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Executive Department Jan. 9, 1914.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives.
I have the honor to transmit herewith to the General Court

a report of the pardons granted in 1913, left with me by my
predecessor in office.

DAVID I. WALSH.

Executive Depap.tment, Boston, Jan. 8, 1914.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives.

I have the honor to present herewith, in compliance with
chapter 50 of the Resolves of 1860, a report of the 69 pardons
issued hy the Governor, with the advice of the Council, during
the year of my administration just closed.

Of this number, 28 were in the State Prison, 27 in houses
of correction, 10 in the Massachusetts Reformatory and 4 in
the Reformatory for Women.

EUGENE N. FOSS.

C6e Commoinuealtl) of SgassaclmSEttß.



[Jan.PARDONS.0

Pardons granted in 1913.
No. 1. George A. Richards. Convicted of polygamy,

Police Court, Lawrence, April 17, 1912. Sentenced to the
house of correction for eighteen months. Pardoned Janu-
ary 8, upon the recommendation of the mayor and many
prominent citizens of Lowell, the justice who imposed the
sentence and the probation officer. The probation officer re-
ported that the prisoner had some grounds for believing that
his first wife had obtained a divorce. In 1903 he was served
with papers in a divorce proceeding brought by his first wife,
and a few years afterward he was introduced to a man who,
it was said, was his first wife’s second husband. Supposing
that the divorce was granted, he, in 1911, married a woman
in Lawrence, fully believing that he was a single man. The
probation officer stated that he had no previous record.

No. 2. Frederick C. Dodd. Convicted of larceny, Mu-
nicipal Court, Boston, Jan. 25, 1912. Sentenced to the house
of correction for two years. Pardoned January 22, upon the
recommendation of the justice who sentenced him and the
probation officer. The judge said: “It is his first offence, and
I think there is every reason to believe that it will he his last.
I believe that a release from further imprisonment will
strengthen his resolution and his endeavor *~> lead hereafter
an honest life.” The probation officer staged that Dodd ad-
mitted his guilt and returned many of the articles to the com-
pany, and that he was anxious to secure his freedom for the
purpose of starting anew and maintaining a home for his
wife and children. Immediate employment awaited him.
The probation officer said: “ I believe the punishment he has
already received ought to effect the desired result as well as
if he served the remainder of his sentence, and so recommend
that he be released at once.”

No. 3. Simon Iv. Adyta. Convicted of forgery, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, May term, 1911. Sentenced to the
house of correction for three years. Pardoned February 5,
upon the recommendation of the district attorney and the
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Rev. George E. Stokes, resident chaplain at the house of cor-
rection, who believed that the ends of justice had been accom-
plished and that the prospects of his leading a blameless life
in the future were most promising. The complainants, who
signed the petition, felt that the ends of justice had been more
than met, and that the prisoner should be released to care for
his family. Immediate employment awaited him.

No. 4. Oalixte Rouillaed. Convicted of indecent as-
sault, Second District Court, Bristol County, July 2, 1912.
Sentenced to the house of correction for sixteen months. Par-
doned February 5, upon the recommendation of the justice
of the court, who imposed the sentence, the assistant marshal
and prosecuting officer, the probation officer and the prison
physician. The prisoner was eighty-two years of age. The
judge certified that the acts committed were of no serious
nature, being more an undue familiarity than anything else.
He felt at the time that the prisoner had nobody to care for
him or look after him, and sentenced him accordingly. He
has since learned that Rouillard has a son and daughter, either
of whom is willing and anxious to take the old man home and
care for him.

No. 5. Charles Alberto. Convicted of murder in the
second degree, Superior Court, Hampden County, Oct. 22,
1901. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned
February 5. Alberto was convicted of the murder of his
wife. They had lived unhappily together. Upon the night of
the crime he went to the house of his wife’s sister and hus-
band and, finding his wife there, asked her to return to his
home in Clinton with him. She replied that she would not
go, because “ she had a better man to support her.” Alberto
was an Italian and his wife was a French woman, who had
become intimate with other men, and in a paroxysm of in-
dignation he slashed his wife’s neck with a razor, from the
effects of which she died. The pardon was recommended by
the brothers and sisters of the murdered woman, who believed
that he had strong provocation for committing the act which
he did. He was a model prisoner, was a leader of the band at
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the State prison and an accomplished musician, having also
manufactured several musical instruments while in confine-
ment. A friend promised to give him immediate employ-
ment. The prison warden and chaplain recommended highly
his conduct and his industry as a prisoner. The justice who
presided at the trial and the district attorney made no ob-
jection.

No. 6. Donato Pennello. Convicted of manslaughter,
Superior Court, Bristol County, June 19, 1906. Sentenced
to the State Prison for from eight to ten years. Transferred
to the Bridgewater State Hospital Nov. 9, 1910. Pardoned
February 12. This prisoner was suffering from an incurable
form of mental disease which is termed dementia prsecox.
He was very much demented, so much so that he displayed
no intelligence whatever. He was quiet and easily managed,
and his physical condition was such that it was suitable for
him to travel to his home in Italy under proper arrange-
ments. He was placed on board a vessel and returned to his
native country. He had served long enough to become eligible
for a parole, but his physical and mental condition'made it
impossible for him to comply with the requirements of the
parole law.

No. 7. Catherine Foley. Convicted of drunkenness,
East Boston District Court, Aug. 21, 1912. Sentenced to
the Reformatory for Women on an indeterminate sentence.
Pardoned February 12, on the ground that she had been suffi-
ciently punished. Her father, who was very ill with a com-
plication of diseases, was entirely helpless and needed his
daughter’s care. The family physician and others strongly
urged the granting of the pardon on that ground, and also
for the reason that they believed she would hereafter refrain
from the use of intoxicating liquor. She was required to sign
the temperance pledge immediately upon her release.

No. 8. Thomas Harrington. Convicted of assault and
battery, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Nov. 12, 1912.
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeter-
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ruinate sentence. Pardoned February 12, upon the recom-
mendation of citizens who had known the young man for
some time and always found him honest and well-behaved.
Investigation showed that he had no previous record. He had
a good home with his parents, who had secured. permanent
employment for him. He had no counsel at his trial. Un-
doubtedly he would have been placed on probation if all the
facts had been brought to the attention of the court.

No. 9. Akthue Hexoncoue. Convicted of assault with
intent to commit murder, Superior Court, Essex County,
May 19, 1908, and sentenced to the State Prison for from
eight to ten years. Pardoned February 26, upon the recom-
mendation of the prisoner’s wife, who was the complainant,
the justice of the district court, the foreman of the jury which
convicted him, the mayor, four of the aldermen, the city mar-
shal, inspector of police and many of the leading citizens of
the city of Haverhill, who believed that the ends of justice
had been satisfied by the imprisonment already suffered.
The offence was committed while he was under the influence
of liquor. He had been a model prisoner and relatives were
ready to find employment for him. The wife whom he as-
saulted but did not injure was ready and anxious to condone
the offence and live with him again. It was believed that he
would hereafter lead an exemplary life. He had never been
arrested before for any offence.

No. 10. Joseph A. Lee. Convicted of larceny, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, March 5, 1912. Sentenced to the
house of correction for two years. Pardoned February 26,
upon the recommendation of the complainant. He had served
more than half his sentence. His widowed mother was an
invalid and needed his assistance. The arresting officer be-
lieved that he had been sufficiently punished and would here-
after become a good citizen. Steady employment awaited
him.

No. 11. Edwaed F. Costello. Convicted of murder,
second degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Hampden County,
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April 9, 1891. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Par-
doned March 5, upon the recommendation of the district
attorney who prosecuted the case, prominent citizens of
Springfield, three of the leading clergymen of the Society
of St. John the Evangelist and the Episcopal chaplain of the
prison. District Attorney llihhard stated that Costello was
intoxicated and attempted to shoot his wife, of whom he was
jealous not without cause, and instead of shooting her he shot
and killed his baby. Costello had been injured in a railroad
accident and had one of his legs amputated, and it was
claimed that this suffering, jealousy and the fear of being
unable to obtain employment as he had in the past had
affected his mind. Evidence was offered to show that he
was mentally unbalanced. For a week before the crime was
committed he had been drinking heavily as a relief from
despair over the loss of his leg and suspicion as to the fidelity
of his wife. His mind undoubtedly was in an unnatural
state. He had a perfect conduct record in the prison. His
brother, who lived in a western State, was ready to give him
a home, where he misfit start life anew.

No. 12. Edward Beauregard. Convicted of murder,
second degree, Superior Court, Franklin County, April 24,
1893. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned
March 12, upon the recommendation of the district attorney
who prosecuted the case and who believed that the ends of
justice had been served. The prisoner was but nineteen
years old. The woman he killed was between forty and fifty
years of age and a notoriously unchaste character. The
prisoner was intoxicated at the time, made no attempt to
escape and pleaded guilty. Prominent citizens of Farley,
Avhere the crime was committed, were strongly of the opinion
that he had been sufficiently punished and would hereafter
become a good citizen. Friends had secured employment for
him.

No. 13. John F. Burns. Convicted of drunkenness,
Municipal Court, Brookline, April 10, 1912. Sentenced to
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence.
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Pardoned March 12, on recommendation of leading citi-
zens of Brookline. Burns was a skilled electrician and could
earn $25 a week. It was believed by the petitioners that he
would hereafter refrain from the use of intoxicating liquor.
The judge who sentenced him and the probation officer were
not opposed to a pardon being granted.

No. 14. Edward J. Gooby. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Feb. 12, 1912.
Sentenced to the house of correction for two years. Par-
doned March 12. The prison physician reported that “the
prisoner has valvular disease of the heart, and it may with
but little warning fail to perform its functions. I consider
his ailment a chronic one.” Friends stood ready to furnish
him with light employment suitable to his physical condition.

No. 15. Reuben R. Jacobs. Convicted of receiving
stolen goods, Superior Court, Suffolk County, June 15, 1911.
Sentenced to the State Prison for from four to five years.
Pardoned March 19. Jacobs was the last of a large family
of boys who remained unmarried, his parents being still
alive and unable to provide for themselves. While confined
at the State Prison he had been able to learn a trade, and if
given an opportunity to return to his home he could obtain
a position in that line of work and give support to his
parents who very much needed it at that time. The arresting
officer was present at the hearing and believed that a pardon
would encourage the young man to lead an upright life in
the future.

No. 16. Thomas F. Keenan. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Nov. 9, 1912. Sen-
tenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeter-
minate sentence. Pardoned March 19, upon the recommenda-
tion of Congressman Curley and a number of the leading
citizens of Boston, who believed that he had been sufficiently
punished for the offence for which he had been confined, and
that he was ready to show by his conduct when released that
he had completely reformed. He was arrested in Roxbury
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while attempting to enter a shoe shop in company with an-
other boy.

No. 17. Abthue F. Randall. Convicted of assault, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County, .Jan. 25, 1910. Sentenced to
the State Prison for from six to eight years. Pardoned
March 26, upon the recommendation of the complainants.
The offence was a very slight one and no injury was done to
the parties assaulted. The arresting officer also recommended
a pardon. Randall’s former employer stood ready to give
him work immediately.

No. 18. Nicola Dxtano. Convicted of an attempt to
burn a building, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Oct. 30,
1912. Sentenced to the house of correction for two years.
Pardoned March 26, on the recommendation of the owners
of the building and other prominent citizens. Arrangements
had been made at the time of the trial for the case to be
placed upon probation, but by some oversight the plan was
not carried out. A good business opening awaited him.

No. 19. John Regan. Convicted of rape, Superior Court,
Essex County, Sept. 18, 1911. Sentenced to the State Prison
for from six to eight years. Pardoned April 11, upon the
recommendation of the district attorney, on the ground that
the sentence was excessive. The offence was actually a far
less serious one than that for which he was convicted. The
Chief of Police of Methuen certified that the girl had unlaw-
ful intercourse with other men previous to meeting Regan,
and that she has continued to be a bad girl since he was sen-
tenced. He left the United States immediately after his re-
lease, to live with a brother in British Columbia.

No. 20. John J. Ryan. Convicted of drunkenness, Su-
perior Court, Middlesex County, Nov. 26, 1912. Sentenced
to the house of correction for one year. Pardoned April 16,
upon the recommendation of the district attorney and the
probation officer, who believed that he had been sufficiently
punished. He had a wife and eight children who were sadly
in need of his support. It was believed that Ryan would
hereafter refrain from the use of intoxicating liquor.



SENATE No. 21914.] 9

No. 21. Ferdinand Helfenstein. Convicted of assault
with a dangerous weapon, Superior Court, Suffolk County,
Oct. 11, 1911. Sentenced to the house of correction for
thirty-six months. Pardoned April 23, upon the recom-
mendation of the district attorney, who certified that he
pleaded guilty of assault with a weapon without intent to
murder. It appeared that Helfenstein and his wife had been
having some difficulty and he fired a shot in order to frighten
her. As a matter of fact, no harm was done. As he was
fifty-one years of age and had served one-half his sentence,
the district attorney believed that he could be released with-
out danger to the community and his own best interest.

No. 22. Martin P. Dunn. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Middlesex County, March 6, 1913.
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeter-
minate sentence. Pardoned April 30, upon the recommenda-
tion of the probation officer and superintendent of police of
Lowell, who were satisfied that Dunn would have been placed
on probation had it not been for the wrong impression which
the court obtained touching the man’s idleness and his wife’s
working. He had always supported his wife up to the day
of his arrest, and she had worked in a factory two months
after her marriage, covering a period of three years, only
after her husband’s arrest and during bis confinement await-
ing trial.

No. 23. Henry G. Brown. Convicted of sodomy, Supe-
rior Court, Suffolk County, Oct. 14, 1912. Sentenced to the
Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence.
Pardoned April 30, by reason of the serious illness of his
mother, who was a patient at the Long Island Hospital,
Boston harbor. The resident physician certified that she was
suffering from a blood disease, the toxemia of which causes
solution of the red cells, a disease generally ending in
death unless the condition is remedied. It was believed
that a transfusion in which healthy blood from a near relative
supplanted the diseased blood would benefit if not cure the
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patient. The son was pardoned upon condition that he go
to the Long Island Hospital and submit to an operation for
the transfusion of blood to his mother.

No. 24. Frank 11. Jellison. Convicted of larceny, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County, May term, 1912. Sentenced to
the house of correction for two years. Pardoned May 7, upon
the recommendation of the Penal Institutions Commissioner
and the physician of the house of correction. Jellison had
been in the hospital for more than eighteen weeks with a
severe attack of appendicitis. He was in a very weakened
condition. The physician certified that another attack of
appendicitis would undoubtedly mean a quick operation in
order to save his life. Beside this trouble he had an inguinal
hernia which would require an operation at some future time.
Release from prison would help his physical as well as his
mental condition. The parties who caused his arrest inter-
posed no objection to a favorable consideration of the applica-
tion for pardon.

No. 25. Annie L. Morris. Convicted of lewd and las-
civious cohabitation, Superior Court, Bristol County, Nov.
20, 1912. Sentenced to the Kefonnatory for Women on an
indeterminate sentence. Pardoned May 7, on the recom-
mendation of the probation officer and the deputy chief of
the Taunton police department. Her age was forty-two
years, and she was the mother of six children. She had been
a hard-working woman, but had for a husband a worthless
fellow who was cruel to her. She was granted a divorce on
the ground of cruel and abusive treatment. She was arrested
in company with a man by the name of Stockton, who re-
ceived a sentence to the New Bedford House of Correction
for a term of nine months. He was released by the county
commissioners April 25, 1913. It appeared to the deputy
chief and the probation officer that if Stockton was entitled to
clemencv the woman also should be released.

No. 26. Bernhard Palz. Convicted of murder, second
degree, Superior Court, Hampden County, Oct. 26, 1901.
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Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned May 7,
upon the recommendation of a large number of German citi-
zens, who believed that the proportion of the term thus far
served had met the ends of justice. The crime was com-
mitted about six months after he came to this country, hie
could not speak the English language and was unfamiliar
with court procedure, and he was advised to plead guilty.
He boarded with a woman by the name of Fearing in Holyoke.
He left this boarding-place and went to Springfield, where
he obtained work. On May 15, 1901, he returned to the
boarding-house in Holyoke, and after some words with the
Fearing woman, whose reputation was not of the best, fired
the shot at her from a revolver which caused her death a few
weeks later. There seemed not to be the slightest premedita-
tion in the matter. Palz had a splendid conduct record at
the prison, having been extremely efficient and faithful in
the shop where he was employed. The German American
Alliance agreed to find employment for him immediately and
look after his welfare.

No. 27. William Jacquemier. Convicted of breaking
and entering, larceny and receiving stolen goods, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County, April 19, 1911. Sentenced to
the State Prison for from four to six years. He was par-
doned, May 28, upon condition that he return to his home
in Germany by the first steamer, and never come back to the
Hnited States. He had been a model prisoner in the State
Prison.

No. 28. George P. Hewes. Convicted of assault and
battery, Superior Court, Middlesex County, Sept. 24, 1912.
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indetermi-
nate sentence. Pardoned May 28, the pardon being granted
upon the recommendation of the district attorney and nearly
all of the jury. It appeared that the jury were of the opinion
that they could not recommend Hewes to the mercy of the
court. After the sentence was pronounced it was found that
they were in error in that particular. It seems that if they
had known of their right to recommend mercy, they would
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have done so; and the judge undoubtedly would either have
placed Plewes on probation or given him a lighter sentence.

No. 29. Herman Tevis. Convicted of assault, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, April 11, 1912. Sentenced to the
house of correction for two years. Pardoned June 4. Tevis
had never been arrested before, and it was thought by many
prominent men in Cambridge, where he resided, that his
confinement had taught him a lesson. The assault was the
result of an argument while all parties were under the influ-
ence of liquor. His wife, since his confinement, had been
forced to work to support herself and four children. Imme-
diate employment awaited him.

No. 30. Thomas E. Colt,ins. Convicted of rape, Supe-
rior Court, Essex County, Sept. 18, 1905. Sentenced to
the State Prison for from twenty to twenty-five years. Par-
doned June 11, upon the ground that he had been sufficiently
punished for the crime committed, which was not as serious
as represented at the trial. He was advised to plead guilty
to a crime of which he was not guilty. No injury was done
to the woman assaulted, and she had no objection to the par-
don being granted. He should have been sentenced for an
attempt to commit rape instead of the more serious crime.
Many prominent citizens of Haverhill, where the crime was
committed, were of the opinion that he had been sufficiently
punished. He had a perfect conduct record at the State
Prison.

No. 31. Maria Ceitelei. Convicted of abandoning
children, District Court of Northern Berkshire, Eeb. 5, 1913.
Sentenced to the Reformatory for Women on an indetermi-
nate sentence. Pardoned June 11. This woman was in the
seventh month of her pregnancy. It seemed to be for the
best interest of the unborn child for her to return at once to
her family rather than be transferred to the State Infirmary.

No. 32. John A. Doyeb. Convicted of larceny, Munici-
pal Court, South Boston, June 4, 1912. Sentenced to the
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Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence.
Pardoned June 18. Doyle had a wife and five children de-
pendent upon him for maintenance. Employment awaited
him upon his release. It was believed that the ends of justice
had been met by the term already served.

No. 33. William Kennedy. Convicted of attempting to
kill, Feb. 17, 1897, Superior Court, Essex County. Sen-
tenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned June 18. He
was sentenced for attempting to poison a farmer of Danvers
by whom he was employed as a farm hand. It was urged
that the penalty was excessive, considering the fact that no-
body suffered from the effects of the offence. The evidence
against Kennedy was mainly circumstantial. The district
attorney, who tried the case and who was at the time a resi-
dent of Danvers, made no recommendation or statement other
than as to the evidence brought out at the trial, and did not
oppose the pardon. Kennedy was released and left the State
to make his home in the far west.

No. 34. John McManus. Convicted of murder, second
degree, Feb. 21, 1895. Sentenced to the State Prison for
life. Pardoned June 18, upon the recommendation of a
number of the leading citizens of Worcester, where the
prisoner resided at the time of the murder. The crime was
committed while in the last stages of delirium tremens, and
McManus had no recollection of having committed the offence.
He was convicted of shooting a woman with whom he was
living as husband and wife. They were both intoxicated,
and there were no witnesses to the crime. He had always
been a quiet, well-behaved man and never was known to do
an unkind act until he got to drinking. It was believed by
the petitioners that he would hereafter abstain from the use
of liquor and lead an orderly and upright life.

No. 35. Louis Tennis. Convicted of manslaughter, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County, Feb. 17, 1908. Sentenced to
the State Prison for from eleven to twenty years. Pardoned
June 18. The case was a peculiarly sad one, the defendant
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being a young man of very limited intelligence and with
little capacity to withstand the misfortunes that confronted
him. His wife was a woman of light character, whose rela-
tions with another man after her marriage were unlawful
and disreputable. Her attitude toward her husband was one
of contempt, though he was devotedly attached to her and to
the child born of the marriage. In desperation because of
her behavior and his entire exclusion from her life, he, con-
templating suicide, went to the place where his wife was
living and there, after a brief controversy, drew a pistol and
shot at her, but by misadventure the bullet killed the child
who was in the room. Tennis thereupon attempted to kill
himself. At the State Prison he had made a perfect conduct
record; and when an instructor in the prison was assaulted by
a prisoner, Tennis rushed to the assistance of the instructor
and assisted in disarming the assailant. Nobody opposed
the granting of the pardon.

No. 36. James Gannon. Convicted of drunkenness, Mu-
nicipal Court of Brookline, March 20, 1913. Sentenced to
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence.
Pardoned June 25, upon the recommendation of the justice
who sentenced him and the probation officer. The judge
believed that the ends of justice would be accomplished by
releasing the prisoner at this time, and that the term he had
served already in the reformatory would accomplish as much
toward his reform as any further confinement.

No. 37. Margaret Burlingame. Convicted of drunken-
ness, District Court of Western Hampden, Jan. 7, 191-3.
Sentenced to the Reformatory for Women on an indeterminate
sentence. Pardoned July 9, upon the recommendation of the
justice of the court and the probation officer, who believed
that she had reformed and that the time she had served had
accomplished this as thoroughly as a longer period would.
She was young and able to work and had steady employment
awaiting her.

No. 38. Albert C. Holm. Convicted of abortion, Su-
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perior Court, Suffolk County, March 19, 1913. Sentenced to
the house of correction for eighteen months. Pardoned
July 9 upon the recommendation of the district attorney,
who certified that “ the prisoner’s wife was a nurse in Sweden
and they had had a hard struggle to live, and there was no
evidence that the man actually took part in the crime; and
yet the circumstantial evidence was irrefutable that he knew
what was going on. He and his wife both pleaded guilty.
She was placed on probation and he was sentenced to the
house of correction. In view of his bravery in asking to take
a sentence and willingly submitting, in order that his wife
might have the benefit of probation, I feel constrained to join
in the petition and recommend that the pardon be granted.”

No. 39. Daniel E. Campbell. Convicted of abuse of a
female child, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Sept. 18. 1912.
Sentenced to the house of correction for two years. Pardoned
July 9, upon the recommendation of the arresting officer and
prominent citizens of Chelsea. The crime he pleaded guilty
to was induced solely by drunkenness. Jle had a wife and
several children dependent upon public charity. If released,
his former employer promised him work immediately. He
had always borne an unblemished reputation. The girl in-
volved was of thoroughly bad character, but under the age of
consent.

No. 40. David D. Farnsworth. Convicted of man-
slaughter, Superior Court, Plymouth County, June 16, 1913.
Sentenced to the house of correction for six months. Par-
doned July 9, upon the recommendation of many hundreds
of citizens of Plymouth County, who knew the circumstances
of the case. Farnsworth was a cripple who unintentionally
committed manslaughter by firing at random in the dark to
frighten away chicken thieves who had repeatedly invaded
his premises at night. The judge at the time of sentence
said: “If the Governor sees fit to extend clemency, I shall
not raise my hands against it.” The petitioners believed
that it was only under the most technical construction of the
law that Farnsworth was guilty of manslaughter, and that
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his release would add to the security of both property and
life in neighborhoods outside of immediate police protection,
this being a warning to prowling thieves that owners of hen
houses and gardens have some rights in defending their
property at night.

No. 41. James P. Quigley. Convicted of attempt to
commit rape, Superior Court, Middlesex County, June 18,
1907. Sentenced to from twelve to fifteen years in the State
Prison. Pardoned July 9, upon the recommendation of the
district attorney and many prominent citizens of Somerville,
where the crime was committed, on the ground of excessive
sentence. The woman assaulted would not sign the petition,
but made no objection to a pardon being granted. The dis-
trict attorney, who personally appeared at the hearing, be-
lieved that the ends of public justice had been attained by
the term he had already served.

No. 42. Max R. Lazerus. Convicted of forgery, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, Dec. 12, 1911. Sentenced to the
State Prison for from three to five years. Transferred to
the Massachusetts Reformatory. Pardoned July 16, on the
ground that he had been sufficiently punished. The forgeries
were for small amounts and full restitution had been made.
Pie was studying dentistry when arrested, and his father,
whose name was forged, stood ready to furnish him means
for the completion of his education.

No. 43. Francis D. Miller. Convicted of assault with
attempt to rape, Second Eastern District Court, Worcester
County, Feb. 28, 1913. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Re-
formatory on an indeterminate sentence. Pardoned July 23,
upon the recommendation of a large number of prominent
citizens of Clinton and the justice who imposed the sentence,
the latter stating that if the facts which have come to his
attention since the trial and which have been confirmed had
been known at that time, a much lighter sentence would have
been imposed; and he believed that in view of the newly dis-
covered evidence the prisoner had been fully punished for
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the offence he had committed, that his best interest and high-
est good required his release at this time, and that the com-
munity would suffer no detriment in giving him his liberty.
Miller had no counsel, and no statement was made to the
court in his behalf. The girl involved was of questionable
character, and no assault was actually committed.

No. 44. Valentine Lester. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, February term,
1912. Sentenced to the house of correction for two and one-
half years. Pardoned July 30, upon the recommendation of
the district attorney, for the reason that the prisoner’s mother,
a woman seventy years of age, was suffering from a shock,
and in the opinion of the family physician could live but a
short time. He was released and sent to his home in Maine
to provide for his aged mother and assist her on a farm
which she owned.

No. 45. John K. Davidson. Convicted of forgery, Third
District Court of Bristol County, Jan. 8, 1913. Pardoned
July 30, upon the recommendation of the probation officer of
Bristol County, the mayor of Fall Elver and senators and
representatives from that city, also the cashier of the bank
which cashed the forged check, who believed that he had been
sufficiently punished and the ends of justice satisfied. He had
been drinking, and forged his father’s name to a check for
$l4. Immediate employment awaited him.

No. 46. Harry Smith. Convicted of conspiracy, Supe-
rior Court, Suffolk County, May 16, 1912. Sentenced to the
house of correction for three years. Pardoned July 30. The
prisoner had a wife and four minor children. The family
was in destitute circumstances and in great need of his finan-
cial assistance. He was devoted to his family and was a good
provider for them until imprisoned. He had always borne
an excellent reputation in the community in which he lived.
It was believed that the ends of justice had been adequately
served by his release at this time.
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JNo. 47. William H. Chamberlain. Convicted of man-
slaughter, Superior Court, Suffolk County, March 3, 1911.
Sentenced to the State Prison for from eight to ten years.
Pardoned July 30, upon the recommendation of the district
attorney and former Assistant District Attorney Michael J.
Dwyer, who believed that there was strong probability that
the prisoner was entirely innocent. Dr. Albert H. Tuttle
testified that from the nature of the wound the victim’s death
must have occurred from a fall rather than an assault with
a blunt instrument, as named in the indictment. Chamber-
lain was found, the next morning after the occurrence, in
the stable where he slept and where the assault took place,
and made no attempt to escape. He has always maintained
that he was entirely innocent.

No. 48. James J. O’Connor. Convicted of manslaughter,
Superior Court, Hampden County, Sept. 23, 1908. Sen-
tenced to the State Prison for from ten to twelve years.
Pardoned July 30, upon the recommendation of the mayor,
senators and representatives, board of aldermen, city solicitor,
city marshal and nearly all the city officials of Holyoke,
where the crime was committed, and also the district attorney,
who certified that “ the petitioner and his wife were appar-
ently both intoxicated. A quarrel arose and blows were
probably interchanged. The prisoner took a stick of firewood
from his arms and struck his wife, causing her death. There
was no evidence of premeditation and no evidence of any
ill-will prior to the assault.” Sobered by his act, O’Connor
did everything in his power for his wife’s assistance, and
brought a physician to attend her. She was sent to the hospi-
tal, where she died within a few hours. The police were
satisfied that he did not intend to kill his wife, but struck
her harder than he had any intention of doing. He had been
a hard-working man and had previously shown no vicious
tendencies, but was accustomed to drink heavily. Both he
and his wife had been drinking prior to the occurrence. No-
body opposed the pardon.

No. 49. John Watnwright. Convicted of murder, sec-
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ond degree, Superior Court, Worcester County, Jan. 15,
1906. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned
September 24, upon the recommendation of the district at-
torney, who said: “A good many considerations led me, after
much deliberation, to make the recommendation. Among
these considerations, I may name the following: the provo-
cation for the shooting; the previous good record of the
prisoner; the age of the prisoner and his conduct since his
sentence; the length of time which he has already served;
the fact that his wife (now divorced, and who was assaulted
at the time his daughter was killed) favors the pardon; the
fact that the pardon is favored by Matthew J. Whittall and
Alfred Thomas, who were his employers, and by the Rev.
Mr. Hague, all of whom have thoroughly investigated the
case and understand the local conditions, and in whose good
judgment I have confidence.” His former employer, Mr.
Whittall, was ready and anxious to give him immediate em-
ployment.

No. 50. John Sennett. Convicted of larceny, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, Eeb. 17, 1913. Sentenced to the
State Prison for from three to four years. Pardoned Sep-
tember 24, upon the recommendation of the district attorney
and many of the people who were connected with Sennett in
business. It appeared that the offences involved a mining
proposition, and the statement was made that the complain-
ants were willing and anxious to testify on behalf of Sennett
when the ease came before the court, but failed to do so.
He had always been found honest and trustworthy by his asso-
ciates in business, and it was believed that he was an inno-
cent man and should not be convicted. The district attorney,
after reading the testimony presented at a former hearing,
said: “I must say that I am impressed, and feel impelled
to state that it would seem that this man has already suffered
sufficiently for the offence committed, and in view of all that
has been said in his behalf I can see no objection to a pardon
being granted.” The pardon committee was convinced that
the money which Sennett was accused of stealing was not
diverted to his personal use, but went toward the development
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of the mines in which he was interested. Many of his for-
mer accusers were eager for his release, in order that he
might take hold of the mining concern, which showed signs of
promise, and which he was especially qualified to handle. A
number of the petitioners for pardon were the chief witnesses
against him at the time of trial.

No. 51. Abraham Shahood. Convicted of abduction,
Superior Court, Suffolk County, July term, 1913. Sen-
tenced to the house of correction July 17 for one year. Par-
doned October 1, upon the recommendation of the district
attorney. This man was indicted for the abduction of one
Debie Kadra, a female child under the age of sixteen years,
for the purpose of effecting a clandestine marriage with her.
Evidence had been submitted since the trial showing that they
were legally married in Utica, N. Y., but the mother of the
girl, not knowing this fact, had Shahood arrested and sen-
tenced. She afterward regretted her action and was anxious
that he should be pardoned to support his wife and unborn
child.

No. 52. Felix Guyette. Convicted of assault with a
loaded revolver and for carrying a weapon, Municipal Court,
Boston, Dec. 17, 1912; also Brockton Police Court. Decem-
ber, 1912, for assault and battery. Sentenced to the house of
correction for fifteen months in Suffolk County and two
months in Plymouth County. Pardoned October 22, upon
the recommendation of the district attorney for Suffolk
County, on the ground that it would appear that justice
would be subserved by his release. He had less than five
months more to serve and employment awaited him.

No. 53. Ambrose Williams. Convicted of assault to
ravish, Superior Court, Middlesex County, Feb. 20, 1875
Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned Novem-
ber 19. In view of the fact that Williams was committed
when he was nineteen years of age, and that he had served

thirty-eight years in prison, the Board of Parole recom-
mended that a pardon be granted, provided a home and em-
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ployment could be secured. It was arranged for him to
remove to New York City and be placed in charge of Mrs.
Maude Ballington Booth of the Volunteers of America. No
one opposed the pardon.

No. 54. Jacob Shanbeeg. Convicted of larceny, Supe-
rior Court, Worcester County, May 23, 1913. Sentenced to
the house of correction for eighteen months. Pardoned No-
vember 19, upon the recommendation of the district attorney,
who was confident that if the evidence which had since been
produced had been brought before him at the time of sen-
tence, it would have made a difference in the extent of it. He
was of the opinion that six months was a sufficient penalty
for the crime committed.

No. 55. William Phillips. Convicted of murder, sec-
ond degree, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Nov. 25, 1904.
Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned Novem-
ber 28. Phillips was a sailor on an American ship, on which
one of the crew was a powerful negro, who subjected the boy
to a treatment so revolting as to put anyone to shame. The
negro also intimidated him and beat him. Through fear of
this man Phillips struck him with a weapon and killed him.
He was only eighteen years old and a British subject. The
crime was really manslaughter, but, acting upon what he be-
lieved to be good advice, he pleaded guilty and was sentenced
for life to the State Prison without trial. He was released
with the understanding that he be taken to his home in the
Barbadoes by Miss Estabrook, an American missionary to the
Barbadoes, who had interested herself in the case. The Board
of Parole recommended the pardon on the ground that the
young man was without friends or relatives and because of
the assurance that he would be returned to his home.

.No. 56. Bosil Kaeos. Convicted of assault to commit
rape, Superior Court, Middlesex County, Feb. 1, 1912. Sen-
tenced to the State Prison for from five to seven years. Par-
doned November 26, upon the recommendation of the district
attorney, the probation officer and the ex-city marshal of



[Jan.PARDONS.22

Marlborough. Investigation showed that had this act been
committed some two or three weeks later it would have been
a case of fornication and would have been treated as other
cases of a similar nature, under which the defendant is often
put on probation.

No. 57. Patsy Mete. Convicted of assault, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, Sept. 28, 1910. Sentenced to from
six to ten years in the State Prison. Pardoned December
3, upon the recommendation of the party assaulted, who be-
lieved that the punishment already inflicted assured his re-
form. He was eighteen years of age, and his whole record,
prior to the commission of this crime, was that of an excep-
tionally good Italian boy. A good home and employment
awaited him in another State, where his parents lived.

No. 58. Antonio Eebkowitcz. Convicted of rape, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County, March 14, 1913. Sentenced to
from five to ten years in State Prison. Pardoned Dec. 3,
1913. There were grave doubts as to the guilt of the prisoner.
A careful investigation by the Board of Parole disclosed the
fact that there was a possible doubt as to the veracity of
the testimony of the girl who was responsible in a large
measure for the conviction of this young man. Because of
this fact, and his previous good character, the Board recom-
mended that a pardon be granted.

No. 59. Arthur W. Shaw. Convicted of larceny, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County, June 19, 1912. Sentenced to
State Prison for from three to five years. Pardoned Decem-
ber 3, upon the recommendation of the Governor of Maine
and many of the leading business men of that State, who had
known him personally for many years and who believed that
the ends of justice had been satisfied. Mr. Shaw was the
founder of the A. W. Shaw corporation and had built up a
very large business, which had been carried on for many
years. The capital of the company was too small for its
extended 02ierations, and it came into financial straits. In-
stead of calling together the creditors, and securing assist-
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ance from them, he yielded to a sudden impulse, took funds
belonging to the company and went away. There is little
doubt that he believed he had a legal right to take most if
not all this money. With the money so taken and some
money of his own which he drew from the savings bank, he
bought bonds and went to California, from whence he was
returned on extradition papers. The bonds were turned over
to the representatives of his creditors, and the loss from his
act was not large. In his desire to make restitution he turned
over all his possessions, including some bonds bought with
his own money, retaining nothing for himself or family.
The letters accompanying the petition for pardon included
more than fifty business concerns with which he had been
dealing for many years. The petition contained the names
of many of those who lost small sums in preferred stock by
the failure of the company. There was no opposition.

No. 60. William C. Beown. Convicted of murder, sec-
ond degree, Superior Court, Worcester County, January
term, 1907. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Par-
doned December 10. Brown was convicted of the murder
of his wife by shooting her at Clinton. It appeared that they
had lived together happily for many years. Both worked
in the mills, and they had a pleasant home. He was regarded
as a man of good habits, exemplary character, quiet and in-
offensive, a good neighbor and citizen in every way. Just
before the murder a man whom he knew came to him and
told him a story (absolutely without foundation) about his
wife’s unfaithfulness to him, giving details which seemed to
him convincing. He began drinking and continued it for
several days. During that time he bought a pistol. He
planned to go away, but after starting, again returned to
Clinton. At a second interview with the slanderer of his
wife additional particulars were given him. He was under
the influence of drink at the time, and became so wrought up
that he went to the mill and into the room where she was
working, found her at her loom and shot her, killing her
instantly. He then turned the pistol on himself, but it failed
to work, and he drew a knife and attempted to cut his throat,
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but did not inflict a serious wound. All the circumstances in-
dicated that he was to some extent beside himself as a result
of the false stories told him, and was also partly irrespon-
sible through drink. The court had no discretion in the mat-
ter of sentence, as the punishment for murder in the second
degree is absolutely fixed by law. Dor some years before he
went to prison he suffered from a progressive disease of the
eyes, and would eventually become wholly blind. He had a
brother in a southern State, a man of good standing and
some means, who was ready to provide for him, and to whom
he went. The chief of police, one of the selectmen of Clinton,
a clergyman who was then a resident of the town and familiar
with the case, and other prominent citizens testified in favor
of a pardon. The district attorney stated that “it is largely
a matter of policy as to how long, in view of the example
to others, a prisoner who is serving a life sentence for killing,
which was done under some provocation and without any
previous criminal record, ought to serve before being par-
doned.”

No. 61. Feed Beckee. Convicted of vagrancy, Police
Court, Marlborough, Aug. 26, 1913. Pardoned upon the
recommendation of the justice who imposed the sentence, and
the Board of Parole. Becker had a good home in New York.
He ran away from home with another boy, with the expecta?
tion of finding better employment in Massachusetts. If he
had given the judge his proper address and the name of his
parents his case would have been placed on probation, but not
complying with the request of the judge, or indicating in any
way where he lived, it was thought best that he be sent to the
reformatory. The father was anxious to take charge of his
boy, and took him to his home in New York.

No. 62. Chaeles Neal. Convicted of larceny, Superior
Court, Suffolk County, August term, 1913. Sentenced to the
house of correction for two years. Pardoned December 24,
upon the recommendation of the district attorney, who be-
lieved that this prisoner was drawn into the affair for which
he was arrested without realizing the true facts in the case.
He had an aged father and mother to support, and immediate
employment awaited him.
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No. 63. Edward Brooks. Convicted of larceny, Supe-
rior Court, Suffolk County, June term, 1911. Sentenced to
the house of correction for four years. Pardoned Decem-
ber 24, upon the recommendation of the secretary of the
Y. M. C. A., who believed that the two-year term of service
and exemplary conduct during his imprisonment justified his
release. The crime consisted in stealing articles from the
lockers in the rooms of the Y. M. C. A. in Boston.

No. 64. Robert E. Davie. Convicted of larceny, Supe-
rior Court, Suffolk County, Nov. 8, 1911. Sentenced to five
years in the house of correction. Pardoned December 24,
upon the recommendation of Rev. A. Z. Conrad, Rev. James
Todd, D.D., Messrs. Walter Ballantyne, Emery B. Gibbs,
Ernest E. Smith and many other prominent citizens of
Boston, and also a number of the parties whom he had de-
frauded, who believed that every demand of justice had been
met and that he should be pardoned and permitted to start
life anew. They believed that the extenuating circumstances
of his youth and the utter absence of every malicious element
in his speculations were worthy of consideration, and that
further incarceration would he to his permanent injury in
every respect and no advantage would accrue to the commu-
nity therefrom.

No. 65. Arthur E. McManus. Convicted of larceny,
Superior Court, Suffolk County, Oct. 28, 1912. Sentenced
to two years in the house of correction. Pardoned Decem-
ber 31, on the ground that he had been sufficiently punished.
The defendant was the sole support of his wife and child.
His wife was sick and unable to work, and the child was also
sick, necessitating an immediate operation. He was a good,
steady worker and had always supported his family to the
best of his ability. The larceny was of one pockefbook con-
taining 73 cents.

No. 66. John L. McLeod. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Jan. 14, 1913.
Sentenced to the house of correction for two years. Pardoned
December 31, upon the recommendation of the district attor-
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ney and prominent citizens who knew the circumstances of
the case, who believed that he was thoroughly repentant for
his wrongdoing and sincere in his determination to live an up-
right life, and that the law had accomplished all that was
within its power. Immediate employment awaited him.

No. 67. Jose Coreea de Mello. Convicted of,murder,
second degree, Superior Court, Bristol County, Jan. 8, 1894.
Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned Decem-
ber 31, upon the recommendation of, the Board of Parole,
which had carefully investigated the case. Arrangements
were made for his return to his birthplace, the Azores, with
the understanding that he was never to come back to the
United States. He had been an inmate of the State Farm
as an insane patient during the past twelve years. The Portu-
guese consul concurred in the recommendation for pardon
and friends stood ready to pay his passage.

No. 68. John E. Wextzel. Convicted of larceny, Supe-
rior Court, Suffolk County, Nov. 13, 1912. Sentenced to the
house of correction for two years. The crime consisted in
driving off with an automobile which was standing in the
street where the owner had left it. Wentzel was immediately
apprehended. Pardoned December 31. It was believed that
he had been sufficiently punished for the crime committed.

No. 69. George E. Hunt. Convicted of attempt at brib-
ery, Superior Court, Worcester County. Sentenced May 23,
1913, to six months’ imprisonment and to pay a fine of $lOO.
Through his counsel Hunt filed a motion for a stay of execu-
tion of sentence pending the finding of the Supreme Judicial
Court, on certain law questions. On the 26th day of No-
vember a rescript was received and filed, namely, “ Excep-
tions overruled.” Sentence was suspended until Jan. 19,
1914. Pardoned December 31, upon condition that he pay
the amount of $lOO. The pardon was recommended by an
ex-mayor, ex-chief of police, the chief of detectives, deputy
sheriff, probation officer, city treasurer, chairman of the
board of assessors and many other leading citizens of Worces-
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ter, who believed that Hunt was innocent of the charge made
against him and that the penalty imposed was absolutely
cruel. The foreman of the jury appeared at the hearing
and stated that he had always believed Hunt innocent of the
crime charged, but that he had felt obliged to vote for a
verdict of guilty in deference to the other eleven members of
the jury.




