FRANK'S LAWYERS.

 AMEND THEIR PLEA
;Sdove to Strike Out Affidavits
Which Ragsdaie and Bar-

ber Repudiated.

t
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HIS CASE NOT INJURED

Petective Burns Says Defense |Is
Complete — Frank, in State-
ment, Assails Police.

1 Spceial to The .\;ru: York I'imrs,

ATLANTA, Ga., April Z8.—The dc-
Yense in the case of l.eo A Frank to-
dav wached its hands of the Rev. C. B.
Ragsdale, the Baptist minister, and R.
L. Rarber. a member of Ragsdale’s
Church, who made affidavits that they
overheard 2z negro identified .as Jim
Conley confess thet he murdercd Mary
il"hagan, and svho were said to have re-
pudiated the afridavits,

“Attorneys Reuben R. Arnold and l.a-

ther Rosser. counsel for I'rank. obtained |
Yrom Judge Ben Hill an order striking |
from the oxtraordinary motion for al
new trial the amendment setting up the
Ragsdale affidavit as a part of the
grounds for &z new hearing. Frank's
attorneys took this action when ther
learned Ragsdale had made an  affi-
davit for Solicitor Dorsey. in which he
repudiated the affidavit made for the
defense. The Solicitor says. nowever,
that he will insist on *“* showing up the,
entire transaction.”” Solicitor Dorsey re-,
fuses 10 mauke public Ragsdale's repudi-
ating afiidavit,

Nagsdale, it is said, swore the * con-
fescion ' afrfidavit was a deliberate
“ frame-up.” and made charges of bri-
tery involving several huiidred dpllars. '

Judge 13§11 in alowing the motion to
strike out the Ragsdale and Barher af- .
fidavit ordered that the original affi- |
davits of the two men boe made a 'Dzu_'t
of the couri record in the case. This
action presurnably was taken by the
court 2s « basis for perjury charges,
1t ix =aig that when the hearu!;-,‘:_of the
extraordinary miotion in the Frank case,
which will be rosvmed on Iriday, 18
completed the Girand Jury will begin an
investization of ithe whole case, looKing
into all charges and countsr charges ot
the perjury und subornaticn of perjury.

Aessre. Rosser od Arnold  seemed
greatly surwised at Rug.«dalf:.'s rr:pudm-
tion of his - eonfessjon ' affidavit, and
insisted that both ftagsdaie and Barber
volunterroed their evideuce for the de-
fense. Rapgs=dale and Barber said  in
their affidavi’s (hai they had heard ag
negre confess that ne murdered = irl
in the pencil faectery. f31l}“b§‘1' even
jdentified Jim  Conler as heing e
negro.  They wrovght their stories 1o
Frank's lawyvers, and presonted charac-
ter inlarsaments from prominent imen.
Dr. John . White and Dr. J. M. Pierce,
testifyving to  the siraightforwsrdness
of PRacsdale. and George 150 Knott m-;
dorsing the reiiaoility or DBarber,
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Franii's Lawyers Indiznant,

% We are after only the fruth in this
maticr,”” said Attorney Arnold. T We
won't stand for false evidence i woeo
know 1t, and for tuis roason wao o=
tained the order to strike the Razsdale
matier froin the extraordinary motion.i
When o muan wiil swear 1 an aifi(ia-i
Vit to a certain =tatement of facts, o
supposed fzetx, and then turn aroutnd !
and repudiate what he sald under oari, |
I don't think the ceourt or any Iair-j
minded man would want to r-.om—'id-;r'
i in the case at ail, That is why we .
yish to wipe from the record all '-.'c:-i'er-!
ence to Rapgsdale. He made this affi-,
Aavit of his own velition and was rec-i
ommendnd in us s a man of truthful-!
niess and honoir. If he swore falseiyv, he
glene must Lear The 1 sponzibility. W
want noithing to do with hitn. '
S Sinee the State =6t the eaample for!
Fige by vhicing Jins Conley on thel
stand It sees tunt ]l of the liars i
Georgia are trving to brear into 1his
caxe,”’

Detective Williom J. Burnes was not
disturbed Uy the Rugsdale epizod.. Re
said the preacher’s renudiation of his
affidavit would Liave no Leuring on Lhe
hearing nor any other evidence in the
f1ands of the detense.

“ We have evidence enough right now
to conviet Jim Contex of the mmurder of
Afary Phagun without any confession
fromy the negro,”” he said., Frank's at-
torneys  ixsued  the  followimg  sighed
statement:

On Thursdax. April 20 i914, there
app-arced a1 the oifics off L. 72, Rosser.
in *he Grant Hnilding. iwo men ¥ho
yrofes<ed 1o have mpoitant invoiriba-
1ton in refersenec to the FPrank oirial.
Ui 0f thiese repiesented himsold o o
a . preacher and the other g fornwey
member of his flocek.

These two men were unknown to
cither of us. Neithvp of s had ever
geen o reard of them before. 1. Z.
osser took the affidavits of these
men. He put them to the test of the
most thorougn cross-exantination of
which ne was capable. There was no
effort to lead them. to add to or color
their story. On the contrary, they
were given to understand clearly that
¥rank’'s counsel wanted only the truth,
and in taking their affidavits we were
seceking nothing beyend just what they
Enew and krew accurately.

The affidaviis were prepared in their
presence. almost their very words be-
ing taken by a competent and honest
steogravher. After the affidavits had
been tyvpewritien they weire carefully
Tead to cach o7 the wWithesses una
gworn to before a disinterested notary
public.

Neither one of us dreamed that they
were acting cornmiptiv, but  believed
1hat they were acting {rom pure mo-
tives., 10 correct the swrong of their
Tormer =ilenece.

Gave vl References.
They wore asked to z2ive the names
of their friends and ussocidles, ag the
law requirced. They gave promptly

some of the most correct anda upright |

men in the ity of Atlanta.  Some of
these men were promaptly seen in an
effort to determine whethsr the men
were what thev scomed and repre-
sented themeselves to be.  Tha¢ result
was in RKeeping with  their
Somme- of the best menn in Atianta
vouched fur them., and we felt justified
in presenting theirr story (o the court.

It has come to ovr vars this ovening
that both these men now recant. and
claim they framed up their story, I
the=e rumors he true, we denounce
the pertfidy of these men with all the
schemence of our natures. In  this
TFrank case we have nvver wanted
anything but the t(ruth: have never
made use of anvtiing but what was
DLelieved to be the truth. We have
belirved. and now profoundly bhelieve,
iIn Fraank's innocence, but even that
conviction has never induced us to say
ane word that the whole City of At-
ianta could not hear. nor to do any-
thing that the whole State of Georgia
could not cow.

claims. !

17 these rumors are trite, we will at
once cut tirese perjured witnesses out
o1 this ca»r, just as we have in the
past, und just as we will in the future

every fact and circumstance that even
squints at unfairness or periurl.

In proef that we did not act even
credulously and inadvisably in  thiy
matter, we submit copies of affidavits
of men who vouch for the character of

these men.
T.. 7. ROSSER,
HERBERT HAAS,
T.EONARD TJAAS,
REUCBEN R. ARNOLD.
Having announced that he: was'amply
prepared to vombat the amendment .-to
the motion for a new trial by IFrank’s
attornevs. Solicitor Dorsey, inh all prob-
ability will go before Judge Ben I
to-morrow and ask the court to reopen
the hearing--on  Thursday morning=a
day earlier than previously agreed upon.

Frank Issues Statement.
Leo M. Frank issued this statement

to-day:
To the PPeople of Atlanta: - )
The City of Atlanta has grown to its
present greatness and must depend for
its future growth upon Joung men
like inyself who. | reared in  other
places, but hearing of, the greatnessg of
Atlanta. come heré to cast their for-
tunes with its people. ot o
When six vears ago I left my forimer
hoine in Brooklyn, where I was rdised,
to come to. Atlantit to help.build up
a new enterprise that ywould- increase
its prosperity and give employment
to many people, 1 accepted the oppor-
tunity gladly and came without any
foreboding of evil
I supposed that so long as I lived a
decent. upright jife. and did my duty
1ihat no harm would come 10 me .any-
where. I did not suppose that there
was a place in the Tnited States where
a man could not get fair play., Sud-
denly, like a bolt of lightning from a
clear sky, this terrible calamity came
upon me. 1 was at work on a Saturday
arternoon in my office where 1 had a
right to be. where it was my duty to
be. when 2 young girl was foully mur-
dered in the same "building. As to
how she wus kilted or who Killed her,
T knew mnot "inore than' & man ten
thousand miles awagd. ' :
I was arrested and put on trial, or
rather what was ealled a trial. The
minds of the peaple; already in-
furiated bx the bruatality of the crime,
were driven to madness by the whis-
pered word that I was & pervert and
a degenerate of the. foulest tyne. 1.
hecume an object of detestation and
loathing. -The 1whole city. except a
few {faithtul [friends, turned away
from me in disgust and abhorrence.
People said: ** Even if be i3 not
ruilty of the murder, he ought to bhe
hanged.” TUnder such circumstances
it wlas impossible fo1r me 1o get a fair
tricl.

No Chunce for His lite,

As one of the lawyers exrressed it
I had as much chance for my life as
2 cuanary bird in a basket of cuts. No
wonder thut the judge of .fthe court
certificd that he feared for my life
and the lives of my uttornezs should
the jury acquit me. No woinder one
of the iury vwas moved to tell a
Triend that if they bad freed me not

one of the jury would have left the
courthouse alive. .

And now, here at the last hour,
comes XNewport A, lLaniord, head of
the deteciive department, after Mr.
Burns had cornered him. and serenely
announces that the charge of per-
version aever entered into the case:
ihat neither the State nor the Police
Department ever ciaimed, or did now
claim. that 1 was a pervert. and thiat
the charge was injected inte the case
DYomy own lawyers. o

videitly - he cousiders the people of
Allanta an aggregation of asses.
But was there e¢ver such effrontery?
Aiter using this churge in every way
conceivable fo railroad me through to
the gallows, after thne solicitor had
mad« it the chief subject of hid nine-
hour speech. ufter the Supreme Court
has affirmed the verdiet principally
oh thuat ground, he now says it did not
enter into the case. T say it was the
whole tuse. .

1t is deeply significant that simul-
taneously with the withdrawal of the
charge of perversion against me M.
Burns has come inte absolute proof
through letters written in Conley's
own hand that lie is a vile degeneratc
and practiser of unnatural crimes
which the law of this State punishes
by life imprisonment in its peniten-
tiary. These letters are in his posses-
sion, and are opeu to tne 1mspecuon
of any men in Atlanta who want to
look at theni. Is it possible that T am
to be hanged on the word of a creua-
ture like this? Is it possible that my
life of decency is to weigh as nothing?
Is it possible that this city has in it so
little of the =pirit of air play?

Ain ] not statine ‘the truth when [
eay that the withdrawal by (*hief Lun-
rord of the charge against me of per-
version puts my case in 4 new and en-
tirely Jdifferent light? 1ls it not a cir-
cumstance that should appeal most
powerfuily to the courts in my applica-
tion for a new irial? Is there 3 man
in Atlanta who would deny that -the
charge of perversion was the chiel
cause of my conviction, o deny that
the case, without that charge, would
be an entirely differerit question?

LEO M. FRANIL
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