AstheVery Wildest of Guessing Dr. Westmor eland Char acterizes Testimony Give...

The Atlanta Constitution (1881-2001); Aug 12, 1913;

ProQuest Historical Newspapers Atlanta Constitution (1868 - 1945)

pg. 3

As the Very Wildest of Guessing
- Dr. Westmoreland Characterizes
Testimony Given by Dr. Harris

N .

Dr. Willls "Westmoreland, former
head of the state bhoard of health,
who resigned some time ago after the
hoard gave a clean bill to Dr. M, .
Harris, the sccretary, whom he had
accused of “aclentific dishonesty,” fol-
lowed Dr, Hancock on the stand,

He also made an examination of Leso
Frank, stating In answer to Mr. Ar-
nold’s question that he had found the
accused man to be normal

He was questioned by Arnold,

“What s Your calllng?”

“I am a physlclan of twenty-cight
years' experionce.”

“\What s your main practice?”

“General medicine and surgery.”

“Have you occupicd any chalrs of
prominence during your careor?”

Iformer iead of State oard,

“1 formerly occupied the chalr ot
surgery In the Atlanta College of Sur-
gery and, at ono time, was presldent
of the stale board of health.”

A number of questions of tho same
nature of those put to Dr. Hancock
pertalning to Dr. larrls'/testimony of
his opinlon of the time of death and
of his beliet that violence had been
intlicted were asked Dr. Westmore-
land, His replles were substantin-
tion of Dr. Hancock.

“Could you detormine how long this
wheatbread and ecabbage had been In
the girl’'s stomach?” he was asked,

“No, nor anyone else, It would he
the wildest guessing I have oveor
heard "of.”

“Isn't there an ascending ana de-
scending acale of acldity in the stom-
ach?"

“Yes."”

“lfow long would cabbage like this
specimen which 1s said to have beon
removed from the body remnin In the
stomach?"”

“Untt] the process of digeation hnd
completed,”

“Doctor, couldn’t one man eat an-
other man's stomach and the acids
that would digest the forelgn stom-
ach benellt the stomach in which it
had been placed?”

“yost

“Have yon ever known such stom-
ach tests to have aver been made be-
fore on dead bodies?”

*No,"” .

Snyn Harrin Destroyeqd Specimens,

“Have you ever bhefore Known a
chemist to make an analysia in a law-
suit of parts of a bhady then dostroy
the parts without showing them to

the other sldo or produce them In
courts?” :

“No."

“Such conduct I8 unethleal, {sn't
1t

An objection was made by‘l)qraoy,
to this quastion., .

Mr. Aruoild, in argument, sald;’

“Here's a cage of an ‘alleged’, chem-
{st who Ig hired by Dorsey and who
takes the specimens to his pwn back
room and, after he has finished with
them, destroys them, I want to show
that it was unethiceal and unprece-
dented.”

Solicitor Dorsey replled:

“It I8 rrelevant in  evory respeet,
and shoutld not be permitted.”

Judge Roan ruled, however, that the
rules and ethics of the medical profes-
ston could be shown by the witness,

“What are your ideas of othics?”
Dr. Westmoreland was asked.

“In the case of a chemist destroying
the apecimens, I would first call in
another expert or preserve the specl-
mens of my tost.”

“If you take the case of tho strippod
epithellum after a digital examination

has been made, and the hemorrhage
and the distended blood vessels in the
female organs, is that any Indication
of. violence?”

““I'ho epithellum is caslly soparated
and a digital examination could have
detached it from the wall, Such con-
ditions wouild not necessarily indicato
violence.” .

Opinlon Woula e taah,

“In such n case, could a chomist.
glve a scientific opinlon on violence?" |

“No. S8uch an.opinion would be the!
rpshest 1.ever heard”

“Did you ecxamine Leo Frank?"

"“Yes."

“Does he appear to bo a norma)

man?" ]
“Yey."”
The cross-examination was then

begun by the sollcitor,

“Aren't sexual inverts normal so far
as physlcal structure Is concerned?”

“Yos, unless thoy belong to certain
classes.”

“Aren't there about three clnsses?”

“Yes, about forty.”

“If n corpse I8 hit on the eyo with
the fist, what's the effect?’

“Msgcoloration.”

“If there I8 a blow on the hack of
the head with no fracture of the skull
and no effect on the braln and but lit-
tle blood, nccompanied by a deep In-
dontation in the throat, livid fentures,
purple fingers and nalls, bulging eyes
and  tongue, what would you say
caused death?”

Caused by Strangulation,

“Strangulation under those condl-
tions.”

“Would the lMck on the eye cause
swelling it Inflicted alter death?”

“It 1s possible,”

"It I8 possible for a digital examl.
natlon to be made without Impalring
the ULlood vessels, .walls or organs,
Isn't 1t?"

Yo" )

“How long does it take enbbage to
digest?” .

“About four hours.”

“What s your personal feeling to-
ward Dr. H. F. Harvis, kindly or un-
Kindly?”

“Nefther one, way or the other.”

“What has been your past connec-
tion?"

“I was the president of the state
board of health and obtained him the
position of secretary.”

Direct examination was resumed by
Mr. Arnold.

“What was your trouble with
Harris?” ,

“l preferred charges against him
for sclentifle dishonesty, and when the
hoard found him gullty, but refused
to drop him, 1 resigned.”

“Do ydu consider him the same doc-
tor he used to. he?”

“1 know he fsn't.””

; “Whatever troubles you have had, it

Dr.

doesn't influence you in this case,
does 1t?”
“l had no trouble with him,”

Blood Spots Likely.

“There I8 a final question I will ask,
doector: If the gh who was killed
had recelved the hlow on the head at
the lathing !machine, woumddn't she
have bled instantly, and wouldn't big
blood spots have heen on the machine
and in the spot where they say her
body had been lain?"

“Yes, more than likely.”

Mr, Dorsey continued the cross-ox-
amination.

“Wouldn't waten have eradicated,
fresh blooa?”

“Blood is a difficult stain to re-
move,”

Ho was then called from the stand.
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