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€i)c CommontoealtJ) of £^assacl)tisctts.

E x e c u t i v e  D e p a r t m e n t ,  B o s t o n ,  Jan. 5, 1912.

To Ihe Honorable Senate and House o f  Representatives:

I have the honor to herewith present, in compliance with 
chapter 50 o f the Eesolves o f 1860, a report o f the 76 par
dons issued by the Governor, with the advice o f the Council, 
during the year o f my administration just closed.

O f the number thus released, 28 were in the State Prison, 
24 in the Massachusetts Eeformatory, 15 in houses o f cor
rection, 6 in the W omen’s Eeform atory and 3 in jails. 
Serious illness was the controlling reason for the discharge 
of 1.

EUGEXE X. FOSS.



P a r d o n s  g r a n t e d  i n  1911.

No. 1. J a m e s  M. W e b b . Convicted o f forgery, Superior 
Court, Middlesex County, March 18, 1904. Sentenced to 
State Prison for from seven to ten years. Pardoned January 
25. When Webb was committed he was suffering from a 
drug habit, and for some time was kept in a separate im
prisonment building so that he could regain a good physi
cal condition. When he had recovered his strength he was 
put in charge o f a part o f the school work, and for several 
years had been most devoted and useful in teaching the 
illiterate, foreign prisoners the rudiments of an English 
education. H e was in poor health and was in the hospital 
/on account of nervous debility. I lis  sentence would expire 
March 18. A  pardon was granted in recognition of the 
helpful spirit he had shown toward his fellow prisoners, 
and as encouragement to others.

No. 2. T h o m a s  S u l l iv a n . Convicted o f assault and 
battery, Second District Court, Bristol County, Sept. 17,
1910. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an 
indetermiate sentence. Pardoned February 1. The pro
bation officer reported that the assault was very simple and 
there was no injury as a result. H is conduct record at the 
reformatory was perfect.

No. 3. W il l ia m  E. H i l l . Convicted of murder, first de
gree, Supreme Judicial Court, N orfolk County, M ay 27, 
18 i 0, and sentenced to be hanged. Sentence commuted to 
imprisonment for life in the State Prison. Pardoned Feb
ruary 8. H ill was a veteran of the civil war, having served 
as a private in Company D. 55th Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry fcolored'). ITe had been in prison longer than 
any other inmate, and had been a model prisoner. H e was 
pardoned as an act of executive clemency. It was deemed 
that the ends of justice had already been served by his more 
than forty years imprisonment. He died about six months 
after his release.



No. 4. P e r l ie  A. W il l e y . Convicted of larceny, Su
perior Court, Middlesex County, Sept. 5, 1910. Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminated sen
tence. Pardoned February 8. W illey, who was but eighteen 
years old, had a w ife and child in destitute circumstances. 
Ih e  crime was not a serious one. Employment awaited 
him so that he could provide for his family.

No. 5. A xtnie J. F in n e g a n . Convicted o f drunkenness, 
Municipal Court, Boston, Aug. 1, 1910. Sentenced to the 
Reformatory for W omen on an indeterminate sentence. Par
doned February 8, to be taken to the home o f her sister in 
Connecticut, where she would be removed from  her former 
associates. It was believed that she fully  realized her past, 
and under the influence o f her relatives would lead a correct 
life  in the future.

No. 6. J o s e p h  F. M in o n . Convicted o f larceny, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County. Oct. 19, 1910. Sentenced to 
the House o f Correction for three years. Pardoned Feb
ruary 8. On duly authenticated representations by proper 
Federal authorities, a conditional pardon was requested for 
Minon in order that he might attend upon and furnish evi
dence to the said authorities in an investigation o f great 
public importance over which they had competent jurisdic
tion. The district attorney concurred in the recommenda
tion.

No. 7. D o m ix ic o  C apodelttfo . Convicted of robbery, 
Superior Court, Suffolk County, Feb. 20, 1908. Sentenced 
to State Prison for from  three to four years. Pardoned Feb
ruary 10. Capodelupo’s sentence would have expired in ten 
days. H e was pardoned so that his monther, who was dan
gerously ill in the Massachusetts General Hospital, might 
see her son before she passed away.

N o. 8. R o b e r t  F . F a n n in g . Convicted o f robbery, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County. Aug. 21, 1908. Sentenced



to the State Prison for from six to nine years. Pardoned 
February 15, upon the recommendation of the district at
torney. Fanning was but seventeen years o f age when sen
tenced. H e had faithfully complied with all the rules and 
regulations of that institution in every respect. The prin
cipal witness who testified against him was shortly afterward 
committed to a penal institution. The three other boys 
charged with the same crime with which Fanning was charged 
and upon which he was sentenced were each found not 
guilty after a trial before a jury o f Suffolk County upon 
the same evidence that convicted Fanning. The district at
torney, in view of the fact that he had served two and a 
half years of his sentence, was satisfied that the ends of 
justice had been served.

No. 9. G eor g e  W a in w k ig h t . Convicted of abuse of a 
female ehild, Superior Court, Suffolk County, June 26, 1905. 
Sentenced to the State Prison for from  ten to fifteen years. 
Pardoned February 23. W ainwright had served nearly 
six years of his sentence. The principal witness who made 
the complaint has since volunteered the statement that the 
testimony given at the trial was false. The district attorney, 
after investigating the matter carefully, felt that it was a 
case where executive clemency might well, be exercised at 
the present time. H is fam ily was in very destitute circum
stances, and needed his support. Immediate employment 
awaited him at a trade learned in spare time during his 
imprisonment. The petitioners were convinced that he would 
be a good and useful citizen i f  given the opportunity.

N o. 10. H e b e r t  L . C a s a v a n t . Convicted o f robbery, 
Superior Court Suffolk County, Dec. 21, 1909. Sentenced 
to the State Prison for from four to six years. Pardoned 
February 23. f  assavant. at the time o f sentence, was but 
sixteen years and nine months old. H e had no previous 
criminal record. ITis crime was one of impulse, due to as
sociation with evil companions. He was an orphan. A 
good home and steady employment were assured. He was



placed under control o f his brother-in-law. a reputable busi
ness man in New Bedford.

No. 11. M a r t in  D u n n . Convicted o f robbery, Superior 
Court. Suffolk County, Jan. 22, 1904. Sentenced to the 
State Prison for from  ten to fifteen years. Pardoned March 
3. H e had already served more than seven years o f his 
sentence, which was considerably longer than the average 
sentence for crimes o f a similar character. H is prison 
record was perfect. The district attorney who tried the case 
believed that he had been sufficiently punished.

No. 12. P a t r ic k  S. D o h e r t y . Convicted o f robbery, 
Superior Court. Suffolk County, Oct. 17. 1910. Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reform atory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned March 22, upon condition that he marry 
the girl he had wronged and who was soon to become a 
mother. They were married in the reformatory before he 
was released.

No. 13. M ic h a e l  C ic c i i i l l i o . Convicted of robbery. 
Superior Court, Essex County, June 16, 1908. Sentenced 
to the State Prison for from  twelve to fifteen years. Par
doned March 29, upon the recommendation o f the district 
attorney and the chief o f police o f Swampscott, where the 
crime was committed. Cicchillio was indicted, with two 
companions, for robbery. The district attorney at the time 
did not look upon him as being the leader, but fu lly  believed 
that, he was weak and led by the others. H e says: “ I f  it 
had not been for the assistance given by the prisoner in my 
opinion all the guilty parties would have escaped. I  be
lieve it would be better, in view of all the circumstances, that 
it should be understood by the treatment that this man re
ceives for aiding the Government as he did, that anyone 
who in the future may take the same position will be 
honorably treated.”

No. 14. M a r y  J. B a k e r . Convicted o f cohabitation



Superior Court, Plymouth County, Oct. 25, 1910. Sen
tenced to the Reformatory for Women on an indeterminate 
sentence. Pardoned A pril 20. She was pardoned, as her 
three daughters, aged twelve, six and two, were in destitute 
circumstances and were supported by her son, sixteen years 
of age. The pardon was recommended by the mayor pro
bation officer, city marshal, and many other leading citizens 
o f Brockton, where the fam ily lived.

No. 15. F e a x k  L . B a r r e t t . Convicted o f robbery. Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, Dec. 21, 1909. Sentenced to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned April 12. Barrett was seventeen years of age. 
It was believed that the ends o f justice had been served by 
a release at this time.

No. 16. E d w a r d  L y m a n . Convicted o f drunkenness, 
Central District Court o f Berkshire County, Sept. 21, 1910. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reform atory on an indeter
minate sentence. Pardoned April 12, on the ground that 
he had been sufficiently punished. H e was seventeen years 
of age when arrested. H is parents live in South Lee, have 
a good home and are much respected.

No. 17. W il l ia m  E d w a r d s . Convicted o f assault Su
perior Court, Middlesex County, Jan. 19, 1911. Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned April 27. upon the recommendation of the 
assistant district attorney and many of the most prominent 
citizens of Taunton. Edwards, with three other young men, 
v as arrested for assault. It appeared that he took no active 
pait in the assault. He Avas influenced by older companions. 
He belonged to one of the most respectable fam ilies in Taun
ton. It ivas believed that he bad been sufficiently punished 
and hereafter would keep out of bad company.

N o. 18. J o h n  J . M u r r a y . Convicted o f polygamy, 
Municipal Court, Boston, Eeb. 24, 1910. Sentenced to jail



for two years. Pardoned A pril 27, upon the recommenda
tion of the judge who imposed the sentence, who certified 
that information had come to him within a few  days which 
“  leads me to believe that Murray has already been suffi
ciently punished.”  H e was released to enable him to pro
vide for his w ife and three children who were in destitute 
circumstances.

N o. 19. S t e a r n s  K e n d a l l  A b b o t t . Convicted o f  mur
der in first degree, Supreme Judicial Court, Middlesex 
County, October, 1880, and sentenced to be hanged April 22, 
1881. Respite granted to June 3, 1881. Sentence’ com
muted to imprisonment for life  M ay 31, 1881. Pardoned 
April 27. Since Abbott’s arrest many persons qualified to 
form, judgment have been convinced that he was innocent 
of the crime and that his conviction was a mistake. Just 
prior to this murder a series o f atrocious crimes had been 
committed in Middlesex County and the persons accused 
found not guilty. I t  was a case o f purely circumstantial 
evidence. The house where the murder was committed was 
in sight o f no dwelling, standing in a lonely place with 
woods in almost every direction. Abbott was found to have 
been in the vicinity o f the murder and acted very suspiciously 
at the time. H e fled from  the neighborhood to New Ham p
shire, sleeping in barns and finally turning up at a house 
where he was identified and detained until the Massachu
setts officers arrived and placed him under arrest, Abbott 
had a criminal record which was introduced at his trial and 
which influenced the ju ry  against h im ; and being penniless 
and without friends he could not employ counsel, etc. Chief 
Rufus R. AVade, head o f the State police at that time, did 
not believe him guilty. Ex-mayor H ill o f Salem, the State 
police officer who investigated the crime, has always believed 
that there was not sufficient evidence to connect Abbott with 
the murder. Gen. Samuel E. Chamberlain, ex-warden o f the 
State Prison, and AVarden Bridges testified to AbbotEs ex
cellent conduct while in prison. There was presented to 
Governor Long, prior to the change o f sentence from death



to imprisonment for life, evidence which discredited the 
veracity of the only witness who connected Abbott with the 
crime, as testified to by Col. Win. M. Olin, then Governor 
Long’s secretary. Attorney-General Marston, in summing- 
up to the jury at Abbott’s trial, admitted that the State had 
not shown a motive on Abbott’s part for the crim e; but the 
fact that he was in the vicinity at the time o f the murder, 
his past record and the testimony o f  one girl whose evidence 
at this trial (in  other matters shown subsequently to be 
false) were sufficient to bring in a verdict o f guilty. Among 
those who took a deep interest in this case were Bishop An
derson. Dr. Thomas F. Leen o f the Boston school committee, 
Mr. Edward McSweeney, and others who were convinced 
through their knowledge of the case that Abbott should be 
released. During his imprisonment he had been a good 
prisoner and had gained the respect o f the warden and 
keepers. A  home was to be provided for him with relatives 
in Pennsylvania.

No. 20. O k l o f  N e l s o n . Convicted o f assault and bat
tery, Superior Court, Bristol County, June 17. 1909. Sen
tenced to the House o f Correction for three years. Pardoned 
May 3, upon the recommendation o f the district attorney, 
county commissioners, sheriff and ja il physician. Nelson 
was afflicted with abscesses which required treatment' in a 
hospital.

No. 21. A l e x  W . Ek. Convicted o f manslaughter, Su
perior Court, Worcester County. Feb. 15. 1905. Sentenced 
to the State Prison for from ten to twelve years. . Pardoned 
May 10. Ek, together with three others, was charged with 
assaulting and beating one William Warrusaviez. from  which 
he died. There has always been a question as to who the 
real guilty man was. District attorney Taft, who prosecuted 
the case, and the present district attorney recommended the 
pardon. Up to this time Ek had always borne an excellent 
reputation and had not been in any trouble whatsoever



No. 22. J o h n  J. M c C a r t h y . Convicted o f assault, Su
perior Court, Middlesex County, Jan. 19, 1911 . Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned May 10, upon the recommendation o f Judge 
W hite and district attorney Sawyer. Four men were con
cerned in the robbery, and McCarthy has always maintained 
his innocence. The man who was assaulted experienced no 
serious result from  the attack. Immediate employment 
awaited him.

No. 23. G e n n j n a  M a z z o c c a . Convicted o f assault and 
battery, M unicipal Court, Boston, M ay 2. 19 11 . Sentenced 
to pay a fine o f $ 2 5 , which was paid, and to recognize in the 
sum o f $100 to keep the peace. She was unable to comply 
with the latter requirement and was imprisoned in the 
Charles Street Jail. The attorney general ruled that in order 
to secure her release she must be pardoned by the Governor 
and Council. Pardoned M ay 10. She was a woman nearly 
seventy years o f age, and was sentenced for assault and bat
tery upon her son’s wife. The parties are now thoroughly 
reconciled to each other. The court imposing the sentence 
revoked its order relative to the son, but found that it was 
not authorized to do so as far as the mother-in-law was 
concerned; but had the court the power it would have re
voked it in her case. Judge E ly  recommended the pardon.

No. 24. S a m u e l  C o iie n . Convicted o f breaking and en
tering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, A pril 15. 1908 . 
Sentenced to the State Prison for from  four to six years. 
Pardoned May 24, on the ground that he had been sufficiently 
punished. Cohen, eighteen years old, became involved in the 
crimes charged through the persuasion o f others who were 
jointly indicted with him and who were persons o f mature 
years. The district attorney stated that “  the sentence was 
a severe one and while his offences are grave, I  have not 
known o f a like sentence being given to one of his age for 
similar offences during my term o f office.”



No. 25. G eo r g e  A. T r a in o r . Convicted of breaking 
and entering and larceny, Superior Court, Essex County, 
May 25, 1909. Sentenced to the House o f Correction on two 
indictments for four years. Pardoned May 24, upon the 
recommendation o f the prison physician and the district 
attorney. Trainor was suffering with incipient tuberculosis. 
He had served more than half his sentence. It was believed 
that an out-of-door life  would cure him.

No. 26. W il l ia m  B k o a d h u b s t . Convicted o f vagrancy, 
Police Court, Lawrence, Oct. 8, 1910. Sentenced to the 
State Farm on an indeterminate sentence. Transferred to 
the Massachusetts Reform atory Oct. 28, 1910. Pardoned 
May 25. This prisoner had a good home in New Hampshire, 
where he was taken by his mother.

No. 27. H e n r y  J. M c C a r t h y . Convicted of larceny, 
Municipal Court, Brookline, July 23, 1910. Sentenced to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned May 31, upon the ground that he had 
been sufficiently punished.

No. 28. J a m e s  F. M u r p h y . . Convicted of larceny, Su
perior Court, N orfolk County, Sept. 14, 1910. Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned June 7. This boy stole a bicycle which 
was restored to its owner. H e had a good home in Rhode 
Island, where he was taken by his father, who believed that 
the severe lesson he had received would cause him to lead a 
correct life in the future.

No. 29. W il l t a m  C o o p e r . Convicted o f  assault, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, March term. 1911. Sentenced 
to the House of Correction for eighteen months. Pardoned 
June 7. upon the recommendation of eleven of the jurors, 
who believed that the sentence for a simple assault was ex
cessive. He had never been arrested for any other offence 
Friends stood ready to give him employment.
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N o. 80. J o h n  H . C h a n c e . Convicted o f murder, sec
ond degree, Superior Court, Suifolk County, Sept. 11, 1899. 
Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned June 7, 
upon the recommendation o f Judge Stevens, who presided 
at the trial, who appeared at the hearing and testified that 
he was convinced o f the man’s innocence. One Arthur 
Hagan, who was arrested with Chance and was tried and 
acquitted, has since signed a sworn affidavit dated at 
Chicago, May 10, 1911, in the presence o f Chief Inspector 
Dugan o f the Boston police department (on  authority given 
him by the district attorney o f Suffolk County to investi
gate the case), in which lie stated that he felt inclined, in 
justice to John H . Chance, to tell the truth in the case, as 
“ he is absolutely innocent o f the shooting or anything to 
do with it.”  Judge Michael J. Murray, who before being 
appointed to the bench was engaged as attorney seeking 
Chance’s pardon, stated that the late George R. Swasey, 
senior counsel for Arthur Hagan, had said that Chance 
was innocent. Chief Inspector Dugan presented Hagan’ s de
tailed statement and was satisfied that Chance was entirely 
innocent o f the crime for which he was under sentence.

N o. 31. G eorge E. M ag n er . Convicted of being a delin
quent child. First District Court, Essex County, Feb. 10,
1911. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reform atory on an 
indeterminate sentence. Pardoned June 14, upon the recom
mendation o f the father and mother, who believed that the 
purpose o f his commitment had been accomplished.

No. 32. G e o r g ia n a  S t a n l e y . Convicted of being a 
delinquent child, Juvenile Court, Boston, June 1, 1909. 
Sentenced to the Industrial School for Girls on an inde
terminate sentence. Transferred to the Reform atory for 
Women Feb. 11, 1911. Pardoned June 14. A  good home 
with friends awaited her in another State where it was be
lieved she would qualify herself to become a useful member 
o f the community.



No. 33. J u dson  W . H a l l . Convicted of lewdness and 
lascivious behavior, Superior Court. Worcester County, June 
3, 1910. Sentenced to the State Prison for from six to eight 
years. Pardoned June 14, upon the recommendation of the 
district attorney who prosecuted the case, the present dis
trict attorney and many o f the leading citizens o f Worces
ter, who believed that the ends o f justice had been satisfied.

No. 34. I k e n e  M. H a s k e l l . Convicted of manslaugh
ter, Superior Court, Suffolk County, June 30, 1909. Sen
tenced to the Reformatory for W omen for six years. Par
doned June 21. This young girl, twenty-one years old, 
unmarried, was employed as a servant in a house in Matta- 
pan. In  June, 1909, she gave birth to a female child, and 
it was charged that shortly after the birth o f the child it 
was strangled and choked to death. The dead body was 
found in the cellar of the house where she worked. She had 
borne a good reputation previous to this time and belonged 
to a good, respectable fam ily in Maine. The physician who 
attended her certified that he “  found her a. few  hours after 
the birth of the child in a highly nervous and dazed condition. 
She did not seem to realize her position nor what the conse
quences would be to her. In  my opinion her mental condi
tion from worry and anxiety was such that she was not fully 
responsible for her act. I  would most heartily recommend 
her pardon. ’ She had a good home with her grandmother 
in Maine, who was willing and anxious to care for her.

No. 35. O scar  L . K e l s o n . Convicted of murder, sec
ond degree, Superior Court, Middlesex County. May 18, 
1908. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned 
June 2 f, upon the recommendation o f Judge Sherman, who 
presided at the trial, and district attorney Higgins, who was 
the prosecuting officer. In  consideration of the material aid 
rendered the Government in furnishing evidence leading to 
the arrest of two other defendants, they recommended that 
he be pardoned after serving three years o f his sentence. 
Kelson was accessory before the fact of the murder, but took



no part in the assault. The party assaulted was a druggist 
m Somerville. Two o f the young men entered the store 
for the purpose o f robbery, and Kelson was outside to give an 
alarm in case it was necessary. H e had been a model pris
oner during the entire time o f his prison service. H e was 
a young man o f  about twenty-two years o f age, and was not 
a hardened criminal, but led to take the wrong step through 
evil influences.

No. 36. G e o r g e  B r o w n . Convicted o f  perjury, Su
perior Court. Suffolk County, Dec. 4. 1908. Sentenced to 
the State Prison for from  three and one-half to seven years. 
Pardoned July 12. It was believed that the ends o f justice 
had been served. H e had a good home and a friend stood 
ready to give him immediate employment.

No. 37. V in c e n t  F . M o o r e . Convicted of breaking 
and entering, Superior Court. Suffolk County, Nov. 14,
1910. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reform atory on an in
determinate sentence. Pardoned July 12, upon the recom
mendation o f several prominent citizens o f Boston, who stood 
ready to aid him in getting employment and would endeavor 
to make him a good and useful citizen. H e was but sixteen 
years of age when committed.

No. 38. J o s e p h  F e r g u s o n . Convicted o f breaking and 
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County, M ay 6, 1909. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory for six years. 
Pardoned July 12, upon the recommendation o f the judge 
who imposed the sentence, who believed that he should be 
kept longer than i f  given an indefinite sentence (minimum 
one year) and should not be required to serve the term for 
which he was sentenced (minimum three years and maxi
mum six years). H e had but ten more months to serve.

N o. 39. A l ic e  F e l l o w s . Convicted o f keeping and ex
posing intoxicating liquors with intent to sell illegally', Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, Dec. 15, 1910 (3  complaints).



Sentenced to the House of Correction for six months and tine 
of $100 imposed on each complaint. Pardoned July 12, 
upon the recommendation of the acting chief of police of 
Revere, where the crime was committed, who believed “  that 
she had learned a lesson from  her present imprisonment.”  
H er first sentence o f six months had expired and he 
“  believed it would be an unwarranted hardship to serve the 
balance of her sentence.”  He believed she was not a bad 
woman at heart and would not again engage in the illegal 
sale o f liquor.

No. 40. J o h n  M a c k ie . Convicted o f murder, second 
degree, Superior Court, Suffolk County, A pril 23, 1894. 
Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned July 12. 
Mackie at the time the crime was committed was hardly more 
than a boy, and up to two weeks before the crime had been 
a reporter on a trade paper, and lost his position because his 
employers had more help than they needed. On the day 
o f the crime he had sold an engraving tool for $2, and while 
returning home met a man who asked him for ten cents. 
Mackie told him o f his own hard luck, and that his brother 
was dying and in want. The man told Mackie he intended 
doing a job on a pawn shop that night, and i f  Mackie would 
meet him the next morning he would help him out. They 
went to a saloon and Mackie changed the bill he had and 
gave the man some m oney; and while there became intoxi
cated himself. He and the man stayed at the saloon until 
late at night and then started out. Mackie remembered 
nothing of what happened after leaving the saloon, except 
that he was standing hatless on Broadway with a cut on his 
head. By mistake the man who was with Mackie entered 
a dwelling house and while ransacking a bureau drawer, 
Mercy L. Randall, a married woman living with her husband 
and daughter in Indiana Place off Washington Street Bos
ton, and who had been confined to her bed for months, 
screamed, and he struck her with a piece o f iron wrenched 
front the gate. The daughter, aroused by the noise saw 
another man trying to enter the window, but says he was 
pushed back by the man already in the room, who also made



his escape. The daughter states positively that the man she 
saw in the room was not Mackie. As Mackie was pushed 
from  the window his hat fell into the room, and was a very 
damaging piece o f evidence against him. H e had served 
almost eighteen years o f his life in prison, where he had a 
perfect conduct record. H e had two trades, and was willing 
to accept a pardon on condition that his liberty be limited 
to the time when he shows the least tendency to live other 
than an upright and honest life. H e was not a drinking 
man.

No. 41. W a l l a c e  C o e n  f o r t h . Convicted o f drunken
ness, Police Court, Fitchburg, Dec. 27 , 1910. Sentenced to 
the Massachusetts Reform atory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned July 19. Cornforth, a young man twenty- 
five years o f age, wras o f good fam ily and a college graduate. 
It was believed that the punishment he had already under
gone w*as sufficient for this offence and that a pardon would 
tend to induce him to lead a better life.

No. 42 . M a b e l  S m i t h . Convicted o f being a common 
night walker, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Jan. 16, 1911. 
Sentenced to the Reform atory for W omen on an indetermi
nate sentence. Pardoned July 19, upon condition that' she 
remove to the home o f her mother’s sister in Philadelphia. 
It was stated that she was not o f a criminal type, but yielded 
to sudden temptation.

No. 43. N e l l ie  B e a u l ie u . Convicted o f lascivious co
habitation, and keeping a house of ill fame, Superior Court, 
Middlesex County, Dec. 6, 1909. Sentenced to the Reform 
atory for Women and House o f Correction for two years. 
Pardoned July 19. upon the recommendation o f the district 
attorney and the probation officers o f the county o f M iddle
sex, because o f the fact that she had no previous criminal 
record. They believed that her sentence was excessive and 
that she wTas undoubtedly governed and dominated by a man 
with whom she was living.



N o. 44 . P r a n k  K e l l e y . Convicted of highway rob
bery, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Sept. 20, 1904. Sen
tenced to the State Prison for from  eleven to fourteen years. 
Pardoned July 26. Kelley was eighteen years old when the 
crime was committed. W ith a companion by the name of 
John Bradley he robbed a woman who kept a smallwares 
shop in the neighborhood. The petition for a pardon was 
signed by Rev. I5. Ronan, Rector o f St. Peter’ s Church, and 
Representatives McElaney, Newton, McCarthy, Foley and 
others, who considered that an imprisonment o f more than 
seven years for the crime committed was sufficient, as it 
was not an aggravated case.

No. 45 . J o h n  D u m b l a s . Convicted o f manslaughter, 
Superior Court, Suffolk County, May 20, 1903. Sentenced 
to the State Prison for from  thirteen to fifteen years. Par
doned July 26. Dumblas had been in prison for a little 
more than eight years. The crime o f which he wTas convicted 
was committed on Easter Sunday night, in 1903. Accom
panied by his brother Anthony, he went to a house on Mul
berry Street, Worcester, and found a party o f Polish friends 
there from  Boston. He went away and a couple o f hours 
later returned from  a call, to find that his brother Anthony 
was being attacked by the Boston members o f the party. 
He took his brother’ s part and the attack was turned upon 
him. Dumblas drew a revolver just as somebody put out 
the light. While he was being attacked in the darkness he 
fired three shots and when the lights were turned on it was 
found that Michael Rigginis was shot dead. H e has al
ways been a model prisoner. H is brother in N ew York has 
labored persistently ever since his conviction to obtain a 
pardon for him. He went at once to his brother, who gave 
him immediate employment.

No. 46 . J o s e p h  A. T r i p p . Convicted of exposing and 
keeping for sale intoxicating liquor illegally. Superior Court, 
Plymouth County, June 23, 1911. Sentenced to pay a fine 
of $125 and serve three months in the House of Correction.



Pardoned August 9. Tripp had paid the fine. The pardon 
was recommended by all the physicians in the town o f Han
over where he resided, who believed that his health would be 
seriously undermined by further imprisonment. He kept a 
hotel in Hanover and this was his first offence. He had 
served all but six weeks of his sentence.

No. 47. W i l l i a m  G e a y . Convicted o f robbery, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, March term, 1910. Sentenced 
to the State Prison for from  three and one half to five years. 
Pardoned July 28. Gray, twenty years o f age, belonged to 
a very respectable fam ily in Nova Scotia, where he was 
sent immediately upon his release. This was his first o f
fence. Bad company was the cause o f his downfall. It was 
believed that the ends o f justice had been served by the 
imprisonment already suffered.

No. 48 . J o s e p h  D . C o n n o l l y . Convicted o f being idle 
and disorderly, Municipal Court, Boston, Feb. 1, 1911. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reform atory on an indeter
minate sentence. Pardoned July 28 , to be sent to the home 
o f his mother in Providence, R . I.

No. 49. G e o r g e  T h e o p e . Convicted o f robbery, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, Jan. 25, 1904. Sentenced to 
the State Prison for from  fifteen to twenty years. Pardoned 
August 15. H e had never been known to commit any crime 
in his life. H is history as a boy and young man showed that 
he had been honest, industrious and worthy. He had worked 
in several places o f trust and always proven himself worthy 
by giving perfect satisfaction. The principal witness was o f 
a bad and questionable character. The young man had no 
one to appear in his behalf in court to prove his innocence. 
It was believed by his friends and the committee that he had 
been sufficiently punished for associating with bad com
panions.

N o. 50. M ic h a e l  M il a n o . Convicted o f robbery, Su



perior Court, Suffolk County, October term, 1909. Sen
tenced to the State Prison for from  four to five years. Par
doned August 15. This prisoner was convicted of the crime 
o f robbery, but the evidence showed that of larceny from 
the person only. Pie was never arrested before the commis
sion of this crime. It was believed that i f  all the facts in 
the case had been brought out at the trial he would have re
ceived a much lighter sentence.

No. 51. J o s e p h  K h iv it z k y . Convicted of assault w ith  a 
dangerous weapon, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Dec. 
8. 1910. Sentenced to the Ilouse o f Correction for eighteen 
months. Pardoned August 22, upon the recommendation of 
the complainant, who appeared before the pardon committee 
and stated he was greatly in doubt whether the prisoner or 
a third party assaulted him.

No. 52, 53. J a m e s  J . E m e r y  and M a r t in  C o n l e y , alias 
C o n n e l l y . Convicted o f larceny, Superior Court, Suffolk 
County, Eebruary term, 1911. Sentenced to two years in the 
Ilouse o f Correction. Pardoned September 6. It was be
lieved that the crime was less serious than was supposed at 
the time o f sentence, and that they had been sufficiently pun
ished.

No. 54. J o h n  C o l l ie r . Convicted o f distrubing the 
peace, Second District Court,'Bristol County, July 25, 1911. 
Sentenced to pay a fine o f $25, and being unable to do this, 
held in jail. Pardoned September 13, upon the recommenda
tion of the justice o f the court, the probation officer, County 
Commissioner Chace and other prominent citizens o f Fall 
River. Collier was an old man, seventy-three years o f age, 
and unable to pay the fine. H is invalid w ife and daughter 
were in destitute circumstances. Friends were ready to give 
him employment.

No. 55. J o h n  IV. W h i t e . Convicted of manslaughter, 
Superior Court, Suffolk County, Dec. 16, 1903. Sentenced 
to the State Prison for from  eight to ten years. Pardoned



September 27. White was pardoned because o f his perfect 
record and exemplary conduct in the institution, and be
cause the Council believed such a pardon was sure to be 
beneficial to the discipline o f the prison, and is evidence that 
the Council felt that a model record such as W hite had is 
worthy o f executive clemency. He studied music while 
in prison, becoming a composer and leader o f the prison 
orchestra. H e had less than three months to serve.

N o . 56. . J o h n  R e a e d o n . Convicted o f  drunkenness, Sec
ond District Court, Essex County, June 12, 1911. Sentenced 
to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sen
tence. Pardoned September 27, upon the recommendation 
of the justice who imposed the sentence, the clerk o f the 
court and the Chief o f Police, on the ground that he had been 
sufficiently punished. The justice certified that he gave him 
an indeterminate sentence under a misapprehension.

No. 57. E d m u n d  C. P e a e s o x . Convicted o f larceny, 
Municipal Court, Dorchester, Aug. 1, 1911. Sentenced to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned October 11, upon the recommendation o f the jus
tice who imposed the sentence. The prisoner was without 
counsel and all the facts in the case were not brought out at 
the trial. H e believed that the boy, who was but seventeen 
years old. had been sufficiently punished.

No. 58. M e l v in  E. C h a p i n . Convicted of larceny, 
Police Court, Chicopee, June 6, 1911. Sentenced to the 
Massachusetts Reform atory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned October 25, upon the recommendation o f the jus
tice who imposed the sentence, who believed that the term of 
confinement he had already suffered would be as effective 
as a longer term. H is father, who was quite feeble, needed 
his help on his small farm.

N o, 59. W il l ia m  H . S t e a e n s . Convicted o f attempt to 
commit rape, Superior Court, Middlesex County. June 12.



1903. Sentenced to the State Prison for from eighteen to 
twenty-two years. Pardoned October 25, upon the recom
mendation o f nine o f the jury who convicted him and one 
of the complainants, on the ground that he had been suffi
ciently punished. The justice who imposed the sentence 
concurred in the recommendation. A  friend stood ready to 
give him employment.

No. 60. T h o m a s  D i a b . Convicted o f larceny, Superior 
Court, Suffolk County, March 14, 1911. Sentenced to the 
Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned November 16. Diah, upon the advice o f counsel, 
pleaded guilty. It has since been learned that there were 
extenuating circumstances which, i f  they had been submitted 
to the court at the time o f sentence, would undoubtedly have 
caused the judge to have imposed a lighter sentence.

No. 61. H e s t e r  R. E n g e l . Convicted o f robbery, Su
perior Court, Worcester County, Aug. 24, 1911. Sentenced 
to Massachusetts Reform atory for five years and eight 
months. Pardoned November 16, upon the recommendation 
o f Judge H all and the district attorney. At the trial Engel, 
eighteen years old, appeared without counsel and was sen
tenced to five years and eight months. A t the October term 
two other boys, equally guilty, were represented by counsel, 
and upon investigation a series o f facts were shown that 
tended to mitigate the offence, and they were placed on 
probation. It was the first offence for all three boys. I f  
Engel had been tried with the other boys bo would also have 
been placed on probation.

No. 62. L . O. H o f f m a n  alias W m . J. R e a d . Convicted 
of escape from  the House of Correction, Superior Court, 
Hampden County, April 19, 1911. Sentenced to the House 
o f Correction for one year. Pardoned November 15. H off
man was arrested nine years ago on charge of imposing on 
Springfield and Boston hotels with forged checks. J|e was 
sentenced to four years in State Prison for his offences in



Boston and served that term. H e was sentenced to four and 
a half years in the Springfield institution for his offences 
in that city. A fter he was entitled to a curtailment o f six 
months in that sentence for good behavior, he escaped, but 
was arrested again shortly afterward. The county commis
sioners deprived him o f the time he had earned by good be
havior and the court sentenced him to an additional year. 
He served that year and when the Governor and Council 
pardoned him w as serving the six months to which he was 
entitled prior to infringing by escaping.

No. 63. W i l l i a m  P i t t l e . Convicted o f being idle and 
disorderly, Third District Court o f Bristol County, May 15,
1911. Sentenced to the Massachusetts Beformatory on an 
indeterminate sentence. Pardoned November 15, upon the 
recommendation o f the probation officer, the Chief of Police 
and other prominent citizens o f New Bedford, who believed 
that the ends o f justice had been served by his six months’ 
imprisonment.

No. 64. M a s s im in o  R e p u c c i . Convicted o f murder, 
second degree, Superior Court, Suffolk County, November 
term, 1892. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Par
doned November 28. A  large number o f Italian citizens, 
including two clergymen who knew the circumstances .of the 
murder, appeared at the hearing and urged the pardon. 
The prisoner believed that he was acting in self defence. 
The party assaulted was a desperate character and had com- 
mited murder in Italy. The murder was committed in hot 
blood on the impulse of the moment, with no premeditation 
and malice aforethought. Friends stood ready to give him 
immediate employment.

No. 65. W il l is  N. K i m b a l l . Convicted o f  larceny, Su
perior Court, Essex County, June 24, 1909. Sentenced to 
the State Prison for from four to eight years. Pardoned 
November 28, upon the recommendation o f the district at
torney and the President o f the American W oolen Company,



from  which concern the goods were stolen. Two other men 
were arrested with Kimball, who were equally guilty but 
were tried at another session o f the court, and when they 
pleaded guilty one was placed on probation and the other 
sentenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory. The district 
attorney believed that under the laws o f the Commonwealth 
with reference to criminal punishment there should always 
be meted out to persons o f the same character and convicted 
under the same conditions, substantially the same punish
ment as near as it can be done. Kimball had a wife and 
several children who were destitute. The president of the 
American Woolen Company was interested in his behalf 
and would secure employment for him at once.

No. 66. H e n r y  F a y . Convicted o f stubbornness, Sec
ond District Court, Bristol County, June 5, 1911. Sen
tenced to the Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate 
sentence. Pardoned November 28, upon the recommenda
tion o f the justice who imposed the sentence, and the chair
man o f the county commissioners, who believed that he would 
hereafter obey his parents and lead an orderly life.

No. 67. J a m e s  E. K in g . Convicted o f breaking and 
entering, Superior Court, Suffolk County. Jan. 23, 1911. 
Sentenced to the Massachusetts Reform atory on an inde
terminate sentence. Pardoned November 29, upon the rec
ommendation o f ITon. Josiah Quincy and other prominent 
citizens o f Boston, who were strongly o f the opinion that he 
had been punished sufficiently to atone for his crime. They 
believed that he was the dupe o f had companions and not 
personally crim inally inclined.

No. 68. S a m u e l  R. M a x w e l l . Convicted o f murder, 
second degree, Superior Court, Middlesex Countv, Oct. 25. 
1898. Sentenced to the State Prison for life. Pardoned 
December 6. Judge I.awton, who was counsel for Maxwell, 
favored the pardon; also District Attorney W ier, on the 
ground that the murder was unpremeditated. H is w ife had 
been unfaithful, and Maxwell’s record in prison —  and in



fact always except for this one act —  had been good. H e was 
born in Montreal, March 2, 1873, and at the age o f twenty- 
one married Christine McIntosh, aged nineteen. At the 
time o f the murder he had. no trade or occupation. H is 
wife was dominant from  the start. H e was completely en
thralled by her personal charms and readily became subserv
ient and incapable o f exerting any restraint upon her. A  
baby wTas born, which was nursed and loved by the father 
as i f  he were a woman, and neglected by the mother as if  
she were a man, —  until it presently pined away and died. 
The woman left him and went to Ottowa. Maxwell went to 
work in a m ill in Lowell, and his w ife later wrote and begged 
to be taken back. H e took her back, but she soon resumed 
her former habits and he appealed to the police. Finally 
he became desperate, sold his clothes and bought a revolver 
to kill himself with, he says; but in a quarrel she threw a 
bunch o f keys in his face and he then shot her. The mur
dered woman’s mother also recommended the pardon.

No. 69. M a n u e l  D u a r t e . Convicted o f rape, Superior 
Court, Barnstable County, A pril 12, 1910. Sentenced to 
the House o f Correction for three years. Pardoned Decem
ber 6, upon the recommendation of the sheriff and several o f 
the deputy sheriffs o f Barnstable County, and also the Begis- 
ter of Probate and Clerk of Courts, on the ground that the 
woman has since married and does not oppose a pardon, and 
the prisoner’s w ife and son have come to this country and 
need his support. The district attorney recommended the 
pardon, as he had been confined nearly two years for an 
offence which under the statutes is rape, which is treated by 
the courts in sentencing as an aggravated case of adultery; 
and he felt that the time Duarte had spent in the House of 
Correction equalled the sentence usually imposed for the 
offence committed.

No. 70. E d w a r d  M. F r e e m a n . Convicted o f incest, 
Superior Court, Middlesex County, March 1-1, 1901. Sen
tenced to the State Prison for from  ten to fifteen years. 
Pardoned December 13, upon the recommendation o f the



complainants, who now under oath have certified that their 
testimony at the trial was untrue. On account of his age. 
seventy-one years, and his feebleness, he was transferred to 
the State Farm in 1910. It Was believed that the interests 
o f public justice would not suffer by his release.

N o . 71. H u g h  M u e p i-i y . Convicted o f conspiracy, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, March 2, 1911. Sentenced 
to the House of Correction for two years and transferred to 
the Massachusetts Reformatory. Pardoned December 13, 
upon the recommendation o f the assistant district attorney, 
who prosecuted the case, on the ground that he had been 
sufficiently punished for the crime committed and would 
hereafter lead a decent and honest life and become a respect
able member o f society. Fie is a young man twenty-two 
years o f age, with a w ife and child who were greatly in need 
o f his support. H e was arrested with three others, and it 
was considered at the time o f trial that he was the least 
criminal o f any of the participants. The district attorney 
was satisfied that he was led into committing the crime by 
the others, and that he did not share in the returns to the 
extent o f some of the others. Immediate employment 
awaited him upon his release.

N o. 72. F r a n k  D o h e r t y . Convicted o f larceny, Mu
nicipal Court, Boston, Oct. 10, 1911. Sentenced to the 
Massachusetts Reformatory on an indeterminate sentence. 
Pardoned December 13, upon the ground that he had been 
punished sufficiently. H e had only two weeks o f his sen
tence to serve.

No. 73. F r a n k  E. M oo s . Convicted of larceny, Su
perior Court, Hampden County, June 20, 1910. Sentenced 
to the House o f Correction for three years. Pardoned. De
cember 20. upon the recommendation o f the selectmen and 
other officials o f the town o f South Hadley, and also ex- 
District Attorney Irwin. H e had served more than half 
his sentence, and in their opinion public justice would be 
satisfied i f  he were released. Moos had an aged mother who



was in destitute circumstances and greatly in need of the 
assistance which her son would render to her. Moos was col
lector for the town of South Hadley and there was a shortage 
amounting to $325. No studied plan for cheating was dis
covered and no wicked or extravagant habits were brought 
home to him. H e had the reputation o f being a sober and 
steady young man.

N o. 74. E a s t m a n  F. N ic k e r s o n . Convicted o f adul
tery, Superior Court, Suffolk County, Aug. 14, 1911. Sen
tenced to the House o f Correction for one year. Pardoned 
December 20, upon the urgent request of his wife, who was 
sorely in need of his support and who was willing to condone 
his offence.

N o. 75. W i l l i a m  P. W h i t e . Convicted o f  conspiracy, 
Superior Court, Essex County, July 13, 1910. Sentenced 
to three years in the House o f Correction. Pardoned Decem
ber 27, upon the recommendation of more than six thousand 
citizens o f Lawrence, on the ground that the amount of 
time he had served had fully  satisfied every requirement of 
the law. H e had served nearly one-half o f the sentence im
posed. and his prison conduct had been in every respect 
exemplary. The petitioners believed that there was credi
ble and convincing evidence, now accessible but not offered 
at the trial, tending to prove that he was not in any wise 
a participant in the bribery which was the subject o f the in
dictment upon which he was convicted.

No. 70. W i l l i a m  .1. M o l e s . Convicted of robbery, Su
perior Court, Suffolk County, June 24. 1908. Sentenced 
to State Prison for from  fifteen to twenty years. Pardoned 
Jan. 3, 1912, upon the recommendation o f the assistant dis
trict attorney who tried the case, who “  had and still has 
grave doubt of Moles’ guilt. Moles had been transferred to 
the prison camp and hospital at Rutland suffering with pul
monary tuberculosis. It was believed that he had been 
sufficiently punished for the crime committed and might be 
restored to health by a pardon.
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