
SENATE No. 7.

Executive Department,
Boston, Jan. 12, 1886.

To the 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
pardons issued by the Governor by and with the advice
of the Executive Council, during the year of my adminis-
tration just closed. The number of convicts thus released
is twenty-eight, of whom nine were in the State Prison,
sixteen in Houses of Correction, two in the Massachusetts
Reformatory, and one in the Bristol County Jail. Dan-
gerous illness was the controlling reason for the discharge
of eight, five of whom have died.

GEO. D. ROBINSON, Governor.

(Hommoutocaltl) of JHassacljusctts.
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In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Eighty-six.

LIST OF PARDONS
Granted by the Governor and Council during the Year

ending December 31, 1885.

No. 1. George Sherman Rice alias Sherman G.
Rice. Convicted of burning a barn, Superior Court,
Worcester County, January Term, 1883. Sentenced to
three and one-half years in House of Correction. Pardon
granted Feb. 25, 1885, upon the petition of the town
officers and many of the leading citizens of Boylston,
where the crime was committed, and upon the recommen-
dation of the District Attorney. Rev. H. S. Kimball of
Dayville, Conn., appeared for the petitioners, and prom-
ised to take the young man into his own family and care
for him, and assist him in obtaining employment. This
was the prisoner’s first offence. He was only 17 years of
age when convicted, and was intoxicated at time of com-
mission of the offence. The building burned was an old
unoccupied barn, and worth not more than $40.00. The
sentence seemed disproportionate in length to the char-
acter of the offence.

Nos. 2 and 3. John O’Brien and Charles J. King.

Convicted of adultery, Superior Court, Essex County,
Feb. 15, 1884. Sentenced to House of Correction for
two years. Pardoned March 9, 1885, on the ground

CommontDealtl) of iflassadjusctte.



31886.] SENATE —No. 7.

that the ends of justice appeared to have been served by
the punishment already inflicted, and of their exemplary
conduct while in prison, and good character prior thereto,
and of the evident good which, was the opinion of the
Pardon Committee, would result to the prisoners them-
selves and their families from a x-elcase from imprison-
ment.

No. 4. John Hughes. Convicted of robbery, Supe-
rior Court, Worcester County, Jan. 28, 1878. Sentenced
to State Prison for ten years. Pardoned March 18, 1885,
as an act of executive clemency, believing that the ends
of justice had already been fully met, and in view of the
recommendations of Judge Staples, the District Attorney
and all parties interested. Further it appeared that
Hughes was intoxicated at time of commission of the
crime, that he had never before violated the laws, that his
behavior in prison had been excellent, and there was much
evidence that he was deeply penitent and ready to live an
honorable life.

No. 5. Thomas Jenne. Convicted of adultery, Supe-
rior Court, Berkshire County, July 17, 1884. Sentenced
to House of Correction for one year. Pardoned April 22,
1885. The pardon was granted upon the recommenda-
tion of a large number of influential citizens of Berkshire
County, who were acquainted with the circumstances of
the case, and the District Attorney, and on account of the
previous good character of the prisoner and the evident
lack of any intention to commit the crime charged. The
offence consisted of a second marriage and cohabitation
while he had a wife living, but who had deserted him many
years before. He was advised and believed that ho had
the right to re-marry.

No. Adelbert H. Hinkley. Convicted of assault
with intent to ravish, Superior Court, Worcester County,
Feb. 15, 1884. Sentenced to State Prison for eight
years. Pardoned April 29, 1885, on the ground that the
petitioner was innocent of the crime of which he was con-
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victed. Conviction was had solely on the testimony of
the girl, about ten years old, against whom the offence
was alleged to have been committed. She subsequently
and of her own accord declared that her testimony was
wholly a fabrication. Upon a full and careful investiga-
tion by the District Police, the girl’s character for truth
and veracity was found to be utterly bad, and her lan-
guage and actions corrupt, vulgar and lewd.

No. 7. John Moriartv. Convicted of larceny and
escaping from station house, Superior Court, Suffolk
County, April Term, 1884. Sentenced to twelve and six
months, respectively, in the House of Correction. Par-
doned April 29, 1885. It appeared that the sentence for
the original offence had been fully served; that the peti-
tioner having a wife and four children destitute whom he
would support, if released could find employment better
than at expiration of his term of sentence. The pardon
was strongly recommended by Mr. Whiting, President of
the Board ofDirectors for Public Institutions of Boston,
whose judgment and experience, as well as familiarity
with the parties and details in this case, entitle his opinion
to great weight.

O O

No. 8. William Nevins. Convicted of robbery,
Superior Court, Suffolk County, November Term, 1883.
Sentenced to three and one-half years in House of Correc-
tion. Pardoned May G, 1885, on the ground that the
offence for which the petitioner was sentenced was his
first; that previously thereto he had led a steady, sober
and industrious life, and that while idle for a short time,
because his employer had no work for him, he fell under
the influence of bad associates, and was thus led into con-
nection with the crime, the gravity of which it was thought
he did not fully realize when it was committed.

No. 9. Walter Newell. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, July Term,
1883. Sentenced to two and one-half years in House of
Correction. Pardoned May 13, 1885, on account of the
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youth of the prisoner and the influence of his associate,
who now proves to ho a confirmed criminal, and also con-
sidering the sentence an excessive one under the circum-
stances. All the property taken was returned. The pris-
oner previously had borne a good character, and was led
astray, when intoxicated, by an older criminal.* ■

No. 10. Stephen Collins. Convicted of manslaugh-
ter, Superior Court, Bristol County, Dec. 15, 1884.
Sentenced to State Prison for twelve years. Pardoned
May 13, 1885, for the reason that, owing to new evidence,
grave doubts existed in the minds of the District Attorney,
Medical Examiner and other officers, as to his guilt. The
case was very closely investigated by District Police Offi-
cer Soaver. At the trial Collins had no counsel or wit-
nesses. The Medical Examiner, who had made the autopsy
and found no evidence of violence, was not called to tes-
tify. >

No. 11. David Eddy. Convicted of being a common
and notorious thief, Superior Court, Bristol County, June
21, 1884. Sentenced to the House of Correction for two
years. Pardoned June 3, 1885. It appeared from the
statements of the Master of the House of Correction that
the prisoner was in the last stages of consumption, with
no reasonable probability of recovery. The District At-
torney investigated the case and recommended favorable
action. The pardon was therefore granted.

No. 12. Harrison B. Young. Convicted of break-
ing and entering, Superior Court, Middlesex County, Oct.
29, 1883. Sentenced to two years in House of Correc-
tion. Pardoned June 3, 1885. Young had only a short
time longer to serve. His health was very much broken,
and the physician of the House of Correction, in a full
.

* Several months after the above pardon was granted, but only a short time
before the expiration of the term of Newell’s sentence, the Governor ascertained
that Newell, under another name, had been arrested and committed for trial on
another criminal charge. The strict letter of the conditions of his pardon had
not been violated, but information was sent to the district attorney of Newell’s
past record and of the exercise ofexecutive clemency in his behalf.
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report of the prisoner’s condition, presented the necessity
of his speedy release from further imprisonment, if his life
was to be spared. The District Attorney also recom-
mended it, having made a visit to him expressly to ascer-
tain his condition.

No. 13. Mary Kenney. Convicted of adultery,
Superior Court, Suffolk County, October Term, 1884.
Sentenced to the House of Correction for one year. Par-
doned June 16, 1885. It appeared that the petitioner
was not of a vicious nature, but always, prior to the
crime, had led a correct life; that she never really in-
tended or fully realized the extent of her crime ; that she
came here from the Provinces to escape the brutal treat-
ment of her husband; that while here, homesick and dis-
couraged, she met Clark (with whom the crime was com-
mitted, and a fellow countryman), who offered her a
home, which his mother advised her to accept; and thus
tempted, she yielded. There is also ground to believe in
the existence of mental condition of the petitioner which
weakened her ability to withstand the temptation. Her
brother had agreed to give her a home. The Presi-
dent of the Board of Directors for Public Institutions of
Boston and the arresting officer advised pardon.

No. 14. Thomas Eooney. Convicted of larceny,
Superior Court, Hampden County, June 9, 1883. Sen-
tenced to House of Correction for three years. Pardoned
June 16, 1885, on the ground of the youth of the pris-
oner, having been only 17 years of age when the offence
was committed ; the doubt as to his having been a princi-
pal in the crime, as alleged, and for which he was con-
victed, and because it appeared that he was thoroughly
penitent , and if released he would lead a correct and use-
ful life.

No. 15. John W. Murphy. Convicted of murder,
second degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Worcester
County, Dec. 9, 1876. Sentenced to State Prison for
life. Pardoned June 22, 1885. It appeared that the
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prisoner was in the last stages of consumption, with every
indication of a fatal termination in a short time. The
prison physician declared it an impossibility for him to re-
cover. Murphy’s parents were ready to take him home
and provide for his last hours of life, and a conditional
pardon was granted, tie died Sept. 8, 1885.

No. 16. Nathaniel Hopkins. Convicted of break-
ing and entering, Superior Court, Bristol County, March
13, 1885. Sentenced to one year in House of Correc-
tion. Pardoned July 16, 1885. It appeared from the
certificate of the District Attorney, prison physician and
the master of the House of Correction, that the prisoner
was in the last stages of pulmonary consumption. A
member of the Committee on Pardons of the Executive
Council visited the prisoner, and confirmed the reports sub-
mitted in behalf of a pardon. He died about the 25th of
July.

No. 17. Charles Horan. Convicted of breaking and
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Sept. 13, 1884.
Sentenced to State Prison for seven years. Transferred
to the Massachusetts Reformatory, Jan. 31, 1885. Par-
doned Aug. 7, 1885, for the reason that it appeared upon
the statement of the Superintendent and the certificate of
the prison physician that Horan had but a short time to
live, and his mother was ready to take him home to care
for him until his death. He died in October.

No. 18. William Kelley. Convicted of breaking
and entering, Superior Court, Suffolk and Norfolk Coun-
ties, three indictments, —Dec. 10,1883. Sentenced to
House of Correction, Dedham, for three years. Par-
doned Sept. 1, 1885. The Pardon Committee recom-
mended a pardon : 1. Because the petitioner had an incur-
able disease, phthisis,—and it appeared from the cer-
tificate of the prison physician that he was rapidly failing
and his early decease probable ; that, in addition to this,
his father was amply able to give him a good homo and
comfortable support in his last days. 2. His youth, and,
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from the evidence at the hearing, the severity of the sen-
tence, as compared not only with the trivial nature of the
crime, but the penalty inflicted upon the associates in same
offence, one receiving merely six months’ sentence and the
other out on probation. The prisoner was only 15 years
of age when convicted. 3. The pardon was urged by the
•sheriff and recommended by the prison physician. Pend-
ing the application, the Governor saw the prisoner at the
House of Correction. He died Nov. 7, 1885.

No. 19. William Thompson. Convicted of having
burglar’s tools, Superior Court, Essex County, Jan. 10,
1884. Sentenced to ten years in State Prison. Pardoned
Sept. 23, 1885. Thompson was fatally ill with consump-
tion and other diseases, and was pardoned that he might
die with his kindred. He had been constantly in hospi-
tal, unable to labor or to move about, from the beginning
of his imprisonment. He was taken by his parents to his
home in Connecticut.

No. 20. James Spencer, alias Murray. Convicted
of robbery and larceny, Superior Court, Essex County,
Feb. 13, 1885. Sentenced to State Prison for six years.
Pardoned Sept. 23, 1885, upon the certificate of the prison
physician that Spencer was incurably sick with consump-
tion and could live but a very short time. He died Oct.
25, 1885.

No. 21. Mary Murphy. Convicted of fornication,
Second District Court, Bristol County, Aug. 29, 1885.
Sentenced to pay a fine of $25.00, and costs amounting to
$4.22, and remanded to jail in default of payment of same.
Pardoned Oct. 1, 1885. The council advised that a par-
don be granted. It appeared that the prisoner was preg-
nant with child, to be delivered in about two weeks. As
she was only held for non-payment of fine and costs, it
seemed humane to release her. She had been in jail about
a month.

No. 22. Frank W. Torrey. Convicted of larceny,
Superior Court, Norfolk County, Sept. 11, 1884. Sen-
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tenced to House of Correction for two years. Pardoned
Oct. 8, 1885. A pardon was granted on the ground that
it appeared to be a case where the exercise of clemency
would be likely to work beneficial result to the prisoner.
It was evident that the crime of larceny was committed
while the prisoner was intoxicated; that he had never
committed any offence before this, except yielding to appe-
tite for strong drink; that it was hoped and expected that,
if he was out during the remainder of his term on proba-
tion, it would be more likely to have a good effect upon
this appetite ; and the same was asked for by prominent
citizens of his town and recommended by the District
Attorney.

No. 23. John Powers. Convicted of vagrancy, Po-
lice Court, Brockton, Sept. 23, 1885. Sentenced to
House of Correction for four months. Pardoned Oct. 8,
1885. It appeared upon the statements of Judge Sumner,
City Marshal Wheeler and others, that after the prisoner’s
conviction and sentence it was shown by his employers,
his fellow workmen and his landlord, that he was not a
vagrant, and that he had been erroneously convicted.

No. 24. John Williams. Convicted of robbery,
Superior Court, Suffolk County, December Term, 1873.
Sentenced to State Prison for fifteen years. Pardoned
Nov. 18, 1885, on the ground that the prisoner’s conduct
had been above reproach; that the offence upon which he
was imprisoned was his first; that the other participants
in the crime, each of whom was more criminal than the
petitioner, received a less sentence and are now dis-
charged ; and because it appeared evident that it would
be greatly for the good of the petitioner, and in no way
detrimental on grounds of public policy, to grant the par-
don, and because he had an opportunity for immediate
employment.

No. 25. Jeremiah MoAuliffe. Convicted of break-
ing and entering, Superior Court, Franklin County,
March Term, 1878. Sentenced to the State Prison for
ten years. Pardoned Nov. 18, 1885, on the ground that
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the petitioner’s conduct had been above reproach as a pris-
oner ; that he had evidently reformed and was earnestly
bent upon leading a correct life ; and that a pardon, while
in no way detrimental on grounds of public policy, would
be of great benefit to the petitioner and give him an in-
centive and encouragement to become a useful citizen,
which he has never had before.

No. 26. James E. Ricker. Convicted of murder,
second degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Essex County,
June 14, 1870. Sentenced to State Prison for life.
Transferred to the Massachusetts Reformatory, Dec. 27,
1884. Pardoned Nov. 25, 1885, as an act of executive
clemency for Thanksgiving Day, and for the following rea-
sons : Ricker was but 17 j'ears old at the date of the
crime, he was then intoxicated, his prior character had
always been good, he had served on his sentence fifteen and
one-halfyears, he was found to lie orderly and trustworthy,
and gave every promise of a useful and honorable life.

No. 27. Frank D. Bowers. Convicted of murder,
second degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Essex County,
June 14, 1870. Sentenced to State Prison for life. Par-
doned Nov. 25, 1885, for the causes and reasons set forth
in the pardon of James E. Ricker. Bowers was recom-
mended for pardon at the same time and upon the same
facts, except that he was 18 years old at the date of the
crime. Bowers and Ricker were jointly indicted and con-
victed.

No. 28. Henry McGill. Convicted of assault,
Third District Court, Bristol County, Sept. 1, 1885. Sen-
tenced to six months in House of Correction. Pardoned
Jan. 6, 1886. The Council advised that a pardon be
granted for the reason that upon petition of the wife, the
person assaulted, it appeared that the labor of the pris-
oner was indispensable to the support of herself and her
four small children, and that there was reason to believe
that all good efl'ect of the imprisonment had been realized.
The Judge of the Court and the City Marshal recom-
mended it.
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