. Special to The New York Times.
ATEANTA, Ga., May 22.—In an edi-
forial demanding clemency for Leo M.
¥Frank The Atlants Journal tomorrow
will say: . .

‘“ To whatever extremes of passion the
popular mind may be swept, reason
€ventually regains its sway; after the
wind and the earthquake and the fire
there always speaks ‘a  stilly small
voice.” It is in this spirit the people
of Georgia have come to consider the
case of Leo M. Frank. They realize
that the essential evidence and the broad
merits of his cause have been presented
o only one jury and that a jury which
sat under the glare and heat of mob
consciousness. Pondering these things,
fair-minded people ask, * Can our State
afford, in honor and justice, to hand a
man who really has not been convicted
2nd whose blood, if he be innocent, will
rest upon our heads in tragic and ever-
lasting shame?’ -

* Frank was presumed guilty at the

outset of his trial. Bvery doubt in his
favor was rejedted, while the lightest
trifles against HNm were welcomed and
magnified. The chief and, indeed, the
only cpnsiderable witness of the prose-
gution” was a negro of criminal record,
who implicated himseif in the crime
that he charged to Frank. On this
negro’s unsupported testimony, Frank
was convicted. ]
_ " Furthermore, the atmosphere within
&nd without the eourtrom was such as
to make a fair trial impossible.
superhuman strength could have re-
sisted the préjudice and passion that
surcharged the Frank trial from be-
ginning to end.

“ The case Las been appealed twice to
the Supreme Court of Geprgia and twice
%o the Supreme Court of the United
States, but in every instance the ques-
tions.
whoily questions of :aw and of legal
procédure. ow that every récourse to
Obtain a2 new and a fair trial has fdiled,
‘the Pardon PBoard and the Governor
#re the only and the final hope of jus-
tice. The mkers of our law and Con-

Stitution wisely foresaw that ocecasions'
might arise in which all ordinaryv legal |

processes would fall to establish the in-
fiocence of a person accused. ‘There-
fore, they authorized the Pardon Board

1o recommend and the Governor to grant

2 commutation of sentence in such cir-
cumstances. ' )

“ Never was there a plainer demand
¥or the righteous exercise of this power
than in the pending case of lieo M.
Frank. If he is guilty, he has not fairly
Lteen proven so; if he is innocent his
execution will amount morzally to mur-

der,

nocernt, but only that they recognize,
as did the trial judge, the serious doubt
of his guilt, and, by commuting the
death sentence to life imprisonment,
leave a chance for the future. establish-
ment of justice and truth, This ought
to be done, because it is reasonable-and
because it ig right.

- **We know that the rank and file of
the Atlanta bar are convinced that
Frank's trial was unfair, and we believe
ihat theé rank and file of the entire
fGeorgia bar are of the sameé opinion.

Only |

It is not asked of the board and.
the Governor that they declare him in-

considered and decided were:

= ——la

r\?5”11:111 the utmost conservatism we can

go further and-say that a great majority.

' he eople of Georgia feel that
:g‘fra;k’s guxﬁ has not been proved be-
'yond a reasonable doubt, and that a
great many of them consider him inno-
cent. _
| _“-Jt-is.not a question of Franl's ac:
dﬁiftﬁiléﬁ& ffeegom, bt simply & fues-
tion of commuting his sentence to life
imprisonment in order that truth and
fairness may yet be brought forth. The
Pardon Board ought to. recommend this
eommutatitn; ah8 the Governor ought
to grant it. They should do so for ’the
henor of the Stdié; for the cause’ of

-human justicée, and for that higher law.

¢ whose séat is the bosox_’p of GO‘d.' i
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