in tg% City of*Atlanta say "1 am plad thev indicfed the God

" damn Jew" they oﬁght *o teke him out and 1ynch him, end if 1

- get on that jury 1 wil] heng that Jew surs."” 1 emphatic&llv

ngggt;ggz,;_geed_an;_such_exppese%oﬂ—aﬁ—anv—fime “or place; 1 an a
- member of the Elk's Club; gald Club hes emong its members a lerge
nunber of Jewish peoplé, manyApf whom are my friends. 1 never
“enferteined anyv prejudice or animus arainst the Jewish pzople, or
against any one of them, and 1 did not make use ai any euch expres-
sinn beicore said Aaron oy any one clse; 1 was. at the Elk' .
Club on-Sundey, May 25tk, ‘1913, in the morningiTEAT 1 Lave read theds-
_positions of W, L.Ricker, in which he undertakes to quote me; 1 do not
know ‘the said Ricker - 1 may heve been intpoduced to hlm, 1 dicd not

make - thegsfatemen at anyv fame or plece as sworn to' by seid Ricker;

“Ricker °aid “that hhe canversatlon that he . heard was in the store of

Nunnally andHarr%s athoproe, Georgia; 'l have read also the. depositiam’
of J. J, Nunrally wittheferepee to the cenversation sbout which Rické
testiiied;i remember that the Frank ecass-was discussed ;ngEE’ETSFE"of
Nunnelly ahdHarris; this discussion ocecurred on June--22nd,, 1913;

it was paA_icipa*ed in F” a;numbetfeiwgeeplef—l>ﬂLacussgdfit;cas:“‘**'
e eSS oM e ;
vally and incidentally as did all of The other partics present;

a-

1 was rot in the store more then sixty minu*eg a* *he outelde;

iiggjjng;e;pazﬁeof.this<$4meqelxwasqeng&gednin“hnfeifort'to sell -

Nuhhelly and Harris some buegies, and the Frank case was not

discuesed aIl of this time; or if it _was, certain-it isl-&dd¢—

— — .t

not nartlcipate in the dlscussion, 1 positivelv deny that 1 used

the expression "They are ooinp to break that Jew's neck" as

*

-stated bv Ricker in his depositions, and 1 likewisge “deny making

2 i -
any such statemente in manner, form or suhstance, ag szt out 1n

fhe deposifions of said Ricker’ 1 did not in themanner, iowm,,

or substance, 1n the presence of the said Rlcker ar Nunrallv or
in the store of said Nunnallv and Harris, or anvwhere else, at any
time say if the jury turned Frank looee, he could never o

- get out of Atlanta alive. 1. did stame in the discuasion of the

 Frank case that 1t was’ my opinion fhaf the men guilty oi the'”

-



at this time, anvtbinv morz than the bend]fnes of the nemspap

»eﬁéflwhaduhotrformed—eny opinion based 6n- newepsper reports-orh =
casual rumor es to whether or not ‘Frenk was the men euiltyv of the
crime, and 1 did not express myeslf in the lanpuage attribuged
to me by the sald Ricker or any other languege; nor did 1 knof
fVa‘ the yUleC sertimant was so s*riong amalnet Frenk that hs sounld

« abhle

_not be,/1f acquitted, to*get cut of the City of Atlanta alive, end
1 positively and emphatically deﬁy tﬁat 1 ewver mede'use,of anv guch
expression;‘I was ccris*antly on the road traveling from April 2fth,,
1513, 2ntil July RAtW, 1913, duiring 2very week, and did not

~spend—e-swificient—lenpthof time ir Atlente to know whet the —

public sentiment there was with reference to the guilt or londCou.us
~

~of the trialLeo M. Frank; THAT 1 ..u.s rcad the depositions of -
H, Shi Gray, S. ¥, Johnson, and John *, Holmes; 1 hed a conversa-
tion on Sept. 2aAd, 1913, with the said II, Shi Gray, S. Y, Johnson, and

John M. Holmes; this weg after the verdict in the Frank case had

fbeéﬁ rendered on Auguét_ééth., 1913; 1 never saw Gray,

Johnson or Holmes togehter or separateIV'after 1 was served w1th a
subpoena 88 & Juror which was Friday Iuly 25th., 1913 until after
Vl-was discharged from the jury on the Frank cese; TdAT on
July 24th, 1913, 1 wes at Athens, Ga., on July 25th, 1913, 1 was at
Statham, Winder and Atlente, Ca.; 1 remained in Atlants on the 26th.
and 27th. end went on the jury 'on July 28th; 1 never saw—

either of these men,.eitherlin”Sparta-or elsewhere'; after 1 knew

> was:a_Juror-on'thézFrank case, until Spet, 2nd., 1913, at which .

time, 1 did discuss with each and all of them the Frank case,

fully and freely in Walker and Holmes Insurance Office; 1 then

stated that in my opinion there was not a shedow of a doubt

Sbut that Prank‘waé'guilty; 1 did not hear several partiés, as
stated by 'S¢ M, ‘Johnson in his depositione, say that they thought
_Enank_maavnoi_guiligq_buh*gnciheucontrary every men who dis-
cussed the. case in my presence in the office afnresaid expressed
the opfnion that iha_said Leo M. Frank was gullty; and 1 was con=- .
gratu}aﬁed—by everyOne who ceme into that office among “them .
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H.8hi Gray, S.M.Johnson, ‘end John M.Holmes © on rendering the
verdict‘om@ﬁt’yT'T’w"ae introduced by ‘Mre.Holmes tc their .

maxw friends and ecque,int nancesu ae heving be en one -of the

Jurore ofi the Frenk case; I futthermore stated on the oocaeion .
7which I refer tb,xmn naniely, Sxptember 2nd.,1913%3, that said -
- Frank was a moral degenerafe and apervert; I baeed this state-
ment on the evidence adduced upon the tr_ia.l; before that I did
not have any knowledge or informat'ion’ whatscever which would have
warranted me in surmising that Frank was a degenerate and a per=
vert; attabhed marked "Exhibit D* is a letter from H,Shi Gray;
J’ohn;;'?M.Holmee and S.M.Johnson, in wrich they state that I oatd
in the conversation I had with them, that sald Frank, in my
opinion was a rervert; I base this assertion upon the evidence
-a-dduoed upon the trial of the case; up until this time I did =
not believe the.t Frankwas a pervert, but after hearing the evidence
I could not avoid such a conclueion. I then bélieved that Frank
was @ degenerate and a pervert, and I so estatel to the three men et
—Spm“-muom—the—de%e—eher—eey-md—net—mor—trthef—'
trial of Leo M,Frank, but after his conviction towit, gept.2nd.,1913
I deny that I ever made any other stahements attributed t;o me by
~the said .Tohneon, Gray and Holmes, prior to the trial of Leo I,
Frunk, but all of the etatementa ;ne.de were made su’bsequent to the
_trial, and after I had full knowledge ar_the evidence infbeh&l£-~—-—
..of the State and defenoe.. I was :ln Spax'ts on June 27th.,1913; I did
»'not know that I hed been drawn as a_ Jjuror until about 5 o'clook
on the afternoog of Friday, July 28the, 1913; I do not know of

my own personal knowledge when I was drawn; I am informed and

believe the Jury was not drawm until Thursday / July 24th.,1913%; -

I am informed . and believe that my name wue not drawn out of’ the

Ju:r.'y box for the Frank tridl until Thursdau, July 24th.,1915. end
I am oertain if 1t was I did not know of. it mtiLchect day,
Friday, July 25th.. I swef posi-t'fve{y, after having refreshed

my memory by entries mede brme at the time in the book hereto
attaoned. merked "Exhibit Ev, thet I we.s in SParta on June 27th.,
1915,_a.nd I am equally poe:ltive in eaying that I never did go back t

to Spurty, aftet June 27th.,191§, an ehown by my book, ‘and - ue I

A}
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