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WAL LEO FRANK
BF TRID AGAIN

Lawyers Discuss Next Move
'in Case, Provided Prisoner
Should Win in the United
States Supreme Court.

In the event Leo ). Frank is given
his treedom by the Tnited States
supreme court, will he be mprosecuted
in the Fulton superior courts on an-
other charge?”

This question is taking on wiue sig-|
niticance now because of the rumor.
current in court circies that, In event:
Frank is liberated on the habeas cor-
pus appeal, Solicitor Dorsey and his
associntes will make a strong effort
to have him indicted before the grand
jury on one of two charges—rape or
perversion.

The report has reached guch a point
that there is widespread speculation
uwpon it wherever attorneys gnther. It
is generally acknowledged that! the
prisoner can bo legally arralgned a
socond time If either of the rumored
charges are brought agalnst him. .

Fight Case to End.

The probability s made even more
apparent by the attitude of Solicitor
Dorsey. -Although non-committal, he
declared that the state was deter-
mined to fight the Frank case to the
‘end. He llkewlise made this additional
sbatement:

“l do not care, thowever, .to antici-
pate what may be done by the state
should Frank.be liberated eventually
in the proceedings now before the
United States supreme court.

“As to what can be done, so far as
I know, there is no law which would
prevent action being talken agalnst
him on either the charge of rape or
perverston.'”

He would. neither deny nor affirm
the report, however, that the prose-
cution. had already determined to take
such steps against the convivted man
if the United Btates courts interposed.

The reticence of Pat Campbell and
John Starmes, the police headquarters’
detectives who were named In the bill
of ludictment as prosecutor of Frank;
for Mary Phagan's murder, leads many“
to attach-credence to the report, Wﬂlen‘
asked if thoy had contemplated .fur-i
ther prosecution of Frank if he ob-|
tained freedom, they decllned to ex-
preas themselves elther ome way or the,
uuher. eia e e L A

Can ne 'l‘ﬂeﬂ Agnin.

That Frank can be brought before
the courts on elther of the two above
named charges was admitted by At.
torney Reuben Arnold, assoclate wcoun-
sel for T'rank's defense and one of the
principals in the famous trial. Like
Mr. Dorsey, he declared that there was
no way of preventing action on these
grounds. .

The plea of former jeopardy, he
sald, would he to no avail, A new
charge, in such circumstances, would
have to be slmlilar to the one on which
he was convicted before a plea. of
former jeopardy could be instituted.

Mr. Arnold added, however: :

“I+hardly see where any unpreju-
diced Jjury, though, would convict
IFrank, or any other man, under such
conditions, Prosecution would ceaso
at such a point and become sheer per-
socution.”
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