FRANK’S DETAILED AN SWERS.
Vital

Ciears Up Some
Points in His Case.
Specrial to The New York Time=s,

Prisoner

ATLANTA, Ga.. March & —Probably
the most interesting statement yet is-
sued by Leo M. Frank in connection
with the murder for which he has becn
centenced to hang was one that he gave
to The Constitution in the form of a
series of answers to questions which

were propounded to him.

These questionsg were prepared by a
representative of the press who visited

Frank recently.

“ Ask me any questions you wish,”
said Frank. Accordingly a list of ques-
tions was written comprising the most
prosecution had
brought out agalnst him, and to each
. of these Frank wrote an answer.

sailent points  the

The questions and answers follovs::

Questign 1—Why did you let Newt
TL.ee off that afternoon, the first time
he was ever off, as Lee testified?

Answer—I.ee had been empioved at
the factory for but two weeks. Al-
most anv experience, therefore, he
would have had at the factory would
be for the * first time.” I had on
Friday, April 25, received and accepted
an invitation from my brother-in-law.
Mr. [rsenbach. to go to the ball game
on Saturdav afternoon. Accordingly.
on Friday night I had directed L.ee
to report early on Saturday, because
1 thought I would be absent from the
factory Saturday afternoon at the hall
game. But on aeccount of the bad
weather and the accumiiation of work
1 called off this engagement at about
1:93 P. M. Saturday, when I was home
to lunch. Lee, however, reported early,
as directed, but as I had changed my
plans and was to remain at the fac-
tory, there was no need for Lee to
remain there unless he so desired. 1
didn't insist on his leaving. I told him
he conld =o if he chese, and he availed
himself of this permission. It was a
matter of perfect indifference on mMy
part whether ke staved or went, but I
did insist on h's returning not later
than 6 o'clock to the factory.

Doors Barred Sound.

Question 2.—The last thing known
about Maryv Phagan's movements be-
ing her visit to your office, and the
body being found in the basement of

the factory in the same building as
your office, what is your explanation
of how she could have been murdered
without your knowing anything about
it? Answer.—Mary Phagan may have
been attacked as she went down at the
foot of the steps, in such a way that
she was unable to make any outcry at
all. In fact, that is my theory. On
the other hand, if she did make an out-
cry, there were many things thatwould
have prevented my hearing it. The
head of the stairway ieading from the
second to the street floor was about
seventy feet from where 1 was sitting
at my desk. Half way down the stair-
way was a pair of heavy doors which
were kept closed. There was a thick
flooring, plastered underneath, be-
tween me and the floor below. Also
the elevator stood at the level of the
second floor. Then the two windows in
my outer office were open, allowing
the noise from the street to come in.
Moreover, I was immersed in my work,
and of course was not anticipating
anything out of the ordinary. Please

note that Lemmie Quinn was in my

office talking to me within three to °

five minutes after Mary Phagan left
my office after receiviing her pay en-
velope from me.

Ridicules the Notes,

Question 3.—You say the wording of
the notes is plainly that of a negro.
Isn't it possible that the negro could
have written only the substance in his
own wayv of the notes dictated by
yvou? Answer.—The very idea of

writing notes and putting them by the
dead body to divert suspicion is even
more characteristic of a drunken, ig-
norant negro than the language itself.
Emphatically no. The whole dictation
theory is silly. In the first place, no
intelligent white man would do such a
thing either by writing himself or
having another write for him. He
knows that handwriting is a sure clue.
It is inconceivable that any white
man could have dictated those notes,
and it is equally as unbelievable that
he could be so foolish as to leave
them on the hody. In the second place,
please remember that it was I and
none other -who gave the detectives
the information by which they were
able to disprove (lonley's assertion
that he could not write. It was I who,
as soon as I heard that Conley was
denving that he could write, gave the
information where theyv could find a
contract signed by him for the pur-
chase of 2 wateh on the installment
plan. The detectives followed this
ciue, secured the contract, and forced
Conley to admit that he could write.

Answers Helen Ferguson.

Question 4. Evidence was offered to

show that on previous occasions you
had given Mary Phagan's pay to
Helen Ferguson when the latter called
for it. Is it true that you told Helen
Ferguson on the day preceding the
tragedy that Mary Phagan would
come for her pay the following day?
Answer—I told Helen Ferguson no
such thing. She did not testify that I
so told her. Even the State lias never
contended that she so testified. There
is no basis for such an idea. Helen
Ferguson never got even her own pay,
much less that of another, from me. I
was not the paymaster. Ng evidence
was presented at the trial to show
that T was. In fact, Helen Ferguson
herself testified that previous to Fri-
day. April 23, she never asked for or
received an envelope from me. She
said April 23 was the first time, and.
she is iistaken about this. Please
rote that the two girls who worked
in her department with her testified
at the trial that they were with Miss
Ferguson when she drew her money
frem Mr. Schiff, and that in their
company she left the factory imme-
diately and started for home. There
was no mention of asking Schiff, who
was paving off or who was at the
cashier's widow, for another person’s
envelope. The two girls who so testl-
fied were Miss Hicks and Miss XKen-
nedy. Schiff, who actually paid off
Helen Ferguson, swore to this fact at

the trial.
Savs Gantt Lied.

Question 5—You suid you did not
kuow Mary Phagan. Gantt says you
had talked to him about her. How do
vou explain that? Answer—What Gantt
said was an unqualified falsehood. I
never knew that Gantt knew Mary
Phagan intimately until Halloway

told me after the murder on Monday,
April 28, 1913, when I went to the
factory in the afternoon at about 3
o'clock.

Question 6—You said you examined
the alleged blood spots on the second
floor ol Manday following the murder.
Kvidence was offered to show that
the blood spots had been chipped up
hefore you <ould have come to the
factory. FHow do you explain ihis?
Was any one with yvou when you €x-
amined these alleged Dblood spots?
Answer—>Messrs. Schiff, Stelker, 4i-
gancke, Quinn, Darley, Campbell, and
Halloway were with me when I ex-
amined the alleged ‘‘blood spots.”” The
police had taken up only a few chips
from the spot. and left the remainder
of the spot, which I examined. Thev

didn’'t take away the whole spot nor |

did thev take up the floor.
Call for n Iretective.

Question 7—Wouldn't it have been
the natural thing to telephone Montag

about getting a detective instead of
Schiff? Why did you telephone Schiff
and not Montag? Answer—\When I
first 'phoned Mr. Schiff, it wus Mr.
Montag’'s luncheon hour, and
couldn’'t get Mr. Montag on the phone.
Mr. Schiff was at the factory office,
and so when Mr. Montag gave his per-
mission to Mr. Schiff to hire detect-
jives, he could more readily arrange an
interview and recelve detectives than
I. who was at my residence. Mr.
Schiff was my assistant, and naturally
I had him do this work for me. T
don’'t see the materiality of this ques-
tion. The material point is that as
soon as I could I had a detective em-
ployed and put upon the case 10 ferret
out the crime.

Question 8—Is it true that at the
Coroner's inquest you gave one time
for the arrival of Mary Phragan at
vour office and at the trial you gave
another time? If true, how do vou ¢ex-
plain this conflicting testimony? An-
swer—This 15 not true. At the Coro-
ner's inquest I said: ** She got there,
of course: it is pretty hard to give
the exact time, but 1 venture to say it
was as near as possible, betiveen 12:10
and 12.15." At the trial I said: ** Miss
liattie Hall finished the work and
atarted to leave when the 12 .o’clock
whistle blew. She left the office and
returned. it lcoked to me, almost im-
mediately, calling into my office that
she had forgotten something, and then
she left for good. To the best of myYy
knowledge it must have been from 10
to 15 minutes after Miss Hattie Hall
left my office when this little girl,
whom I afterward found to be Mary
Phagan, entered my office and asked
for her pay envelope.” Let me call at-
tention at this point to the faet that
if I had been gZuilty. nothing on earth
would have induced me to have re-
vealed the fact that T had seen and
talked with Mary Phagan in my of-
fice a few seconds before the prosecu-
tion claims I killed her. Would the
man who Kkilled Mary Phagan have
freely and voluntarily stated that he
saw her and talked with her just a
few moments before she was supposed
to have been killed? Would not every
instinct of self-preservation have
caused him to conceal the fact that he
had seen her at all? Why, if he were
guilty, should he disclose the fact
that he had seen her, especially when
no one had seen him talking with
her, and it could not be proved that
he ha:d seen her? If I had a guilty
conscience would I have freely and
voluntarily stated, as I did. that I
had seen and talked with Mary Pha-
gan? And if T did not hesitate 1o de-
clare that I had seen and talked with
Mary Phagan, (which was the big,
important fact,) what object could I
have had in misstating the time that
I saw her? 1 stated simply the truth.
and the whole truth. I gave the time
to the best of my recollection.

Not Out at 12:05 O’'clock.

Question 9—Did you not at one time
say yvou were not out of your office
at 12:05 o'clecck? Did not Monteen
Stover say she was there at that

time and you were not in? Did you
not then change your statement? If
g0, what is your explanation? Answer
—1I said I was not out of my office
at 12:05. I always contended that,
and I still assert it. I never changed.
I may have stepped to the toilet for
a minute or two, but one couldn't
remember such an ocecurrence. T am
not fully satisfied as to the accuracy
of Miss Stover’s testimony. She is
but a child, and may not be accurate.
Let me say, as I did in answer to the
preceding question, that I ailways
stated freely and voluntarily that 1
saw and talked with Mary Phagan
in my office. I gave her her pay
envelope. She asked me if the metal
had come, and when I told her no, she
departed. I did not see her alive
again. Now, if I had anything to con-
ceal about the meeting between Mary
Phagan and myself, if I had been the
guilty man, would I not have denied
from the first that I had ever seen
her at all? Would I ever have come
forward freely and voluntarily and
stated that I had seen and talked
with her? Wounld I not have tried to
conceal that fact? Let me say that if
some other man were accused of a
murder, and he were to come {orward
voluntarily and state, without any
compulsion, that he had seen and
talked with the dead person just a
few moments before the Kkilling was
supposed to have occurred, 1 would
say that the man had a clear con-
science and was not guilty. For, if he
had been guilty, common sense would
have made him hide and conceal the
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fact of seeing the dead person jJ
before the killing. P Just
_Question 10-—-At first you said the
time clock slip punched by Newt Lee
was correct, did you not? Later, you
said therp were discrepancies. 1Is this
not true? If not true, how do you
explair the contradiction? Answer—
At first T said the slip was all right,
as no successive numbers were skip-
ped. Mr. N. V. Darley looked at the
slip also, and corroborated this.
YLater, when I studied carefully the
time at which the punches occurred,
I noted three lapses of one hour in-
stead of a half hour, as they should
havg been. The whole matter of
Lee’s punching the time clock, while
g phyvsical faet, is immaterial. When
I took out of the clock the time slip
;t‘hat L.ce punrned 1T wrote on it
“Taken out at 8:26 A. M.’ to iden-
tify it. Several of those above me at
the time saw me write on the slip,
This was a complete identification of
this slip. Mr. Dorsey admitted, in
open court, that he rubbed it out. He
says he thought a detective wrote
those swords on it to identify it.
Question 11—Did wyou not tell Mrs,
White to hurry from the factory, that
vou were in haste to leave? Did you
not, when she had gone, resume your
seat and begin writing? If so, how do
you explain what you said to Mrs.
White! Answer—I (did not tell Mrs.
White to hurry from the factory. I
told her: that if she did not wish to be
locked in with the two boys at work
on the fourth floor that she would
have to leave then, as I was going
home to lunch, and was going to
lock up the factory. I did not mention
haste. As 1 followed her down the
stairs at an _interval of less than a
minute I could not have been writing
as she passed, and was not writing. 1
may have been placing papers together
preparatory to leaving, but I had
nothing to write, The record of the
case bears me out in this.

When He Faced Conley.

Question 12—Why did you refuse to
see Jim Conley before the trial when

he offered to face you? Answer—Con-
ley came to my cell surrounded by de-
tectives, who h‘ad put themselves on
record as being antagonistic to me.
They were not hunting the truth; they
were trying to fasten the crime on me,
No matter what I would have done, if
1 consented to the interview they
would have used it against me. At
the trial the negro never l1ooked at me
ornice, thouzgh my eyes were glued on
him the whole time.

Question 13—When you made your
statement before the police didn't you
fail to mention the visit of L.emmie
Quinn? If so, whyx? Answer—To the
police I did fail to mention L.emmie
Quinn’s visit, as it slipped my ming,
though it was a circumstance favora-
ble to me. But his statement and my
owl, that he called and saw me in
my office that day, has never been
questioned. As soon as Quinn men-
tioned to me the fact of his visit to me
the day of the murder it refreshed
my memory, and 1 at once remem-
bered it.

Question 14—Did you ask him not to
say anything about his visit until you

had consulted your lawyers? If so,
why? Answer—No, I told him to tell
the truth. Not knowing exactly what
the police were claimiffg, (at that
time,) and not being a lawyer, I did
not know what value Quinn’s visit
could have as evidence, and I told

Quinn I would report the fact to my
lawyers.

Ignored Character Witnesses,
Question 15-—When vour character

" was put in issue, why did you not in-

sist upon your attorneys c¢ross-ques-
tioning the witnesses who testified
against your character? Answer—MYy

experience with Dalton, the first char-
acter witness against me, had given
me and my attorneys fair warning of
what to expect from the so-called
character witnesses. Here was a man
upon whom I had never laid my eyes
before he took his seat in the wit-
ness chair, and of whom I had never
heard, and vet he swore solemnly to
acts and doings with me that were ut-
terly and absolutely untrue and with-
out the slightest foundation. Was this
fair warning to me and my attorneys
of what we might expect from the
other so-called character witnesses?
There was nothing that they could
truthfully testify against my charac-
ter, but I had dulv warned that I
could not relyv on their speaking the
truth.,. My lawyers decided that if
they cross-examined those character
witnesses, it would allow these hostile
people to tell all they heard about me
in the way of vile slander, not what
they knew. They felt that these wit-
nesses had been loaded with slanders
about me just for the purpose of tell-
ing them oun cross-examination. They
did not want to give them the chance
to repeat malicious tales against me

which they had no opportunity to in-
vestigate or answer.

Question of Persecution.

Question 16. If a girl were never
seen alive after she had been known

to visit.: a certain man’'s office, and if
that girl was found the next day in
the same building as that office dead,
murdered, would you call it persecu-
tion for that man to be arrested and
vigorously prosecuted? Answer—If
the only facts known were what you
state, then it would not be surprising
that such a man should be arrested,
and if subsequent developments indu-
bitably pointed to him as the perpe-
trator of the crime that he should be
vigorously prosecuted. But if after
this man's arrest a negro brute s dis-
covered, who admits a knowledge of
the crime, who admits writing the
very notes found by the body, though
at first steadfastly denying he could
w.m.te at all, and who, after repeated
visits and promptings from the detec-
tives and the Solicitor, f.nally invents
a prevosterous and unbelievable tale,
putting the crime on-the man arrested
in order to save his own neck, then I
would say that the further prosecu-
tion of this man is persecution, indeed.
_Questlon 17. Would you call it preju-
dice for that man to be suspected?
Answer—Not prior to the time that
another was shown to have_ had the
opportunity to commit the crime.




