ABSOLYE FRANK ON
IMHORALITY GHARGE

Police Retreat May Presage,

Collapse of Murder Conviction,
Burns Wires The Times.

AFFIDAVITS ACCUSE CONLEY

Negro Confessed the Crime. Wit-
itesses Swear—New Revelations
Startle the Prosecution.

By Telegraph to the Editor of THE NEW
Yonrwx TiMES.

ATLANTA, Ga., April 24.—The Po-
‘lice Departmment to-duy withdrew the
charge of perversion against l.eo M.
Frank. This is most astounding. '

Pifteen davs ago 1 issoed through the
Press a ovequest for any intormation e
fleeting on the eharacter of Frank., Re-
ceiving no respense 1o this I subse-
‘quently offered a reward of 81,000 for
the furnishing of such information. Re-
‘sponding to tiis request, Chief of De-
tectives Lanford made the statement
to the press that he could furnish me
with affidavits reflecting on Frank.
Thereupon, my Southern representative

Mr. Dan S. Lehon, in my absence, called
‘on (“hief T.anford and requested to seo
the affidavits referred to. Much to his
surprigse lanford declined to turn tuc
Same ever to hin stating that e would
oniy dejfiver tiiemn tv Mr. Burns, himselfl.
0 On my rovarn 1 opromptis requested to
'sep these affidavits, Chief lL.anford re-
nited thati he would not turn them over
to me because the hearing on Frank's
motion for a new trial was about to be
‘heard before Judge Hill, but promised
"to give them to me after the hearing, '
I also asked him if he would discuss
other features of the Frank case with
-me, and this also he declined to do.” '

Falling to get any response to my re- .
quest for information as to any immor-
alities on Frank’'s part, I increased the
reward to $5.0600, and up to this date
have not had a single response. This
morning the :defense naving concluded
its evidence before Judge Hill, T again
called on Chief Lanford tu see the affi-
davits aud any information he might
have refleciing on Frank. He agam
declined tn show them to me, and stated
that he would not surrenéer the atfida~
vite or furnizsh me with informaiion,
adding: “* Besides, we have never
-¢charged Frank with perversion.” :

On hearing this astounding statement.
Attorney Henry A, Alexander, who was
with me, said: “ Do vou mean to tell
hre in the presence of these gentlemen
that the charge of perversion was never
made against Leo M. Frank?”

Lonford replied: **1 do. The State
and the Police Departmeni does not
now and never has contended that
Frank is a pervert.” '

In view of the fact that Frank was
convicted of murder and sentenced to
hang largely upon the charge of perver-
sion, the attitiide of the Atianta Poiice
Department, speaking through Chief
Lanford. who was the individual person-
ally in charge of the guthering of evi-
dence against Frank. is most amazing,
and. in justice to Frank. should be giv-
en the widest publicity, as T insist that
the charge of perversion was the very
foundation of his conviction. without
which the mass of perjuries on which
the State relied wouid never have been
crediied for one instant.

Rearing in mind the numerous filthy
charges of perversion which saturated
the community prior to the Frank trial
and aroused publie passion, the charge
of perversion injected into the case by
the Statc upon the trial and the argu-
ment of the Solicitor General as to the
accused’s perversion, both upon the trial
in the conurt helow and in the Supreme
Couwrt of Georgia. the statement made

to-day by Chief Lanford is a severe in-
dictment of the Tolice Department of
this city and of the outrageous methods
uszed in the prosecution of Irank. The
adimission of Chiel Lanford is a com-
plete exoneration of Frahk, snd mayx re-
sult in his ultimate vindication.
WILLLTAM J. EUORNE,

Ehe New Hork Eimes
Published: April 25, 1914
Copyright © The New York Times




