
HOUSE No. 418.

House of Representatives, July 20, 1883

The order under which the Committee have acted, was in
these words :

“ Housk of Representatives, Feb. 7, 1883.

“ Ordered , That the Committee on Public Charitable Institutions
investigate the management, control and present condition of the
several public charitable institutions, and particularly the special
charges of the mismanagement of the State Almshouse at Tewks-
bury, and that the committee be empowered to send for persons
and papers, employ a stenographic reporter, and report in print.

il Sent up for concurrence.
“ EDWARD H. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk.”

“Senate, Pel). 8, 1883.
“Concurred.

S. N. GIFFORD, Clerk."

The investigation made pursuant to this order, comprising
sixty-five hearings, and extending over a period of three and
one-half months, has been extraordinary in some of its fea-
tures, and therefore the committee feel justified in going
freely into details.

At the time the order was adopted, tin* committee had
upon their docket an unusual amount of business of the

(Eommcmrocaltl) of JHassacljusctts



2 [July,CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS.
ordinary character referred to thorn by the legislature, in-
cluding thirty other matters, necessitating visits to all the
publics charitable institutions of the State, and it was thought
advisable, substantially, to finish that business before pro-
ceeding with the matter of the investigation.

Various matters contained in the inaugural address of Mis
Excellency the Governor, relating to important changes in
our charitable institutions, fully occupied the attention of the
committee till about the middle of March, when they were
ready to give their time wholly to the investigation, as it has
been given since it was entered upon.

Any intimation that the committee did not begin their
work as soon as they could and should does them great in-
justice.

On the sixteenth day of March the committee saw the end
of their other business, and voted to begin the investigation
on Thursday, March 22d, and to give public notice to that
effect.

Prior to that time, and prior to the adoption of the order
for an investigation, the committee had visited the State
almshouse at Tewksbury and made the ordinary inspection
of that institution. Certain members of the committee went
to Tewksbury afterwards, and reached the almshouse before
the management had any knowledge of their coming. The
committee found the almshouse in a satisfactory condition,
and were of the opinion that, especially since the organiza-
tion of the state board of health, lunacy and charity in
1879, and under the present system of inspection and super-
vision, the management of the institution has been creditable
to all concerned. We speak now in general terms.

In view of the charges of His Excellency the governor, in
the inaugural address, relating to the alleged sale of dead
bodies as merchandise, special inquiry was made of the
superintendent in relation thereto, and the bonds required
by law before bodies can be surrendered were examined and
were found to be in due form. There was no concealment
on the part of the superintendent of the fact that unclaimed
bodies, in considerable numbers, had been delivered to med-
ical colleges for the promotion of anatomical science in this
State, as provided by law, and the number of bodies so de-
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livered and the amount of money received for their prepara-
tion, transportation and delivery to the medical schools,
were given to members of the committee. The superin-
tendent stated then that there were no public records relat-
ing to this subject, and that by order of the trustees the
assistant superintendent, since 1873, had been charged with
the business of delivering bodies to medical colleges under
the law. On inquiry into the details, it seemed to the
committee that the disagreeable work had been done as well
as it could be, under the circumstances.

The committee, having fixed upon the day to begin the
investigation, and having no knowledge of any “ special
charges of mismanagement” of the State almshouse, except
those heretofore referred to as contained in the governor’s
message, and having the names of no witnesses by whom to
prove any charges whatever, voted to wait upon His Excel-
lency the governor, consult with him as to the investiga-
tion, and obtain a list of the witnesses to be summoned.
Accordingly, on the nineteenth day of March, five members
of the committee visited His Excellency and held a confer-
ence with him on the subject in hand. He was notified of
the day set to begin the hearing, and was asked for the
names of witnesses to be summoned.

This much was thought to be due to the executive, inas-
much as he had made the charges to be investigated, in so
public a manner. After a free conference, His Excellency
declined to give the committee the names of witnesses to be
called, on the ground that they might be tampered with, and
informed the committee that he would take the whole matter
into consideration and communicate with them in writing.
On the second day thereafter the committee received the fol-
lowing letter:o

Commonwealth of Massaohutitts.
KxKCIIT VE DBP AUTMEN T,

Boston, March 20, 1883.

Dear Sir : Referring to a conversation which I had the pleasure to
have with yourself and a portion of your committee on the question of
the investigation of the affairs at the Tewksbury almshouse, in which
the committee expressed a wish that the governor would take part, alter
reflecting upon the subject, I have the honor to say that although, so far
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as I can learn, such action on the part of the governor is without prece-
dent, yet I can see no reason why I should not do such service as I may
for the Commonwealth in that as in any other capacity.

The committee spoke of a desire to hold a session on Thursday
morning. An important meeting of the council lias been called at an
early hour on that day; to confer upon a matter of considerable public
interest, with certain officials of the city of Boston, so that it is impos-
sible for me to be present at that meeting. And, if it were otherwise
possible, I should not be ready to commence an investigation in a
manner satisfactory- to myself, until I can be assured that the wit-
nesses I propose to interrogate are at hand.

As this investigation will consume very considerable time, and as I
assume that the sessions of the two Houses will commence early next
week to be held in the morning, I would suggest that the investigation
take place in the evenings, commencing say at half-past seven o’clooki
Two and a half hours every evening can, in that way be had of solid
time, which would very much speed the work,

I see no reason why the investigation cannot be had as such investi-
gations are usually conducted in Congress, through a sub-committee, so
far as taking the evidence is concerned. That would relieve the neces-
sity of the attendance of all the committee, and the inconvenience of
any member who does not wish so to do, from staying in town; that
sub-committee to consist of three or five, as may be desirable.

If the committee desire that I shall take part, and will arrange the
time as I have indicated, so that I can get ready so to do, I will devote
the time to this work which would otherwise be ray own. If the com-
mittee so desire, will you please issue to me some subpoenas in blank
for witnesses, that I may summon such as I desire

If the time indicated is used I can spare the services of my steno-
grapher to aid the stenographer of the committee, so as to speed the
work.

I should be pleased to confer with you or your committee on the sub-
ject at 4 p. m, on Wednesday.

I am, very respectfully,

Benj. F. Butler,
Governor.

lion. Onslow Gilmore, Chairman
Com. on Public Charitable Institutions , Senate Chamber.

This letter surprised the committee exceedingly. We
wish to deny explicitly as language, will permit, that the
committee expressed any wish whatever that the governor
should take part in the investigation. To disabuse his mind
on that subject the committee promptly waited upon His
Excellency, and told him of his mistake. Were it not for
the grave doubt existing as to the propriety of the governor
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taking part in an investigation of charges which, if sustained,
must lead to legislation which would have to he laid before
the executive for revision or approval, the committee would
have recognized a peculiar fitness in the appearance before
them of His Excellency, in order that the same party who
drew Ihe indictment should also try the case before the
appropriate tribunal, and should thus have the fullest oppor-
tunity to prove his allegations.

It was for these reasons that the committee were careful
to leave wholly with His Excellency the duty of deciding
whether or not he should take part in the investigation;
and after his appearance the record will show that large lib-
erty was accorded him, both in time and in the admission
of evidence, to enable him to establish his charges.

The committee postponed the beginning of the hearing to
the evening of the 29th day of March, Here is one week of
delay not to be charged to the committee.

On the appointed evening His Excellency appeared to
conduct the case and has since examined the witnesses for
the prosecution, cross-examined those for the defendants,
and at the close of the hearing summed up against the man-
agement of the almshouse.

The Issue.

After reading the order for the investigation, with a view
to determine the issues to be tried and to ascertain who the
parties represented were,

Mr. Edward P. Brown, appearing as counsel for the board
of trustees of the institution at Tewksbury, and also for the
superintendent and managers, asked (p. 2) that, charges
might be preferred in writing. To this the governor objected,
and after discussion, the conclusion of the matter was as
follows ;

The Chairman. I think the committee understood your Excel-
lency that the charges are substantially in the message ; and that
your Excellency at the interview with the committee —at which I
was not present intimated as much, that the charges were sub-
stantially what were contained in the message. I think that those
charges are specific, and, unless the committee order otherwise I
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think we will hear any testimony that His Excellency the governor
has to submit to the committee. Mr. Mellen, does that meet your
view ?

Mr. Mellen. Yes, sir.

There can he no doubt, then, as to who preferred the
charges, and who conducted the prosecution.

And what were the charges of the inaugural address,
express and implied?

Here are the exact words of His Excellency :

Have there not been scandals, public and well known, for years
in that institution? Was it not charged, and never denied, that,
for years, of the infants born in or sent to that institution more
than ninety per cent, died as such ? All of these did not fill an
infant pauper’s grave, even; for it can be shown that from one
hundred and fifty to two hundred and fifty infant corpses were an-
nually sold as merchandise to a single medical institution in the
State, for from three to five dollars each. Many, if not all, came
from thence, besides large numbers of bodies of pauper adults, fur-
nished for other medical purposes, and sold as merchandise for
very7 considerable sums ; and that done secretly, and not under and
in accordance with the provisions of the law, which, under certain
safeguards, permit almshouses to furnish the unclaimed bodies of
deceased paupers for dissecting purposes to surgeons and medical
schools, according to the decent and humane provision of the
statute. Was this not in testimony before a grand jury? Has it
not been publicly known? What record has the State of these
dead infant children, to whom it look the place of parent? What
account, even, has ever been returned of the price of this mer-
chandise of the ghouls? What record of birth or death or burial
place, by which such bodies could be identified or classified?

Another charge was that oue of the trustees bad said that
he made enough out of the commissions on what was bought
for the institution to pay him for his time.

Another was that the salaries of the penal and charitable
institutions were seventy per cent, of the appropriations.

We dispose of the hitter, so far as it touches this institu-
tion now, by stating that the appropriation for the Tewks-
bury almshouse last year was $93,000, and ot this $20,000
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went for salaries of officers and wages of attendants and
nurses. The per cent, in this case is less than twenty-two.

Under the general charge of mismanagement, the com-
mittee admitted evidence of any alleged act of neglect, abuse,
cruelty, malfeasance or misfeasance on the part of anybody
connected with the management of the State almshouse, from
the members of the state board of health, lunacy and char-
ity, down through the trustees and all the subordinate offi-
cers, to the attendants and nurses.

The Charges.

1. The first count of His Excellency’s indictment was
this :

“ Have there not been scandals, public and well known,
for years in that institution?”

The answer is, Yes, as there always may be in any insti-
tution of this kind. And further, that most of those scan-
dals, after investigation, were found to be groundless, and
when abuses were found they were corrected at once.

2. The second count was this :
“ Was it not charged,

O 7

and never denied, that for years, of the infants born in or
sent to that institution, more than ninety per cent, died as
such? ”

This charge raised the question as to how far back the in-
quiry should extend. What public purpose could be sub-
served by going into the question of infant mortality at
Tewksbury previous to 1879, when it is a matter of public
record that for five years there has been no charge of abuse
or neglect in relation to the infant wards of the State, they
being now cared for elsewhere, and in such a manner that the
mortality among them is less than that among infants gener-
ally, your committee cannot understand. Even His Excel-
lency recognizes the fact in his message, in the paragraph
following the charge now under consideration, where ho says
there were last year one hundred and four births and only
five infant deaths there.

But the committee would place no limit upon the scope
of this inquiry, and opened to His Excellency the right to
go back to the foundation of the almshouse, in order that he
might lay bare any abuse and wrong that he could expose to
the public.
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Former Infant Mortality.

The facts as to infant mortality, in former years at Tewks-
bury, are not in dispute.

The evidence is overwhelming that the infant foundlings
O O

sent to Tewksbury were those whose chances of life were
very small.

The most of them came from Boston, and the Ghardon
Street Home was the central reservoir from which they were
distributed.

The attempt of the governor to compare the poorhouse
at Lowell with the State almshouse, as a place for keeping
infants, is grossly unfair. It has already appeared that those
at Tewksbury were sorted out in Boston as unpromising,
while those at Lowell are born there, and are very few in
number.

His reference to the record of babies from the Ghardon
Street Home is also a gross perversion of facts. The record
book there kept was not made up by a physician. We shall
be justified in quoting from the testimony of Phebe B. Spear,
matron of Ghardon Street Home (pp. 1697, 1698).

Q. Now, following those instructions, tell me what children out
of those received at the Ghardon Street Home you sent to Tewks-
bury? A. The most miserable ones. Those that f felt were not
suitable for adoption, and that they were not willing to lake in
other institutions.

Q. Those that were not suitable for adoption or which institu-
tions were not willing to take? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was the Massachusetts Infant Asylum one of the institu-
tions that came there to take children ? A. Yes, sir.

Q. During those three years? A. Yes, sir. Well, they did
more or less all the time.

Gov. Butler. I don’t hear you.
The Witness. They took them from there all the time, when-

ever we had good healthy children.
Q. Now, 1 open this record, volume one, page 139, date Nov.

9,1872. Is that your handwriting? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, we go,on with that until we come to May 29, 1876 :

“Sent, to State almshouse at Tewksbury, Jessie Holgrave, doubt-
ful,” I notice on this register you use the terms “ doubtful,”
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“ feeble,” “ fair,” and “ good.” I want you to tell me who made
that classification of children as they came in there. A. I did.

Q. And have you ever been educated as a physician? A.
No, sir.

Q,. Now, I want to know, Mrs. Spear, —in selecting children
for Tewksbury, what children did }T ou send out of all that were
received at the Chardon Street Home during all those years.
A. The poorest; those that I felt I could not provide a home for
elsewhere.

Gov. Butler. Won’t you repeat that?
The Witness. Those that were feeble and miserable, and that

I felt I could not provide a home for.

Hiss Crockett, the matron of that institution, testified (p.
1642) : We always keep the best and send the poorest to
Tewksbury. Another former matron of this institution
more than corroborated this statement. The testimony of
Dr, Lathrop, Dr. Putney, Dr. Folsom and others was that
Tewksbury was not a suitable place for so many infants, and
that mortality could not be prevented without an eiltire
change of system, which was finally brought about, no one
being more urgent in accomplishing the result than Captain
Marsh, the superintendent. His official reports for many
years furnish cumulative evidence of this fact. We have
not gone so far into this matter of the infant mortality as we
should have done if there were any pretence that there is
now any grievance to which a remedy should be applied.

3d. We now come to the third and gravest charge in the
indictment:

“All of these (the ninety per cent.) did not fill an infant
pauper’s grave even, for it can be shown that from one hundred and
fifty to two hundred and fifty infant corpses were annually sold as
merchandise to a single medical institution in the State, for from
three to five dollars each. Many, if not all, came from thence, be-
sides large numbers of bodies of pauper adults, furnished for
Other medical purposes, and sold as merchandise for very consid-
erable sums ; and that done secretly, and not under and in accord-
ance witli tiie provisions of the law, which, under certain safe-
guards, permit almshouses to fuyiish the unclaimed bodies of
deceased paupers for dissecting purposes to surgeons and medical
schools, according to the decent and humane provision of the
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statute. Was this not in testimony before a grand jury? Has it
not been publicly known? What record has'the State of these
dead infant children, to whom it took the place of parent? What
account, even, has ever been returned of the price of this mer-
chandise of the Ghouls? What record of birth or death or burial-
place, by which such bodies could be identified or classified?”

These words of the Executive, in his first official communi-
cation to the legislature, naturally produced a profound sen-
sation.

We find the charge rests upon the unsupported evidence
of Dr. John Dixwell. It is material to notice that the
charge is that the bodies were sold to a single medical in-
stitution, which institution is the Harvard Medical School;
and the claim is that many, if not all, the one hundred and
fifty to two hundred and fifty babies came from Tewksbury.

Before proceeding to examine the evidence, we spread
upon the record chapter 81 of the Public Statutes.

The law under which bodies may be surrendered for the
advancement of anatomical science :

“ Section 1. The overseers of the poor of a town, the mayor
and aldermen of a city, and the trustees and superintendent of the
state almshouse, may, to any physician or surgeon, upon his re-

quest, give permission to take the bodies of such persons dying in
such town, city or almshouse, as are required to be buried at the
public expense, to be by him used within the state for the advance-
ment of anatomical science, preference being given to medical
schools established by law, for their use in the instruction of
students.

“Sect. 2. Every physician or surgeon, before receiving any
such dead body, shall give to the board of officers surrendering the
same to him, a sufficient bond that each body shall be used only
for the promotion of anatomical science within this state, and so as
in no event to outrage the public feeling; and that, after having
been so used, the remains thereof shall be decently buried.

“ Sect. 3. Persons having charge of a poorhouse, workhouse or
house of industry, in which a person required to be buried at the

public expense dies, shall forthwith give notice of such death to the
overseers of the poor of the town, or to the mayor and aldermen of
the city in which such death occurs; and except in case ol neces-
sity the body of such person shall not be buried until such notice is
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given, and permission therefor granted by such overseers or mayor
and aldermen ; nor without their permission shall the body he sur-
rendered for dissection or mutilation.

“Sect. 4. If the deceased person, during his last sickness, of
his own accord requested to be buried ; or if. within twenty-four
hours after his death, any person claiming to be and satisfying the
proper authorities that he is a friend or of kindred to the deceased
asks to have the body buried, or if such deceased person was a
stranger or traveller who suddenly died, the body shall not be so
surrendered, but shall be buried.”

Thij, law, or one in substance like it, is oil the statute
book of very many States in the Union, and has been the
law of Massachusetts for more than thirty years, and it was
in evidence before the committee that until the inaugural
address of His Excellency the,governor no human being had
ever complained to the trustees or the superintendent that
this law had not been properly and humanely executed.
Sixty thousand people have passed through the state alms-
house since Captain Marsh entered upon his work as super-
intendent, and five thousand nine hundred twenty-eight
(5,928) have died there.

In the argument of His Excellency before the committee,
he did not claim that the bond mentioned in the statute has
been violated except in this, that the remains of bodies were
not decently treated and properly buried after their delivery
to the medical schools.

It was also claimed that skins taken from bodies in the
Harvard Medical School had been tanned, and that for this
the management of the almshouse is to be held responsible.

Your committee has grave doubts whether the law requires
any bond to be given by a medical school, and are clear that
it does not require a bond to be given in each case of receiv-
ing a body, as urged by His Excellency at the hearing, but
not in the argument, if any bond was required, that part
of the law had been complied with by the Harvard Medical
School, Dr. Henry J. Bigelow and Dr. Oliver Wendell
Holmes signing and sealing the instrument and delivering it
to tin; trustees.

To return to the cluster of charges and to analyze them.
(a\ From one hundred and titty to two hundred and
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lilt}' bodies of babies were sold annually to a single insti-
tution for from three to five dollars each.

(b) Many, if not all of them, came from Tewksbury.
(c) Large numbers of bodies of pauper adults furnished

for other (what other?) medical purposes were sold as mer-
chandise for very considerable sums.

(d) This has been done secretly and not in accordance
with law.

Was not this in testimony before a grand jury? says His
Excellency. And has it not been publicly known? These
questions seem to the committee of very great importance.

The public mind of Massachusetts would have been greatly
relieved, on the fourth day of January last, if His Excellency
had answered these questions in the message as he answered
them to the committee (p. 48).

Dr. Dixwell is on the witness stand.

(Question by Chairman.) Was there any indictment found
against anybody? A. If so, I know nothing about it. It was
simply they asked me just as here, and I answered as here., They
then tried to make me 1, say that I knew where they came from, and
I told them at that time, as I say here, that I did not know where
thee came from.

The Chairman. Perhaps that is a matter of record, Gov. But-
ler ; is there any objection to, stating what the result was?

Gov. Butler. No, sir. There was no result. •

The Chairman. There was no bill found?
Gov. Butler. Ah, but there was uo accusation made. ! will

be frank and tell yon what I understand about that. I understand
that the foreman of the grand jury, who had some connection with
these institutions, wanted the grand jury to know these facts, and
he had this witness summoned before the grand jury, and he de-
tailed such facts as he did detail, and that was all there was of it
from the beginning to the end.

The grand jury either did not belleva the witness or else
they must have found that there had been no violation of
law. There was no jurisdiction, it is intimated elsewhere,
by His Excellency, but it is difficult to see why a grand
jury in Suffolk had no jurisdiction over the Harvard Medical
School.
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But if Tewksbury was to be indicted, it may be assumed
that the testimony, if reliable, would have found its way to
a Middlesex grand jury.

(e) What record has the State of those dead infant chil-
dren, to whom it took the place of parent? The answer to
this question may be given here. The State has a perfect
record of the birth and death of every infant that has died
in Tewksbury, according to the Public Statutes, chapter
32, section 13.

if) What account, even, has ever been returned of the
price of this merchandise of the ghouls?

(g) What record of birth or death or burial-place by
which such bodies could be identified or classified?

(a) How many bodies of infant paupers ever went from
Tewksbury to Harvard Medical School ?

Take the testimony of Dr. Dixwell, page 9.

Q. Had you occasion while you were in that medical school
to dissect any bodies? A. I had.

Q. How many students were there connected with the hospital
at that time? A. There were a larger number thansince, because
there was no examination for admission. I should think there
were 200 or 300, all told ; a large number from Canada, etc.

Q. You were there three years. During that three years how
many bodies of infants do you think you saw and knew of in con-
nection with that school ? A. Bodies of infants?

Q. Yes. sir; young persons. A. Well, 1 saw several hun-
dred a year, certainly.

Q. Of what ages? A. All infants ; all under a year.

Page 10 :

Q, When bodies were brought there where were they put?
A. There was a little ante-room at the end of the dissecting-room
in which all the bodies, old and young, were put and kept.

Q. How were they stored? A They were placed in crates
and on shelves until such time as the students got ready to use
them.

Q. Were those children dressed or undressed? A. Most of
them had night-clothes on.

Q. What kind of clothes? Describe them. A. A little
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chemise, white dress and little bands ; nothing on the hands, noth-
ing on the legs ; sometimes diapers, sometimes not.

Q. Who had them in charge ? A. At that time, in the
medical school ?

Q. Yes. A. The janitor; one Bill Andrews. He is dead.
He suicided in the same building.

Q. That was well. What was his business before he died?
A. That I don’t know ; but ! heard him say that he had been in
the ring.

Q. Do you mean as a prize-fighter ? Was that what you
understood? A. That is what I understood.

Page 11; —-

Q- Can you tell me whether or not those bodies were sold ?

A. They were.
Q. At what price? A. Well, it varied with the supply. The

demand was good, but the supply was sometimes short.
They paid from three to five dollars, and sometimes from two to
five dollars a part.

Q. Sometimes three and sometimes five? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was there any difference as to price as to whether it was a

healthy or an unhealthy body? A. No. Because that distinction
was always made by Andrews, and he was not supposed to be
capable of knowing whether they were diseased or not. He set the
price and took the money.

Q. Won’t 3’ou describe to the committee how thev were sold?
ion were a student, and wanted one ; how did you get it? A.
An infant?

Q- Yes, sir. A. If I wanted it for myself alone, I went to
Andrews and asked him if he would get me a baby. Ifhe had not
got one, after a while ho would notify me that he had got one. I
would take him so much money, he would give the baby to me,
and I would take it away in a bundle. The students, so many of
those we associated with, would steal anything that was left there,
so we generally took them away with us.

Q. Yon say the bodies were taken away by students? You
mean to be dissected elsewdiere? A. lr es ; at their rooms, or
anywhere else.

Q. But if it was not a baby, what was usually taken by a student
to dissect? A. Oh, they would take part of an adult. Five
would take it; one would take the head, one each arm, and one
each lea:, dividing it in the middle.
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Q. They would take those parts away to be dissected ? A. Or
not, as they chose.

Q. Whether the students would pay lor those parts? A. The
students? Always.

Q. How much? A. Well, that would depend, too ; always as
much as two dollars and sometimes more a part.

Q. Whether the students preferred babies? A. Such as had
lodgings and wished to dissect really, preferred babies, because
they could handle them at their own places quietly.

Q. During the time how many of those babies do you think you
dissected yourself? A. In the three years?

Q. Yes. A. Well, I had several every week—two or three
every week. 1 suppose I had fifty or sixty a year, certainly. I
was very desirous of dissecting, and perhaps I dissected more
than my mates ; but I certainly dissected several a week.

Q. Was there any difference in price between a baby who had
died suddenly, and who was full and plump, and a baby which had
wasted away by sickness? A. Distinction in price? None.
The distinction in price varied with the asserted lack or increase
of supply'. We never knew why it was.

Q. This Mr. Andrews said he would charge now five dollars
because they were scarce, and three dollars because they were
plenty? A. Yes, sir.

Page 12:

Q. Did any of these children show signs of—was there any-
thing to show that there had been anybody who ever did care for
them—in their dress; if so, describe it? A. Not being an ex-
pert particularly in dress, frequently' I showed some of the little
clothes to ladies, and asked them whether they were good clothes,
and they told me they' were, i had a little dissecting-house on my
father’s place in Cambridge, and in the mean time quite a number
of these little dresses accumulated. I asked people supposed to
know, and they told me they were nice little clothes. The parents
took pains with them. Little edging around the tops, and the
quality of the cloth showed that they' were good.

Q. Any little insertion and lace? A. Yes, around the neck;
frequently trimmed up to show that somebody cared for the child.
fQ. Did most of the students there have babies more or less ?

A. No, not most of them ; for the larger part of them were
loafers.

Q. Well, most of them ■ that cared for study ? A. Those that
were students, certainly dissected a large number of babies.
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Q. You said several hundred during the three years you were
there. Will you state the number you can be certain of in your
own mind each year? A. That did dissect?

Q. No, sir; of babies. A. That came to the medical school?
Q. Yes. A. I am unable to say that, because I can only say

with surety about those that I dissected, because there might have
been a large number, or a small number come in when I was not
there.

Q. Yes, but taking your knowledge, how many came in in a
year? Of course, I don’t expect you to tell the largest number,
but how large a number do you know about? A. I know that a
number of men beside myself dissected and had all they wanted;
and hence, it would be safe to say, that more than those I used
would be used. I say I used two or three a week, and certain it
was, that several others did the same.

Page 13 : —-

Q. Now, were you informed at the time where those bodies
came from? A. Andrews told me where they' came from.

Page 14: —-

Q. Where did he tell you they' came from ?

Mr. Brown. I pray the judgment of the committee a man
that is dead and belonged' to the ring

Gov. Butler. He belonged to the Harvard Medical School,
too ; that was bis last performance.

Mr. Brown. I pray the judgment of the committee. We are
not trying the Harvard Medical School.

Gov. Butler. 1 respectfully insist that in a matter of investi-
gation of this description it is competent evidence to show where
the man that had the goods to sell said he got them. Theyr might
have been of better quality because they came from a certain
place. There might have been very many reasons why he would
say where they came from. And I show the man having them in
charge, and I put it in as a connecting link of evidence that he
said they came from Tewksbury.

The Chairman. Is it conceded that the man is dead?
Dr. Dixwell. He suicided in that very building—shot him-

self.
Gov. Butler. The declaration of a dead man. I would pro-

duce the witness if I could get him, aucj would be very glad to get
him.
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The Chairman. It seems to me it is purely hearsay evidence ;

I, of course, submit it to the committee. It is open for the com-
mittee to saj- what thej' will hear.

Page 18 :

[A vote was taken, and the question was admitted.]
The Chairman. The question will be answered.
Q. (By Gov. Butler.) Did you ask - him where these bodies

came from? A. I did.
Q. Did he reply? A. He did.
Q. Where did he say they came from? A. Tewksbury alms-

house.
Q. Was that on one occasion, or more than one? A. More

than one. I asked several times.
Q. Was the same question asked about the bodies, I mean,

now, the adults? A. Yes ; the contents of the trunks were adults
and babies both.

Q. How were they stowed? A. The adult bodies were bent
double, and the babies were filled in.

Q. Dr. Dixwell, some years ago were you called before the
grand jury of Suffolk County ? A. I was.

Q. Did you give the testimony substantially just as you give it
here? A. I did.

Gov. Butler. The witness, Mr. Brown, is yours at present.

Page 19;—

Q. Doctor, this room you have spoken of was within the walls
of the college, was it not, where bodies are kept? A. Oh, it is a
closet off the dissecting-room.

Q. And in charge of the trustees of the institution by their
janitor or other officer? A. I suppose so, of course.

Q. And it was within your knowledge that bodies came from
several places, I suppose. A. It was not within my knowledge
at all. I had no idea anything about it except what he said. In
fact it would be impossible for me to know.

Page 42 :

Q. What do you mean, then, by telling this committee that you
dissected one or two babies each week? A. Not there.

Q. Where? At the Harvard Medical School? You didn’t
dissect them there? A. I have told you repeatedly that they were
dissected in Cambridge.
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Q. That is, the most of your work was done in Cambridge?
A. I told you so last night.

Q. At your own house? A. At my dissecting-honse at Cam-
bridge, built for the purpose, and taken down after I was through
with it.

Page 47 :

Q. (By the Chairman.) In whose employ was the man An-
drews, at the time }-ou were in the medical school? A. I sup-
posed he was in the employ of the medical school.

Q. Did you have any knowledge whatever where these bodies
came from, except what he told you? A. Not the slightest
knowledge except as I stated. An 1 this I desire to restate, be-
cause it has been stated that I said they came from Tewksbury. I
have not the faintest idea where they came from, except by hear-
say evidence.

This is all the evidence there was, on the part of Dixwell,
that any infant corpses came from Tewksbury to Harvard
Medical School. Any one who is capable of weighing evi-
dence knows that in his testimony there is not a particle of
competent evidence that an infant corpse ever went from
Tewksbury to Harvard Medical School. And yet, upon
Dixwell’s testimony alone, Governor Butler evidently framed
his terrible arraignment in the inaugural address.

Passing now to page 1221 of the testimony, we read from
that of Dr. Bush, a classmate of Dixwell, as follows ;

Q. Now, sir, while you were in the Harvard Medical School,
and while Dixwell was there, did you ever see Dixwell dissecting
an infant? A. No, sir.

Q. Did you ever see an infant in the dissecting-room of the
Harvard Medical School? A. No, sir.

Q. During your entire course ? A. No, sir.
Gov. Butler. I can save you, probably, any trouble upon

that; putting so many questions upon that; 1 don’t claim that they
were.

Mr. Brown. Don’t claim what?
Gov. Butler. 1 don’t claim that thej' were used in the dissect-

ing-room. Of course they would not be. That is the ground I
shall take.
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Mr. Brown. Dixwell says they were. Now, if you say Dis-
well is wrong, I am satisfied to leave it.

Gov. Butler. Oh, no ; oh, no.

Mr. Brown. But Dixwell says that they were, and that he saw

from two hundred to three hundred in a single year in the Harvard
Medical School.

Gov. Butler. Yes, but not in the dissecting-room. He was
true when he said they were in the Harvard Medical School, but
the}' were not on the dissecting-table ; that is the only difference
between the two. Of course a student having to pay three dollars
or two dollars for a part of a body to dissect, and having to
pass his examination on that, would not have them on the dis-
secting-table. That was not the place where he took them. He
says the students got them of this one-eyed janitor and carried
them home, because they were more convenient; and he carried
them home to his own dissecting-room and dissected them.
And I called your attention to that early, don’t you remember?

Page 1222

Gov. Butler. They were sold to the students by the one-eyed
man who blew his brains out afterwards, for which 1 am very
much obliged to him.

Gov. Butler. The difference is this, sir, that this was a traffic
which was going on with the knowledge of the officer in charge, so
far as to the janitor, who seems to be the only man who knew any-
thing about it, so far as we have gone, and who was selling them
to the students, and buying the little ones of Mr. Manning, just as
Mrs. Manning said, only they were cheating Mrs. Manning out of
the price of the little ones, that is all.

Mr. Browx. No evidence to that
Gov. Butler. Yes ; this whole thing is illicit, illegal, unlawful,

wrong and damnable. Now, let us not have any mistake about it.
Unless reasoning is at end, Gov. Butler had now arrived

at the conclusion that Bill Andrews, the janitor of Harvard
Medical School, was selling babies to students at “ from
three to live dollars each.”

Where the bodies came from, there is, as yet, no evi-
dence. The governor agrees these bodies were not used in
the dissecting-room, and there is no evidence they were dis-
sected in the medical school in any other room, and there-
fore they must have been carried away as Dixwell says he
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did those he had, Andrews keeping the dead-room of the
college as a store-house for his illicit traffic.

Let ns see if that can be done. We (juote at-length from
Dr. Porter's testimony.

Page 1230;

Charles B. Porter {sworn).
Direct examination by Mr. Brown.

Q. Your full name? A. Charles Burnham Porter.
Q. You are a phj’sician, and where is jour residence? A.

Five, Arlington Street.
Q. Do you know Dr. John Dixwell? A. I have known him

from the time he was in the school, but not intimate.
Q. Not intimately. Were you connected with the Harvard

Medical School in the years 1870,’71,’72 and ’73? A. I was
demonstrator from 1869 to 1879.

Q. 1869 to 1879; ten years? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Demonstrator of anatomy ; and as demonstrator of anatomy
at the Harvard Medical School, what did you have to do with the
bodies, if anything, which were brought there for the purposes of
dissection? A. I had the entire control.

Q. The entire control. Was the dissecting-room entirely under
your management? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was the room adjoining the dissecting-room, that you have
heard described, in which the bodies were placed prior to dissec-
tion, entirely under your control? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you have the key to both rooms? A. I did.
Q. Did anybody have the key to the room in which these

bodies were kept except yourself, and if so, who? A. The
janitor.

Q. Who was janitor during 1870, ’7l, ’72 and ’73? A.
William Andrews.

Q. Anybody else have a key to that room except yourself and
Mr. Andrews? A. No, sir.

Q. Now, Dr. Porter, during the three years when Dr. Dixwell
was connected with the school, commencing with 1870 and ending
with 1873, was there a body of an infant in that dissecting-room or
in the room adjoining it, within your knowledge? A. No, sir.

Q. Never was? Could there have been? A. I should like to
make a remark.

Q. Yes. A. It is possible that a still-born baby might have
been brought by one of the students who was attending a case, to
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examine, look at the fetal circulation, but never anything which
passed through my hands.

Q. Or which passed through the hands of the janitor? A. No,
sir.

Page 1231 ;

Q. Or which was paid for by the institution? A. No, sir.
Q. Now, was there any baby dissected in that dissecting room

during the three years that Dr. Dixwell was there ? A. No, sir.
Gov. Butler. You may spend as much time on that as you

like; there was no evidence that there was.
Mr. Brown. I don’t know which way this cat is going to jump,

and I want to cover the entire ground.
Gov. Butler. It is covered so far as lam concerned.
Q. Now, -was there ever an}- baby in that room used as a re-

ceptacle for these dead bodies prior to dissection ? A. No, sir.
Q. Within your knowledge within those years? A. No, sir.
Q. Is there any time of the year when Andrews, the janitor,

could have dealt out babies the bodies of babies —to anybody,
they being a part of any material with which the Harvard Medical
School had anything to do? A. No, sir.

Q. Now, doctor, you knew Dixwell as a medical student? A.
Yes, sir ; just as I know all the medical students.

Q. Did you ever know of Dixwell’s ever having any babies tb
dissect out of-the school? A. No, sir.

Q. I want you now to tell us, doctor, what was done with the
remains during the ten years that you were demonstrator of anat-
omy, from 1869 to 1879? A. They were collected in pails placed
under each one of the dissecting-room tables, and then transferred
from there to a room adjoining in the yard, and put into coffin-
boxes, such a box as is usually put outside of a coffin when in-
terred in ordinary burial, —were put into that, and then closed up
and delivered to the city undertaker 1o bo buried at Mount Hope.

Q. Who was the city undertaker? A. Mr. Tinkham.
Q. On Howard Street? A. Yes, sir.
Q And they were buried in Mount Hope cemetery ? A. Yes,

sir.
Q. And that was the method or manner in which these remains

were disposed of during the entire ten year's in which you were
demonstrator of anatomy? A. Yes, sir.

Q. From 1869 to 1879? A. Yes, sir.

We pass, now, for the present, to the question of sale.
In a sale there must be the element of payment, or price.
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What is the evidence, direct and admitted? We quote
further from Dr. Porter’s testimony, page 1233.

Q. Now, if you please, who paid for these bodies? A. I did,
sir.

Q. To whom did you make your payment? A. I made it,—
it would depend upon where I got them, sir.

Q. Who paid you? A. Harvard College.
Q. Suppose the janitor did Harvard College pay you for all

the bodies? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Didn’t the students pay for them? A. They paid a certain

amount of money for the privilege of dissecting, sir; but it was

not considered as paying for the body.
Q. They were paying for the use of it? A. Yes, sir.

Q. They paid a certain amount for the use of it. Very well;
who did they pay that to? A. That was paid to the janitor.

Q. To the janitor. To whom did he account? A. He accounted
for it to me.

Q, He accounted to you. Now, there must be some books on
this subject? A. I only had memorandum from year to year, sir.

Q. Now, then, did you pay the same price for a body each time?
A. Yes. sir.
. Q. Always pay the same price, wherever it came from? A.
Paid the same price to the same individual.

Q. What? A. When a price was once agreed upon with an in-
dividual it was the same.

Q. I understand ; when it was agreed upon, you paid what you
agreed upon, i should not question that. A. i said with the in-
dividual. It was agreed upon ; the same price was paid to him.
the individual. If it was agreed upon, the same price was paid
to him.

Q. I ask you if you paid the same price for bodies of the
same, I don’t like to say relative worth: but say bodies of
adults? A. It depended on the source from which they were
supplied.

Q. Now, that is the very thing I want to know ; what source
were they supplied from? A. 1 don’t know, sir, that lam called
upon to reply; except that they were received from Tewksbury,

some of them.
Q. Pardon me ; 1 think you are; but, then, we won’t come to a

dead-look until it is necessary. What other sources, I will come
to that in a moment. Wnat price did you pay to rewksbmy?
A. $ll, sir.
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Q. Fourteen ; never any more? A. No, sir.
Q. Never any less? A. Well, I think, in the first part of my

period as demonstrator, that $l2 was paid, sir ; but I am not posi-
tive about that.

Q. And $l4 afterwards? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you get any voucher for your money paid? A. Do
you mean a receipt?

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir.
Q. Take them as each body was delivered. A. No, sir.
Q. How often did yon settle up? A. Generally twice a

year, I think, sir.
Q. Now, whom did you deal with about these bodies? A. Mr.

Thomas J. Marsh, Jr.
Q. Did you ever deal with anybody else except Manning and

Thomas J. Marsh, Jr.? A. I think, in the earlier days, sir, but
it had slipped my mind till this morning, that I dealt first with Mr.
Wrightington ; but I should have to refresh in} - mind about it.

Q. You dealt first with Mr. Wrightington? A. As having
something to do with the board of charities or the state house, or
something of that kind.

Q. By Mr. Wrightington you mean the man who is now in
the board of charities? A. I should have to refresh my mind
about it; I don’t know.

Q. Had you any receipts from him? A. No, sir; no more
than the others.

Q. He dealt a little cheaper, apparently, :—you said you thought
in the first place you paid $l2, did he? A. That 1 can’t
remember, sir.

Q. I wish you would try and refresh your memory and let me
know to-morrow morning about it, and bring me anything you
have. Did he have any account? A. That I know nothing
about, sir.

Q. About what time did Mr. Thomas J. Marsh begin witli you?
A. I don’t remember the year. I think it was ’7O or ’7l, sir; I
have forgotten.

Q. He began in ’7O or ’7l ? A. As I said, till this morning I
had forgotten I over dealt with anybody else except Mr. Marsh.

Let us now return to Dixwell, to see how he is supported
in his evidence that Andrews kept a full store-house of
infant corpses.

Joseph 11. Chase was the first witness who hud charge of
dead bodies at Tewksbury. He did not pretend to say how
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many infant bodies were sent anywhere, but swore that
nothing was paid for them, so far as he knew (p. 600"). As
to the price paid for transportation, Mr. Chase answered as
follows to a question by the chairman.

Page 60 :

Q. Now, supposing you were doing that for yourself, what
would be a fair price to take a body from the dead-house, as you
describe, load it on to the wagon, drive with it to Boston, and
deliver it to the medical college? A. If I was going to make a
business of it, I think teu or twelve dollars is cheap enough ; I
should judge so ; I would not do it for that if I had any other
way of getting a living.

Mr. Chase was discharged for drunkenness, and was hostile
to the Marshes. He testified that he never knew a body to
be sold, and that no physician ever came to the almshouse
for a body.

Miss Manning testified that some infants were carried,
but she did not know how many.

The committee placed no reliance on her testimony.
Thomas J. Hall, who had charge of the bodies for about

three years, from 1874 to 1877, testified as follows, page 195 :

Q. Did there use to be much call for infants? A. No ; there
was no great call for infants when 1 was there, as I told you
before. Ido not recollect of their sending for more than two or
three during the time 1 was there.

Q. Were infants buried there? A. Yes; they were buried
there, most of them while I was there, very, few of them taken
away.

Hall seemed like an honest witness, although he, too, was
discharged.

He contradicted Dudley on an important point, as to
money alleged by Dudley to have been paid by Thomas J.
Marsh, Jr., to Hall on the night before his discharge, as hush
money for his work in transporting bodies.

Joseph IT. Chase, son of the previous witness, who has
assisted in the transporting of bodies during the last year,
stated that infant bodies had been sent, but how many, and
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where they went, he could not tell. Mrs. Dudley and Mrs.
Pope saw one in the dead-house.

Dr. Porter testified that no infant body ever came from
Tewksbury to the Harvard Medical School till about 1876,
when he asked for one to use in lectures upon obstetrics,
and upon the foetal circulation. Since that time the college
has endeavored to have live or six per year to illustrate those
subjects. The evidence is overwhelming that Dr. Dixwell’s
testimony is wholly untrustworthy.

In view of the fact that the infant deaths at Tewksbury,
as shown by the records, could not, possibly, supply the
demands of Dixwell alone ; that it is conceded that Dixwell
did not dissect any babies in the regular dissecting-room, and
that there is no evidence that he dissected babies in any
other room in the college; the only possible alternative is
that the secret traffic, if any, by Dill Andrews in the bodies
of babies the utter improbability of which is clearly
shown by Dr. Porter, p. 1230 must have been with the
abortionists or baby-farmers of Boston and vicinity, for
which neither the State almshouse nor the Harvard Medical
School can be charged with the slightest responsibility.

Thus, it appears from the evidence, that the charges of
His Excellency in his inaugural address, that from 150 to
250 bodies of dead babies were annually sold from the State
almshouse at Tewksbury to a single medical institution, he
has entirely failed to prove ; but, on the contrary, not a
particle of trustworthy evidence has been submitted by him,
that a single one has been so sold from the State almshouse,
and on the contrary only 36 were delivered in the term of
ten years; and these, by special request of eminent profes-
sors in medical institutions; and these 36 so disposed of,
only in strict conformity to statute law, being less than
4 a year, and up to Dixwell’s time not a baby had been sent
to Harvard Medical School from Tewksbury.

As to “ bodies of adults furnished for other (?) medical
purposes and sold as merchandise,” there is no evidence.
We do not understand what is meant by “other medical
purposes.” The evidence showed that bodies had been sent
to the medical schools of Boston, and that each school had
given a bond as required by law. Dr. Talbot testified that
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the Boston School of Medicine has received 148 in ten years,
and paid for transportation at about the rate of $l6 each.

Dr. Talbot was confirmed by Ur. Hastings. A vast
amount of time has been wasted over this question, as the
record will show.

At the fifth hearing. April 4th, the following colloquy
took place:

The Chairman. Governor Butler, the committee have instructed
me to suggest one or two things which, if parties may agree upon,
will expedite the hearing. I suppose that the respondents, who-
ever the3r are, admit that dead bodies have been delivered to
medical colleges they claim, under the law - and that that will
not be disputed. 1 have not consulted with the parties, but if that
be so, why is not that issue eliminated, and no further proof of
the delivery of bodies, unless the law has been violated, required.

Gov. Butler. Mr. Chairman, I will tell I'ou why. So far as
the testimony goes, it is in dispute.

The Chairman. The committee have investigated that, and
there is no doubt about the delivery of bodies to the medical
colleges.

Gov. Butler. On that I am not instructed. But the nearest
and best witness of the fact was on the stand yesterday, Mr.
Chairman, and denied under oath the facts. Now, I agree some
dead bodies were delivered at Harvard and some at the other
schools ; and some were not. Some wore not delivered anywhere.
Some were skinned, and the skin sent forward to be tanned. And
1 propose, with your leave, to present the testimony to the country
as well as to the committee, until I am stopped, as far as I judge
necessary to put it in. Besides, many of them could uot be sent
under the law. To assume simply that dead bodies were' sent is
not sufficient. lam going to show that after friends had had them
buried they were deceived, and bodies were taken up and sent.
Not only that; but after they were sent, iu more instances than
one, funeral services were held over supposed remains.

It is in evidence, p. 2616, that since Thomas J. Marsh,
Jr., took charge in 1873, the business of providing bodies
under the law, 585 have been sent, for which $8,277 has
been received.

This was in the report of the trustees.
His evidence was available from the beginning of the hear-
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ing, and the examination on this part of the case need not
have lasted more than one day. Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., was
ready to testify any day His Excellency chose to call him as
a witness, and was the real party who knew most about the
disposition made of bodies at Tewksbury.

That the figures given are accurate, we fully believe. Mr.
Nourse, of the trustees, swore that he examined Mr. Marsh’s
memorandum books, and from them made return to the
hoard of health, lunacy and charity. Of the money re-
ceived Mr. Marsh was allowed to retain the sum of $1,799

the balance of the amount received being paid for trans-
portation and assistance and we think this none too much
for the disagreeable service.

The testimony is conclusive that the work has been done
in strict compliance with the statute, which provides that it
shall be done in such a manner “ as in no event to outrage
the public feeling.”

Mr. Marsh’s statement is corroborated by Mr. Hall who,
on page 196, testified that he sent from 60 to 75 bodies every
year. That, in the nine years between 1873 and 1882,
would make about the number, 585, as stated.

Wo therefore find the second branch of the charge relat-
ing to bodies, not sustained.

What His Excellency means by saying that “ some were
not delivered anywhere ” we do not comprehend, nor has
any explanation been offered at the hearing.

His Excellency also said that in more instances than one
funeral services were held over supposed remains. This rests
on the unsupported statement of John H. Chase, that in one
case where a woman came after her child he put a block of
wood into a coffin, and the funeral service was held over
that. This he said he did of his own accord, and the re-
sponsible,management know nothing about it.

(d) As to the fourth subdivision, that the work has been
done secretly, we find that to be its highest merit. That,
the law requires, and that has been done most effectually.
It would be an outrage upen decency to do the work openly.

(e) The State has no record of those infant children,
except of their birth and death, as the law requires.

We recommend that hereafter, the trustees require a
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record to be kept of the names of persons whose dead
bodies were delivered under the law, such record not to be
considered public, but subject to the inspection of the
trustees only.

(f) There has been no price paid for these bodies, as
merchandise, and only money enough has been paid to fairly
compensate parties for their services in transportation and
delivery.

(g) The record of the births and deaths of those wards
of the State is complete, and His Excellency is obscure when
he asks how those, bodies could be identified and classified.

Asssuming that Dr. Smith procured two bodies at Tewks-
bury, as he testified on the last day, when there was no
chance to contradict him, if possible, it does not appear that
the bodies were not proper subjects for delivery.

No money appears to have been paid, and they both went to
medical schools for dissection. The spirit, if not the letter
of the law, was kept.

This truly is a remarkable showing. This charge against
the management wholly fails.

Abuse of Bodies after Dissection.
We next come to the charge of abuse of bodies at the

IIarvard Medical School. His Excellency has exhibited four
pieces, apparently of human skin, which had been tanned
and there was evidence that they had been taken from the
the dissecting-room of the Harvard Medical School.

His Excellency promised, over and over again, to connect
Tewksbury with these pieces of skin, but he failed to do so.
Only on the ground that the management of the almshouse
knew of such action, or had reasonable cause to know it,
did the committee consider the evidence admissible.

His Excellency’produced a fifth piece, which had a cruci-
fix tattooed upon it; but the committee excluded it as
properly belonging to the direct case of His Excellency,
when it could be investigated by the respondents.

There was not the slightest evidence that anybody at
Tewksbury ever heard of these facts, nor was the faculty of
the medical school aware of them, Dr. Porter saying he
could not conceive of anybody being so debased. It was in
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evidence, that in dissecting, the body is practically skinned,
and it a student chooses to do so, he can cut off pieces and
carry them away without the knowledge of anybody. To
prevent this would be difficult, if not impossible.

We find the college in no way responsible for this freak of
students, and it would be absurd to suggest that the manage-
ment at Tewksbury should be held liable for this gross
violation of decency.

Then the governor complained that the remains are not
decently buried after dissection, but were thrown into the
sea at one time as bait for lobsters and eels. There was not
a particle of evidence of this. Dr. Dean was the only wit-
ness on this point (p, 351). He testilied that in 1858 the
debris was cast into a vault, and that the sea surrounded the
vault. This was the same vault testified to by Dr. Hodges
(p. 1207) at a later stage of the hearing. The only eels or
lobsters that could get into the vault had to find their way
through the solid masonry.

There is no ground whatever for the charge that the
remains went as bait for lobsters and eels.

We have already quoted Dr. Porter’s testimony, to the
effect that after 1869 the vault was discontinued, and all
remains were buried at Mount Hope (p. 1231). This was
nncontradicted.

If the law as to giving bonds applies at all to medical
schools, we believe it is now, at least, and has been since
1869, fully complied with by the Harvard Medical School.
The bond, it seems to us, in cases of such medical schools,
should be given by the corporation itself, and not by indi-
vidual physicians.

The governor called for burial permits (p. 401) and
claimed that the overseers of the poor of Tewksbury wore
to be consulted as to burials (p. 1255), but this claim was
abandoned at the argument.

We recommend to the trustees that they cause the graves
•/ O

of persons buried in the grounds at Tewksbury to bo marked
in more distinct and endurable form.

Wc believe we have now covered the entire ground of
the charge as to the illegal disposition of dead bodies, and
His Excellency says (p. 2637) that this has been the. great
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point of his examination, and that the living can take care
care of themselves.

Neglect and Cruelty.

We next take up the charges of neglect and cruelty ; and
first, as to the bathing.

We find that for many years the bathing was done in a
pond or pool, as was at that time common in institutions of
this kind; but that before the time Barker testified to, the
system had been changed, and individual bathing-tubs put
in.

This, we think, is a fair deduction from the preponder-
ance of the evidence, and that if there was any bathing in
filthy water after that, the attendants were at fault.

As touching this complaint, we may quote the evidence of
Mr. Barker, at page 302, where he says :

“ I seldom ever
knew many inmates that ever wanted to bathe, in any place
1 was ever in.”

As to bathing people who had sores upon their persons,
Mrs. Barker says none in her department had sores (p. 471),
and Barker himself say r s he did not see any sores (p. 302).

As to restraint of women, that is common in all our hos-
pitals, as testified to by several physicians, and by Dr.
Tucker, the eminent gentleman from Australia. Dr. Lath-
rop contradicts Barker as to the specific cases referred to.

j Wo think Barker and his wife intended to be substan-
tially fair in their testimony. Barker did not seethe myste-
rious box that so much troubled Dudley, as His Excellency
assumed in his closing argument, and this is material, as
bearing on the evidence of Dudley, Mrs. Pope and Mrs.
Thomas. Mr. and Mrs. Dudley both swore that some of the
beds were very filthy, and some of the patients were very
filthy.]

We next come to Mr. and Mrs. Dudley, and we think the
testimony of Dudley must be received with many grains of
allowance. He exhibited on the stand a bitterness and a
bias that were apparent. lie admitted that he and his wite
were discharged because Mrs. Marsh, the matron, had some
difficulty with Mrs. Dudley, calling the latter a liar. Cap-
tain Marsh swore that Dudley was discharged tor neglect of
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duty. At any rate he was discharged, and testified like a
man seeking revenge.

Let us examine some evidence that tends to discredit him.
He testified (p. 70) that he called his wife’s attention to the
removal of the boxes, and gives a conversation with her that
ensued. His wife (p. 244), in answer to the question, “Do
yon know anything about taking boxes to the railway sta-
tion? ” replied, “ No, sir, Ido not; I heard of it, but I did not
see it.” We consider this direct conflict of testimony most
significant. It becomes more so when we read, from page
107, that the parties carrying away the boxes had a bull’s-
eye lantern and Dudley swore he and his wife saw the bull’s-
eye till the wagon went out of sight towards Fay Station.
He testified (p. 63) that no instructions were given him when
he went there.

Captain Marsh swore that instructions were posted all
over the premises (pp. 2244-5).

He testified that the Davis family was at Tewksbury half
the time (p. 71), and that the family consisted of two girls
and a boy. There is no boy in the Davis family.

He swore that Mr. Spalding, one of the trustees, was an
apothecary (p. 126) and furnished the institution with
medicines. There is no pretence that this is true. He is
contradicted and controlled, we think, as to the case of the
Barron woman, and as to the case of delirium tremens, by
Dr, Lathrop, Capt. Marsh, and by Hannah O’Connell.

His statement to Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., that “ I have got
you now ” (p. 75), seems ridiculous. The subordinate does
not so speak to his superior officer.

He is positively contradicted by Capt. Marsh as to his
instructions “not to see too much” (p. 63). We think
his inventory of what he saw in the box, which has figured
so extensively in the hearing, shows conclusively at least
that the goods could not have belonged to inmates.

cb O

His description is as follows :
“ Soft wool blankets, cur-

tains, pillows, pieces of silk, pieces of carpet (Brussels or

imitation). The box was so heavy he could not tip it over
to see what mark was on the bottom. He distinctly (p. 102)
locates these boxes upon the first floor, whereas Mrs.
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Thomas (p. 162) and Mrs. Pope (p. 407) place them upon
the second floor.

We must, therefore, weigh his testimony with caution.
We reject the box story as improbable, and accept that of
Mr. Marsh, that the box is there now, and contained the
goods belonging to the superintendent’s family. If that
box had passed and repassed as often as Dudley testified,
the scouring of the State by the detective force employed
upon this case would have found it or some evidence of its
transportation. We also consider the story of the neglect of
the Barron woman as overdrawn. She was afi 11hy patient,
and seclusion was necessary.

His statement (p. 24) that coffins were buried only from
four to six inches in the sand is contradicted by John 11.
Chase, Thomas J. Hall and, in one case, by George 11.
Ennis, the State detective.

As to Mrs. Dudley, she seemed like a truthful woman.
She relates the story of the bottle of morphia (p. 217), and
states that, on informing Capt. Marsh of the fact, the attend-
ant or nurse who used the morphia was discharged.

Doctors Putney and Lathrop testified that no morphine
was used to their knowledge, except as duly prescribed.
Mrs. Dudley’s story of the Barron woman and of the Hen-
nessey woman is not unlike that of her husband.

Mre think she has overdrawn it also.
Her story and that of Mr. Dudley, that the children some-

times cried because they were hungry, is not remarkable;
such things often happen outside of almshouses.

It did not appear that either Mr. or Mrs Dudley was so
impressed with the cruelties or neglects at Tewksbury as to
prompt them to call the attention of the trustees to any of
them.

Next we consider, Mina A. Davis.
This witness testified to helping lay out a woman before

she was fairly cold.
This she did of her own motion, so far as the evidence

shows, and the management are in no way responsible tor
it.

She advances no claim in this case that death had not
occurred.
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Mrs. Davis also testified to the fact that in one instance
the rats disfigured a dead body. Mrs. Davis was in charge
of the watch, and admitted that she was responsible. Her
excuse was that she could not watch 76 patients and rats
too (p. 246).

Her excuse seems to be a good one. Another case has
been reported since. More attendants is the remedy.

Mrs. Jennie E. Pope.

This witness was a cook at Tewksbury in 1876. Her hus-
band died there and she went to Canada to bury him.

When she came back her place had been filled, and she
was offended (p. 2579). She manifested a strong feeling
against the Marsh family.

Her evidence chiefly related to the taking of inmates
clothes by Mrs. Marsh.

She testified to seeing Mrs. Marsh bring out of the bag-
gage-room what looked like silk dresses, and to seeing one
afterwards on one of the Davis girls that looked like one of
these (p. 406).

Mrs. Pope saw the Dudley boxes on the second floor (p.
407).

She also testified that Mr. French kicked an insane woman.
There is no way to disprove this Mr. French being dead
—except from the location where she describes the act to
have taken place, it looks improbable ; she never saw another
like case.

Mrs. Charlotte A. Thomas.
This witness went to the almshouse in 1870, and remained

about ten years, when she was discharged for disobeying
orders in regard to the giving of medicine to patients.

There was also evidence, by her own admission, ot a per-
sonal feeling against the Marsh family. We do not place
much reliance upon her.

Agnes Calder.
Mrs. Calder was a nurse at Tewksbury in 1875. Her

complaint was, that the infants died and that a certain insane
woman had been beaten by Mr, French. This latter com-
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plaint was investigated by the trustees and found to be with-
out foundation (p. 2597).

These are all the substantial complaints by nurses and
attendants.

Complaints by Parties not Connected with the Alms-
house.

Dr. Edward G. West.
Dr. West went to Tewksbury in 1879 to see hospital

practice. He was then a medical student. He related,
what ho considered, a case of malpractice by Dr. Lathrop
(p. 613).

Dr. Lathrop spoiled the story by telling the facts about it
(p. 2175).

He successfully performed a difficult operation with poor
tools, and the woman operated upon recovered.

A purchase of surgical instruments was ordered at the
next meeting of the trustees. The record of the trustees
(p. 621) shows that Dr. West was appointed “ as assistant
to serve without pay, in place of Dr. Cummings, who re-
signed, until a female assistant shall be appointed.” Not
having received his degree, he was not eligible to a perma-
nent appointment.

Johanna Ring.
Mrs. Ring’s husband died at Tewksbury, July, 1875.

Mrs. Ring lived in Salem. She got notice of his death
Tuesday night, but did not reach Tewksbury till Thursday.
Her husband had been buried before she got there, and she
could not get the remains.

The law would not permit the removal of the body at that
time of year.

Mr. and Mrs. John Carver.
These good people carried to Tewksbury a foundling boy,

found on their door-step, about ten years ago. On the
second day thereafter, they went to carry him back home.

They found him ill, and could not find the shawl they
brought the little fellow in. There was nothing strange in



1883.] HOUSE —No. 418. ?5

the sudden sickness of a child under a change of surround-
ings and diet.

The clerk told them, at their first visit, that foundlings
seldom lived.

The loss of the shawl is not remarkable, and there is no
ground for charging the Marshes with stealing it.“ o o o

George PiUsbury.
Mr. PiUsbury was a farmer, and sent in a bid for the milk

contract. He bid a fractional sum and failed to get the con-
tract. He blamed Mr. Elliot, one of the trustees, for his
defeat, rather than Capt. Marsh (p. 586.) Mr. Marsh
makes a full explanation of this matter (p. 2487.) Mr.
Elliot took no part in awarding the contract, and this mat-
ter is further noticed later.

Marie Heathcote.
This witness, on Tuesday, Dec. 4, 1877, took a foundling

from Salem to Tewksbury, and left it with the management.
He then took a tour through the buildings and found a nurse
with this baby in her arms, and said the nurse filled the
baby’s mouth with soap (p. 319). This is a most remark-
able case. Although a police officer of the city of Salem
he made no complaint to the management of what he had
seen. Dr. Lathrop testified (p. 2190) that they had sugar-
teats up there. We believe this to be the explanation of
this remarkable story.

Dr. George A. Tucker.
This eminent gentleman, from Australia, who is now vis-

iting the institutions of Europe and America, bearing cre-
dentials from his own government, is an expert in the matter
of insane hospitals and treatment of the insane. He visited
Tewksbury early in April, 1883, and arrived there unher-
alded. His testimony is most valuable: “ Saw every por-
tion of asylum. I found it remarkably clean and orderly
throughout.” Its cleanliness was a marked feature ( p.
720). “Found seven persons in charge of 270
patients. These were clean and tidy and neatly
dressed” (p. 721). “Bread was equal to anything I have
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ever seen in any institution. Tea might well be a little
stronger” (p. 728). “This institution was as clean as any
I have visited in the United States” (p. 729). “There
should be one attendant to ten patients, possibly one to fif-
teen would do at Tewksbury” (p. 731). The only substantial
criticism made by Dr. Tucker was, that male attendants
were found in female wards.

The Complaining Inmates.
These were: Joseph Beebe, James A. Goodwin, Hattie

A. Jackson, Catherine Powers, Margaret Terry, Abby E.
Wheeler, Bridget Dolan, Frank E. Haherlin, Cornelius H.
O’Brien, Mary Eva Bowen, Peter Cunningham, Joseph Lud-
wig and Charles Johnson.

The only two of those noticed by His Excellency in his
closing argument are Mary Eva Bowen and Joseph Beebe,
and we will be no less partial. IBs Excellency said her
testimony would make the rafters speak. But he does not
give any of her testimony. We give a sample (p. 506) :

Q. Well, yon spoke of the cholera having the cholera there.
Did tkey have it to any extent that summer? A. Yes, sir. They
used to he dying there every day, old and young. There were
very few j’oung patients in the ward ; most all of them -were mid-
dle-aged people and I don’t think there were more than four or
live children in the ward. But young or old, the}- all died with
the cholera. Some died every day. The}’ would not be sick more
than three or four days, vomiting with the cholera ; and they used
to die twelve, fourteen or fifteen every week, sometimes more and
sometimes less dying every day in the ward.

The annual reports of the almshouse and the evidence of
the physicians expose the untruthfulness of this statement.

This abandoned woman was brought from New York to
blacken the memory of Dr. Nellie Marsh, who has been sev-
eral years in her grave, on the wretched pretence that at the
solicitation of her adopted father, now dead, an attempt was
made at Tewksbury to kill her and her bastard child in 1875.

Her attention was attracted to this great hearing by the
exaggerated newspaper reports that went over the country,
and she volunteered to come.
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Never was the infamy of a woman more clearly exposed.
Her aged adoptive mother came a long distance to show

that the adoptive father had died with words of tenderness
on his lips for his wicked child, and that she herself had fol-
lowed the ruined.girl into the resort for her confinement,
and done for her all those acts of kindness that a true
mother always does, no matter what her child has done.

We dismiss, without a moment’s consideration, this pre-
posterous charge against, the dead assistant physician at
Tewksbury, whose conduct at her difficult post was effect-
ually vindicated by the legislative investigation of 1876,
heretofore referred to.

Joseph Beebe.
Mr. Beebe went to Tewksbury in 1880, and remained

about six months.
He related two or three stories of apparent harsh treat-

ment, but could not give the names of anybody concerned,
and there was no way to meet such charges.

Mr. Beebe called Tewksbury a slaughter-house, but he
gives a strong contradiction to this statement by the fact
that he has had an invalid son there (pp. 635-636) nearly
two years without making any effort to procure his removal,
and makes no complaint that this son has not been properly
treated.

The complaints of the other former inmates above enu-
merated do not call for much comment.

Some of them deserted from Tewksbury in the middle of
the hearing, to testify in the case, and His Excellency
“ lacked no store of witnesses.”

His Excellency spoke in his closing argument of the fact
that no inmate came to say a good word for Captain Marsh.
It is more significant that of the “innumerable caravan”
that has moved through the State almshouse in twenty-five
years, only these thirteen could be induced to come and pre-
fer their complaints. Here is a little testimony of one of
them, and “ from one learn all” ( pp. 10411, 1050) :

Gov. Butler. You are an old soldier; sit down and tell him
how the thing is.
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The Witness. I am sorry to say that I came in here. The
man said he would pay for my supper, and I have not got it yet.

The Witness. [To Gov. Butler.] The man has cheated me.
He said he would give me my supper to-night, and I have not got
it yet.

Gov. Butler. [To Mr. Tunis.] Take him away. [To the
witness.] He will take care of you, Mr. Buckley.

Mr. Brown. You are stuck for the supper, Governor.

Old Clothes.
AYe find the charges against Mrs. Marsh of dealing unlaw-

fully in the clothing of inmates wholly unfounded, and too
trivial for extended notice. AYe are amazed at the state-
ments of Ilis Excellency in his final argument, and quotation
of the testimony, on this point. Here is the testimony of
the only witnesses, Mrs. Moran and Mrs. AYalker, the deal-
ers in second-hand clothing, summoned by the governor
(p. 1006) :

Q. (By the Chairman.) Did you buy any clothing that you
thought was pauper clothing? A. AAr ell, no, sir; I didn’t, not
that I could see.

Q. Either at Tewksbury or at Exeter? A. Never, sir; be-
cause I could see they were the ladies’ clothes.

Page 1015:

Cross-examination by Mr. Brown.

Q, You never were at Tewksbury ? A. Never in my life,
sir.

Q. You never dealt with Captain Marsh? A. Never saw
him.

Q. Nor his wife, Mrs. Marsh? A. Never saw her, sir.
Q. Nor Thomas Marsh, Jr. ? A. Never saw him.
Q. Nor his wife? A. No, sir; never saw her.
Q. Nor this young man, Charles Marsh? A. No, sir.
Q. And you never dealt with any members of the family, ex-

cept Dr. Putney? A. No, sir.
Q. Mrs. Davis and her daughter? A. Yes, sir.
Q. And Mrs. Atwood? A. I don’t know any of the rest of

the family.
Q. Don’t know any of the rest? A. Never saw them.
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Q. Never bought an article which you had any reason to be-
lieve came from Tewksbury, did you? A. Of course Miss Nellie
Marsh’s clothes came from Tewksbury.

Q. She lived there at the institution? A. Yes.
Q. But, with that exception, you never bought an article which

3'ou had any reason to believe came from Tewksbury, did you? A.
No, sir.

The Case of Charlotte Anderson*.
Charlotte Anderson was an insane inmate, and was gotten

■with child in the institution, by whom there was not the
slightest evidence, except the following in the “History
Book,” No. 51.

“Eeg. No. 49,397. Age . Birth . Name: Ann An-
derson.

“From Inst. Aug. 9, 1876. Condition : well.
“Birth : child of Charlotte Anderson, an inmate almshouse for

insane.
“She declares that its father is Frank Carroll, a former inmate

here, now in Bridgewater workhouse.
“ That the child was begotten in the flreroom in the basement.

Carroll was a sort of assistant supervisor, and was seen to be quite
intimate with her.”

It appears that the name of her sister was entered on the
records, and.she should have been notified of her death.

Why this was not done does not appear.
Her sister's testimony as to what took place in the inter-

view between herself, Charlotte and Captain Marsh was flat-
ly contradicted by him (p. 2559).

By Gov. Butler :

Q. Now, Mr. Marsh, did you ever say to that insane girl, after
she had her child in her arms, in substance this :

“ Charlotte, we
know how to make babies here, don’t we?” A. Did I ever ask
her that question ?

Q. No. Did you ever say that to her? A. No, sir.
Q. Sure 3’ou didn’t ? A. lam sure I did n’t.

The imputation that this man of nearly seventy-five years,
whom the governor, hy the record, had conceded to be an
honest man, was the father of Charlotte’s bastard child is
most extraordinary.
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There was no evidence whatever that the body of Char-
lotte Anderson was not buried at Tewksbury.

Here we insert the fact that, according to the testimony of
Mr. Nourse, —so long one of the trustees of the State
almshouse, only three cases of bastardy (the child begot-
ten in the almshouse) have occurred in that institution
during the past twenty-five years.

By the report of the committee in 1876, only two cases
had then happened.

The Trustees.
When this investigation was begun, the State almshouse

■was governed by a board of five trustees, two of whom were
women.

Against the two lady members of the board of trustees
no word of suspicion has been uttered.

Against Mr. Spalding a grave charge of corruption was
specifically made in the message, to wit: that he made
enough out of the contracts of the State to pay him for his
services. The foundation for this charge was laid in a
sermon of one E. R. Sanborn, formerly a clergyman in
Lawrence.

The only evidence to sustain the charge was given by
Charles W. Shattuck, and Mr. Sanborn, who came on from
Cleveland, Ohio, where he is now in the railroad business,
to testify as follows, in chief (p. 591) :

Q. Now, sir, did he [Mr. Spaulding] ever say anything to you
about the reason why he was trustee at Tewksbury; why he ac-
cepted the commission there and held the oflice ? Won’t you stale
all the circumstances about that carefully. A. Yes, sir. On one
occasion, sitting on his piazza with him, I was talking with him
about his re-appointment, I think it was. At least, he had just
received a commission, as I understood it, and I think he showed
me the paper.

Q. Commission as what? A. As trustee, as I remember it;
at any rate, as one of the control or management of the almshouse
at Tewksbury. On talking the matter over with him I said I
didn’t understand how he should come to accept a position of that

sort which had no emolumentattached to it. The reason of that
remark was that I never knew him to do anything without suffl-
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dent compensation. And he said, as nearly as I recollect, in
these words :

“Well,”lie saj's, “ it don’t pay anything of course,
but if a fellow knows how, he can get something out of it.” Then
he told me substantial!}7 how he got something out of it.

Q. State what he told you? A. It was that he was able to
control some of the contracts in connection with the supplies of
the institution, and that he could get something out of it in that
way. That is the substance of what he said in that conversation.

After the quarrel in the church, which resulted in Mr.
Sanborn’s retirement, he preferred his charges in this lan-
guage, in his farewell sermon (p. 592) :

“When he was recommissioned as inspector of the State alms-
house, he had some difficulty in securing the appointment. Having
succeeded, he was naturally somewhat elated. Showing the com-
mission to me he boasted, without any sense, apparently, of what
he was sajdng, that while it had no emolument attached to it, he
could and did make it pay. Then he went on to tell how the large
clothing trade of the institution had been carried on with a certain
house, but he had changed all that, and now he had it where he
could manage it and secure something from it.”

Gov. Butler. Go on a little further.
The Witness. [Reading.] “ 1 ought to have told him to keep

such things to himself, but instead, I asked one of his most inti-
mate friends to tell him so. His enmity to me dates just there,
and all his opposition has been aroused against me from that
moment.”

Here is a sample of the cross-examination (p. 601) :

Q. (By Mr. Brown.) I will put the question to }-ou in this
form, did } ou leave the ministry to go into the railroad business,
in the interest, as you understood, of true religion? A. No, sir.

Q. What was the occasion? A. I left the ministry and went
into the railroad business simply because I chose never again to
put myself in a situation where my character would undergo the
trials it did at Lawrence.

Q. And, as a minister of the gospel, your character was liable
to undergo such a strain that you could not stand it, isn’t that
the fact? A. Is that a question?

Q. Yes, sir; that is a question ; I ask if that is a fact. A.
No, sir ; it is not a fact; it is false.

Q. Then, will you please explain why your character was sub-
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jected to less strain in the railroad business than it was in the po-
sition of a clergyman? A. Simply because, in the railroad busi-
ness, as I have been occupied since leaving the ministry, I have
not been brought into such personal contact with such infinite
scoundrels as Mr. Spalding.

At pages 268-269, Mr. Shattuck testified to Gov. Butler
as follows :

Q. Will you see if you forget this kind of conversation ? Will
y«u say that in some form of words he did not tell you that he had
contracts, or was interested in the purchase, or in some way inter-
ested in the matters at Tewksbury almshouse, and give that a rea-
son wiry he was there? A. I do not think he ever did say so
much as that.

Q. Did not say as much as that? A. I don’t think he did.
Q. Did he say part of it ? A. I have an indistinct recollec-

tion of his saying something about changing, or buying certain
things.

Q. What certain things were those ? A. I think it was cloth-
ing.

Q. Buying of the Tewksbury almshouse, or selling to them? A.
Well, I don’t suppose he bought; I don’t know. I inferred, my
impression was, that he changed the place of their buying their
goods ; who bought them, I don’t know.

Q. That he changed the place? A. Well, that he talked
about it. I don’t know whether he did.

Q. He told you that he talked of changing the place to buy
goods. Did he tell you where he would buy? A. No, sir; he
did not.

Q. Did he give you any reason why he should change the place
of their buying? A. I don’t know that he did.

Q. Did you understand reason? A. I don’t know that I
had any right to understand anything.

Q. I don’t know whether you have any right to. I think it was
all wrong myself; did you? A. No, sir, I did not.

Q. Tiiat was about the time of his first being appointed, you
think? A. Well, I don’t think it was when he was first appointed ;

I think it must have been some little time after. I could not say
when.

Q. Well, it was before this sermon, at any rate? A. Yes,
sir ; I think it was.

To show that there had been a feud between Mr. Spalding
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and Mr. Sanborn, we quote the following from the cross-
examination of Mr. Shattuck (p. 274) :

Q. (By Mr. Brown.) What was the name of this Mr. Spald-
ing that you have been talking about? A. W. R.

Q. Will you see if this is the same man. You recollect some
of this. [Reading from the testimonial.] “ Upon examination of
the matter, it appeared that the general dissatisfaction alleged did
not exist. Failing to convince either the trustees or any number
of the people that there was sufficient reason for my dismissal, this
enemy William R. Spalding —• immediate!}7 began to manufac-
ture reasons, by circulating horrible insinuations both against my
business integrity and the purity of ray morals.” Is that the man
that this man Sanborn chastises in the sermon? A. Yes, sir.

This witness did not favorably impress the committee, it
having been difficult to prevent a personal altercation be-
him and Mr. Brown, the counsel for the management.

Considering the improbability that a man would make any
such statement to his pastor, in the sense in which it was
claimed to be understood, and, in the absence of any other
evidence, we acquit Mr. Spalding of the charge, and think
he was not put to his defence by anything said against him.

Timothy Kelliher (p. 772) testified that he believed he
carried a couple of chickens to Mr. Spalding once, and that
the latter had his horse shod at the almshouse once.

This is commented upon later.
As to the trustee, Mr. Elliot, there appears to be nothing

except Deacon Pillsbury’s testimony as to the milk contract,
which wre have already noticed.

We believe Mr. Eliott acted faithfully in the interests of
the town of Billerica, of which he was an officer, and as
trustee of the almshouse refused to act in the awarding of
the contract.

No special charge is made against Mr. Elliot, except as to
the milk contract.

Mr. Nounse.
This gentlemen has long been on the board of trustees

and chairman of the same.
At the hearing it appeared that Mr. Nourse is purchasing

agent of the Lowell Railroad and has sought no competing
~ CD I O
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rates for coal transportation from the Boston & Maine road.
But we see no wrong here.

At pages 2712 and 2713 it appears in evidence that the
price for coal to Tewksbury is the same over both railroads,
by agreement of the corporations. Mr. Nourse swore posi-
tively (p. 2713) that he got no drawback, no consideration,
nothing from anybody on account of coal transportation.

The committee believe Mr. Nourse to be an honest man.
That he felt called upon to pay $2O to the State after this

investigation began, as the estimated value of chickens sent
to him by Thomas Marsh, Jr., annually at Thanksgiving, in
a long series of years, we consider ill-judged.

In the management of State institutions, we disapprove
the receiving of any presents, however trifling in amount,
by the trustees.

Governor Butler put into the case the record of a meeting
of the trustees where only one trustee was present (p.
2691).

This, of course, was an illegal meeting; but subsequently,
as the trustees’ records show, the full board called up the
proceedings of that meeting where but one trustee was pres-
ent, and confirmed them.

Our conclusion as to the trustees is that while wT e find in
the records and in their action some evidence of carelessness,
we do not find anything to impeach their substantial integ-
rity and efficiency.

The Books.
The committee are not satisfied with the books and book-

keeping of the establishment. Perhaps no books ever be-
fore had such an overhauling as these have had. For the
greater part of three months these books have been at the
State House, and under examination by His Excellency and
his experts.

It appeared that the journal had not been kept up later
than to October 1, 1882, and that the ledger had not been
posted to a date later than November 1, 1881.

The excuse offered for this is not satisfactory. If any
such books at all are to be kept, they should be kept up to

date substantially. Of the main books of the almshouse,
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with these exceptions, not much needs to be said. We give
the opinions rendered by different parties in the course of
the hearing. Governor Butler, at page 889, says:

I don’t put any stress upon that. Inaccuracies will come in every'
one’s books. I want to say, to save all trouble, that Mr. Charles
B. Marsh is one of most the accurate book-keepers upon his system
,1 have ever seen ; and he keeps his books the cleanest of any man I
ever saw, with less erasures than any other man I ever saw —blots
or anything of that kind.

Mr. Fairbanks, Governor Butler’s expert, at page 1071,
says:

Q. To give this committee the idea that those books have not
been properly kept? A. I haven’t had any such intention.

Q. Do you now desire that this committee shall understand they
have been properly kept? A. I wish them to understand this,
that so far as these main books give the transactions which they
profess to record, that they are substantially correct.

At page 1072:

Q. Now, I want you to understand my question. I interrupted
you, because, from the mode of your answering, I saw evidently
that you did not understand. I -want you to state to this commit-
tee, whether upon any examination which you have made of these
books, you are able to say whether the Commonwealth has or has
not lost a dollar at the alm.shouse at Tewksbury in any improper
manner. A. I shall claim the right to answer that question in my
own way.

Mr. Brown. I want von to.
The Chairman. Just answer it in your own way.
The Witness. So far as these main books are concerned, there

is nothing to show that the Commonwealth has sustained the loss
of a dollar.

Mr. Records, another of Gov. Butler’s, said :

Q. Well, have you made an examination, and are you suffi-
ciently familiar with the mode of keeping these books and the man-
ner of keeping the accounts at the auditor’s office, so that you can
answer this question : Whether that journal and that ledger, or
whether any journal or any ledger kept at the State almshouse are
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necessary in order to preserve the accuracy of the accounts at this
institution? A. Not at all, sir; not absolutely necessary; they
arc convenient.

Q. A mere matter of convenience, is it not, Mr. Records?
A. They are not necessary. They can be kept without.

Q. In other words, if the book-keeper for an} T reason, either
for physical inability or want of time, should fail to keep his
journalization of his accounts, or should fail to post from his
journal to his ledger for a period of two years, he might never-
theless keep his accounts with absolute accuracy? A. Yes, sir;
and I think he has.

Mr. Grothusen, an expert summoned by Mr. Brown, tes-
tified as follows (p. 2339) :

Gov. Butler. This gentleman is an expert; I have examined
his work enough to know that.

Q. (By Mr. Brown.) Now, Mr. Grothusen, did you find any
inaccuracies in these books? A. Which, books?

Q. These almshouse books? A. I have not found any inaccu-
racies. I have looked over the books, as it was necessary occa-
sionally, in comparison with the auditor’s books, to get a general
idea about them, and to find what the books consist of. As I said
before, there were a great many more books than should be kept
in any such institution. I think the book-keeping of the State
should be done in the auditor’s office. An institution of this kind
ought to have simply a tabulated statement of the provisions re-
ceived and the rations issued out; and all the bills should be put in
the auditor’s department, and warrants issued there.

Q. That is, you express the opinion it should be done in the au-

ditor’s office rather than by the superintendent of the Tewksbury
almshouse? A. I said all; I should have said the book-keeping.
I have talked this matter over with Mr. Hawley downstairs ; but if
book-keeping is done at the institution, I will say this: that the
bookskept atTewksbury were full and complete ; more than that, be-
cause journalization is unnecessary labor which most book-keepers
do away with now. It was done at Tewksbury. The journaliza-
tion of his cash made unnecessary work.

After these opinions we need say nothing more on the
general books; we pass to the inmates’ cash book. This
purports to bo an account of money belonging to the in-
mates. When an inmate arrives at the almshouse, the
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practice has been to take any money he may have, keep an
account of it, return any balance to the inmate when dis-
charged; and, in case of death or absconding, to pay the
balance to the Commonwealth. Inmates would sometimes
have money sent to them while at the almshouse, and while
there, they would, from time to time, draw out small sums.
We find this account to have been kept in a manner lacking
in precision of method, and in means of verifying its accu-
racy.

We recommend that whatever Board shall have the super-
vision of the institution, shall early provide a better system
ofaccounting for these small and constantly varying amounts.

Mr. Fairbanks testified as follows (p. 904) :

Q. I have asked you to examine this account of the inmates’
money kept by Charles Marsh. Have you the memorandum of
your examination? A. I have, sir.

Q. Can 3'ou tell how manj' cases of erasure you found on these
books? A. I found on the two books finy-four alterations, or
erasures and alterations.

Q. How many of men who are dead or who have absconded?
A. Twenty-three of them are of persons who have died, twenty-
three of them of are persons who have been discharged, three of
them of persons who have absconded and five unknown. Of the
alterations, forty-seven are the alterations of figures in the money
column, and seven of them are alterations of something else.

It is evident that if embezzlement were contemplated, the
only opportunities where complaint would not be likely
immediately to follow would be those under the head of
died or absconded. It is noticeable that the cases of dis-
charge are as numerous as those of death.

Mr. Fairbanks then gave a tabulated statement of these
fifty-four cases of erasures, and in reply to the chairman
testified as follows (p. 1149) :—■

Q. Now, let me ask you if you find any marks of fraud about
the books? A. I find no marks of fraud in these principal
books.

Q. You find no marks of fraud in the principal books? A.
In the principal books.

Q. Do you find marks of fraud in particular books? A. I
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find what I should call marks of fraud in the inmates’ cash-book.
I mean, unexplained to me, I should regard them as evidence of
fraud.

Q. Now, can you give the number of instances? A, I gave
them in my testimony, 54, I think. Perhaps not the whole of
that number ought to be included in that category.

Mr. Charles B. Marsh explained his general method of
keeping this book as described above (pp. 2748-2750), and
testified as follows :

Q. Have you read the testimony of Mr. Fairbanks with regard
to his examination of the book called the book of inmates’ cash ?

A. I have.
Q. Have you got a memorandum of the criticisms which he has

made upon the inmates’ cash-book ? A. I have.
Q. Now, what sums of monej’-, —in the first place, this book

is simply a memorandum book, is it? A. It is a memorandum
cash-book.

Q. Now, what sums of money are called for, take the smal-
lest and the largest, —in the course of your business? A. Do
you mean the amount brought there?

Q. No ; I mean the amount called for by inmates from time to
time. A. Well, it depended on what they wanted; where they
were in the institution. If they were in the hospital, they required
one thing; if they were men at work, out on the farm, they
wanted tobacco and snuff, and such things.

Q. I mean, take the amount; do they call for an amount as
small as ten cents? A. They have called for seven cents.
That, I believe, is the smallest amount ever called for. That
was when the price of tobacco was seven cents, and they would
come and get it, and it was recorded on the cash-book. After
the price of tobacco went up to eight cents, that is what they
would call for. Sometimes they would call for a quarter or
fifty cents.

Q. Could you take receipts for these sums of money? A.
1 suppose I could, but it would take me pretty much all the
time to do it.

Page 2750:

Q. Many of these men can’t write nor read, can they? A.
The majority of them can’t write.
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Q. And then yon would have to have a witness to the pay-
ment of the money? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Well, till this investigation commenced, did you ever
hear of an inmate who complained because he didn’t get his
money? A. 1 never, till I came into this room, during the
30,000 people I have dealt with, have had one word of com-
plaint from any person that they were not perfectly satisfied
with the settlement made.

In confirmation of this last statement we have the evi-
dence of S. C. Wrightington, agent of the state board of
health, lunacy and charity, who testified (p. 957) that no
complaint had ever been made at his office, that any inmate
had not received the amount to which he or she was entitled.

He then took up one by one the cases of erasures pointed
out by Mr. Fairbanks. Of those occurring where the in-
mate credited wi,th the money had been discharged, we
accept his explanation as sufficient.

Joseph Ludwig who appeared as a witness on this point
failed to track his money to the clerk, is contradicted by the
book, not only as to the gross amount received from him,
but also in the amount paid him while in the institution,
which he says was two dollars, while the book shows it to
have been but one dollar.

Mr. Marsh refers to this case as follows (p. 2755) ;—-

The Witness. The case of Joseph Ludwig was cited as a man
who came into the institution with $37. That man I never saw in
my life until I saw him in this room. I gave his permit, which lie
came to the institution on, to Mr. Brown, and there is not a pencil-
mark on it; and I always put a pencil-mark on, to show their con-
dition, occupation, address of friends, etc. There is no pencil-
mark on it, and never was. The daj’ he was admitted I came to
Boston with the annual report, to file it with the Secretary of
State. 1 think tiie date of his admission will show that lie was
admitted on that day ; where his money is entered, $3.77, there is
no erasure of any kind. His number is 63,992.

Q. He was there? A. Me was there and I never saw him.
The money was brought to the office by the nurse of the hospital,
and 1 have no more doubt of his honesty thali 1 have of anybody’s ;

I believe he was a thoroughly honest man. He brought me $3.77
and a watch. During Ludwig’s stay at the institution ho drew one
dollar. That money was paid to him, or to the nurse of the hospi-
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tal, who came after it. When he left the institution I never heard
any complaint from him, Mr. Doane, or anybody else.

Q. (By Mr. Bkown.) Did that money go into his hands, Mr.
Marsh? A. That money was paid to Mr. Doane, Mr. Wright-
ington’s officer.

Mr. Doane (p. 2791), the officer in whose charge Ludwig
was removed, testified that the amount paid him was less
than five dollars, and that Ludwig made no claim that he
had not received the full amount to which he was entitled.

Charles Johnson, who appeared as a witness, complained
that he reached the almshouse with $20.90; that he drew
while there $8.90, and on leaving, received $8 instead of $l2.
The cash-book shows $20.92, and that he drew while there,
$l2, and received $8.92 when discharged. There seems
1 ittie cause here to doubt the record.

In the cases of erasures, when the person credited died or
absconded, there are over one-half where the explanation ap-
pears sufficient. In one case $1 more than was due, was re-
turned to the treasury of the State. In about teu cases an
erasure was apparent in the tens column. In regard to
these last, we feel that a cause for suspicion arises. A few
of them were in the time of a previous clerk, and Mr.
Marsh cannot be charged with them. In others the erasure
itself furnishes the sole cause for suspicion unsupported by
independent evidence. But at least two remain to be con-
sidered.

In the case of Ellen Allen, an attempt was made to prove
that she started from Gloucester for Tewksbury with about
one hundred and fifty dollars in her possession. This rests
on the most extraordinary evidence (pp. 1084-1089) and ab-
solutely failed of proof. We quote some of the evidence on
which this claim is sought to be based.

The testimony before the committee, that she had any
money, is found on page 1075, and is this, in substance:

On the night before Ellen Allen went to Tewksbury,
Richard Morey saw his father count the money of his aunt,

Ellen Allen, in presence of said Allen and Richard’s mother.
Mr. and Mrs. Morey and Ellen Allen are all dead. After
Ellen went to bed, Richard heard his father say something
(p. 1084).
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Q. (By Gov. Butler.) Now, sir, before this long story
commenced, you had said your father and your aunt were counting
over the money on the table, and you said that your mother asked
how much it was? A. Yes, sir.

Q. What did your father say? A. “Near enough to call it
6150.”

•

On cross-examination ( p. 1089) :

Q. Won’t you tell me where this expression came in, used by
your father, that there was about II50? A. That was in the
conversation that was after my aunt had gone to bed.

Q. After your aunt had gone to bed? A. Yes, sir ;we helped
her up stairs.

Q. After your aunt had gone to bed. So your aunt was not
there at the conversation about the money? .A. No, sir; my
aunt wa= not there at that time.

Q. Aha ! Your aunt was not there at all: it was after. A.
After she had gone to bed, mother asked father how much money
she had. When mother came down stairs father was in the
kitchen.

Q. Let ns.see. How long had your aunt been up stairs before
this conversation took place? A. How long?

Q. Yes, sir. A. Well, mother helped her up stairs, and then
came down into the kitchen ; two or three minutes, T should
judge.

Q. Now, after your mother had helped her up stairs and had
come back, who spoke first? A. Mother.

Q. What did she say? A. Mother asked father how much
money aunt Ellen had.

Q. Who? A. Aunt Ellen.
Q. Did she use that expression? A. I suppose she did ; 1

should.
Q. What was your father’s repH ? A. Near enough to call it

8150.
Q. Near enough to call it $150? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Those are the exact words? A. Yes, sir.
Q. In the order in which they were said? A. Yes, sir.

Q. No question about it? A. No question at all.
Q. You remember it distinctly ? A. 1 remember it distinctly.

William H Haskell, an overseer of the poor at Glouces-
ter, when Ellen Allen went to Tewksbury, test!Hod concern-
ing her as follows (p, 2730) ;
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Q. Now, did you have any conversation with her in regard to
her means, or her financial ability? A. She informed nie at the
time that, of course, she could not take care of herself, and she
could not provide for herself. That was all, sir. I supposed the
woman was making a statement that was correct and truthful.

Q. Did she say anything about having any money? A. No,
sir. ,

Q. Did Mr. Richard Morey or Mr. Morey say anything about it?
A. After she died in Tewksbury, he came to me and said he was
going to Tewksbury to see about his sister’s effects. I asked him
what she had, and he said some clothing and some jewelry ; and
he informed me of this fact, if I understood him : that his sister-
had sent a flftv-dollar bill down the street to be exchanged, or to
get some few articles before she left; and he informed me that, at
that time, he didn’t know this. Before she left Gloucester he had
heard that she had sent a flfty-dollar bill down the street to be
exchanged by some young woman or girl,—it might have been
his own daughter, for aught I know.

The claim that she reached Tewksbury with about $l5O is,
at most, ludicrously without foundation. But she is ac-
credited in the “Historian’s Book” with having $46 at the
almshouse. This historian’s book is a book kept in the de-
partment of indoor poor. When a pauper reaches Tewks-
bury an agent is sent to take his or her history, as given by
themselves, that is to say, in this ease, Ellen Allen told the
state agent that she had “ $46 here,” whether in her own
possession or with the clerk is not apparent. Speaking of
the Historian’s Book, Charles B. Marsh (p. 2754) says:

Our books didn’t always agree, for the reason that I saw the
money and they didn’t. The man who made that record took the
man’s statement, but I saw the cash.

In the inmates cash book she is credited at her death with
what was apparently $l, there being an erasure in the tens
column. Mr. Babcock, the State assaycr (p. 2857), by the
application of acid to this entry7

, brought out a figure 6.
In the case of Emily Locke, the historian’s hook credits

her with $l5. In the cash book the entry is $5.73, with an
erasure in the tens column, which Mr. Fairbanks (p. 911)
said, with some uncertainty, he was “ inclined to think ” had
been effected by acid. In this case also Mr. Babcock, by
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applying acid, made the one in the tens column plainly visi-
ble.

These cases are unexplained, nor do we attempt to ex-
plain them.

After the committee, following the instructions of the
legislature, had, by a vote which it had been agreed should
in no event be revocable, decided to close the hearing at a
time certain, Mr. Marsh asked that he might be permitted to
testify on these points for only live minutes. This he was
not allowed to do.

The fact that a most critical examination by experts, pur-
sued during many weeks, has revealed so few cases among
the great number of inmates who have died in that institu-
tion during the past fifteen years, leaving money in the
hands of the clerk, affording, it is to be presumed, equal
temptation and opportunities for fraud if the desire were
present, and we may add Mr. Charles B. Marsh’s own ap-
pearance as a witness, make us hesitate to draw the infer-
ence as to criminal intent which the evidence submitted to
the committee suggests.

Peculation.
We recur to the argument of the governor as to pecula-

tions. The only evidence as to Mrs. Marsh is this : that she
was seen by Mrs. Dudley coming up out of the baggage-
room, where were stored such effects as the inmates brought,
“ with clothing on her arm. It looked like dresses and
shawls.”

Mrs. Pope saw the same. Trunks came and went, but
nobody knew what was in them. Dudley and wife were
employed as night-watch, but professed to see that all the
people from Exeter came without trunks and went away with
them. The charges of pilfering dresses and shawls of in-
mates failed of proof.

One of the Davis boys came to Tewksbury frequently, says
the governor, when the fact is there was no Davis bov at all.

That inmates complained of loss of clothing is not unusua l
in such institutions.

Joseph Palmer, the hackrnan, was successfully impeached
by witnesses at Exeter (pp. 673, 2684).



54 CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. [July,

As to the testimony of William Driscoll, we have this to
to say : If a station agent of a railroad company stands by
and sees the stealing he says he saw going on from the
almshouse (pp. 251-253), and does not inform the manager,
as he says he did not (p. 254), he is not worthy of belief.

Q. (By Mr. Wolcott.) You understood those goods were
stolen? A. Yes, sir; he told me so.

Q. Did you report it to Capt Marsh? A. No, sir ; I thought
Capt. Marsh should know that himself.

Q. You went up there frequently? A. Yes, sir.
Q. But never reported? A. No, sir; I did not consider

that a man could steal twenty-seven pairs of stockings and they
not be missed ; and I should judge he was stealing, all together,
about three hundred pairs.

Q. You never reported it? A. I never-reported it; never
considered it my business.

These goods were said to have been sold by French Joe
(p. 253). Superintendent Marsh and Charles B. Marsh
both swore they thought French Joe honest. When his
immoralities outside of the almshouse were discovered, he
was promptly discharged.

Timothy Kelliher, one of the governor’s witnesses, said
of French Joe (p. 781), “I do not believe he ever sold a
thing there.”

The governor’s reference to Mrs. Putney’s baby-cradle
weighing four hundred pounds is not worthy a great argu-
ment.

Joel Baldwin, station-agent at Tewksbury, from his freight-
book testified as follows :

Now, if you will look at September 10, 1879.
Gov. Butler. [Reading.] “ Dr., George E. Putney, one baby-

crib, four hundred pounds, twenty-five cents freight.”
Q. (By Gov. Butler.) Well, I see you were accustomed to

put down the weight. Were you accustomed to weigh it? A.
No, sir.

Q. The weight was taken and the charge was made according
to weight? This was before your time. Did you ever happen to
see a baby-crib that weighed four hundred pounds? A. No, sir;

1 can explain that. We have to make out bills at twenty-five
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cents, and it is so much a hundred. We may call it what we have
a mind to, and call it twenty-five cents. It makes no matter
whether it weighs fifty pounds or four hundred.

Q- But you weigh it to find out, I suppose? A. No, we guess
at it.

Dr. Putney exploded this nonsense also, at p. 1629.
The selling of bob-veal calves, and the buying of tobacco,

is all explained by Captain Marsh (p. 2483).
Mr. Poor, the head farmer, was doing this, and was

promptly checked when it was ascertained.
The governor’s account of this is grossly exaggerated.
The peculations, if any, were of small amount; and in

an institution like this, can only be prevented by constant
vigilance.

The Marshes.
Captain Thomas J. Marsh.

After the most searching examination into his management
of a great state institution for twenty-live years, we do not
find that Captain Marsh has departed in a single instance
from the strict line of integrity. He has dealt with nearly
60,000 of the most unfortunate of his fellow-creatures, and
not one of them has been before the committee to complain
of him individually, except Cornelius H. O’Brien, who was
refused a pair of shoes.

He has disbursed $2,000,000 of the money of the Com-
monwealth. The record of his purchases and sales, public
and private, has been held up to public gaze, and no shadow
of corruption has been found.

He has grown old in the service of the State, and can now
retire in his old age with the consciousness of a most arduous
duty well done.

He must, indeed, be a remarkable man to have dealt so
successfully with the wretched, decayed humanity that always
throngs a state almshouse.

For a few years past, we think he has been too lax in the
general supervision of the almhouse, and that the discipline
of the institution has not been sufficiently strict. This is
the one criticism we make.

The refusal of Captain Marsh to ask any one to sign his
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bond, which he neglected to renew, while he was resting
under the imputation of the governor’s charges, is creditable
to his high sense ot honor and sensitiveness.

Having given no bond for the current year, and declining
to give another, as he did, no way was left open to the state
board of health, lunacy and charity but to declare the
office vacant.

Thus it is that, after a service of a quarter of a century,
Captain Marsh retires from the public service.

The State will be fortunate, indeed, if another such man
can be found for the same service within her borders.

Mrs. Thomas J. Marsh.
For Mrs. Marsh, we cannot forbear to express a word of

kindness and sympathy.
She resigned her position as matron at the end of last

year.
We believe she has been much maligned. Mr e could easily

appreciate the spirit of resentment manifested by Captain
Marsh, when his good wife was referred to by Governor
Butler as “ that old woman.”

We do not rely upon the testimony as to her dealing in
rags and the old clothing ot inmates. The evidence ot her
husband and that of Miss Locke, who has for five years been
assistant matron, and had charge of the baggage-room
(p. 146), shows to our minds that she has done a great
amount ot work in the way of making over clothing, and
supplying it to the destitute, when they left the institution.

The charges against her are as vague and indefinite, as the
proof has been indirect and unsatisfactory.

The fact that nothing tangible could be produced
against her, but a wretched old rug, in the last moments of
the hearing, is pretty conclusive that she has not robbed the
Commonwealth, nor—-to use the words of His Excellency

“ stole like the devil.”
She did send two barrels of apples to Exeter, by consent

of the trustees. Her advanced age would have excused her
in retiring from her post at an earlier day. A great -estab-
lishment like that at Tewksbury should have a younger and
more vigorous matron.
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Thomas J. Marsh, Jr,
We have seen but little of this officer, late assistant super-

intendent.
He has been accused, by the governor, of crimes the most

atrocious.
The proof has been entirely wanting. He has long been

associated with his father in the management of the alms-
house, and has been maimed for life in the service of the
State.

In 1873 he was charged by the trustees with a disagree-
able duty, that of superintending the removal of such bodies
of the dead as were not claimed by their friends, for the pro-
motion of anatomical science.

The evidence clearly shows that he has done that work
with great secrecy and decency, as the law requires, so that,
indeed, few people at the institution knew that such work
was going on at all.o o

The demand for bodies for dissection has been very great,
the testimony being uniform that there is a great dearth of
anatomical subjects in all the medical schools. The evidence
of Hall and of Kelliher, before referred to, shows conclu-
sively that by no means all the bodies unclaimed by friends
were sent, under the law.

There is no evidence to show that bodies have been sent to
persons not authorized to receive them, and the money re-
ceived for such service, while it amounts to considerable in
the aggregate, we do not think more than enough to reason-CO O 7 o

ably-compensate for the duty performed. That a paid officer
of the State should do such work was calculated to create a
scandal whenever his action should be made public.

That time arrived, and there has been much ado about
nothing He has acted under the direction of the trustees,
and certainly, some responsible person should be in charge
of the duty.

The old, vague charges made against him, in 1873 by Dr.
Nichols, have been examined by the trustees, who have
known Mr. Marsh fur twenty years, and have been pro-
nounced groundless.
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It is in evidence that Dr. Nichols had no personal knowl-
edge of the facts alleged.o o

The base insinuation that he was the father of a bastard
child, and for money procured Thomas Kelliher to plead
guilty of being such father to said child, and to go to Bridge-
water for twenty-four months, was no better supported than
the similar charge against his venerable father, Kelliher de-
nying with scorn the miserable imputation (p. 782).

The Governor’s witness must have been disappointing.
No evidence has been otfeied to us to impeach his charac-

ter. We thought he should have been examined early in
the case, in relation to the bodies.

Governor Butler, for reasons known to himself, chose to
reserve him for the cross-examination, as we suppose.

The committee are not responsible that he was not exam-
ined.

At page 1117, where the Governor rested his case, may
be found the following :

The Chairman. As one member of the committee, I should like
to examine Thomas J. Marsh with regard -to the dead bodies; it
seems to me that is part of the case. I suppose, Mr. Brown, Mr.
Thomas J. Marsh will be here.

Mr. Brown. I shall have the entire Marsh family, men, women,
children and babies, if there are any.

The Chairman. Well, Thomas J., Jr., who had charge of the
bodies, the committee certainly want examined.

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir ; every Marsh or descendant of a Marsh
that I can find I intend to have here.

Mr. Marsh was directed to produce the memorandum
books referred to in Mr. Nonrse’s testimony (p. 251U), and
refused to do so. He was reported in contempt to the
House, but that branch declined to order his arrest, on the
ground that the notice was premature.

While the proceedings for contumacy were pending, Mr.
Marsh was called and sworn by the respondents, but ou ob-
jection by Gov. Butler the committee suspended the exam-
ination until the books should be produced.

The contents of the books were testified to by Mr. Noarse,
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who had examined them as before stated, and as they were
not produced there is no evidence to impeach his statement.

The. names contained in these books, we think, should,
under no circumstances, be made public.

We believe, upon the evidence, that the wife of this Mr.
Marsh has, for many years, gratuitously performed a good
work at the almshouse, in presiding over the sewing-room
of the inmates, which entitles her to a word ot commenda-
tion.

Charles B. Marsh.
W ere it not for the inmate’s cash-book we should have

only words, of praise for this last member of the family
whom we shall mention. We have spoken of him quite
freely in connection with that book, which has really turned
out to be the leading point in the case.

It appears that he was formerly entitled to live in the
institution. When he married and moved outside the
grounds of the institution, his salary should have been
raised by an amount equal to the value of Ids board at least.
Contributions to his housekeeping from the almshouse,
trivial in amount, as they seem to have been, we do not
approve.

Nepotism.

The appointment of so many members of one family to
the management of a single institution is rightly regarded
with strong disfavor at the present day.

Where a man has grown old in an office like this, and his
children have come to maturity around him, it is difficult to
say that none of them shall be retained or employed if found
to be faithful and competent.

But no matter how honest and efficient they may be, their
numbers will create scandal.

Nothing illustrates this better than the present case.

The State Almshouse.
What is this institution?
It appeared in evidence that the governor has never vis-

ited it. But this was apparent before.
The following passage from page 52 of the inaugural ad-

dress is sufficient:
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“It will be remembered that that almshouse is wholly devoted to

the care of foreign sane and insane persons, largely women and
children, who apparently, before they came there, were not accus-
tomed to a very high style of living.”

There are very few children, and the foreign persons are
by no means so numerous as His Excellency represents. .

The State almshouse is the great receptacle of the Com-
monwealth for its paupers who under our liberal laws have
failed to gain a settlement in our cities and towns.

It is also the receptacle into which the lowest elements of
our pauperism, disease and harmless insanity “gravitate.”

From our other asylums and poorhouses, and from the
State at large, pours a constant stream of diseased, feeble
and filthy patients. From across the sea come the “assisted
emigrants,” and many of them speedily bring up at Tewks-
bury.

From a small beginning in 1854 we now have an estab-
lishment of great proportions, with a population of nearly
one thousand, with not another like it in this country, with
one possible exception, at St. Louis.

We have no time to describe this immense house of un-
happiness and woe. It has been often enough described.

It is the duty of the State to care well for all those unfor-
tunates. But we do not relish the comparison of this insti-
tution with a Soldiers’ Home. No comparison can fairly be
made. The veteran soldier is embalmed in the hearts of a
grateful people, and that people will be satisfied with noth-
ing else than the most liberal and generous treatment of
their late defenders.

The population at the State almshouse is a different one.
More than two-thirds of it results from vice and crime.
Every person there is entitled to the most humane and

kindly treatment. But that they can or ought to be put on
a footing with the veteran soldier, is to ask too much of
the Commonwealth.

For full description of this abode of wretchedness, we
refer to the official report of Mrs. Clara T. Leonard, an effi-
cient member of the board of health, lunacy and charity.

For nearly four mouths this great infirmary has been
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under the public eye. A skilful attorney and criminal law-
yer, having behind him the treasury of the Commonwealth,
and its whole detective force, with all the time he asked to
put in his case, has been endeavoring to convince the people
that the Tewksbury almshouse has for many years been a
den of horrors. Massachusetts had supposed she stood at
the head of the column, in her management of public chari-
table institutions. The message of His Excellency the gov-
ernor, fell upon her like thunder from a clear sky.

The cry that Massachusetts starved her pauper children,
and sold their bodies as merchandise, echoed round the
world.

The legislature demanded investigation, and full oppor-
tunity was offered His Excellency the governor to substan-
tiate his charge. The rules of evidence were suspended in
his behalf, and he called every witness he desired, to prove
that he was right in his great arraignment of the Common-o o o

wealth.
The books of the auditor and of the board of health,

lunacy and charity gave the name of everybody who has
been connected with the state almshouse, in any official
capacity, since it was established.

The register gave the names of every inmate and visitor.O O »/

Every bill for stores and provisions was on file in the de-
partments. Surely no institution was ever more exposed to
attack than this, if anything was wrong.

In the course of the hearing, in addition to the charges in
the message, charges and insinuations were made of abuse,
neglect, stealing, poisoning, murder, tanning human skins
and making them into shoes, licentiousness on the part of
the officers, not only with pauper inmates, but with attend-
ants and nurses, who were openly accused of belonging to
the harem, and of ministering to excite the passions of men.
In addition to the charges that infants had been sold as mer-
chandise, it was alleged that bodies had been skinned and
sent forward to be tanned, and, strangest of all, that a mum-
mery of a funeral rite was performed over bodies destined
for dissection.

The o'overnor occupied the time of the committee for
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twenty-eight days, closing his side of the case on the 12th
day of May.

The respondents began to put in evidence on the 14th of
May. The hearing having continued till near the end of
June, and there appearing to he no prospect of an early
termination of the same, the legislature adopted an order
asking His Excellency the governor to adjourn the General
Court till August 27th, when it could meet again to hear the
report of the'committee in this matter.

To that request His Excellency did not accede, returning
a message, dated the second of July, not only denying
the request of the legislature, but also denying that he
made any charges against the management at Tewksbury,
and adding this significant question: “ Why, then, for all
practical purposes, has not the investigation of the committee
fulfilled its object?”

Thereupon the two branches passed a peremptory order
that the hearing should close on Friday, July 13, and that
the report of the committee should follow on the 17th
instant.

The testimony for the management was closed on Monday,
July 9th.

The following three days the committee sitting morn-
ing and afternoon were occupied by Governor Butler in
rebuttal, and the closing arguments were delivered on the
final day. Frequent adjournments were made toward the
close of the hearing, to suit the convenience of the gover-
nor, the committee holding, in two weeks, only four hear-
ings.

All the delays of the hearing have been caused by His
Excellency the governor, except in two instances; once for
the convenience of counsel for the respondents, and once
for the joint accommodation of the committee and the
governor.

On the 23d day of April, it was publicly announced that
the trustees at Tewksbury had been suspended, by order of
the Executive, and the management placed in the hands ot
the state board of health, lunacy and charity.

This seemed to the committee a strange proceeding, and it
was suggested whether the hearing ought to go on. Hie
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committee were charged with an inquiry as to the manage-
ment of these trustees.

The governor, who made those charges, was before the
committee prosecuting them, and had not closed his side of
the case, as he called it (p. 1624).

For him to assume that the charges were proved, and
proceed to enter up judgment, and issue execution, seemed
entirely out of the usual course of judicial proceedings at
least, and contrary to the position taken by His Excellency
in the inaugural address, that there was no wa}' to get rid of
these trustees except by legislative act.

In the message of July 2, above referred to, His Excel-
lency said: “ But the committee chose to go on.” Now,
His Excellency made no statement to the committee, after
the superseding of the trustees, and after the office o. super-
intendent had been declared vacant by reason of his declin-
ing to file a new bond, as above mentioned, that the object
of the investigation had been accomplished, and 'that the
hearing might well be closed ; and there seemed nothing forO O ' o
the committee to do but to hold on its way.

The honor of the Commonwealth was at stake, as well as
that of the parties concerned in the management at Tewks-
bury.

We also notice the fact that, during the hearing, the
governor sent a proposition to the legislature, to the effect
that he would himself take the state almshouse and run it
f0r.570,000 per year. We did not deem this offer any evi-
dence that the institution had been managed extravagantly.

It is generally conceded, we apprehend, that since 1879,
when the infants were all removed from Tewksbury, so far
as foundlings are concerned, and when the old board of state
charities gave place to the present board of health, lunacy
and charity, the almshouse has been well managed and con-
trolled.

But His Excellency insisted upon going into old matters,
whether there was any present grievance or not, and your
committee did not think it best to restrain him.

The appearance in the case of His Excellency the gov-
ernor was sometimes embarassing, as a portion of the com-
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mittec thought he should not he put on the same footing
with counsel for the management.

But the majority of the committee felt that the governor
and Mr. Brown, so far as the hearing of the case was con-
cerned, must be treated as exactly equal.

It only remains for us to declare the result.
We find two allegations, as to the disposition of dead

bodies, sustained : first, that the bodies have been handled
and transported secretly (the highest merit) ; and, secondly,
that funeral rites have been held in most cases of death,
although not always at an open grave.

His Excellency has dwelt much on this fact, that the Com-
monwealth has paid for what he has been pleased to call
“ this mummery over the dead who were going to the dis-
secting-knife.”

But, we apprehend, the day is remote when the Common-
wealth will deny funeral rites to any human body, although
it may, under the lawr , be afterwards devoted to the promo-
tion of anatomical science.

Things must be taken as they are. Medical science is the
highest of all the sciences, and the demand for bodies for
dissection is at all times large.

The law has been long on the statute book, and we believe
it has been executed so as in no case to outrage the public
feeling, as set forth in the statute.

The fact that four instances of the tanning of human skins
was proved, does not show, as alleged by His Excellency,
that tanning of human skins has come to be an industry in
this Commonwealth. If, by reason of this investigation, the
present law becomes inoperative, and grave-robbing be-
comes an industry in this State, as it now is in so many
States, then a fearful responsibility will rest somewhere.

We find that in all cases bodies sent to the medical schools
have been sent secretly as required, by law; and that, until
the inaugural address, no human being had complained to
the management at Tewksbury that this law has not been
properly executed.

We find that since 1869, at least, all remains left after dis-
section at the medical school have been buried in accordance
with law.
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We find that in the four cases where students have surrep-
titiously taken pieces of human skin from the medical school,
the college has been in no wise responsible.

We find no evidence that the body of any human being
who was ever at the State almshouse has been skinned.

We find that until this investigation very few persons
knew that such a thing as skinning a human being had ever
been done.

We find it not true that from one hundred and fifty to two
hundred and fifty infant corpses were annually sold as mer-
chandise to a single medical institution in this State, for from
three to five dollars each.

We find that no infant corpse has been sold to any institu-
tion ; and that at the time of Dixwell’s term in Harvard
Medical School no infant corpse had been sent from Tewks-
bury for any purpose.

We find that in nine years 585 bodies have been delivered
to the several medical schools in Boston, of which 148 went
to the Boston Medical School, for which no more was re-
ceived than enough to compensate for the preparation, trans-
portation and delivery of the same. We find that no bodies
have ever been sold as merchandise. We find that there is
a record of births and deaths at Tewksbury, as required by
law.

The suggestion by His Excellency in the message (p. 67),
that there are a large number of dead infants picked up in
Boston and vicinity, might have suggested a possibility how
the janitor at the Harvard Medical School might have car-
ried on a secret and illicit traffic, and how, to cover his
crime, he told Dixwell that such bodies came from Tewks-
bury.

We find there have been cases of neglect and some of
cruelty; but to prevent the occasional occurrence of such
cases is well-nigh impossible in an institution of this magni-
tude and character. But all these that appear fully substan-
tiated were confined to nurses and attendants, and, when re-
ported to the responsible management, the proper corrections
have been made.

We have visited Tewksbury, many of us, several times,
and examined the institution in all its parts. We have seen
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and tasted the food of the inmates, and had before us the
men who have cooked it and served it for many years. We
have had before us one of the late trustees, the superintend-
ent, the clerk, the physician, matrons, the nurses and at-
tendants. We have examined the official reports of the
state board of health, lunacy and charity, which, by agree-
ment, are made part of the case.

Further we have had before us Father Gigault of Lowell,
the Catholic priest, whose presence is such a benediction at
the almshouse. Also the official report of Mrs. Clara T.
Leonard, one of the efficient members of the state board.

Also Dr. George A . Tucker, the eminent expert from
Australia, and Dr. Charles F. Folsom. And after hearing
all the evidence in this protracted hearing, we declare the
present condition of the state almshouse at Tewksbury to be
good, and with one single exception, entirely worthy the
State.

That one exception is, that the appropriations have been
too small. The evidence is cumulative that there should be
more and better attendants, and better food for the sick and
infirm, more amusement and recreation for the harmless in-
sane, and other things as recommended by Mrs. Leonard in
her official report.

We pronounce the main charges of His Excellency the
governor groundless and cruel.

The question of infant mortality was an old one, well
settled, as everybody knows.

The delivery of dead bodies under the law was under the
control of the trustees and superintendent, and any irregu-
larity should have been remedied by them without publicity,
if proof thereof had been furnished, and the people of this
proud Commonwealth would have been saved from the shame
and humiliation so recklessly and needlessly brought upon
them. Surely the truth should have been ascertained before
making such awful charges.

Our order was to investigate the other institutions; but
we have heard no cause of complaint, and have had no time
to devote to them.

We made the ordinary tour of inspection, and found them
in good condition.
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We commend to the legislature and to the people all mu-
public charitable institutions as still worthy this ancient
Commonwealth although, in the language of one of His
Excellency’s distinguished predecessors, they are constantly
requiring changes to meet recurring exigencies and the
demands of a progressive philanthropy.

Your committee desire to place upon the record their
strong disapprobation of some things said and done by the
governor during the course of this hearing.

We pass by the insults to the committee, and to their
chairman, who presided at this hearing by invitation of the
regular chairman, with consent of the committee ; also the
reference in the argument to “ clearing out this State
House ” by his veteran comrades, and consider graver
things.

His Excellency announced, on the first evening of the
hearing, that he had not come into the case with a blacking-
brush.

But when, in cross-examining a young lady witness (p.
1839), in order to ascertain whether in a certain campaign

a distinguished citizen of this State tarried over night at the
state almshouse, he said, “ I don’t know that you knew by
sleeping with him ;

”

When he spoke of a matron who had been a witness as
“that little chit,” who could do no good among old men
except to excite their passions ;

When he insinuated that the father of Charlotte Ander-
son’s child was the aged superintendent of the almshouse;

When he tried in vain to make Thomas Kclliher, one of
his witnesses, admit that he took money and suffered im-
prisonment for being the father of a bastard child, on solici-
tation of the assistant superintendent;

When he suggested that another respectable lady witness
employed at Tewksbury belonged to “ the harem ;

”

When he spoke of the state almshouse as a “ hell upon
earth,” and the Home for Discharged Females at Dedham as
a “ den;”

When he spoke of the eminent physician, who contro-
verted Dixwell’s testimony, as the “refuse,” and again as
the “emptyings” of Harvard Medical School, and again as
“ rascals ” and “ runts —”
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Your committee thought the blacking-brush had been
brought into requisition.

When he, in his argument, related his own disgusting de-
scription of the operation of craniotomy ;

When he brandished what he called a woman’s skin and
pointed out to the audience the nipple ot the woman ;

When, to defend the New York witness, Eva Bowen, he
averted that, under God, her seduction and fall are due to
the school system of Massachusetts;

When we saw him flourish a piece of human skin which
had not been put into the case, with an alleged crucifix tat-
tooed upon it;

When he alluded to old and young men, whose “jaded
passions ” are to be excited by wearing slippers made from
a woman’s breast, —your committee blushed for the Com-
monwealth, and turned away in amazement.

But Averse than these Avas his portentous reference to the
French Revolution. Can it be possible that the people of
this Commonwealth are slumbering upon such a volcano as
burst upon the people of France in 1789, whose fires are to
be kindled because four reckless medical students have
caused to be tanned, for their own purposes, a feiv pieces of
human skin?

Is this what His Excellency means ivhen he says avg must
“ see that the Avheel don’t go round once again ”?

We have examined the three thousand pages of the testi-
mony in this case, Avith solicitude to be just; just to the
management of the Tewksbury almshouse, just to His
Excellency the governor, who made the charges and con-
ducted the prosecution, and above all, just to the Common-
Avealth, Avhose servants avc are.

ONSLOW GILMORE,
EDWARD P. LORING,

Of the Senate.

GEORGE E. LEARNARD,
ROGER WOLCOTT,
GEO. D. CHAMBERLAIN,
WM. F. CHESTER,
LYMAN K. PUTNEY,

Of the House.



1883,] HOUSE —No. 418. 69

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY.

The undersigned, a minority of the committee on Public
Charitable Institutions, dissent and submit their views as
follows:

Unable to concur with the majority of the committee on
public charitable institutions in relation to the results of the
inve>tigatiou into the management of the State almshouse at
Tewksbury, the undersigned, members of the committee,
herewith submit their reasons for disagreeing and their views
on the evidence presented. We believe that it was the pur-
pose of the legislature when it ordered the investigation and
empowered the committee to send for persons and papers to
get the whole truth ; therefore we strenuously objected to
any line of investigation that might.render the committee’s
work fruitless.

We claimed that the managers of the institution should
not be given facilities to obstruct investigation or to cover
up wrong-doing. We claimed further that the committee
should make a thorough and searching examination into the
affairs of the institution in a common-sense manner. We
claimed that no technical rules should be applied to sup-
press evidence Notwithstanding the objections of the
minority, the investigation was conducted in the main “sub-
stantially according to the technical rules of law,” as the
acting chairman insisted it should be. By reason of this
unwarranted procedure, testimony which we believe would
be important was excluded. This investigation was not the
trial of a man or set of men, but an inquiry into the man-
agement of an institution which had been attacked by various
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persons and at divers times, and severely criticised by His
Excellency in his inaugural. The committee called upon His
Excellency to assist them in carrying on the investigation,
and after some hesitation, he complied with the request of
the committee. The governor based the criticisms contained
in his inaugural upon information from many individuals,
who had publicly complained from time to time, and from
official records. A summary of the most prominent facts in
the mismanagement of this institution, as known by Gov-
ernor Butler’s predecessors, may be of service to the legis-
lature, and, at the same time, demonstrate the wisdom of
His Excellency in calling the attention of the General Court
to the scandals that obtained at the Tewksbury almshouse.

The management of our State almshouse has been for
a series of }mars materially unchanged, the Marsh family
having practically absolute control, while nominally subject
to the board of trustees, of which board the majority have
been in office for many years. During the regime of the
Marsh family, and while Messrs. Elliot, Nourse and Spald-
ing were upon the board of trustees, many evils were com-
plained of by visiting officials and others. Investigations,
more or less thorough, have been had. In former years,
governors of the Commonwealth, by reason of public com-
plaint, visited the institution for the purpose of inquiring
into its management. It had been subject to criticism by
the well-known philanthropists, Drs. Howe and Allen. The
old board of state charities detected the “ worst abuses that
can exist in such establishments.” The chairman of the
board, Frank B. Sanborn, said that the Tewksbury officials
were responsible for “ shocking mortality.” He also accused
the Marshes of permitting the author of gross evils to go
uncensured. Mr. Sanborn, with other members of the board
of state charities, having, as he says, striven for years with-
out public scandal to remedy the “ moral defects,” “ lax
discipline” and “gross evils” existing at Tewksbury, came
“ reluctantly to the conclusion that nothing but public expo-
sure of them by investigation ‘would lead to a thorough
reformation .” Then followed the legislative investigation of
1876, which resulted in sustaining the main allegations
against the Tewksbury management. The allegations proven
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were, in substance, as follows: “That the hospital for the
sick, the asylum for the insane and the foundling children’s
room were either ill-ventilated, offensive from stench, or
infested with vermin, .

. - and that this condition of
things was due in part to ignorance and negligence on the
part of the officers and employees of thealmshouse, .

that insane women were improperly imprisoned, and treated
with gross neglect and hardship, . . . that the by-laws
of the almshouse were neglected and violated, . . . that
the mortality among the insane women was shocking, and
that this was owing to the inefficiency of Miss Helen Marsh,
the doctor in charge, . . . that illicit intercourse took
place between the inmates, . . . that the lack of dis-
cipline was owing to the employment, by the superintendent,
of six members of his own family in important positions at
the almshouse.”

The majority of that investigating committee called for the
removal of all the superintendent’s relatives. The minority
called for the discharge of the superintendent, accusing him,
among other things, of not settling his accounts with the
State as required bylaw and of allowing speculations, by un-
der-officers, with inmates. Those most friendly to the Tewks-
bury officials, on that committee, complained of the nepo-
tism prevailing at the institution, saying : “The superin-
tendent has seven persons of his own family employed in
the institution. Their united salaries amount to $5,000 per
annum, and their board. These officers are nominated by
the superintendent and confirmed by the inspectors.” And
they further said that, “ Certainly no abuse, if any existed,
would ever be brought to light under such a peculiar admin-
istration of affairs.”

The recommendations of the committee of 1876 were only
successful in this, that Miss Helen Marsh was removed.
After this investigation the grand jury of Suffolk County
summoned Dr. Dixwell to testify as to the truth of certain
stories about babies’ bodies having been sold in large num-
bers by the Tewksbury officials to Harvard College. The
sworn statement of Dr. Dixwell was made public and not
denied, and was in substance quoted in the inaugural address
of His Excellency Governor llutler. The grand jury did
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not proceed in the matter for want of jurisdiction. The
abuses which prevailed in thealmshouse during the existence
of the old board of charities were deeply rooted and could
only be eradicated by radical measures, which were not ap-
plied.

Homoeopathic doses of reform, administered at long inter-
vals by doctors, who prescribed without being allowed to get
near enough to their patient to diagnose the case, cannot re-
sult in permanent change for the better.

If the superintendent was ignorant, negligent and ineffi-
cient in 1872-3-4-5-6, as all unbiased people who read the
official State reports will admit, it was unwise, impolitic, if
not criminal, for the inspectors to have continued T. J.
Marsh in office. Their culpability was enhanced by ignor-
ing- the recommendations of the legislative committee to dis-
charge the relatives of the superintendent. The dangerous
effects of nepotism, which all but selfishly-interested persons
readily perceive, did not trouble the then inspectors and new
trustees ; for they were loath to part with one of the Marshes
—in fact, after the investigation, they appointed a phy-
sician who was then or became a husband of Marsh’s
grandchild. Superintendent Marsh’s friends on the com-
mittee of 1876 confessed that under Marsh’s peculiar family
administration “no abuses could ever be brought to
light.” The wonder is that the abuses detected then and
since were ever brought to light. The minority of your
committee believe that it was the duty of His Excellency to
call the attention of the legislature to the unsavory scandals
publicly circulated about the State almshouse manage-
ment. We believe, in the words of the old board of chari-
ties, “ that nothing but public exposure by investigation
would lead to a thorough reformation.” The present invest-
gation has thrown into the light gross mismanagement and
criminal treatment of the State’s poor, alive and dead.

Internal Management.

We desire, in presenting our views, first to speak of the
administration and internal management of the institution.

..-I.s' to the trustees—Mr. Frank B. Sanborn, the secretary
of the board of health, lunacy and charity, was the chair-
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man of the old board of charities during the time that board
was trying to remedy the evils which existed at the alms-
house, and personally exposed some of the abuses and
brought them to the attention of one or more governors and
also the legislature of 187(5, on account of which public ser-
vice he “ incurred much odium from those interested in per-
petuating the old order of things.” Among those who were
interested in the “old order of things” may be mentioned
inspectors, now trustees, Nourse and Elliot. These gentle-
men were in a measure responsible for the evils and abuses
which the legislative committee of 1876 admitted were
proven ; yet they were not even censured.

Mr. Sanborn’s Opinion op Irustees Noukse and
Elliot.

After the investigation of 1876 Mr. Sanborn lost his
position as chairman of the board. A pressure was brought
to bear upon Governor Rice to reappoint Mr. Sanborn to the
board. Hearing of the work of his friends, Mr. Sanborn
wrote a letter to the governor, giving the following rea-
sons why he did not want the appointment: “I could not
accept it if Messrs. F. H. Nourse and G. P. Elliot should
continue to hold office as inspectors of the State almshouse
at Tewksbury. These persons, by their own admission,
have been guilty of long-continued neglect of duty and
transgression of the by-laws of their almshouse, in conse-
quence of which, as I believe, several helpless women,
doubly unfortunate by reason of poverty and insanity, have
suffered illegal imprisonment or death. I could not now
consent to accept a new appointment, which would require
me to maintain official relations with persons who, to my own
knowledge, have ignored and violated a public charitable
trust which 1 consider sacred. If they are worthy to hold
the State’s commission, I am not: and lam quite ready to
leave the decision of that question with your Excellency.”

Mr..Sanborn was soon after elected secretary of the board,
with the salary of $2,500. Mr. Sanborn, as chairman of
the board without salary, would not hold “ official relations’*
with Messrs. Nourse and Elliot, but did not refuse when
secretary of the board with a salary of $2,500 a year.



74 CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. [July,

While Mr. Sanborn was an unpaid official and had super-
visory powers he was a thorn in the side of the almshouse
officials ; but from the time he became a paid official Mr.
Sanborn has not seen anything wrong at Tewksbury. We
are of the opinion that Mr. Sanborn was right in refusing to
hold “official relations” with Messrs. Nourse and Elliot
after discovering their criminal negligence (to put it mildly) ;

and if he had held Superintendent Marsh to a like responsi-
bility he would have but done his duty. The evidence which
has been submitted to your committee leads the minority to
believe that three members of the present board of trustees,
Messrs. Nourse, Elliot and Spalding, have been unworthy
of the sacred trust with which the Commonwealth charged
them. There are reasons to believe that they formed, with
the Marsh family, an alliance for the purpose of keeping the
management of the State almshouse intact within their circle.
The advantages of this arrangement can never be fully known
to the public, but a few of the benefits of this secret compact
may be summarized: For the Marshes good living for
every member of the family—with perquisites for certain un-
scrupulous members, and immunity from punishment for sen-
suous indulgences. For the trustees, good dinners at the
institution, fowls at Thanksgiving, benefits from con-
tracts, etc. The present investigation has demonstrated the
unfitness of the men for the positions which they held formany
years, even after their incompetency had been exposed by a
superior board. Why they were retained after the office of
inspector was abolished and a board of trustees created is
beyond the power of your committee to determine. We
agree with the “Springfield Republican ” when it said edi-
torially, May 16, that “ it has been simply a crime to keep
Marsh in his place all these years.” And we believe that
these trustees are mainly responsible for the crime, but being
implicated with him in the management, they overlooked all
his shortcomings. We are also of the opinion that the board
of health, lunacy and charity cannot evade responsibility,
for that hoard has supervisory powers over all our charitable
institutions.

In the past it has been proven that the trustees were negli-
gent in their duty in that they did not examine into the gross
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abuses perpetrated upon inmates in the institution. The re-
sponsibility for this neglect of duty was sought to be evaded
under the plea that they were ignorant that such abuses
existed.

I» this hearing it has been proven (and parts of the evi-
dence will be submitted) that patients have been maltreated;
that brutal and idiotic attendants, whose conduct and cruelty
had been reported, were kept in service; that incompetent
officers and nurses were employed, inaccurate records kept,
and that the institution was in all respects grossly mis-
managed, and that the rights of inmates, living and dead,
were violated, and the plain provisions of the law of the
Commonwealth set aside. The minority submit under ap-
propriate heads the testimony at the present investigation
in relation to the mismanagement of the institution.

Bath-Tubs and Water-Closets.
Among other testimony concerning the foul condition of

the water-closets and other criminal neglect is the following:

Q. In that long ward where was the privy or water-closet? A.
Half way down the ward.

Q. Did it open directly into the ward? A. Yes, sir; with a
swinging door.

Q- In what condition was that? A. It was in a very filthy
condition,

Q. W hat did the nurse tell yon about going into it? A. The
nurse, when I first went there, told me advised me never to go
into that closet on account of so many patients dying of cholera
and on account of the dirty state of the water-closets, and if I
didn t wish to catch the cholera 1 had better not go in there and
use it.

Q. Won’t you. however unpleasant it may be. describe it? A,
Ihe seats of the water-closet were covered with matter from

patients having sores and different things, and every other filth.
The smell used to come out into the long ward so that the patients

around in the beds adjoining the door would fie sick from the
smell. They would smell it all down the ward.

Q. Well, you spoke of the cholera — having the cholera there.
Did they have it to any extent that summer? A. Yes, sir; they
used to be dying there every day, old and young. There were
very few young patients in the ward ; most all of them were mid-
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<ile-agecl people, and I don’t think there were more than four or
live children in the ward. But, young and old, they all died with
the cholera. Some died every da}'. They would not be sick more
than three or four days, vomiting with the cholera; and they used
to die twelve, fourteen or fifteen every week, sometimes more and
sometimes less dying every day in the ward.

4

This condition of things was never changed except when
inspectors and official visitations were expected.

Rats and Vermin.
Mrs. Mina A. Davis, a night nurse, 1878 and 1879, stated

the hospital was over-run with rats, and that the rats dis-
figured the bodies. She gave direct evidence as follows ;

I could not very well watch rats and sick patients, so I put my
night woman (an insane woman) to watch ; I don’t remember her
last name, her first name was Bridget; to see that the rats were
not on the woman; Mrs. McKenna was head nurse in the
hospital over night; I went to her and she says, Put Bridget in
there to watch,” and I did, but Bridget got to sleep, and during
that time the rats got at her (the patient’s) face; they .ate this eye,
this cheek, here, and her neck (indicating the left side of the
head).

Frank Barker’s testimony as to vermin :

Q. Did you ever sec people with vermin upon them? A. Yes,
sir.

Q. How far were they full of vermin? Did they have sores
from them? A. Yes, sir; I mean that the patient’s head was so
full that they had eaten sores in his head. (Rec. 302 A and 303.)

Mrs. Abbie Barker’s Testimony as to Vermin.
Q. What, do you mean by poor? A. Well, the inmates were

neglected. They were dirty, with vermin on them, and their beds
were in a bad condition. (Rec. 458 C.)

Another witness testifying as to vermin and rats con-

tinued :

Q. Well, now. let us see if you will tell us whether there were
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any larger vermin there ? A. Oh, yes, sir ; rats were walking all
over the floor.

Q. How were they at night? A. At night, in the room I was
in, which was directly opposite the bathing-room, where the two
bath-tubs were, —in there were some pipes and large holes in the
wall, where the rats used to come out. At night they used to
close the door, because the rats would come out and walk into the
room I was in, walk down the steps into the long ward. Then in
the long ward there was a bath-room, and the rats would come out
there, and get on to the beds and annoy the patients. There was
one woman we had there that had consumption, so they said, so

that she was in such a weak condition that she could not raise her
hand to her mouth, even to take her medicine. She could not take
her food without help, and could not raise herself up in bed ; and
the rats used to eat her feet, and I have seen her feet, one of
the nurses showed me her feet when she was alive ; they were all
eaten, and parts of the toes gone. She used to cry, - she could
not make much outcry, but in a feeble voice, —to let them know
that the rats were annoying her, and some of the others used to go
and call the night-nurse to come down and drive the rats away.

Q. Was this from time to time? A. It was every night for
some length of time, until she died. She died while I was there.
(Rec. 505 and 506.)

Joseph Beebe testified as to vermin, and stating the case
of a deaf mute, continued : “I saw him stripped, and I saw
them take nnguentum, and plaster it on to his neck, and all
over his hack down to his waistband, so that I remarked to
the man who was doing it, ‘ You are putting enough on
that man to kill a horse, and if he gets the least bit of cold
he will die.’ Said he, ‘ Let him die !”’

For additional evidence of neglect, as aforesaid, see rec-
ord of testimony, pp. 340-342, 458, 505—506, 567-568,
625—626, et seq.

Beds and Bedding, Rats and Vermin.
Another and no less important element in this chapter of

crueltv than the personal violence already recited, is the
criminal abuse of patients, wholly arising from the unex-
ampled neglect of the superintendent and employees. This
phase of mismanagement, like others charged, is best shown
bv the testimony of eye-witnesses, many of whom were
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made wretched subjects and sufferers while in the alms-
house.

Charles H. Dudley, an intelligent witness of long experi-
ence, and now an official in the asylum at Danvers, made the
following statement;

I found the beds in a filthy and rotten condition. They were
made of straw, and they were fairly steaming with filth. I found
but one sheet on the beds, with the exception of a very few that
might have had two, and some without any. I found only one
blanket, one thickness of a blanket, it was what we call a double
blanket, one-quarter of a double blanket —on the beds. I found
the females mostly without underclothes, without shoes and stock-
ings, and with only a faded calico dress to cover their nakedness,
a great many. And 1 found some of the cells that bad not been
cleaned out for a long time. There was straw and other filth in one

cell in particular, in the basement, that I had to take a shovel for.
(Rec. 89 C.) [Witness slated condition of cells in which patients
were found.] Straw was only bedding; this was loathsome and
foul from the worst of filth. One female was entirely nude. She
had been confined a year there. (Rec. 90 B.) Margaret Hennes-
sey, another patient, was found in a similar condition. (Rec. 91
AB.)]

Q. Did you have them changed? A. Yes, sir; I did.
Q. Were the inmates using those beds that you said were rot-

ten? A. Yes. sir; they slept in them, 1 found one, Mary Bar-
ron, in an upper cell; she was entirely nude, and her bed was

simply some straw, and that was in a very filthy condition. The
skin was just tightly drawn over her bones.

Q, Well, what was done with her? A. There was an insane,
idiotic girl taking care of her, who would take her meals to her.

Mrs. Dudley corroborates statement of last witness’ testi-
mony relative to Mary Barron and Margaret Hennessey.
(Rec. 223.)

Frank Barker, in answer to interrogatory as to condition
of beds, gave the following testimony (Rec 301) : “Some
of them were filthy, and a great many of them were full of
bugs.”

Abbie E. Barker, after stating that the ward assigned Mr.
Barker was in had condition, described it as follows : “ Ihe
inmates were neglected. They were dirty, with vermin on
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them, and their beds were in a bad condition. They looked
as if they had not been changed for a long time. They
were destitute of bed-clothes and such as that.”

Q. How considerably were those insane patients covered with
vermin? A. Well, there were a number who were very bad. I
think there was one in particular that had sores, 1 supposed
caused by the vermin being so numerous on her.

Another witness testified: “An inmate died; the same
night there was another patient put in the same bed on
which the sick inmate expired without clothes even being
aired. She often saw the same treatment of patients.”
(Rec. 508 A B.) “ The beds and bedding were filthy and
foul.” (Rec. 508 B )

Bathing of Patients Other Abuse.
Frank Barker, now superintendent of Salem almshouse,

testified :

Q. Do you know anything about the bathing there ? A. Yes,
sir. I bathed them all nearly nine months, and the first season I
didn’t have any help.

Q. How many people have you known bathed in the same
water without change? A. Well, I have known eighty-four.

James A. Goodwin testified that in 1879 saw twelve pa-
tients bathing in one water; wrote Governor Butler about
the abusive treatment; inmates were hospital patients, and
bathed in the same water with others ; patients would com-
plain. (Rec. 358.)

Q. Any of these patients that bathed in it have ulcerations or
sores about them? A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was the ulcerated matter in the water? A. I should say
it was ; it looked rather greasy on top.

Q. How long bathing patients with the water unchanged
did that sort of bathing go on while you were there? A. It was

stopped directly after the letter returned from you.
Q. Then I did some good? A. Both of us did it.

Q. What wa? the character of those ulcerations on those
bathing there ? A. Running sores.
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Q. Well, from what cause—do you know? A. Venereal
diseases.

Q. Well, perhaps they sent these syphilitic patients into the
bath last? A.. No sir; they took them single file; they always
stood along in single row, and passed in as they came along; it
made no difference who came first or last.

Another witness described the bathing as follows :
“ The

water was never changed; if there were forty to be bathed
they did it in the same water ; the two tubs were side by
side, the same water ; people with disease and everything
else —it made no difference what they had on them peo-
ple with all sorts of sores and clean people together; and
they had about half a dozen towels amongst all those people
for them to wipe themselves on.”

Q. Did you get special privilege about it? A. Usually
I got bathed the first of any one, on account of being a favorite,
perhaps, with the nurses.

Q. Did those patients refuse to go in? A. A great many
patients would refuse to go in on account of seeing other patients
there who had sores upon their bodies.

Infants, their. Treatment and Death-Rate.
Next, and akin to the general practice and mismanage-

ment in the hospital department of the almshouse, is that of
the wanton neglect of children, the death-rate of whom,
upon the amassed cumulative testimony adduced is simply
appalling. The sad story of this chapter of criminal cruelty,
malice and murder is best told by the record, a portion ot
which is as follows :

Charles II .Dudley, (of whom Mrs. Clara T. Leonard of
the board of health, lunacy and charity, in the “ Springfield
Republican,” and copied in the “ Boston Advertiser,” April
19, 1883, said :

“ 1 have known Mr. and Mrs. Dudley tor ten

years ; I respect them and should believe their statements,”)
who is now employed at the asylum at Danvers, contin-
ued his testimony :

“ Speaking of a bottle which the nurse
in the, foundling ward had, I asked her to let me seethe bot-
tle. She handed it to me and I smelt of it. and I found it
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was a mixture of morphia. Said Ito the woman, ‘ How
long have you been giving them that preparation?’ ‘ Some
time,’ said she; ‘I have used it. They put me in here to
punish me, and I am going to make it as easy as I can for
myself.’ Said I, ‘Do you know the power of that medi-
cine?’ She didn’t know, and didn’t know as she cared.
‘Well,’ said 1, 'don’t you know that you will kill those
children?’ She didn’t care if she did; she was put down
there to he punished, and she didn’t care how many of them
died. In answer to a question as to what became of infants
she said ;

‘ All I know of what was done with them is, I
could see this man Tim very frequently, sometimes two or
three times a day, with a small box under his arm, going
from the foundling-house to the dead-house. That is all I
know about it. I knew that the box was what they carried
their babies in to the dead-house.” (Rec. 97 B C.)

Mrs. Agnes Calder (Rec. 281 y testified; ‘“I had charge
of the infants ; had fifteen or sixteen at a time. When they
died I got some more; perhaps they would all die in a week
or two.”

Mark Heathcote testified: “I took a foundling up to
Tewksbury; baby was taken one side; was kept waiting in
office forty-five minutes; saw a woman have this baby, and
she filled its mouth full of soap; I was near and saw this
done.”

Deacon John Carver of the Congregational Church, North
Braintree, Mass., testified :

“ Found a foundling on my
door-step, took it to Tewksbury ; went to see it afterwards,
found it very sick ; it vomited ; took the baby home ; it was
very sick; it had lost six pounds.” (Rec. 962 B C.)

Mrs. Dudley, wife of Charles H. Dudley, testified that out
of seventy-three babies at almshouse from November, 1876,
to July, 1877, seventy-two died. (Rec. 235 C.) That
she was there about twelve weeks ; that the babies died at
the rate of fifteen a week. (Rec. 523 A.) That Dr. Ken-
nedy ordered a boy with the whooping-cough lo take a
sweat; the undertaker took the boy the following day.
(Rec. (528 A. )

. Q. About how large a mortality did you ever know in that in-
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stitution? A. In six weeks, sir, I saw eleven carried out that
is one out of every seven.

Children were most brutally treated; their hands were
strapped and they were left in the care ot idiutie inmates.
(Rec. 572.) They were without underclothing and shoes
and exposed to the cold in simple gingham dress and tire.

Fannie R. Dudley, wife of Charles 11. Dudley, testified
that she found a nurse sleeping in the foundling department.
The tires were out. A bottle of morphia was discovered,
the contents of which the nurse stated she gave to the chil-
dren to quiet them. (Rec. 216 B. )

On cross-examination (by Mr. Brown) a witness testified :

Q. Now, let us see. Is that part of the letter correct which
says that Dr. Marsh killed your baby with morphia? A. That
was my opinion.

Q. (By Gov. Butler.) Now, did you know of any other
medicine given to your child by this State physician. Dr. Nellie
Marsh, than morphia and cod-liver oil and whiskey? A. No, sir.

Witness once saw an insane woman at one time helping
care for infants ; once saw an infant with a pillow over its
head, it looked suffocated ; the insane woman said she did it
and swoi e about it. Mrs. Burbank stated that she reported
it to Captain Marsh ; the child was dead when found; the
woman who smothered it remained there and nothing was
done. (Rec. 218 B.)

Charles H. Dudley said to a nurse one night, “Your
babies are getting along nicely she said she had found a
way to keep them quiet; she got a bottle, shook it and said
this is the stuff; the mixture was morphia.

A witness testified ; “There were seventy-three infants
that 1 kept the run of, only one survived at the end of the

year; he was a very peculiar child.” (Rec. 97 B.)

Death-Rate at Lowell compared with Tewksbury.

Albert Binder, superintendent of the Lowell almshouse,

questioned by the governor, continued his testimony as

follows :
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A. In the nursery I average from fort}- to forty-five.
Q. How many children in the nursery did you lose last year?

A. I don’t think I lost a child last year, if my memory serves me
right. I have lost one or two this year.

For additional evidence corroborating the aforesaid wit-
nesses, see Roc. 523 to 527, 571 to 572, 667, el sery.

General Cruelty and Abuse.
From the frightful mortality of foundlings, your attention

is called to the extreme cruelty and heartless treatment of
inmates in general, as shown by the following:

Jennie E. Pope, formerly an officer in Tewksbury, now
an official of the Middletown (Connecticut) Insane Asylum,
said : I saw one French, an official, take an insane inmate
by the back of the neck, and kick her; he kicked the woman
while going from the laundry to the hospital. (Rec. 410
A.; A Canadian woman was put in a coll for crying for
her child, which had been taken from her. and pi t with the
foundlings. The woman became insane. (Rec, 413 B.) A
pregnant woman, a good seamstress, was obliged to sew
for Mrs. Marsh till time of confinement; the woman died in
labor. (Rec. 414 A.)

Agnes Calder, employed two years at Tewksbury, saw a
woman who was abused by French; died in six hours; she
was kicked in the back. (Rec. 282 B.) She was beaten
very badly ; she told me she was thrown down stairs and
beaten by Mr. French, and her back had the print of some
one’s foot where ho had kicked her; and another old lady
came in, 70 years old. She had been choked, so that the
prints of the fingers—the thumbs were here (illustrating on
the neck,) and behind was the five fingers on each side, all
black, and her hands wore black, as if he had choked her.
She said she had been choked most to death. A great many
others came in complaining dreadfully that they were abused ;

these were all insane people. Black marks were discovered
on patients after death. (Rec. 287 B C.)

Another witness complained to Mrs. Marsh about bathing
patients with disease and running sores in the same water.
Mrs. Marsh disliked to have employees complain of treat-
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meat of inmales. (Rec., 293 mid 294 A.) Witness did
not dare to complain of abuse while there, as she would
have been pitched out. (Rec. 295 B.) A woman for sob-
bing and weeping was confined in a cell. An insane man,
by direction of Captain Marsh, was handcuffed and put on
bread and water diet for seven days ; he was clearly insane.
(Rec. 404 C.) Witness gave the case of John Collins, an
insane inmate, ordered to be choked by Thomas Marsh,
whose instructions were, “ Dose him with medicine, and if
he don't stop it choke him till he does.” (Rec. 433 B C.)

The treatment of the insane by Emmons French is de-
scribed by an eye-witness as follows ; "He was in one-half
of the insane building at the same time I was, and we had
a basement where they had these posts, these pillars, iron
pillars, posts, whatever you call them ; and he took and
tied the patient, put the muffs on this patient, confined the
hands and strapped them around behind, and he took and
stood that patient up beside that post; tied that patient
there, and kept her tied a day without anything to eat.”

Q. Do yon know any cases—-any instances, where insane
women cried for want of clothes to keep them warm? A. Yes,
sir.

Q. More than once? A. Yes, sir; I would think fifteen or
twenty.

Dr. Lafhrop in conducting a patient to the insane building,
because the woman was not willing to go to a cell, the wit-
ness stated the case: So, in doing it, he sort of helped her
along with the toe of his boot, up a piece, and then we took
her and put her into the cell.

The case of Charlotte Anderson, when made pregnant was
an insane patient in the almshouse ; on the birth of child she
recovered, and for six months took care of her child.
(Rec. 452 B C.)

Thomas J. Marsh admitted she was made pregnant while
in the asylum. Thomas J. Marsh said to her while carrying
her child : “Charlotte, we know how to make babies here,
don’t we?” Her child was taken away from her; insanity



1883.] HOUSE —No. 418. 85

returned ; Dr. Lathrop neglected her ; she died in one week.
(Rec. 453 A.)

Mary E. Wheeler saw Miss McCleary maltreat her patients,
giving the following example: “I saw her take a pillow
and fetch it and put it over a woman’s head that was crazy,
and hold it down for about two minutes. She took it off,
and the woman called for a potato, and she took the pillow
and crowded it down over her head again and held it for four
or five minutes as near as I recollect. She took it off of her,
and the woman could get no breath, and she stood looking
right at her, turning pale, till the woman gasped and came
to. When she got so she could speak, she says: ‘Oh ! you
have killed me.’ I got frightened, and that night I jumped
out of the window.” (Rec. 353 B.)

Frank E. Haberlin gave the following statement of the
treatment of patients by Thomas Kittredge, an official : “I
saw him do several things ; 1 saw him one night; he jumped
on a patient that was strapped down ; he jumped on him five
different times ; then he went around at his head and came
down with his heel ; I could not say what part of him he
struck with his heel; on his face—some part of his face or
head; patient had delirium tremens; he is now a raving
maniac.” (Rec. 31)8 C and 399.)

For additional evidence of cruel and abusive treatment
see Rec. 2X7, 411, 440, 443, 458, 463, 437, 502, 507, 522,
570, 571, 328, 634, 343, 345.

Neglect of Patients and Malpractice.
In describing one of the many cases of the treatment of

patients, Mr. Charles H. Dudley says, on page 90 of the
Record : “In the attic I found another cel! ; it contained
a woman ; she was lying on the straw ; she had no blanket;
there was nothing in the room, with the. exception of straw
and this woman; she had no clothes on at all ; the
straw was pretty well broken up, and quite filthy.
Mrs. French, who had thorn in charge, said she had been
there about a year.” On page 91 of the Record, Mr.
Dudley, continuing his testimony relative to the method of
attending patients, said : ‘‘l had the curiosity to watch this
girl (idiotic) who took up the meals; instead of going up
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into the cell she went and deposited the food in the water-
closet and waited a sufficient time, as she usually did, and
came down with the plate; I asked her if she had fed the
woman in the cell ; she said yes.”

This patient, Mary Barron of Boston, had been reduced
to a mere skeleton ; that the Marsh management were fully
conversant with this abusive neglect by the idiotic attendant
cannot be doubted, as it is shown (Eec. page 92) that after
the Barron woman had been given humane treatment for
a period of a tew weeks, the trustees, Nonrse, Spalding and
Elliot, were unable to recognize the woman in the cell.

The case of Margaret Hennessey (Rec. p. 93) is another
flagrant example of inhuman neglect and the grossest cruelty.
Again, the long continued practice of having insane women
taken from their ward to the hospital to attend to all kinds
of cases of contagious diseases as shown by the Record, p.
93, we submit is neither a proper employment for the insane
nor to be approved as means of caring for the sick, no matter
how idiotic the management and negligent the nurses under
the Marsh regime.

The Physician of the Institution, Dr. Lathrop.

By the Record (p. 95) Dr. Lathrop is charged with the
most wanton inattention and neglect of duty, which charge
he has never denied. Intrusting the infant department to
an idiotic inmate who, when interrogated as to her treatment,
answered that she was put there fur punishment, and admin-
istered morphia to keep them quiet, not caring, as she stated,
how many she killed, cannot lie justified, and fully sub-
stantiates the charge of neglect of duty. (Rec., pp. 95
and 96.)

The testimony of Charlotte A. Thomas, employed for ten
years at the almshouse and in charge of the lying-in depart-
ment for patients, also that of Mina A. Davis, a night nurse,
fully corroborate the statement of Charles 11. Dudley and
other witnesses.

This evidence is of itself sufficient to return a verdict ot
the most culpable ignorance of the resident physicians and
wilful neglect of the subordinate attendants. (Rec., pp.
148, 238 and 239.)
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By the Record, page 510, it is shown that even Nellie
Marsh confesses to malpractice, claiming that the medicine
she administered to the patient was a mistake and, in her
own language, that “ It was fortunate that Mrs. Rowell (a
nurse) came in and knew what to give, and that it was very
lucky that this black material came up.”

Of the several cases of malpractice recited in the Record,
that of the obstetric patient, Farrell, is sufficient to illustrate
the criminal management of the hospital department of the
almshouse, and alone justified the action of the state board
of health, lunacy and charity in the removal ofDr. Lathrop.

Dr. Edward G. West, a graduate of Harvard University
and the Harvard Medical School, went to Tewksbury with
the highest professional credentials from President Eliot of
the university, and Drs. Holmes, Cheever, Porter, Fitz,
Beach and Edcs. During his service there the patient
Farrell was in the obstetric ward.

After a preliminary statement of the case, Dr. West (Rec.
fill) continues his testimony as follows: “ The woman was
lying crosswise of the bed, feet out on a chair, and there
were two nurses present. After she was put under ether,
they managed the ether and kept the right side of the bed,
and Dr. Lathrop and I were on the left side of the bed.
The forceps were put on, tied with a towel, and traction was
commenced.”

The witness after testifying that Lathrop failed in reliev-
ing the patient by this practice, stated that craniotomy was
attempted, and continued as follows :

Q. Did 3’ou advise that? A. I was there as a student, and,
of course, had nothing to do with it, excepting to obey orders.

Q. Did he go for his tools to do that with? A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he come back, bringing his tools? A. Yes, sir.
Q. What were those tools? A. Well, it was a screwdriver and

a rat-tail file that he brought up.
Q. Now, then, he tried, if I understand it, to punch a hole in

that child’s skull with that rat-tail file? A. Yes, sir. There was
considerable hemorrhage at the time. She was ruptured from the
instruments.

Q. Then did he use the screwdriver? A. I believe he used
both of them.
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Q. Now, I want your opinion from your knowledge then and
your knowledge now, whether this was not malpractice? A. I
should say it was; I went and told the Captain I thought it was
a case of malpractice, and also Torn Marsh and Charles.

Bodies of Inmates.— Their Disposition.

.John Dixwell, M. D., graduate of Harvard University and
Medical School, member of the Medical Society of Massa-
chusetts, testified :

“ Saw several bodies of adults and in-
fants brought in trunks to the medical school; children had
night clothes on and sometimes diapers; Bill Andrews, the
janitor, had charge of delivery of bodies and dissecting-
room ; paid from $3 to $5 a part; students frequently carried
parts to rooms.”

Q. Will you tell me whether, in dissecting these babies, you
found any that seemed to have no cause of death ? A. That was
frequently the case, that the cause of death was that they were
empty ; no food, no undigested food, from the mouth to the anus,
was found in a large proportion of them.

Q. Yes, but taking j our knowledge, how manj T came in a year?
Of course, I don’t expect you to tell the largest number ; but how
large a number do you know about? A. I know that a number
of men beside myself dissected and had all they wanted; and
hence it would be safe to say that many times more than those I
used would be used. I saj' I used two or three a week, and certain
it was that several others did the same.

Q. For how much of the year did this continue? A. There
was a short summer vacation and a short winter recess. The
school began in the autumn, so that really there was dissection, —

well, for all but about three months of the j’ear. The bodies were
dissected in the summer, when it was so hot that it was not proper
to dissect anj'thing. That was before the days of carbolic acid.
In such a waj" it was impressed on our minds.

Q. Now, if you please, about how many adults came there?
A. Well, there were about ten or twelve tables, and thej- were
full all the lime. A man would generally be dissecting a week or
so on a part. One subject would be on the table not more than a
week, and its place was filled right up again.

Q. Ten or twelve tables, each containing one subject? A.
Yes, sir.

Q. Now, were you informed at the time where those bodies
came from? A. Andrews, the janitor of the college, told me

t
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they came from Tewksbury ; the contents of the trunks were adults
and babies both.

Q. How were the}' stowed ? A. The adults were bent double
and the babies were filled in.

Q. Dr. Dixwell, some years ago, were }'ou called before the
grand jury of Suffolk County? A. I was.

Q. Did you give the testimony substantially just as you give i
here? A. I did.

Sale of Bodies.
John Henry Chase, at Tewksbury, from April 2, 1880, to

July, 1881, employee, testified;

Saw bodies delivered for dissection in one and two-horse
teams (Rec. 27 C) ; Charles Bemis, colored, employed bj- Mrs.
Manning, carted the bodies (Rec. 28 A) ; saw bodies carted from
the graveyard; Mrs. Manning’s team came to the dead-house;
Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., ordered two bodies to be taken from the
graveyard ; these bodies went to Boston by Mrs. Manning’s team ;

wagon was loaded with boxes and trunks containing bodies ; my
son and I took bodies from the almshouse to Grove Street, Bos-
ton ; $lO was paid for carrying it to Harvard, $l2 for driving to
Female Medical College; had book containing names of dead
bodies, which I left with Thomas J. Marsh, Jr. ; very small pro-
portion of bodies were claimed by friends ; 300 or 400 died each
year; bodies were pickled by taking them from boxes or coffins
and placing them in a barrel.

Q. But before that —we will take the body from the time of
the death till it got into the barrel, and the pickle was poured upon
it, and it was headed up? A. It was taken and folded in a way
it could be got into the barrel.

Q. How long did this course of pickling continue ; all the time
you were there in the summer? A. No, sir; a very few weeks;
two months at the outside.

Letter of Thomas J. Marsh, superintendent, to A. A.
Roach, Esq., dated Tewksbury, April 7, 1871, relative to
the case of Peter Shields.

His friends called for the remains, but according to the
letter, this cadaver has been offered up for “ anatomical
science.” (Rec. 38 1> C.)

Charles 11. Dudley, when being shown around the prem-
ises by Eliot, and coming to the dead-house, stated that
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Eliot said to him, “ These things that you hear around here
nights you will have to keep still about.” Eliot also stated
to witness that if he would assist him in loading and pack-
ing the dead, he would get a certain recompense. (Rec.
65 A B.)

Dudley continued his testimony : “I went into the dead-
house at one time that I recollect about, and I saw four
bodies, or four coffins ; I looked into the coffins to see if they
contained bodies, and there were four, one in each coffin ;

this was somewhere not far from it might have been quar-
ter-past nine or half-past; it was in that neighborhood;
about 2.30 I was called to the stable ; one of the horses was
cast and making a noise, and I was called down there ; and
I went to the dead-house, and saw those coffins had dis-
appeared ; instead of lying down on horses that they had
set them upon, they were standing up on the end in another
part of the building; it occurred to me that those people had
not come to life, and stood themselves up, and I wished to
ascertain how that could be ; I went to turn one of the cof-
fins round, and saw it was light —no one in it; 1 looked in
another part, and saw a larger box.” (Rec. 72 C A.)

This witness was told by Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., when he
(Charles H. Dudley) caught Marsh loading dead bodies at
midnight, “Keep still; don’t say anything about this; we
have got to have some pay for our trouble taking care of
these critters.” (Rec. 76.)

Mary E. Manning testified that Thomas J. Marsh paid her
brother, and on his death paid her, for the transportation of
bodies; that Marsh agreed to pay her for large and small
ones. The bodies went to Harvard and to Female Medical
College. (Rec. pp. 133-141.)

Thomas J. Hall testified; “Had charge of dead-house;
assisted Manning in handling bodies; out of fifty dead
about three would be claimed by the triends; those un-

claimed were sold (Rec. 194) ; dead bodies from State prison
were never buried.” (Rec. 197.)

Frequently bodies claimed by friends were partly dissected
and returned; the friends never knew the facts. See the
case of William Linnehau. (Rec. 197 and 198.)



1883.] HOUSE - No. 418. 91

Grave Robbing.

The remains after being buried by request of friends
were exhumed and dissected. (Rec. 200 and 201.)

Friends of deceased were given other dead bodies, which
they took away, supposing they had the remains of their rela-
tive. See the case of Martin. (Rec. p. 200.)

“ These Little Ones Don't Count.'’
Witness heard the dispute between Mrs. Manning and

Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., as to the payment for transportation
of dead bodies. Heard Marsh say, “ These little ones don’t
count.” (Rec. p. 258.)

Witness while engaged in transporting bodies, made two,
and sometimes more trips a week. Carried both babies and
adults. (Rec. p, 258.)

John H. Chase testified that, by direction of Thomas J.
Marsh, Jr., he buried coffins tilled with wood and sand.
(See ihe case of Joseph Parks, Rec. 276 and 277.)

Bodies, when requested to be buried, and money paid by
relatives for interment and head-board, were never buried,
but sent to Boston. (Rec. 279 and 280.1

Frank Barker, superintendent of Salem almshouse, testi-
fied that he saw bodies exhumed and taken away in Man-
ning’s wagon. (Rec. 300.)

Dr. Edgar Dean, a graduate of Harvard University and
Harvard Medical School, testified that remains after dissec-
tion were thrown down a bulkhead which connected with
the tide-water under the building. The popular name at the
school for the debris was lobster and eel bait. (Rec. 351.)

Drs. E. G. West and Edward Bacon of Harvard College
and Medical School understood that bodies for dissection
came from Tewksbury. (Rec 626.)

Dr. Stephen C. Martin, witness for defence, substantially
corroborated aforesaid witnesses as to prices paid for bodies.

Witness knew Dr. John Dixwell to be a good and ardent
student. He knew Dixwell was a resident of Cambridge
and a relative of Dr. Bowditch. (Red. 903.)

The general record is replete with evidence of traffic in
cadavers, both infants and adults, directed by Thomas J.
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Marsh, Jr., who profiled hy it, and that the traffic was known
|o the almshouse officers.

Tanned Skin.
A witness testifying to the tanning of human skin (Rec.

437), said it was brought to him by a man whe said it came
from Tewksbury. “ I objected to tanning it, as I didn’t
know whether it was healthy or not. He said that it was a
healthy old dog; that ho had worked over it for three
weeks.”

Q. Did he want you to tan any more?
A. He said probably in the year following he would have what

he called a trunk, and he wanted me to tan it; the skin of the arm
and the skin of the breast; two other small pieces that I couldn’t
tell exactly where they came from.

William Muller testified that human skins were tanned at
the tannery at North Cambridge within a year and a half;
also, that a white woman’s skin was brought there five or six
weeks ago, which they refused to tan; the person who
brought it said he was a medical student. (Rec. 683 to 690.)

Christian Muller testified that he received the skins as he
received alligator and calf skins; he gave them to Mr.
Donaldson, a shoe dealer on Washington Street. (Rec. 692
and 694.)

Dr. Faunce graduated from Harvard Medical School,
1882. November, 1881, gave to his classmate Allen two
skins, which he took to a tanner and had tanned. “My skin
was from a negro; we got the skin from Harvard Medical
School.” (Rec. 695 and 696.)

John T. White testified: “Got skins at Donaldson’s
shoe factory at East Weymouth ; found some in drawer and
some in process of manufacture.” (Rec. 695 and 696 A.)

Dr. Edward Bacon testified: “ While at Harvard Medi-
cal School, sometime from 1875 to 1878, took two pieces .of
skin from Harvard Medical School to Woburn to have them
tanned ; one was white, the other colored. The tanning was
done by C. J. Bishop. Don’t know where any of the skin
is now.” (Rec. 1007 C and 1008 A C.)

John Bacon, tanner: “Understood it was a piece of a
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negro’s skin and a piece of a white woman’s skin,” (Rec.
1037 to 1039 A.)

Another witness saw two pieces of human skin, one black,
the other white. “ I limed them, and turned them over to
John Molloy, the tanner.” (Rec. 1039 13 C.)

John Molloy, tanner: “Tanned two skins; one was
white, the other colored; the skin of the white had a nipple
on it; I tanned them and gave them to Edward Bacon’s
father.” (Rec. 1041 A B.)

Thomas Reddy testified :
“ I skived the skins ; one piece

came from a negro lady’s arm, the other from a white
woman’s breast.” (Rec. 1042. )

Account-Books and Accounts.
Charles B. Marsh testified: “Kept institution books

since 1869.”

Q. Is there any account whatever so that anybody can ascer-
tain how many people have been buried? A. They can’t ascer-
tain, from me; I don’t know of any such account; have kept no
account, nothing more than price paid for coffin lumber. Witness
settled accounts of institution, but could-not tell about clothing
accounts of inmates; there is no book showing what inmates
bought and sold.

Frank B. Sanborn saw the little memorandum book of
inmates’ cash. Charles B. Marsh took no receipt from in-
mates for cash returned to them when they were discharged.
(Rec. 385 C.)

On question of disposition of cadavers witness continued
as follows :

Q. Now, is there any books, to your knowledge, among the
books showing the disposition of dead bodies? A. I don’t know
of any such book. It is no part of my business. I have never
had anything to do with it.

Q. Pardon me, but have jrou ever seen any ? A. I have not.
Q. Have you ever had any knowledge of one? A. I have

supposed there was one.

Q. But have you any knowledge of one? A. 1 didn’t know
there was any book, but I supposed there was something; I knew
there was something.
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Q. How did you know it? A. Well, occasional!y, when
friends have been there for remains I would go to my brother and
say: Can they have such remains? He would say yes or no,
just as it was possible or not. Brother of witness was cashier and
paid bills for transportation of cadavers. (Rec. 391 B C.)

Testimony of Lorenzo S. Fairbanks, expert :

Q. Can you tell how many erasures you found on these books?
A. 1 found on the two books fifty-four erasures, or alterations, or
erasures and alterations.

Q. How many of men who are dead or who have absconded?
A. Twenty-three of them arc persons who have died, twenty-
three of them are persons who have been discharged, three of them
of persons who have absconded and five unknown. Of the altera-
tions, forty-seven are the alterations of figures in the money
column, and seven of them are the alterations of something else.

Ellen Allen, register No. 51,802, admitted April 3, 1877, has
$46 cash. In Marsh’s book it appears she had $1 ; it is an eras-
ure. (Rec. 906 C, 907 A.)

Register 38,483, James McGrath, 60 years, $29.52 ; on Marsh’s
book it appears he had $9.52.

Case No. 41,018, Elizabeth Barry, cash $4; credit $1; appa-
rently an erasure of part of the 4. (Rec. 910 C.)

Michael Barry, cash $4; credit $1; erasure of 4. (Rec. 911
A.)

No. 38,091, Emily Locke, funds $l5, credit Emily Locke, $5.72 ;

erasure of the figuring appearing. (Rec. 911 A.)
No. 34,661, George Blair, $7.10; erasure and 7 written over it.

(Rec. 913 A.)
No. 35,104, original entry $5O; entered on cash-book $33.

(Rec. 993.)

The expert found the ledger to be a new book, written in
a very uniform style, and written within a short time ; books
arc journalized to Oct. 1, 1882, posted to Nov. 1, 1881.

Bill-book March, 1883, cash-book to Feb. 2, 1883. (Rec.
1051.)

Mr. Fairbanks concluded his testimony :

The cash memorandum-book was badly kept. (Rec. 1138.)
It is not possible to fell within many thousand dollars by the
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books what it has cost the Commonwealth to run this institution
for the last ten years.

Fifty-four erasures appear on the inmates’ cash-books that is
evidence of fraud. (Rec. 1150.)

Concealing Books of the Institution.
The following from the record best bespeaks the reluct-

ance of the defence in delivering to your committee the
books of the almshouse, while the studied refusal of Thomas
J. Marsh, Jr., to deliver the record of the traffic in dead
bodies when ordered so to do by the committee, calls for no
extended comment; the act itself being an open confession
of criminal mismanagement.

Charles B. Marsh says he has furnished all the books,
cleaned out his safe this morning of everything. (Rec. 210
B, 805 A.)

Mr. Brown, counsel for the institution and trustees, says,
“ Now, upon the third cal! for books we have produced every-
thing that wo have at the institution.” (Rec. 211 B C.)

Charles B. Marsh said he had delivered at the governor’s
office all books kept there. (Rec. 380 C.)

But afterwards he said : “I use a little memorandum book
to keep account of the money the inmates bring. This has
not been sent to the governor’s office.” (Rec. 384 C.)

“ I don’t know as I could tell from my ledger, but I have
a book which I will send to you if you want it, where I have
taken off the expenditures for each month.” (Rec. 821 C.)

Charles B. Marsh did not understand that the governor
wanted that book, and said : (Rec. 866 A.)
“ There are some books used by the appraiser ; they are not

private property ; did not think the governor wanted them.”
Here the governor made a broad demand for all books.

(Rec. 867 A.)
Governor Butler again called for books and made a broad

call for the same.
Charles B. Marsh, called by the chairman, took the stand

and said that everything he knew of in the shape of an ac-
count had been turned over to the committee. (Rec. 1016,
1017.)

Subsequently Charles B. Marsh says he did not send a
book, because it was a copy. (Rec. 1019, 1020.)
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Official Visitation.
Official visits were generally known and announced to the

management at Tewksbury a day or two prior to any visit.
Everything was made ready ; a caterer from Boston was

engaged. (Kec. 776 B.)
The old women would be hurried to put on their best

dresses, Sunday clothes, etc. ; the babies dressed in their
Sunday frocks; beds would be cleaned. In an hour’s time
a wonderful change would be made. Captain Marsh would
stop the visitors before beds arranged for this purpose. Tom
Marsh would call their attention to inmates (who had been
given extra food) that they might tell how well they were
treated.

Ex-Governor A. H. Rice visited Tewksbury officially once ;

a majority of the members of the council went. Governor
Rice sent a telegram to Captain Marsh the afternoon before
going that he was coming; did so, though he was requested
not to, because “ they would clean up.” (Rec. 1978, 1979.)

Ex-Gov. Rice went to Tewksbury because of rumors.
(Rec. 1919.)

He did not examine as to whether Mrs Marsh stole cloth-
ing, nor as to Tom Marsh being a libertine, nor as to
whether Nellie had killed a number of insane inmates, nor
whether inmates were shut up a long time in cells, nor as to
whether there was any deficiency in the accounts, nor
whether inmates had been got with child, nor of unkind
treatment of patients by Mrs. Marsh. (Kec. 1920.)

No examination of these charges was made, although theO " O

board of state charities requested Governor Rice in writing
to examine them on March 23, 1876.

Supplies.

John Henry Chase, testifying relative to supplies, stated
that French Joe had charge of groceries and the. general
store-room. (Rec. 52 and 53.)

Charlotte A. Thomas, in charge of dairy, said that during
five years the skimmed milk was given to the inmates; that the
cream of milk from twenty-nine cows went to the Marsh
family and officers, while the milk from one cow was given



1883.] HOUSE No. 418. 97

to infants; also that butter was sent to Exeter. (Rec. 160.)
Three hundred and twenty-five pounds of butter were
made monthly; the daily allowance to inmates for five
years was one pound a day. (Rec. 158.)

All the rest of the butter went to the Marsh family.
(Rem 159.) Frank Barker saw five barrels of apples raised
on Tewksbury farm marked Exeter, N. H. (Rec. 307.)

Joel Baldwin, station agent, testified as follows, from his
records: To Exeter, September 18, 1878, Mrs. M. A. Davis,
one barrel merchandise, 150 pounds weight. Mrs. M. A.
Davis, two barrels of apples, 300 pounds weight, paid at the
station sent from, thirty-nine cents. The other one was
from the station sent to : Mrs. Kate L. Atwood, Exeter,
December 20, 1876, No. 2 Lincoln Street, one hat-rack, 250
pounds weight; freight paid at the station. Charles E. At-
wood, Exeter, X. H., August 26, 1881, one box, 100
pounds, twenty-five cents, paid at the station sent from.
Dr. George E. Putney, to Reading, four cases and one
trunk of merchandise, 900 pounds, sixty-three cents, paid at
station sent from. Dr. George E. Putney', one baby crib,
400 pounds.

Joseph Gilroy, in the employ of Bangs & Horton, tes-
tified that “ Bangs & Horton furnished coal for Tewksbury,
on the order of Capt. Marsh for three years.” (Rec. 10,341
C.) “ That one or two car-loads of coal ordered by Capt.
Marsh went to Exeter every year.” (Rec. 1,035 B.)
“Deacon George Pillsbury of Tewksbury, a farmer, sold
milk to almshouse. He lost the contract to furnish milk,
although he offered to furnish it for four and a third cents
per quart, and the contract was given at four and a half
cents per quart. Trustee Elliot secured the contract from
Capt. Marsh.” (Rec. 582.)

Boxes and Bundles for the Relatives of the Marsh
Family.

“ Charles H. Dudley saw several times, three or four
times, boxes in the centre building, .near Capt. Marsh’s
sleeping-room.” (Rec. 67 C.) “Saw marks on the floor
indicating boxes had been moved towards the door; soon
they were gone.” (Rec. 68 C.) “In a few weeks after-



98 CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. [July,

wards saw more boxes, which disappeared in the same way.
They were large dry-goods boxes, three feet square.” (Rec.
(ill A.) ‘‘l went and got a screw-driver, —I saw the tops
of the boxes were put on with screws, quite heavily screwed
down, —and took the covers off the boxes, and I found that
they contained different articles of dry-goods, such as
sheeting, bedspreads, blankets, soft wool blankets, curtains,
pillows and pieces of silk also pieces of carpets, either
Brussels or imitation Brussels carpets. I took out several
pieces to satisfy myself what they were. There were only
two at a time. I examined both of the boxes. I put the
covers on, und screwed them down. I tried to tip one of
the boxes over to see the other side, but was unable to do
so; it was too heavy, so left it.” (Rec. 69, B C.) “Mr.
Manning was one of the men engaged in moving the boxes.”
(Rec. 70 B.) “He watched the wagon, and found it went
to Fay’s Station.” (Rec. 71 A.) “ One of the Davis boys
came.there frequently, and stayed a long time; always car-
ried a trunk home with him, and failed to bring one when
he came. It used to be as large a one as they could get.”
(Rec. 71 C.) “"Witness had seen Mrs. Marsh at night-
time in trunk-room taking away bundles of female apparel.
Mrs. Pope, the housekeeper, told witness the same thing.”
(Rec. 79 A.) “ Saw all trunks of inmates had been taken;
also shawls of insane patients; told the same to wife at
time.” (Rec. 89 B. C.)

Charlotte A. Thomas testified that “ many inmates had
good clothing on arrival, which were put in their trunks and
placed in baggage-room.” (Rec. 150.) “ Mrs. Marsh had
access with key to the baggage-room ; also had a store-room
of her own filled with trunks and bundles of clothing which
witness thought belonged to patients.” (Rec. 151.) “ Of-
ten when I saw the Marshes going away to visit at Exeter,
perhaps when their visit would not extend over two days,
there would be a Iprge trunk go with them ; I would see the
trunk and 1 would miss the trunk ; they usually stored their
empty trunks in the upper part of the main building; there
is a large open hall, and they usually stored their trunks
there, and I would miss a large trunk right away.” (Rec.
161.) Witness stated that a large quantity of washing
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from Exeter, N. H.,for the friends of the Marshes was done
at Tewksbury; that inmates would make rugs out of pa-
tients’ clothing; these rugs were sent to relatives and friends
of Mrs. Marsh. Witness stated that she heard Charles
H. Dudley’s testimony, and she could corroborate what he
said. (Rec. 161.)

Fannie R. Dudley, wife of Charles H. Dudley, corrobo-
rated the testimony of her husband and other witnesses.
(Rec. 224.)

Jennie E, Pope saw Mrs. Marsh overhauling and pilfering
patients’ trunks ; also saw the boxes and contents described
by Charles H. Dudley. (Rec. 420.)

James Buckley, a patient at Tewksbury from February
21, 1879. to the same month in 1882, testified that the
Marsh relatives from Exeter visited Tewksbury very fre-
quently ; they would come without, and go away with, heavy
baggage ; had often seen boxes of clothing at Tewksbury
marked Exeter, N. 11. (Rec. 1043-1050.)

Joseph Palmer of the Metropolitan Railway service testi-
fied : “Drove hack in Exeter, N. H., for twelve years;
know the Atwoods and Davises; the}' were relatives of
Captain Thomas Marsh, superintendent of the Tewksbury
almshouse; did their hacking to and from the depot in
Exeter, and always got their baggage checked ; they visited
Tewksbury very often ; were going all the time, and with
trunks; their trunks were light when going to Tewksbury,
but always heavy when they returned ; Mrs. Thomas Marsh
would frequently come from Tewksbury with heavy trunks
and bundles ; she would go to her daughters’, Mrs. Atwood
and Mrs, Davis.”

On cross-examination, witness stated that the visitations
to and from Tewksbury of the Marsh relatives were several
times a month. (Rec. 1123, 1153.)

Nepotism.

Testimony of Charles 11. Marsh..
Q- (by IBs Excellency.) Now, then, your father is em-

ployed there and Thomas J., Jr., is employed there? A. Yes,
sir.

Q. And you have been employed there? A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Have either of your other brothers been employed there?
A. At one time my youngest brother was employed there.

Q. Now, was your brother’s wife employed there— Thomas
J.’s wife? A. Yes, sir; and mother is there; she is 78 years of
age.

Q. What other relatives have you employed there? A. I had
one time an aunt.

Table of the Marsh Family at Tewksbury.

j Thomas J. Marsh, | Mrs. T. J.Marsh, Martha Marsh,superintendent. j matron. cook.

V ~7v—r—i y
/ \

/ \

/ \

L \
_

rn\ BierßEnsaiSl□z ■ ■ O
! Mrs. T. J„ Jr I |
| employee, j

1 The children of Mrs.
I Davis and Mrs. Atwood
I were constant visitors and
jboarders at thealmhouse.

The Late Officials.
The late superintendent, Thomas J, Marsh, although

clearly incompetent by nature and education, this parent of
Tewksbury officials, In the unexplained and questionable
supervision of the trustees, was given a lease of superintend-
ing the State almshouse for a period of some twenty-five
years. F, B. Sanborn, while speaking years ago of the
management at Tewksbury, noticed the incapacity and stu-
pidity of Thomas J. Marsh. His want of discrimination as
to “cases of discipline” was then, as now, the subject of
censure and condemnation. The punishment ot insane
patients because they had lost their reason, in the opinion ot
the Captain, should not be recorded, as was the case of the
imprisonment of the unfortunate idiots by Dr. V> hittaker.
In the opinion of Mr. Marsu, the imprisonment and punish-
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nient of patients, providing they were devoid of understand-
ing, were features of discipline not to be inquired into by
the. trustees, showing conclusively the value of the inspection
of Dr. Tucker, who, testifying before your committee as to
the cruel treatment of the insane, pictured the life of these
unfortunate dependents as mere “animal existence.”

In this investigation it was conclusively proved that the
superintendent not only commanded but personally assisted
in the abuse of helpless inmates, while the single case of that
poor insane girl, Charlotte Anderson, to whom it appears
he addressed the profligate greeting, “ Charlotte, we know
how to make babies here, don’t we?” justified his im-
mediate removal by the board of health, lunacy and charity.

Next in order of precedence, and first in prominence as a
public peculator, is the matron of fourscore years,

Mrs. Marsh,
who has been drawing $3OO from the State treasury, as
matron of the State almshouse, for years, and only aband-
oned her office about the first of this year, was complained of
for theft of the State’s property years ago, by the head physi-
cian, at the institution, Dr. J. D. Nichols, as appears on page
1925 of the House document 300. Dr. Nichols told the
board of charities in 1874 that the matron, “ Mrs. Marsh,
is in the habit of appropriating the effects of those who die
or abscond from the almshouse, to the use of herself and
family. This can be proved by the testimony of those who
have, from time to time, occupied the position of matron of
the baggage-room. Among them 1 will name Nancy Foster,
who is now in Meriden. Conn. ; Anna Roberts, Lowell,
Mass., and Mrs. Aaron Noyes, Tewksbury.”

This charge of stealing the property of the dead and
absconded people was never investigated, although it has
been testified to by a number of people during the present
investigation. And while it is said that she has been able
to he around, she has not been put upon the stand to deny
the sworn statements of reliable, trustworthy witnesses, nor
has her affidavit or deposition been taken.
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Thomas J. Marsh, Jr..
the assistant superintendent of the almshouse, has been the
subject of criticism for years. The minority of your com-
mittee regret that by his act of contempt, in refusing to
produce a State record, they were deprived of the oppor-
tunity to examine him as to the serious offences with which
he has been charged in this investigation, and also as to
former charges, which were read from the records of the
board of charities while ex-Governor Rice was a witness.
It appears that during the summer of 1874 Dr. J. D.
Nichols, who had been head physician at the State almshouse
since May, 1868, made the following statement in writing to
the board of charities :

“ Thomas J. Marsh, Jr. assistant superintendent, is a notorious
libertine. His wife has a salary as a matron of the sewing-room,
but her position is nearly a sinecure. She is absent from the insti-
tution a great deal of her time, and when there spends little time in
the sewing-room.
“ The libertinism of Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., can be proved by

Mary Tynan and Catherine Donahue both now in Boston and
Margaret Hogan, now an inmate at Tewksbury.”

It appears that these charges “ were also brought to the
notice of the board of inspectors of the almshouse by Mr.
Sanborn, the chairman of the board of charities, who com-
municated orally with Mr. Elliot, an inspector, on the subject
in the summer of 1874. The inspectors considered the mat-
ter, according to Air. Elliot, and in consequence of these
and other charges, declined, as Air. Elliot said, to increase
the salary of the assistant superintendent.”

Not a very severe punishment, most people will say. The
consummate impudence of Marsh, Jr., in asking for an in-
crease of salary under such circumstances, gives a fair idea
of his character. The board of charities believed the
charges, but dropped the matter, saying that “the evil had
been done some years before, and could not now be icin-

edied.” The “ libertine” was neither censured nor removed.
The only reason he had to believe his licentiousness was not
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approved was that, his request for more salary was refused.
The charge was never properly investigated.

Charles B. Marsh, Book-Keeper.

After repeated calls the books of the institution were not
all submitted for inspection to the committee. Charles B.
Marsh, clerk of the institution, again and again said that all
the hooks had been turned over. As the examination pro-
gressed, it would come out in evidence that there were im-
portant books upon which business records were kept which
had not been received. At last, after six distinct demands
for books, with the exception of the record showing the dis-
position of the dead, those belonging to the institution were,
as far as we could ascertain, finally surrendered. The sys-
tem of book-keeping shown on examination cannot be too
strongly condemned. It was such as no business house in
the land would have tolerated, and we can see no valid rea-
son why the Commonwealth, which paid for the services of
a book-keeper, should not have received an equivalent from
him for the salary paid. Any clerk of average ability could,
if he had so desired, run the accounts so as to show by an
ordinary examination where the property of the Common-
wealth had gone. By the accounts as kept, thousands of
dollars of public property may have been misapplied, and
the books offer no way to prove the contrary. It is even
impossible to tell within thousands of dollars what it has cost
the State to run Tewksbury for the last ten years. There is
too much memoranda and attempts to keep the business of
the institution by memory, and too little attention to the
simpler business rules which should govern an honestly con-
ducted business. Books are kept to record the daily trans-
action of business, yet those of Tewksbury seemed to be an
exception to the general rule, judging from the fact that
Charles B Marsh, the clerk in charge, was so wantonly neg-
ligent of his duties as to let the books run themselves for

D

years, and then, when an investigation was talked of, ho
tried to post them up, but so far behind was he that some
years remained to be finished to make the books even pre-
sentable when the committee examined them. His excuse
for negligence of duty, for the performance of which he was
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paid,— namely, threatened paralysis of the finger —assumes
very humorous proportions, especially when we recall his
testimony, where he says he worked night and day endeavor-
ing to got his accounts ready for the committee. He had no
fear of paralysis of the finger then. In view of the evidence,
we condemn the system of book-keeping as inadequate, un-
businesslike, and calculated to conceal fraud and peculations.

Take the inmates’ cash-book, a memorandum account kept
of the money which inmates turned into the management
for safe-keeping. It was found to contain numerous eras-
ures made with acid and other means, and smaller sums of
money were substituted for larger amounts, which were the
original entries. When we consider that this book could
have been kept properly without the taint of a suspicion,
had the correct method been followed, we can arrive at but
one conclusion ; and that is, that the money of the inmates
was misappropriated instead of being turned into the Com-
monwealth or given its rightful owners.

The Board of Health, Lunacy and Charity in
Control.

Sufficient evidence had been presented to His Excellency
early in the session of your committee to justify the removal
of the trustees in charge of the State almshouse and devolve
the duties and responsibilities upon the board of health,
lunacy and charity, which trust they sought to evade, tak-
ing the opinion of eminent counsel to interpret the law
against the order of the governor. That opinion, however,
sustaining His Excellency in his construction of the statute,
they with reluctance obeyed his order, and assumed the
duties of the trustees of the almshouse. Upon investiga-
tion the board found it necessary to remove the Marshes and
other officials, sustaining the position of His Excellency in
alleging that grave abases existed in the administration of
the institution.

Traffic in Dead Bodies, and the Law Relating

Thereto.
By section 47, of chapter 207 of the Public Statutes, it is

provided that, “ whoever not being authorized .
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wilfully digs up, disinters, removes or conveys away a human
body, or the remain thereof, or knowingly aids in such dis-
interment, removal or conveying away, and whoever is acces-
sory thereto, either before or after the fact, shall he punished
by imprisonment in the state prison or jail, not exceeding
three years, or by a fine not exceeding $2,000,” and by sec-
tion 48 of the same chapter, it is provided that, “ whoever
buys, sells, or has in his possession, for the purpose of Inly-
ing, selling or trafficking in the dead body of a human being,
shall be punished by fine of not less than $5O, and not more
than $5OO, or by imprisonment in the jail for not less than
three months nor more than three years.” And it will
be observed in passing, that these provisions of law are
so broad and sweeping in their terms as to the persons by
whom the offences may be committed, that it may be
extremely difficult to prove the offence, in consequence of
the secrecy necessarily imposed upon every person engaged
in it, out of considerations of personal safety. There is such
a community of interest between the persons taking the first
step in procuring unlawfully a dead body, and those ulti-
mately receiving it, and those transporting it, that they are
banded together for purposes of mutual defence, and detec-
tion becomes correspondingly difficult. And if this be so in
the case of dead bodies, over whose lastresting-place kindred
keep watch and ward, by so much the more is the difficulty
increased in the case of the pauper.

This difficulty in ascertaining the exact truth with reference
to the disposition of dead bodies has been encountered by
the committee. The evidence could come from certain
sources only—either from those who originally undertook
the disposition of them; those who transported them; those
who received them, or those who had innocent knowledge of
certain isolated facts, which had a tendency to prove the
main fact in question. Upon the question of number, assum-
ing that a record was kept, Thomas J. Marsh Jr., could give
the best evidence; manifestly his independent recollection
would be unreliable as the similar transactions extended over
a series of years : so that his book, in which it is claimed a
record was kept, would have afforded the committee valuable
aid in determining the extent of the use to which bodies had



lOC CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. [July,

been put; this hook ho was using according to his own
showing for memoranda connected with his duty as a public
servant. He was called upon to produce it by the committee,
in order that they, fellow-servants likewise, but in a differ-
ent capacity, might say to the people what the fact was in
this regard. This source of information was denied the corn-
mittee, so that in the absence of the affirmative evidence
contained in the book we are compelled to resort to the argu-
ment resulting from its suppression, and it is legitimate to
conclude that where the charge is specific as to details, in
this case as to numbers, and the party charged has the
means at command to confirm or confute the charge, his
refusal to avail himself of those means must be taken as a
confession and admission that the charge is true. So, too,
the confession must go to the whole charge; that is to say,
in this case, the charge of secret, unlawful sales of
large numbers of bodies of adult paupers, and from 150 to
250 infant corpses, for a price. Certainly the confession re-
sulting from the refusal to produce the record relates to the
whole matter in controversy.

The next source of evidence was from those who were
engaged in transportation of bodies, and the parties, on the
theory that bodies were unlawfully disposed of, were, in a
modified degree, parliceps criminis with the superintendent,
for, from the evidence, it appears that the work was done
secretly, at night, and under circumstances naturally calcu-
lated to excite suspicion, and which did excite suspicion, so
that the committee had to deal with parties who were upon
their guard, and where self-interest would lead them to for-
get, or where consciences would not prompt them to remem-
•ber the necessary facts and data from which the committee
could arrive at an absolutely accurate conclusion ; then, too,
it will be remembered that there were several persons en-
gaged in transportation, and no one of them knew what the
other one did.

The third source of evidence was the persons who offi-
cially received bodies, and under whose sanction they were
used : persons presumably knowing the law, and sustaining
such a character in the community that it they lapsed from
virtue would justly deserve the severest criticism and pun-



1883.] HOUSE — No. 418. 107

ishment; at the same time, persons who, by reason of their
position, could, and, as the evidence shows, did delegate
their power to others in subordinate positions, and might be
ignorant of the very facts in dispute.

Thus it will be seen from the nature of things the commit-
tee ■were practically restricted to an inquiry of such persons
as had observed from time to time dead bodies in the medi-
cal schools of the Commonwealth to which they had been
sent, and it is from this source that comes the only direct-
evidence of numbers and conditions.

If the number of bodies disposed of other than by burial
was accurately determined, then the question would arise,
Does the evidence show an unlawful disposition of any of
them by the authorities, and especially such a disposition of
them as would warrant the charge that they were sold as
merchandise ?

This leads to an examination of the law regulating the dis-
position of dead bodies for the promotion of anatomical
science.

Section 1 of chapter 81 of the Public Statutes provides
that “ The . . . trustees and superintendent of the State
almshouse may, to any physician or surgeon, upon his re-
quest, give permission to take the bodies of such persons
dying in such . .

. almshouse as are required to be buried
at the public expense, to be by him used within the State for
the advancement of anatomical science; preference being
given to medical schools established by law, for their use in
the instruction of students.”

The lano'uage of this section is plain, and its import would
seem to be unmistakable; while recognizing the fact that a
certain disposition of a dead body is a proper one, it still
surrounds that disposition with certain formalities and re-
strictions that show that its framers were not unmindful of
the universal sentiment that tenderly consigns ashes to ashes
and dust to dust, there to await the general resurrection.

It is contended that the request that must be made as a
condition precedent to the right of the authorities to deliver
a dead body must be in a measure a personal one ; that a

frenoral order to deliver in quantities at any and all times is
9 #

not the request contemplated by the statute; the authorities
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have no right upon a standing order to deliver bodies even
to (he subordinate officers of a medical scoool.

The reason is obvious, and results from the consideration
that the legislature, intended that this unnatural and repug-
nant disposition of the human body should be under the
direct personal supervision of a presumably responsible and
intelligent person, known to the authorities and having a
character such as would warrant them in believing that the
provisions of law would be faithfully complied with, and that
the ultimate disposition of its dissected parts would be as
little repulsive as possible.

If this be a correct statement of the requirements of the
law, then it it contended that the evidence in this matter is all-
conclusive that the section quoted has been violated as a rule,
and not as an exception ; for the whole body of the evidence
bearing on this part of the case, shows that bodies were
being shipped from time to time, not upon personal applica-
tion of the authorities of the medical school, but apparently
upon the order of the janitor, in answer to the application of
the various students who wanted, or fancied they wanted, a
body for dissection ; and it further appears from the negative
evidence of the officers of the medical school, that they, or
no one of their number, had that personal oversight and
care in the matter that would result in knowing the num-
ber or condition of the bodies brought to the school. Then,
too, it is contended that it is the intention of the statute that
the persons desiring bodies to be used for the promotion of
anatomical science, shall receive them at the institution where
they die, and shall assume control over them there, and from
that time become responsible for them.

The reason for this is obvious. It brings the person receiv-
ing them into the personal presence of the authorities charged
with their disposition ; it imposes upon the person receiving
them the expense of their removal; it removes the tempta-
tion to put a price upon a dead body by the indirect means
of extraordinary and excessive charges for transportation
and delivery; it removes alike the temptation and the oppor-
tunity for trafficking in human bodies.

The evidence from many sources in this hearing establishes
this, that a business has been carried on in delivering human
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bodies at points distant from the almshouse ; a business the
profits of which were shared between those who furnished
the means of transportation, those who actually transported
the bodies, and those who furnished them for transporta-
tion.

The statute does not contemplate a delivery for a price,
but a free, unpriced delivery in the interest of science only;
any other construction of it would put the Commonwealth
outside the pale of Christian States.

Section 2 of the chapter referred to affords a strong argu-
ment in support of the position that bodies may be lawfully
delivered only upon a personal application to the authorities,
for it provides that “ every physician or surgeon before
receiving any such dead body shall give to the board of offi-
cers, surrendering (not delivering) the same to him a suffi-
cient bond that each body shall be used only for the pro-
motion of anatomical science within the State, and so as in
no event to outrage the public feeling; and that after having
been so used the remains thereof shall be decently buried.”

This provision was evidently intended and well calculated
to prevent the wholesale delivery of dead bodies upon stand-
ing orders, and if complied with would bring the whole
matter home to the personal knowledge of the party charged
with the duty of using it properly, and decently disposing of
its remains.

The evidence in the case certainly establishes this, that
the proper bonds have not been given, and that they have
not, without bonds, done that which the law contemplates.

The remains have been treated as offal, or have been man-
ufactured, to gratify the curiosity, into articles of wearing
apparel, and there is no instance of record where there has
been an attempt to comply with the law.

Evidence.
Upon the evidence, but a fractional part of which is here-

in presented, we have not the time, nor do we deem it nec-
essary, to make extended comment, the sworn .statements of
eye-witnesses being, in our judgment, more important to the
General Court than am analytic discussion of the testimony
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of record. As the theory and practice >f the defence wore
to stifle investigation by endeavoring to blacken the charac-
ter of every witness, we de em it but just to speak for a
moment of the class of witnesses before your committee,
The testimony in support of eve ry material allegation against
the almshouse was from gentlemen of the highest professional
and social standing. Officers of the institution itself, whose
public service there and elsewhere is attested by credentials
of undoubted authority. Eliminating all others, wo would
be justified in rendering a verdict of mismanagement upon
the testimony of Charles 11. Dudley and his wife, Fannie R.
Dudley, whose long and faithful services at the almshouse
are certified to by even the credentials of the defendants
and the professional testimonials of the late resident physi-
cian, Dr. Lathrop. The statements of these witnesses, who
are now in the service of the Commonwealth, being officials
in the asylum at Danvers, arc; worthy the fullest credit, as
shown by a member of the state board of health, lunacy
and charity, Mrs. Clara T. Leonard, of Springfield. With
the testimony of these witnesses who came before your
committee with great reluctance, we had the evidence of
Dr. Edward G. West, a graduate of Harvard University, the
Harvard Medical School, a member of the Massachusetts
Medical Society, and a professional officer under Dr.
Lathrop at Tewksbury. The testimony of this gentleman
alone justifies the severest censure of general neglect in the
hospital department, and a verdict of the most criminal mal-
practice on the obstetric patients. Again, Dr. John Dixwell,
of whom Wendell Phillips testified as to his social and pro-
fessional standing, conclusively showed to your committee
that the management at Tewksbury conducted, contrary to
the statutes, the traffic of infant and adult bodies, the truth
of which, while unimpeached by the record, is more fully
substantiated by the open refusal of Thomas J. Marsh, Jr.,
to present to your committee the accounts of the almshouse
relative to the disposal of the dead. Dr. Caroline B. Hast-
ings, demonstrator of anatomy in the Homoeopathic Medical
College, together with Dr. Edgar E. Dean, Dr. Edward
Bacon, Dr. R. H. Fa mice, of the Massachusetts Medical
Society, fully sustain the position of the minority in their
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opinion that the disposal of the remains of patients and
paupers from Tewksbury was not in accordance with the
provisions of the bond in such cases required by law, and
contrary to all the sacred rights of both living and dead.
The witnesses, Jennie E. Pope, now an official in the Con-
necticut Asylum for the Insane at Middletown, and Frank
Barker, now superintendent of the almshouse at Salem,
both of whom were recent officers at Tewksbury, and of
unimpeachable integrity, corroborate the testimony of the
Dudleys and others Upon which testimony there can bo
but the conclusion that extreme cruelty to inmates, violent
and abusive treatment of patients, and peculations from that
community of helpless beings and the Commonwealth were
the common phases of the period of the Marsh management.

Dr. Tucker characterizes the life of the patients at Tewks-
bury, as simply “ animal existence.” With such evidence
before us, and coming from professional, official and unprej-
udiced sources, and made cumulative on every material point
by a score of unchallenged witnesses, the minority of your
committee cannot escape the conclusion, already indicated,
that the investigation was too long delayed, and the change
of supervision and superintending too long deferred.

In the matter of cleanliness, abundant evidence was given
which proved dereliction of duty on the part of officials.
Filthy beds and water-closets, together with rkts, vermin
and the manner of bathing inmates, was testified to by
witnesses, who, in our opinion, told the truth. The
treatment of foundlings, amply substantiated by testi-
mony, show’s such brutality and total want of judgment
in their care, that we cannot express too strongly our
condemnation. A death-rate of seventy-two out of seventy-
three speaks for itself; one not equalled by any simi-
lar institution in the country, the highest average death-rate
elsewhere running from 5 per cent, to 30 per cent. There
can be but one conclusion to arrive at, and it is this: that
by use of morphia, starvation, neglect, and the employment
of incompetent persons, the foundlings of the State were, to
use the mildest of terms, allowed to die.

The medical department stands with the balance of the
institution, as managed in an incompetent manner, grossly
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so. Cases of malpractice, cruelty and abusive treatment of
patients, improper attendance and food and general misman-
agement is, in your committee’s opinion, proven by the
testimony offered. In the matter of accounts the manage-

■ O

ment stand condemned on their own confession of nesdi-O

gence. To briefly summarize the matter, they might as
well have kept no books as to have followed the system of
book-keeping which they did. It was charged that in the
purchasing of supplies and their use that the management
received perquisites and profited therefrom. Evidence was
adduced in substantiation of the accusation, and it was not
denied. Property' of the Commonwealth was taken and
shipped to relatives of the Marshes. The evidence in denial
of this charge is trivial in the extreme, and we believe the
charge is proven, as we also do that made against Mrs.
Marsh, the elderly matron, namely, that she stole the in-
mates’ clothing and valuables. No proof, not even a denial,
was offered against this most serious of accusations. The
most important charge of all, in our judgment, is that made
regarding the sale of the pauper dead. That is proven
beyond a shadow of a doubt. Thomas J. Marsh, Jr., as-
sistant superintendent, was paid, as was testified, nominally
for the carting, and there can be no question but he ap-
propriated the lion’s share to himself. If anything was needed
to prove the criminal culpability of Thomas J. Marsh, Jr.,
who has disgraced the State so long by his ghoulish pro-
pensities and desecration of the graves of the dead, it was
his refusal to surrender to the committee the books contain-
ing the account of what was done with dead inmates. We
submit that from the evidence heard before your committee
that the charges made against the Tewksbury almshouse
management have been fully proven. A striking illustra-
tion of the correction of our conclusions is seen in the fact
that the board of health, lunacy and charity have summarily
removed the Marshes, root and branch.

From the foregoing it is impossible for the minority of
your committee to reach any conclusion other than that the
necessity for an investigation has been fully and clearly
demonstrated. Our verdict is that the grossest abuses have
been practised during the period of the management testified
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to, verging hard upon the date of the order under which
your committee acted; that this system of superintending
the almshouse is without precedent for public censure; that
the officers are guilty of the most wilful neglect, of pecula-
tions without parallel, the most abandoned debauchery and
the most wanton cruelty. The evidence submitted can-
not fail to carry the conviction to all intelligent, unbiased
minds. While the record is replete with the unan-
swered recital of personal violence, many cases of which
resulted in death, the brief synopsis of testimony given un-
der the few phases of mismanagement herein presented, we
have deemed sufficient for a passing review of the volumi-
nous mass.

To treat the subject as should be done in a report to the
legislature, we appreciate that the method employed should
be closely analytic, and not devoid of logical order. With
the brief time afforded us to review the 3,000 pages, and
pen an intelligent conclusion on the whole, it has been
thought proper to call the attention of the legislature to but
a few of the most salient points most strongly sustained by
the evidence of the case, leaving the individual members of
the General Court to a more extended and thorough exami-
nation of the public report.

First, in the general treatment of the living, viz., the in-
fants, the insane, and the well, the testimony is cumulative
to an overwhelming degree that infants, foundlings and those
born of patients and inmates were purposely poisoned, and
wilfully neglected to linger in a starving condition till death.
In the absence of all testimony other than the record of the
dead, the death-rate of infants at Tewksbury, when com-
pared with any other like institution, is of itself conclusive
of the blackest guilt. Upon the unimpeachable testimony of
Charles 11. Dudley and Fannie K. Dudley we find that of 73
infants during the period of nursing, but one survived, and
this alone escaped, because, in the words of the witness,
“It was a remarkable child.” Another witness, a nurse of
long experience and of the highest character, testified that
she fed the children in her charge (fifteen infants) from bot-
tles prepared by the officials, and in two weeks there were
as many empty cradles to be tilled again by other foundlings,
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who followed with the same fate. The record shows further
testimony unexplained and unanswered, some witnesses tes-
tifying that infants died at the rate of fifteen a week, while
others swear that three a day were carried to the dead-house.
With such frightful mortality, when neither pestilence nor
plague is pleaded in defence, and the evidence stands of record
unexplained, what we ask must be the verdict—what the
judgment other than that those in charge of this department
of the almshouse are culpable in the highest degree, and in-
dictable for infanticide.

The minority of the committee would have been pleased
to have all the trustees, T. J. Marsh, Jr., Mrs Marsh, and
all the officials of the State almshouse on the witness-stand.
We assume that if their evidence would serve the manage-
ment, their testimony would have been given ; as it would
not, they were not called.

“Ye have the poor always with you,” said the Great
Teacher. This truth will ever press itself on the State, and
we believe the State never should evade its duty. And the
State does not its duty by providing only “ a pauper cess-
pool ” for the reception of the homeless and outcast, where,
if diseases be on the victim of State charity, death rather
than health is the desire of the management.

The people of this Commonwealth expect that their great
almshouse will be subject to a humane and enlightened
direction. (That it could not have under the Marshes and
their friends, Nourse, Elliot and Spalding, none of whom
appear to be fitted, either by nature or training, for the posi-
tions which they have so long held.) The people do not
pay taxes to support an institution which is a “slough of
despond ” for the poor, its insane department modelled after
an old English bedlam, and its entire management a libel on
Christian charity.

When it is wicked to expose sin and cruel to punish the
evil-doer, then, and not till then, will the exposure of the
State almshouse management be censurable. In the name of
justice we ask our colleagues how we can censure the public
servant who uses the only weapon at hand, public exposure,
to save the State’s pauper insane from kicks, culls and cruel
abuse, to save the innocent babies from poison and brutal
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care, and to save the State from the peculations of organ-
ized thieves? A grave responsibility rests upon former high
officials, who permitted the growth of the barbaric habit of
maltreating the Commonwealth’s poor, and allowed criminal
methods to prevail at the State almshouse. The power of
the Mar-hes in political circles has been great. Charges of
mismanagement had been made by the charity officials of the
State time and again to several governors, but it was of no

avail. We believe that Governors Washburn, Talbot, Gas-
ton, Kice and Long were afraid to grapple with the Tewks-
bury management, and that the Marsh regime, with its bru-
tality and peculations, would have been continued for years,
were it not for the present administration of the State gov-
ernment.

The people of this Commonwealth, without distinction of
party, have and do favor a tender care and liberal expendi-
ture for the unfortunate. Through their representatives
they annually appropriate large sums of money; they enact
such laws as in the wisdom of their delegated servants will
best provide for the varied needs of this class. That much
of this legislation has been unwise, that methods of adminis-
tration have been faulty, are self-evident facts, and it is a
logical sequence and conclusion that unwise laws and faulty
administration should naturally beget corruption and fraud.
The management of the State almshouse at Tewksbury has
been under the suspicion of the people for over ton years.
Grave charges have been made, not only against its methods,
but against its personnel. The matron was charged with
theft, and its most active official with libertinism, by a State
officer whose duty it was to know the truth, and whose posi-
tion gave him an opportunity to speak by authority. The
fact that these charges were received and reported upon with
investigation in one day is evidence of fraud or imbecility.
That the report of the trustees was the result of corrupt
influence is evident by the testimony of the trustee, Mr.
Nourse. No sane man can believe that such grave charm's,
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made by such authority, could be so lightly treated, and
such a report presented, except the trustee was an idiot, or
in the pay of the accused persons, or under the fear of the
political party of which he was a member. This farce of an
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investigation was an insult to the good sense of the people.
There has never been a free, full or fair investigation of the
management of this State almshouse. At every point where
there was danger of a glimpse of the truth, the majority of
the committee instantly came to the defence of the accused
by an application of the technical rules of evidence not in
conformity with the spirit of the investigation, and of doubt-
ful wisdom even in courts of law, and the committee was pre-
vented from examining witnesses upon questions of vital
importance. Books containing evidence of the utmost value
were withheld from the committee, and though the commit-
tee demanded them we have been denied our right of exam-
ination, and the accused, who is in contempt before the
committee, is sustained in his contempt by vote of the house
of representatives.

The people of this Commonwealth, in unison with the peo-
ple of all civilized states, hold that the bodies of the dead
are sacred from mutilation or sale. The man who robs the
grave of its dead for gain or greed, or gain to science, is a
criminal under the law; and such is the detestation of the
people against these ghouls of the graveyard, these “body-
snatchers,” that they would be hung by an indignant people
if caught in the act. The management of the Tewksbury
almshouse has been conducted by the ghouls of a pauper
graveyard, official body-snatchers, brokers in paupers’ bones.
On this charge they are guilty by evidence and by confes-
sion. Not only is the management guilty of continuous
violation of statute law, but they are guilty of violation of
moral law and of the rules of common decency. This attempt
at investigation has revealed enough to convince fair-minded
people that the paupers have been subject to brutality in life,
and their bodies subjected to indignity in death. That when
sick they lacked needed care and medical treatment. That
when insane they have been abused. That when dead their
bodies have been thrown into vaults and their skins have
been tanned and manufactured into articles of personal
adornment. This investigation has shown that, back of the
managers, were a board of gentlemen, honorable men, who
permitted nepotism to exist in its worst form, who sanctioned
by their neglect of duty outrages upon the helpless, and the
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violation of the laws made to protect the dead from barter and
sale. The signers of this report would he false to their duty
did they not pronounce the management, from the trustees to
the under officials, guilty of violation of law, betrayal of trust,
criminal negligence, misapplication of appropriations, extrav-
agance of expenditures and moral cowardice. We also feel
compelled to say that grave suspicion has been aroused that the
party in power, not in its membership, but in its management,
has knowingly permitted this state of things to continue.
Pauperism and insanity are results of the abuses of civiliza-
tion. The condition out of which these misfortunes and
infirmities come are being rapidly germinated. Legislation
has tended to suppress the symptoms, not eradicate the
cause. The people have been made to believe that such
misfortune and infirmities are natural and incurable, and that
a system of legislation that provides for and protects the
aggregation of wealth into monopolies, is the legitimate and
almost sole duty of the State. The vast sums yearly appro-
priated from the taxes of all the people to provide asylums
for unfortunates is the outgrowth of a sense of moral
responsibility. We believe it our duty to awaken that latent
moral sense of the people to the great wrong perpetrated
upon them in the name of charity. We yield to no men in
our pride in the history of the Commonwealth, and we are
jealous of her grand name, but the spirit that moves an
apologist or a partisan to cover a gross evil, to shield the
official wrong-doings from a morbid fear of criticism or for

O “

base party ends, is an unworthy spirit. The past of
Massachusetts is written. The present is in our hands.
To remedy an evil the first duty is its exposure, and how-
ever unpleasant such exposure may be, it is the only safe
and courageous method of treatment. To shield wrong-

•- O

doing is base cowardice. To hide it is criminal. The
Executive of the State has nobly performed his duty. On
the request of the committee he has devoted his time and
great abilities to assist the committee in arriving at the truth.o “

The people, whose right it is to rule, turning aside from past
party affiliations, demand to know the truth, and the whole
truth.
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Recommendations of Minority.

There should be a record kept of bodies delivered for
dissection, the record to be open to the inspection of the
legislature, under its order, or to the governor and coun-
cil,. and the superintendent of the almshouse should make a
monthly return to the governor and council; receipts should
be taken from the institution which receives the body. The
institution to have no part in the transportation of the
bodies.

An accurate account should be kept of all burials at the
almshouse.

All bills should set forth the kind and grade of provisions
and articles purchased for the institution,

A bond should be required for each body delivered for
dissection.

A law should bo passed making it a criminal offence to
tan human skin or have tanned human skin in possession.

A law should be passed providing that no two members ol
one family, unless husband and wife, shall be employed in
the same institution.

That there should be legislation as to the method in which
the accounts of the Tewksbury almshouse shall be kept in
this :

That a sufficient account shall be kept of the disbursement
of all goods coming into the institution or under the control
of the superintendent.

That a sufficient account shall be kept as to the property
taken from inmates, the times when received from and when
surrendered to the inmates, and that a return in each case
should be made of such property, monthly, to the secretary
of the board of charity, lunacy and health.

A farm account should be kept of the amount expended
upon and ol' what is received from the farm, to the end that
it may be found what the cost is separately ol carrying on
the farm and the institution.

Nobody knows what the Tewksbury almshouse cost to-day,
because connected with it is a large farm, and there is noth-
ing goes into the cost of keeping the inmates there that is
raised on the farm. No separate account ol that has been
kept.
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There should be also something done in relation to re-
turns to the auditor of the sale of goods, so that the returns
to the auditor of such goods should account for every article
to a cent’s worth.

4 here should be a prohibition of any official in the insti-
tution living at the State’s expense.

The insane should be considered as under the care of the
physicians, the same as any hospital patients. Under Marsh
they were not so considered; the nurses were not employed
by the doctor, as they should be, but were separated and
placed under the care of people who were called supervisors,
and who were employed by Marsh, thus evading the law.

Able-bodied paupers should be treated with a view to their
moral improvement, so that they will make a serious effort
when at large to become self-sustaining and resisectable
people. The moral atmosphere at Tewksbury should be
wholesome, so far as the management can make it. These
paupers may be morally weak, but their lack of moral
strength may be the result of wrong training or none at all
or of some destroying influence arising from within or with-
out, to counteract which an effort should be made to teach
them there is hope for better things, if they will but try.
The inmates are not sentenced persons, but arc there seek-
ing relief, hence it is wrong to deprive them of any little
article of comfort or convenience which they may bring into
the institution. As work is an element of reform as well as
conducive to health, we recommend that able-bodied paupers
be employed as much as possible.

With these recommendations the foregoing views are re-
spectfully submitted by the minority of the committee on
public charitable institutions.

FRED S. RISTEEN,
Of the Senate.

JAMES H. MELLEN,
CHARLES FULLER,
JOHN R. MURPHY,

Of the House.




