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MWKNIGHT BADLY INJURED
- TRYING TO SLIP INTO CITY
- UNNOTICED BY DETECTIVES

Witness for the State, Who
Repudiated Testimony
Against Leo Frank Re-
cently, Falls From Passen-
ger Train While Attempt-
ing to Swing Off at Rose-
land Station.

BRIBE OFFER ALLEGED
IN AN AFFIDAVIT MADE
BY NEW FRANK WITNESS

‘Mrs. Mattie Miller Says A.
S. Colyar Promised Her
$1,000 if She Would Tell
“Infamous Story’--Frame-
Ups and Coercion Charged
to Detectives in Other Af-
fidavits.

Dangerously injured while swinginz
from an incoming Southern train at
Juseland station in an attempt to eu-
ter the city, under cover of darkness
and unnoticed by detectives. Albert Mo
"Knight, the missing  witlwess in the
Frank case who revently reptdiated
his testimony, was found unconscivus
bestde the railroad tracks last night
by the engineer of train No, 32,

He was picked up and put in the bag-
gawe eur, in which he was brought inte
the Terminal station at §:16 o'clock, at
which time train No. is due to m
vive, His body was  badly  eut and
bruised and he is probubly internally
injuwred. He was also cui and gashed
in the head.

e was carried to Fairhaven hos-
pital, where he is reported io be in a
seyrious condition. A Conutitution re-
porter  was refused admission to his
ward heciause he had been put to sleen
under an anaesthetic.  Twua, detectives
ivisited the hospital a short while prev:
ously, however, Lut declare they did
not interview him.

Detectives
Visit McKnight.

They were Deteclives John Hollings-
worth and J. T Tuggle. Police headd-
quarters was tipped off to McKnight's
appearance in the city shortly after he
arrived. Hollingsworth and ‘Tuggle
went at onve to the hospital. They sy
that their only reason for the visit was
to ascertain if the negro was the miss-
ing witness. They say he is.

They commitnicated with Chief Lan-
fovd. asking if they should interview
him. The chief, it is said, instructed
them to return to headyuarters and noi
act further-in the cuse. Chiaf Lanford
declares that neither of the detectives
talked with the negro.

According to detective oflficials, M-
Knight was bound for Atlanta  on
Southern train No. 15, due at the Term-
inal station at 7:30 o’clock. He hud
been missing from Atlanta, they say.
ever since having made his repudia-
tion some weeks ago. Last night, for
some uniccountable reason, he was re-
turning to the city on No. 15, Thu
point from which he was coming, the
detectives say, is not known.

At Roseland station, a slowing-down
point, the negro, It was stated by tbe
detectives, triew to swing from the
moving train and was thrown to theé
ground.

Tells of
Bribe Offer.

Phe sworn accusation of AMrs. Matlie
Miller, & young woman Hyving at 58,
Marietta. street, to the effocl that A.
S. Colyar had, in interest of Frank's
prosecutors, made her an offer of $1.00u
to swear to an infamous story on the
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witness stand, hag heen given
the convicted man’s defense.
Mrs. Miller declures she flatly
fused the offer. and commanded (Tol-
var to leave her residence. She has
made an affidavit which is in posses-
sion of Frank's counsel. = '
Chief Newport A.. L.anford, of the
police detective department, was sur-
prigsed at the woman's startling charge.
He stated to a reporter for The Con-
stitution that the story was filse that
Colyar, in-interest of ¥rank's prose-
cution, had made her any offer of brib-
ery. He also declared Colyar had nev-

out by

re-

e bean associated with the detective
burcau.
“Colyar has never been connected

with the detectives,"” the chief said,
“Also, he had no connection whatever'
with Frank's prosecution. Neither was
he associated with the investigation of.
the Phagan murder. I do not believe]
the Miller woman's story. 1 do not he-
lieve even Colyar would have made)]
any such proposual.” i

Colyar first came into locul lime-
light last vear during the Mary Phu-‘
gan Investigation, when he engineered
a dictagraphing conspiracy with the
Atlunta  detective department.

He is not in Atlanta at present, Lat-
est reports from him wers from Co-
lumbia, & C., where he was accused,

of impersonating Governor Ben Hoorer,
ol Tennessee.

Four

Affidavits.

Tour other sensational = aflidavils
were disclosed by . TFrank’'s lawyers

Saturday. One of these is attested to
‘by Miss Nellie Wood, a former em-
ployee of the pencil factory, who testi-
fies that Solicitor Hugh ML - Dorsey
onhce admitted 1o her that he had heen
misied by the detectives in the Frank
case,

She also accuses Detectives Bass
Rosser and W. A. Chewning and .J. H.
Norrig of striving to force her to swear
on the stand to false stories against
Frank, and of seeking to “frame-up”
scandalous testimony for her lips. She
says that on one occasion the slcuths
fairly surrounded her in effort to co-
erce her into telling the story of theéir
own “concoction.” .

When appriseil of this affidavit, De-
tectivee W. A, Chewning stated that
it was untrue ihat he and Norris had

sought fo coerce the woinan.  lleé de-
clared that she had willingly gonc to
the office of Solicitor Dorsey, where

she had made an affidavil attesting to
the story she had told ‘the detectives.

“While the investigation was going
on,” Chewning told the reporter, “some-
one telephoned headquarters and told
the detective department that a Miss
Wopd, at No, 8 Corput street, knew
something of the Frank case. Norris
and 1 went to her home and inter-
viewed her. She told us the story of
Frank's actions toward her, and told
it voluntarily, ' | o . .

“l took notes on her statement and
turned them: over  to Chief Lanforil.
That was the. last 1 ever saw of Miss
Wood. Later she willingly made an
atfidavit of the ideutical story she re-
Jated to Norris and me, 1 understand
that she had told the.story frequently
before. she ever saw a defegtive. on the
case. That was why policr headguitr-
ters was notified,

Denies

Coercion.

“There was not the slightest sign of ]
coercion or ‘framing-up’ in her case..
We merely went to her home and heard
her narrate a story she had told previ-j
ously, Then we returned to headquur-
ters and dropped the affair. That is, so
far as we were concerned. It was titken
up where we left "off by Detective’
Rosser.” : : .

Another revelation of Uonley's al-
leged attitude toward the working:
girls of the pencil factory was given
out by ¥Wrank's defense in one of the’
four affidavits by Mrs, Lillie Mae let-
tis, sister-in-law to Nellie Pettis, the
girl who told at the coroner's inquest,
of advances by IFrank.

Mrs. Pettis also declures that she
does not believe her sister's story and
that Detective Bass Rosser, before the
trial of Frank, endeavored to get lher
Lo swear to a similar story against the
factory superintendent, which she re-
fused to do. '

She swears that at one time Conley
approached her on the first floor, say-!
ing:. -

“Miss Lillie, vou sure is a pretty gal,
and {'m sorry [ ain't a white man,”

On another occasion, she testifies,
she was in ¢dmpany with another girt
on the second floor, when Conley ac-
costed them, saying: ‘

“Are vou girls going to guit thé fac-
tory?” .

He was given the reply that they
were not, upon which Mrs., Pettis ae-
cuses him of having answered:

“l am sure glad, because 1in going
to give both of you a Christimas pres-
eut, for you suve are: fine looking
girls,” N N

Mrs, Miller's
Affidavit.

The affidavit of Mrs. Mattie Miller is
as follows: '

“State of Georgia., bulton County,~—Mys,
Mattie Aliller, deposing on oath, says that
she resides at 686 -Marjetta street, in the
clty of Atlanta, Fulton county, Goorgia, and
that she -worked- at the - National .Pencil
factory in this city for about six months
in the year 1910. Deponenl states that she
has known Leo M. Frank when she saw him,
and also that she never knew him at any
time to be familiar' with anyorie employed
al the factory, and at no time was he
familiar with her: neither did she ever sece
him commit any act that was unbecoming
of a gentleman.

“"Deponent further states that, in the lat-
ter part of May, or the first part of June,
1913, o maen named A, 8 Colyar called on
her at her home, which was then 537
Marietta street, and told her he was a
lawyer, and was trying to work up evidence
against Leo M. Frank for the murder of
Mary Phagan, and asked her if she did not
at one time work at the National Pencil
gompany’s factory. Deponent replled. that.
she did, and he then asked her to make a
statement to the effect that Mr. Frank had
nhad {ntercourse with her at various times
in his office, and she promptly informed
him that Mr, Frank had never made any
advances toward her. and had neéver had
fntercourse with her.

“Then said Colvar asked her if she would
not swear that he did have intercourse
with her in his office, and added that, if
she would make.an affidavit to that effect,
he would write hoev a check for $1,000,
Deponent became insulted and indignant
at Colyar's offer, and promptly told mim u
leave her house; and, when Colyar saw that
she was angered, he told her not to get

mad. that he w only making

her a fair
business proposition;

nd he further added
that ‘we want you to swear that Mr., Frank
couxed you to have intercourse with him
in hix nffice, even if it s not true.'

“He again =aid that ‘we will give Fou!
$1.00) for such un affidavit delivered on,
the witness stand.” Deponent again (old:

him that under no circumsiances would she
swear to & lie for him or for anyone else
for any amount of money. Then Colyar
asked her if she woulld not swear that Mr.
Frank had at jeust attempted to become
famjliar with her.:and ideponent told him
that under no eircumstances would she
swear a lie for him. .

“Just before Colvar left her house, he
asked her uot to tell anyone he had been
{o see her, but deponent did not promise
him not to tell it. Deponenf further states
that =ome two or three days after the con-
versation referred to herein she met Col-
yar accidentally on Marietta street, near
the Bijou tiheater, and he again asked her
to go to the sode fountain at the corner of
Forsyth and Marfetta streets, and to mect
him  there, ving he would have some
money for her.

“Deponent did not go to the soda foun-
tain, as shé wanted nothing to «dn with
Colyar: and depouont siates that she has
never been with him since.

“This "statement is made of her own free
will and accord, without any promise of
reward of any kind., ~
C (Bigned) “MRS. MATTIE MiLLER.”

Affidavit of Nellic Wood. .

The affidavit of Miss Xellle Woud is
as follows: ) C

Georgia, T'uiton county. - .

“'Personally appeared Miss Nellle Woud, of
Atlanta, Fulton county, who, upon oath,
depores and suys that she wuas a vhqmcter
witness In the case of the state of Georgla
versus Leo M. Frank,

“Deponent =ays that the [first she ever
leard or the first intimation she ever had
that she wus to bLe in any way connected
with ‘the case was after a visit to her home,
which .was at that time at No, 8 Carpet
streel, when City Detectives Chewning and
Norris called upon her and asked deponent
if ‘It weére -not a fact that she had at one
time worked at the Nutional Pencll factory.
Deponent informed them that s)mlhad been
employed there for wn perlod of two days.

:“Detectives Chewning and Norris asked
deponent if it were not a fact that the
reason she left there was because Leo M.
Irank had bheen so fumilint with her and so

%

1

insulted her that she vould not stuy there,

u‘pd. deponent told them that any such

thing wus not a fact, .
“Deponent explained to the detectives

aforesaid that she went to the factory in
the capacity of u .forelady and that she
hud never before haud any experience in the
pencil sbusinesy, and 1t was necessary for
Mr. Frank to give her au great many in-
structions about the business, Deponent
further says that girls and women empiloyed
al the pencil factory did not fee! kindly
toward her as they had worked there sev-

epul years and did not like the idea of
having' u forelady step in over them: and
deponent says that the girls referred to

endeavored to make it unpleasant for her
during lher short stay thiere.

“Deponent admits that the aciioug of Lha'
girls at times caused her to lose hey temper
ahd she would go into Mr. Irank's office
and make complaint to him regarding sald
girls and women; and it was on occusion
of these complaints that any action on
ithe part-of® Mr. Frank that could be termed
famillar took olace, .

. “In deseription of the action of lh}a part
of Myr. Frank referred to, deponent Says lhx}t
when_she ‘would go into his office and muke
complaint, Mr, Frank always uppeure.d 10 be
anxious to keep. down strife and “trouble
between the girls and himseli, und, to paclfs(
her own éxcited conditfon, he would pat her
ol the =houlder and say: Phat s all r!ght:
now; don't you let those little things worry
you; the girls will svon .get over Il and
everything will be alvight)

Believes Frank n Gentlemun,

T Deponent says that at no ()me could =he

interpret the actions of Mr. Frank and u\.c
patting ¢n her shoulder, which he did (l.\u-
ing those conversations, as tamiliarity from
. sexuul stundpolnt, and nuw belleves, - ay
whe has always believed, that Mr.
was a perfect gentleman and that he did
uot intend to convey to her the ln\pl‘e%{aln.n
that lie was trying to become sexually inti-
mate with her at any time.

. “Deponent says that she xpl ;
Lhese details tu Detectives Chewning and
Norris, but that they Insisted that de-
ponent admit that Mr. Frank huad bheen uu-
duly farilinr with her, und that, on this
account, she had left the factory. .

“Deponent says that Detectives Chew-
ning and Norris did not eall on her any
more ami that she was next approached by
Detective IZass Rosser. who approached de-
ponent in  about the samme manner as
Chewning and Norris, and deponent told
Detective Rosser practically the same story
she had told  Detectlives Chewnlug and
Worris, which isx described above.
““Deponent says thal during her couver-
sition with Isetective Bass Roxser he would
ask her a great many questions which de-
vonent vould not understand and that .he
was constantly taking down notes from
their conversation and deponent did not
see Lhe notes and does not know whit they
were, :

. "Deponent suys that te the best of her
recollection Detective Rosser called at her
place’ several ‘times as he ‘was passing there
and would say to h that lie could not use
Her that day, but expected to use her al-
most any day and he would advise her not
to talk 1o anyone who might call upon her
in the meanthne,

.. 'Deponent says that one day during the
‘trial, the date of which she cannot remem-
ber at this time, Detective Rouser came to
her and handed her a subpoernn to come lo

explained ail

court and gave her instructions tuv call at
Mr, Doriey's office hefore going to court,

Deponent complied with the request and,
after reanhing Mr., Dorsey's vrfice, she found

that Alr, Dorsey was {n court and did not
get to see him untit after she had gone on
the stand. .

Says Dorsey Was Disuppointed.

“Ihen deponent had a
Mr. Dorsey in his ottice
frankly told deponent
much disappointed with her evidence and
that he had intended making her his star
witness, but since she had faltered so Ladly,
he did not see where he could use her to
any further advantage. N

‘YAt the same time Ar, Dorsey explained
Lo deponent that she was a great disap-
pointment to him from the standpoint of a
witness. The depunent explained to Mr,
Dorsey personally. that it waos impossible
for her to go on the witness stand and
Swear (o anything against Mr, I'rank by
reason of the fact that she had only known
him about two days and that nothing had
taken place during that time on the part
of JMr, Mrank that was ungentlemanly and
that Mr, Frank had in no way insulfed hor,
and in fact that she knew nothing against
Mr. Frank one way or the other, either for
or agalust Mr., Frank; and deponent now
says that all her dealings with Mr. Frank
during the two days that she was employed
at the factory were upright and manly on
his part and she never heard:any of the
girls at the factory say that Mr. Frank had
acted in any unbecomning or familiar man-
ner toward them at any time.

“"Deponent says that either
Chewning, Norris or Rosser, or,
of them, but just which she cannot now
individually recall, while talking with her
at her place of business, would endeavor to
make her admit that Mr. Frank had, while
talking to her in his office, grabbed her
and attempted acts of viotence or perver-
slon—all of which insinuations she prompt-
1y denled; deponent now says that when
these questions were being asked her, they
were put to her and asked in a very con-
fusilng manner by reason of the fact that
she was actually surrounded by detectives
and that the first one and another wouid
ask her questions . and deponent cannot
now recall just how the questions
made by the detectives referred to, to get
her on record and have her make state-
mg.rgs that were not true.

eponent sta
_satlnnpwlth tes that she hag

conversitlon with
and My, Dorsey
that he was very

Detectives
perhaps all

a conver-
5 Solicitor Dorsey and. explained
ho him that none of the insinuations that
¢ told her he understood had come from
deponent were true. Mr. Dorsey said to

deRonent:
‘Well, T have been misled and did net

understand the situation.’
“(Signed) NELLIE WOOD.”
+ Lillie Mae Pettis’ Affidavit.

) Fhe affidavit of Lillie Mae Pettis is
as follows: . -

- ::Genrgia-!«‘.ulmn county: -
[ Persn_lmlly appeared Mrs, Liliie
tis, of No. 43 Girrard street, in the -city of
t Atlanta, Fultorr county, Georgia., who, upon
omh.'dnnosos and says that she worked at
the National Penecil factory in this city for
three vears, 'off and on, leaving the service
of the factory about three weeks previous
to the murder of Mary Phagan, ’

‘Deponent says that she knew
ley, colored, who used to he employed .at"
the factory as a sweeper, also stating that
sh.el I8 acquainted with Mr, Leo M. Frank.

Deponent states that never during her
employment at the pencii factory .did she
see Mr, Frank not in any way unbecoming
te a gentleman and that at no time durtng
her employment at the: factory did Mr.
Frank over say anyvthing to her approach-
Ing (amiliarity of an insulting nature. De-
nm)enl further says that through the ca-
pacity in which she was employed at the
Nutional pencil factory she was thrown ‘in
contact with Mr. ¥Frank several times every
[day and that she never saw -him laughing
| or Joking with any of the girls and that his
| demennor and actions at all times were
, businesi-lke in every. way. ’ .
| .. ‘Deponent further says that never during
| her employment at,thekt‘ﬂ.clor,v had any girl
jOr woman ever remarked, in her presence
‘that Mr, Frank'had been {ammar_w!?hjhem
of had 'in-any manner’ insulted them. and
.she mnever hearG of the, employees at the
factory make any complaint regarding any
attempts at famillarity on the part of Mr,

Frank toward them, - -

. "‘Depouent further states that she and
other girls have worked at the factory as
late as 3 o'clock at night and that alr.
Frank was present with them and, aside
from certain directions that he was obliged
to’ give them concerning thelr husiness and
thelr work, he had nothing whatever to say
,to them and that he never committed an'y
yacts that anyone could take exceptions to.
* "Deponent also says that she is a sister-
in-law of Nellle Pettis, who, she says, has
'stated that Mr. Frank, on one occasion
while she was at the factory, winked af
 her and asked her the question: ‘Hlow about

Mae .Pet-

Jim Con-

‘u'." Dep-fnent says that she does not be-
lieve her }'-ter-in-law. Neillle Petite, is tell-
ing the t j when she makes this state-

-suehia

Frank ~

:Mae Flowers,

ment; that she doss not bhelfeve Mr. Frank
ever winked at Nellie Pettix or made any of
the remuarks referred to by her.

What Conley Said.

cCDeponent alse suys that on one occeasion
hefore the murder of Mary Phagan she. in
company with Catherine Christian, another
girl who was employed at the factory, were
entering the building from the street and
met the negro sweeper, Jim Conley, stand.
Ing ut the foot of the stairs near some old
boxes near the elevator, and that he -ac-
costed thera and sald: - ‘E understand you
girls have quit your positions,” and they told
him he was mistaken, that they had not quit
‘:;l‘]‘llt‘ had no intentions. of doing so. at thsat

“Then- Conley said: ‘I sure am..glad to
hear that you are not going .to led\i. as I
:mig«:?gm:,qt b\ll,y Lboth of you girls a Christ-

s egen eCans X X sue
prf'gy et use you ave both such
‘Deponent says that on another casion
she was standing near the e?e\'alox'.oco‘n the
gecond floor of the factory, and that Conley
approached her and safd ‘Miss Lillie, you
are sure a good-looking gal, and 1 sure am |
.sorry that 1 am not a \hite man.’ i
Deponent rurthier states that ‘she was
always afraid of Jim Conley, and that shet
made it a point never to place herself in
2 positlon so as to belcaught ulone
with Conley. .

“Deponent turtherp
the, trial of Leo M.
Rosser and
nifme  she

sayxs that, once before
Frunk, Detective Bass
Avery large, fut man, whose
does not know, called at her
home, and that Bass BRosser tried in every
way possible to make her state that Mr.
Frank had been fumiliar with other girly
at the factory; that ti.e said- Rosser coaxed

her, pleaded with her, and even got mad
with heer because she would not_ swear to
these things for him. Deponent further

bbb,
'S stated that she had alwayvs found
'rahk to be'a perfect gentleman, and
never knew him to commit-rny of the acts
which Mr. ‘Rosser ias trying to make her
swear thuat she had seen and .heard. ~ ' -
Deponent makes. this affidavit of her
own iree will and accord, without any
promise of reward whatever. } .
(Signed) - “LILLIE PETTIS!
Hanering 1o - the testimony which
sl{e SaYys she would have given on the
witness stand had she been cross-ex-
amined, and refuting the statément of
her sister-in-law. Mys. Lillie Mae Pet-
tis, Miss Nellie Pettis has also made
an affiduvit now in the hands of the
defense, It is as follows:

Affidavit of Nellie Pettis,

“Cieorgla, Fulton county.

“Personally appeured Miss Nellie Pettis,
u_f ¥ Oliver street, Atlanta, Iulton county,
(1091:3‘&, wlo, upon vath, deposes und says:

“That she is sixteen years of age, and
that she was a witness in- the case of the
state of Georgla versus Leo M. Frank. for
the murder ot Mauary I'hagan, and she fur-
ther says that, if shie had. been cross-ex-
amined she would have sworn that, at each
time she went to the fuctory, Mr. Frank
would look hard at her, and, on one oc-
casion, Mr. Frank sald to deponent, ‘How
about it?'  Deponent says that, when Mr,
Frank made the above remark, to her, that
she was stunding off near « lot of other
giris in the factory, and. that when Mr.
Frank mude the above remark he mude the
remark In a very low tone, sn thut no oue
else }\'uuld hear it. Deponent #dys thay
Mr. J'rank never spolie to her at any other
Ume, but he always looked at her In a siy
manier, )

“Deponent ways that she was never at
the pencil factory over four tinmes-—one
to ask for work aand three times for the
purpose of getting the puay of deponent's
slster<-in-law., whose name Mrs, Lillle
AMue Pottlx, and on each of these visits
deponent presented a uute to Mirs Lula
May Flowers, and deponent bersonally  se-
cured her sister-in-luw's money from her,

“Deponent. suyz that aside from the above
statements she knows nething about Mr.
Frank or the TFranlk case or (he charges
agaiust him, However, deponent says that
she knew Miss Mary Phagan,

(Signed) UNELLIE PETTIS

A second affidavit was mnde by the
sister-in-law, Mrs. Lillie Mue Petiis.
It follows:

A Seconsd Affidavie,

Georgia, Fulton vounty. ’

“Personally  appeared ~ Mrs,  [Lij)ie
PetNs, of No. 1} Girrard street, Atlanta,
Fulton caunty, Georgla, wio upun oath da-
poses and says that on three occastons, while
she was emploved at the National Pencil
factory in this cily, and for various reaspns.
she sent her sister-in-luw, Miss Nellic Pei-

s

Maue

JUs, to the pencil factory tor hep pay. each

oceasion on which she sent her sister-lu-
Iaw, Miss Pettis, to the factory being Sutur-
day. whicl was the regular factory pay day.,
“Deponent  suys that on,each agcasion
that she sent Miss Petus “to the fi ctory
for her pay, she gave Miss Tettis o itten
order for her salury addressed to Miss Lula
deponent’s forelady.
“‘Deponent further suys that on each oc-
casion when she sent Misn Nellle to the

her

factory for pity, deponent's place of
residence was then at the home of Miss
Nelife Pettis and her mother, which s

No. 9 Oliver street, in this city.

“Deponent also says that when Miss Nellie
dellvered her salary on the first two oc-
casfons_that deponent had sent her after
same, deponent asked Miss Nellie what Alfsy
IMlowers had said to her with reference to
deponent and her absence from the factory
and that Miss Nellfe replied that Mijss
Flowers had not sald anything whatever
regarding . deponent, but that Miss Flowers
simply handed her deponent’s money with-
out remarks. .. . . .

“Deponent also .says that on the third
occasion, when Miss Nellle went to the fae-
tory for deponent’s pay. she nccompaniedl
Miss Nellfe as far as Forsyth and Hunter
streets and wafted there until Miss Nellle
went in the factory after deponent's pay
and deponent says that Miss Nellle was not
in the factory exceeding five minutes, De-
ponent says that as roon as Miss Nellie
got out of the factory with deponent's pay
she asked, her if Miss Flowers had asked
her any quertions regarding deponent and
Miss Nellie again replied that Miss Ilowers
did not ask her any questions but had
gone into the office, =secured deponent's
oay and handed it to her.

“Deponent says thit Miss Nellie never
said anything to her about meeting or see-
ing Mr. Frank on any of the occasions
rhe hud been to the factory; and deponent
further says that Miss Nellie was never
at the factory but four times, three of these
times being described In the above state-
ment, The fourth occagion was more than
a year ago, when Miss Nellie accompanied
deponent to-the factory for the purpose of
Beeking a  position in the factory under
Miss lula Mue Flowers; thiat Miss Nellie
asked Miss IFlowers for a position, and that
the application Tor this position took pluce
about 7:10 a, m. and before Mr. Frank had
come to the factory, deponent being famil-
far with the fact that Mr. Frank did net
reach the factory until about $§ a. m. De-
ponent says that, after making application
to Miss Tlowers for a position, Miss Nellie -
Immediately left the factory; and deponent;
is sure that Miss Nellie did not at any time

come in contact with Mr. Fraank, and .isi
further sure that if she had seen him in
the factory =hie would not have known
him, as deponent had never at any time
pointed out Mr. TFrank to her, and Miss
Nellie had never told her that she Kknew

Mr, Frank. N -
“Deponent also says that Miss Nellte
never stated to her that she had ever been
insulted at the factory by Mr. Frank or
anyone else; and says further that the first

time she ever heard Miss Nellie say that
Mr. Frank had insulted her was on_the

occasion of the first visit of Detective Bass
Rosser_to her home at No. 8 Oliver street,
when Mr. Rasser bhad called upon deponcent
asking her to vear against Mr. Frank;
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' ponent's

.before mentioned that

and says that during the conversation be-
tween deponent and Mr, Rosser that. Miss
Nellie was present and interrupted the con-
versition by siating to Mr. Rosser that she
could tell something ugainst Mr, Frank.
Deponent says that Mr. Rosser Lmmediate-
Iv dropped his conversation with her and
applied his attention to Miss Nellle. De-
bonent says that she heard Miss Nellle tell
Ay, Rosser that on one occasion, when she
had been sent by deponent to the pencil
factory to get deponent’s salary, My, Frank
had winked at her and asked her ‘How
about it?' Deponent says that there wus
another man with Mr, Rosser on the oc-
casfon of the conversation referred to; that
she does not know who this man was, but
that he ‘took a statement from Miss Nellie,
which was signed by Miss Nellle in de-
presence. Deponent further says
that, after Detective Rosser and the man
with him left their home, she said to Miss
Nellie: ‘Tt §s very peculiar that you never
Mr. Frank or any-
one else had Insulted you while at _the
pencil factory., Depounent says that Mies
Nellie replied that she had decided to keep
the matter to herself, and admltted that
she had never mentioned it before telling
it to Detectiva Bass Rosser.

(Slgpea) “LILLIE PETTI&."




