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Watson’s

Magazine

THOS. E. WATSON, Editor

A Full Review of the Leo Frank Case

ON the 231d page of Puck. for the
week ending January 16, 19815,
there 1s, in the smallest possible
tyvpe, in the smallest possible space; at
the bottomn of the page. the notice of
ownership, reqiired by law,

Mankind are informed thut Pueh is
published by a corporation of the same
name, Nathan Streuss, Sr., being Presi-
denl, and #, Grant Strawss being Sec-
retary and Treasurer, You are author-
ized, therefore, to give credit to the
Strauss family for the unparalleled
campaton of falsehood and defamation
which Puek has persistently waged
agninst the State of Georgia, her peo-
ple, and her courts. Tnasmuch as the
Strauss family once lived in Georgia,
and are loudly professing their ardent
devotion to the State of their birth,
yvou may fecl espeeinlly interested in
Puch,

Looking over the pages of thisg
Strauss publieation. 1 find a character-
istie thing: on page 22 there is an
itlustrated advertisement of “Sunuy
Brook Whiskey” which is recom-
mended as “a delighifnl beverage, and
o wholesome tonie”” To give foree to
the words of testimonial, there is a
picture of an ideally good-locking man,
and this smiling Apollo is pointing his
index finger at a large bottle of the
delightful Sunny DBrock fire-water,

Omn the next page. is a strikingly
boxed advertisement of “The Kecly
Cure Treatment.” with references to
such nationally known slew-it-out re-
sorts as Hot Springs, Arkansas: Jack-
sonville, Florida; and Atlante, Geor-

ein,  The adveriisement states that the
Keely Cure is “John Barleveorn’s Mas-
ter,” and that during the last thirty-
five vears half-a-million wictims of the
drink appelite have been cured.
Therefore, the Stranss magazine iy
open to contributions from both sides.
Those whoe don’t want the Ieely Cure,
are told where to get the liquor; while
those who have had toe much of the
liquor, are told where to get the Keely
Cure, TIn ectther event, the Sirauss
fannly continue to do business, and to
add diligent shekels to the family pile.
Puck is one of (hose maguzines which
indulges in fun, for the entertainment
of the huinan race. You can nearly
always tell what sort of a man it is,
v the jokes he carries around with
him. Jn parallel column to the ad. of
the Sunny Brook Whiskey, Puck places
a delicale little bit of humor, like this:

‘e stand bhehind the goods we sell!”
The silver-throated salesman said.
“No! No'” cried pretty, blushing Nell,
“You see, | want to buy a bed!”

Another bit of refimed fun, which is
se good that the Strauss family went
to the expense of a quarter-page car-
toon, represents a portly evangelical
bishop, seated in the elegant room of a
voung mother, who is at the tea-table,
close by, pouring “the beverage which
cheers but not inebriates” Her little
boy sits on the bishop’s knee, and the
kindly gentleman, with one hand on
the lad’s plump limb, exclaims, “Aly!
my! What sturdy little legs!™” and the
Loy uanswers, “0, you ought to see
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mother’s!™ and the mother is in arm’s
length of the bishop!

The fone of TPuck, and its sense of
responsibility to its readers, when dis-
cussing matters of the gravest public
concern, is shown by its treatment of
the profoundly serious and important
subject of Prohibition. I quote what
Purek says, not te exhibit Richmond
Pearson Hobson, or the pros and cons
of Congressional legislation on that
question, but to exhibit the levity and
dishonesty of Puel :

Congress was treated to an excellent
vaudeville a few days azo as part of the
prohibition propaganda engineered by that
carnest young white-ribboner, Richard
Pearson Hobson. From all press reports
of the sesslon, it must have been an inspir-
ing sight.

Mr. Hobson had placed in the “'well” of
the Houze—the hig space in front of the
clerlc’s desk—twenty large lettered plac-
ards pointing out the alleged evils of the
“liquor curse.” Some of theose placards
were: “‘Alecoholic Dogs Had More ¥Feeble
and Defective Pupples,” “Destructive
Effect of Alcehol on Guinea Pigs,” ete.—
New York Tribune,

Puck has long pointed out the ferrible
effects of alcoholic indulgence among our
canine friends. 11 Feels, with Mr. Hobson,
a heartfelt pily at the picture of a tipsy
terrier going home to a boneless doghouse
and a hungry litter. But Mr., Hobson's
flapdocdle did not step here. Hc rants;

“"The natlonal liguor trust in America
orpened four different headquarters in Ala-
kama and conducted the major part of the
greal campaign against me, with their one
hundred stenographers and eight hundred
men on the salaried payroll., 1 fonnd out
also that Wall Street—and I am not guess-
ing—ralsed a fund which was sent there to
defeat me."—New Yorlk Tribune.

Poor old Wall Sireet! No sooner ls it
out of the doldrums of an enforced vaca-
tion than it is dragged into action to lead
that peerless force of “one hundred stenog-
raphers and eight hundred salaried men''
against Mr Hobson. It is & heart-rending
picture, this spectacle of Impoverished
financlers passing ‘round the hat to goilnct
a fund to be used in behalf of the Deman
Rum. YWall Street reeks with whiskey—if
we believed the oratery of Prohibition’s
Alabama advocate,
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But, to contittue;

That whiskey I killing daily more men
lo the United Staies than the war 18 taking
away In Europe, was one of the stalenents
emphasized by Mr. Hobson.—New York
Tribune.

[z it to be wondered that the cause ¢f
Prouibltion, champiened with such rubblsh
as this, met with a declsive and well-de-
served defeatl?

The prominent feature of this num-
ber of Puck, is another full-page car-
toon, by Iy Mayer, representing Leo
Franlk, this time, as an innocent
prisoner harred from his freedom by
the symbolic eolumns of “Wisdom,
Justice, and Moderation,” as they ap-
pear on Georgia’s eoat of arms. The
Strauss agcusation is, that the State has
falsified her own motio, and converted
her temple into a DBastille, through
whosze bars the innoeent Frank is gaz-
ing outward for the hberty of which
he has been so unlawfully deprived.

A paragraph on another page runs
thns:

IN SAFE HANDS AT LAST.

Perhaps the Georgia mob that hoeoted
its way to fame outside the court-room
whera Frank was being tried fer his life
will now pack up its carpet-hags and
journey to Washingten,

The Supreme Court of the United States
would doubtless he tremendously overawed
by a demonstration of mob violence on the
part of an Atlanta delegation.

Whal are people to de, when meree-
nary detectives, and newspapers, and
Hessians of the pen, hire themselves to
push a propaganda of libel and race
prejudice, in the determined effort to
hide the evidence of Frank’s guilt,
nullify the caln decisions of our high-
est conrt, and substitute the clamor of
Big Money for the stern, unpartial
mandate of the Law?

In this same issue of the Strauss
magnzine, is another cartoon, by M.
De Zayas, labelled, “ALONE IN HER
SHAME!? The subject of odium is
the State of Georgia, and she is pie-



WATSON'S MAGAZINE.

tured as being pointed at by the scorn-
ful fingers of all the other States.

If this kind of thing conld work a
mercurial public into hysteria, or hyp-
notize a governor inta blue funk, what
rich criminal would ever go to the
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Georgia ns a masked ruffian, with a coil
of rope in his hand, trying to seize Leo
I'rank, and lynch him, without a legal
trial. The witnesses to the seene are

Uncle Sam, and a touring-car full of
the

other States in the Union! A

“SHAMING " THE STATE OF GEORGIA 1M THE STRAUSS PUCK MAGAZINE.

scaffold? If Big Money can hire Hes-
sians enough to fight Frank’s way out
of the consequences of his awful crime,
what is it that Big Money cannot do?

In the same Strauss magazine for
January 30th, there is a still more in-
sulting and defamatory eartoon, We
reproduce it, for the information of
our readers. It pictures the State of

guide, with a megaphone, is proclaim-
ing the infamy of Georgixa.

In ali of the months during which
William J. Burns has been working
these agencies to create sentiment in
faver of TI'rank, not a page of the
essenfial sworn testimony hus heen
given to the public. On the con-
trary, the wildest rumors, and the
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most. cruftily dovised falsehoods, have
been put inie cireulation, in the eflort
to get a favorable verdict from un-
thinking editors and veaders who are
slow to suspect that there is a system-
afic campaign of wilful lies.

Excusze me for speaking plainly, the
time has come for it.

Let ns begin with Collier’s, This is
the weelly paper which has sold boolis
in g0 many peculiar wavs, and made
a nation-wide campaign against patent
medicines—and then stopped quite sud-
denly.

1t is the paper which editorially ac-
ensed the white women of the United
States of squealing own thels negre para.
geours, and thereby eausing them to be
Iynched—io aroid scandal!

The exact langnage of Collier’s wns—

It is well known that many identifica-
tions are mere hysteria, often for erimes
that were never commlitted, and many
charges and identitieattonz are founded on
something worse than hysterieal invention
they nre the easiest escape from scandal.
Now these are not the things fo say, no
doubt. They altogether lack chivalry and
the aristocratic virtues. But perhaps it is
time to put Justice and fruth above
“honor,” whatever {hat may be,

Thns spoke Collier's editorially in
Octoher 1908,

Is Collier’s the kind of pnblication
which you wonld celect for the cham-
plonship of Truth?

Is Collier's the weekly that would
o to greal expense in the Frank ecase,
for the holy sake of Justice?

C. P. Connolly had been with Wil-
fiam J. Burns in the McNamara cases,
and Burns took up Connolly n the
Frank case, to blow some bugles
throngh the Baltimore Swu, the daily
paper of the worthy Abells. After the
Abells got through with Connolly. Col-
lier's picked him up, and translated
him to Atlanta. What did he do there?
With whom did he talk? How did he
try to gct ot the facis of the Frank
case!

WATSON'S MAGAZINE.

He did not go over the recard, with
the Solicitor whe was familiar with it,
and who proffeved his services to Con-
nolly for that rery purpose!

If Connolly cmpe for the truth, \v]n
did he not listen to both sides? W‘.’h)
did hie not read the reecord? Or if he
read it, why did he so grossly mis-
represent (7

Let ns examine a few of Connolly's
statemenis—statements which being ne-
cepted  as  true, have poisoned (he
minds of honest people throughout the
Union, just ag they were meant to do!

Connolly says—“Leo M. Frank is a
voung man of whose intellectual attain-
mcnts any eommunity might well be

prond.  Atlanta has been combed to
find something aguainst his 1noral
character. . . . but without sue-
coss.”

There you hiave a flatf, positive asser-
tion that the city of Atlanta was dili-
cgently searelied for witnesses who
would testify against I'rank’s moral
character, and that wone could be
Found.

What will be your amazement and
indignation. when 1 tell yon that
numerons white girls and white women
wend upon the witness stand, and swore
against Frank’s moral character?

One after another, those white ac-
cusers, braved the public orvdeal and
testified that Frank was lewd, lascivi-
oug, immoral !

Frank’s lowyers sat theve in silence,
not daring fo ask those witnesses for
the details wpon which they based their
ierrible lestimony.

Why did Franld's lawvers allow that
fearful evidence to have its full effect
upon the jury, without asking those
white women what ¢ was they Enew
on Franlk?

Snppose yow had been aceused in this
case. and those same witnesses had
testified agamst yowr character, would
youn have been afraid to eross-examine
them ?

Only a wan whs shrank from what
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LEQ FEANE. STUDY THE MOU’]&'E NOSE, AND AVERIED EYES
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those women could tell on him, would
have let them go, without a single
word ! The State could not ask them
for specific facts. The defendant ailone
had the legal right to ask for those—
and the defense was afraid to do it

Among those white witnesses were,
Miss Marie Karst, Miss Nellie Pettis,
Miss Maggie Griftin, Miss Carrie
Smith, Mrs. C. D. Donegan, Miss Myr-
tie Cato, Mrs. Estelle Winkle, Mrs. M.
E. Wallace, Mrs. H. R. Johnson, Miss
Mary Davis,

Another white girl who did not know
enough of Frank’s general character
for lasclvionsness, to swear agamnst
i, was offered by the State to prove
that she went to work in Frank’s fag-
tory, and that Frank made an indecent
proposal tn her, on the second day!

Trank’s lawyers objected to the evi-
dence, and Judge L. S. Roan ruled it
ont. But if Connolly was eagerly bent
on finding the truth as to Frank’s
character, he wounld certainly have
heard of Miss Nellie Wood, who doubt-
less can tell Connolly at any time the
exact langnage that Frank used in Aiis
effort to corrupt fer.

When vou pause to consider that
here were many white witnesses, none
of whom could be impeached, who took
a solemn oath in open court, and swore
to Frank’s immoral character—standing
ready to bear the brunt of the cross-
examination of the erack lawyer of the
Atlanta bar—what do you think of
Connolly, when he states that no such
witnesses could be found? And what do
you think of Burns, who pulled off the
jackass stunt of afterwards offering “a
reward” for any such witnesses?

With reference to his said offer of
the $3.000 reward, this impostor,
Burns, said on Feb, 3, in the Kansas
City Star, which is (distinterestedly,
no doubt) giving so much space to the
campaign of slander against the people
and courts of Georgia:

“Let me tell you this—no man has a
more remarkable past than Frank., I in-
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vestigated every act of hig life prior to the
accusation against him. ‘There was not a
serateh on it. Then I offered a reward of
£5,000 to anyone who could prove the
slightest immorality against him. No one,
oot even the Atlania pollee, have attempted
to elalm it'*

Tnstead of his flamboyvant and empty
offer of #5000, why didnt Durns
quietly take Rev. John E. White, or
some other respectable witness. with
him, and wisit the white ladies who had
already pueblicly testified to Frank’s
lewd character?

Thoze white ladies were vight there
in Atlanta, while that noisy ass, Burns,
was braving to the universe. The
record showed him their names. [f fe
wanted to now WHAT THEY
COULD TELL ON FRANK, why
didn’t he go eand ask them?

He knew very well that nobody
would claim his reward, for he knew
that there wasn't anybody who was fool
enough to believe they could ever see
the color of his money.

If he wants to learn the truth about
Frank's double life, lie can go to those
ladies now/

WHY DOESN'T [IE DO [T? He
can save his imaginary $3,000, and
aseertain the truth, at the same tine.

The mendacious scoundrel was quick
enough to hunt up Miss Monteen Sto-
ver, and use his utmost efforts to scare
her into changing her evidence. He
went so far as to entrap her, in Samuel
Boornstein’s office, where the attempt
was made to held her by force,

Other girl witnesses, in the case were
subjected to persecution and threats, by
these infamous Burns detectives, who
wanted te change their cvidence, as
they did change the fearful evidence of
Frank’s negro cook,

Why was Burns afraid to ask Mrs.
Johnson, or Mrs. Winkle, or Mrs.
Donegan what 4t was, that caused them
to swear that Leo Frank is a libertine?
Miserable faker! He didn't want {he
trauth,

Do Wilham J. Buras and Luther
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Rosser mean to say that all these re-
spectable white girls and ladies who
swore to Frank's immoral character,
perjured themsclves? I so, what mo-
tive did they have? And if Rosser was
satisfied those Jadies were swearing
falselv, why dédn't ke cross-cxamine
them? Why was he atraid to ask them
a single question?

Yeour common sense tells you why.
Hosser  feared awhat would COMNE
ourT!

Another statement made by Conno]lv
1s, that the face of the dead girl “was
pltted and seamed with 1ndentfttmns
and seratches from the cinders, a bank
of whiech stvetched aleng the cellar for
a hundred feet or more. There had
evidently been a struggle”

Again, Connolly says-—

There werc cinders and sawdust in the
girl’s nose and mouth, drawn in, in the act
of bhreathing, and under her finger nails.
Her face had been rubbed befors death
into these cinders, evidently in the attempt
to smother her cries.

Here the purpose of Connolly was,
to make 1t appear that Mary Phagan
had been killed in the basement, afrer
a strnggle, duaring which her meonth
had been held down én the cinders, to
stifile . her serearnis !

In that event. of course. her tongue,
her moutli. hier throal., and perhaps lier
dungs world have shown saw-dnst, and
cinders,

There is alsolutely wne evidence in
the vecord fo support any such z,’rmry

There was absolutely 1o evidence of
any long “hank of cinders.” in the base-
ment. Phere w s, in fact. no such bank
af cinders!

{See evidence of Defendant’s witness,
T. 17, iKanffman., pages 148. 149, 150.
Alsa. evidence of Dobbs, Starnes, Bar-
retf, &e.)

The evidence of all the witnesses is.
that the pgirl's tongue protraded from
Ler mouth. and that the heavy (wine
cord had eut into the tender flesh of
her neclk, and that the blood-settlings
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showed the stopped cireulation—miani-
fest vot only in her purple-black face,
but nunder the blue finger nails,

There was no evidence whatever of
cinders, ashes, or saw-dust in ler
wonuth, in her throat, or in her Inngs.

There was not a seintifla of eridence
that she had met hey death in ﬁm htges
ment!

{See evidence of Dobbs, btarneq and
Bavrvett. )

The sworn testimony in the record
is, that, although the girl's face was
dirty from having been dragged by the
heels through the coal-dust and grime,
natural to the basement where the fur-
nace was, the negro who first saw her
that night, by the glimmer of a smeky
lantern, telephoned o the police fhat
7t was o white girl. The officers, Ander-
son and Starnes, so testfied!

Sergeant Dobbs swere that the body
seeined to have been dragged by the
heels, over the dirt and coal-dust, and
that the trail led back from the corpse
to the elevator. llis exact words are,
“It began inunediately in front of the
olemior at the bottom of the (eleva-
tor) shaft.”

The word. “Tt.” vefers to #ie trail of
the dragged b(;rﬁy, and the witness
swore that-he thonght the condition of
the eirl’s face “had been made from the
drigeging”

There was the nnmistakable
the drageed body. as lepible as the
track of a foot on the soft ground; and
ihe weighit of the head and the [rietion,
m  dvageing and bumping, would
1‘1:“111.11])' cause soillure and abrasions.
{The distance was 186 feet.}

W. E, Thomson whose booklet of 82
pages has been generously seatiered
“from the Potomae to the Rio Grande”
winn the evident effor! to reach all of
115 bload-relations who, as he tells us,
are dissolutely distributed over the en-
tire regrion belween these 1wa water-
conrses—WW. 12 Thom=on savs. on page
18 of lux ribling. incoberent pamph-
let—

“There is

siem of

not a shadew of donbt that
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she was murdered in thits basement, on

this dirty floor. The back door had
beenn {orced open by drawing the
staple. This door opened ont on an

allex back of the hmlding. There is
every reason for believing that (e
murdercr went out that door.”

Thomson argaes that Jim Conley did
the work.

But why did fim Conley have to draw
the staple. and leave the building by
that door? Conley hud the run of the
building, was in 1t that fatal Saturday,
was there when the white ladies and
girls left, and was gone, m the usoal
way, when Newt Lee eame on duty for
the evening, as night watch.

The bascment door was not then
open. But the erime had alveady heen
eommitted, and the dead body lay there
in the gloom. Whose wterest would it
serve to aefterwards dreaw the staple,
and give the door an appearance of
having been forged ?

When William J. Durns eame to At-
lanta. last Spring. and began his cam.
paien of thunder and earthquale, he
deafeningly shouted to the publie at
every step he took. His very first
whoop was, that a eareful examination
of the faets in the ease showed that the
crime had heen committed by “a degen-
erale of the lowest type' DBurns
roared the statement, that the guilty
man had never been suspected, and was
still *at large.”

Burns velled that this unsnspected
eriminal of the lowest type was hiding
out. somewhere nearer to the North pole
than Atlanta; and, with an ear-split-
ting noise. Burns set out to find that
man. Burns said he was “ntterly con-
fident” he would find this man—who
was expected to wait ealmly, nnfil
Burns eounld nab him.

As evervhody who read the papers
last summer knows, that was precisely
the theory upon which Burns started to
arard. He went on a wild-goose chase,
muto the Northern Statces, and’ wag gone
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for months, working the Frank easc.
Working it how{ Huntuur for what!?

e cfea’nt have to go Norﬂf, to fined
evidence against Jim Conley. Every
hit of evidence against Jim wag 1'|0'|1t
there, in Atlanta.

Bnms has never produced a single
witness from the North. Not g serap of
testimony resulted from all his months
of laboir in the North! What was le
donmg there?

From day to day, and week to weelk,
he pat ont interviews in wldeh he de-
clured he was making “the most grati-
fying progress.”

“Progress,” at what?
how ?

My own idea was, that Burns spent
Lis time chasing around after opulent
IHebrews: and that his gratifving pro-
gress consisted of relieving the prosper-
ous Children of Isracl of their super-
fluity of ducats. Tt takes money to
stinulate the activities of such a pecu-
liav concern us the Burns Detective
Agency.

In one of his many interviews, pub-
lished in the papers of Cain and Abel,
this great detective, Burns, said, “The
private detective is cne o1 the most
dangerous eriminals that we have (o
contend with.”

I considered £hat the superbest piece
of cool effrontery that a Gentile ever
nttered. and a Jew ever printed. You
cotildn’s beat it, if you sat up of nights,
and drank inspiration from the nectar
Jupiter sips.

Week after week, Burns pursned
the pleasures of the chase. np Nowth,
presumably bringing down many a fat
Ilebrew, Ile not only got a magnifi-
cent “hag” of rich Jews, bul, with the
unhely appetite of an hlr\ ptl.u] turning
the tables on the Chosen People, lm
spoiled them to such an extent that 1t
was a “battue.”

Having bled these opulent Hebrews
of the North until they were pale about
the gills, and mangled in their bank-
books, William J. came roaring back

“Geattfyinge,”
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Southward, oozing newspaper inter-
views at every stop of the cars, Burns
satd he had his “Report” about ready.
That Report was going to creafe a seis-
witic upheaval. That Report would
astonnd all right-thinking bipeds, and
dentonstrate what a set of imbeciles
were the Atlanta police, the Atlanta
defectives, the Pinkerton defeelives, the
Solicitor-(zeneral, the Jury, the Su-
preme Court, and those prejudiced
mortals wheo had believed Leo Frank
to be the murderer of Mary Phagan,

Naturally, the public held its breath,
as it wailed for the publication of this
much-advertised Report. At last, 1t
came, and what was it? To the utter
amazement of everybody, it consisted
of an argnument by Burns on éhe facts
that were already of vecord. He did
not offer a shred of new evidence,

His only attempt at new testimony
was the bought affidavit of the Rev. C.
B. Ragsdale, who swore that he over-
henrd Conley tell another negro that
he had killed a girl at the National
Pencil Factory.

So, after all his work in the North,
and afler all his brag about what he
would show in his Report, Burng’ bluif
came to the pitiful show down of a
bribed witness who was paid to pul the
eritne on the negro.

As Burns said, “the private delective
is the most dangerous criminal we have
to contend with.” “We” have so found.

Commenting upon the
articles, the Houston, Texas, Chronicle
says, ediforially;

Collier’s Weekly has espoused Frank's
canse in ifs usual intense way, and has
put the work of analvzing the facts Info
ihe hands of 4 man who does not mince
words; and, while one may noft be willing
to agree with all of its contentions, there
is one point on which it hits the bullseye—
that of the speech of the solicitor general,
oI plasecuting itformey.

In what manner had Collier’s hit the
bul¥s eve?

Connolly
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According to Collier's, the speech was
“Yemomousgly partisan,” and the wish is
cditorially expressed that all lawyers in the
United States could read it and let that
paper know what they think of it. So
presumably it was stenographically re-
ported, and it way safely be assumed that
Coliier’'s guotes correctly, I says the
Reuf case, the Rosenthal murder and other
crimes in which Jews played a part were
dragged into the argument.

Elevating himself o the pinnacle of
moral rectitnde, the editor of L(he
Chronicle says—

In England, where friais are conducted
more nearly along proper lines than they
arc anywhere 2lse in the world, a crown’s
counsel who wanld make a denunciatory
or emotional appeal to a jury would he
adindged in contempt.

7ith such a speech, and a erowd which
had already prejudged the cose filling the
court house, a fair trial in the meaning of
the constitntion and the law was impossi-
ble.

Tn England it would have been
different, says the Clronicle.

Yes, it would. In England, Ixo
Frank wonld Jong sinee gone the way
of Dr. Crippin, and snffered -for his
terrible crime,

But was Dorsey’s speech such a veno-
mous tirade? Was he in contempi of
court in his allusions to Renf and Hum-
mel and Rosenthal? Did Dorsey bring
the race issue into the case!?

Solicitor General Hugh M. Dorsey’s
speech wag stenographienlly reported.
It makes a booklet of 146 pages. On
pages 2, 8, and 4, My, Dorsey deals with
the race issue and deplores the fact that.
the “defense first mentioned vace”

Mr. Dorsey says, “Not a2 word
emanated from this side, not & word
indicating any feeling against. . . ..
any human being, black or white, Jew
or Gentile.

“Put, ah! the first time it was ever
brought into this case—and it wag
brought in for a purpose, and I have
never seen two men manifest more de-
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light or exulation than Messrs. Rosser
and Arnold, when they put the qnestion
to George Nendley at the eleventh
hour.

“A thing which they had expected us
to do, and which the State did not do,
heeause we didn’t feel it and it wasn’t
in this case.

“T will never forget how they seized
it, scized with avidity the suggestion,
and you know how they have harped
on it ever since.

“Now, mark vou, they are the ones
that mentioned il, not us: the word
never escaped our month.”

There sat Frank’s lawyers, two of
the most aggressive fighters, men who
rose to their feel, again and again,
during the course of Dorsey’s speech,
to deny his statements, and interjoct
their own, but they did not utter a word
of denial when he charged them to their
teeth, 1n open court, with bringing into
the ease the evidence that Frank is a
Jew. Nor did they challenge his state-
ment that they had “laid for” Aim to
dp it, and had done it themselves when
they saw that he did nov mean to give
thewn that string to harp on.

Having made his explanation of how
the fact of I'rank being a Jew got inte
the case, Dorsey paid this glowing
tribute to the great race from whieh
this degenerate and pervert sprung:

“T say to you here and now, that the
race from which that man comes is as
goorll ag our rice. His anceslors were
eivilized when ours were cutting each
other up and eating human flesh; his race
is just as good as ours,—just s0 good, but
no hetter. I honor the raco that has pro-
duced D'Israeli,—the greatest Prime Min-
ister that HKngland has ever produced, I
honpr the race that produced Judah P.
Benjamin,—-ns great a lawyer as ever lved
in Ameriea or England, beecause he lived
in hoth places and won rengwn in hoth
places, 1 honor the Straugss brothers—
Oscar, the diplomat, and the man who
went down with his wife by his side on
the Titanie. I roomed with one of his race
at college; one of his race is my partner,
I served with old man Joe Ifirsch on the
Board of Trustees of the Grady Hospital.
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[ know Rabbi Marx but to honor him, and
I know Doctor Sonn, of the Hebrew
Orphan's Home, and T have listened to
him with pleasure and pride.

“Tut, on the other hand, when Becker
wished to put to death his bitter epemy,
it was men of Frank's tacc he selected.
Abe Hummel, the lawyver, who went to the
penitentlary in New York, and Abe Reul,
who went te the penitentiary in San Fran-
cisco, Schwartz, the man accused of stab-
king a girl in New York, who committed
suieide, and others that [ could mention,
show that this great people are amenda-
ble to the same laws as vou and I and the
hlack race. They rise to heights sublime,
but they sink to the depths of degrada-
tion.'"

After TRosser and Arnold had
dragged the Jewish name into the case,
conld Dersey have handled it more
ereditably to himself, and to those Jews
who believe, with Moses, Abraham,
Tsaae, and Jacob, fhat erime must be
punighed?

Read again what Dorsey actually said
as stenographically reported, and re-
member that Connolly pretended to
have read it before he wrote hig arti-
cles, and then sift your mind and see
how mueh respect you iave for a writer
who tries to deceive the pnblie m that
unserupultons mannet.

C. P, Connoliy makes two statements
about the law of Georgta.

On Dec. 14, 1915, he stated in Col-
lier's that, “By a canstifutional amend-

. ment, adopted in 1906, the Supreme

Court of Georgin cannct reverse a case
on other than errors of law.”

This remarkable statement he varies
somewhat, in hig article published Decg,
19, 1915,

Under a constitutional amendment
adopted in 1966, the Supreme Court of
Georgia is nat allowed to reverse any ¢api-
tal case where ne error of law has heen
committed in the trial, no matter how
weak the evidence mway Le, and c¢annot in-
vestipate or pagss upen the guestion of
gullt er Innocence.

Since the days of Magna Charta, it
may be doubted whether any State, set
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up under lnglish principles, could le-
gally deplnc reviewing courts of the
right to annul a \erdlct which has no
evidence to support it.  In such a case,
the question of evidenee would become
a question of law. Without due pro-
cess of law, no citizen ean be robbed
of life, liberty, or property; and, while
it is the province of the jury to say
what has been proved, on issues of
disputed facts, it is Tor the court to de-
cide whether the record discloses juris-
dictional facts,

It necessavily follows that, if o
record showed that no erime had been
commitled, or, if commitied, the evi-
dence failed to connect defendant with
it, the verdict wonld have to be set
aside, as @ matter of law.

The constitutional amendment of
1806, to which Connolly refers, had for
its main purposc Zhe creation of ¢
Court of Appeals, as an auxiliary and
a relief to the Supreme Court. In do-
ing this, the legislature had to divide
appealed cases between the two courts.
The new law provided that the Su-
preme Court should review and decide
those civil cases which went up from
the Superior Courts, and from the
courts of ordinary, (our chancery
courts) and *“all eases of conviction of
a capital felony.”

To the Court of Appeals, was as-
signed those cases going np from city
courts, and all eonvietions in eriminal
cases less than a capital felony.

The Supreme Court of Georgin In
every open case of mnoticn-for-new-trial,
is now constantly passing upon the
sufficiency of the evidence to support
the verdict; and the Court passed upon
that very gquestion, in Frank’s first mo-
ton for new trial.

I cannot Imagine anything that
would cause a more universal wave of
protest, than an cffort to emascu-
late our Supreme Conrt, by robbing it
of the time-hionored authority to re-
view all the evidence in contested cases;
and to decide, in the ¢alm atmosphere
of the consulting room,—remote from
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personalities, passions, and the dust of
forensic batlle—whether the evidence
set ot in the record is sifficient. o sup-
port the verdict.

If Connolly’s idea of the change
made in 1806 were correct, it would lead
to the preposterous proposition, that
the Supreme Court might have before
it a case of a man condemned to death
for rape, when the evidence showed
that there had been no penetration, The
Court wonld have to let the man die,
because the judge below had committed
no error of law! Would it not be the
greatest of errors of law, to allow a
¢itizen te be hanged, when there is
no proof of a erime? Wonld it be
“due proeess of law,” to kill a wman,
under legal forms, without evidence of
his guilt?

Those men who alleged that Con-
nolly is a lawver. also allege that Buras
i o detective. Doth statements cut a
large, and weird fisure. in the realm of
cheap, ephemeral fiction. If being a
lawyer were a capital offense, and Con-
nolly, were arraigned for the crime,
the jury would not only acqnit him
without leaving the box, but would find
2 nnanimous verdict of “malicions
prosecution.’”

If being a detective were virulent,
confluent small-pox. the wildest advo-
cate of compulsory vaceination would
never pester Burns. T is as much as
Burns can do, to find an umbrella in a
hall hat-rack.

A prodigions noise hag heen made
over the alleged statement of Judge L.
S, Roan, who presided at Franl's trial,
that Ze did not know whether FFrank
was guilty or innocent. All of that
talk is mere bosh. What Judge Roan
said was ewactly what the law con-
templates that he shafl say! The law
of Georgia, congtitutes the trial judge
an impartial arbiter, whosze duaty it 1s
to pass on to the jury, in a legal man-
ner, the evidence upon which the jury
are to act as judges.

They are not only the judges of the
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evidenee, but the sole judges of it. The
slightest expression of an opinion from
the bencl, as to what hias or lLias not
been proven, works a forfeitnre of the
entire proceeding.

In no other way, can a defendant be
tried constitntionally, by Ais peers, than
by clothing the twelve jurors whom e,
in part, seleets as Ais peers, with full
power fo adjudge the facts.

(I am confident that it is the inten-
tion of the law 1o also make these peers
of the accused the full judges of the
law, to exactly the same cxtent that
they are absolute judges of the facts;
but that is a question not germane to
the Frank case.)

Now. if Connally and Collier’s had
talken the pains to examine our law,
they would have realized that the legal
intendinent of Judge Roan's declara-
tion wns no more than this:

“1t is not for me to say whether this
man is innoeent or guilty. That is for
the jury. They have said that he is
guilty. and I find that the evidence sus-
tains the verdict. Therefore, I refuse
to grant the motion for new trial.”

In ninety-nine cases out of a hun-
dred. our judges utter some such words
as those, in charging the jury, and in
passing upon motions for new trial,

T will say further, that a laclk of defi-
nite opinion as to the guilt or innocence
of the defendant at the bar, s an ¢deal
state of mind for the presiding judge.

We are all so human, that if the
judge feels ceréain of the guilt, or in-
nocence of the acecnsed, he will *leg?”
for one side or the other.

o well 1s this understood. that the
trial judge almost invariably takes
pains te say to the jury—

" “Gentlemen. the court does not mean

to say. or to inthuate what has. or has
not. been proven. That is peculiarly
vour province. It is for vou to say,
under the law as 1 have given it {o
you, whether the evidence establiches
the defendant’s guilt beyond a reasona-
ble doubt, &e.
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There isn’t a lawyer in Georgin who
Liasn’t heurd that kind of thing, tumes
withont number.

If Judge L. & Roan did, indeed,
keep lis miud so far above the jury-
function in this ease, that he did net
form an opinion. cither wav.he main-
tained that ideal neutvality and im-
partiality which the Law cepects of
the porfect fudge.

The &t Lownis Tost-Dispateh s
another paper that has taken jurisdic-
tion of the Frank case. I employs
anclher famous defective for the de-
fense, a New York person, named
George Dougherty. Every  detective
who favors Franl is a famous detec-
tive. n scliolar, a gentleman, a deep
thinker and a model citizen—jusl as
Frank is

Those deteetives and police oilicers
who testify the other way, are bad
nten, the seum of the earth, crooks, rap-
seallians, liars, and pole-cats.

The  famous detective. George
Dougherty, appears to have studied the
case hurriedly. He says—

And the office in which Frank was
charged with baving committed immoral
attacks wag in direct line of possible oh-
servation from several people already in
the huilding, whosze appreach Coniey wonld
have known nothing of.

George D. 15 mistaken. Trank and
the other man took the women to a
place wherve they were aeof “in direct
line of possible ohservation.” &e.

The famons detective again says—

Another point: Conley's statement is
that Frank knew in advance that Mary
Phagan was to visit the factory that day
for the purpose of getting her pay. There
i8 no reasonable cause for helieving this to
have been true; ne other employe went
there that day to he paid. If Frank did
not know that Mary Phagan was to be
there, Conley's entire story falls. And, as
a matter of fact, there seems to be mare
reason to believe that lLe did not, than
there is to believe that he did.
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Now. what will you think of this fa-
mous detective, when T tell you that
page 26 of the official court record of
this ease shows, that Monteen Stover
swore she went there to get the wages
due her. and was at the office of Frank
at the fatal half-hour during which he
canmot give an account of himsel{ ?

George Dougherty does not even
know that Frank, in his statement
to the jury, stated that Miss Mat-
{ie Smith came for her pay cnvelope,
that Saturday morning, and also for
the wages due her sister-in-law: and
that he gave to Lhe fathers of two boys
the pay envelopes for their sons.

This makes five other employees—two
in person, and three by proxy who
were there for the wages due fhem, on
ihe identical day when Mary Phagan
went for Ler pay, and disappeared—
the very day when Dougherty agserts,
“no other employee went there that day
to be paid!”

(See Pranl’s statement, page 172}

Is it any marvel that the public has
heen bamboozled, and the State of
Georgin made the abject of condemna-
(ion, when famous detectives write such
absardities, and respectable papers pub-
lish them?

The State of Georgia has no press
agent, no pnblicity hureat, no regiment
of famons detectives, no brigade of
journalistic Hessians. The Btate can
only muintain an attitude of dignified
endurance, while this mercenary, made-
to-order hrricane of fable, misrepre-
sentation and abusc passes over her
head.

Al she usks of an inlelligent, fair-
winded publie is, to judge her by the
official record, as agreed on by the at-
tornevs for both sides. All that she ex-
peets from outsiders is. the reasonable
presumption that she 1s not worse than
other States, not worse than Afissouri
which tricd the Boodlers of St. Louis.
ot worse than California which tried
the graflers and the dymamiters: not
wotse than Virginia, which tried and
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executed MeCue, Beattie and Cluve-
vine, on less evidenee than theve s
ageinst Erank.

The New York World, owned by the
Tulitzers, said in ifs report of the case:

AMay 24—On evidence of Conley, Frank
was indicted for murder.

July 28—Trial of Frank began.

Aung, 24— Conley testified Frank en-
irapped the girl in his office, beat her un-
conscious, then strangled her,

Aug., 25—Jury found Frank guilty of
murder, first degree.

“Om evidence of Conley,” Frank was
indicted and convicted, according to
ihe Pulitzers. Of course, the gencral
public does not linow that Tra nk conld
ot have been convicted upon the evi-
dence of Conley, a confessed accom-
pHee. The general public—which 1n-
cludes such lawyers as Connolly—can-
not be snpposed to know that the law
Qoes uol allow any defendant to be
convicted upon the evidenee of his ac-
coniplice.

Tn the St Jouis Post-Dispaich
(which 1 believe is also o Pulitzer pa-
per) there arve {wo reeent letters by
Wm. Presten Hill, M. D. Ph. D, in
which the State of Georgia is violently
arraigned.

TWm. Treston 11i11. M. D. Ph. I,
starts out by stating that “anybody who
has earcfnlly rend the proceedings mn
the murder trial of Leo Franlk maust be
convinced . . . tihe whole trial was
a disgraceful display of prejudice and
famutical unfairness. . . . This whele
proceeding is a disgrace to the Stute
of Georgin, and will bring on her the
just contempl of the whole civilized
world.

Evervwhere thonghtiul - men wilt
judge Georgin to be filled with semi-
harbarous fanatical peopte ol low men-
talily., and strong. ill-controlled pas-
sione. a race to be avoided by anybady
who cares for liberty, order or justice.”

Then to show what a thonghtful man
i« Wi, Preston Hill. M. D. Ph. D., and
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how ecarvefully Ae has vead the record
in the cuase, he proceeds to state that
“frank awas convicted on the unsup-
ported evidence of a dissolute negro of
bad character” who was contradicted
in 22 different instances!

Then Wm. Preston Hill, M. D, Ph,
D, gives hnnself away by advising peo-
ple fo study the case—how?

By an examinalion of the record that
weni np to the Supreme Court?

Oh no! Study it by the paid colummns
of C. P. Connolly, who got his ideas of
the case from the rascally and menda-
cions posenr, William J. Burns.

In thie Chicago Sunday Tribune of
December 27, 1514, appears a full page
artiele beginning, “Will the State of
Georgia send an nnocent man to the
gallows ?”

The writer of the article 1s Burton
Rnscoe.  The entire article proceeds
upon the idea that poor little Moy
Phagon was a lewd girl; that she had
Irecn immorally intimate with two em-
ployees af the factory; that Jim Con-
ley, druuk aud hard-up, wanted her
pay envelope; that he seized her, lo rob
lier, and that he heard some one calling
him. and hie killed her.

Mr, Rascoe says that, ovdinarly,
juries are instrncted that they are to
assumie the defendant i3 innocent. until
he 1s proven guilty, but that in Frank’s
ense, it was just the opposite.

Mr, Rascoe says that, duving the
trial, men stood up in the audience and
shouted to the jury; “You'd better hang
the Jew. If yvou den'ty, we'll hang him.
and gef yon too.”

The Chieago Tribune elaims to be
“the world’s greatest newspaper,” with
a civeulation of 500,000 for the Sunday
cdition.

It 1s therefore rcasonable to suppose
that at least two million people will
get their ideas of the case from this
special ariicle. in which the public 1s
told that Judge Roan allowed the andi-
ence to intimidate the jnry by shouting
their tlireats. te the jury, while the
trial svag In progress.
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Of course, any one, who will stop
and think a moment, will realize what
an arrant falseliood that is,

lad any such thing occurred, the
able, watchful, indefatigable lawyors
wha have been fighting nearly two
years to save Frank’s life, would have
immediately moved a mistrial, and got
it.

No sneh incident ever has occurred,
in o Georgiu court-room.

And no white man in Georgia was
ever convicted on the evidence of a
negro!

As a specimien of the misrepresenta-
tions which are misleading so many
good people, tuke this extract from the
article in the Chicago Tribunc:

It has been deciared by Burns, among
others, that the circummstantial evidence
warranting the rctention of Conley as the
suspected siaver was dropped and Conley
was led to shoulder the blame upon Frank
in semewhat the following manner:

“Whuat do you khow about this mur-
der?”

“Nothing."’

“Whe do you think did it?"

1 don't know."”

"How about Frank?'”

*"Yes, [ confess, He's the one who did
diia

“Bure he was. That's iliec fellow we
want."”

And forthwith Frank was locked up as
. suspent.

In foct, the statements of My, Ras-
ene, like those of C. P, Connolly, arve
re-hashes from W J. Burns,

Does not the Chicago Tribuue kipw
that Dnrns was expelled from the
National Association of Police Chiefs?

DNaes not the Tribnne know that
Pins’ confidential mnay in this Franlk
weey Tehon, was expelled from the
Chicago police force. for blackmuailing
a woingn of the town?

Does not the Teibune know thiat the
detectives bribed Raesdule and Barber,
the preacher mind the deacon, to swear
thi= evime onto the negro, Jim Conley ¢

Does not the Tribune know that the
oflicvial records in the T, 8, Departient
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ol Justice disclose the fact that Attor-
neyv-General Wickersham, and Tresi-
dent Tafr set aside some convietions in
the Oregon land cases, npon the over-
whelming evidence that Burns is a
crook, and corruptly obtained those
convietions?

As already stated in thiz Magazine,
Conler’s evidence is mol at all neces-
sary 1o the convietion of Frank. Elim-
inate the negro cntirely, and yon
have a dead ease against this lewd
voung man, who had been pursuing ihe
eirl for nearly two months, and who,
afier setting a trap for her, on Memo-
rial Dav, 1913, had to use such violence
to overcome her struggle for her vir-
tue, that he killed her; and then had
the diaholical ecrneliy to attaclk her
character, after she was dead.

A L. Z. Rosser telegraphed to a
Northern newspaper a long statement
in which he says—

L.eo M, Frank iz an educated, :‘Lntelli’-
gent, normal man of a retiring, home mak-
ing, home loving natnre. TTe has lived a
clean, honest, busy, unostentations life,
known by few outside of his own people.
In the absence of the testimony of the
negrp, Jim Conley, @ verdict of acquittal
would bhave been inevitable,

Tf Ay, Roszser believed that ILeo
Frank was the pure voung man and
model hushand, why did he sit silent
while so many whilte girls and ladies
swore to Frank’s laseivious characler?

Do vou suppose that any power on
enrth conld have prodnced twenty
white wonmen of Atlanta who would
have sworn that Dy, John E. White'’s
character is tageivious? Or that Judge
Beverly FEyang’ character 15 laseivious?
Or that Governor Slaton’s chavaeter is
lascivious?

LThe ex-lawyer from Montann—C. P,
Connolly—savs in Collior’s:

The Btate contended that Frank mur-
dered Alary Phagan on the second floor of
the pencil factory, There was found four
corpuscles of “blood™—a mere lota—on
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the second floor, The girl was brutally
handled and blad freely, not only from the
wonnd in her head, but from other parts
of her body.

“Fonr corpuscles of blood
iota—on the second floor.”

That is what Connolly savs
what says the oflicial record?

On page 26, Mr. R. P. Barrvet(. ¢fc
machinist for Franl's factory, lestifies,
that on Monday morning, early, he dis-
covered the blood spots, which were not
there the Friday before! Te savs—

“The spot was about 4 or 5 inches in
diameter, and lttle spots behind these
in the vear—06 or 8 in number. 7¢ was
blood.”

Here we have one of Trank's rve-
sponsible  employees swearing  posi-
tively to a five-inch sploteh of blood,
with 6 or 8 smaller spols leading up to
the main spof, as large as the lid of the
agrergge dinner-pail; and Connolly tells
the public that “*four corpiscles, 2 mere
tota,” were all that were found !

When a man makes public statements
of that kind. after huving gone to At-
lanta ostensibly {0 study the record, 1s
he honestly trying to inform the public,
or 18 he dishonestly trying to deeceive
it?

Mell Stantord swore. These hlnod
spols, were right in front of the ladies’
dressing room.” where Conley said hie
dropped the body of the girl. after
Frank cilled on him for help.

Mra, George Jefferson, also a worker
m Frank's place. swore that they [ound
the blood sploteh, “as big as o fun?”

Mrs. Jelferson had heen working
there five yeors, She knew paint spots
when she saw them, and told of the
maroon red, aud red lime. and bright
rad. but she added. in answer to
Trank’s attoriey, “T'Aal spot f saw was
nol pne of those three paints”

She swore that the spol was not ther
Friday, April 25th.  They found it
Monday miorning at about G or ¥
o'cleck. *We saw blood on the second

@ 1ere

Tt
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floor. in front of the girl's dressing
room. £t s about as big oz a fan”

The foreman of the melal roanm.
Temmic Quinn, also {estifisl to seeing
the blood spots. Monday morning.
Cuinn was Frank's own wilpess.

J. N. Starnes, poliee oflicer, testified
(page 10 of the official record) that he
saw the “splotches of blood.” “I should
jndge the area of these spots to be a
foot and a half.”

Capt. Starnes saw the splotches of
blood on AMonday morning, April 28th.
opposite the girls’ dressing room: and
they looked as if some white substance
had been swept over them, in the effort
to Nide them,

Herbert Sehiff, Leo Frank's assistant
superintendent, also swore to the blond
spots.  He saw them Monday morning.

These wilnesses were unimpeachable.
Five of them worked under Frank.
and were his trusted and experienced
emplovees. ‘They were corroborated by
the doctors who examined the chips cut
out of the floor. Those blood-stained
chips are exhibits “E.7” in the official
record!

Yet, €. P, Connolly, sent down to
(Georgia to make an examination into
actnal facts, dgnores the uneontradicted
eridesice. and fells the great American
publie. that on the second floor, swhere
the State contends the crime was com-
mitted, there were found “four cor-
piseles of blood,” only “a mere 10fa.”

Upon consulting an approved En-
evelopedia and Dictionury, whieh was
constructed for the use of just such
seini-barbarians as we Georgians, T find
that the word “eorpuscle” 15 synony-
wois with the word “atom.” Further
research in the same Encyelopedia,
leads me to the knowledge. that an
atom is such a very smull thing that it
cannot be made any smaller. It 1s.
von may say, the Ultima Thule of
smsaliness.  The peint of a cambric
needle iz a large sphere of action, coin-
pared to a corpuscle. The live animals
that live in the waler. and sweei milk,
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which yon and T daily deink, ave whales,
Ludlaloes, and Moentana lawyers, com-
pared to a corpuscle.  The germs,
microbes. and malignant bacteria, that
swim around invicibly in so many
harmless-looking  liquids, are Dbehe-
moths. dragons and DBurns deteetives,
compared to a corpuscle.

The smallest conceivable thing—in-
visible to the naked eye—is what Con-
nolly savs they fonnd. on that second
floor; and they not only found one of
these infinitely invisible things, buf
Ffour!

T want to deal nicely with Connolly.
and therefore T will sav that, as a law-
ver and a journalist, T consider him a
fairly good specimen of a corpuscle.
What he is, as a teller and seller of
“The Truth about the Frank ease,” T
fear 1o say freely, lest the best Govern-
ment the world ever saw  arrest me
agiin, for publishing disagreeable
veracities.

Pardon we for taking your time with
one more exposure of the mpudent
falselioads that are being published
abont the evidence on which IFrank
was convieted. In his elaborate article
in the Kansas City Stay, A B, Mae-
donald says—

The ashes and cinders were breathed
before she died in the cellar, while she
was fighting off Conley. In his drunken
desperation lest she bLe heard and he he
discovered he ripped ua piece [row her
underskirt and tried to gag her with it It
was not strong enough. Then he grabbed
the cord.

The testimony proved that cords like
that were in the celtar. He tied it tightly
arcund her neck. It was proved at the
trinl that a piece of the strip of under-
skirt was beneath the cord, and heneath
the strip of skirt were c¢inders. That
proves beyond doubt that boih were put
on in the ceflar,

Having .strangled her to death and
eternal silence the negro had lgisure io
carry her back and hide her body at
(tig. 12) where it was dark as midnight.

Then he sat down to write the notes.
Against the wall epposile the boiler was
a small, rude table with paper and pencil.
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Seattered around In the trash that came
down ifrom the floors above to be hurned
were sheets and pads of paper exactly
like those upon -which the notes were
written. The pad from which one of the
notes was torn was found by the bady by
Paolice Sergeant 1., 8. DDobbs, who so testi-
fed,

Ilere we hiave a graphic, gruesome
picture of a fight between the girl and
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In the next line, Macdonald tells you
that the strip of clothing was so strong
that 1t remaied underneath the cored,
and that, beneath this strip, were cin-
ders.  “That proves beyend a doubt
that they were both put on in the cel-
Jaias

Tt is snfficient to say that the evi-
dence of Newt Lee, of Sergeant L. S.

LEO FRANK'S VICTIM, MARY PHAGAN

the negro, down in the cellar. He over-
comes her, and in her death struggles,
she breathes her nose, mouth and lung
full of ashes and cinders. The negro
tears off a strip from her clothing, and
binds it round her neck. “It was not
strong enough. Then he grabbed the
-cord.”

Dobbs, ofticer J. N. Starnes, and bath
the examining physicians, (Doctors
ITuet and Harris) totally negatives
the statement of Macdonald about the
cinders under the girl’s nails, the
cinders packed into her face, and the
cinders breathed into her nose, mouth
and lungs.  There was nothing of the
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kind. Macdonald made all that up,
himself, aided by Connolly’s imagina-
tion and Burns' imbeeility.

(See official record, pages 3, 4, §, 6,
T, 8.9, 10, 11, and evidence of the doc-
tors as per Index.)

But let me ask you to fix vour atten-
tion on the specific statement of Mac-
donald. that the cord pressed down
upon ithe strip of clothing, one being
under the other, and that the cinders
were wunder this inner choke-strip.
Now, turn to page 45 of the official
record. and see what Dr. Harris testi-
fled. Ile swore that she came to her
death from “this cord” which had been
tied tight around her neck. He did
not say a word ahbout any strip of
ciothing around her neck, under the
cord, nor a word about any cinders,
ashes or dust, nnder the cord—not one
aord !

Turn to page 46, and read the testi-
mony of Dr. J. W, Hurt. He said,
“There was a cord round her neck, and
this cord was imbedded into the skin.”
Not a word about any strip of cloth
under the cord! Not a word about
cinders, ashes, or dust under the cord,
or on her neck.

Sergeant Dobhs after sayving that
“the cord was around her neck, sunk
into her flesh,” added that “she also
had a piece of her nnderclothing
around her neck.” “The cord was
pulled tight and had eut into the flesh
and tied just as tight as could be.
The underclothing around her meck
aras not tight!”

Sergeant Dobbs, swearing that the

cord had cut into the flesh, shows that*

there was no cushion of cloth to keep
it from doing that very thing. Not a
word did he say sbout cinders under
her nails, under the cord. under the
strip of underclothing, or in her nose,
mouth and lungs,

In other words, the official record
shows Muaedonald's version of the evi-
dence to be a reckless fabrication !

Can vou picture to vonrself, in the
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sane recess of your own mind, a Sonth-
ern negro, raping and killing a whiie
girl. and then dragging her body back
to a place “where it was dark as mid-
night:” and then, after all his terrifie
siruggle with his  vietim. hunting
around in the trash to find a peneil and
some pads—two different colors—and
seating himself, leisurely, at “a small
rude table near the boiler,” to seribble-
a few lines of information to mankind
as to how he came to commit the
crime?

Can you picture to vourself a com-
mon (Georgia nigger, killing a white
woman 10 that way. and then seating
himself near her corpse. deep down in
a. dark ccllar, to indulge in litevary
composition ?

Jim Conley, von see, had not only
murdered the girl down there helow
the surface, but wis writing notes close
to where the dead body lay, with the
intention of ecarrving the notes out
there to where it was as darvk as mid-
night,” to lay them by the dead girls
head.

Then. he nieant to get so scared that
he would viclently break out of the
basement. door, into the allev, rather
than walk out, as usual, up stairs.

AMacdonald deesn’t know muich about
Southern niggers, but he understands
ns white folls. Just tell us any old
ludierous yarn, and keep on telling it
in the papers: and, if nobody denies it,
we will all believe it.

There was not a scratch on the nose
of the dead girl, and yet all these rock-
less writers tell the public she was held
face downward by her murderer, and
that her face was ground into the
cinders, to smother her screams. How
could the nose escape bruises in such
a frightful process, and how could she
fail to have cinders and coal-dust in
her month and nose? ¥here were none/

In the Philadelphia Public Ledger,
there is a copyrighted article by Waldo-
G. Morse, whose legend runs. *Coun.
aillor, American Academy of Juris-
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prudence.” Cenncillor Morzse begins
on the Frank case, by asking a ques-
tion, and quoting himself in reply—

May a mob and a Cour{ geare away vour
lawyers, a sheriff lock you away from the
jury whigh conviets you, and may the
sherifi tlien hold and hang vou? Yes, say
the Georgia Courts and so also savs the
United States District Judge in Georgia.
Says the Supreme Court of the United
States: “%We will hear argnments as to
that, and in the meantime we will defer
the hanging."

The fancy picture of a Georgla mob,
puttine Rube Arnold, Luther Rosser,
the ITaas brothers, and the governor’s
own law firm to ignominious fhght,
and of the sheriff ruthlessly locking
Frank away from the jury—and all
this being done with the hearty ap-
proval of Judges Roan and Hill, the
State Supreme Court, and Federal-
judge Willilamn Newman—is certainly
a novel picture to adorn the classic
walls of the American Academy of
Jurisprudence.

Councillor Morse proceeds as Tol-
lows—

This iz no mere guestion of a single
life, but one for every man. Bhall yon be
put on trial for vour life or vour liberty
and ghall timid or carcless lawyers lose or
dishonest lawyers barter away your rights?

We wigh for the honor of the har and
the dignity of the Court that the lawyers
had stood thelr ground and had braveg
the mob and that their client had joined
in the defiance, inguiring from every jurer,
face to fape, whethor the verdiet of guilty
was the verdlet of that individual juror.
Buch is due proees=s of law.

Was Rossger “timid.” in Franik's ease?
I would like to see Rosser. when one of
his timid spells gets hiold of him.

Were Roscer and Arnold and the
Haas brothers not only timid. but
“careless?”  Councillar Morse. spokes-
man for the American Aeademy of
Jurisprudence (whatever that is) ac-
enses these Georgia lawyers of cow-
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avdice, ar culpable negligence, in their
defense of Leo Frank!

Whuat? Is nobody to be spared?
Shall no guilty Georgian escape? Must
the propagandists of this Frank litera-
ture slaughter his own lawyers? Is it
a misdemennor, per se, to be a Geor-
erian?

“For the honor of the bar.” Waldn
Morse wizshes that Rosser and Arnold,
and Haas, and the governor’s law firm,
“had steod their ground.” Then, they
did not stand their srownd, and they
dishonored the bar.

That’s terrible. Surely it 1s a cruel
thing to stand Luther Rosser up before
the nmiverse, 1n this tremendous man-
ner, and arraign him for professional
cowardiec. What say you, Lufher?
Are you gnilty, or not guiliy ?

But Waldo Morse relentlessly con-
tinues—

Might not the resuli have been differ.
ent? Jurors have been known fo change
their verdict when facing the accused. We
hope that the Court may declare that no
man and no State can lecave the Issue of
life as a hagatelle to be played for, ar-
ranged ahout and jeopardized by Court
and counsel in the absence of the man whe
may suifer.

So, you see, Frank's lawyers are ac-
cused, in a copyrighted indictment, of
playing with their client’s life, #as a
bagatelle;” and of jeopardizing that
life, with a levity which showed an
utter lack of a due sense of professional
responsibility.

That’s mighty rough on Roesser, and
Arnold. and Haas, and Governor Sla-
ton’s law fivm.

What will be yonr opinicn of Coun-
cillor Morse. when I tell you that
TFrank’s Jawyers did demand a poll of
the jury, and each member swas asked
whether the verdiet was Az verdict,
and each juror answered that it was.

And each juror, monthz afterwards.
madle written affidavit to the same cffect,
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utterly repudiating the charges of maob
intimidation.
Councillor Morse proceeds—

Shall a man ¢harged with an Infamous
erime be faced by a jury of 12 men, each
one ready to announce their verdict of his
guilt? May he ask each man of the 12
whether the verdict be his? Yes, has
answered the common law for centuries.
The aeccused may not even walve or
abandon this right.

That’s absurd, The accnsed may
waive or abanden “this right,” and

nearly every other. There are Conrts
in which the aceused 1s constantly
waiving and abandening his Constitr-
tional right to be indicted by a grand
jury, and tried by a petit jury. In
almost every case, the accused waives
bis legal right to actual arraignment,
orul ]}Imdm and a copy of “the in-
dietment. A Emost invariably, he waives
the useless and perfunctory rvight of
polling the juwry. If he likes, he
can go to trial with eleven juvors,
or less. and he may waive a legal
disqualification of a juror. In fact,
the acensed, awho can woeive nd
abandon his right to the jury ilself,
ean of conrse, waive any lesser right.
This may not be good law in the
American Academy of Jurispradence,
but it is good law among good lawyers.

Counciltor Morse says that “for cen-
turies” it has been the commion-law
right of the accused to ask each jurer

“xhether the verdict be his” This
cock-sure statement of what the Eng-
lish eommon-law has been “for cen-
turies,” would have had considerable
weight, had the Councillor cited some
authorities.

Tt was in 1765, that Sir William
Blackstone published the first volume
of his Jommentaries; and at that time,
the accused, in a ecapital ease, did not
even have the right te be defended by
a lawyer. Af thai time. there were
up“'\rdq of 116 violations of law,
punishable by denth, some of the'=e
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capital offenses being petty larcenies,
and others, trivial tvespasses. In all
those terrible enses, the aceused was
denied a lawyer, at comimon law; and
these fearfnl conditions were not ma-
terinlly ehanged. untit Sir Samuel
Romilly began, his noble work of law
reform, in 1808, At thaf time, it was
deails to pick a poclet. death to ent
a tree in a park, death to fikch from a
bleachfield, death to steal a letter, death
to kill a vabbit, death to pilfer five
shilling’s worth of stufl ont of u store,
death to forge a writing, death to steal
a pig or a lamb, death to return home
from transportation, death (o write
one's name on London bridge. Sir
Samuel was nol able to accomplish a
great deal, before his suicide in 1818;
but another greal lawyer, Sir James
Mackintosh, ton]‘ 1) the work, Lord
Brougham nssisting. Tt was not until
near the middle of the last century, that
the Draconian rode was stripped of
most of its horrors, and the prisoner’s
counsel was allowed to address the
jury. (See McCarthy's Epochs of Re-
form, pages 14 and 145, Mackenzie's
Lhe 198k Century, pages 124 and 125.)
Therefore, when any Councillor for an
Awerican Academy of Jurisprudence
alibly writes about what have been
the common-law rights of the acensed
“for ecenturics,” he makes hunself
ridienlous.

As a general rule, a prisener nay
waive any legal privilege; and what-
ever he may svaive, his attorney may
waive; and thig walver ean be made
after the trial and will relate back to
the time when he was entitled to the
privilege, This waiver may be ex-
pressed, or it may be implied: 1t may
be in words, and it may be in conduct.

In Blackstone's Jommentaries, noth-
ing is said on the point of the prisoner’s
presence, when the verdiet eomes in.
Unquestionably, it is the better prae-
tise for him to be in court. But if his
attorneys are present, and they de-
mand a poll of the jury, expressly
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waiving the presence of their client,
thev have done for the accused all that
he could do for himself, were he in
court—for the prisoner is not allowed
to ask the jurors any questions. The
judge does that. Hence, Frank lost
nothing whatever by his absence; and
when he failed to make that point, as
he stood in eourt to be senfenced and
was asked by the judge, "What Aave
you to say why sentence should not be
pronannced on youf? he ralified the
waiver his lawyers had made. He con-
Eonved that watification, for o whole
yoan.

Not until alter iwe motions for new
trinl had been filed, did Frank raise
the peint about his absence at the time
the verdict came in; and, 1f he is set free
on that point, the world will suspect
that Rosser and Arnold, laid a trap
for the judge.

Does 1t seem good law to Counecillor
Morse, that a man whose guilt is made
manifest hy the official record, should
be turned loose, to go seot free, on a
technical point, which invelves the re-
pudiation of his own lawyers, and the
retraction of his own ratification which
had lasted a year? Ts there no such
thing as a waiver by one’s altorneys
and a ratifiecation by one’s prolonged
acquiescence

Now before poing inlo close reason-
ing on the established facts in the case,
allow me to call your altention to this
point:

Whoever wrote those notes that were
found beside the body seems fo say thai
she kad been sexually wsed. *Play with
me.” “Satd he would love me” “Laid
dewn.” *“Play like night witch did it,”
but that long tall black negro “did (it}
by hisself.”

Those words are inconsistent with o
crime whose main purpose was murder,
Uppermost in the mind of the man
who dictated those noles, was quite
another idea. Consistent with that idea,
and not with murder alone, are the
words “Play with me. said he would
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love me, lald down,” (with me) “and
play like the night witch did it.”

All have elaimed that the words
“night witch” meant “night watch.”
It may not be so. Tor the present,
I only ask you to consider that
the State’s theory all along, has been
that Leo Frank was after this girl, to
enjoy her sexually, and that the mur-
der was u crime incident fo her resisi-
nee,

The girt worked for Frank, and he
knew her well. He had sought to push
liis attentions on her. She had re-
putsed him. She had told her friend
George Eppes that she was afraid of
him, on acecount of the way he had
acted toward her.

ITe had refused, on Triday after-
noon, to let Heten Ferguson huave
Mary's pav-envelope, containing the
pitiful sum of ene dollay end twenty
cents. He thus made it necessary for
Mary to come #n person for it, whien
she was sure to do, next day, since the
universal Saturday custom is, to pay’
for things baught during the preced-
ing week and buy things, for the next.

Why did not Frank give Mary’s pay
envelope te Helen, when Ielen asked
for il, on Friday? It had been the
habit of Helen to get Mary's envelope,
and Frank could hardly have been
ignorant of ihe fact.

Did he refuse io iet Helen have
Mary's pay, because it was not good
business ?

That hypothesis falls, when we ex-
amine Frank’s own statement to the
jury. On page 179 of the rceord, he
tells the jury that Mattic Smith came
for her pay-envelope on  Saturday
morning. the 26ith of April, and
she nsked [or that of her sister-in-law,
also, “and I went to the safe
and got out the package and
gave her the reguired two envelopes.™

Therefore, Frank himself wag in the
habit of letting one employee have
another’s pay envelope. On that
same morning, he gave the pay-envel-
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opes of two of the beoys to their
fathers, Graham and Burdette. (Page
181.)

Why did Frank make an exception
of Mary Phagan, éhis ane fime? Why
did he diseriminate against her, an<
only her, ¢hat week-end ¢

Be the answer what it may, the girl,
all diked out in her cheap little finery
for Memorial Day, comes with her
smart fresh lavender dress, the flowers

on lher hat, the ribhons on ler
dress, her gay parasol, and her
best stockings and silk  garfers—

comes into the heart of the great
city, about noon, goes immediately to
Frank’s oflice for her ome dellar and
twenty cents, is traced by evidence.
which Frank dared not denyw, into his
office—and, is never more secn glive.

Is there any reasonable person, on
the face of God’s earth, who wouldn't
say frank must aceount far that girl?

When a mountain of evidence piled
up, on the fact of the girl’s gomg to
him, he Zien adiitted that she did go
to him, somewhere around 12 o'cloek
that day.

He says ihat a little givl whom he
afterwards learned to be Mary Tha-
aan, eame to him for her pay-envelope.

He pretended not to know that a
girl of her name worked for him, nntil
he consulted the pay-roil! Te went
throngh the motion of looking at the
pav-roll for the purpose of aseertain-
me  whether sueh a human  being
worked in his place! Afier having
found her name on the lst. he fhen
admitled that a girl named Mary Pha-
aun had been working there.

What sort of impression does this
make on yon. in view of the fact that
four white witneses swore they had
seenn Fpank talk to her. and that. in
doing so. he eatled her “Mary 7™

Why did Frank. when her dead body
was found in the asement, feign not teo
kuow her. and sav that he would have
to consult the pav-roll?

The girl. dressed np for a Holiday.
was m Frank's office. at about the noon
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hour of Lhat fatal day—and those fwe
were alone !

Frank is driven to that deeadful ad-
mission. Inexorable proofs left him no
option.

By his own confession, ke 45 alone
with the girl, the last time any movtal
eye sees her alive!

She 18 in the flnsh of vouthtful bloom.
She is nearly fourteen vears old, buxom,
and rather large for her age. She has
rosy  cheelis, Dbright blue eves, and
golden hair. She is well-made, in per-
feet health. as tempting a morsel as
ever heated depraved appetite. Did
lLeo Frank desive to possess the girl?
Was he the kind of married man who
runs after fresh little girls? Ilad he
given evidence, in that very faetory, of
hig lascivious eharaeter?

The white ladies and girls whose
mames have already been given, swore
that Frank was jnst that kind of a
man; and neither Frank nor his bat-
talion of lawyvers have ever dared o
ask those white women to go into de-
tails, and tell why they swore he was

depraved?
Does 1t make no impression on yonr
mind, when you consider #Zhat (re-

mendous faet?

We start out, then, with a depraved
votng married man whose conduct, i
that very place, 15 proved to have been
lazeivious. 7Xd ke desive Jary Pha-
gen?  Had he “tried’ her? IDid he
wing to “try” her. again?

(ne white givl swore that she had
seen Frank with lis hand on Mary's
shoulder and lLiz face aimost in hers.
tulking to her, One white hoy swore
that lie liad seen Mary shrinking away
from TFrank’s suspicions advances.
Another white bov swore that Mary
catd she wae anzpicions and afraid of
Frank., Another whife girl swore she
heard him calling her “Mary,” in close
conversation,

How many wilnesses are mecessary
to prove that the licentions young
Jew lusted afler this Gentile girl?

The wecord gives yow four.
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(Sec the evidence of Rnth Robinson,
J. M. Gantt, Dewey Howell and W. E.
Turner.) :

Why, then, did she continue to work
there?

She needed the money, and felt
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who had dressed up for the Holiday
and gone out, radiant with youth
and health and beauty, to enjoy it, as
other young girls all over the South
were doing. She goes Iuto Frank’s own
private office, and that’s the last of her.

NOTE THE HORRIELE LIPS, THE NOSE AND THE AVERTED EYES OF LEQ FRANK
—4A TYPICAL PERVERT

strong in her virtue: she never dreamed
of violence.

She kept on working, as many poor
girls do, who cannot help themselves.
Freedom to choose, is not the luxury of
the poor.

But let us pass on. The fatal day
comes, and Mary comes, and then her
light goes out—the pretiy little girl

What became of her? Tell us, Lu-
ther Rosser! Tell us, Herbert Haas!
Tell us, Nathan Strauss! Tell us,
Adolph Ochs! Tell us, Rabbi Marx!
Tell ns, William Randolph Hearst!

What became of our girt?

YOUR MAN, FRANK, HAD HER
LAST: WHAT DID HE DO WITH
HER?
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So far as I can discover, the only
theory advanced by the defenders of
Teo Frank, is hung upon Jim Contey.
They elaim that Jim darted out upon
Mary as slie stepped aside on the fivst
flovr, ent her sealp with a  blow,
rendered lier uneonsciouns, pushed he:
throngh the scuttle-liele. and then went
down after her, tied the cord aronnd
her neck, choked her to death, hid the
body. wrote the notes, and broke out by
the hasement door,

If the defense has any other theory
than this, T have been unable to find
it. Aud they must have a theory, for
the girl was killed, in the factory, im-
mediately afcer she left Frank’s pri-
vate office. There is the undeniable
fact of the murdered girl, and no mat-
ter what may be the “jungle fury” of
the Atlanta “mob,” and of the “semi-
barbarians”™ of Georgia, these mobs
and barbarians did not kill the girl.

Either the Cornell graduate did it,
ar Jim Conley did it.

Did Jim Conley do it? If so, how,
and 20y ?  What wag his mofive, and
what wasg his method?

The defense elatms that he struck
her the blow, splitting the sealp, on the
first floor, where he worked, immedi-
ately after she left Frankss office on the
sccond floor,

Thev claim that the negro then
dragged the uncomseious body to the
seuttle-hole, and flung her down that
ladder.

YWhat sort of hole is it? All the evi-
dence concurs in its being a small
opening in the floor, with a trap-door
over it, and only large ¢nowgh to admit
one pergson at o time. (It is two-feet
square. )

Heaching from the opening of this
hole, down to the floor of the basement,
is o fndder, with open rungs.

Now, when Jim Conley hit the girl
in the head, and split her sealp, they
claimy he pushed her through the trap-
door, so that she would fall inio the
lrasement below.
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Buat how conld the Innp und bleed-
ing body fall dowy ihat ladder, strik-
ing rung alter rung, on its way down,
withont leaving Dbloodmarks on the
ladder, and without the face and head
of poor dving Mary being ull bunged
up, broken and cut open, by the re-
peated beatings against the “rounds”
of the ladder?

ITosw could that bleeding liead have
lain at the foot of the ladder, without
leaving an accusing puddle of blood?
How conld that bleeding body, still
alive, have been cheked to death in
the ecllar. leaving no blood on the base-
ment floor, none on the ladder, none at
the frap-door, none on the table where
thev elaim the notes were wrillen, end
none on the prds and the nofes?

Not a purticle of the testimony points
suspicton toward the negro, before the
erime.  He lived with & kept negro
woman, as so many of his race do; but
e had never heen accused of any
offense more grave than the police com-
mon-place, “Disorderhy.” ({His fines
range from $1.73 o $15.00.)

I1e was at the factory on the day of
the erime, and Mrs. Arvthur Wlhile saw
him sitting quietly on the first floor,
where 1€ was his business to be. Afier
the crime. there was never any evidence
diseovered against him. ITe lied as to
his doings at the time of the crime, but
all of these were consistent with the
plan of Frank and Conley to shield
cach other. Frank was just as careful
to keep suspicion from setiling on the
neqro, as the negro was to keep it from
settling on Frank,

You would naturally suppese ihat
the white tan, veasoning swiftly,
would have realized that the crime lay
between himself and the negro; and
that, as ke Lnew himsclf to be innocent,
he lmew the negro must be guilty.

Any white man, under those circum-
stanees. would at once have seen, that
only himself or the negro eould have
done the deed, since ne others had the
opportunity.
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Hence, the white man, being con-
geipus of innoesence, and bold in it
would have said to the police, {o the
delectives, to the world—

“No other man could have done this
thing. except Jim Cenley or myself;
and, sinee I did not do it, Jim Conley
did. [ demand that you avrest him, at
once, and let me foce him!”

Did Frank do that? Did the Cor-
nell graduate break out into & fury of
injured inneccence, point fo Conley as
the criminal, and go to him and ques-
tion him, as to his actions, that fatal
day?

No, indeed. Frank never once hinted
Conley’s guilt. Frank never once asked
to be allowed to face Conley. IFrank
hung his head when he tatked to Newt
Tee: trembled and shook and swal-
lowed and drew deep breaths, and kept
shufling his legs and couldnt sit
still; walked nervously to the win-
dows and wrung his hands a dozen
times within a few minutes: insinuated
that J. M, Gantt might have committed
the crime; and suggested that Newt
Lee’s house ought to be searched; but
nerer a gingle tHime threw suspicion on
Jim Conley, or suggested that Jém's
howse ouqht to be searched.

Did the negro want to rob somebody
in the factory? Could he have chosen
& worse place? Could he have chosen
a poorer vietim, and one more likely
to make a stout fight?

Mary had not worked that week, ex-
cept a small fraction of the time, and
Jim knew it, Therefore he knew that
her pay-envelope held less fhan that of
any of the girls!

Did Jim Conley want to assanlt some
woman in the factorv? Could he have
chosen a worse time and place, if he
did it on the first floor at the front,
where white people were coming and
come; and wherve his boss, Me. Fronk,
might come down stairs any minute. on
hig way to his noon meal?

No negro that ever lived would at-
tempt to outrage a whife woman, al-

most in the presence of & white man.

Between the hour of 12:05 and 12:10
Monteen Stover walked up the stairs
from the first floor to Frank’s office on
the second, and she walked right
through his outer office into his inner
office—and fFrank was not there!

She waited 5 minutes, and left. She
saw nobody, She did not sce Conley,
and she did not see Frank.

Where were they? And where was
Muary Phagan?

Tt is useless to talk about street-car
schedules, about the variations in
clocks, about the eondition of cab-
bagé in the stomach, and about the
menstrual blood, and all that sort of
secondary miatter.

The vital point 1s this—

Where was Mary, and where was
¥rank, and where was Conley, during
the 25 wminutes, before Mrs, White saw
hoth Franlk, and Conley?

Above all, where was Frank when
Monteen Stover went through both his
offices, the inner as well ag the oufer,
and couldn’t find him?

She wanted to find him, for she
needed her money. She wanted te find
him, for she lingered 5 minutes.

Where was Frank, while Monteen
was in his office, and was waiting for
him ?

THATS THE POINT IN THE
OASE: all else is subordinate.

Rosser and Arnold are splendid law-
vers; no one doubts that. They were
employed on xceonnt of their pre-emi-
nent rank at the bar, T have been with
them in great eases, and I know that
whatever it is possible to do in a
forensic battle, they are able to do.

Do you suppose for one moment that
Rosser and Arnold did not see fhe fer-
#ible significance of Monteen's cvi-
dence ?

They saw it elearly., And they made
frantic cfforts to get away from it
How?

Flirst, they put up Lemmie Quinn,
another emplovee of Frank, to testify
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that he had gone to Frank's office, at
12:20, that Saturday, and found Frank
there.

But Lemmie Quinn’s evidence re-
coifed on Frank, hurting the casec
badly. Why? Becanse two white
ladies, whom the Defendant put wp, as
Jis witnesses, swore positively that they
were in the factory just before noon,
and that after they teft Frank, they
went to a cafe, where they found Lem-
mie Quinn; and ke told them he had
Just been up to the office to sec Frank.

Mrs. Freeman, one of the ladies,
swore that as she was leaving the fac-
tory, she looked at Frank’s own elock,
and it was a guarter fo twelve.

Mrs. Freeman testified that as she
passed on up the stairs in the factory
building, she saw Frank talking to two
men in his office. One of these men
was no doubt Lemmie Quinn, At any
rate. after she had talked to the lady
on the fonrth floor {(Mrs. White) and
had come down to Frank’s office to use
his trleplione, the men were gone; and
when she met Quinn at the eafe, he told
her that he had just been up to Frank’s
office. Hence the testimony of Mrs.
Emma Clarke Freeman, and Miss Co-
rinthia Hall, smashed the attempted
aliti. And of course the abortive at-
tempt at the alibi, hurt the case Zerri-
bly. '

Let me do Mr. Quinn the justice to
say, that he merely estimated the time
of day, by the time it would have taken
him to walk from his home; and that
he admitted he had stopped on the way,
at Wolfsheimers, for 10 or 15 minutes
—all of which is obvious guess-work.
He frankly admitted that when he met
Mrs. Freeman and Miss Hall at the
Busy Bee Cafe, he told them he had
just been up to Frank’s office.

Secondly, the able lawyers for the
defense endeavored to meet Monteen
Stover’s evidence by the statement of
TFrank himself. This statement 13 so
extraordinary, that I will quote the
words from the record:

MAGAZINE.

“Now, gentlemen, to the hest of my
recollection, from the time the whistle
blew for twelve o’clock until after a
quarter to one when I went up stairs
and spoke to Arthur White and Harry
Denham, to the best of my recollection,
I «did not stiv out of the inner office,
but it is possible that to answer a call
of nature or to urinate I may have gone
to the toilet. Those are things that a
man daes unconscionsly and cannot tell
how many times nor when he does it.”

Here then was the second of the two
desperate, but futile, attempts to ae-
count for the whereanhouts of Frank, at
the fatal period of time when ke and
Mary are Loth missing.

Pray notiee this: I'ranlk’s first state-
ment macde a few hours after Mary’s
corpse was found. made no mention of
Lemmie Quinn’s coming to the ojfice
after Hattie Hall leff. The effort to
sandwich Quinn between Hattie Hall
and Mrs. White, was a bungle, and an
afterthought. It showed he felt he
st try to fill in that interval and the
failure showed #Zis inability to do it.
Hence Le is left totally unaccounted for,
during the half-hour when the crime
was coramitted,

Franlk's final statement—the one he
made to the jury—hurt him anothes
way: he said he was continuously in
his inner office, after Hattie Hall left,
whereas Mrs. Arthur YWhite on her un-
expected refurn to the factory surprised
kim in his outer office where he was
standing before the safe with his back
to the door. He juinped when she spole
te him, and he turned round as he
answered.

He did not explain what he was do-
ing at the safe at that time ¥2:33, and
the State's theory is, that he had been
putting Mary’s mesh bag and pay-
envelope in the safe.

The only material thing about it 1s,
that he was out of his inner office at
12:35, and not continuously in it up to
nearly 1 o'clock. as he declared he was.
And he had never even attempted to ex-
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plain why he was at the safe at that
{ime.

The fact that Conley may have been
missing too, 15 secondary, and more
doubtful. Monteen did not come there
to look for Zém. Her mind was not on
Jim Conley.

Alonteen’s mind was on her money
and the man who had it. She went
there to find TFrank. She says—“I
went through the first office into the
second office. T went to get my money.
I went in Mr. Frank's office. He was
not there.

I staved there 5 minutes, and left at
10 minutes after 12.”

Mrs. Freeman and Miss ITail had
already been there: Lemmie Quinn had
already bheen therc: and these visitors,
having gone up to Frank, came down
again, Next comes pretty Mary Pha-
zan, and she goes up ta Franly, and
Frank receives her in his private office:
and when Monteen comes up into that
same office, in her noizeless tennis shoes,
at & minutes after twelve, neither Mary
nor Frank were to be heard or seen.
OF where were they, THHEN?

To the end of fime, and the crack of
doom. that cquestion will ring in the
ears and the sonls of right-feeling peo-
ple.

Frank says he may have umncon-
sciously gone to the foilet. Then he
a® uneansciously POUT HIS FOET IY
THE WURDERER'S TRACKS!?

The notes make Mary Phagan go to
the sume place, at the same time; and
the blood sgpots and the hair on the
lathe show that she died there!

On page 185 of the oflicial record,
Frank says—

“To the best of my knowledge, it-

must have been 10 or 15 minutes after
Miss Hall left my office, when this lit-
tle oirl, whom I afterwards found to
be Mary Phagan, entered my office and
asked for her pay envelope. I asked
for lier number and she told me; I
went to the cish box and took her en-
velope out and handed it to her, identi-
{ving the envelope by the number,

She left my office and apparently
had gotten as far us the door from my
office leading to the outer office, when
she evidently stopped, and asked me
if the metal had arrived, and I teld
her no, She continued her way out,
&e.”

Note his studicd effort to make it
appear that he did not even lift his
eyes and look at this rosy, plump and
most attractive maid. He does not
even lenow that she stopped at his inner
office door, when she spoke to him. She
evidently stopped, apporently at the
door: he does not know for certain: he
was not lookinz at her to see. She
spoke to him, and he to her, but he
does not know positively that she
stopped, nor positively where she was,
at the time. He did not recognize her
at all. She gave him ker number, and
he fonnd an envelope to mateh the num-
ber, and he gave it to the little girk,
whom he afterwards found to be Mary
Phagan! “found,” how? DBy leoking
at the pay-roll, and seeing that Mary's
name corresponded with the number
that was ou the pay envelope!

Let me panse here long cnongh to
remind you that J. M. Gantt, Dewey
Howell, W. K. Turner and Miss Ruth
Robinson, all swore positively that
Frank did know Mary Phagan, per-
sonally, by sight and by name.

But what follows after Mary leaves
Frank’s oflice ?

He says—*She had hurdly left the
plant 5 minntes when Temmie Quinn
came i’

But Miss Corinthia Hall, and BMzrs.
Fmma Clarke TFrecman, and Quine
himself, made 1t plain that Quinn had
already been there and gone, hefore
they arrived,

When did - they arrive?
did they leave?

They ceme at 11:35 and left af 11:45 !
They were Frank’s own witnesses, and
they demolished the Lemmie Quinn
alibi and Frank’s own statement!

What can be said in answer to that?
Nothing. It is one of those provi-

And when
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dential mishaps in a case of cireum-
stantial evidence, that makes the eold
chills run up the back of the Jawyer
for the defense.

I know, for I have had them run up
wmy back: I know them, of old.

See if you get the full force of the
point. Rewember that Frank's lawvers
put up Mrs, Freeman and AMiss Hall
to account for Tranlk at the fatal period
when lie seemed to he missing.  vie
dently. they were expected to account
fo Frank up to Lemmie Qninn’s ar-
vival, and after that. Lemninic was to
do the rest. But Mrs. Freeman and
Miss TTall not only arrived too soon,
but got there affer Lemmic! When
they left at 11:45, by the cloel in
Franl’s office, they went to the cafe,
and who shonld he there but Lemmie,
and Temmie, in the innocence of his
heart, said he had just been up to
TFrank’s office.

Mary Phagan, as all the evidence
shows, wag af that time on her way to
the fatal trap!

The evidence of Franks three wit-
nesses, Miss Hall, Mrs. Freeman and
Lemmie Quinn, proves that he told the
jury a deliberate falsenood when he
soid thal Quinn was with him. after
Mary Phogan left,

That's the ersis of the case!

Desperately he tries to show where
e was, after the oirl eame: and. des-
perately, he says that Quinn came affer
Mary left, and that Quinu knows he
wias there in his office, after WMary had
departed,

Al no! The great God would not
let that lie fo prosper!

Mrs Freeman, Miss Hall, and Quinn
put themselves in and ont—there and
away. come and gone, before Mary
came-—and where docs et leave
Frank?

The plank he grabbed at. he missed.
The straw Lie canght at, sunk with him.
When Lemmie Quinn fails him, he
sinks into that fearful unknown of the
half hour when the unexpeeted Mon-
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teen Stover softly comes into the outer
office, goes right on into Frank’s inner
oflice, seeking lier money, and cannot
fincdl Franl!

The place is silent; the place is de-
serted: she waits five minules, hears
nothing and sees novody., Then she
leaves,

Where weve you, Leo Frank?

And where was our little girl?

Desperately, he says Lie may have
vone to the closet.

Fatefully, the notes say Mary went
to the closet.

Fatally, her golden hair leaves some
of its golden strands on the metal lever,
where her Lead strock, as Frank hit
Lier: and her blood splotehed the floor
at the dressing room, where Conley
dropped her,

What broke the hymen? What tove
the inner tissues? What cansed the
dilated blood vessels? What lacera-
tion stained the drawers with her vir-
ginal blood? How caume the outer
vagina bloody?

Who split her drawers all the way
up? Who did the violence to the parts
that Dr, Harris swore to?

The blow that bruised and blackened,
but did not breal the skin, was in
front, over the eye. which was much
swollen when the corpse was found.
The blow that eut the sealp o the bone
and eaused unconsciousness, was on the
back of the head.

Who struck her with his fist in the
face. and knocked lier down, so that, in
falling, the crank liandle of the machine
cut the sealp and tore out some of her
iy ?

How ddid anybody get a chance to
Lit lier in the back of the head, and not
throw Ler on her face? Weuld 2 negro
go for a cord with which te choke a
white woman he had assaulted? Would
a negro have remained with the body,
or cared what became of it, and taken
the awful risks of getting it down two
floors to the basement? Would a ne-
goro have lingered by the corpse to
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write a note on yellow paper, and
another note on white paper? Would
a negro have loafed there to compose
notes at all? What negro ever did such
a thing, after such a crime?

Place in front of you a square piece
of blank paper, longer than it is broad :
an old envelope will do. This squave
piece of paper, longer than it is broad,
will represent the floor of the building
—ithe second floor, upon which Mary
Phagan was dene to death.

DPraw a line through the middle of
the square, from (op to boltom, cutting
the long square into two lesser squares.
These will sufliciently represent the two
large rooms info which the second floor
was divided by a partition. Mark a
place in the cenler of the partition, for
the door which opens one room into the
other.

Where was Frank office?

It was at the upper right-hand cor-
ner of the room, to your right, as the
square lies lengthwise before you.

Mark off a small square at that cor-
ner, for Frank’s office.

Mark off a small square, in the left
hand lower corner of the second reoom,
and run a line through it, to divide this
small closet, infe two divisions. One
of these small divisions was the water-
closet of the men: the other, of ilie
women! You cannof erumple ¢ piece
of paper in the one, without belng
keard in the other!

We naturally turn to Frank, and we
naturally ask him—

What did Mary do, after you gave
her the pay-envelope? Where did she
g6l

He cannot angwer,

But therenpon we take it up, another
way, and we ask him this question—

Where were YOU after Mary leyt?
Did you stay in your office? Did vou
go anywhere, and do anything?

Now, follow the facts closely:

IFrank’s own deiective, Harry Scotl,
in his energetic efforts to find the
eriminal, pinned Frank down, as fo
where he was, after 12 o’clock,
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I'rank told Harry Scott, in the hear-
ing ef John Dlack, that he was eon-
tinvonsly n his office, during the 4b
wminufes AFTER M ARY HAD GCOME
AND GONE.

The white lady, Mrs. Avthur White,
vecurned al 12:35, and found IFrank in
hig office, standing before the iren safe,
He jumped nervously, when he heard
her,

Now, then: Monteen Stover went te
Frank’s office, afier Mary had gone
away from if, AND BEFORE MRS,
WHITE CAME BACK, AT 12:35.

Where was Fraunk, then?

Right there, in that fateful half-
honr. lies the erime.

Who iz the criminal ?

If Frank had been in his oflice, Mon-
teen would, of course, have scen him
when she went to it—and he wonld
have seen Aer,

He did not see her, and therefore did
not know that she hud been there, nntil
after he had told Harry Scoft, posi-
tively and repeatedly, that he was in
his office, F'HEN,

Tt was afterwards, when the unim-
peachable Monteen told what she knew,
that Franlk saw hoyw he had boxed him-
self up.

Then it was, that such a persistent
and desperate effort was made fo gel
Monteen’s evidence out of the way.

Then it was, that Burns in person
trivd first to persvode, and then to hull-
doze her. :

(Why don’t some of Frank’s paid
champions dwwell on thot ugly phase
of lis cuse?}

The enormous weight which Frank’s
lawyers and detectives (Burns and
Ielion) attached to DMonteen’s evi-
dence, is the best proof that Monteen's
eridence clinches the guilt of Frank.
When IFrank told Scott and Black that
he was in his office, continuously, after
Mary lefl, he knew the vital necessity
of accounting for his whereabouts, «f
that particular tHine.

He Lenew if, even then!

ITis definite, positive placing of him
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self, during that particular half-hour,
shows that he knew it.

BUE HOW CAME HE TO KRNOW
R

If some one else made away with
the girl, he did not T'HEN know when
the deed was done.

If he is as innocent as you and I,
he did not then know, any befter than
you and I then did, the vast materi-
ality of %is whereabouts, at any one
half-hour of that fatal day,

How came he, at that téme, to be so
extremely eareful to account for him-
self, for that special half-honr, and
why did he lie about it?

ITe does not deny what he told Scott
and Black: he does nob acense Monteen
of a perjury for which she had no mo-
tive: he stated to the jury that he might
have gone to the water-closet, on a call
of nature, which he curiously said is
an act that a person does “without be-
ing conscionus of it.”

If Frank told Scott and Black a
delibevate falsehood as to his where-
abouts, that is a powerful circumstance
against him.

If he was actually out of his office,
just after Mary left, that, also, is a
powerful clreumstance against him,
provided he cannot tell where he was.

If, in giving the only poessible ac-
connt of himself, ke puis himself af
the weter-closet, then the crime gets
right up to him, provided Mury was
ravished and killed, in fhaf same room.

Now, where was Mary ravished and
killed ?

The blood-marks and the hair say,
in that same room!

And the notes say, in that same room !

The blood-marks tell swhere she was;
and if I'rank went out ot his office, to
go to the closet, ke went right there!

The notes make Mary say that she
went to the closet, “ito make water,”
and, if she did, she went right there.

If a negro seized her, raped her and
kalled her, ke Zad to be right where
Frank soys he awas, when absent from
his office.
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But if Frank was in his oflice. and
Monteen is a liar without metive, how
could a negro come up from the lower
floor (where Mrs, White saw him.) and
commit the crime, without Frank hear-
ing, or secing a single thing to excite
his suspicion ?

Where is the negro who would go
that close to a white man’s office, when
ke knew the white man was there, to
commit such a fiendisic erime upon a
white girl*  And how did the negro,
by himself, get the body from the
second floor, down to the basement?

Mary’s body was found on the night
of Saturday the 26th. Tt appeared to
have been dead a long ume. *#The
body was cold and stiff.”” The notes
were lying close by.

Newt Lee went on dwey for the night,
as nsual, that Saturday night, and it
was he who found the body on that
night, at about 3 o’clock.

Therefore, yon have a elear case of
murder, on Saturday, sometime after
the noon hour, and before Newt Lee
came on duty as night-watchman, af 6
o'clock.

Conley was not back in the building
that day, after 1 o’clock, Frank was.
The record shows this.

The circurnstances econclusively prove
that semebody did the deed, during the
half-hour following Mary’s coming to
Frank’s office.

Frank admits that he is the last white
person with whom she was cever scen.
The blood and the notes say she was as-
sanlted on Frank’s floor, near the
closets, which she and Franl: both used.

The notes make her go to the closet,
to answer a call of nature, émmediately
after she left Franls!

She did not go up stairs; she had no
work to do in the factory, that day;
and if she went to the toilet at all, she
went there from Frank’s office.

She never again appeared down
stairs; or out of doors.

If she had gone up stairs, Mrs.
White and others would know it. If
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she had gone down stairs, bofh Frank
and Conley wowld know i,

Yet at 12:35, Mrs. While saw Frank,
but did not see the girt.

She had disappeared, during ‘he
very time that Fraalk disappears; and
when IFrank gels back iule his office,
at 12:35, that little girl is out there
near the toilel, in the mext room, chok-
ing to death.

It was Frank who was close {o her:
it was the negro who was down stairs.

No wonder Frank “jumped,” when
Mrs. White came up, behind, and spoke.

No wonder he harried Mrs, White
out of the building, hesitated to allow
J. M. Gantl lo go in for his shoes, and
refused to let Newt Les enfer,

By wll the evidence, Frank and Jim
were the only living mortals in thal
part of the house, at that time. Mary
undouhtedly was there, at the time, by
Franl's own line of defence.

There was one short sentence in Capt.
J. N. Starnes’ re-direct exumiuation,
that did not rivet my special attention
at first. Thal sentence was—

“Mands folded across the breast.”

That simple statement came back,
again and again, knocking at the door,
as if it were saying, “Faplain me!”

Ilow did it happen that a girl who
had been raped or murdered—or both
—wvas found with ler hands folded
aver her brcast#

Ilow could a girt who liad been
knocked in the head. on the first {floor,
and tumbled down Into the bascment,
through a seuttle-hole, and over a lad-
der, as Defendant claims, have her
hands resting quietly on her bosorn ¢

Frank’s theory repregents Jim as
aftaeking Mary on the first floor, finisl:-
ing her in the hasement below, then
wriling the notes, breaking the door,
and speeding away.

Lhat theory does nol account for
those folded hands.

A pirl knocked on the head, into un-
consciousness, and then cholked to death
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with o cord, does not fold her ouwn
hands aeross her bosom. O no!

In the agony of death, her arms will
be spread out. Amnd if, hours later,
those armns are found across her basoin,
the little hands meeting over the pulse-
less lieart, be sure that semebody who
retnembers iutuitively how the dead
should be treated, kas put those ago-
nized hoands together!

There were the indisputable and un-
disputed facts: a bloody corpse, with a
wound in the head, torn underclothing,
privales bloody, a tight cord sunk into
the soft flesh of the neck, the face
blackened and scratched by dragging
across a bare floor of cinders and grit,
and yet when turned over and found
“cold and stiff,” the testimony curtly
adds—

“flands folded across the breast.”

How did #Aaz happen? TWae folded
those lttle hands ucross the heart which
beat no more?

In vain, I. searched the cvidence
Nowhere wus Lhere an explanation. In
fact, nobody had seemed to be struck
by that brief, elear stalement of Capl
Starnes, which everyhody conceded to
be strietly true:

“Hands folded across the breast”

Mind you, when she was found in
the basement, she was Iying on her face,
not directly on her stomach, but so
much so that they had to “furn fler .
orer,” to see her face, und wipe the
dust and dirt off, for the purpose of
recognition. {See official record, pnges
78 and )

Lying on her face! Had to trrn her
over, and “the body wus cold and stift.”
But the frozen hands—where were
thex? *“Iokded across the breast.”

Tlen, they had beeome rigid in fhat
position! They had not come off the
bosoin, ¢ven when the body was turned

over! They had remamed across the
breast, while the body was being
dragaged.

Dr, Westmaoreland and Dr. Harvris
would probably agree, for at least cne
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time, nnd Yotk would say, as compatent
experts, that those hands, (to remain
fixed under #iese circumstances,) had
been placed across the gpirl’s hosom, de-
fore the stiffness set in.

Death froze them there!

You may read every line of the evi-
dence on both sides, as I did, and you
will not find anv explanation of those
folded hands—hands folded as no
murdered woman’s were ever found be-
fore, except where somebody, noé #he
murderer, instinctively fellowed uni-
versal custom, gnd folded them!

Can you escape that conclusion? No,
you can’t. At least, I couldn't, and T
have been reading and trying murder
cases, nearly all my life.

Then, as a last resori, in my efforts
to satisfy myself about that unpar-
alleled circumstance of the folded
hands, I decided to turn to Jim Con-
ley’s evidence, saying to myself, as 1
did so, *If that ignorant nigger ex-
plains that fact, whose importance he
cannot possibly have Enown, it will be
a marvellons thing.” So I turned to
Conley's evidence, searching for that
one thing. On page 55, T found it.
Here it is:

“She was dead when I got back there,
and T came back and told Mr. Frank,
and le smid ‘Sh-sh! The
girl was Iving flaf on her back end her
hands were ont, this way. T put both
of her hands down, easy, and rolled
her up in the cloth. I looked
back a little way and saw her hat and
piece of ribbon and her slippers, and I
taken them and put them all in the
cloth.”

The gir]l was lying flat on her back,
hands out this way—and he illustrated.
“1 put both of her hands dowa.” Then,
they were not only ont, but #p—as it
the pitiful little victim had been pusi-
itng something, or somebody, off !

Those dead hands are fearful accusers
of the white men who now say that
Mary Phagan did not value her virtue,

Only the other day, there was issued
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by the Neale Publishing Company, a
new book of war experiences, written
by a Philadelphia surgeon, Dr. John
H, Brinton: and he relates some vivid
incidents showing the rapid action of
the #igor mortis—the *“instantaneous
rigor,” following mortal wounds re-
cetved in battlee. He made a special
study of the dead, on the field which
the North calls Antietam. {Our name
for it is, Sharpsburg.)

On page 207, Dr. Brinton speaks of
the cornfield and sunken road, so fa-
mous to the literature of the War; and
he says, “Dead bodies were everywhere,
; Many of these were in extra-
ordinary attitudes, some with their
avms raised vigidly in the air. .

I also noticed the body of a Southern
soldier, The body was in a
semi-erect posture, One arm,
extended, was strefched forward. 5

His musket with ramrod halfway
down, had dropped from his hand.”

This Southern seldicr had been lying
in the road, had half risen to load and
shoot, had been shot while driving the
ramrod heme, and the gun had
dropped: but the soldier himself re-
mained, face to the foe, half-orect, with
“one arm extended, and stretched for-
ward.”

Brave Southern soldier! Death it-
self could not rob him of the proofs
of his unfailing heroism.

Brave Southern girl! Death itself
wonld not rob Mary Phagan of the
proofs, that she fought for her inno-
cence to the very last.

Shame upon those white men who
desecrate the murdered childs grave,
and who add fto the torture of the
mother that lost her, by saying Mary
was an unclean little wanton.

Jim Conley had no motive fo de-
seribe her hands as being uplifted ; and
ke, an ignorant negro, could not have
vealized the stupendous psychological
significance of it

Providence was against Frank in this
ease. The stars in their courses fought
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against him, as they fought against
Sisera. [lis lowyers must kave felt it

Providence was against him, in the
time of Monteen Stover’s unexpected
visit to his office,

Providence was against him, in the
unexpected refwrn of Mrs. White.

Providence was against him, in the
fatal break-down of his alibi.

Providenee was againgt him, in the
apparently {rivial fact that Newt Lee's
call of nature, Saturday night. did not
cecur on any of the floors above the
basement—all of which had closets—but
occucred int the hasement, where the
closet was close to the dead girl.

Providenee was against him. in the
fact that Barrett worked that crank
handle. fhe last thing on Friday
evening, and was thus able 1o credilly
swear that it had no woman’s hair on it,
then.

Providence was against him, in that
Stanford swept the whole floor Friday,
and was thus able to credibly swear
that there was no blood an it, ffen.

Providence was against him, when
he was forced inio explaming his
absence from his office by unwittingly
putting himself at the place of that
woman’s hair and those fresh blood
spots.

Providence was againgt him, when
that cold and stiff girl was found in
the basement, with “hands folded
across the breast.” for that fact—

appatently little—émperiously demands

cwplanation?

And when you start ont to hunt for
the explanation which you know st
ewist, vou eearch every nook and
cranny in the case without finding it,
until you read a line or two which the
negro did not understand the mean-
ing of —and which, so far as I can
learn—7nas never been the subject of
comment, on either side.

It happened to flash across me. that
I had recently read semething similar,
in the book which Walter Neale had
sent me for review ; and zhen I saw the
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meaning of Mary’s hands being in such
u position upward, that Jim had te
put them “down.”

No negre could have invented that.
Neo negro could have Lnown the im-
portance of thet. Apparently, the
lawyers did not pay any attention to
it.  Am 7 mistaken in dotng so? Am
I wrong in saying that thig little fact
absolutely estallishes the truth of the
State's theory?

Tow. else, do you account for the
hands folded across her breast, so
rigidly that when her body had been
dragged, and then fwrned over, the
rigid posture of the hands was main-
tained, by the frozen mmscles?

To save your life, vou cannot explain
i, except by saying that somebody,
almost  imimediately after the girl’s
death, prt ler hands {n that position.
She didn’t do it.

Who was that someboay?

Not the man who Lilled her, you may
be dead sure.

But the nigger says, Ae did it.

Then you may stake your life on the
proposition, that the nigger didn’t %ill
fer.

Negroes who assault and murder
white women, don’t loiter te fold hands,
write notes, and piek up hats, ribbons
and slippers.

Negroes who assault and murder
white women, have never failed fo hit
the outer rim of the sky-line, just as
guick as their heels can do it.

But as it was the nigger who put
down the gitl’s hands, and folded
them across her breast, soon after her
Iife went out, who did Ikill lier?

T/IE ONLY OTHER POSSIBLE
AN, IS FRANK,

Was it Frank, and not the nigger,
who was “lascivious,” at that factory?
Twelve white women swore, “Yes.”

Was it Frank, and not the nigger,
who had been after this little girl.
Three white witnesses swear, “Yes.”

How many move witnesses do you
want, than fiftcen white ones?
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And yet the Burnses, and Connollys,
and Pulitzers, and Abells, and Ochses,
and Thomsons and Rossers are still
telling 1he oulside world that the virtu-
ous Frank was convicted on race
prejudice. and the evidence of one be-
sotted negro!

Was any Stale ever so maligned, as
Georgia has been?

et me enll your attention to ansther
little thing in the negro’s evidence
which there was no need to “mike up.”
It iz his statement that he wrote, at
Franl's dictation, four notes hefore
[Frank was satisfied. Why sav four,
when only two were found? The negro
in testifying at the trial, knew that onily
twi notes were found, yet he swore to
writing four.

At Jeast, T so understand his words,
which were—

“He taken his pencil to fix up some
notés and he sat down and
L sat down at the table and Mr. Frank
dictated the notes to me. Whatever it
was, it didn’t seem to suit him, and he
told me to turn over, and write again,
and I turned the paper and wrote
teain, and when I had done that, he
told me to tnrn over and write again,
and T turned over and I wrote on the
next page, and he looked at that, and
kinder liked it. and he said that was
all right, Then he reached over and
got another piece of paper, a green
piece, and tokd me what to write. He
took it and Iaid it in his deslk.”

It that doesn't make four noles. I
don't understand the language in the
vecord: and if it means four. when
only two were found and introdnced
into the ecase, it shows, at least, that
the negro was not making up a tale to
fit the known facts,

The negro said another thing that he
conld not have “made up,” because he
does not even yet realize the meaning
of it. The lawyers made no allusions
to it. Jin =ald—"When I heard him
whistle (the sighal Frank had often
nsed when he had lewd women with
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him) I went on up the steps.
AMr. Frank was standing up there at the
top of the steps, and shivering and
trembling, and rubbing his hands like
this—.

Ie liad a little rope in his hands—

a long wide piece of cord. His cyes
were large and they looked right
funny.

He asked me, “Dtd you se¢ that lit-
tle girl who passed up here « while
agof?

Jim told him he had seen fico ga up,
and only one come down.

Mind you, Franlk had not heard
Monteen Stover, whose tennis shoes
made mno noise; and Ifrank knew
nothing of her visit at all. When he
asked Jim if he had seen that little
airl, Frank meant; “Did you see the
Phagan girl?”

Frank's purpose was, to learn
whether Jim had seen the little girl,
who was then lying out there in the
metal room, with a piece of that
cord around her meck. Jf the negro
had answered, “No, T gidn't zee any
girl,” Frank would never have said
another word to him about her. It was
only after he found out that Jim had
scent her go up, but not come down,
that he fad #o take Jim into his con-
fidence one more Llime.

Much has been said abont the im-
probability of Frank making a con-
fidante out of a negro of Tew charvacter.
Boes an immoral white man make a
confidante out of a unegro of Aigh
character? Will a respectable negro
act as go-between, procurer, or watch-
oul man, for a white hypocrite who is
one thing to his Rabbi and his Bnal
Brith, and quile a different thing to
the eyprians of the town?

Suppose 1 can show you from the
official record that Frank’s lawyers
Inew that the murder was eommitted
on I'rank’s floor, back there where the
blood and hair were found, won't you
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be practieally ecertain zhat Zhey olso
Rnew Frank to be guilty?

Come along with me, and see if 1
don't prove it to you:

Leo Frank emploved Harry Scott,
a detective, to ferret out the criminal,
and Scott went info the case with great
vigor. In fact, he soon showed alto-
getlier too muoch vigor te suit Frank,
and Herbert I1azs. Herbert became
alarmed—why? And dHerbert told
Scott to first report to Aim, Herbert,
whatever he might discover, before
letting any one else know. Herbert
Haas was chairman of the Trank
Finance Committee, and he was one
of the lawyers for the defense.

Seott did not like fo be shut off from
the police, and confined to a Herbert
Haas investigation, and so he remon-
strated with the Chairman of the Ti-
nanee Committes,

But before Scott was fired, e had
drawn from TFranl two material siate-
ments, One was, his alleged continuous
presence in his office after IEattie Hall
left; and the other was, Ais answer fo
Mary Phagon, when she asked him if
the metal had come.

Frank told Scctt that when Mary
asked him swhethey the metal had come,
he replied, ®f dowt bnow.” At that
time, Frank was not aware of the fact
that Monteen Stover could prove that
he was abseut from his office when
Mary was being murdered,

What did Mary’s question about the
metul prove? That her mind was on
Aher work. She had lost nearly the
whole week, becaunse the supply of
metal had run out. They were expect-
ing more, [f it had come, she could
go back to work in that metal room,
next Mondey. 'Therefore, when she
asked Frank, “Has the mefal come?”
her thoughis were on her worlk and she
was eager to know whether she counld
return en Monday fo resume 7 “Has
the metal come?”’ Equivalent to, “ 17
there bie any work for me next week?
Must I lose another week, or can { come
back Monday 2"
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This was the meaning of the ques-
tion. What was the meaning of
Frank’s answer?

If he said, *7 don’t know.” the girl
would naturally sugoest, or ke wonld,
that they zo back there, to that metal
roomn, and see.

Can vou eseape this conclusion? If
he didn’t know whether the metal was
there or not, #he only way fo fell for
certain, was to go and fook. Ii he was
doubtful, the girl would want to go
and look to see if it was there, for the
girl wanlted te reswme her work,

Now, if that answer, “T don’t know.”
were allowed to stand, Rosser realized,
quick as lightning, thai i led o the
fneritable conclugion that the girl went
back: to the metal room o see about i,
and was assaulted there!

Consequently, Frank not enly
changed his answer of, “I don’t know,”
inte a positive, “Ve,” but Rosser went
at Scott, hammer and tongs, to badger
him info saying that he may have been
mistaken, and that Frank mayv have
said, “No,” instead od, ¥I don’t know.”

But the point is this: If Rosser had
not felt certain that the blood and the
hair proves that ¥ary was killed on
Frank’s floor, near Frank'’s closet, and
at ahout the time Frank pnts himself
at the closet, what would Rosser have
cared whether Mary went to the mefal
room, or not

If Jim Conley killed Mary on the
first floor, or in the basement, it did
not at all matter whether she went to
the metz] room, either with Frank, or
by herself,

The strennous effort of Rosser Lo es-
cape from that answer of “I don’t
know,” proves whaét he knows. He
Ienows very well that the girl was killed
on the seccond floor.  Ctherwise, you
cnnnot understand why Frank was
made la change his statement, and why
enich hereulean steength was used to
get a change out of Ilarry Scott.

The difflerence between “No,” and “I
don’t know,” is a diflerence hetween
tweedledum  and  tweedledee, wunless
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Mary was murderved on rank’s floor.

Rosser knew, just as you must now
see, that 1f Frank {old the girl, I don't
know,” ke might just as well have
admitted that he and Mary went back
there together, where the Dlood and
hair were found.

That answer of, 1 don’t know,”—
suggesting as it did, an inspeection of
the room, to sec about the metal—is
the only plansible way to account for
the girl's being back there. unless in-
deed the notes spealy the fruth about
her going to the closet.

(See  TTarry Scoit’s
record. )

Rosser’s desperate struggle to get
away from the “I don't know.” is
wonderfully illuminating as fo what
was in Rosser’s mind. Tf he had placed
the slightest reliance on the theory that
the negro killed the girl, he would not
have cared a hutton whether Franle
went with Mary to see about the metal.
If Tosser had not been absolutely cer-
tain that the girl was attacked and
killed. back there. he would not have
struggled so hard to leep her and
Frank awaey Jrom there. If Rosser
had helieved for a moment that Mary
went on down stairs. afier she left
Trank, and was killed by the negro
down stairs, he wouldn’t have wasted
a breath over that question of whether
Frank said, “No,” or said, “T don't
know.”

If the girl was killed down stairs.
it would not have hurt Frank’s ecase
in the least. if he had boldly admitted
that, after telling Mary, “I don’t
know,” he had gone back there with
her to see. Tt 1s to be presumed that
he, as well as she, wanted the work te
zo on; and therefore he, also, would
be interested in the matter, with a view
to her return on Mondagy.

Suppose he had said, “Yes, Mary
came to my office, got her money, and
we went back to the metal room to sec
if the expected metal had come; and,
after that, she went on down stnirs,
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and I went back into my office, and saw
no more of her.”

Where would have been the danger
of his snying that? She was with him
in the office: he admits that, after the
evidence forcez him to it: but why not
go a little farther, and adwmit that he
and she went to the metal room, before
she left his floor?

Ask Rosser to tell you the answer to
that question. Ask your own intelli-
gence!  What danger, was to bo
drended, in atlowing Frank to say that
he and Mary went to the metal room,
even for one single minufe?

Tf she was killed on tee first floor—
no malter who did if—there was no
danger in letting Frank admit that he
went to the metal roomn with her.

1f she was killed in the basement—
no matter who did it—there was no
danger in the admission that she and
Franl went to the metal roon.

But Rosser’s desperate drive. to re-
move the very ubea of her going to the
metal room with Frank. prares the im-
nrense importance he attached to et
Fle ¢ould not allow 1t. he dared nob
allow it! Mery and Franlk must net
Ffar an instent be allawed in the meial
roon. during that fatael half-four!

WHY NOT?

Is theie any possible answer, but the
one?  And that is—ifary’s tress of
golden-brown haiv is hanging out there
in that room, on the crank of Barpetfs
machine; and MHary's life-blood iz out
theve, on that recently swept floor!

Rosser said in his heart, *T dare not
let. Frank go there/”

When yon test the theory that Conley
alone did the deed, von have no evi-
dence to rest it on. Jim never bothered
those whife girls, did not act like a
negro who had committed the unpar-
donable erime on a white woman, did
not try to lay suspicion on anybedy,
and went about his work as wsual, on
Monday and Tuesday.

There 1s absolutely no evidence
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against the megro, upon which the
State conld have made the shadow of a
case,

When you test in your mind the
hypothesis that Frank and Jim both
committed the crime, you make some
slight headwny, for Jim and Frank
shielded cack other, until Franlk was
jailed. But this is not enough to im-
plicate both, in fhe actunal erime. It is
enough to prove a common guilty
krowledge of the erime, but it does not
shut out the idea of Conley’s being ac-
cessory to the fact, after the deed was
done.

It is only when you test in your mind
the theory that Frank alone commitled
the crime, that all proved circumstances
harmonize, and interlink fe make the
chatn.

Twelve white girls swore that Frank
had a lascivions character; and they
learned what he was, inside this very
factory,

One of his own witnesses, a white
girl, swore to his immoral conduet,
inside this very factory.

Conley mentioned the names of the
white women and the whitec man who
came info this very factory, to engage
in vice with Frank, and one of these
persons corroborated Conley on the
witness stand.

White witnesses swore that Frank
had been after little Mary, ever since
Mavrch, dnside this very factory.

Frank laid a trap for Mary, by forec-
ing her to come hack inside this very
factory, when he might have sent her
money by Helen Ferguson.

Mary walks into the trap inside that
factory, and it closes on her,

God in Heaven! was guilt ever
plainer, and more deliberatcly diaboli-
cal?

And are we to be dictated to by mass-
mectings in Chicago, and by cireular
letters from New York and New Eng-
land, when this awful crime stares us
in the face?

Nothing corroborates Frank when he

says that Conley alone committed the
crime; and every undisputed fact is
against that hypothesis.

Lverything corroborates  Conlay,
when he says that Frank did it, and
that he himsolf became mixed np in it,
afterwards.

And if there is one feature of the
case more convineing than another it is,
that Frank was at least as careful to

" shield  Conley from  suspicion, AT

FIRST, as Conley was, to shicld Frank.

Until Frank himself was arrested,
he tried to set the dogs on Lee and
Gantt, BUT NEVER ONGE ON JIM
CONLEY !

A¢ first, Frank and Conley boék acted
like a pair who held a guilty secret
between themselves,

Ah, it is a heartrending case. Big
Money may muzzle most of the papers,
hire the best legal talent, and bring re-
mote popular pressure to hear upon our
governor, but all the money in the
world cannot destroy the facts, nor
answer the arguments based on those
facts.

Let me refer to the negro’s explana-
tion of how it happened—my reference
being confined strictly to facts where
there is abundant eorroboration.

Jim says he heard steps of two per-
sons going back to the metal room; and
Frank himself, states that Mary in-
quired about whether the metal had
come, which would give her more work
next week. What more natural than
that Frank, when the girl asled, “Has
the metal come?” should say, “Let’s go
back there and sea?”

What more natural than that she
should go? And what more in keep-
ing with Frank’s proved character, and
his proved desire for this girl, than that
he should miake indecent advances to
her, back there, where no one is in sight
or hearing?

Jim says Irank called him by their
agreed signal of stamping on the floor,
and whistling, and that when he
went up, Fraank, looking wild and
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excited, told Thim, 1in substance,
thut he had tried the girl, that
she had refused, that Le had struck her,
and he guessed he had lLit her too hard;
she had fallen, and in falling had hit
somelhing; she was uneonscious.

Jim says he went back there where
the girl Tay, at the lathe, where her hair
was found in the handle; and she was
lying motionless with the cord around
her necl.
around her neck, and part of it was
under her head like to cateh bleod.”

All the witnesses swore to the strip
of cloth; and the hair on the metal
handle of the lathe was as fully identi-
fied as Mary®s, as hair could be under
those eircumstances. Frank's own wit-
ness, Magnolia Kennedy testified that
the hair looked like Mary's; and Miss
Magnolia was hersclf the only other
girl there whose hair was at all like
the gelden brown of Mary Phagan's.

Frank’s own machinist found the
hiair on the metal handle, and swore
positively 1t was not there when ke
quit wsing that very machine—handle
and  all—Fridey  wight, before the
Saturday of the erime.

Mr, Barrett, the machinist, found the
hair on the handle when he went back
to the machine Monday morning. He
was not at the factory Saturday. No
one 15 shown fo have been in that reom
Saturday. How did that long, gelden-
brown, woman's hair get on that metal
erank, where Barrvett found {42

No girl or woman conkd be produced
who pretended she was in the metal
room on Suturday. No girt or woman
could be found who could explain about
the hair. Why not? Half-a-dozen ot
Frank’s own employees, several of
them bis own witnesses, swore to find-
ing the hair, soon Monday morning;
and they swore that it was not there
Friday.

Why couldn’t it he accounted for?

The only answer is, Mary in falling,
after Frank struck her and gave her
that brunise on the eye, hit the metal

“The cloth was also tied .

WATSON'S MAGAZINE.

handle, and it ripped her scalp and tore
out some of her hair,

In no other way under the sun can
that hair on the machine be explained.

Then the blood on the floor at the
dressing room, some 23 feet from where
the girl fell: whase blood?

All the witnesses say it was not there
Friday when they quit work. Mell
Stanford had swept the whole 2nd
floor, and tidied up, generally; and he
swore positively the blood spols were
not theve Iriday. Darreti swore they
were not there Friday., Dut the blood
spots were there early Monday morn-
ing, seen by numbers of the employecs,
and denied by none, Schiff, the assist-
anl superintendent, admitted it, Quinn
admitted it, the men saw ii, the women
saw it, chips were cut out of the floor,
and the doctors saw it

Whose was it?

Not there Iriday ecvening, right
there Monday worning, whose was 7

If not Mary’s blood, produce your ex-
planation! If not Mary, somedody clze
bled there. Who blea there, between
Friday and Monday, if not Mary Pha-
gan?

The guestion can not be answered,
save in oné way. You know quile well
that if money or skill, or hard worl,
could have acconnied for those guilty
stains on that floor, the man or the
woman whoe bled there would have been
produced.

Conley says he dropped the girl on
the floor, and that the blood spatfered
where {hose spots were found. Tuke
that explanafion, or go withoul one,
for I assure you the court record offers
no other, Trank in his own statement
could only offer the explanation that
Duffy or Gilbert when injured in the
metal room, months before, might have
bled there. Gilbert went on the stand
and swore to his cut finger, but said
none of the blood had dropped any-
where near those spots,

The fulile cffort to account for the
Lloed, only deepens the significance of
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the fact that it was there, and adds
fearful weight to the evidence of R. P.
Barrett and Mell Stanford, that it was
rot there on Triday,

Jim says he and Frank carried the
body down, in the elevator, to the base-
ment. He says they had wrapped her
up in a clath which was taken off in the
basement. He said that Frank made
him promise to return to the plant, that
afternoon, to help him dispose of the
body. but he did not go back.

I have on purpose left out everything
but the barest outline. Conley did go
home and did not return, whereas
Frank was back—we don’t know ex-
actly when—and sent Newt Lec away
at 4, when Newt wunted to go in and
sleep, :

A white man, whase character is not
assailed, swears that he wanted per-
mission to go into the factory at 6
o'clock, and that Frank not only first
tried to dodge back out of sight into
the gloom of the bunilding, but lied to
him about the sweeping out of the
shoes, and then sent o negro to watch
Lim.,

Then the negro who was & trusted
night-watchman—and whom Frank
detailed to watch Gantt—swears that
when he went down into the basement
at 7 o'clock in the conrse of his regular
rounds of the big building, less than an
hour after Frank had gone, the light
that had always been kept burning
brightly there, by Frank's own orders,
had been turned down. “It was burn-
ing just as low as you could tuen it,
like a lightning bug. 7 left it Suturday
morning burning bright”

Who turned that light down?

Who went into that basement, affer
Newt went off duty early Soturdey
marning? Who was there during
Saturday? What was the motive, in
turning the light down and leaving it
s0? The motive was, Zo prevent Newt
from secing that corpse.

Not a single employce of the plant
5°1d that he or she had been in the
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basement that day. The light could not
turn itself down. [t was not a case of
gas burning dim and low, for it burned
brightly again when turned np.

Somebody turned down the light—
who?

Orver the telephone came the quicy
to Newt—“How is evervthing?” That
was an hour or so after Frank had Jeft.
He had never done thot before. He
does mot even olatm that ke had. Bt
he explains it by saying he wanted to
know whether Gantt had gone! What
danger did he apprehend from (anit?

Why was Glants on Frank’s nerves?
Newt swears that Frank did not
mention Gantt, but simply asked.
“How is evervthing2” '

Was it not the jangling nerves and
haunting  suspicions, whose question
really meant, “Have you fonnd any-
thing? Have you seen the dead girl?
fs the murder out#”

Minola McKnight's repudiated affi-
davit is in this terrible record, and in
those statemnents which she verified and
swore to in the presence of Mr. George
Gordon, her attorney, she tells of that
night of horror at Frank’s home.

You will probably suspect that if
Newl Lee had not had occasion to go
to the closct in the basement that néight,
Mary Phagan’s body never would have
been found, for the going to the closet
took him close to the corpse, and he
saw it!

Frank did not intend for the corpse.
to be found; and he meant fo creep
back into the basement neat doy, and
bury that girl in the dirt floor!

That door worked on a slide. Tt did
not open, as door shutters usually do.
It was locked and it was barred,
usnally, On Saturday night, Newt
looked that way, and it was closed, He
did not notice the bar, or the staple.
On Sunday morning, the door was sub-
jected to close examination. The wit-
nesses say the staple had been drawn,
and the bar taken down. But the door
wes completely closed/
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Wonld u frightened, fleeing nepgro
rapist and murderer, have pried out
the staple, lifted off the bar, and then
carefully, from the outside, pushed the
door to, on.the slide?

Why should Jim Conley break the
basement door, when he eould wallk out,
in front, on the first floor where he was
sitting svhen Mrs, White saw him?

And why should any frightened and
fleeing negro, teo scared to walls out of
the unloched doors, breal that door,
and then cavefully close it?

To me, it looks like a careful plan
for somebody, fo go in, without being
seen. To me, it looks as if somebody,
who had the run of the plant, came
down there, pried out the staple, and
lifted the bar, without opening the door
at all. The opening was to be from
the outside, next day,

Jim Conley could have unlocked that
door easler than he could draw the
gtaple. Ile conld have lifted the bay
and gone out, without violence. easier
than he conld go out by a burglarions
breaking.

Tt wasn'l 2 question of going out: if
was & gucstion of coming in!

Do youn say that Frank could have
left the door unlocked, with the bar
merely lifted off? The answer to that
is, hiad lie done so, he would have had
to involve persons who had the keys!

To unlock from the inside, there must
be an unlocker, on ¢ke insde.

Now, if Frank lad unlocked the
-door, as well as removed the bar, the
crime would have come lome, right
then, to one of the men who toted the
lkeye. And a narrowing cirele would
have brought that search right up to
him and Conlev—for all the others
could easily account for themselves of
the ewact half-hour of the crime.

TFrank’s defenders claim that Conley
broke open the basement door fo get
out,

Whiat will you think of their sincerity
and honesty, when I tell you porge 21
of the agreed record shows that the ne-
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gro was sitting near the front door, up
stairs on the 1st Ffloor, af abour 1
o’clock, when Mrs, J. A, White passed
him and went out at the front door?

What hindered the negro from walk-
ing out of the front door? The crime
had been committed: the corpse was in
the basement ; and there was Jim sitting
between the upper stairway and the
regular entrance door.

What need for Aém to squeeze
thirough that scuttle hole, return fo the
basement, and break out the back way,
in the alley? All he or Frank had to
de, to getf oul, was to do what Mrs,
White did—walk out. DBut if some-
body wanted to come back around the
back way, and glide into the basement
unseen, then a sliding door, lefc in such
a manner that it could be pushed bacl,
from the outside, was necessary.

Another queer thing is, that Jim
said that they left the corpse on the
floor in front of the clevator, but that
he flung the ribbon, hat and slippers
inte the trash-heap near the furnace,
where Ifranlt wanted hody and all
burnt that afternoon.

Now, when the body was found, it
had been dragged from the clevator
back to near the basement door, the
ribbon, slippers and hat were at the
saine place, and only two notes—a white
one and a yellow one—were lying near
the pirl’s head. Did Frauk, who is a
small nian, drag that body away from
the elevator? Did he guther up all her
things and lay them by her? Did he
select two of the notes, and destroy the
other two? Did the other two notes go
with her mesh bag and pay-envelope?

It iz certainly a peculiar detail that
Newt Lee, when an accident took him
to the toilet near the corpse, saw the
leq, first. In being dragged by the fect,
and on the side face. at least one of the
legs would be exposed.

Nobody but Frank and Cenley are
entrapped by that providential clock-
work of the fatal half-hour.
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Conley admits himself canght, and
is being punished for it.

But 1t catches Frank, also; and where
two criminals are involved in a crime
against a white girl, the white man is
the more apt to be the leader, Zhe
principal, especially in o case like this
where ten white women swore to
Frank’s lewd character, and three white
witnesses swore that he had been after
this very girl.

What is a demonstration of any
man’s guilt, on circumstantial evidence?
Tt is that degree of moral certainty
which arises from the evident fact that,
under those circumstances, no one élse
could have commitied the erime.

(Given a murder, and a state of facts
which excludes everybody except the
accused, and the accused is the guilty
man, necessariy.

When it 1s admitted that semebody
committed a crime, and the testimony
shows that nobody but the Defendant
could have done it, human Reason Is
satisfied, and so is “he Law.

Let your mind rest upon one other
very significant fact.

The ignorant negro who is accused
of the crime, stood, a terrific cross-
examination, lasting eight howurs. The
strongest criminal lawyer of the Af-
lanta bar wore himself out on Jim
Conley, without damaging Jim’s evi-
dence in the Jeast.

On the contrary, the educated white
man who is accused of the crime made
s statement covering 45 large pages of
closely printed matter, and refused fo
offer to answer one single question!

His defenders paint him as a man
of intellectual gifts of which any com-
munity should be proud, as a man of
spotless morals, as 2 man who 1s un-
justly aceused, foully convicted, and
eager for vindication,

Why, then, did he shrink from a
crogs-cxamination? Why did he fear
an ordeal through which the illiterate
negro triumphantly passed?

In its tenderness to the accused, our
law +will not permit an examination of
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the defendant, unless he voluntarily
consents. So just was the horror of
our ancestors against that system of
torture to compel confessions which
popery had introduced into Europe,
that they swung the pendulum back to
the other exireme, and screcned the
prisoner from any question, whatever.

It is an unwise thing to give to the
guilty an immunity from answering
fair questions, for no innoeent man
could ever be hurt by it. DBut leaving
all that out, a defendant can say—and
often does sny—“Ask me any falr ques-
tion, and T will answer it.” Such an
offer always makes n most favorable
impression. The jury and the public
at once begin to feel confident of the
innocence of an accused, when ke shows
confidence in it himself,

Here was a college graduate, an in-
tellectually superior man, environed by
a terrible array of suspicious circum-
stances, with the whole republic look-
ing on at his trial, with a mother and
father intensely agitated, and the He-
brews of the Union, profoundly con-
cerned.

What a magnificent opportunity for
an innocent man to rise before the
court and country, pancplied in the
armor of conscious rectitude, and say
to the State of Georgin—

“I have nothing to conceal. There
are no guilty secrets in my soul. The
more carefully you open my book of
life, the more clearly will my innocence
be seen. If I have not spoken to your
satisfaction, and given a full acconnt
of myself, ask me about it/ Put your
guestions. 1 am not afraid. No answer
of mine can uncover a guilt that does
not exist. Therefore T do not fear your
questions: ask them!”

Wouldn’t that have been the attitude
and the feeling of Nathan Strauss, for
instance, had he been in ¥rank’s place?

What, then, is the net result of all
this evidence, direct and circumstantial §
Tt 15 this:

Leo Frank was a lecherous hypocrite,
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a moral pervert; a maodel, to Rabhi
Marx, but a rake—uand semething maore
—to wonten who would allow it:

He wanted this little girl, and the
opportunity came on Saturday, April
26th, 113

She goes into Aés possession, and is
found in Ads pessession—but when she
goes in, she 15 alive and well, and when
found, she is cold und stiff. with the
dried blood matted in her golden hair,
and a tightly tied cord eutting into her
soft neck.

Alive and dead, she is that day in
Fraak’s possession, and he cannot trace
her out of it! To say that the negro
shared that possession with him, may
be true, but it does not help Ifrank.

At most, fhat gives him an accom-
plice, and the negre is even now being
pnnished for #hat!

Mary goes into Frank’s house alive:
ghe is s=oon afterwards found there,
dead, cold and stiff : no mortals had the
opportunity to assault and kill her,
ainve Frank and Conley.

Say that the negro did the deed with-
out the wlite mun, and you cannot
travel at all: no evidence whatever sup-
ports the theory.

Suy that the white man did it, and
then called for the negro’s help in
getting rid of the body—and all the
evidence harmenizes, facts link into
facts, to make the iron chain of convic-
tion.

On the great Xnapp case, the fame
of Daniel Webster, as a criminal law-
yer, mainly rests; and in that case of
circumstantial evidence the verdict of
“(Guilty" had no stronger support than
was given fo the verdiet against Frank.
In the Knapp case, the prosecution
aided the State of Massachusetts by
employing the greatest lawyer and
forensic orater the American har conld
hoast. In the Frank case, the young
Solicitor stood alone, and fought the
strongest team of attorneys that money
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could enlist.  Against Frank's dozens
of lawyers, detectives, press-ngents, &e.,
ihe State of Georgia has arrayed no-
body, save her regular officers of the
Law.

In the Knapp case, Mr. Webster in-
dignantly answered the friends of the
defendant, who claimed thal a popular
clamor had been cxcited against the
accused.  He turned upon these ioo-
zealous champions of the prisoner und
exclaimmed —

“Much has been said, on this ocea-
sion, of the excitement which has ex-
isted, and still exists, and of the extra-
ordinary methods taken to discaver and
punish the guilty. No doubt there has
been, and 1is, much excitiment, and
strange indeed were if, had it been
ctherwise. Should not all the peacea-
ble and well-disposed naturally feel
concerned, and naturally exert them-
selves to bring to punishment the au-
thors of this secrei assassination? Was
it & thing to he slept upon or forgotten ?
Did yon, gentlemen, sleep quite as
quietly in your beds after this murder
as before? Was it not a case for re-
wards, for meetings, for colnmittees,
for the united eiforts of all the good,
to find out a band of murderous can-
spirators, of midnight ruffians, and to
bring them to the bar of justice and
law? If this be excitement, is it an
unnatural or an improper excitement 47

“It is said that even a vigilance com-
mittee was appointed. They
are said to have been laboring for
months against the prisoner.

Gentlemen, what must we do in such
n case? Are people to be dumb and
atill, through fear of overdoing? Is it
come to this, that an effort cannot be
made, a hand cannot be lifted, to dis-
cover the guilty, without its being said,
there is a combination to overwhelm
innocence ?

Has the community lost all moral
sense? Certainly s communiéy that
would not be roused to action, upon an
oceasion such as this was, a community
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whichi should not deny sleep lo their
eyeg, and slumber to their eye-lids, till
they had cxhausted all the means of
discovery and deleetion, must, ndeed,
be lost to all moral sense, and wonld
scarcely deserve profeetion from the
lnws,”

Thug thundered Daniel Webster, re-
buking these men of New England who
blamed the people of Massachinsetts for
belng aroused over the murder of an
old man.

Great God! What would Webster
have said to those New York preachers,

to
-
~1

and ouly true main object. It forfeits
the life of the murderer, that other
murders may not be commmitted. When
the gnilty, therefore, are not punished,
tlie Jaw has, so fur, failed of its pnr-
jpose: the safety of the innocent is, o
far. endangered. Hvery unpunished
murder takes away sometling from the
security of every man’s life.”

In pressing the case on Leo Frank,
the State of Georgia has been free from
any hostility teward a Jew: the Stale
has steruly prosecuted him because he
iz a mnrderer,

ANOTHER VIEW OF THE LITTLE VICT1H

and those Northern papers, who are so
fiercely misrepresenting and denonne-
ing the pcople of Georgia, for heing
aroused over the murder of a e
qirt?

Nobly expounding the purpose of
the penal law, Mr. Webster said—

“The criminal law is not founded on
a principle of wvengeance. The hu-
manity of the law regrets cvery pain
it eauses, every hour of restraint it
imposes, and more deeply still, every
life it forfeits. DBut il uses evil as to
means of preventing greater evil, Tt
seeks to deter from crime, by the ex-
ample of punishment. This is its true.

In pressing the case against Leo
Frank, we have felt none of the fury
of prejudice und ruee hatred: we
have demanded his punishment o¢ a
protection to other innocent Mary Pho-
gans, as well as a vindicalion of the
law, fo strike ferror into other Leo
Franks,

We respectfully ask the other States
of the Union to ustirp no further juris-
diction over us than a high court of re-
view wonld have—and fiai would be
to examine the oflicial record, as agreed
upon by the attorneys on both sides,
and fudge us by that record.

Tt the sworn testimony supports the



278

verdict of the jury, quit abusing us.
If that sworn testimony not only sus-
tains the evidence, but rendered any
other verdiet humanly tmpossible, quit
talking about the semi-barbarians of
Georgin, accusing them of Jew baiting,
mol methods and jungle fury,

Unless Frank is entitled to immu-
nity because he is a Jew, let the light-
nings of Sinai strike him!

A married man, he was false to his
young and buxom wife, A member of
the Synagogue, he was false to the
ereed of lis chureli. An eduecated He-
brew of splendid connections, he was
false to the higher standards of his

race. A citizen of Georgia, he was
false o her Seclety, a canker and a
pest. Subject to her laws, he broke

them repeatedly, with shameless ef-
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frontery, in kis placc of business; and
when one (entile girl whom he lusted
after persisted in repulsing him, he
laid in wait for her, assaulted her,
kilted her, leaving her blood and her
corpse i his place of business.

O my lords and gentlemen, what
must we do to be saved from such men
as these? IEvery race has them. Every
State has them, Every nation has
them.

Please (God, I have written an argu-
ment that will vindicate our State,
justify her courts, defy refutation,
and stand unshaken to the end of time.
That my work has been done volun-
tarily and without reward, or the re-
motest hope thereof, will not lessen its
merit.

For Good of the Service
Ralph M. Thomson

Discharged for the geod of the service,
Condemped as a clog to the cause;
Cashlered for incompetent labor,
Chastised, and to publie applause;
Asg if we were gullible children,
As if we were fools gone awry,
To munch on the fatuous figment,
To gulp down the insolent lie!

Imnpaled at the sniff of a puppet,
Subdued by an arrogant screech;
Hamstrung at the beck of a beadle, -
Lampooned by the lips of a leech;
Regarding the ballot as holy,
Resenting the club of the elan,
The curse was {n scorning to grovel,
The crime was in heing & man!

Oh, what of the vaunted traditions,
And what of the sgueamish who prate:
And what of the fables of Justice,
And what of the hope of the State,
When men who bave proven their fitness,
When men who have braved every brink,
May fail at the hawk of a heeler,
Far daring to vote as they think!



Free Press

Harry Wolnberger. Member New Yerk Bar

OME people are naturally pugna-
S clous; some are pugnacious oply

when opposing an infringement
on their rights. Samucl V. Simpson
is such a man,

Section 408, Subdivision 5 of the
Ordinances of the Corporation of the
City of New York, reads as follows:

“No person shall throw, cast or dis-
tribute in or upon any of the streets,
avenues or public places or in front
vards or stoops, any hand bills, circu-
lars, cards or other advertising matter
whatsoever.”

Samuel W. Simpson distributed on
the streets of New York City a circular
entitled *Tenant’s Week,” which was a
circular in reference to land monopoly
in New York City, and pointing the
benefits of untaxing buildings and in-
dustry, and attached to the circular
was a petition to the Governor and the
State Legislature. Simpson was ar-
rested and on the 16th day of August,
1914, was convicted in the Magistrates’
Court of vialating Section 408.

On an appeal from the conviction,
Judge Rosalsky of the Court of Gen-
eral Sessions, of the County of New
York, decided that:

“The distribution en the public high-
way of a petition to be signed by citi-
zens and addressed to the Governor
and to members of the Legislature of
this State favoring a loca! referendum
vote on the question, namely, whether
or not the tax rate should be reduced
on huildings in New York City to one
per cent of the tax rate on land, ete.,
does not come within the purview of
Subdivision 5, of Section 408 of the
Ordinances of the Corporation of the
City of New York. and as no
successful prosecution can be main-
tained, the complaint is dismissed.”

Promptly thereafter, on the 18th day

of October, 1914, Simpson was again
arrested and again convieted for dis-
tributing to people in and upon the
streets of New York City “an advertis-
ing cireular” entitled the “Cause of
War,” which included an advertise-
ment of the meetings ana lcctures of
the Manhattan Single Tax Club of
New York City. No petition was at-
tached to this circular.

An appeal was taken to the Court
of Gencral Scssions, and Hon. Joseph
L. Mulqueen, Judge of that Court, re-
versed the convietion and dismissed
complaint, holding that “the distribu-
tion to people of advertising circulars”
is not a violation of law.

The infringement of {ree speech and
free press comes often in various shapes
and disgnises, and must always be
fought. What “free press” really
means is nol often clear to the lay
mind, aud the fact that Simpson was
twice convicted shows that even some
legal minds have not grasped its true
nieaning, The arguments in the two
cases of Simpson’s were based on the
broad question of “frec press.”

The distributien of opinions hostile
to the presemt government, o vested
interests, or any church, or powerful
individuals, always arouses a strong
inclination to suppress by those at-
tacked, and sometlmes where the re-
sistance is lacking or weal, “free press”
is suppressed.

The argument made hefore the Ap-
pellate Court can be used in every fu-
ture fight and makes clear what “free
press” actually means.

The argnment hefore the Court iwas
that Simpson’s cirenlars, even that
called by the Court an advertising eir-
cular, had as much right to be handed
to the people on the streets of New
York City as the “New York Times”
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or the “Evening Journal,” which con-
tain advertisements of department
store sales., beer, furniture, ete., and a
statement of where it is published and
where 1t ean be purchased, and no
magistrate would even dream of fining
anyone for “distributing” those news-
papers, yet @ newspaper is enty on ad-
vertising civeular with a news attack-
ment.

An examination of the historieal
baclkgronnd of “frec press” and “‘free
speech,” 15 necessary for a proper de-
termination of what “frec press” in the
Constitution means.

Pamphlets (i. e, circulars and hand-
bills} have heen the weapons of all
thinkers in the struggles of the past
for liberty; and were in cirenlation long
before the age of printing and news-
papers. Sam Adams issned dozens of
pamplidets before the American revo-
lution. The speech of Palrick Henry
about “Give me liberty, or give me
death;” was issued in pamphlet form
and reached one-half million peeople.
Thormas Jefferson issued pamphleis.
The greatest pamphlets ever issued in
America were Thomas Paine’s “Com-
mon Sense,” and “The Crisis.” The
original pamphlets of “The Crisis,” be-
ainning with the words: “These are the
times that try men’s souls,” was the
explosive that turned the tide toward
victory in the Revolution. Every sol-
dier in the Continentzl Army was
given one of these pamphlets and they
were read at the head of each regiment.
Some of these men helped write the
United States Constitution with its
guaraniee of the right of free press and
free speech.

The wora “press,” is defined in Funk
& Wagnall’s Standard Dietionary as:

“The newspapers or periodical liter-
ture of a country. distriect or fown
talien collectively: also printed litera-
ture in the abstract.”

=ee, 8 of the N, Y. State Constitu-
tion. 1z as follows:
“Every citizen may {reely speak,
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write and pnblish his sentiments on all
subjects, heing responsible for the
abuse of that right. No law shall be
passed to restrain or abridge liberty of
speech or of the press.”

All State Constitutions have practi-
cally the same kind of a clause.

Thomas Jefferson said that:

“If given to choose only one, a free
governmelit or a free press, 1 would
choose the latter. Wherever there is a
frec press the government cannot long
be unjust.”  (Jefferson aid not mean
newspaper only.)

‘The great erime is repression of hon-
est thought, and James Russell Lowell
well expressed the intentions of the
makers of the Constitutton, when he
snid
“We will speak out, we will be heard,

Though all earth’'s systems erack;
We will not bate a single word,

Nor take a letter back.”

This much s certain.—any honest
belief, the expression of which a persen
thinks neeessary to the public interest,
should be given to the publie.

It the right of free speech and free
press is guaranteed in the Constitution,
how can opinions be expressed cxcept
by means of books, magazines, news-
papers, circulars and handbills sent by
mail, or handed to people, and how can
the public know of meetings (free
speech) lo be held except by the same
means and by the word of month, and
how otherwise can they be invited to
attend the meetings?

Cicern in his trentise De Republica,
Tib. 1. Sec. 32, insisted that:

“Eqnality of righis was the basis of
a common-wealth: for since property
could not be equal, and talents were
not equal, rights onglht o be held equal
among all the ecitizens of the State,
which was. in itself. nothing but a com-
munity of rights.”

Who will contend that newspapers
are a privileged class and only entitled
to the use of the streets and avenues of
a city?
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Blackstone in his Commentaries, ab
p. 638, said:

“Every freeman las an undoubted
right to lay what sentiments he be-
lieves before the public; to forhid this
18 to destroy the freedom of the press.”
(Blackstone was not talking of news-
papers.)

Story on the Censfitution, says at p.
625, (5th Bd.):

“Tvery man shall be at liberty to
publish what 1s true, with good mo-
tives and justifiable ends. And with
this reasonable limitation, it is eer-
tainly right in itself, but it is an in-
estimable privilege in a free govern-
ment. . . . A little altention to
the history of ather countries and other
ages will teach us the vast importance
of this right.”

In Respublica v. Oswald, I Dall
(Pa.} 3819, the Court said:

“The true liberty of the press is
amply secured by permiiting every
man to publish his opinions.”

Cooley's Constitutional Limitations,
P 998, states:

“The first amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States provides,
among other things, that Congress
shall make no law abridging freedom
of speech or of the press. The privi-
lege which is thus protected against
unfriendly legislation by Congress is
almost, universully regarded not omly
as highly important, hut as belng es-
sential to the very existence and per-
patmty of free government. . .

And is supposed to form a hhleld of
protection to the free expression of
opinion in every part of our land. . .

. The Liberty of the press might
be rendered ¢ mockery and a delusion
and the phrase ifself a by-word, if,
while every man was at liberty to pub-
lisl, what he belicves, the public au-

1
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thorities might, nevertheless,
him for harmiess publications.”

Before our present-day newspapers,
the moulders of publiec opinion, were
pamphleteers: Addison, Steele, Burke,
Milton, Adawms, Jefferson, Hamilton,
Iraine, ete. If all newspapers should
be closed to certain propaganda, or the
speeches of certain candidates for pub-
lic oflices, cannot we safely in New
York City go back to pamphlets, (i e.,
handbills, cireulars,) as of old?
Pamphlets, if given to people on the
streets, might be thrown into the street
and litter the same; we know that news-
papers do litter the streets. But what
is the danger of the strcets being lit-
tered in comparison to the awakening
of public opinion! Burke said he
would rather be awakened by the fire
alarm, than be burnt by the fire,

We are a government of and by dis-
cussion.

In Fe-party Nedi, 32
Rep. 275, the Conrt said:

“A city ordinance declaring a news-
paper called ‘The Sunday Sun’ to be a
public nuisance and prohibiting its cir-
culation within the city, is a violation
of the Bill of Rights. We are
not informed of any authority which
sustains the doctrine that a municipal
corporation is invested with the power
to declare the sale of newspapers u
nuisance. The power to suppress one
implies the power to suppress all,
whether such publications are political,
secular, religious, decent, indecent, ob-
scenc or otherwise. The doctrine of
the Constitution must prevail in this
State, which clothes with liberty to
spealk, write or publish his opinion
upon any and all subjects, subjects
alone to the regponsibility for the abuse
of such privilege.”

Vigilance is still the price of liberty.

punish

Tex. Crim,

h- 4



Editorial Notes and Clippings

I'EW days ago, I was in corre-

spondence with William Blaels, of

Delaire, Ohio. He was lecturcr
and organizer far the Knights of Tn-
ther. He 1s dead.

IFour I{nights of Columbus of Mar-
shall, Texns, went to Black’s room at
the hatel, and demanded thal he call
off his proposed lecture on “Convent
Life,” and leave town. He answered,
that this is'a frec country, and thal he
would not call off the lecture, and leave
town.

For no other provocation {han his
refusal to surrender the rights guaran-
teed him by the Constitution of the
United States, those members of one of
the Ttalian Pope’s secret organizations.
immediately fell upon him, and lidled
him.

Supposing that they were easual
callers on a3 civil visit, William Black
had invited these assassing into his
raom, and had seated himself for a
peaceable conversation. These ussassins
thus threw him completely off his
guard, before they made their murder-
ons attack. Ile never had a chance to
use a weapon. e got two bullets
through his heart and died in his room
in the arms of his adopted daughter,
who had fried to shield him and who
had begged for his life.

A more dastardly ecrimie was never
commifted in Texas. William Black
was as truly a martyr to free speech, as
Tferrer was to modern schools, and Wil-
Ham Tyndale was to free Bibles,

The Roman church which murdered
William Tyndale, long, Jong ago, is the
same in spirit now that it was when it
murdered “heretics™ for worshpping
God according to the dictates of their
OWIL CONSClences.

How long has it been since these
Kmghts of Columbus were vowing to
high heaven that they had been vilely

slanderved in reference to their secret
oath, and that the oath they took was,—

“J swear to support the Constitution
of the United States#V

The type was hardly dry on these ly-
ing pamphlets put out by William J.
AMeGinteyv, James Flaherty and P. H.
Callahan, before the Knights of Colum-
bus murdered a citizen in his own room,
because he insisted upoen his Constitu-
tional rights!

The entirve sanetimonious oath which
this murderous secret society gave to.
the public, after three years of refusal
to show any oath and of denial that
they tool an oath, rends—

“1 swear to support the Constitution of-
the United States.”

“I pledge myself, as z Catholic citizen
and Knight of Columbus, to enlighten my-
self fully upon my duties as a citizen and
ta conscientiously perform such duties en-
tircly in the interest of m¥ eountry and
regardless of all nersonal congsequences, 1
pledge myzelt to do 21l in miy power to.
preserve the integrity and purity of the
ballot, and to npromote reversence and re-
specl for law and order. I promise to
practice my relizgion and consistently but
without ostentation, and to so conduct
myself in public afiairs, and in the exercise
of public virtue as to reflect nothing but
credit npen our Hely Church, to the end
that she may flourish and our country
prosper to the greater honor and glory of
God.”

{Supreme Council Seal.)

A true copy.
Attest
{Signed) WM. J. MeGINLEY,
Supreme Secretary.”

This wag the fake oath they fixed up.
to gull the public with. and they intro-
duced it in one of the sham cases they
have had in court.

Their own conduct, WRITEPEN IN
BLOOD, proves what a subterfuge it

twWas,

Why should the foreign Pope want
anctlier secret organization for the-
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mere purpose of supporting the Con-
stitution ¢

Why should anybody want a secret
saciety for that purpose alone?

Protestant churches have been
mohbed, Protestant preachers brutally
assanlted, riotous crowds of Romanists
have invaded Protestant meetings,
Protestant writers and speakers have
been arrested and flung in jail for Zeli-
ing the truth on popery; and yel thesc
Knights of Columbus prate about
“higotry” and “prejudice.”

They propose an organized fight on
Protestants, with a %$50,000 fund to
finance it. They word it in their usual
sanetimonious style, as follows:

At the annual meeting of the Supreme
Council of the Knights of Columbns held
at St. Paul, Minn., Aungust 4, B, 6 last the
following resplution was adopted:

Resolved, That the Board af Directors
be authorized to expend a sum not excoed-
ing Fifty Thousand Dollars to study the
causes, investigato conditions, and suggest
remedieg for the religious prejudice that
has been manifest through the press and
rostrum in a maliclous and scurrilous cam-
paign that is hostile to the spirit of Ameri-
ecan freedom and liberty and contrary to
God's Law of “Love Thy Nelghbor as Thy-
self,”” and that the Supreme Knight shall
he auntherized to appoint a Commlssion to
bo known a8 the Commission on Religious
prejudices, consisting of five members of
the Order to conduet such investigation
under the direction of the Board of Di-
rectors and to ascertain exactly who are
the persons behind these movements and
who are finaneing them, and whe will learn
what the authorities at Washington can
and will do toward eliminating the most
disturbing menace to the peace and pros-
perity of our land.

The Supreme Knight hzs appointed on
the Committee a sabove authorized:

Chairman, Col. P, H. Callaban of Louis-
wille, Ky.. Joseph Scott of Los Angeles,
Cal., Thomas A. Lawler of Lonsing, Mich,,
A. G. Bagley of Vancouver, B, C,, Joseph
C. Pelletier of Boston, Mass.

The Committee will submit its plan to
the Archbishops of the United States at
their meeting in Washington, D. €., on
November 17, and to the Archhishops of
Canada by mail.

Thoese having any helpful suggestions

are asked to submit them without delay to
Mr. Callahan, Chairman of the Commities.

This Commission on Religious
Prejudices is a cover for the establish-
ment of another Spanish Inquisition.
These Americans who take oaths of
allegiance to a foreign potentate, and
thereby forfeit oll rights as citizens of
this country, are 10t content, with being
allowed to vote, hold office and serve on
juries, but they arrogate to themselves
the authority to create a private cen-
sorship of the press and a private des-
potism over public expression.

Their object is as truly Inquisitorial,
as was ever that of Torquemada, and
of the medieval popes who gave papal
sanction to the atrocities of the Inquisi-
tion in Spain, in Italy, in Portugsal and
in France.

This Roman Catholic Commission on
Religlous Prejudices means to de pre-
cisely what was done by the “Holy
Office” of old. Tt means to use the
name of God and of religion to in-
angurate a reign of persecufion and
terror. It means to use the boycott,
commercially and politically: it means
to harrass Protestant publishers with
prosecutions in the federal courts; it
means to manipulate Congress and the
Post Office Department into a dicta-
torial censorship of the mails.

This Roman Catholic Commission,
controlled by foreigm priests who live
in Rome, is the first formal beginning
of the setiing up of a foreign institu-
tion in our Republic.

The Protestant bodies and all non-
Catholies must prepare for action.
There is no time to lese. We have
already lost teo much. Our churches,
and the Masons, and the patriofic or-
ganizations muwst cut out the dry rot,
and become alive. .

We must get ready to fight the Devil
with fire!

Tn close connection with this Calla-
han-MeGinley-Flaherty campaign is
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the movement of Gallivan and Tite-
gerald in Congress, to throw oul of the
mails. evervthing that “reflects” upon
the svstem of the foreign potentate whao
is straining every nerve to gain politieal
conirel of America,

Loudly vowing that their oath binds
them to support the Constitution, they
are not only wsing brute forec to sup-
press free speech, but using two trai-
toraus Congressinen in the eflort to stab
the very Constitution those Congress-
men sworce to support.

To exclude from the mails everything
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two of the pope's subjects get them-
selves elected to Congress as Democrats,
take the solemn sath required by law to
support the Constitution, and then in-
troduee bills to nullify an essential part
of that Constitution, they are acting
lilee perjured traitors.

Fitzgerald and Gallivan ought to be
expelled from Congress.

That a concerted movemeni is on
foot to “make Ameriea Catholie.” has
tong been known. Sinee Woodraw
Wilson's election, it has gained immense

DO THE FAFISTE MAKE CRAVEN IMAGES AND BOW DOWN TO THEM ?
LOOK AT THL INSIDE OF THIS CATHOLIC CHURCH.

that “rellects” upon popery, would deny
the entire mass of Protestant hiterature
any right to use the mails of this Pro-
testant Republie,

I call it a Protestant Republic, be-
cause 1t is based upon strictly Protest-
ant principles,

Popery’s fundamental law denies to
the people the right to govern them-
selves. the right to exercize liberty of
conselence, the right to unlicensed
printing and the right of free speech.

Our Republie’s fundamental law is
just the reverse of poperv; and when

headway., Few can doubt that he and
his managers had made a secret bargain
with the pope’s American subjects.
IFFew have been blind to the manner in
which Cardinal Gibbons and Tumulty
and ('Hearn have manipulated matters
in Washington. Inasmuch as the Dem-
ocrats are in power, all of this popish
aggression 1z under the Democratic
nane, Were a Republican in power. as
the result of another secret bargain
with the pope, it would be different.
All of the encroachments would then
be made under the Republean name.
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Are. VI,
tion reads:

“The Benators and Representatives be-
fore mentioned, and the members of the
several States Legislatures, and all execu-
tive and judicial offices, hoth of the United
States and of the several States, shall be
bounud by oath or affirmation to support
this Constitution; but uno religious test
shali ever be required as a gualification to
any pffice or public frust under the Unlited
States.””

Art, XIV,, Sec.
United States:

“No person shall be a Senator or*Rep-
resentative in Congress, or elector of
President and Viee President, or holding
any office, civil or military, under the
United States, or under any State, who,
having previously taken an oath, as @&
member of Congress, ot as ah officer of
the United States, or as a member of any
Btare Legislature, or as an executive or
judieial officer of any State, to suppori
ile Congtitution of the United States, shall
have engaged in insurrection or rebellion
against the same, or given aid and com-
fort (o the enemies thereol. But Congress
may, by a vote of two-thirds of each House,
remove such disability.”

Has not Congressman Fitzegerald violated
hiz oath of office? If s0, why hag he not
heen removed?

Sec. 3, of the U. 8. Constitu-

3. Rebellion against the

The above citations and gnestions are
sent me by a citizen of Greater New
York, practically one of Fitzgerald’s
own constitnents.

There 1s no such thing as religious
intolerance among non-Catholics. No
boolk written hy anybody except a
Cuatholie, ever advocaled the murder of
people who differed from the author on
religion. There isn’t a church in ex-
istence that would stand for ihe intoler-
ant, malignant, and sangnir.ary dogmas
of “Saint” Thomas Agquinas, the
favorite theologian of the Italian
papacy.

There isn't a chureh on earth—ex-
cepting the Catholie—which would
sanction theological books whose lan-
guage is so nasty thal, even when ¢ s
published in Letin, the courts will not
permit the copying of it in an indiet-
ment.

The fact that the non-Catholics of
America never bothered the Catholics,
so long as they confined themselves to
their so-called “religion” as a form of
“worship, is a histeric fact that cannot
be denied.

It was only after the heads of the
hierarchy of Rome began to persecute,
boycott, seeretly arm, make political
deals with candidates, discharge non-
Catholics from office, and wage war on
free speech and free press—-lt was only
then that the non-Catholics saw that
their indifference and acquicseence Aad
been imposed upon by these insolent
hierarchs, and that they must be
fought, “even unto the shedding of
blood.”

In order that you may see for your-
gelf the nature of the insidions attempt
the Italan pope is making to drive a
stiletto into the Conslitution of the
United States, the Gallivan bill ig here
presented.

The names of the members of the
Post Office Commitiee are given, so
that you can write to these gentlemen
and lell them what vou think of the
pope’s Gallivan, and his infamous bill.

§
63d CONGRESS,

34 Seszion. . K. 20780,

IN TITE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
January 11, 1815,

Iir, Gallivan Introduced the following bill:
whieh was referred to the Commit-
iee on the Post Office and Post
Roads and ordered to he
printed.

A RILIL
To amend the postal laws.

Bo it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in  Congress assemhled, That
whenever it shall be established to the
salisfaction o©of the Postmaster Ceneral
that any person is engaged in the business
of publishing any seandalous, scurrilous,
indecent, or Immoral books, pamphlets,
pletures, prints, engravings, lithographs,
photographs, or other publications which
are, or are repreésented to bhe, a reflectlon
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on any form of religious worship practiced
or held sacred by any eitizens of the United
States, it i hereby declarcd that the Posi-
master General shall make the necessary
riles and regulations to exclude such mat-
ter from the mails.

Members of The House Comuiiitee on the
Post Office and 1’ost Reoads,

John A, Moon, of Tennessee; David E.
Finley, of South Carolina; Thomas M. Bel],
of (Georgia; Willlam 15. Cox, of Indiana;
Frank B. Wilson, of New York; William
E. Tuttle, Jr.,, of New Jersey; Arthur B,
Rouse, of Kentucky; Robert H. Fowler, of
Nlineis; Fred L. Blackmon, of Alabama;
Alfred G. Allen, of Ohlo; Thomas L.
Reilly, of Connecticut; Edward E. Holland,
of Virginia; Samuel W, Beakes, of Michi-
gan: John P, Buechanan, of Texas; Samuel
W, Smith, of bMichigan; Halvor Sieenerson,
of Minnesota: Martin B. Madden, of Illl-
neis; Willlam H, Stafford, of Wisconsin;
William W. Griest, of Pennsylvania; Am-
brose Kennedy, of Rhode Island; Ira C.
Copley, of Illinois; J. Kuhio Kalanianaole,
of Honolulu,

Has Cardinal O’'Connell taken any
action against his Bishop Beaven, who
knowingly appointed a wolf named
Petrarea to be the shepherd of tha
Cathoie women in Milford, Massachu-
sette?

Is TPetrarca still roaming freely
among the Catholie women, ready to
have another William Back murdered
in cold blood, if another William Black
discusses the inevitable immeralitics of
the papal system ?

Ts bishop Beuven still protecting Pe-
trarca who raped the Catholic woman
in the Catholic church, and is the bishop
also ready to cneourage the assassina-
tion of another William Black, if an-
other exposes the innate rotienness of
the system which does not allow robust
priests to marry, but which gives them
the custedy of buxom women?

From Law Notes, for January 1915,
the following comments upon the hor-
vible Massachusetts case are taken:

\

Civil Y.ability of Catholic Bishop for

Rape Committed by Parich Priest—In
Carini v. Beaven, (Alass.) 106 N. E. 585,
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which was an appeal from a judgment sus-
taining a demurrer to a declaration, It
appeared that the plaintif sought to held
the defendant liable for damages on the
ground that he appointed as his agent to
take charge of a parish of the Roman
Cathelle Church in dMilford, te care for the
property of the defendant im that parish
and to perform the pastoral and religious
duties of o priecst therein, one Petrarea, a
man who, it was averred, was "of low
moral character,’” '‘of viclous and degener-
ate tendencies and gross sexual proclivis
ties.”” She averred that the defendant
made this appeintment withk full knowl-
edge of the bad character and evil tep-
dencies of Petrarca, and kpew or in the
exercise of reasonable care cught te have
known that the appeintment of such a
man to such a pesition was dangerous and
likely to result in attempts of sald Pat-
rarca “to debauch and carnally know the
female members of said parish, and that
by reason of such confldential relatlons
between such agent and priest and such
members of the parish such attempts would
be successful,’”” She averred that while she
wasd a member of the parish, “‘not quite
eighteen years of age, innocent and con-
fiding,"” and while she was engaged alone
“in the act of a religious service in the
Churebh of the Sacred Heart parish, sald
church heing the property of the defend-
ant,' Petrarca, being the agent of the de-
fendant and ‘‘oceupying the position of
the defendant's moral and religious in-
structor te the people of said parish, and
sustaining said confidential relations with
the members thersof,” dragged her from
the altar to the vestry of said church, as-
saulted and overcatte and debauched her,
in consequence whereof she afterwards
gave birth to a child, And she averred
that all her injuries and sufferings re-
sulted from and were caused by the de-
fendant’s negligent appointment of sald
Petrarca as his agent and priest in said
parish, On a consideration of this declara-
tion the Suprenie Court aflirmed the judg-
ment of the court below on the ground
that the declaration did not state a cause
of action, Judge Sheldon wrote the opin-
ion of the court which wag in part as icl-
lows: '"The gravamen of the plaintiff's
charge iz that the defendant negligently
put or retajned in the position of a parish
priest one whom he knew or in the exercise
of proper care ought to have known to be
a man of had character and of gross sexual
proclivities, whe he knew or cught to have
koown would he likely to attempt success-
fully to debauch the female members of
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the parish, and that t.is man commitied
upon the plaintiff what must upon the
language of her declaration be taken to
have been a rape. In other words, her
elaim is that the defendant appointed an
nnfit man; that this appointment was apt
to give and did give to the appoiniee, by
means of these opperiunities, committed a
rape upon the plaintiff. Jt would be 4ifli-

cult for the plaintiff in any eventl to main-
Upon  elementary

tain such an actlon.
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act of the alleged agent was itself the efli-
cient cause of the plaintiff’s injury. . .
Upon the plaintifi's averments the defend—
ant had no reasen Lo apprehend that Pet-
rarca wonuld de morg than to seek to se-
duce thse women of his parish into acts
of adultery or forniecation: angd flagitious
as such acts would be, they could afiord
no ground of aetion to 2 woman who,
under whatever stress of temptation, bad
gshared in their commission.”

CARDINAL BILL O'CONNELL, PEANCING OIIT OF A ROSTON CATHOLIC CHURCH
EENEATIL AN ARCH OF KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS SWORLS,

pringiples she could not do so without prov-
ing that the negligenee of the defendant
in appointing or retazining an nunfit man
was the direct and proximate cause of the
injury to her. But according to her alle-
zations the injury to her was done by
Petrarca entirely outside the scope of his
alleged apency or of his duiies; it was a
erimme commilted of hiz own free will, the
result of his own volition, for which na one
but himself was responsitile. The eriminal

The American press was very coy as
to publishing the facts concerning the
hand played by the Ttalian pope in the
A B C. mediation at Niagara, As
every one now knows, that mediation
was an effort to bolster Huerta with
the influence of the Roman Catholic
heads of the Pan-American Union.
The mediation failed, because the pa-
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triot leaders—Carranza and Villa—
were not fools enough to walk into a
trap that was so clumsily coneealed.

But the illegal Pan-American Unlon
into which our Republic was inveigled
a few vears ugo, has not by any means
been discouraged by the failure of its
first attempt to brine the Italian papa
into our political affairs,

The following news item is signifi-
cant:

Rome, Feb. 3.—The Glornale a'Italia
publishes today a report that Pope Ben-
edict will participato, through a represen-
tative, in the conferences of the Pan-
American Union, held at Washington to
define the relations of North and Sauth
American countries to the belligerent na-
tions in respect of questions arising {rom
the war.

The newspaper says, furibermore, that
it i the desire of the Pope to asgslst In
any movement designed te diminish sul-
ferlng from the war or to shorten the
perlod of hostilities.

Secretary Dryan, who §s the presiding
officer of the Pan-Amerlcan Unicn, sald
last nlght he knew of no invitation to the
Vatican to participate in the conferences
here between the American republice on
the subject of neutral rights, It was pre-
sumed generally, however, that the report
had reference to the lnvitation sent to all
neutral governments by Veneznela, sug-
gesting a conference in Washington of all
neyutral nations after the Pan-American
Union had agreed on a program for dis-
cussion.

It is supposed that Venezuela addressed
its circular note to the Vatican as well as
neytral governments. The proposal itself
is still under consideration by the Pan-
American Union.

Not in his own name, but in that of
the Government and people of the Uni-
ted States, the President sent congratu-
lations to the German emperor on his
56th birthday. Did Woodrow Wilson
have the richt to do that? Was he
electeit for the purpose of sending the
good wishes of the American people to
hereditary monarchs who claim to rule
by *divine right?”

His 55th birthday found the Kaiser
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at peace with the world—a peace which
he had often endangered by his despotic
and belligerent disposition.

His 46th birthday found him at war
with the world—a war which a word
from him te Anstria would have pre-
vented.

Instead of speaking the word that
would have kept Austria from threaten-
ing the existence of Servia, the Kaiser
signalled Austria to “full steam ahead,”
and in the meantime ordered the other
nations to “*hands off,” while Austrix
ravaged and subjugated Servia,

Therefore, this German autocrat is
directly responsibe for the war which
has cost two million lives, darkened
countless homes, eaused incaleulable de-
struction, piled np national debts whieh
will be national curses for ages to come,
and which threatens to engulf every
neuiral, including our own Republic.

Upon what theory of approval and
ficlicitation did President Woodrow
Wilson act, in sending the German
autocrat a slop-over telegram of con-
gratulation?

Twa Germans living in China ex-
cited ill-will, and they were murdered.
It scems to me that I remember that
something similar has happened fo
Chinamen, living in foreign countries.
At any rate, there was nothing so very
extraordinary in a couple of obnoxious
forcigners being killed by natives.

There was Captain Cook, for in-
stance, who landed in the Sandsvich
Islands without previous invitation.
His sailers took it upon themselves to
change the religion of the natives, and
they proceeded, too hurriedly, by pull-
ing down an image—not of the Virgin
Mary, or Saint Thomas Didymmns, or
Saint Mary Jane Theresa, but an image
of some other deity whe suited the
untutored natives of those Islands.

When Captain Cook’s sailors fell
upon the Sandwich image, the natives
fell upon Captain Cool’s sailors. There
is always q fight when you accuse the
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other fellow of idelatry, and pull down
his image. It never 4s your imnage that
causes vou to be an idolater: it is the
other fellow’s, Hence, many fights. In
this way, civilization progresses, and
according to the men who enjoy wealth
and bealth, “the world is growing bet-
ter”

But to recur to Captain Cook: hie ran
up to stop the ficht between the sailors
and the natives; and, of course, he got
killed. The way of the peace-maler,
like that of the transgressor, is hard.

Now, as already stated, two interlop-
ing Germans, who went to China to vio-
lently pull down the other fellow’s
idols, got into jnst such a scrimmage s
befell Captain Cook, and they got
killed, just as be did.

This same egomaniae, William
Hohenzollern, the Kaiser, made a tre-
mendous noise about the two Germans,
ordered ont the army and the navy,
and sent them to China, where the Ger-
mans killed ten thousand Chinese men,
women and children who had nothing
whatever to do with the murder of those
two missionaries,

After the fearful butcheries of this
war of revenge, the Christian emperor
seized a great slice of Chinese territory
—territory that was far too pood for
mere lieathen,

When the German soldiers—all of
whom are Christians—were setting out
upon this war of revenge, thewr Chris-
tian emperor, who rules by direet an-
thaority from God, addvessed them in
the following variation of the Lord’s
Prayer and the Sermon on the Mount:

“When you meet the foe, vou will
defeat them. No quarter will be given.
No prisoncrs will be taken. Let all
whe fell inte your hands be at your
mercey.” _

The troops obeyved. literally : avd the
indiseriminate havoe wronght upon the
non-combatant popunlation of China
shocked the whole world.

For the informing of these happy-go-
lncky Americans who accept the loud
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denials of Romanists, as to the military
equipment and drills of the Catholic
secret soeleties, I public the following:

Oelwein, Towa, Jan. 15, 1915,
To Whaom It May Concethn:

This {8 to certify that I, J. 0. Riley, was
a member and in good standitg in the
year af 1903, and in part of the year of
1904, and that T have my receipts to show
the same, and that I was a member of
The Ancient Order of Hibernians in
America. And that while I was a melnber
of this grder, that T did Military Drill while
T was & member of this grder at the com-
mand of our drill master, and that we
then left our rifles in the hasement of the
Polish Rowan Catholic Church, located in
the 4th ward in the cily of Winona, Minn,
And furthermore, 10 any one who will send
10¢ in coin to defray the expenses of print-
ing and mailing, I will mail them a true
Copv of the Constitution of thiz order,
and it shows and teaches, that the Roman
Catholic Church authorizes this prder as
a Military body, and that the laws of this
order are in harmony swith the laws of the
Catholic Church at all times. And further-
mote, that I left this order of my own
free will, and later ynited with the Chris-
tian echureh, and was bapiised inte this
church, and 1 was united into the feliow-
ship by Pastor C. B. Osgood, of Winona,
Mion,

I was o member of the 5t. Thomas
chureh, loecated (I think) at the corner of
Tth and Johnson Bts. Thizs was a small
c¢hureh and gur lodge met on the second
floor of the Parcchial school, that stood
near the church, and the Trish Catholie
pricst wag always preseni at every meet-
ing that I was at.

Yonrs faithfully,
I. O, RILEY.

411-4th Ave., South, Oelwein, Iowa.
State of Iowa, Fayette County.—ase.

I, 1. 0. Riley, being duly sworn, say that
1 have read the facts, and allegations of
the foregoing, dated Jan, 15, 1%15, and
that the facts, allegations and statements
therein contained and therein set forth are
just and correct.

Dated this 15th day of January, A D,
3815, I, 0. RILLIY.

Subscribed in my presence by J. O,
Riley, and by him sworn to hefore me on
this 15th day of January, A. D., 1915.

GUY W. BACKUS,

Motary Publie in and for Fayette County,
Tlowa.
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Septem}?er, 1912, Archbishop Qnig-
ley, speaking at the annual convention
of the German Catholic Central Verein
in Chieago, said:

“I am glad to see that the Central
Vereln is so thoroughly organized, for
organization is the hope of the Catholic
church, In France and DIortugal the
Catholle chueh was defeated and perse-
cuted because the Catholics were not or-
ganized., Although there were thousands
of devout and learned Catholics who would
have given their lives if need be for con-
gelence sake, they were merely a mob
without a leadership, and were defeated.
I want to say that when the time comes
in this country, as it surcly will come, and
the same forces attack the church, here
they will not find us unprepared or un-
organized, and they shall not prevail. We
have well-grdered and efficient organiza-
tions ,all at the beck and nod of the hier-
archy and ready to do what the church
authorities tell them to do. With these
bodies of loyal Cathalics ready to gstep in
the breach at any time and present an
unbroken front to the cnemy, we may feel
secure.”

Wiio are “the enemy?” Necessarily,
the non-Catholies of this country.
What was 1t in France and Portugal
that Quigley so venomously resented,
saying that thousands of devount and
learned Catholics would have given
their lives lo have prevented it, and
those devout and learned Catholics been
organized and prepared ?

Tt was nothing but the separation of
Church and State, and the dissolution
of certain immoral houses maintained
by monks, priests and nuns.

Quigley proudly boasts that in this
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country, the devout and lecarned Cath-
olies will not be caught nnorganized
and unprepared, “when the time comes,
as it surely will eome,” and the same
forces attack the church.

In France and in Portugal, it was
the Government which acted, in a
regular legal manmer, in divoreing itself
from thie Roman church and in sup-
pressing certain papal dens of idleness
and debauchery,

Does Archbishop Quigley of Chicago
mean to say that, if the Catholics in
I'rance and Germany had been orga-
nized, they would have risen in arms
arainst  the government? Does he
mean to say that the Ttalian pope would
have resorted to civil war to prevent
the separation of Church and State?

Quigley says that the time will surely
come when the same forces will attack
the Italian pope’s church in this coun-
try ; und that the pope has organizations
ready for the combat,

Does he mean fo say that if the
government, in a regular manner,
adopts legislation which the Italian
pope considers an attack on his church,
the Knights of Columbus and the Cen-
tral Verein will rise in arms against
sich Iaws?

If he did not mean that, what was
his meaning?

1f ever a civil war breaks out in this
country between papists and pairiofs,
it should be remembered that such high-
priests as Quigley boasied, in public,
that the papists were the first to empect
it and prepare for it




Creating a New Art

At the Centennial Exhibition at
Philadelphia, the exhibit of the Bell
System consisted of two telephones
capable of talking from one part of
the room to another.

Faint as the transmission of speech
then was, it became at once the
marvel of all the world, causing
scientists, as well as laymen, to ex-
claim with wonder.

Starting with only these feeble in-
struments, the Bell Company, by
persistent study, incessant experimen-
tation and the expenditure of immense
sums of INONeY, has created a new art,
wmventing, developing and perfecting;
making improvements great and small
in telephones, transmitter, lines,cables,
switchboards and every other piece of
apparatus and plant requircd for the
transmission of speech.

As the culmination of all this, the
Bell exhibit at the Panama-Pacific
Exposition marks the completion of
a [rans-continental Telephone line
three thousand four hundred miles
Iong, joining the Atlantic and the
Pacific and carrying the human voice
instantly and distinctly between New
York and San Francisco.

This telephone line is part of the
Bell System of twenty-one million
miles of wire connecting nine million

telephone stations located everywhere
throughout the United States.

Composing this System, are the
American Telephone and Telegraph
Company and Associated Companies,
and connecting companies, giving to
one hundred million people Universal
Service unparalleled among the na-
tions of the earth.

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY
AND ASSOCIATED COMPANIES

One Policy

One System

Universal Service



Book Reviews

LEGAL LAUGHS, Dy Gus €. Edwards,
Legal Publishing Co,, Clarksville, Ga.

A book which consists altogether of fun,
is not usually funny, for the same reason
thalt a book coniposed of sermons, 1s a
dutl volume, usually, Too mueh of any
one note is monotonons, whether in musie
or literature, WWe want our jokes and
our sermons to comes along in broken
doses, if we can 5o mmanage it.

But the hook of bMr. Edwards i a de-
lighttul exception to the runle that jest
hooks are a hare. Legal Laughs is ar-
ranged on a novel plan, and it is the plan
that glves continuons enjovment te his
sclection of anecdotes and witticisms,

He has put up hiz Legal Laughs in
alphabetical order; and you feel & keen
sense of pleasure in passing from ghe
letfer to another. After vou have langhed
in A.. ¥ou pass toe B., and then on to C.,
and so on down the line. By the time
you have reached Z., you are reaily to he
disappointed at not finding another lot of
Jokes under the old familiar sign &e., that
used to he at the bottom of the alphabet
in Webster's blue-back speller,

A very wide field has been explored by
Mr. Edwards in the culling of his selee-
tions, He seems to bave exhausted the
possibilities of richnegs, variety, spiciness,
and up-to-date-ness,

He runs the whole gamut of couri-honse
humor, fromy the ecountry I. P. and the
iown officer, up to the Supreme Courts.
Inevitabhly, a few echestnuts fonnd their
way inta his collection, but they are sur-
prisingly  few, whereas Lhe immense
amount of entirely new material, not to
be had in ahy work, is astonishing,

Evidently, Mr. Edwards has given years
to his task; and he has produced
4 book that., if widely advertised, will
supplant every other volume of beneh-and-
har wit and humor.

T have ncver seen a bhook of this type
that even comnpures to it in wvaried execel-
lence, T, 1

JESUS: A PASSION PLAY. Max Elirmian;
The Baker Taylor Co., New Yark City,
To the very devout, and the one who has
been able 1o maintain the mystical concep-
tion eof Jesus through this age of skepti-
cism and scientific research, this book will
be a revelation and one that has no shock
of irreverance altached to It.
The drama has been uplifted, in spite
of the great percentage of problem plavs

and the fervid drama that makes one shud-
der for the fate of humanity, and it is
with a feeling of interest, rather than one
of reverence that the average reader will
begin Xhrman's book.

The play opeuns in '‘a portion of the
Court of the Gentiles in the Temple of
Jeruszalem, It is about the year 29, a
spring morning before the Feast of the
Tassover.” Preparations arte being mads
in the Temple [or this great Feast, and the
opening dialogue is between the servants
who are cleaning the floor of the Temple;
one learns the attitude of the Jew toward
all thoze pilgrims who journeyed to Jeru-
salem at thiz season of the year, and the
human note ig touched from the frst line
of the dialogune. Word has been passed
that the Jesns is to appear at this seagon's
Feasl, and the rulers are frightened. The
zcene closes with Caiaphas' instructions to
the guard, as Lo the means to be taken to
keep Jesus from entering the Temple,

From the first act, until the ast the
story runs along the accepted llnes of the
Seriptural story of ithe Christ, but in the
last chapter, the auihor has taken libertles
with tradition whieh will probahbly be the
hasis for many adverse critfeisms, but
which take nothing from the eharacter of
the central figure.

There is no effort at making Jesus any-
Lthing hnt a thoroughly human figure; this
perhaps, constitutes the greatest shock of
the aunlhor's handling of the subject, and
vot it should have the happiest effect on
the one who had doubied, becanse it hagd
not been possible fo get to the human
basis in an understanding of the Man of
Sarrows.

Perhaps the most intensels dramatie
portioh is the trial before Pilate. One
can almost see the confudion, feel the ex-
citement, and bear the whispered com-
rents of the Roman gnards, the palace
servants, and [ee]l the effect the simpie
dignity of Jesus on this mob that feared,
while it reviled hini. One hag a very clear
coneeption of the cowardice of Pilate when
one reads the simple dialogue hetween
himself and Caiaphas.

And the story taukes one on, step by step,
te the Crucifixion,

Of his work, the author says: *“The per-
sons who founded Christlanity are here
atripped of supernatural! embellishment,
and they are represented as simple, real,
ardent Orientalz in the throes of a great
and impending tragedy.’”” This ig true, but
the play will not lessen the strength of
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the helief of those who regarded the Man
of Borrows az of Divine origin, nor will
it lesgen the great worth of the influence
of His simple life among a people who re-
fused to accept Him,

The book is beautifully printed, In large
clean type. There are no illustrations,
but ihe word patnting is so vivid, one does
not miss them. A, L. L.

THE LLONE STATRR RANGELR, Zane Grey;
Harper & irothers, New York.

If one had bhesn in doubt of the ox-
istence of any of the old school of real
Aesh and hlood writers; writers who could
imalie eharacters of brawn and muscle, olle
has a pleasant surprise if one gels hold of
any of Zane Grey's works. The hook
which srobably classced this author ameng
the better fict on writers of the purely
American schoel, “"Riders of the Purple
Sage’ made readers anxious for another
work from her pen, and “The Lone Star
Renger” is a most worlhy suceessor to
the first named book,

Texas ig a land of possibilitice in many
lines, bhut in fictien it bhas an unlimited
ficld for authors who can handle char-
acters, conditions and “atmosphere” as
€N Fane Grey.

The average reader has probably clasged
the Texas ranger with the Kun Klux Klan,
with the difference of objeet and environ-
ment.

The making of an outlaw seems a gimpie
process, when one reads of Buck Duane,
The almost inevitable acceptance of the
inheritance of his father, the stoicism
with which that inheritance was taken,
and the stirring incidents pf the life it
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cntailgd, makes the bhook one of the most
fascinating 1t has been the good luck of
som of us Lo get inte, In many days,

There are real wen, in whoze veins flows
red blood, and lots of it. It is true some
aof it is spilled, but that has been the fate
of many a Texan, and the story isn'l
Yoory' enough to hurt the sensibilitisa of
cven the most delleate, There i a beauti-
fully handled love- theme through the
whole book, llke a thread of gold, and
though at times cne feels a gripplog sor-
row for the lonely, wandering outlaw, one
gomehow never guite loses the hope that—
some how, somewhere he will come into
his own and take hiz place among men,
as he should—and a3 he does.

This book is8 warranted to make you
forget even an engagement with the denl-
ist, and insomunia will lose its horrors, ar
a dreary Sunday its dreariness,

Like all the cuiput of the Harper
Drothcrs, the book iz beautifully gotten
np—-elear type, splendid binding, and a
ook to give the young chiap whe wants
to read of real men, and real life.

A, L, L.

BUSINESS CHANCES
FREE WO 8IX MONTHS—XMy special oifer o
introduce my masazine YINVESTING FOR
PROFIT.” It is worth §10 a copy to anyone
who has been getting poorer while the rich,
richer. It demonstratea the REAL earning
power of money, and shoews how anyone, no
matter how poor, CAN acqulre riches, INVESTa
ING FOR PROFIT Is the only progresslve flnan-
cial journal published. It shows how §10@
rrows to §2,200. Wrlte NOW and I'll send It
aix months free. I L. BARBER, 458 20 W.
Jaeckeon Elvd., Chleago.
Strazeborry

rrinry FREE

25 fine planta free.

Taintroduce our Pedidread Ever-
pearing atrawherriea wo will send
PEDIGREET RUASERY £O., 81, Lauis, Mo,
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NEW EDITION
or

By THOS. E. WATSON
THIS BOOK IS REGARDED AS A STANDARD,

BY EMINENT SCHOLARS

Limifed Edifion

THE JEFFERSONIAN PUB. CO., Thomson, Ga.

PRICE, $1.50.
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ROMAN CATHOLICISM-—I¥'5 8 NEGRS Beew

Full reprint of main points of the celebrated Senate Document
No. 180, in which the Taft Commission reporied to FPresident
MeKinley the terrible conditions that Homan Catholicism had pro-
duced in the Philippine lslands.

That official doecument gquoted almost in full, as [t was sent to
the Senate by President dMceKinley, embodying the sworn testimony
taken in the Islands.

Critical examination of these principles and practices of the
Roman Catholic Chureh which necessarily muke it a deadly menace
to Demgeratic principles and a Republican form of government, as
well as to civil and religious Hberty, and to the morality of the
people,

The terrible evils of the confessional box shown up, as demon-
strated from Rompn Catholic sources; historical examples given.

IS ROMAN CATHOLICISM IN AMERICA IDENTICAL
WITH THAT OF THE POPES? Or,

OPEN LETTERS TO CARDINAL GIBBONS
By THOS. E. WATSON PRICE, 50 CENTS, POSTPAID

THE JEFFERSONIAN PUBLISHING CO., - Thomson, Ga.

The Cream of Mr. Waison’s Miscellaneous
Writings Covering a Period of 30 Years

ALTOGETHER APART FROM IHIS POLITICAL,
ECONOMIL AND HISTORICAL WORK.

They reflect the 1are, occasional mood of the man of ideals, of hopes
and dreams, of love and sorrow, of solitary reflectlon, and of glimpses
af the inner self. We call the volume

PROSE MISCELLANIES

We have a beautifully printed and iflustraicd edition bound in board
govers, and the book is typographically as pretty as new shoes.

PRICE $1.00, POSTPAID
THE JEFFERSONIAN PUBLISHING COMPANY, Thomson, Ga.
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