
SENATE No. 2

(Æommcmtuealtl) o f iîTasoocIjuoetts.

Executive Department, Boston, Jan. 7, 1895. 

To the Honorable Senate and House o f Representatives.

I have the honor herewith to present, in compliance with 
chapter 50 of the Resolves of 1860, a report of the forty- 
eight pardons issued by the Governor and Council during 
the year of my administration just closed.

Of the number thus released nine were in the State Prison, 
nineteen in houses of correction, eighteen in the Massachu
setts Reformatory, and one each in the Reformatory Prison 
for Women in Sherborn, and House of Industry on Deer 
Island. Sickness was the controlling reason for the dis
charge of eight, three of whom have since died.

FREDERIC T. GREENHALGE.

No. 1. Thomas McD onald. Convicted of breaking and 
entering. Superior Court, Suifolk County, September Term,
1892. Sentenced to the House of Correction for two years. 
Pardoned Jan. 25, 1894. McDonald was suffering from 
pulmonary consumption with little prospect of recovery.

No. 2. Joseph McSwiggin. Convicted o f rape, Supe
rior Court, Essex County, Oct. 26, 1891. Sentenced to ten
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years in the State Prison. Pardoned Feb. 1, 1894. The 
district attorney who prosecuted the case, was satisfied, after 
having had the case carefully investigated by a member of 
the district police, that McSwiggin was guilty of a crime far 
less serious than that of which he was convicted, and he 
believed the ends of justice had been answered by the 
imprisonment already served. The evidence was conclusive 
that the complainant, upon whose testimony the prisoner was 
convicted, was a woman of notoriously unchaste character, 
addicted to drunkenness, and an untruthful witness.

No. 3. George W illiam Graham. Convicted o f adul
tery, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Aug. 13, 1892.. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for two years. Pardoned 
Feb. 8, 1894. Graham was seriously ill with pulmonary 
consumption, with little hope of recovery.

No. 4. Mart Plunket. Convicted of drunkenness, 
Police Court, Springfield, Aug. 13, 1892. Sentenced to the 
Reformatory Prison for Women for two years. Transferred 
to the Worcester Insane Hospital Oct. 15, 1892. Pardoned 
Feb. 15, 1894, for removal to the city insane asylum at 
Springfield, her case having been declared by Dr. Quinby, 
superintendent of the Worcester Hospital, as chronic, and 
not likely to improve further from hospital treatment.

No. 5. W illiam F. Collins, alias K elly. Convicted 
of larceny, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Nov. 13, 1893. 
Sentenced to the House of Correction for one year. Par
doned Feb. 19, 1894. Collins was suffering from valvular 
disease of the heart, and acute phthisis. He lived less than 
twenty-four hours after his release.

No. 6. W illiam Murphy. Convicted of stubbornness, 
First Eastern District Court, Middlesex County, Nov. 18,
1893. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory, on an 
indeterminate sentence. Pardoned Feb. 27, 1894, upon the 
recommendation of the Commissioners of Prisons. Murphy 
was seriously ill with consumption, with little hope o f recov
ery. He died April 26, 1894.
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No. 7. Nathaniel alias Nathan H. Lee . Convicted of 
adultery, Superior Court, Essex County, May 17, 1893. 
Sentenced to the House of Correction for 18 months. 
Pardoned February 27, 1894, upon the recommendation of 
the county commissioners, city marshal and probation officer 
of Lawrence and district attorney Moody, the prosecuting 
officer, on the ground that if all the facts of the case had been 
known at the time of trial, the sentence would undoubtedly 
have been materially less. The prisoner had no counsel at 
the trial, and facts that would have affected the sentence were 
not brought to the attention of the court for that reason.

No. 8. Eddie W ood alias Edmund D ubois. Convicted 
of larceny, Central District Court, Worcester County, 
October 11,1893. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reform
atory on an indeterminate sentence. Pardoned March 2,
1894. The prisoner was fatally ill with acute general tuber
culosis. He died at 10 o’clock the same night.

No. 9. Thomas Howley. Convicted o f drunkenness. 
Police Court, Lee, November 14, 1893. Sentenced to 1 
year in the House o f Correction. Pardoned March 8, 1894, 
upon the recommendation of the county commissioners and 
probation officer of Berkshire County on the ground of exces
sive sentence. He had never before been arrested, and every 
one acquainted with the circumstances o f the case considered 
it a most unreasonable sentence, a small fine or a term not 
exceeding three months being the usual sentence for a first 
offence.

No. 10. Thomas R. W atson, Jr. Convicted of stub
bornness, Municipal Court, Boston, October 14, 1893. Sen
tenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indetermi
nate sentence. Pardoned March 15, 1894, upon the recom
mendation of the Commissioners of Prisons. As he had a 
good home to go to, it was thought that the punishment he 
had received was sufficient.

No. 11. Samuel G. Nichols. Convicted of perjury, 
Superior Court, Plymouth County, June 4, 1892. Sen
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tenced to the State Prison for four years and eight months. 
Pardoned March 15, 1894. The justice who imposed the 
sentence and the district attorney who prosecuted the case 
both recommended a pardon. His crime consisted of false 
swearing in a case against his wife, who was charged with 
a violation of the liquor laws. By it the rights of no indi
vidual were in any way impaired. About that time the crime 
of perjury in the courts o f Bristol County had become fla
grant, and it was felt that some firm stand should be taken 
in order to stop it. It was the opinion of the pardon com
mittee that he had been sufficiently punished, and that the 
granting of the pardon would be no detriment to justice.

No. 12. Thomas J. McManmis. Convicted of stubborn
ness, First Eastern District Court, Middlesex County, July 
24, 1893. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on 
an indeterminate sentence. Pardoned March 16, 1894, upon 
the recommendation of the justice who imposed the sentence, 
the chief of police and selectmen of Wakefield and the com
missioners of prisons. The prisoner appeared to have been 
sentenced under a misapprehension, and should have been 
placed on probation.

No. 13. Hans A. Ebickson. Convicted of breaking: and 
entering, Police Court, Lynn, Nov. 22, 1892. Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned March 30, 1894. It appeared that Erick
son, who was but 15 years of age, was tried when the 
probation officer was absent from the court, and his case was 
not investigated by that officer. It is probable if such an 
investigation had been made at the time of his trial he would 
have been placed on probation. The pardon was recom
mended by the judge who sentenced him, the city marshal 
of Lynn and the commissioners of prisons.

No. 14. Emma A. Blackmek. Convicted of assault, 
Superior Court, Franklin County, Nov. 20, 1893. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for 9 months. Pardoned 
April 12, 1894, upon the recommendation o f the District 
Attorney who prosecuted the case, on the ground of hu
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manity. The prisoner had a child 5 years old, who was 
suffering from an incurable disease and needed a mother’s 
care.

No. 15. Joseph Platt. Convicted of highway robbery, 
Superior Court, Middlesex County, Oct. 26, 1891. Sen
tenced to State Prison for six years. Pardoned April 26, 
1894, on the ground that the offence was less serious than 
was originally supposed. The district attorney certified that 
had all the facts regarding the case been known at the time 
of trial he would undoubtedly have received a sentence no 
longer than the one he had already served.

No. 16. Frank Claek. Convicted of breaking and enter
ing, Superior Court, Norfolk County, Dec. 14, 1892. Sen
tenced to the State Prison for three years. Pardoned May 
3, 1894, upon the recommendation of Judge Richardson, 
who imposed the sentence. It appeared that the offence was 
of a less serious character than was represented at the trial, 
and that he would not have received a longer sentence than 
the time which he had been imprisoned if all the facts had 
been presented to the court.

No. 17. James Paterson. Convicted of bigamy, Supe
rior Court, Middlesex County, Nov. 1, 1892. Sentenced to 
the House of Correction for two and a half years. Pardoned 
May 10, 1894, upon the recommendation of the chiefs of 
police of Everett and Malden and the probation officer of 
First Middlesex District Court. The petitioners were confi
dent that Paterson was not guilty of intention to commit 
crime. He supposed that his first wife had married again, 
and that that released him from previous obligations to her, 
and gave him the right to marry again. The pardon com
mittee were unanimously of the opinion that he had been 
sufficiently punished.

No. 18. Patrick K errigan. Convicted of drunken
ness, Central District Court, Worcester County, March 21, 
1894. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an 
indeterminate sentence. Pardoned May 11, 1894. The
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arresting officer testified in court that Kerrigan was idle and 
vicious and would not work and that he had been arrested 
before. It appeared that he was mistaken, the prisoner had 
always been industrious and had never before been arrested. 
A  young man of the same name who had been arrested be
fore was an entirely different person. The officer acknowl
edged his mistake. The judge who imposed the sentence, 
the probation officer, the commissioners of prisons and Ker
rigan’s employers all recommended a pardon.

No. 19. W illiam Smith. Convicted of breaking and 
entering, Somerville Police Court, March 6, 1894. Sen
tenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate 
sentence. Pardoned May 24, 1894, upon the recommenda
tion of the mayor and other prominent citizens of Somerville 
and the prison commissioners. I f the case had been prop
erly presented at the trial Smith would undoubtedly have 
been placed on probation as the offence was a trivial one.

No. 20. Ullie L ewis. Convicted of fornication, Mu
nicipal Court, Boston, May 14, 1894. Sentenced to pay a 
fine of $20. Pardoned May 24, 1894. It was represented 
at the trial that she was 19 years of age, but it was subse
quently ascertained that she was but 15 years of age and 
should have been sent to the State Industrial School in Lan
caster instead of the House of Industry on Deer Island among 
hardened criminals. The Chief Justice of the Municipal 
Court and Miss Todd, assistant probation officer, recom
mended a pardon for the purpose of committing her to the 
Industrial School.

No. 21. Emory E. L ane. Convicted of subornation of 
perjury, Superior Court, Norfolk County, Dec. 8, 1892. 
Sentenced to the House of Correction for two years. Par
doned May 26, 1894, upon the recommendation of the 
selectmen and many leading citizens of Stoughton, where the 
prisoner resided, and the district attorney who prosecuted 
the case. The crime was committed to serve a supposed 
friend. The real offender was acquitted notwithstanding the 
subornation was unsuccessful. It was the opinion o f the
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pardon committee that he had served a sufficient sentence 
for the crime committed.

No. 22. Richard Flannigan, Jr. Convicted of drunk
enness, Second Eastern District Court, Middlesex County, 
October 5, 1893. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reforma
tory on an indeterminate sentence. Pardoned June 1, 1894, 
upon the recommendation of the mayor, chief of police, in
spector of police, probation officer and other leading citizens 
of Waltham. Flannigan had never before been placed in 
confinement for any violation of the law. It was believed 
that he had been sufficiently punished and that the granting 
of a pardon would encourage him to abandon the use of in
toxicating liquors.

No. 23. Benjamin Marsh. Convicted of drunkenness, 
Municipal Court, Boston, March 15, 1894. Sentenced to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned June 16, 1894, upon the recommendation 
of the Prison Commissioners. He had never before been 
arrested for any offence. He had a wife and two small chil
dren who were dependent upon him for support. It was 
thought that a pardon would tend to encourage him to lead 
a sober life.

No. 24. Josephine Brown. Convicted of polygamy, 
Superior Court, Suffolk County, September 7, 1893. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for 18 months. Pardoned 
June 21, 1894. She was in the last stage of pulmonary 
consumption, with no hope of recovery.

No. 25. George W alker. Convicted of robbery, Supe
rior Court, Suffolk County, May Term, 1892. Sentenced 
to the House of Correction for four years. Pardoned June 
21, 1894, upon the recommendation of the district attorney. 
Walker had never before been arrested for any offence. 
The crime for which he was serving sentence was com
mitted when he was intoxicated and was not of a serious 
nature. He had a good home to go to, and the pardon 
committee were of the opinion that he would profit by the 
punishment he had received, and that it had been sufficient.
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No. 26. John P. Jackson. Convicted of embezzlement, 
Superior Court, Middlesex County, Nov. 15, 1893. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for two years. Pardoned 
June 29, 1894. The prisoner was seriously ill and failing 
rapidly. Dr. Utley, the prison physician, was of the opinion 
that there was little hope of his recovery unless released. 
As this was his first offence, he was thought to be a proper 
subject for executive clemency.

No. 27. Maud D enney. Convicted of forgery and 
uttering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, October Term, 
1893. Sentenced to the House of Correction for two years. 
Pardoned July 19, 1894, upon the recommendation of the 
complainant and the district attorney. She pleaded guilty to 
the charge of forgery under a misapprehension, evidently 
supposing she was doing simply what was necessary to ad
just a civil claim. The pardon committee were of the opinion 
that she had been sufficiently punished for any crime she may 
have committed in connection with the matter.

No. 28. Scott Lanning. Convicted of assault to rob, 
Superior Court, Worcester County, Aug. 22, 1893. Sen
tenced to the State Prison for three years. Pardoned July 
26, 1894, upon the ground of innocence. The district attor
ney certified that it was not clear in his mind that Lanning 
was the man who committed the offence. It was established 
beyond a doubt in the minds of the pardon committee that 
he was forty miles away from the town where the crime was 
committed, and a reputable witness testified that it was an 
impossibility for him to have committed the assault.

No. 29. Charles A. Barney. Convicted of embez
zlement, Superior Court, Suffolk County, March 30, 1892. 
Sentenced to the State Prison for three years. Pardoned 
July 26, 1894, upon the recommendation of the complain
ants and many o f the leading citizens of Somerville. Bar
ney became involved in a questionable transaction in connec
tion with the order of the Fraternal Circle. Restitution was 
made. His previous character had been o f the best. The 
pardon committee were of the opinion, more than half the
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sentence having been served, that the ends of justice had 
been answered.

No. 30. George Colbt. Convicted of drunkenness, 
Western District Court, Hampden County, Feb. 16, 1894. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeter
minate sentence. Pardoned July 27, 1894, upon the recom
mendation of the justice who imposed the sentence, and the 
selectmen, town clerk and police officers of Westfield, the 
home of Colby. He had a family who were in destitute 
circumstances; immediate employment awaited him. His 
friends were satisfied that he had thoroughly reformed and 
would hereafter lead a temperate life.

No. 31. A lexander Johnston. Convicted of assault, 
Third District Court, Bristol County, March 3, 1894. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for one year. Pardoned 
August 15, 1894. The assault was of a less serious nature 
than was supposed at the trial, and consequently the justice 
who imposed the sentence recommended some abatement of 
it. He was released when his sentence had half expired.

No. 32. Caroline LaThomas. Convicted of adultery, 
Superior Court, Worcester County, Oct. 19, 1893. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for one year. Pardoned 
Aug. 16, 1894, upon the recommendation of the District 
Attorney, who certified that “  the prisoner had a young 
child; her husband, a respectable man, very much desired 
to take her and establish a new home in Canada.” In view 
of these circumstances, and as but thirty days remained of 
her sentence, a pardon was granted.

No. 33. Edward Lannigan. Convicted of breaking 
and entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, June Term, 
1892. Sentenced to the House of Correction for three 
years. Pardoned Sept. 6, 1894. It was proven conclu
sively that Lannigan did not enter the house for the purpose 
of stealing, but by mistake or through a disordered mind. 
He was considered irresponsible by reason of a kick in the
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head from a horse. The District Attorney recommended 
his pardon.

No. 34. Robert Clark. Convicted of larceny. Munic
ipal Court, Boston, Dec. 19, 1893. Sentenced to the 
House of Correction for one year. Pardoned Sept. 13, 
1894. The Justice who imposed the sentence, after a very 
careful investigation, recommended that a pardon be granted. 
The offence was a very slight one. The pardon committee 
were of the opinion that the object of imprisonment had 
been accomplished.

No. 35. George Roundtree. Convicted o f drunken
ness, First District Court, Bristol County, August 21,1894. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeter
minate sentence. Pardoned September 21, 1894, upon the 
recommendation of Judge Hall, who certified that he “  sen
tenced Roundtree under a misapprehension of the true facts 
concerning him. Had I known what I now do I should not 
have imposed the sentence I did.”

No. 36. W illiam F. Murdock. Convicted of obstructing a 
railroad, Superior Court, Essex County, October Term, 1890. 
Sentenced to nine years in the State Prison. Removed to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory December, 1891. Pardoned 
October 4, 1894. Murdock’s crime consisted in placing a 
slight obstruction on the track of the Boston & Maine Rail
road and then signalling the train, hoping thereby to receive 
a reward from the company. No person was injured by his 
act, neither was there any loss of property. It was simply 
the indiscretion of a boy but 17 years old. His four years 
imprisonment was considered ample for the crime committed. 
The pardon was recommended by prominent officers of the 
Boston & Maine Railroad and many leading citizens of Mal
den, where the offence was committed.

No. 37. John A. Rice. Convicted of uttering' a forged 
instrument, Superior Court, Worcester County, May 28, 
1894. Sentenced to the House of Correction for six months. 
Pardoned October 11, 1894, upon the recommendation o f
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the District Attorney who prosecuted the case. The prisoner 
was an old man 70 years o f age. The person whose name 
was forged signed the petition; he lost nothing by the 
forgery. The prisoner’s wife was in a condition bordering 
upon insanity owing to his imprisonment. It was hoped 
that the effect of a pardon upon his wife’s mind might prove 
of advantage to her; but six weeks remained o f the sen
tence.

No. 38. Joseph Bebo. Convicted of receiving stolen 
goods, Central District Court, Worcester County, Dec. 15, 
1891. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an 
indeterminate sentence. Pardoned Oct. 11, 1894. The 
Commissioners o f Prisons recommended that the prisoner, 
who was but 16 years of age when arrested, should be released, 
as his parents had recently removed to New York and could 
give him a home there away from his former associates. It 
was thought the punishment he had received was sufficient.

No. 39. Sabo Chivaro. Convicted of murder, second 
degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Suffolk County, Dec. 15, 
1879. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned Oct. 
11, 1894. Chivaro, who was but 16 years o f age when 
arrested, was unable to speak our language, and through an 
interpreter was advised to plead guilty although he was 
simply an accessory and had no connection with the murder 
except to watch outside while his companions were commit
ting robbery as he supposed. If he had not pleaded guilty as 
advised, and had stood trial, he would undoubtedly have 
received a lighter sentence than he has already served. It 
was proven conclusively that he was used as a tool by others 
who were more guilty than he, but who received the same 
sentence. Chivaro had been a very exemplary prisoner.

No. 40. Solomon Buitekan. Convicted of embezzle
ment, Superior Court, Suffolk County, May term, 1894. 
Sentenced to one year in the House of Correction. Par
doned October 25, 1894, upon the recommendation of the 
district attorney and probation officer upon the ground that
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he had been sufficiently punished for the offence committed. 
It appeared that he borrowed money for a small amount 
upon jewelry not his own, expecting to pay the loan and 
redeem and return the jewelry to its owner. Not being 
able to do so, he was arrested and sentenced, notwithstand
ing restitution was made previous to sentence.

No. 41. Henry J. Gunn. Convicted of murder, second 
degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Plymouth County, May 20, 
1880. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned Oct. 
26, 1894. After a long and careful investigation, extend
ing over a period o f nearly six months, the Council recom
mended a pardon for the following reasons: Gunn 
voluntarily surrendered himself to the officers of the law, 
confessing the crime. There were many extenuating cir
cumstances surrounding the case. The crime was com
mitted under great provocation, and there was no evidence 
that it was premeditated. Neither before nor since the act 
had he been known as a quarrelsome or vindictive person or 
inclined to commit any injury upon or against any one. 
His prison record was of the best. The court had no dis
cretion in the matter of sentence. Friends stood ready to 
give him immediate employment. The Council were satis
fied that the object of imprisonment had been accomplished, 
that no public interest would suffer, and that good order and 
discipline in the prison would be promoted by his release.

No. 42. Patrick T. Moynihan. Convicted of being 
idle and disorderly, First District Court, Bristol County, 
Aug. 18, 1894. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reforma
tory on an indeterminate sentence. Pardoned Nov. 2, 1894, 
upon the recommendation of Judge Hall, who imposed the 
sentence, and who certified that had he known the full facts 
connected with the case at the time of trial he would not 
have sentenced him. The Prison Commissioners concurred 
in this recommendation.

No. 43. Malachi L ally. Convicted of robbery, Supe
rior Court, Suffolk County, November Term, 1892. Sen
tenced to the House of Correction for three years. Pardoned
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November 15, 1894. Lally was in an advanced stage of 
consumption, with little hope of recovery.

No. 44. James Lucy. Convicted o f drunkenness, Police 
Court, Newburyport, Sept. 18, 1894. Sentenced to the 
Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned Nov. 15, 1894, upon the recommendation of the 
Commissioners of Prisons and the city marshal and proba
tion officer of Newburyport. Lucy had never before been 
arrested, and had been using liquor but a short time. He 
had always worked in a mill; where he could again be 
employed. It was believed that he had been sufficiently 
punished for the offence committed.

No. 45. Charles Staniford Christian. Convicted of 
malpractice, Superior Court, Middlesex County, Dec. 3, 
1889. Sentenced to thirteen years in the State Prison. Par 
doned Nov. 15, 1894, upon the recommendation of many of 
the leading citizens of Cambridge, where the crime was com
mitted, and who were conversant with the peculiar circum
stances .of the case. Christian was made a principal in the 
commission of the offence, although really an accessory. He 
was the least guilty of all concerned, and has alone suffered 
therefor, the principals having escaped. His reputation had 
always been above reproach. This is the only offence of any 
kind that has ever been charged against him. His conduct 
during imprisonment has been of the best. The officers who 
obtained the evidence against him at the trial believe that 
the ends of justice have been served. The Council were of 
the opinion that in view of the extent of his connection with 
the crime committed he had been sufficiently punished.

No. 46. John R. Shay. Convicted of stubbornness, 
Municipal Court, Roxbury, April 3, 1894. Sentenced to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned November 6, 1894, upon the recommendation of 
the justice who imposed the sentence, who certified that this 
was Shay’s first offence, that he had a good home, and that, 
if the Statutes permitted, he would not have sentenced him 
to the Reformatory for a longer term than six months.
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No. 47. Chas. G. Schubert. Convicted of vagrancy, 
Central District Court, Worcester County, July 9, 1894. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeter
minate sentence. Pardoned December 27, 1894, upon the 
recommendation of the Commissioners of Prisons. Schubert 
was not a professional vagrant, but the son of rich parents 
residing in Germany. He was driven to beg by actual hun
ger. When arrested he declined to give any account of him
self, and consequently was sentenced.

No. 48. John Doherty. Convicted of breaking and 
entering and larceny, Superior Court, Norfolk County, 
December 18, 1894. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Refor
matory on an indeterminate sentence. Pardoned January 2, 
1895, upon the recommendation of the District Attorney 
who prosecuted the case, who certified that he was satisfied 
that the prisoner was innocent of the crime for which he was 
sentenced. Doherty was undefended by counsel, so the facts 
that tend to establish his innocence of the offence were not 
brought out at all.


