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~“at this time, anvthine mors than theﬂhend}jneshgfkthg_nawspapere,,

"Eﬂﬂil-h&&“ﬁot formed—enyv opinion based On’newepeper reporfe-0r~ R
casual rumor as to whether or not Frenk was the men cuilty of the
crime, and 1 did not express myeclf in the lanpuage attributed
to me by the sald Ricker or anyv other Ianguage; nor did 1 know
tha* the public serntlimant was so s*rong amainet Frenk that hs wsould

« able '

“not be,/1if acquitted, to*pet out of the City of Atlanta alive, end

1 positively and emphatichlly denyv that 1 ewer made'use.of anv guch

expressiony 1 was ccrs*antly on the road traveling from April 2Rth,,

1913, antil July 2/tk, 1913, duiring 2v2ry wesk, and did not

spend—e-swificient—lenpth of time inAtlente to know whet—the
public sentiment there was with reference to the guilt or lonocoucs
- of the trialLeo M, Frenk; THAT 1 ....s recad the depositions of . * . )
-H, Shi Gray, S. W, Johnedn, and John M, Holmes; lihad 8 conversa-

tion on Sept. 2nd, 1913, with the said H. &hi Gray, S. ¥, Johnson, and
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John ¥. Holmes; this wag after the verdict in the Frank cese had

‘been rendered on Aueust 25th., 1913; 1 never saw Gray,

SN2
Za

/

Johnson or Nolmes togehter or seperately after 1 was served with a
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subpoena as a juror which was Friday July'25th., 1913, until after

‘I-waé discharged from the Jury‘bn the Frank case; TEAT‘bn
July 24th, 1913, 1 wes st Athens, Ga., on July 25th, 1913, 1 was at
“Stathem, Winder and Atlente, Ca.; 1 remaiﬁed in Atlanta on the 26th.
and 27th. and went on the jury on July 28th; 1 never saw—
either of these men,.eitherfin“Sparta-or elsewhere‘; efter 1 knew
- qu:gwjurorion'thé;Frank case, until Spet., 2nd., 1913, at which .

time, I did discuss with each and all of them the Frank caese,

fully and freely in Walker and Holmes Insurance Office; 1 then

stated that in my opinion there was not & shedow of a doubt

~but that Fraﬁk.waglguilty; 1 did not hear several parties, éq ) Vel
stated bx'S. M, ‘Johnson in his depositions, sey that they thought :

T ‘Frank was not guilty; but,on. the.contrary every men who dis- N -
. cussed the case in my presence in the office aforesaid, expressed '

. : 2 Ak - . R
—— . the opinion that the said Leo M. Frank was guilty; and 1 wes con-

V,grdtu&?&edfby everyone who ceme intoxthat-office emong them
af . = "oy ® ' — ' . ; ”
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