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LEOFRANK ANSWERS
ST 0F QUESTON
“BEARNG ON POINTS
MADE AGAINST HIN

Stated That He Was Will-
ing to Reply to Any Ques-
tions That Might Be in the
Mind of the Public, and

. Asked to Answer Any
Such That Might Be Pro-
‘ pounded to Him.

TELLS HOW JIM CONLEY
COULD HAVE SLAIN GIRL:
AND ESCAPED DETECTION

| Asserts That Very Fact
That He Admitted He Had
Seen -Mary Phagan on the
Day of the Murder, Thus
. Placing Himself Under
Suspicion, Was Proof in
Itself That He Was Inno-
cent of Crime..

e PR ®e gy

I'robably the most interesting state-
ment yet igsued by leo. M. Frank in
connection with the murdor for which
he has been sentenced to hang, is one
that he has furnished to The Consti-
tuifon iu the form of a scries of an-
swers to guestions which were pro-
pounded to him bearing_on the case.

“These (uestions were preparcd by
a* representative ot The Constitution
whe visied Frank at the Tower last
week.

“A - me any .questions you wish,”
Trauk told the reporter.

In accordance with that, the report-
e wrote out a list of questions which,
he asserted,” comprised the most sa:
lient points the prosecution had
Jn‘u;xgliQ._ole \agu'mst him, and -to each
of thesé Frank-has given an answer,
Here Are
Questions. »

tollowing wre the questions which
were asked:

Question 1. Why did you let Newt
Loc oft that atternoon, the first time
he was p\'cr' off, as Lec testified?

Questjon- 2. The last thing-known
ebout Mary Phagan’'s movemeuts beiug
her visit to your otfice, and the body
being found in the basement of the fac-
tory in the same building as your of-
fice, what is your explanation of how
she could have been murdered without
wour knowing anything about it?

Question 3. You say the wording of
the notes 1s plainly that of a ncgro.
isn't it possible that the negro could
have written only the substance, in his
own way, of the notes dictated by you?

Question 4. Evidence was offered to
show that on previous occasions you
had given Mary Phagan's pay to lclen
Worguson when the latter called for it.
I8 it true that you told Helen ¥crgu-

son on tho day proeceding the tragedy
that Mury Phagan would come for her
pay tho tollowing day?

Question 5. You suld you did not
lknow Mary Phagan. Gantt says you
had talked to him about her. How do
you explain this?

Question 6. You said you examined
tlie .alleged. blood spots on. the sccomd
{loor on Monday following the murder.
Ividence was offercd to show that the
blood .spots had been chipped up be-
{orc’ you could have comc to the fae-
tory, llow do you explain this? Was
quyone with you when you cxamined
theso alleged blood spots? :

Question 7. Wouldn't it have been
the matural -thing to tclephone Montag
about getting a detective, instead ot
Schiff? Why did you tclephonc Schiff,
and not Montag? . - .

Question 8. Is it true that at the
coroner’s inquest you gave onc time for
the arrival of Mary Phagan at your
oftice, at the trial you gave another
time? If truc, how do you explain this
conflicting testimony?

Question 9. Did ‘you not at one time
€ay you were not out of your office
at 12:05 o’'clock? Did not Mouteen
Stover say she. was there at that time
aud you were not in? Did you not then
change your statement? If su, what
i3 your explanation? .

Quustion 10. At -girst, you said the
time clock slip punched by Newt Lee
was correct, .did you hot? Later, you
gaid there were discrepaicles, Is this
not true? If true, how do you ex-
plain the contradiction?

Question 11 Did you not tell Mrs.
White ‘to hurry from the factory, that
you were in haste to leave? Did you
hot, when.sha. had gone, resume your
geat, and begin ,writing? If so, how
do you explain what you said ‘to Mrs,
White? - R .-

Question 12. Why did you refuse to
sce Jim-Conley ‘before the trial, when
he oftered to face you? !

Question: 13. When- you made your|
slatcment: before -the police, dldn't you!
Fail to -mention tho visit of Lemmlie
Quinn? ‘If so, why?

Question 14.-- Did you ask him not to.
gay anything about his visit until you
had consulted your lawyers?. If so,!
why? = oL . .

Question '15, . When jyour character
was put in issue, why did you--not in-
tlsl upon - your. attorneys cross-ques-
loniug the witnesses who testificq

; ugainst your character? ’

) . Question 16. If u girl werenever seen
{

|
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LEO FRANK ANSWERS
LIST OF QUESTIONS

Continued From Page One.

alive after she had -been known to visit
o certaln man’s office, and if that girl
was found the next day in the same
building as that office—dead, murder-
ed—wonld you call it persecution for
that man to be arrested and vigorous-
ly prusecuted?

Question 17. Would you call it prej-
udice for that man to be suspected!

Frank’s

Answers,

Question 1-—Why did you let Newt
that afternoon, the first time ho w
off, as Lee testifed?

Answer—Lee had been employed at
the factory fur but two weeks. Almost
any cxperience, -therefore, he would
have had at_the factory would be for
the “first time’ I had on -¥riday,
April 25, received and accepted an in-
vitation- from my brother-in-law, Mr.
Ursonbach, to go to the ball' game.on
Saturday ufternoon. Accordingly, on
Friday night I had directed Lee to re-
port early on Saturday, because I
thought I would be absent from the
factory Saturday afterncon at the ball
Ponpiy Trieh oen mannnmé af tha hadl
Baio. Dun Vi GUwWaiiw ~ - - ——— !
weather and the accumulation of work, ‘
1 called off this ongagement at about
1:25 p. m. Saturday when T was home
to lunch. Lee, however, reported early,
as directed, but as I had changed my.
plans and was to remain at the fac-
tory, there was no 'need for Lee to re-
main there unless he -so desired. I
didn't insist on his-leaving. T told him!
he could go if he chose, and he avalled
himself of this permission. It was a|
matter of perfect indifference on my
part whether he stayed or went; but I
did insist on his returning not later
thau § o'clock to the factory.

Question 2—The last thing known about
Mary Phagan's movements being her visit
to your office, and the body- being found in
the basemnent of the factory In the same
building as your office, what is your ex-
plunation of how she could have been mur-
dered without your knowlng anything about

Lee ol
as cver

it? . . . .
Answer~—Mary -Phagan may have
been attacked as she went.down, at the
foot of tha steps; in such-a way that
she was unable to make any outery
at all. In fact, that is my theory. i
. On the other hand, if she did make
an outery there were many things that
- would have prevented my llearlng it.
''he head of the stairway leading from
the scecond to the streect floor was
70 fect from where I was sitting
3 dogle, Wal? way down thae stair-
s was @ palr of heavy doors, which
wore kept closed. There was % thick)
flooring, plastered underneath, between
me and the floor below, Al=o the cle-
vator stood at tlie level of tho second
flour. Then the two windows in my
outer offlce wero open, allowing the
noise from the street to come in. More-
over, T was immersed in wy worl, and,
uf course, ‘was not_ anticipatling any-
thing out of the ordinary. TPlease nole
that Lemmio. Quinn was:in my office
talking to'me within three to-five min-
utes wfter -Mury Phagan left my office
aftor receiving ‘her pay envelope from

ubout
nt oy

tgi I;In: about her. How do you explaln{
this?- - .

8
[ Answer—What Gantt said was an
-unquziified falsehood. I never Knew
that -Gantt knew: Mary Phagan inti-
mately until Halloway told me after
the murder on Monday, April 28, 1913,
when I went_ to the factory in the
| afternoon at about 3 o’clock.
l Question 6—You sald you examined the al-
| Jleged blood spols on the second floor on
' Monday following the murder. Evidence
| was offered to show that the blood spots
' had bedn chipped up before you could -have
come 1o the factory. How do you explain
this? - Was anyone with you when you ex-
amined these alleged blood spots?

Answer—DMessrs, Schiff, Stelker, Zi-
gancke, Quinn, Darley, Campbell and

Halloway, were with me when I examn-

ined the alleged “blood spots.” The
_police had taken up only a few chips
" from the spot, and left the remainder
of the spot, which I examined. They
didn't take away.tho whole spot, not
did they take up the floor. . !

Question T—Wouldn't it have been:the
naturat thing to telephane Montag about |
getting a detective, instead of Schiff? Why .
dla you telephone Schiff, and not Montag?

Answer—When I first phoned Mr.|
Schiff it was Mr., Montag’s lunch hour,
and I couldn't get Mr. Montag on the
phone. Mr, Schiff was at the factory
office, and, so, when Mr., Montag gave.
* his permission to Mr. Schiff to hire:

detectiveg, he could more-’ readily ar-

ransfe an_ interview and receive de-
| tectives than I, who was at my resi-
{ dence, could. Mr. Schiff was my assist-
ant, and naturally I had him do this
work for me, 1 don't see the materi-
ality of this question. The material
point is that a8s soon as I could I had
a detective employed and put upon the
case to ferret out the crime,

Question 8—Is it true that at the cor-
oner’'s inquest you gave  one time for the
arrival of Mary Phagan at your office, at
the trial you gave another time? If true,
how go you explain this confiicting testi-
mony? P

Anewar __Mhic

{

'Se natr fwua A

L) DIRN
coroner’'s inquest I said: “She got |
there—of course, it is pretty hard to|
give the exact time—but I venture to
say ft as near as possible, between
12:10 and 12:15.” At the trial I said:
*Miss Hattie Hall finished the work)
and startad to leave when the 12!
o'clock whistle blew, she left the office |
and returned, it looked to me, almost
immediately, calling intg my office that
she had forgotten something, and then
she left for good. ", 'To the best
of my l(xto“'lcd§o, it must have been
from 10 to 15 minutes after Miss (Hat-
tie) Hall lett my oftice, when thiy lit-
tle _girl, whom I afterwards found to
be Mary. Phagan, entered my oftice and
asked for her pay envelope.,”
+ Let me call attention, at this point,
to the fact that if 1 had been guilty,
nothing on earth would bhave induced
me Lo have rcvemled the fact that 1
had sgeen and talked with Mary Pha-
gan in my office a few seconds beforec
. the prosecution claims I killed her.
‘Would the man who killed Mary Pha-
gan have freely and voluntarily stated
| that he saw her and talked with her
. Just a few' moments beforg she was
fRunnnged to hava heen killed? 1Vould
not every instinct of self-preservation
have caused him to conceal the fact
that he had seen her at all? Why, if
he were guiltg should he disclose the
fact that he had seen her, especially
when no one had seen him talking
with her, and it could not be proved
that he had seen her? If I had a guilty
conscience would I have freely and
voluntarily stated, as I did, that T had
seen and “talked with Mary Phagan?
And if T did not hesitate to declare
that T had seen and talked with Mary
Phagan (which was the big, important
fact), what gbject could I_have had
in misstating the time that I saw her?
I stated simply the truth, and the
whole truth. I gave the time to the
best of my recollection,

Proof 1

Am Innocent.

Question 9—Did you not at one time say
you were not out of jour office at 12:05
o'clock? Did not Monteen Stover say 'she.
was there at that time and you wetg not

? Dld you not then change your state-
ment? If so, what is your explanation?

Answer—IJ said I was not out of my
office at 12:05. I always contended
that, and I still assert it. I mnover
changed. I may have' siepped to the
toilet for 'a minute or two, but one
couldn’t remember such an occurrence.
T am not fully satisficd as to the accu-
racy of .Miss Stover's testimony. She is|

ut & child, and may not be accurate,!

T.et me say, as 1 did in answer to the
preceding  quastion;  thaut T always
stated (reely and voluntarily that T
saw and talked with Mary Phagan in
my office. 1 gave her her pay envel-
ope. BShe asked me i the metal had
come, and when I Lold her no. she de-
parted,. I did not see her alive agaln,
Now, if I had anything to conceal apout
the meceeting betweey Mary Phagan and
myself, iIf T had been the guilty man,
'would I not have denied from the. first
that I had cver scen her at all? Would
1 ever have .come forward freely and

.

me. .
s —Y ¢ the |voluntarily and stated that [ had scen
no?elch.'l‘;ql;rl:inl}o‘tlhigyottha.o ,?e‘-?fo'.’-“rgn-t it and talked with her? Would T not have
poksible that the negro could havo written tried to conceal that fact? Let me say
_only the substaunce, in his own way, of the ; that if some other man were accused
notes dictated by you? . ~jof a murder, and he were to come fur-
Answer—Tho very idea of writing | ward voluntarily and state, without

" notes and putting them by tho dead any compulsion, that he had secen and
body to divert suspicion is even more talked with the dead person just a few

characteristic’ of a drunken, ignorant ,moments before the Killing was sup-

negro than the language itself. Em-'posud to have occurred, I would say
phatically no. -The whole dictation ithat the man had a clear consclence
theory-is silly, In the first place, no .and was not guilty. For, if he had
intelligent white man would do such ,been guilty, common scnse would have

o thing, either by writlng himself or .made him hide and conceal the fact of

having another. write for him. He seeing the dead person just before the

knows that handwriting is a sure clue. | killing. R .

"It is inconceivable that any white man Question 10—At first, you =aid the time
could have dictated those notes and it |clock slip punched by Newt Lee way cor-
is equally as unbelievable that he could , rect, did you not? Lauter, you said there
be so foolish as to leave them on the , were discrepancies. Ts (his not true? It
body.‘ In the second place, please re- | true, how do you explain the contradiction?
member that it was I and none other Answer—At first, T said the slip was

© who guve ‘the detectives "the informa- [all right, as no successive numbers
tion by which they were able to dis-  were skipped. Mr. N. V. Darley looked

prove Conley’s assertion that he could |at the slip, also, and corroborated this.
not write. It was I who, as soon as Ul Later, when I studied carefully the

heard that Conlcy was denying that he |{ime at which the punches occurred, T

could write, gave the information !noted three lipses of one hour instead
where they could find a contract signed 'of a half hour, as they should have

by him for tho purchase of a watch Deen, The +whole malter of TLec's
un the instaliment plan. The detectives ; punching the time clock., while a phys-
followed this clue, secured the con- jieal fact. ix immaterial. Thera ix one

“traet, and forced Conley to admift thatl thing, however, that is material in this:
he could write, . . matter. When I took out of the clock,

m&“"::}'°:r:§‘ﬁ’gdgggggl‘;l‘:‘: ';fgflreg“hc’ ;ibvoex the time slip that Lee punched, T wrols

MNdey Eh“f‘*l't"s e 2% Hﬂen IFE‘I;Sl{E"" : ?‘n iit'.:' lslél\{'g:‘la?l:)tf %{'lgs‘\.:cu%o!nl r'hoe iﬂf “tgnic

when the iatter oalled for.it. Is Tu® ] time saw me write on the slip. This

at ¥ t ay 1 N
;»'v"::l:eélonug ‘3}12 I‘rﬁ'ﬁé‘ayw{f:f°§xa°r'§- f‘"ﬁagm); was a_completle identification of this
would come for her pay the following day? « slip.  Mr. Dorsey, admitted, - in
Auswer—I told IHelen Ferguson no|court, thut he rubbed it out.
such thing. She did not testify that I: e thought a detective wrote those
=0 told her. liven the state has never| Words on it to identify it
contended that sho so testified. Thore Question 11—DId you not teil Mrs, Whito
i3 no basis for such an idea. to hurry from the factory, thal you were
Helen Ferguson never got even her! in haste to leave? Did: you not, when she
own pay, much less that of another,| had sone, resume  your seat, and begin
trom me. I was not the paymaster. writing?  If o, howy do Jyou explain what
No evidence way presented at the triall you ssld to Mrs. White: )
lo show that I was. In.fact, Helenl, Answer—I did not tell Mrs. White to
Terguson herself testified that previous hurry from the factory. 7 told her that
to Friday, April 25, she never asked

if she did not wish to be locked in with
for or recelved an envelopo from me. ;he two hors at work on the fourth
Sho sald April. 25 was the. first time,

and she is mistaken about this.’ Please
uote that the two girls who worked in
her deparvtment with her testified at
‘the trial that they were with Miss Fer-
zuson when she drew her money from
Mr. Schiff, and that in thelr company
she left the: factory immediately and
started for home. 'There was no men-
tion of asking Schiff, who was paying
off, or I'rank, who was not at -the
cashier's window, for another person's
envelope. The two girls wwho so testi-
fled were Miss Xicks and Miss Ken-
nedy.  Schiff, who actually paid off
Helen lPerguson, swore to this fact at
the trial. B

Calls Gantt
A Liar.

Question §—You said’ you did not know
Mary Phuagan. Gantt says.you -had talked

'floor, that she would have to leave
ithen, as T was going home to lunch,
and was going to lock up the factory.
T did not mention haste. As T followed
her down the stairs at an interval of
iless than a minute, 1T could not have
‘been writing as she pasyed, and was
"not writiug. 1 may have been placing
i1;\53,1)::.'.@& together preparatory to leav-
ing, but I had nothing to wrtic. I'he
record ‘of the case hears me out in thls,

Quostjon 1Z—Why did you refuse to see
Jlm Conley before the trial, when ho of-
fered to face you?

Answer-~Conley came to my ecell sur-
rounded - by detectives who bad put
themselves on record as being antago-
nistic te. me. They wero not hunting
the truth; they, were trying to fasten
the crime on me. No matter what [
would have done, if 1 consented to the
interview, they would have used it
against me. At the trial the negro
'never looked at me once,

though my
eyes were glued on him the whole time.

Questlon 13—When you made your .-:mte-]

ment before the police, didn't you fail 1o
mﬁm"mn the visit of Lemmie Quinn? .1t so,
why ? Co

Answer—To the police I did fail to
mention Lemmie Quinn's visit. 1t
slipped my mind, though it was a-cir-
cumstance favorable to me. " But his
statement, and my own, that he¢ called
and saw me in my office that day, has
never been questioned. AS soon as
Quinn mentioned to me the fait of his
visit to me¢ the day of the murder.
it refreshed my memory, and [ at once
rememnbered it

Question 14—Did you ask hln‘ not to say
anything .about his visit  until you had
consulted your lawyers? If so, why? o

Answer—No, I told him to tell fhe
truth. Not knowing’ exdctly what the
police were claiming (at that time), and
not Leing a lawyer, ‘did not know
what value Quinn's visit could have as
evidence, and 1 {pld Quinn I would re-
port the fact to my lawyers.

'Character'

‘Witnesses.” ¢ ;

! Question - 16—Whnn - your, vhuracter was
pul in Jssue, -avhy did.you not. inslst _upon

your attorneys cross-qucstioning  ths ~wit-
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nesses who testified against your character?

Answer—My experience with Dalton,
the first character witness against me,
hud given me and my attorneys fuir
warning what to expcet from the so-
called character witnesses. Here was
@ wan upon whom 1 had never lald
my eyes before he took his seat in Lhe
witness chair, and of whom I had never
Jicard, and yet he swore solemnly to
acts and doings with me that were ut-
terly and absolutely untrue and with-
out the slightest foundation. Was: not
this frir warning to me and my attor-
neys of what they might expect from
'the other so-called character witness-
‘es? 'There was nothing that Lthey could
truthfully testify against my <harac-
ter, but I had ‘Breen duly warned that 14
could not rely upon, their speaking the
truth. - *

My lawyers decided that if they cross-
exminined fhose character witnesses, it
would allow these hostile pcople to tell
all they heard about me in the way of
vile slander-—mot what they knew.:
They felt that these witnesses had been’
loaded with slanders about me just for
the purpose of telling them on cross-
examination. They did net want to
glve them the chance to repeat mali-
cious tales against me which they had
no opportunity to investigate or an-
SWEr.

Quesiion 16—ii 4 ZiTi WEI's Never setil alive
uiter she had been known to visit a cer-
tain* man’s office, and {f that girl was
found the next day In the same bhullding as
that office—dead, murdéred--would you call
ft. persecution for that man to be arrested
and vigorously prosecuted?

Answer—If the only facts known;
were what you state, then it would not
be surprising that sueh a man should
be arrested, and: if subsequent develop-.
ments -indubitably puinted to him as
the perpetrator of the crime, that he
should be vigorously prosecuted. But
if, after this man’'s arrest, a negro
brute is discovered, who admits au
knowledge of the crime, who admits
writing the very notes found by the
body, though, at first, steadfastly de-
nying he could write at all, and who,
after repeated visits and- promptings
from the detectives and the solicitor,
finally invents a pre{msterous and un-
believable tale, putting the* crime on
the man arrested_in order to‘save his
own. neck—then T would say that the
further prosecution of this man is per-
secution, indeed!

i Question 17-—-Would you ecall it prejudice
i for that man to be suspected? \
..Answer—Not prior to the. time \%at
° op-
t

apother was shown to have had th
pp:tunl\y»m < e crime.
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