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AEL_E. CRUSSELLE, Sworn for the Movent. I am a court
reporter and 'iepofted part of the teatimohy of Dr. Ho P, Harris,
at.the trial. of Leo M.Frank during the month of August, 1913, in
Multon Sgperior Court; The _following testimony is & portion of

the testimony of Dr.Herris, which I reported, and which & pears on

pages 1481 and 1882 of the stenographic record 6f the testimony

in said cause:

' - QeDoctor,when did Mr.Dorsey first talk with yo: about
meking this awtopsy? A. I dont remember. _
~Qs How long before you made the examination did he talk with you?
Ae I dont recall,
Qe Do you recall when you made the first examination? i. It was
on llay bth, if I remember correctlys =
Qs May 5th? The ohild died on April 26th or. 27th- that would be
about nine days afterwerds? A. Yes 8ir, if I am correct, in that
‘stetement,, it-was, e
Qe Did ¥r.Dorsey request you not to meke the_ examination public?
"Ae He did. . .
Qe Did he request you not to tell it to anybody? A. He did.
Qe And you observed that request? A. Yes,
Qe Did you understand he was meking the request as & Solicitor
" General or as an individual? A. Well, he didnt state there; he
. Just called me up and asked me if
t0ld him that I was not well, and
having anything to do with i}. He
finally I said 'If you really wish e -to do it, FustximemxmexsE
:nd you think I can be of any service to you, I will do it, just
because I like you,' I folt th t way about it; otherwise I would
not have had anything to do with it. -
Qe What did he tell you to -exemine? What parts of the body daid he
tell you to exemine<? A. He t0ld me he wanted me to examine the
case and tell him all I could sbout it.
- Qe What fad you in your mind - what were you seeking to determine -
by the atopsy? What daid you understam you were seeking? A.There- — -
was some suggestlon of pdsoning at the time when I went out
there, Wt I saw at once that there was no reason for asguming -
that. I failed to state on my direct exemination that the stomach
content was tested for alkaloid poisoning, and there was none
. present. OFf course I dismissed that from my mind. As soon as I
saw the girl, I sew that it was & matter of strangulation,"

. LEONARD HAAS, Sworn fo;.,the Movante I hgye read the
brief Tiled by Solicitor Genemml Dorsey in the Supreme Court of
Georgla 'in the case of Leo M. Nrark vs. State of Georgia. Pages
50 and 59 of said brief contain th o following lenguoge:
Te b e T "MIRS™ mAIR. T

y - RePoBarrett (p.42) was a machinist for the National

Peno i1- Company. He saye,'0n Monday morning,April 28the. . .between

6330 and 7 o'alo e o« I found some hair on the handle of = bench

lathe.ee The holr wag hakging on the handle, swinging down. Mell
- Btanford waw the hair. The hair was not there Friday,! Pl
s "Coungel for defendant tried to make -1t a ¥e,ar that the .
__8irls sometimes curled their hair sbout wheve Ba.z;r-oﬁ found this — - —
halr,but as to this Barrett says, 'The gas jet thut the glrls somes~
©. times used to curl thelr halr on is about ten feet from t he mach=-"

ine where the hair was found, T &b know! he says,'the hair .

. wasni there on Priday, for I hod used that machine up Fo quI’E_ ’Eing.
vime, o;oUs ’ . o ¢ T

Ly Pgan, it will bo-renemberod was mot there Fridngs |
"narley.a‘_ the beginning of his oross-examination,says, |

- 1Borrétt showed me ome hair.on &.-lever-oft the lathe. It was 20
T s 3 O G Ll B e R

3 > BB




