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SENATE No. 3

To the Honorable Senate and Hr'use of Representatives.
I have the honor to herewith present, in compliance with

chapter 50 of the Resolves of 1860, a report of the seven
pardons issued by the Governor, with the advice of the Coun-
cil, during the year of my administration just closed.

Of the number thus released, four were in the State Prison
and three in houses of correction. Fatal illness was the rea-
son for the discharge of one.

Executive Department
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Pardons granted in 1919.
No. 1. Daniel B. Shaugnhessy, Jr. Convicted of lar-

ceny, Superior Court, Middlesex County, March 21, 1918.
Sentenced to the house of correction for two years. Par-
doned January 15, on parole conditions. The larceny was
committed under circumstances which excited much sym-
pathy for the weak act of the applicant in taking money. A
very dear relative of his wT as short in his accounts and he
personally took the money for the purpose of making restitu-
tion and saving the relative from disgrace. For a long period
of time he struggled to replace the money, but failed to

above stated. The Advisory
district attornev recommended

complete the restitution, a:
Board of Pardons and the
that the pardon be granted.

No. 2. Earle A. Brown. Convicted of manslaughter,

Superior Court, Bristol County, June 22, 1917. Sentenced
to from eight to ten years in State Prison. Pardoned April 2,
on parole conditions, upon the recommendation of the district

of police of New Bedford, the
tol County and the probation
reported as follows: “I always
ly repentant for his part in the

attorney, the chief inspector
district police officer in Bri
officer. The district attorney
believed Brown was absolute
matter. Everybody connected with the prosecution felt that

others than anything else in the
unhesitatingly recommend that
iering the term already served,
prison and his good reputation

he was more of a tool of the
commission of the crime. I
Brown be pardoned. Consi
his good behavior while in
previous to his arrest, it is believed that he will never again
become a menace to the community.” Relying strongly on
the recommendation of the district attorney and the officers
connected with the prosecution, the Council believed that he
should be released on parole conditions.

No. 3. George E. Lyman. Convicted of breaking and
entering and larceny, Superior Court, Hampden County, and
sentenced May 13, 1918, to from two and one-half to three
vears in the State Prison. Pardoned July 16, on parole con-
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ditions, on the recommendation of the district attorney and
the Advisory Board of Pardons. The prisoner had a wife
and four small children, the youngest a baby eight months
of age. Considering the term already served by the appli-
cant and the long interval of time in which he has conducted
himself with propriety, the Board believed that if executive
clemency were extended to him he would be a law-abiding
citizen in the future.

No. 4. Joseph I). Beaudry. Convicted of incest, Su-
perior Court, Suffolk County. Committed December 10,1918,
to the State Prison for from two and one-half to four years.
Pardoned Nov. 26, 1919. Beaudry and his brother’s daughter
occupied a room in Boston jointly for two nights. Beaudry
claimed he only hired one room to save expense, and both
denied any improper relations. The girl did not have a very
good character. The Pardon Board felt that had the court
known the character of the woman, and had Beaudry been
able to present all the facts in the case, a much lighter sen-
tence would have been given. A pardon on parole conditions
was recommended by the Board of Parole and was granted
on November 26, so he could enjoy his freedom on Thanks-
giving Day.

No. 5. Jacob Phillips. Convicted as an accessory to the
crime of arson, Superior Court, Suffolk County. Sentenced
May 28, 1917, to from three to five years in the State Prison.
Pardoned Nov. 26, 1919. Phillips was eligible for release on
Nov. 28, 1919, and the Board of Parole had voted to release
him then, but was unable under the law to cut his time down
so as to let him out for Thanksgiving Day. He was par-
doned on parole conditions in order that he might enjoy his
freedom on that day.

No. (i. Samuel C. Harris. Convicted of conspiracy,
Superior Court, Middlesex County. Sentenced April 17,
1919, to two and one-half years in the East Cambridge house
of correction. Pardoned Dec. 3, 1919, on parole conditions.
1his was not a case calling lor the exercise of clemency save
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in so far as the prisoner’s physical condition was concerned.
Harris was pronounced by numerous physicians to be suffer-
ing from an incurable progressive disease, and in its last
stages. When sentenced, the judge stated that should this
disease progress so that it was bound to be fatal he would
feel that clemency might be shown him on this ground. It
was felt that in his present condition it would be almost
inhuman to longer confine him, and he was liberated that he
might finish his days at home.

No. 7. Abraham Segal. Convicted of conspiracy to
teal, Superior Court, Suffolk County. Sentenced June 10

1919, to a term of two and
correction at Deer Island,
recommendation of the Advi:

one-half years in the house of
Pardoned Dec. 10, 1919, upon
lory Board of Pardons and with

the sanction of the district attorney. The evidence against
Segal was not very damaging and his sentence was consid-
ered unusually severe. Restitution had been made before
there were any legal proceedings against Segal, and he had
previously borne a good reputation. It was felt that these
facts furnished grounds for the proper exercise of clemency
at this time.


