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DORSEY REPLIES
10 THE CHARGES
OF MRS. L. FRANK

Says the Wife of an Accused
Man Would Be the Last to
Learn of Her Husband’s
Guilt.

MRS: FRANK BITTER
IN HER CRITICISM

Detective Department Not at
All Disturbed Over Denial
of the McKnight Woman
That Slte Signed Affidavit.

“Ine wile of a 1nan accusfd of
orime would probahly bLe the last per-
Bon to lcarn atfl of the facts establish-
ing her husband's guilt, and certainly
would he the last person to admnit his
culpabifity, even though {t he proved
by overwhelining evidence.

“Perhaps the most unpleasant fea-
ture Incident to the position of prose-
cuting attorney ariges from the fact
that punishment of the gullty inevit.
ably brings suffering te relations who
are in- \nt of participation in the

crime, who nrust share the hu-
miliativ,-  following  from  its  ex-
posure.” ’

These atatements are contalned in a
signed letter for publication given The
Constitution yesterday afterpoon by
Solleltor General Hugh M. Dorsey
ahortly following the issuance of a
letter criticlstng him by Mrs. leo
Frank, wife of the man {ndicted for
the murder of Mary Phagan.

Scores the Detectives.

Mrs. Frank's letter rings with caus-
tic denuncifation of the solicitor and
the detectives for imprisoning the
servant girl, Minola McKnight, and
fssuing the sensational affldavit pur.
ported to huve been signed by the
negress, She declares belfef in her
husband's innocence and expresses
confldence that he will be acquitted.

She, arraigns the circulators of un-
savory and ‘“‘untrue” storles regard-
ing her al) ged unhappy marrled )ifo
and asscrts that the suspected man
could not have been *“the good hus-
band he had been to her If he were a
erlminal’ Tt is the tirst public statg-
ment jssned by any member of the
Frank famlly and created wide fn<
terest.

In gccounting for the affidavit o!
the MceKnight girl, she sayg that it Is‘
not improbable that the negress told’
such a story, as one would have
doibtless concocted any kind of tate
fn order to eseape the “tortuous third
degree” to which Mrs. Frank says the
«irl wag subjected at police headquar-
ters on the day she made the affl-
davit. The wife corroborates her hus-
band in his statement of hla conduct
at home on the day of the tragedy
and says that other stories are nbso-
Tutely false.

In speaking of the Phagan -;ltunt!on
Solicitor Dorsey sayvsg that a bill of (n-
dictient has heen found by the grand
jury, comwposed of impartial and re-
spected cltizens, and that as sellcitor
ceneral, he welcomes all evidence
fram any source that wili aid  an
fmpartial  jury in determining the
eullt or Innocence of the accused
man. It alse Is Mr. Dorsey’'s first
statement for publication,

It follows In full:

Solleftor Dorscy’s Statement. »

“I have read the statement printed
in the Atlanta newspapers over the
signature of Mrs, Leo M. Frank, and 1
have only to say, without {n any wlse
taking issue with her premises, as [
might. that the wife of a man ac-
cused of crime wquld probably bhe the
last person to learn all of the facts
establishing hig gullt, and certainly
wounld be the 1ast person to admit his
culpabitity, even though proved by,
overwhelming evidence to the satis-
faction of every impartial citizen be-
vond the possibility of reasonable
doubt.

“Since the discovery of this crime [
hava rigidly adhered to any conslstent
pakiey af pefraining from newspaper
tnterviews or statements with rela-
tion to the evidence upon which the
state must depend toconvict and pun-
ish the perpetrator of the crime, and it
1s my purpose to adhere steadfastly to
this policy, submitting to the jury of
Fulton county citizens, to be salected
under the falr provision of the law,
the evidence upon which, alone, con-
viction or acquittal must depend.

A bill of indictment has been found
bv the grand jury, composed of Im-
partial and respected citizens of this
community. and as solicltor general of
this circuit, charged with the duty of
atding In the enforcement of our laws
by the presecution of those indicted
for violating the law, I welcome all
evidence from any source that will ald
an impartial jury, under tae charge of
the court. in determining the gullt or
fnnocence of the accused.

“Perhaps the most unpicasant fea-
ture incident to the position of prose-
cuting attorney arises fron, the fact
that punishment of the gullty inevi-
tably brlugs sutfering to  relations
whe are innocent of partiefpation in

Continued on Page Two.
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the crime, but who must share the
humiliation flowing from its oxposure.

“This however, 1 an evil attendant
upon crime, and the courts and  thelr of-
ficern cannot allow thelr sympathies
for the Innocent to retard the vigor-
ons presccution of those indicted for
the commission of crime, for were it
otherwlise, sentiment, and not justice,
wonld dominate the admlnlulmll?n"ol
our lawi. HUGH M. DORSEY,

Detectives Not Disturbed.
¢hief Lanford snd Harry Scott ap-

r.
wrently are not the slightest pe
:nrhed over the report that Minola.
MeKnight, the servant girl in the

home, had repudlated the sensa-
lnlr:‘n"akl affldavit to which she attested
Puesduy afternoon. The chief dee
clared that he did not believe tho re-
port, and that he did not think ‘lhe
woman would repounce hcrr lxi\\orn
atement in the manner rumored.
H;‘h: witl be placed on the wltnmts
stand in the Frank trial, the dc’,t:t-
tives assert, and tf ghe denics hfz\lug
made the affidavit, Detectives (,angn-
bell and Starnes and two cillzens w I'll
bo sworn to testify ‘that she did sign
the document. ‘The report ls that she
made a total denlnl of the slutcm:nt
accredited her hy the dvll:cllvvn.‘ She
bas returncd to work In the ¥ rank
rhold.
ho':!?m'f;hu]u:ther of the sugpected super-
intendent, Mra, L. Frapk, whose honlm
is tn HBrookiyn, N. Y., has arrived In
Atlants to be pear her sun and to .‘,t-
tend his trial. She is Swm\lnk n!‘lll‘\e
residence of Mr. and Mrs. Fmil f-fr.‘ ;f.
65  ast Ceorgla avenue, nl‘ \\h}cn
Frank lved with his wife. She has
visited the Jall frequently since cotirl\-
ing to Atlanta, ﬂh;] will visit 1t daily
tghoutl her visit,
“‘;;::‘sl;,l;‘es the reported denial of‘hor
affidavit by the servant ulrl.J there
were nn developments in the ‘l hagan
mystery Thuraday, the detectives u‘;\z':
Chirf Beavers and Chief l.ul\ford" ll
voted thelr time to the grand ]\n)ng
which they were summoned, while lc
golicltor general and his staff w‘c'r'
employed throughout the day in the
Xt :omanner,
bl'lll‘\t:u‘l"ulum county board of cr:mmlz-
stonery approved a bilt of u.:lksur-‘
mitted to them by Willlam Blac “, lr::-
undertaker  of Martetta, lnf‘ the (l? n
terment of Mary Phagan’s body n
Marfettit, ‘The bill, when ﬂrfu v:rm
sented, was protested by 8. B. 1‘5”1])f-n'
on the ground that noﬂlr&ndy”};: ur;;(\l—
cen the coroner's O. IS,
:tn‘:‘l{:l wus  that the coroner h.'sd ll;g
right to exercise this uut?lorlt).
finntly withdrew hlg m'ou-?!. ‘
Mrn. Frank's Letter Follows!
rAtlanta, Ga., June 5, 1913.
vpditor Atlanta Counstitution, Atlunta,
‘(’.{;;'m s$ir: The nction of the s.ollcl:
tor peneral in arresting and tipr ismlx‘
Sngg our tamily cook becauso she wm: (t
not voluntarily make a false slmunﬁt-.n
agalnst my innocent husband, br nge:
a Mmit to paticnee. This wrong is r}o
chargeable to n detective acting under
the necessity of shiolding his own ro!)‘
utation agaipst attacks in newspapers,
but of nn intellegent, trained lawyer,
whose sworn duty 13 as much to pro-
tect the inpocent, as to punish t‘he
wnilty, My Information is that this so-
licitor has admitted that no crime i3
charged agalnst this cook, and that he
had no legal right to have her arrest-
ed and Imprisoned.
“The following statement from The
Atlanta Journal undertakes to give the

history of the arrest up to the time
the woman was carriéd to the police
station in the patrol wagon, weeping
and shouting In a hysterical condi-
tion:

“*The negress was arrcsted at the
Sellg residence shortly after noon
Monday upon the order of Sollcitor
General Hugh M, Dorsey. ,

*’'Bhe was carried to the sollcitor’s
office and that official with Detec-
tives. tamphell and Starnes examined
her for more than an hour. The wom-
an grew hysterical durlng the vigor-
ous examination, and finally was led
from the sollcltor's office to the police
patrol, weeping and ahouting: “f am
going to hang and don’'t know a thing
about {it,”

“They "Tortured Her”

“They tortured her for four hours
with the well-known third degree pro.
cess, in the manner and with the re-
sult stated In The Atlanta Constitu-
tton of June 4, as follows:

“’Her husband, who was also carrled
to the police station at noon, wasg
freed a short whlle before his wife
left the prison. He was present during
the third degree of four hours, undetr
which she wax placed In the afternoon.
He s sald to have declared, even In
the presence of his wife, that she had
told  conflicting  storles of Frank's
conduct on the tragedy dato.

“CAfter she had been aulzzed to n
point of exhanstlon, Secretary G. (.
Febuary, attached to Chief Lanford's
office, was summoned to npote her
statement fn  full

“'It waa the longest siatement made
by the woman since her conncetlon
with the mystery. It wil) bo used,
probably, in the trlal. The negress
wits calm and composed upon emerg-
Ing from the examinatlon'”

“That the sollcltor, sworn to maln-
taln the law, should tnus falsely ar-
rest ome agalpst whom he has ne
charge and whom he does not even
suspect, and torture her contrary to
the laws, to force her to glve evidence
tending to swear away the life of an
innocent man, 18 beyond belief.

Innocent Sufferers.

“SWhere will thig end? My husband
and my famnlly and myself are the In-
nocent sufferers now, but who will bhe
the next to suffer? I suppose the wit-
nesses tortured will he confined to the
clasg who are not able to employ law.
years to relfove them from the torturs
in time to prevent thelr beihg forced
to give false affidavits, but the Mves
8worn away may come from any class.

“It will be noted that the plan s to
apply the tortnre until che desired afri-
davit {3 wrung from the sufferer, Then
it ends, but not bhofore.

"It 13 to be hoped that no person
can be convieted of murder In any
civilized country on evidence wrung
from witnesses by torture. Why, then,
does the golicitor continue to apply
the third degree to produce testimony?
How does he hope to got the Jury to
belleve (t? He can have only one hope,
and that is to keep tho jury from
knowing the methods to which he has
resorted,

“Of course, If he ean
nesses into giving the kind of evi-
dence he wants against my innocent
husband in this case, he can torture
them Into glving evidence against any
othier man {n the community In cither
this or any other case. [ can see only
one hope. And that ls, to let the pub-
lte know exaetly what this officer of
the law 1§ dolng, and trust, as [ do
trust, to the sense of falrness and
Justice ot the people.

“It 13 not surprising that my cook
should sign an affidavit to redleve her-
self from torture that had been ap-
plied to her for fouy hours, according
to The Atlantn Constitution, ‘to a point
of exhaustion.’ It would be surprising
If ahe would not, under such circum-
stances, give an aftidavit,

“This torturing process can be used
to produce testimony to be published
in the newspapers to prejudice the case
of anyone the solicitor sees fit to nc-
cuse. It is also valunble to prevent
anyone stating facts favorable to the
accused, becauso as soon as the so-
leltor finds it out, he ean arrest the
witness and apply the torture. 1t ts
hard to belleve ihat practices of this
nature will he countenanced anywhere
in the world, outsldo of Russia,

Corrohorutes Jlushand.

“My husband wus at home for lunch
and in the evenlng at the hours he
has stated on the day of the murder.
He spent the whole of Saturday even-
Ang and night in my company. Neither
on Saturday, nor Saturday night, nor
no Sunday, nor at any other time did
my husband by word or act, or in

torture wit-

any
other way, demean himself otherwlise
than as an Innocent man. He d{a

nothing unusual nnd nothing to arouse
the slightest susplclon. [ know him
to be Innocent. There I8 no evidence
against him, oxcept that which is pro-
duced by torture. Of course, evidence
of this kind enn be produced againgt
any human belng in the world.

“I have heen compelled to endure
without fault, either on the part of
my huaband or myself, more than it
falls to the lot of most women to
bear.  Slanders have been clrculated
in the communlty to the effect that my
husband and myself were not happlly
married, and every conceivable rumor
hus been put afloat that would do him
and me harm, with the public, In spite
of the fact that all our friends ure
aware that these stutements are falge,
and all his frlends and myselfl know
that my husband 18 a man actuated by
lofty {deals that forbid his commit-
ting the erime that the detectives and
:\llw solicitor are seeking to tasten upon

m,

"L know wy husband Innocent. No
man could make the good husband to o
woman that ho has been to me and bo
A criminal, All his acquaintances know
he 18 innocent. Ask every man that
knows him and seo if you can find one
that will belleve he is guilty. If he
were gullty, does it not seer reason-
able that you could fing some one who
knows him that wil} say he believes
him gullty?

"Being a woman, 1 do not understana
the tricks and arts of detectives and
prosecuting officers, but I do know Leo
Frank, and his friends know hilm, and
I know and his friends know that he
ia utterly incapable of committing the
crime that these detectives and this
solicitor are seccking to fasten upon
him. Respectfully yours,

“MRS, LEO M.

FRANK.”
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