's
sister-in-law, whose nume 5 Mpex, Lillle
Mue Peottlx, and on each of these visits
d\‘pmu‘.‘ut prexentied n uute to Mins Lula
Muay Flowers, and deponent personally se-
cured her stster-in-luw's money from her,

“peponent, says that aside from the above
slatements she knows nothing about Mr,
Frank or the Frank case or the charges
against him, However, deponent says that
she knet Aliss Mary Plhugan,

(Signed) UNELLLE PRPTIS

A second affidavit wis made by the
sister-in-law, DMrs. Lillie Mae [Pettis,
Tt Tollows:

A Seconst Affidavis.

“georgin, Fulton vouniy. .

“Pergpnally appearcad Alrs,  Lillie  Mae
PetNs, of Nu, 13 Girravd street,  Aulantz,
Fulton county, Georgla, wheo upon oath de-
poses and says that on three occastons, while
‘she was emploved at the National Pencil
factory in this city, and for various reaypns
she senl her sister-in-taw, Miss Nellie Petn
JUs, to the pencil factory fer her pay, each
oceasfon on whivh she sent her sister-lu-
law, Miss Pettiy, to the factory heing Sutur-
day. whicl wus the regular factory pay day,
‘ “Deponent  =ays  that on , cach nc(-asidu
that she sent. Misz Pettis ‘to the factory
Sfor her puy. she gave Miss Dettls o written
corder for her salury addressed to Miss Lula
‘Mae Flowers, debonent's forelady.

“peponent further wu¥s that on each oe-
casion when she seunt Misn XNellle to the
factory for her pay, (ieimnenva place of
vexidence was then at the home of Miss
Nelile Pettis and her mother, which was
Neo. 9 Oliver street, in this city,

»Deponent also says that when Miss Nellio
delivered her salary on the first two oc-
casions that deponent had sent her after
same, geponent asiked Misn Nellie what Misy
Flowers had said to her iwith reference to
deponent and her ahseuce from the factory
and that Miss Nellle replled that Miss
Flowere had not said anything whatever
regarding  deponent, but that Miss Flowery
simply handed her cdeponent’s money with-
out_remarks. s . .

“Daponent also says that on the third
occaxlon, when Miss Nellle went to the fae-
tory for depenent’s pay. she accompanisd
Miss Nellie as far as Forsyth and Hunter
streets and walted there until Miss Nellie
went in the factery afier deponent’'s pay
anid deponent says that Miss XNellie was pot
{n ihe faclory excesding flve minutes, De.

ponent says that as soon as Miss: Nellie
got out of the factory with deponent’s pay
she nzked, her if Miss Flowers had asked
her any guestions regarding deponent and
Miss Nellie again replied that Mixs FPlowers
did not ask her any questions but had
gone into the office, secured (eponent’s
oy and handed it {o her.

“Deponent says that Miss Nellie never
said anything to her about mesting or seo-
fng Mr. Frank on any of the oceasions
she hud been to the factory; and deponent
further says that Miss Nellie was never
at the factory but four times, three of these
thnes being described in the abave state-
mont, The fourth cccasion was more than
a year ugo, when Miss Nellle accompanied
deponent tu-the factory for the purpose of
mesking & positlen in the factery under
Miss 13ula Mue Flowers: that Miss Nellle
aslked AMiss Flowers for a position, and that
the application Tor this positjun taok plucg
about 7:10 n, m. and befora Mr. Frank had
come to the factory, deponent bLeing famil-
far with the fact that Mr, Frank did net
rench the fuctory until about § a, m. De-
ponent says that, after making appiication
to Miss Mowers for a position. Miss Nellis
immediately left the factory; and deponsnt
is sure ihat Miss Nellle did net at any time
come In contpct with Mr. Fraunk. and is
further sure that if she had scen him in
the factory =he would not bave known
him, os deponent had never at any time
pointed out Mr. Frank to her, and Miss
Nellis had never told her that the Knew
Mr, Frank. R B

ViDeponent alse says that Miss Nellte
never stated to har that she had ever been
inguited at the factery LY M. Frank or
anyone eise: and says further that the first

time she ever henrd Miss Nsilie say that
Mr. Frank had insulted her was on ths

occasion of the first visit of Delective Bass
Rosser to her home at No, & Oliver street,
swhen Mr. Rasser had called upon dexznncnt
asking ber to gwear agalnst Mr. Frank:
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and gays that during the conversation be-
tween deponent and Mr, Rosser that. Miss
Nellie was present and interrupted the cou-~
versation by siating to Mr. Rosser that she
vould tell something against Mr, Frank.
Deponent says that My, Rosser immediate-
Iv dropped his conversation with her and
applied hls attention to Miss Nellle, De-
ponent savs that she heard Miss Nelllo tell
Mr, Rosser that on one occasion, when she
had been sent by deponent to the pencil
tactory to get deponent's salary, Mr, Frank
had winked at her and asked her ‘How
about {t?' Deponent says that there wus
another man with Mr, QRossrex' on the oc-
casfon of the conversation referred to; that
she does not know who this man was, but
that he took a statement from Miss Nellle,
which was signed by Miss Nellle in de-
ponent’s presence. Deponent further Says
that, after Detective Rosser and the man
with him left their home, she sald to Miss
Nellie: ‘Tt §s very peculiar that you never
before mentloned that Mr. Frank or any-
one else had insulted you while at the
pencil factory.! Depouent says that Miea
Nellie replied that she had decided to keep
the matter to herself, and admitted that
! she had never mentfoned it before telling
"It to Detective BAss Rosser.

(Sigped) “LILLIE PETTIS"




