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MRS, FRANK WAITES
ABOUT PHAGAN CAGE

‘Wife of Suspected Superinten-
dent Again Expresses Con-
fidence in Husband,

| Again arrafigning Sollcitor Geneéral
‘Hugh M. Dorsey for imprisoning her

‘house servant, Minola McKnight, the
‘glel who recently made such a star-

tling affidavit in the Mary Phagan
mvsterv. Mrs. Leo M. Frank, wite of
the suspected factory superintendant,
has written another letter in regard
to the conduct of the case.

‘She says that such methods as ~or-
turing witnesses wlll galn the office
of sollcitor gcnernl nothing, and that
he should be taken to task by county
authorities for hiy actions relative to
her husband's case, She agaln eus-

pregses belief in the prisoner's inno-
cence and confidence that he will be
~acquittead,

Edltor Atlanta Constitution: I think
fairness to Mr. Frank requires that the
ipubllc should vlearly understand M.
‘Durscy's positlon as stated by him In
his eard in The Constitution of June
6, and repeated in the papers yester-
‘day, In reply to my statement that he
'])I‘O]JDSLS to use testimony which comes
from witnesses as the result of tor-
ture.

} 1ifs real pesition, as gleaned from his
card, can be stated in the following
‘centence which he employed:

“I have only to say withont in any-
wise taking lIssue wlith her premises
as I might . . . that I welcome alil
evidence from any source that will aid
an {mpartial jury, under the charge
of the court, in determining the guilt
or innocence of the accused.”

“That is to say, he thinks it unneces-
sary to waste time in disputing the
fact that the detectives are procur-
ing testimony from witnesses by tor-
ture. He ccnsiders this point lrama-
terinl, FHe belleves ne Is thorovghly
justiflied In using tortured testimony,
ft it is turned over to him, for he
says:  “I welecome all evidence from
any sq\ll'c‘:."

' "Driven to Hysterics,

The Journal and The Constitution
stated that he had my cook arrested
and carried to his office and quizzed
to such an extent as to drive ner Into
hysteries, and that after this he sent
her screaming to the police station, in
the patrol wvagon. After she left his
oftlce she was taken to tho dectectives'
torture chamber, and, according to Tha
Atlanta Constitution, she there had tne
third degroe applied to her to the
point of exhaustion, afler which, she
made an affidavit, which the decteo-
tives, or some one, immodl'\lcly gave
wut to the papers.

The solicitor had no chnrge aalnst
this cook and did not suspect her of
any crime. Yot Mr. Dorsey walves
this aside as a trivial matter, not
worthy to be discussed by him, be-
cause he sgavs: “I welcome all evi-
dence from any source,” clearly im-
plying that he will take it fronm: the
torture chamber {f it s offered to
him.

That he and the detectlves violated
the criminal law {n arresting my cook
when they had no charge agalnst her
and when thoy suspected her of no
crimo, T am told by lawyers, admits
of no doubt. But this, Mr. Dorsey
thinks, need not be discussed by him,

Who Wit Suffer Next?

White Mr. Dorsey thinks all this {s
entirely proper, it i3 the next think
to an impossihility to bhelleve that
many persons in the communlty will
agree with hini, Indeed, I would agree
with lilm that he should use, even in
the newspapers, torture chambey testi-
mony to take away a man's life.

When My, Dorsey introduces this
third-degree evidence to the jury, can
ft be supvosed that he will at the
same time tell the jury that It comes
direct from thae torture chamter?

It is our time to suffer now. Can
anyone tell whose turn will come next?

1 do not wish te he in any manner
hitter toward Mr. Dorsey, even in my
feelingy, hecause it 18 80 perfectly clear
that his nction {8 dlctated by a serious
mistake of judgment, and my only pur-
pose Is to let the community under-
stund as thorougnly as I can, in the
Interest of falrness to my innocant
nusband, that Mr Dorsey is proposing
to ‘uso third-degree torture chamber
testlimony In an effort to take his life,
and that he thinks it 1s perfectly prop-
er for him to do so.

Tortured Afftdavits,

Mr. Dorsey .and the detectives know
that T cannot go on the witness stand
and deny the affidavits they have pub.
lished in the newspapers, wrung from
my cook In the torture chamber by the
third-degtree process, because I am in-
formed that under the law a wife will
not be permitted to testify eliher for
or agalnst her husband. The law putg
i{his absoluto seal upon my lipg, and
my only recourse Is {n letting tha com-
munity know the Ineils through the
newspapers as far as I can.

I know [ canngt keep up with all the
tnlse affldavits and false rumors and
Innuendoes that have been s¢ Indus-
triously put in the newspapers, but I
feel that I should call attention In
this {nstance to Mr. Dorseyis position,
-which hoe 8o bholdly Justifles.
| MRS. LEO M. FRANK,
Atlanta, Qa,, June 7, 1913,
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