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vigilance of his lawyers, he can say to
the State’s Attorney:

“I am willing for you to ask me
about the case.”

But if the defendant does not volun-
tarily make this offer, the State is not
allowed to interrogate him at all.
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jury, that it is ¢heir privilege to attach
to defendant’s statement just such
welght as they see fit. They may
believe it in part, and dishelieve it in
part: they may reject it entirely, or
they may accept it entirely: they may
disregard all the sworn testimony in

i

SOLICITOR HUGH M. DORSEY

Nor is the State’s Attorney per-
mitted, in his address to the jury, to
comment upon the fact that the de-
fendant was unwilling to be cross-
examined.

In no event, can the accused be put
under oath: but our law makes it the
duty of the Judge to instruct the

.i

the case, and rest their verdict on the
UNSWORN AND UNCORROBOZE-
ATED STATEMENT OF THE
ACCUSED/!

In all the legislation merecifully
designed to protect innocence, and to
give to a man of good character the
golden opportunity to stake his word
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word, after they had sworn that he
was bad.

It should deeply impress you to
learn, that eleven unimpeachable and
disinterested white witnesses festificd
to Frank’s double life; and that svhat
they knew of him was learned by them
in his place of business, where Mary

LEO FRANK
Phagan came to her death; and Frank
was go certain the eleven white wit-
nesses would only make it warse for
him on eross-examination, that his
lawyers were afraid to ask those
women what it was they knew!
Is that the conduct of innocence?
On Memorial Day, 1918, (April
26th) Mary Phagan left her mother’s
home, shortly before noon, after hav-
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ing eaten dinner; and she was dressed
in such cheap finery as a girl of her
Lumble station in life could afford.
She took the street car on her way
into the city, and left it at a point
some 300 yards from the National
Pencil Factory, where she worked.
On account of their running out of
the metal tips, she had been laid off
that week, after Monday; and she was
now en her way to the office to get
her Monday wages, becouse Frank,
the Superintendent, had refused to
send it te ner by her friend, Helen
Ferguson, the day before, when Helen
asked for it, as she had often done
previously..

When last seen, Mary was in two
blocks of the factory (to which tweo
or three more minutes’ walk would
have carried her), but no one saw
her when she entered it.

That night, her people gave out the
alarm, for they at once suspected foul
play. Mary was not quite fourteen
years old; and had never been irregu-
lar in her habits, nor ever out of
nights; and her failure to return
home created the most distressing
anxieties and forebodings.

The police were notified, and a
search for the missing girl com-
menced. At first, it was believed that
she had overstayed herself with some
party of triends, enjoying the holi-
day; and there were vague reports of
her having been seen, first with one
companion, and then with another.
But none of these rumors proved well-
founded ; and the dread apprehension
of something tragic grew stronger
and stronger in the household of the
mother, and also among the police.

During all of that evening of the
efforts to locate the missing girl, no-
body appears to have thought of call-
ing ‘up the Leo Frank house, and
asking him had %e seen her. True, he
would not nave been found at home:
he was spending that particular after-
noon alone in the factory, but neither
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Mary’s folks,
pected it.

nor the police sus-

MARY PHAGAN.

Let us now turn our attention to
Frank, and follow his movements that
Memorial Day morning. In parting
from the might watchman, Newt Lee,
who of course went off duty early,
Frank asked him to return that after-
noon at 4 o'elock. Frank explained
that he wanted to get off earlier than
usual.

During the morning (Saturday,
26th), several employees, and rela-
tives of employees, came to get wages
due, and got them from KFrank. Two
men, Denham and White, were at
work on the fourth fioor, tearing
down an old partition and putting up
a new one. Necessarily, they made a
deal of noise at this knd of work;
and they were doing it some 200 feet
back frem the elevator shaft and
stair-landing. Consequently, they
were the less apt to hear a scream
two floors below, or to hear the sound
of a fall, or to hear the elevator, if
it ran. "

The wife of one of these sworkmen
(Mrs. Arthur White) came to the fac-
tory to see him at 11:30, and unex-
pectedly returned at 12:30. She was
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not an employee, and did not know
Jim Conley.

But Mrs. White; and two white
men (Graham and Tillander) swore
that they saw the negro, sitting not
far from the foot of the stairs, on
the first floor, where Conley worked,
and where he generally sat when idle.

Frank's office and place of work
was on the floor above: and his desk
was in the inner room, while the safe
was in the outer., The time-clock was
near by, ana it was Frank who put
in, and took out, the slips of paper on
whieh the punehes were registered,

Frank stated jagain and again, that
he left his office at about 11 o'clock
that morning, and went to his Uncle
Montag’s place of business; and that,
after his return to his office, he never
left it at all, until he went home to
dinner, at about 1 o'clock p. m.

He did go to Montag’s, and a white
lady, of the most unquestionable char-
acter, made affidavit to the fact that
she saw him and Jim Conley in close

v
MARY PHAGAN'S MOTHER.

conversation at aboul 11 o’clock, near
Montag’s place.

This bit of testiineny is of superla-
tive importance; and the defendant
was never able to shake it in the least.
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It proves that the Jew was talking
in a secretive, confidential manner
with the negro, on the sidewalk, where
he thought he was unobserved—and
this negro had been his trusty for two
years! This is the same negro upon
whom such a torrent of vituperation
was afterwards poured, when it be-
came necessary to find a scapegoat
for Leo Frank.

The story, invented long after-
wards, that Conley was drunk, and
was “hiding behind some boxes in the
gloom,” is exploded by two white
ladies—Mmes. White and Waits—and
by two white men—Messrs. Graham
and Tillander.

Taking those four witnesses—who
have no interest whatever in the case,
and whose characters are entirely
above attack—is it not clear to your
mind that both Frank and Conley
were on the scene of the crime that
Saturday morning, and that each man
knew the other was there?

Besides, if the stenographer did
not  misunderstand Harry Scott,
Frank told Aim, on the Monday fol-
lowing the crime, that Conley was in
the factory that Saturday morning.

As the whole argument pivots upon
this vital faet, let me quote Harry
Scott’s exact language, from page 80
of the record:

“I knew on Monday that Mrs.
 White claimed she saw a darkey at
the factory. I gave that information
to the police department. Mr. Froni
gave me the information the first time
[ talked with kim.” (Monday after-
noon. )

Bear in mund, that Scott was a
Pinkerton detective, whom the Pencil
Factory had employed to ferret out
the crime; and that Scott was on the
job, as a friend to Frank.

According to medical testimony,
Mary Phagan’s death occurred in less
than 45 minutes after she ate her
dinner. The experts claim that the
condition of the stomach proved this.
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But, waiving all questionable evidence,
we come directly to what Leo Frank
said—said with careful consideration,

THE DETECTIVE, HARRY SCOTT, EMPLOYED
FOR LEO FRANK, AND DISMISSED WHEN HE
REFUSED TO REPORT TO HAAS FIRST.

knowing that his words were being
written down.

After the girl’s body had been
found inside his place of business, and
the rigidity of the remains showed
that she must have been killed many
hours before she was discovered,
necessity compelled Frank to admit
that she had come into the building
that Saturday afternoon. There was
no way out of it: the corpse was there:
consequently, the living girl had come.

But, when?

The State followed her from her
mother’s, and onward in the street-
cars, to the corner of Marietta and
Forsyth Streets; and then traced her
within two blocks of the factory, go-
ing in that direction, and in less than
four minutes’ peart walk of its door.

Watches and clocks varied, as they
always do, but the time was right
around the noon-hour.
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With the stiff, cold body in his

place of business that night, and the
girl walking toward the door some-
where near midday, I'rank was neces-
sarily compelled to fix a time, at least
approximately, for her arrival.

And he did so. Ile told Chief Lan-
ford that the gil came to him for
her money “at from 12:05 to 12:10,
mayvbhe 12:07.7

His stenographer swore she punched
the time-clock, and went away at
12:02; and Frank said that the girl
who was killed came next.

He did not know that another girl
had come, at that identical tims,
12:05, and lhad remained wntil 12:10;
and had searched both offices for Leo
Frank, without seeing him, or hear-
ing lim; end without seeing or hear-
tng anything of Mary Phagan.

MRS, MANOR, FORMERLY, MISS MONTEEN
STAOVER.

This girl, whose visit to his vacant
office was unknown to Frank, proved
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the most invineible link in the chain
of circumstantial evidence against
L.,

When he afterwards learned the
time of her visit, he changed the
time of Mary’s; but he only sunk
deeper into the mire, as will be shown
vou later. :

The sum of one dollar and twenty
cents was due Mary, and she not only
wanted that pitiful sum, but wished
to know whether there would be work
for her, the following week. ‘There-
fore, she eame and got her payv en-
velope, and asked her employer—
“Has the new metal come?” This
was the same as asking, “Will there
be work for me next week?”

Frank told his detective tha
answered the girl by saying, “/ don’t
know.”

The room 1n which Mary worked,
putting the metal tips on the peneils,
was on the same floor as Frank’s
office. It was some 200 feet away,
and a door cut it off from the inter-
vening space.

The toilet for men and women was
back there, beyond where Mary
worked; and the men’s part of the
closet was separated from that of the
women by a thin partition,

In going to his teilet, Leo Irank
had to pass close by Mary Phagan;
where she sat at her machine; and he
had been doing this, daily, for many
months. Besides, he had made up her
time, and paid her wages to her, again
and again, weekly and for months.
There were only four girls who
worked in the metal room, and Mary
was one of the four.

Remember this, for after the dead
body was found, Frank elaimed that
he did not know whether a girl named
Mary Phagan worked for hun or not.
He said he would have to-consult his
books !

Now, let us return to Krank’s office.
which he claims not to have left at
all, after his return from Montag’s.
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Hle told Harry Scott, in the hearing
of John Black, that he was in his
oftice continuously, from the time
Haitie Hall, the stenographer, left at
12:02, on Ii]]tll Mrs., White saw him in
the outer office at 12:30.

Mark you, Frank and Conley are
both visible at 12:30, one upstairs, and
the other down. 01113 about thirty
~ feet of space separates them.

For the present, we will not concern
ourselves with the question as to
where they were after 12:30, but will
ask, Where were they between 12:02
and 12 :302

Within that brief period of less
than half an hour, lies one of the
blackest ecrimes on record. Within
that' brief and guilty period, Mary
Phagan enters into the possession of
Leo Frank, in his private office, ac-
cording to his own statement.

He does not claim that the girl had
ever spoken to the negro, or had any-
thing to do with him, or was in his
power that fatal day. He admits that
the girl safely passed the negro, as
Hattle Hall had done, as Mattie Smith
had done, and as Mrs. White had
done, that same day, and near the
same time.

He admits that the doomed girl
arrived unmolested, in his private
office, where the two were alone, with
no persons nearer to them than the
negro servant down stairs, and the
two hammering and banging carpen-
ters, two floors above, and 200 feet
back.

He admitted to Chief Lanford, and
swore to the Coroner’s jury, that Mary
Phagan went into his office, power,
and possession, at a time that he vari-
ously fixed at from 12:05 to 12:15.

Then, where was Mary, that Mon-
teen Stover could not see her, when
Monteen was in the office, from 12:05
to 12:10?

And where was Frank?

The State contends that when Mary
inquired, “llas the metal come?”
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Frank answered, “I don’t know,” and
that he tool her back to the metal
room, on the pretense of locking to
see whether the metal had come. As
they passed inte the room, Frank
closed the door behind them, thus
giving them freedom from interrup-
tion, for no one was at work on that
floor on this legal holiday.

In his statement to the jury, Frank
said that, if he was not in his office
at the time Monteen Stover swore he
wasn’t, he might have tmccmscwusly
gone to the tmiet

The adoption of the theory not only
gives him an unconscious spell of five
minutes, but places him in the metal
room, where Mary Phagan's blood
and- hair were found, It not only
places him at the place where Mary
was assaulted, and then killed; but
places him there at about the time
it was done!

JOHN N. STARNES, WHO RENDERED MOST
VALUABLE AID TO SOLICITOR DORSEY
IN THE CASE
In his desperate effort to escape
the logical consequences of Monteen’s
evidence, he runs into a position
equally desperate.
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cate in the crime. Please remember
this.

At that time, Leo Frank had not
been suspected, much less accused; and
at that time, he was endeavoring to
fasten suspicion and evidence of guilt
upon Newt Lee, the night watch.

DETECTIVE JOHN BLACK AND NEWT LEE.

These tell-tale marks on the floor
caused excitement among the officers
and employees of the factory, and
every one could see that an effort had
been made to hide the blood by smear-
ing a white substance over it—hasko-
line.

Of course, the attempt to conceal
the spots had made ‘them the more
conspicuous; and there was absolutely
no conflict in the testimony as to some
sort of spots on the floor, and some
sort of white stufl smeared over them.

To say that the accusing spots were
on the floor Friday, is to impute will-
ful perjury to two of Frank’s friendly
and intelligent workmen—a perjury
without motive, and against their own
interest.

To say that the accusing spots were
not on the floor, Friday, imputes per-
jury to no one, for no one swore that
the spots were there, Friday.

89
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Following the rules of law, we are
forced to accept the positive evidence,
that the spots were not on the floor
Friday, but were there Monday morn-
mg.

Then wo come face to face with the
question—

How came the spots on the floor?

Say that they were made by paint:
who spilled the paint, on that floor,
after Friday, and before Monday?

Produce the man, the woman, the
boy, or the girl!

The defense could never do it, and
cannot now do it.

Say that the spots on the floor were
made by blood: who spilled the blood,
on that floor, after Friday, and before
Monday?

Produce the person who did it!

The defense was unable, and is now
unable, to produce such a person.

FRANK'S MACHINIST, R, P. BARRETT,

What, then, is the conclusion of
inexorable logic? Nobody «ud it
excepting the one man who docs not
dare to acknowledge that HE did it!

That he may have had an accom-
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Friday, either Frank, or the woman,
or botkh, would have given that ex-
planation, and ended this part of the
case.

bt} i v
. o . 25 L *
. 4 a 4
F " 4 Srs 4
: w = LS e )
—— A e g ) i

MISS GRACE HICKS, WHO IDENTIFIED MARY'S
BODY. "I KNEW HER BY HER HAIR."

Isn't that perfectly clear to your

mind? Let me state it, again:

If Frank had an assignation with
some outside woman, and took her to
the metal room, where her hair might
have dropped on the handle of the
machine, is it conceivable that he
would fail to thus account for the
hair?

If any other man had such an ap-
pointment with some outside woman
whose hair might have got on the
machine, would not that man have
come forward to save Frank?

Why did no such man, and no such
outside woman pretend to have been
the cause of the halr on the ma-
chine? 1

Because no such man, and no such
woman existed.

Then we reason ourselves right
back into the factory, and we say,
that the long strands of woman’s

§
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hair, of that peculiar golden-brown
color, eame from tho head of one of
the 100 girls who worked there; and
that, as not one of these girls can be
induced to even pretend that the hair
was hers, we are under the logical
compulsion of saying it was Mary’s,

Those who would have claimed it,
had it been theirs, will not: therefore,
the hair didn'’t belong to any of ‘hem,.
But it had belonged to somebody,
and as that somebody cannot be found
by the defendant, or by the defend-
ant’s lawyers, or by the defendant’s
detectives, or by the defendant’s par-
tisans, wa are driven to the conclusion
that this wundiscoverable somebody
was Mary Phagan.

Did the defense attach importance
to this finding of the woman’s hair
on the handle of the machine? Did
the able lawyers of Frank endeavor
to account for the accusing strands?
They did. They struggled to get
away from the hair, as hard as they
struggled to escape from the blood.
What explanation did they offer?

They proved that the girls some-
times combed and did up their hair,
rot far from Barrett’s machine; and
they argued that some woman, doing
this, might have flung her combed-
out hair, in such a manner that it fell
on the crank handle!

Very well, produce the woman with
that kind of hair! The defense is
unable to de so.

But the State goes farther, and says
to the defendant, Produce ANY
GIRL, OR WOMAN, who was in
that room after Barrett left his ma-
chine Friday!

Again, the defense is
do it.

What follows? Of logical neces-
sity, it follows, that as seme woman,
or girl, was in that room, after Bar-

unable teo

- rett stopped his machine on Friday,

and as no living girl or woman can
be produced, the girl who was there
is not alive!
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mony, during the year and more that
tha case has travelled from Judge to
Judge, from court to court, from
courts to Prison Commwsmn, and
from Prison Commission to the Gov-
ernor!

THE VIRTUOUS DAN LEHON.

Hard-hearted newspaper reporter!
who smust necessarily have been an
Atlanta man, working for one of the
Atlanta papers, which have been
so partial to Leo Frank!

Apparently, Burns and Lehon give
the public no credit for common sense.
These brazen raseals have given out
statement after statement, audacious
falsehoods. told with confidence and re-
peated with brazen insistence, because
the State of Georgia had no press
agency to defend her—and her Gov-
ernor was a pariner of the law fiorm
defending Leo Frank!

The Governor himself was mightily
worried about the hair; and when he
signed the 135,000-word mass of in-
coherences which sought to justify his
commutation of the sentence, he gave
the public to understand that Dr. H.
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", Harris had virtually destroyed the
value of that part of the State’s case.

What is the truth of the matter, as
shown by the official record?

The grave of Mary Phagan was
opened, and some of the hair taken
from the head, fen days after her
death. At the morgue, the under-
taker, "Gheesling, had cleansed the
girl’s head and hair,- by washing it
out thoroughly with tm soap.

Now, the Doctor was asked to make
a m.icmscopic examination of the two
tresses of hair; the one found on the
handle of the machine; the other,
taken from the exhumed body.

This is what Dr. Harris said—

“Affiant further says that the two
specimens (of hair) were so much
alike that it was impossible for him
to form any definite and absolute
opinion as to whether they were from
the head of the same person or not.”

Wexe there ever two drops of water,
grains of sand, leaves of trees, scales
of fish, or 3.-.‘mnds of hair, exactly
alike?

Are any two hairs of your head
precise duplicates? Is there not a
slight variation of texture and size
in Bvery two hairs out of every per-
son’s head?

When Dr. Harris' microscope failed
to Teveal any decided difference in
color, size, and texture, between the
fress that came from the grave and
the one which came from Barrett’s
machine, you may feel as certain as
you need feel about anything, that
the two tresses were once a portion
of the same head of hair.

That which we do not see, and do
not learn from others who do see, we
must learn from proved facts which
convinece us to a moral certainty; and
when the microscope failed to show
any difference that a consecientious
examiner could swear to, the jury was
bound to beheve the hair was the
same, unless the defendant could offer
some evidence going to show that
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to ask those wihite givls o single ques- ey amd that he Dad even gong to the
tion, bnscimont oith her

et Dalton admitted, nnder oath, The woman from tho outeids; with
that he and Frowl had fq'-srg-:.;m-ﬂy whem Frank was alleged to ha.ve. in-
e @ woman of the tewn in the fag- dnlg-bﬂ Fuoannatural vies, was Duisy

ANMOTHER VIEW OF FrRANK:
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Invented! 1If so. whoever invented

it should mo to writing noevels. A

eook with thoat talent i8 hiding o
big hight under 1 small byshel,

'I_"lm eopk - procesds; I hoven't
hgard Miss Lueile say  whether shie
baliaved 1t or mot,

W den't baow why Mre. Frank
dida't ﬁ;ir.ué: togee Rer fusband. {whon
bhe waz in jasd); bul i wae o pretty

donr time befors she would come to

aea him, MAYEE WO WEEES™
(16 wae nearver thres weels, before
Mis, Frank woild go to sse IIBE b s~
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Answers  ¥es sip?

The ool signad her nnaone, and took
the “oath. before G A5 Februirs,
Wornry Puldic, The date was June
Spd; 1013,

I ventire tosay thet every white
man who hag an intimate knowledgae
of ‘the characreristics of pecroes, will
agren that n negre cook, whe hnd no
groden nzainst her white follos; could
never have been indoced o fabricate
aeh o tale as Minoln teld- It i= too
cicgimstantial, It gives-away inside
facts which no human bBrain could

FILAXTS AOME LIFE IDEALIEZED TN THE HEARST-SELIG MOV

band —a  ciccomstanes Lo which
Franlkls partisns never refer))

In ‘hie affidavit, the. cook swears
that the Sehgs paid her ‘momey, and
toid hier o be careful hew shio tolked.
Tiefore the notary took her -eath 1o
lier stafements; she was nshed:

“Has Moo Fickett; of Mz Croven;
er Mr Camphell, or anvself, influ-
enced Your inoany way, or throatened
to make this state-

ment ™
Amnstrer; o, sir
Chestion:  *You make ‘it of vour

1_:|-".'l:':‘a free willy and in the presence of
your attorney.

A, Goardon?™

v dovented, Ff Dears (he car-muarks.
of itk

Whit nerrrs would ever hava dvdvn
that sriesome night picture of e
votng wife, Iying en o rog, on thi
ﬂ-:-h'}r,_ and the yeung hesband, drink-
ing himgelf into stupefaction, wildly
wondering hew le came to mu dor:

and ¢alling  for his pistol, that s
triigehit Teidl Thimsel 1
Fhe appeoeance  which  fhis dis-

dranght woung sah presented fo Ele

pralecs Gifoers, newl mopnig, s i
andet gesordones itk Ads dndogicoded
dandition the nighl Defore?

The evidence of the two white men,
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John Tl and Woods Tiorers, (nlliss:
precizely with that of ths cook: and
they limd-anven: theic l[ml:lplmu of
Frank’s  nppencance and | movements,
Sunday mormng,  before Fey Auren

wnfat tha pool aeguld sweear, abowt Kige

Aeavy drinking Seturday feght,

WOnns. Roa RS, OHEOF TIEE STATES: 1.
CLEAL WA T S ES:

Tt i5 one of the mest striking cor-
peborations 31 the case.  'The cook
told the truth m the affidoeits and af
she Hves until Frank dies she will
tell mera

When the two offivors. went cout - ba
Franks hose ey had no suspicion
af hig guilt. “Ther wanted him o see
the girl, aml i possible give them
zome elue to work one They  fouad
him i the pervons; . jerky, wielly
state, natural to s man who had been
drinking the night before. e asked
whether anything had happened at
the foctory, tnd was told that Mary
Phagan' had been fopnd dead a0 the
baseroent.

o makes no eitery of amasement
and hovror! e expresses no surprise
ai the erime. He' nttevs na word ‘of
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pity for the vietime He otfors ne e
formation o the E:-I:ELL'LmLu 1a st
aEsts | Ho possible theory az 1o the
prminal. M wlowed Tie a ol
ghalies libe an aspen, Bews for o Lif
af collee, refuaes o fook on fhe pollid
foca of Lhe rreatrel e Lr;r_.-n!' e d-u_:.’i:.tiﬂ.’l
Hhaet ke Lerew Mary Phagan!

To this chimax of tho ense, wo cone
By i =tz continnons chain of evi-
denoe, furmshed by wlnle witnessed,
ot one: of - whone was mpenched, or
contrndicted. fml not one. of schom
Wis 1mnmm‘1h‘ to Frank, 1f we ox-
clude the -'raL'EIr-. he o Gl oo caim.

MARY PILAGANE CHLS, S1S8 HELEN FERGURS
SO0N, WHO ABKEN FRANE ON FRiDaY, PO
MARY 'S $1.90 AND WAS REFTUSED BY 1M,

Consequently, it is imposeibile that
vou da nob vecopmize i Leo Funk
the tnan wha had the lewd eharactar
needed in the criminal; the ymn whe
had shown o desive 1o possess this
litthe grivl; the mnan whoss. refusal: td
wened ‘her motiey. made i necessary for
her to comie Eor it; tha man who had
hier in Bis possession amd power b
the fima she dimappenss; the man—
and the ondy wwas—wliom sha askes
abouti the metal woom, wnd theratpre
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faetory on Saturday: nor did e dis-
closa the fact: that Conley eould
wiike.

e did not utter o hup:!_ that would
clear Newt Lee, and give to that inno-
vt darkey bis: frésdom,

Hi wirg perfectly content Lo scveen
Jim Conler, ind te sce the alter closs
apeoty e neck of T

O May 24th, Frank was irdicted
by twenty-thees grand-jucors, four of
whem were Jews (Not ome of those
efficial accusers huz ever asked that

211
attornevs moved  for o new Leiad,
which Jadge Roan refized: and the

GO0 Vs JI[.I]'.IEI.I:].-Ei] to the S-nprema:
Couiet, whieh affwmed the Cowrt bes
Fon,

The Sepreme Court peviewed all of
the: evidence, af oreal  Jength,  Gnd
decided ﬂmt it was sufficient to sus-
twin Uhe verdict. This desizion app!nra
iy tho 141st volume of Georgin Be-
ports, amd speaks for itself.

Four of the six Justices held that
the trial of Frank had been pecféctly
fuiv, and that lie had been properly

EibArK S WIFES DEVOTION AT THE TIAE 0F HIE ARERST,
AZSEEN 13- THE HEA RSV SR MO TR,

Frank's sevtence of adesth be eom-
erited, )

On- July 286k, 1943, Frank's trisl
comanenyed, before Judme T 30 Roan,
ubiel w0 jury, selected jointly Ly the
Btate and the seeused.

Tatil August 20th, the Court was
hearing Lhe: m:-l'l-l}.n-:e- and om that . rl*ﬂ
the attorneys beran  their  speechios,
Five days isuiq_ﬂ,, the cose went 1o the
jury, and on the sune day, o verdiet
af “Guilty™ was returned, willout
recommafidation to mercy., On the
next day. Judge Roan sentenced Frank
to be honged on Getober 10, 1013, His

h

vomvicked.  Two of the JTostices dif-
feved: and held that Judge Roan
shonld not have permitted Conley, nud
several while wilnesses, to teatify /o
the independent gots of immoralify. on
the pait of Frink.

The decision, &5 published, shows
thit thide was the only quiestion upon
whidh ol Supreme Courl divided;
and vou can =ee that it was a poing o
minor :Jiip-:.-r‘..mm. The renl 5sue in
tha case was, whetlier Loo Frans me:
wered Mary Phagon, Tor the indict-
ment  did it eharge him with rape,

{anﬂmqlwmh Fistices Wish il



Nona of _"l"r’-'i:-um Woorld - Ak far Commuatstion.

FRANK JURY.
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Chapter XNXL, and refresh  his
menory 0s do.the parvdonnge pewer:
All erimes n Engriand. were sup-
posed  too be committed  apoinst the
Rang—who was sssumaed to be pres-
ent, all the time, in his courts. The

WATSON S MAGAKIRNG,

The King. nevier set aside vérdioks:
aul overruted hiz judges  Such a
thing was 1ncenceivable,

BLfackstong  expressly savs that oit
wontld be against sll correet principles, .
to allow the power of fudping end of

GOVERNGR SLATON DEATING UFE THE VULTUORES ==Fram Straas” Ouck,

crimie liaving been commilied. jeninst
tha T, dt-was hig roval preragntive
te Jorgiee .

The King never recteied o case!
el o thing was preposterous,

petidonng to vesl in the eame pensen

Blscketone quotes: the grent legist,
Montesguien, who lays down the pro-
foundly  wise propesition, that if o
mugistrate exercised hoth the power





















