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In House of Representatives, March 17, 1831.

Ordered, That the Attorney General and Solicitor
General of the Commonwealth be directed to return in-
to the office* f the Secretary of the Commonwealth, on
or before the last Wednesday of May next, statements,
under oath, of the amount of fees by each of them re-
ceived, the number of cases in which the Common-
wealth was a party, either civil or criminal, by each or
both of them prosecuted, tlie time spent in attending to
such cases, and the number of miles by each of them
travelled, and the number of Courts by each of them
attended ; said return to embrace the period beginning
Jan. 1, 18'26, and ending Jan. 1, 1831.

Also, That the several County Attornies in this Com-
monwealth, be directed to return into the office o( the
Secretary of the Commonwealth, on or before the last
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Wednesday of May next, statements, under oath, of the
amount of fees by each of them received, the number
of cases in which the Commonwealth was a party, ei-
ther civil or criminal, by each of them prosecuted, the
time spent in attending to such cases, the number of
miles by each of them travelled, and the number of
Courts by each of them attended ; said return to em-
brace the period beginning Jan. 1, 1826, and ending
Jan. 1, 1831.

Ordered,
That the Secretary of the Commonwealth

cause an attested copy of this order to be sent to each
of the officers therein named, as soon as may be con-
venient, and that he cause the returns made in obedi-
ence to this order, to be laid before the House of Rep-
resentatives, at an early day of the next session thereof,

Attest, P. W. WARREN, Clerk.
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Secretary’s Office, May 27, 1831.

To the Honorable House of Representatives ;

In obedience to an order of March 17, 1831, I here-
with lay before the House, the Returns which have been
made by the Attorney General, the Solicitor General,
and the several County Attornies, detailing the particu-
lars required by the said Order; —so far as said Returns
have been received in the Secretary’s Office.

EDWARD D. BANGS,
Secretary of the Commonwealth.

©ommontocaltlj of iHassacljusetts*
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In obedience to the order of the Hon. House of Rep-
resentatives of the 17th of March, A. D. 1831—direct-
ing the Attorney and Solicitor Generals to make returns
into the Secretary’s office, under oath—

Of the amount of ftes by them severally received—
The number of casts, civil or criminal, by them sever-

ally prosecuted —

The time spent in attending to the business of the
Commonwealth—

The number of miles by them severally travelled—
And the number of Courts by them severally attended ;

to embrace the period from Jan. 1, 1826, to Jan. 1, 1831.
The Attorney General for himself, respectfully sub-

mits the following Statements, viz.
Amount of Fees.

The total of the fees received by the Attor-
ney General from Jan. 1, 1826, to Jan. 1,183J,
amounts to

Amount of fees.

$1121,25
These fees were accounted for quarterly,

under oath, to the Treasurer General of the
Commonwealth, as by detailed account here-
with exhibited.—No. 1.

The Number of Cases.
The Attorney General, supposing it might

be more satisfactory to the Hon. House, and

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS.
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less liable to exception or mistake, to be fur-
nished with the certificates of the Clerks of the
several Courts he attended, as to the number
of cases under his management, has procured
from the several Clerks in his circuit, the num-
ber ol cases on their Dockets and files, under
his immediate management, during the period
required—by which it appears, that

No. of Cases.In the County of Essex, they amount-
ed to . . . 265

In the County of Middlesex, (which
was attended mutually, by the Attorney
and Solicitor Ceneral,) one half amount-
ed to . . . 117

In the County of Norfolk, to 113
In the County of Bristol, to 309
In the County of Plymouth, to 99
In the County of Barnstable, to 36

939
The details of 939 cases are found in the

Certificates.—No. 2.
In addition to the above, in the County of

Suffolk,
2 Informations vs. Auctioneers, to recov-

er the per centum on their sales, 2
4 Cases vs. the venders of Lottery tick-

ets, which were instituted in the Municipal
Court and brought up by Appeal on Ques-
tions of Law, .

. 4
A suit vs. Nantucket Pacific Bank for ne-

glecting their loan, .
. 1

Attendance at the sittings of the Refer-
ees appointed to determine the Claim of
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Josiah Little vs. the Commonwealth,—on
which the written argument of the Attorney
General is now on the files of the Execu-
tive Department, .

. 1
Attendance at the sittings of the Com-

missioners appointed to make report on the
merits of the claim of Jona. Simpson on the
Note of the Treasurer of the late Province
of Massachusetts Bay, and a written argu-
ment thereon, herewith exhibited, 1

9

9415
The Attorney General has also, in several

instances, given written opinions to Commit-
tees of the Legislature, and has attended be-
fore others, but in how many instances, it is
not now in his power to ascertain, having no
charge against the Commonwealth for such
services, considering them part of his public
duty, compensation for which is embraced in
his stated salary.

The time spent in doing the business of the
Commonwealth.

The Hon. House will readily perceive, that
it will be impossible for the Attorney General
to state with any precise certainty, the time
spentby him in attending to the business of the
Commonwealth in doing the duties of his of-
fice.

He can therefore only state generally, that,
as to the business done in Court, the criminal
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cases seldom, if ever, are brought to a close
but with the week in which its session commen-
ces ; and frequently in the greater counties, a
longer time becomes necessary; in which ca-
ses, when the attendance of the Attorney Gen-
eral is required at some other Court, the crim-
inal business is postponed to an adjournment.

The two first days of the Court, and some-
times part of the third, are wholly occupied in
the examination of the witnesses in the sever-
al cases before the Grand Jury ; and the At-
torney General is frequently occupied till very
late at night of those days in preparing the in-
dictments, ordered by the Grand Jury, to expe-
dite their business, and shorten their time of
attendance.

In all cases where questions of Law, or mo-
tions for new trials, arise, and written argu-
ments become necessary, as such as are aboveJ 1

alluded to, he has to examine the authorities
and prepare his answers at home ; but as he
has kept no particular account of the time
spent therein, he is unable to give any specific
statement thereof.

But in order that the Hon. House may be
able to judge of the amount of Labour done
in the several Courts, and of the time neces-
sary to perform it, the Attorney General has
procured from the several Clerks of the Coun-
ties, he attends, their certificates of the num-
ber of witnesses, returned by the several
Grand Juries, during the term aforesaid, as ex-
amined before them, in the presence of the
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Attorney General—which are as follows, viz.:
In the County of Essex, . 614 No.of witn’s.

In the County of Middlesex, (half the
amount,) . . . 274

In the County of Norfolk, . 274
In the County of Bristol, . 770
In the County of Plymouth, . 335
In the County of Barnstable, for 1828,

1829, 1830, ... 55
(The lists of 1826, and 1827, in this

County being burnt are not included.) 2342
It will be recollected, that where the party

accused pleads to issue, the same Witnesses,
which in his case were examined before the
Grand Jury, are again examined in Court, and
frequently with others to meet the defences.

The Attorney General would further ob-
serve, that he considers his whole time devot-
ed to the Interests of the Commonwealth, and
that he is bound to obey and attend to all or-
ders and requests of the Hon. Legislature, or
either branch thereof, or of their several Com-
mittees, as well as the orders and directions
of the Executive department, and that of the
Treasury, touching the legal rights and Inter-
ests of the Commonwealth, at all times and
seasons.

The number of Miles travelled.
The number of Miles travelled by the At-

torney General, according to his calculations
of distances, during the period required,
amounts in the whole, to

No. of miles.

2738
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For the correctness of this statement, he re-
fers to the detailed statement.—No. 4.

The number of Courts attended.
The number of Courts attended by the

Attorney General, during said period, are
as follows, viz.:

No. of Court*.

In 1826, . 11
In 1827, . 11
In 1828, . 10
In 1829, . 13
In 1830, . 14

59
All of which are respectfully submitted to the consid-

eration of the Hon. House of Representatives, under
the oath as given below.

PEREZ MORTON,
Attorney General.

Suffolk ss. Secretary’s Office,
May 21, 1831.

Perez Morton, Attorney General, appeared and
made oath, that to his best knowledge and belief, the
foregoing statements are true and correct, under the re-
strictions and limitations mentioned in them ; and subject
to the correction of any errors, mistakes, or miscalcula-
tions, in any of them ; of which he is unconscious.

Before me ; EDWARD D. BANGS,
Secretary of the Commonwealth,

and Justice of Peace.

9
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'l'hc Solicitor General returns into the office of the
Secretary of the Commonwealth, the following state-
ment “of the amount of fees by him received ; the
“ number of cases in which the Commonwealth was a
“ party, both civil and criminal, by him prosecuted;—
“ the time spent in attending to such cases;—and the
“ number of miles by him travelled ;—and the number of
“ Courts by him attended which return embraces the
period beginning January Ist, 1826, and ending January
Ist, 1831. Which return is made in pursuance of an
order of the House of Representatives of the 17th of
March, 1831.

I, The amount offees received during the time em-
braced in the said order.

By the Statute of 1816, Chap. 10, it is enacted “ that
“all persons intitled by any law, he. to an annual sala-
“ ry, and who also receive fees of office for which they
“ are required to be accountable, shall render to the
“Treasurer, under oath, a quarterly account of all fees
“of office by them received ; which oath, the Treasur-
“er is hereby authorised to administer. And no person
“ shall be permitted to receive his quarterly salary from the
“ Treasury , until such account of the fees of office has been
“ rendered .”

This law has been scrupulously complied with by the
Solicitor General. As a proof of which, he annexes to
this statement, a particu.ar account of the amount of
fees by him received, during the time embraced in the
order of the House of Representatives ; which has been
furnished him from the office of the Treasurer of the
Commonwealth. It contains a true statement of all fees
received by the Solicitor General, during tho period
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above mentioned. The accounts have been rendered to
the Treasurer “ under oath as the law requires; and
remain in the Treasurer’s office, annexed to the War-
rants for the salary of the Solicitor General, for each
quarter in which the fees were received ; without which
procedure, the Treasurer was not authorised to pay the
salary of the officer. The amount of the fees thus re-
ceived is $ . The following statement of the
particular times, amount, and cases in which they were
received, and the days on which they were sworn to, is
taken from the document furnished from the Treasurer’s
office.

Fees received by the Solicitor General.
For the Quarter ending Nov. 17, 1826.

Hamdpen, Sept, term, 1826.
Commonwealth v. Sawyer, $3,75

“ v. Morey, 3,75
Sci. fac. v. Same, 2,60

Norfolk, Oct. term, 1826.
Commonwealth v. Swazy, 3,75

“ v. Hay ford, 2,50
« v. Gay, 3,75

$20,00
Sworn to, Feb. 29, 1827.

Worcester, April term, 1827.
Commonwealth v. Wheelook, 3,75

“ v. Littlefield, 2,50
“ v. Sibley, 3,75
“ v. Bush, 2,50

Worcester, carried over, $12,50
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Worcester continued, $12,50
Commonwealth v. Parmenter, 3,75

Sci. fac. v. Thompson, ?
“ “ v. Bird, )

’

Franklin, April term, 1827.
Commonwealth v. Danielson, 3,75

“ v. Tuttle, 3,75
“ Powers, 3,75

Hampshire, May, 1827.
Commonwealth v. Hogan, 2,50

“ v. Miller, 2,50
“ v. Alvord, 3,75
“ v. Thomas, 3,75
Hampden, May, 1827.

Commonwealth v. Lamb, 3,75
“ v. Spelraan, 3,75
“ v. Field, 2,50
“ v. Howe, 2,50

Sworn to, Oct. 22, 1827.

By cash received of the Treasurer of Hamp-
shire, upon 3 Indictments and trials, Sept. 1827, $11,25

Received of Treasurer of Hampden, upon 8
Indictments and trials, Sept. 1827, 23,75

Received of Treasurer of Hampshire, upon
8 Indictments and trials, April, 1828, 28,55

Received of Treasurer of Worcester, upon 8
Indictments and trials, April, 1828, 25,07

Sept. 1827,Received of Treasurer of Middle-
sex, upon 12 Informations v. State prison con-
victs, . . 35,00

$123,62Sworn to, Oct. 17, 1828

$56,98
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Worcester, Sept. 1828.

Commonwealth v. Peter Butler, 2,50
“ v. Ebenezer Whitman, 2,50
“ v. Jonas Ball, 2,50

Sworn to, Oct. 6, 1828. $7,50

Hampden, May term, 1829.

Commonwealth v. Porter Goof, 2,50
“ v. Theodore Tiffany, 2,50
“ v. Henry Burt, 2,60
“ v. Charles Lindsey, 2,50
“ v. M.R.Stcphenson&al.3,7s
“ v. Harvey Morey, 2,50

1 v. Epaphas Squires, 3,75
“ v. Orin Smith, 3,75
“ v. Alfred Clark, 2,50
“ v. Erastus Plurnley, 2,50
“ v. M. R. Stephenson, 3,75
“ v. Inhabitants of Wil-

braham, 2,50
“ v. Wm. S. Loring & al. 3,75
“ v. Same, 3,75
“ v. 10th Mass. Turnpike

Corporation, 2,50

$45,00
Also received of the Treasurer of the

County of Hampshire, 3,75

$48,75
Sworn to, June 6, 1829,
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Amount of fees, continued, $48,76
Hampden, Sept, term, 1829.

Commonwealth v. Rufus Bowen, 3,75
“ v. Stephenson & Ball, 3,75
“ v. Same, 2,50
“ v. Solo. Griswold, 2,50
“ v. Stephenson & Ball, 2,50
“ v. Same, 2,50
“ v. Same, 2,50
“ v. Same, 2,50
“ v. Same, 2,50
“ v. Joel Wright, 2,50
“ v. Peter Brown, 3,75
“ v. Albert White, 2,50
“ v. George Atwater, 2,50

Berkshire, Sept, term, 1829.
Commonwealth v. David Wilson, 2,50

“ v. Same, 2,50
“ v. Jacob Rynders, 2,50

May term, fees received Sept. term.
Commonwealth v. John Rynders, 3,75

“ v. Daniel Russell, 3,75
“ v. Same, 3,75
“ v. Davis &. Cummins, 3,75
“ v. Jos. Fox, 3,75
“ v. Ann Cummins, 3,75
Worcester, September, 1829.

Commonwealth v. Daniel Newton, 3,75
“ v. John P. Muzzy & al. 2,50
“ v. William Egleston, 2,50
“ v. Same, 2,50

Carried over, $80,35
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Amount of fees brought over, $80,36
Worcester continued.

Commonwealth v. Henry Member, 2,50
“ v. Alonzo Chase,
“ v. Same, 2d Indict’nt, 2,50
“ v. Ezra Holmes, 2,50

Sworn to, Jan. 18, 1830. $87,85
The whole amount of fees received,

from Jan. 1826, to Jan. 1831, is $344,70

2. Statement of the number of cases, in which the
Commonwealth was a party, or interested, prosecuted
and conducted by the Solicitor General, within the time
embraced in the order of the House of Representatives.

The statement of the criminal cases, is taken from
the docket of the Solicitor General; (except those in
the county of Suffolk, which is taken from the dockets
of the Courts in that County) which contains an entry
of all the criminal cases in the courts and on the cir-
cuits, in which his official duties have been discharged,
and of which ho has had the care and management.

The statement comprehends all the cases which have
been submitted to the examination of the Grand Jury, in
which witnesses and other evidence have been examined,
including those in which no bills have been found. These
latterare cases in which the Government were interested,
as they were prosecuted at the public expense, and many
of them have required long and tedious examinations.

The statements of the number of civil actions, has
been furnished the Solicitor General, at his request, by
the clerks of the several courts in which they were
pending; and may therefore, be depended upon as ac-
curate.
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The number of cases both criminal and civil, in each
County and at each term will be particularly stated.
The names of all the parties can be given ; but it seems
unnecessary, as it would swell the report to an incon-
venient size.

The statement comprehends the whole number of
cases, both continued, and new cases, at each term, as
they appear upon the dockets of the Courts, and of the
Solicitor General. This is considered as proper, as the
care of a continued case or action, is required at each
term, until their final determination.

The Statement of the cases in this County, is taken
from the dockets of the Supreme Judicial Court. The
statement of the criminal cases in the other counties, is
taken from the dockets of the Solicitor General.
Criminal cases, January 7, 1826. Civil cases —

Continued cases, 10
New cases, 4
Information against State pri-

son convicts, 22—36 2
March term 1826.
Continued cases 6
New cases s—ll none
November term 1826.
Continued cases 10
Informations 3
New cases 11
New informations 4—28 1
March term 1827.
Continued cases 12
Informations 9

Suffolk.
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New cases 5
New informations 2—28 none
November term I 827.
Continued cases 11
Informations 8
New cases 6—25 none
March term 1 828.
Continued cases 8
Informations 5
New cases 3—15 1
November term 1828.
Continued cases 9
New cases 5—14 1
March term 1829.
Continued cases 9
New cases 4—13 I
November term 1829.
Continued cases 11
New cases 3—14 2
March term 1 830.
Continued cases 13
Appeals, Mr. Austin assumed the

care of these 1—l4 none
November term 1830.
Continued cases 14
New cases, appeals Mr. Austin

assumed the care of these 6—20 1
Whole number of criminal cases Of civil cases—-

in Suffolk, 218 9
The weight and responsibility of the Governments

business in the County of Suffolk, has devolved upon
the Solicitor General. But in some of the appeals from
the Municipal Court, Mr. Austin, the Commonwealth’s

3
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Attorney in that Court, has assumed the care and man-
agement, as contained in some of the last items in this
statement. But the number of which is not recollect-
ed, but they will probably appear in Mr. Austin’s state-
ment.

Essex.

Criminal cases special term held
July 1830, for the trial of the
murderers of Joseph White 4

November term, 1830 3—7

Civil cases—

none

Middlesex
April term 1826 Criminal cases 29 Civil cases 6
October term 1826 . 21 . .5
October terra 1827 • 29 . .3
October term 1828 . 19 . .2
October term 1828 . 18 . .6
October term 1830 . . 12 . .5

128 27
I have attended but one term in a year in Middle-

sex since April term 1826. The terms on the western
circuit on which 1 have discharged my official duties,
interfering with the spring terms in Middlesex.

Worcester.

April term 1826 Criminal cases 20 Civil cases 6
Sept, term 1826 . . 22 con’t. cases 4
April term 1827 . . 15 1 con’t. case 7
Oct. term 1827 . . 11 con’t. cases 5
April term 1828 . .13 .

.2
Sept, term 1828 . 13 none
April term 1829 . .16 . . 2
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Sept, term 1829 . .15 . none
April term 1830 . .17 . none
Oct. term 1830 . . 7 . none

149 26
Franklin.

April term 1826 . 10 none
April term 1827 8 none
April term 1828 7 none

25
Hampshire.

May term 1826 . . 10 . none
Sept, term 1826 7 none
May term 1827 . . 6 . none
Sept, term 1827 6 none
April term 1828 . . 11 . none
Sept, term 1828 . . 4 . none
April term 1829 5 none
Sept, term 1829 3 none
April term 1830 9 1
Sept, term 1830 4 1

65 2
Hampden

May term 1826 . . 12 Information 1
Sept, term 1826 . 6 for a mandamus 1
May term 1827 . . 11 . none
Sept, term 1827 9 1
May term 1828 3 none
Sept, term 1828 5 none
May term 1829 . . 21 . none
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Sept, term 1829 . . 19 . none
April term 1830 . .s*l . none
Sept, term 1830 . .12 . 1

122 4
Berkshire.

May term 1826 continued cases 13
Sept, term 1826 11
May term 1 827 7
Sept, term 1827 7
May term 1828 11
Sept, term 1828, there was no

case for the Grand Jury this
term.

May terra 1829 12
Sept, term 1829 6 1
May term 1830 17
Sept, term 1830 18

104 1
Whole number of Criminal

cases
Of civil cases 69

590
In addition to the number of criminal cases herein

stated, it appears by the docket of the Solicitor Gene-
ral, that there were 1939 witnesses sworn before the
Grand Jury, and by them examined, and afterwards, in
the cases where there were trials, examined in Court,
during the time comprehended in the order of the
House of Representatives. This number does not in-
clude those witnesses, that were sworn and examined in
the trials of the Knapps and Crowninshields in the
County of Essex. Those added would probably in-
crease the number to 1950, perhaps more.
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The Solicitor General has kept a docket, ever since
he has been in office, in which is entered every case and
criminal prosecution, which have been brought before
the Grand Jury, in the Courts and on the circuits where
he has discharged his official duties, and also a minute
of the manner in which they have terminated. He has
also kept an accurate list of the names of every witness
that has been sworn before the Grand Jury, correctly
entered under each case, in which they were respec-
tively recognized or summoned to appear and give evi-
dence on behalf of the Commonwealth. From a hasty
enumeration of them, made the last evening, the number
appears as above stated, (vhich is probably short of the
real number. It docs not contain the list of any wit-
nesses in any case in the County of Suffolk; if those
were added it would doubtless swell the list to more
than 2000. The foregoing statement of the number of
witnesses is confined to those cases which have occur-
red on the western circuit, and in the County of Mid-
dlesex.

3. Statement “of the time spent in attending to the
cases” referred to in the order of the House of Repre-
sentatives.

dhe statement upon this subject must necessarily be
general; and cannot be extended to a particular state-
ment of the whole time devoted by the Solicitor Gene-
ral to the preparation and management of the public
prosecutions which his duty has required him to con-
duct. It cannot be safe, nor is it practicable for him,
or any other officer whose duty requires his constant
attention and services, to state “ under oath” every
particular service, or, as it were every days work he
has done for the Government; especially during the va-
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cations of the court; when the “ time spent” in the ne-
cessary preparations for the trials, and investigations of
questions of law, arising in the cases alluded to in the
order of the House of Representatives, cannot be esti-
mated. A public prosecutor can render to the Govern-
ment a correct statement of “ the time spent” in those
parts of his official duty which are performed in the Ju-
dicial Courts ; and in services before Commissioners,
Committees, &c. in cases where those services have
been specially required: But he can have no means or
motives for preserving a recollection of all “ the time
spent” out of the courts, to enable him to manage his
business in them, with benefit to the Government, and
credit to himself; yet there is no part of his duty, which
requires greater labor, or which is accompanied in a
greater degree with the anxieties of official responsi-
bility.

The Solicitor General therefore explicitly states, that
he shall not consider the oath which is to be administered
to him by order of the House of Representatives, in re-
lation to “ the time spent in attending to the cases” re-
fered to, as involving any accountability, either moral
or official, except in regard to those cases and duties
which have been connected with the public tribunals,
or required by special acts, resolves or orders of the
Legislature.

The official duties of the Solicitor General, during
the period embraced in the order of the House of Rep-
resentatives, have been principally performed on what
is called the western circuit, (comprehending the five
western counties) and in the counties of Suffolk and Mid-
dlesex. The whole of the Government’s business, in his
department on the western circuit, during the five years
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embraced in the order of the Hon. House, has been
done by him, and under his responsibility; except in
the county of Franklin, since the year 1828; since
which time the session in that county, and in Worcester,
have commenced on the same day—he has deemed it
his duty to attend the court in Worcester, where the
population is probably more than double to what it is in
Franklin. The venerable Attorney General, has had
his full share of official labor, in the southern circuit
and in the county of Essex. The Solicitor General is
most happy in taking this occasion to assure the Gov-
ernment, that the Attorney General has discharged his
duty with great fidelity and ability; and that the Gov-
ernment have found in him an able and faithful officer.

The Solicitor General will, of course make state-
ments of the “ time spent,” in other special services, and
duties, which have been required of him by special acts,
resolves and orders of the Government; many of which
relate to cases and objects in which the Commonwealth
were deeply interested, both in point of property, and
the rights of the State.

With respect to the “ time spent” in attending to the
business, and cases in which the Government were in-
terested, in the county of Suffolk, it will be impossible to
state it with any certainty. But the nature of it is such,
especially the capital offences which are necessarily
tried in the supreme courts of that county, demand al!
the vigilance and talent which can be exerted in the
discharge of public duty.

A statement of the “time spent” by the Solicitor
General on the western circuit, during the period em-
braced by the order of the House of Representatives.
These circuits are attended twice a year; and the
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and frequently exceed five weeks, exclusive of the time
spent in travelling to, and from the places where the
courts are held, is at least forty days, and often more.

Spring circuit of 1826, . . 40 days
Fall circuit of 1826, . . 40 “

Spring circuit of 1827, . .
. 40 “

Fall circuit of 1827, . . 40 l!

Spring circuit of 1828, .
.

. 40 “

Fall circuit of 1828, . . 40 “

Spring circuit of 1829, . . 40 “

Fall circuit of 1829, . . 40 “

Spring circuit of 1830, . . 40 “

Fall circuit of 1830, . . . . 40 “

400 “

In Middlesex.
At Concord April 1826, .

. . 4 da]
At Cambridge October 1826 . . 6 “

At Cambridge October 1827 . 7 “

At Cambridge October 1828 . . 5 “

At Cambridge October 1829 . 6 “

At Cambridge October 1830 ‘
. 6 “

34 “

Special term of the Supreme Judicial Court
in July 1830, for the trial of the Knapps and
Crowninshields for the murder of Joseph
White .... 26 days

November term 1830 for the same purpose, as

In Essex.

24



25

for certificate of the Clerk of the Court
herewith submitted . . .8 days

34 “

One term at Nantucket including the time of
going and returning . . 8 “

42 “

In Norfolk . . .
. 4 “

46 “

Total amount of time on the western circuits 400 days
In Middlesex . . . 34 “

In Essex . . . . 34 “

In going and returning to and from Nantucket 8 “

482 “

The following is a statement of the number of days
in which the Supreme Court in Suffolk was in session,
from January 1826, to January 1831, inclusive.
November term 1825, extending into Janua-

ry and February 1826 .
. 79 days

March term 1826 . . . 46 “

November term 1826 . . 76 “

March term 1827 . . . . 35 “

November term 1827 .
. 80 u

March term 1828 ... . 42 “

November term 1828 . . . 82 “

March term 1829 ... 49 “

November term 1829 . . 83 “

4

In Suffolk to be added.
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March term 1830 ... 42 days
November term 1830 . . 32 “

Whole number of days . . 646

It is utterly impossible to ascertain what number of
days or proportion of time, during those long sessions in
the county of Suffolk, the official duty of the Solicitor
General required him to be in court. It is manifest
however, that as the weight and responsibility of nearly
the whole of the actions and public prosecutions in this
county have devolved upon him, he cannot be absent or
permit himself to be in any situation, where he cannot,
at any moment, when the important business of the
Government may call upon him, be ready to attend to
it. Whether this may require his attendance ten or
twenty days in each term, more or less, there is no pos-
sible means of ascertaining. But such are his views of
the nature of his official obligations, that he has never
in any instance, been absent from the city, or his pre-
sent residence in Cambridge, which is within 20 min-
utes ride of the city, during the setting of the court.

The whole number of days of all the terms in Boston,
is 646. A fair presumption is that the Solicitor Gene-
ral actually attended as much as fifteen days at each
term. He has no doubt that his attendance much ex-
ceeded that number, which would amount to 165 days.
Which added to 482

Would make the whole 647 “

The Solicitor General begs permission to add, that
in regard to the “ time spent” by him in the service of
the Commonwealth, it has become the whole business of
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his life ; the exclusive business of his life. When he
accepted the office, and when at the suggestion of a for-
mer Chief Justice of the State, he moved to Boston,
his professional business was equal to that of any mem-
ber of the profession of his age and standing. But by
his absence on official duty, it has been wholly lost.
This is not suggested by way of complaint, but simply
to convince those wlio are to act upon this statement,
that he has nothing to occupy him that will prevent his
constant attention to the duties of his office.

A statement will now be made, “of the time spent”
(as nearly as possible) in other services required by
special orders and resolves of the Legislature, during
the period embraced in the order of 17th of March last.

1. The first and most important of these, was the
claim of William Simpson, as Executor to Jonathan
Simpson, founded upon a note given to Jonathan Simp-
son, on the Bth day of May 1774, by H. Gray, then the
Treasurer of the Province of Massachusetts Bay, for the
sum of fourteen hundred and twenty eight pounds.

Repeated applications have been made for the pay-
ment of this note. The first as long ago as the year
1795, and subsequently at various periods; in all of
which the claim was rejected. These repeated applica-
tions, finally resulted in a resolve of the Legislature for
the appointment of Commissioners, “to enquire into
“ and decide upon the claim set forth in William Sirnp-
“ son’s petition, whether any, and if any, what compcn-
“sation, indemnity or payment, is due in law or equity,
“from the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, to said
“ Simpson ; and to report a statement of facts, in rela-
“ tion to said claim, and the reasons why the same, or
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“ any part thereof, ought, or not to be allowed and paid
“ by the Commonwealth.”

Commissioners were accordingly appointed for this
purpose. In the same resolve of 2Gth February, 1828,
the Attorney and Solicitor General were directed to
attend the Commissioners, and represent and defend the
interest and rights of the Commonwealth, in their ex-
amination and decision upon said Simpson’s claim.

In pursuance of said order and direction, the Solicitor
General did attend the Commissioners, and devoted his
best efforts to the investigation of the merits of the
claim, and of the obligations, if any, of the Government
to sustain it. The opinion of the Government, of the
important and laborious service required of the Solici-
tor General will appear by the report of the Committee
on the Judiciary of the 11th of February, 1828, here-
with submitted, advising a full investigation. The re-
sult of this investigation, is contained in the printed re-

ports of the said Commissioners, and of the Solicitor
General, which accompany this statement and which
it is hoped will be read and examined by those who
have brought forward the order of the Hon. House of
the 17th of March last.

It will be perceived by an examination of these re-
ports, that it was a case in which a large sum of money
was demanded of the Government ; and also, that it
was a case which was of the first impression, and in-
volved many of the most important, and novel princi-
ples of civil, political, and national law. And it will
also be perceived, that no counsel, however able, could
prepare himself to appear before those learned Commis-
sions, with any justice to the Government, or himself,
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without severe labor and research. The Solicitor Gene-
ral does not hesitate to say, though he has no means of
being perfectly correct, that not less than twenty days
were devoted to the investigation and management of
the case. The report of the Commissioners will be
found to contain statements, arguments and opinions
that are entirely unanswerable ; and which have had
the effect to put an end to all future trouble to the
Government, upon the subject of this groundless claim.
Nothing but the thorough investigation of it which (for
the first time) was had before, and made by the Com-
missioners, was necessary to have put an end to it, im-
mediately after the treaties between this County and
England, upon the subject to which it relates. As a
warrant for this remark, it was stated in the report of
the Committee to the Legislature of February 25th,
1827, “That the original note, has been presented to
“the Committees, who have obtained no evidence that
11 any part thereof has been paid 7 ’’ ! The printed report
of the Solicitor General which accompanies this report,
will show the views, arguments and authorities on which
he relied in defence of the rights of the Government.

2. An information in the nature of a quo warranto
against John Breed. By a resolve of January 24th,
1826, the Solicitor General, was ordered to prosecute
this information. This order was passed by the Legis-
lature upon the request of certain individuals of the
town of Chelsea, without notice to any officer of the Gov-
ernment, to enquire into the facts stated by the petition-
ers, as grounds for their application, to use the name and
authority of the Commonwealth, to obtain a judgment of
forfeiture of the charter for a bridge, which had been
previously granted by the Legislature to the said John
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13reed. The case was brought forward according to the
resolve of the Legislature. It resulted in special pleas,
and finally, in a special verdict, upon which judgement
was finally rendered against the Government.

This case is reported in 4 Pickering’s Ucports, 460.
464—5, reference to which report is had, for a full state-
ment of its merits; and for the opinion of the Court
thereon. In the conclusion of this opinion it is stated,
“ that the grant to the defendant, was constitutional”
(the constitutionality of the grant having been made a
question in the case) and valid—that the defendant had
complied with the terms and conditions of the grant;—
and that he had not forfeited the right thus acquired, by
any misuser of it,” accordingly judgment was rendered
for the defendant, and the costs of the prosecution were
paid by the Government.

The management of this case, was laborious and tedi-
ous. The investigations of the principles and authori-
ties upon which it depended, required research and
study. The service, however, required by the Govern-
ment, was cheerfully rendered ; but the Solicitor Gene-
ral cannot refrain from remarking, that in no case simi-
lar to the present, ought the Government to permit its
name and power to be used, but upon condition that the
suit shall be prosecuted at the expense of the applicant.
In this case, a bill of cost was paid by the Government,
the amount of which is not recollected.

3. The case of the Commonwealth v. The Inhabi-
tants of the town of Tyringham, in the county of Berk-
shire. This was an action for money had and received,
to recover back a sum of money, which it was ailedged
had been fraudulently obtained from the Government,
by the overseers of the poor of that town. Two rc-



31

speclable Committees of the Legislature, appointed to
enquire into the facts, reported explicitly as their opin-
ion, that such fraud had been practiced upon the Gov-
ernment, whereupon the Solicitor General was ordered
to commence the suit above refered to.

This suit was first commenced in the county of Suf-
folk, according to an ancient practice, of commencing
civil suits in which the Government were a party, in the
court held at theseat of Government. Subsequently, how-
ever, the Solicitor General, at the request of the defend-
ants in the suit, was ordered to discontinue this suit, and
to commence another in the county of Berkshire. It
was not difficult to foresee what the result of this change
in the plan of trial would probably be. Accordingly it was
tried in Berkshiie and a verdict obtained against the
Govern ment.

I refer to the report of this case, now on the files of
the General Court, for its progress in Berkshire. There
was trouble and mortification in the management of it,
arising from the material variance in the testimony of
the same witnesses before the Committee of the Leeisla-a

ture, and the testimony of the same witnesses before the
Court and Jury.

4. In the case of the Brighton Bank, by a resolve of
the Legislature of the lOth of Feb. 1830, the Solicitor
General was “ directed to appear for, aid and assist the
“Commonwealth, in the investigation of the affairs of
“the Brighton Bank, now pending before a joint Com-
“ mittee of the General Court; and to take such mea-
“ sures in relation to that subject, as he may think ex-
“ pedient.”

In obedience to this resolve, the Solicitor General ap-
peared before the Committee, attended the examination
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throughout, and submitted to them a written argument,
pointing out the illegal and deceptive proceedings of the
officers of that corporation; which argument was or-
dered to be printed, and is herewith presented, togeth-
er with the report of the Committee.

The report of the Committee upon this subject, may
be found among the printed documents of the General
Court, for the political year 1829. It contains a clear
and conclusive statement of the proceedings of the cor-
poration ; by which it appears that it proceeded, from
the beginning, in direct violation of the conditions of its
charter, the whole of which are stated in the report of
the Committee, w'ho recommended a law declaring the
forfeiture of its charter, which was accepted and car-
ried into effect.

The proceedings and examinations of this Committee,
in this case, led to a development of the proceedings of
other Banks, in similar cases, which excited the sur-
prise of the Legislature, and the public.

The services of the Solicitor General, in this case, in-
volved great responsibility, and were attended with great
labor; and required constant attention during the time
the Committee had it under consideration. But the pre-
cise “time spent,” in the discharge of this duty is not
particularly recollected. —But it is stated as one of the
many instances where the extra services of the Solicitor
General arc required, and rendered.

5. There was another action commenced, against
Junes Dehone, to recover a certain sum as a tax or

duty for the sale, at public auction, of a Lease of a
budding belonging to the New England Bank. This
action drew in question the construction of the Statute
regulating sales at auction ; the decision of the Court
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was unfavorable to the Government; and probably oc-
casioned the late law of March Ist last, upon the same
subject. The Solicitor General instituted and conduct-
ed that suit, and however different the opinion of the
Court was from what he anticipated, he is not conscious
of any deficiency in the mode in which it was managed.
The “time spent” in preparing this cause for trial, and
the necessary care and attention to it in court, was of
course attended with the usual expence of time and of-
ficial labor.

6. The aid and services of the Solicitor General, are
constantly called for during the sessions of the Legisla-
ture, to attend Committees, and give such information
as he may possess, and which the discharge of his offi-
cial duties, especially on the Circuits, afford him the
opportunity of obtaining. It is impossible to ascertain
the “time spent” in these services; the Solicitor Gene-
ral can only say, that they are rendered with perfect
cheerfulness.

7. The “ time spent” out of Court, and during its va-
cations, in preparing for important trials, where questions
of law are pending, cannot be ascertained. But as has
been remarked in a former part of this statement, it re-
quires great labor, and involves the highest anxieties of
official responsibility. The mere labor of conducting a
cause in Court is trifling in comparison of what is felt
from the fears and anticipations, that the Government
may suffer from the deficiencies or mistakes to which
human nature is liable.

There have been nineteen persons prosecuted hr capi-
tal offences on the circuit, which the Solicitor General
has attended ; and in the Counties of Suffolk, Middle-
sex and Essex, during the lime embraced in the order

6
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of the House. This is mentioned as one proof of the
labor and responsibility of the Solicitor General, which is
probably seldom thought of, excepting by those who wit-
ness them. But it must be manifest, that no public prose-
cutor who has respect for himself or regard for the faithful
administration of public justice, but must suffer under
the weight of them.

Some of the persons prosecuted for capital offences,
have been convicted and executed. Others have been
found not guilty by reason of insanity. Others who
have been indicted for murder have been convicted of
manslaughter only. Others who have been charged
with other capital offences have been convicted of lesser
offences. And others have been discharged, where no
bills were found. There is no responsibility that can
devolve upon a public officer more important, or more
trying to the feelings, than that of conducting a prose-
cution against a man whose life is demanded as the just
retribution of the laws of his country, and of his Maker.

4. A statement of the number of miles travelled, with-
in the time embraced in the order of the House of Rep-
resentatives, on each Circuit.

From Boston to Worcester, 40
From Worcester to Northampton, 54
From Northampton to Springfield, 20
From Springfield to Lenox, 45
Returning from Lenox to Boston, 135

The number of miles of one circuit, 294
The number of circuits are as follows, viz.:

Spring Circuit in 1826, . . . 294
Fall Circuit in 1826, . . 294
Spring Circuit in 1827, , . . 294
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Fall Circuit in 1827, . . 294 miles.
Spring Circuit in 1828, , . . 294
Fall Circuit in 1828, .

. 294
Spring Circuit in 1829, . .

. 294
Fall Circuit in 1829, •

. 294
Spring Circuit in 1830, . . . 294
Fall Circuit in 1830, , . 294

2940 miles.Total number of miles in 10 Circuits,
Add as follows:

Three travels from Greenfield to North-
ampton, 22 miles each, . . G6

When going from Worcester to Green-
field, the difference of distance is about 10
miles, which for three terms is 30 miles, 30

One travel to Nantucket and back, 200
One do. to Concord and back, April term,

1826, ... 32
To Salem and back, thirty miles, going

and returning, as many as 6 times, during
the pendency of the prosecutions against
Joseph J. and Francis J. Knapp, and Geo.
Crovvninshield, . . 180

To Dedham and back, October term, 1826, 18

Total number of miles travelled, 3466

5. Statement of the number of Courts attended by the
Solicitor General in each year, embraced in the order
of the House of Representatives.
Boston, 2 and one adjourment 3
Middlesex, 1 and generally one adjournment, 3
Hampden, 2 ... 2
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2

Hampshire, 2
Berkshire, 2
Worcester, 2

5

y

Regular Courts in a year, 14
Fourteen Courts in a year, for 5 years, is 70 Courts.

Add as follows :

Franklin, April term, 1826, 1
“ April term, 1827, 1
“ April term, 1828, 1

Nantucket, one, July term, 1829, 1
Essex, special term, July, 1830,

and adjournment, 2
Essex, Nov. term, 1830, 1
Norfolk, Oct. term, 1826, 1

Total number of Courts attended by So
licitor General, from Jan. 1, 1826, to Jan. 1,
18.31, 78 Courts.

The Solicitor General, in the foregoing statement, has
complied with the directions of the House of Represent-
atives contained in their order of the 17th of March last,
as minutely and correctly as it has been in his power.
Very soon after the order was delivered him, he was ob-
liged to leave home on the Western Spring circuit, on
which he was absent five weeks.—He was therefore ob-
liged to employ his leisure time while on the circuit in
throwing together the materials for the statement; and
has had but a week since his return, to put it into its
present form. This is his apology for the interlinea-
tions which deface it in some places.

The proofs of the statements, so far as they purport
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to be correct, are as follow. The Solicitor General
does not pretend to he able to give a perfect statement,
in some parts required, not having the means of doing
it. This remark is particularly applicable to that part
of the statement which requires him to state, under
oath, “ the time spent,” in attending to the number of
actions ol which he has had the management. In his
remarks upon that branch of the statement, he has ex-
plained himself, and stated the extent of which he shall
consider himself bound by the oath which is to be ad-
ministered to him. As no person is named or particu-
larly authorised (as is usual in these cases) to adminis-
ter the oath, the Solicitor General will apply to the Sec-
retary of the Commonwealth in his capacity as a Jus-
tice of the peace, to perform that service.

1. As to the amount of fees received.
A document from the Treasurer’s office.

2. As to the number of cases.
The criminal cases,—to the Solicitor General's docket,

which he pledges himself to contain a true statement,
as explained under this head—except in the County of
Suffolk, which is taken from the dockets of the Courts*
As to the civil actions, to the certificates of the Clerks
of the Courts.

3. As to the time spent.
Tofacts that are notorious, as set forth in the state-

ment, in regard to the “ time spent ” on the western cir-
cuit.

To the best recollection of the Solicitor Genera] as to
the time spent in the Home counties—asset forth in the
statement.

To public documents, as to the special services requir-
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cd—and to general knowledge of the public as to “ time
spent,” in preparations for trials, and arguments, See. and
in attending Committees of the General Court.

O

4. As to the number of miles travelled.
To the statement, of the distances to and from differ-

ent places, which is a matter of notoriety, Sic.
And 5. As to the number of Courts.

To the laws of the State, by which they are established.
All which is submitted, by the Government’s dutiful

and humble servant.
DAN’L UAVI3,

Solicitor General of
Massachusetts.

Boston, May 25, 1831.

Suffolk ss. May, 24, 1831. Then appeared Hon.
Daniel Davis, Solicitor General, and made oath that the
foregoing is a true statement of facts according to his
best knowledge, recollection and belief.

Before me, EDWARD D. BANGS,
Justice of Peace.
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The Attorney for the Commonwealth of Massachu-
setts, within the County of Suffolk, in obedience to an
order of the Honorable the House of Representatives,
of the 17lh March, 1831, respectfully submits the fol-
lowing

STATE MENT:
That the number of criminal cases by him officially

prosecuted, in which the Commonwealth was a party,
during the period From Ist January, 1826, to Ist Janu-
ary, 1831, were One thousand, one hundred and

THIRTEEN —viz.:
From 1 Jan. 1825, to 1 Jan. 1827, Cases, 180
From “ 1827, to “ 1828, “ 211
From “ 1828, to “ 1829, « 216
From “ 1829, to “ 1833, “ 233
From “ 1830, to “ 1831, “ 273

Making 1113
"Where two or more persons are included in one in-

dictment, it is considered as only one case.

Of this number of one thousand one hundred and
thirteen cases, two hundred and twenty eight have
resulted in judgments that the party defendant be im-
prisoned within the State Prison in Charlestown.

The compensation for the above services of said At-
torney being a salary fixed by law, the said Attorney has
received no fees therefor; and the fees taxed in the
several cases, tiave not passed through his hands in any
instance, except that under the provisions of the Stut-

Suffolk County—Attorney's Report.
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ute of 1830, Chapter 81, the said Attorney received
for the management of twenty seven cases in the
Supreme Judicial Court in the March and November
terms, 183J, the sum of sixty-one dollars and twenty-
six cents. —The Attorney and Solicitor General then be-
ing absent.

The number of civil suits prosecuted by said Attor-
ney during the above period, in which suits the Com-
monwealth was a party, are Nineteen. On these suits
the said Attorney has caused to be paid into the Coun-
ty Treasury for the use of the Commonwealth, without
deduction for fees or commissions, the sum of Six thou-

sand NINE HUNDRED AND ELEVEN DOLLARS.

In conducting the above criminal and civil business,
it has been the official duty of said Attorney to attend
the terms of the Municipal Court, Court of Common
Pleas, and Supreme Judicial Court, being in all, Ninety
terms of said Courts.

Of the time spent in attending to these cases, the said
Attorney has no means of making a certificate with an
accuracy suitable to the solemnity of an oath.

The said Attorney takes leave to add, that in addition
to the cases above enumerated, he has been called on,
in numerous instances, for consultation and advice, by
persons having, in their own opinion, claim to some

process of the Commonwealth, where, after examina-
tion, no process has issued ;—by public officers of the
Commonwealth, for direction in their official duties,
where the interests of the State was suppo-ed to be
concerned ; —and by citizens and magistrates of other
States where the co-operation of the authority here was
deemed useful for public justice; and that in none of
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these cases has he charged or received any fee or com-
pensation in addition to his salary.

All which is most respectfully submitted.
JAMES T. AUSTIN,

Attorneyfor Commonwealth,
Suffolk County.

Suffolk, ss. Boston, May 12, 1831.
Personally appeared, James T. Austin, above named,

and made oath that the foregoing statement is true, ac-
cording to his best judgment and belief.

Before me, PETER O. TEACHER,
Justice Peace,

I, Wm. Foster Wade, Treasurer of the County of Es-
sex, hereby certify that the County Attorney for said
County, has prosecuted the number of criminal cases,
and received the fees therefor, set against the several
Terms of the Court of Common Pleas, from March, 1826,
to Dec. 1830, and has examined the number of cases,
in which no bills were found, set against the several
Terms aforesaid, all which appears by my records, as
certified to me by the Clerk of the Courts and the Coun-
ty Attorney, in his taxation of bills of costs in all the
said cases, viz.:

Essex County—Attorney's Report.
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1826. No. of
ouses,

Fe©«- Ifo. of cases,
no bills, &c.

March Term, 8 $55,88 3
June “ 5 47,10 4
Sept. “ 10 63,25 5
Dec. “ 32 195,52 17

1827. 351,75
March Term, 22 114,53 14
June “ 19 128,61 9
Sept. “ 34 188,11 16
Dec. “ 26 212,19 5

1828. 643,44
March Term, 30 168,12 14
June “ 32 203,49 11
Sept. “ 29 182,38 13
Dec. “ 31 187,41 18

1829. 741,40
March Term, 30 213,20 12
June “ 34 265,41 9
Sept. “ 36 237,68 21
Dec. “ 25 182,84 8

1830. 899,03
March Term, 14 89,89 5
June “ 29 179,00 9
Sept. “ 31 151,02 12
Dec. “ 15 109,94 12

Totals, 492 629,65 217

$3165,27.
Essex, May 18, 1831.

Errors Excepted,
WM. F. WADE, Co. Tr
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Essex ss. Salem, May 23, 1831. I hereby certify
that the foregoing statement of William F. Wade, so far
as it relates to the period, during which 1 have held the
office of County Attorney, viz., since June, 1830, and
thus including the September and December terms of
the C. C. Pleas of that year, is correct, subject, howev-
er, to the explanation given in the subjoined note. There
are four terms of the C. C. Pleas in this county in a year,
viz. one at Salem—one at Newburyport, and two at Ips-
wich, —1 travelled ninety miles in attending the two terms

of the Court above specified, and was occupied fourteen
days in attention to the criminal business. This, how-
ever, by no means includes all the “ time spent” in the
managerneut of the criminal business, but only the time
actually employed in Court, and before the Grand Jury.
Of the time occupied in various ways in the duties of the
office, during the intervals of Court, it would be very
difficult to form any thing like a correct estimate, and
to that time, I suppose, the order of the House of Rep-
resentatives does not refer.

ASAHEL HUNTINGTON,
County Attorney.

Essex ss., May 23, 1831. Subscribed and sworn to,
before me,

EBEN WILLARD,
Justice of the Peace.

Note.—The first column of figures in the statement
of the County Treasurer, represents the ivhole number
of cases requiring the attention of the County Attorney,
and includes, of course, in addition to Indictments, writs
of scire facias, appeals from magistrates, all complaints
inquired into by the Grand Jury, in which no bills were
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found, and petitions for discharge of prisoners. The
figures in the third column are not to be estimated in
addition, but the cases there enumerated form a part of
those mentioned in the first column, and include all cases
in which no bills of indictment were found, such as com-
plaints investigated by the Grand Jury, appeals from
magistrates, &c. so that the number of Indictments will
be found by taking the difference between the whole
number of cases as stated in the first column of figures,
and the number of cases as stated in the third column.
The result will show an aggregate for the whole peri-
od, of two hundred and seventy-five Indictments.

I have furnished a certificate covering the period in-
cluded in the terms of the order of the Hon. House ofRep-
resentatives, having understood from my predecessor in
office, that he should not make any return, and believ-
ing that no return could be more satisfactory than that
which is furnished from the records.

A. HUNTINGTON,
County Attorney.

Statement of the number of Courts attended, by the
County Attorney for the County of Middlesex, the num-
ber of miles travelled, the number of days attendance,
the number of cases attended to in which the Common-
wealth was a party, and the amount of fees received,
from January Ist, 1826, to January Ist, 1831.

Middlesex County—Attorney'’s Report.
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Court of Common Pleas.
Mile: Days.

Continued
Cases.

New
Cases.

Whole number
of Cases.

Pees
received.

1826, March 30 6 18 9 27 242,06

June 30 6 10 7 17 61,00
September 30 6 9 17 26 102,07
December 6 22 12 18 30 130,4-3

1827, March 30 6 9 15 24 77,77
June 30 6 14 13 27 119,08
September SO 6 11 17 28 100,90
December 6 24 15 17 32 164,72

1828, March 30 6 13 13 26 155,12
June 30 6 14 16 o 0 167,13
September 30 6 6 15 21 67,01
December 6 23 12 10 22 64,42

1829, March 30 6 11 10 21 74,89
June 30 6 12 9 21 49,08
September 30 6 10 23 33 149,78
December 6 21 15 13 28 102,87

1830, March 30 6 15 12 27 207,63
June 30 6 14 19 33 62,50*
September 30 6 24 17 41 62,50 f
December 6 IB 15 11 26 62,60 J

Supreme Judicial Court.
1827, April 30 5 1 1 2 19,76
1828, April 30 3 2 2 44,47

October 6 15 1 1 6,15
1829, April 30 6 1 1 3,23

October 6 12 11 “

1830, April 30 5 1 2 3 20,41
October 6 10 1 2 3 6,13

* Amount of fees taxed, *117,91, f!42,29, J 137,03.
The above statement does not include the unfinished

cases in the S. J. Court, which have frequently been left
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in my care by the Attorney or Solicitor General, on
their leaving the Court.

Remarks. —With respect to the days attendance in
the Courts, 1 beg leave to remark, that in the Court of
Common Pleas, when the term has not exceeded one
week, 1 have generally been laboriously employed the
whole time, (including a considerable portion of two
nights, devoted to the drawing of Indictments, with a
view to expedite the business of the Grand Jury.)—
W 1 leu the term has continued beyond the first week,
and also in the Supreme Judicial Court, the days stated
include the whole time until the day when the last case
in which the Commonwealth were concerned was dis-
posed of.

But in addition to the business attended to in the
Courts, considerable time has been necessarily employ-
ed out of Court, in attending to persons who are pur-
suing criminal prosecutions, and individuals or agents of
towns indicted, issuing summonses for witnesses, and
preparing cases for trial.

And it has been several times necessary to attend the
Law term of the Supreme Judicial Court in Suffolk, to
argue questions of law reserved upon Indictments, which
the Court had not had time to hear at the Law term in
Middlesex.

ASAHEL STEARNS,
County Attorney.

Cambridge, May 21st, 1831.
Middlesex ss. May 25, 1831. The above named

Asahel Stearns, Esquire, made oath that the above
statement by him subscribed, is true.

Before me, JOHN H. ASHMUN,
Justice of the Peace.
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Worcester County—Attorney's Report.

To the House ofRepresentatives of the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts.

The Subscriber, Attorney for the Commonwealth, for
the County of Worcester, in compliance with your or-
der of the 17th March, A. D. 1831, respectfully submits
the following Statement.

The whole number of cases in which the Common-
wealth was a party, including both civil and criminal
cases, prosecuted by me in the Court of Common Pleas
from January 1, 1826 to January 1, 1831, was two hun-
dred and thirty three. This does not include any of the
cases in which examinations were had before the Grand
Jury wherein no bill was found.

The whole amount of fees received by me during the
period before mentioned, for my official services in the
Court of Common Pleas, was twelve hundred seventy
three dollars and forty two cents.

Of the above cases prosecuted in the Court of Com-
mon Pleas, six were carried to the Supreme Court.
And the whole amount of fees received by me for at-
tending to them in the last mentioned Court, was twenty
one dollars and seventy cents.

The whole number of the terms of the Court of
Common Pleas during the period before mentioned was
twenty.

The whole number of the terms of the Supreme
Court during which the six cases before mentioned,
which were carried up from the Court of CommonPleas, were pending was nine.

It is impossible for me to stale with accuracy, “ the
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time spent in attending to such cases.” The whole
number of days of all ihe terms of the Court of Common
Pleas durhig said period was one hundred and eighty
three. The whole number of days of all the terms of
the Supreme Court, during which said six cases were
pending was one hundred and twenty two.

The said Courts during said period, have held all
their terms for the county of Worcester, in the town of
Worcester; and my own residence has, during the
same period, been in that town. The only travel on
my part to attend to cases for the Commonwealth, has
been my usual attendance upon the terms of the courts.

In the preceding statement, I have made no mention
of any of those cases which originated in the Supreme
Court, and which were in some stages attended to by
me in that court, in consequence of the absence of the
Attorney and Solicitor Generals, as I have understood
that all such cases will be embraced in the returns of
those officers.

PLINY MERRICK.
Worcester, May 4, 1831.
Worcester ss. May 5, 1831. Then personally ap-

peared the above named Pliny Merrick, and made oath
to the truth of the foregoing statement by him sub-
scribed. Before me

JONAS L. SIBLEY,
Justice of ihe Peace.
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Hampshire County—Attorney's Report.

Statement of the Attorney for the Commonwealth for
the county of Hampshire, made in pursuance of the or-
der of the House of Representatives, passed March 17,
1831.

The amount of fees received from January 1, 1826
to January 1, 1831, including fees which would have
been paid, but for the law, annexing a salary to the
office, as appears by the certificate of the county
Treasurer, was five hundred and six dollars.

The whole number of cases in which the Common-
wealth was a party, as by the certificate of the Clerk
annexed, was ninety three.

The number of Courts attended fifteen.
The county Attorney residing in the shire town, and

all the above cases having been prosecuted in the Court
of Common Pleas makes it unnecessary, it is presumed.,
to state the travel.

It is impossible to ascertain with any certainty, the
“ time spent” in the prosecution of these cases. During
the session of the Grand Jury, the whole time of the
Attorney has been usually devoted to them. They as-
semble on the second, and, generally, have been dis-
charged on the third day of the term. They have, in
no instance, been detained after the fourth day.

Of course many cases are examined before the Grand
Jury in which no bills are found.

Every one must perceive the utter impracticability of
stating from memory, after the lapse of between five
and six years, the time spent in each trial before the

7
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Traverse Jury. Some cases may have consumed an
entire day, while others may have been disposed of in
an hour or even less. The Attorney posesses no data,
which enable him to make any satisfactory statement on
this point.

It is presumed to have been the object of this order,
to obtain such information, as may enable the Legisla-
ture to equalize the compensation of the several prose-
cuting officers in the Commonwealth, the late act giving
criminal jurisdiction to the Court of Common Pleas, in
all cases not capital, having changed the nature and
amount of services required of each. If the present of-
fices are to be retained, an equitable adjustment can
hardly be made. By this statute, all criminal business,
is brought within the jurisdiction of the court held next
after the recognisances are taken. And it so happens,
that while in some counties, the business may be divid-
ed equally, or nearly so, between the Supreme Judicial
Court and the Court of Common Pleas, in other coun-
ties almost the whole of it is thrown into the Com-
mon Pleas. In this county, for instance, the Com-
mon Pleas is held on the fourth Monday in March, and
the Supreme Judicial Court about the middle, (this year
the 19th) of April. And the August term of the Com-
mon Pleas is held on the third Monday in August, and
the Supreme Judicial Court, on the Monday next pro-
ceeding the fourth Tuesday in September, leaving only
between seven and eight weeks in the year, during
which criminal prosecutions can be returned to the Su-
preme Judicial Court. Besides under the direction of
this Court, as given to the Grand Jury at the last term,
they will examine no cases, (cases of urgent necessity
only excepted) where recognisances are not taken, but



51

will leave them to the Common Pleas. And those
cases, in which complaints are made directly to the
Grand Jury, without the intervention of a Magistrate,
constitute, probably, more than one half of the whole
number in which indictments are found. The conse-
quence, therefore, of this alteration in the law, will be,
in this county as least, to relieve the Supreme Judicial
Court, of nearly the whole burden of criminal prosecu-
tions, and to fix it upon the Common Pleas. These
facts, it is believed, demonstrate the propriety of an im-
mediate revision of the laws establishing either the offi-
ces or salaries of the prosecuting officers in the Com-
monwealth.

C. £. FORBES,
Attorney for the Commonivealth

for the County of Hampshire.

I hereby certify that the amount of fees paid to C. R.
Forbes Attorney for the Commonwealth for the county
of Hampshire, (and which would have been paid to said
Attorney, but for the law giving him a salary) from Jan-
uary 1, 1826 to January 1, 1831, is five hundred and six
dollars, viz :

For year 1826, . . $75,36
“ 1827, . .

. 76,12
“ 1828, .

. 122,53
“ 1829, . . 109,05
“ 1830 . . 122,94

$506,00.
DANIEL STEBBINS,

Treasurer for the County of Hampshire
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I hereby certify that the number of cases in which
the Commonwealthwas a party, both civil and criminal,
and prosecuted by C. E. Forbes, Attorney for the Com-
monwealth for said county, from Jan. 1, 1826, to Jan. 1,
1831, was Ninety-three as appears from the Records.

Attest, J. STODDARD, Clerk.

Franklin County—Attorney ’s Report.
Greenfield, (Franklin County), May 2, 1831.

To Edward D. Bangs, Secretary of the Commonwealth.
Sir,

In obedience to the order of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the 17th of March, 1831,1 return to you
a statement of the amount of fees received by me, as
Attorney for the County of Franklin, since my appoint-
ment to that office, (which was Oct. 19, 1829) and for
my services at the Supreme Court, at the Sept. Term,
1829, where I performed the duties of Attorney by di-

rections of said Court—viz.:
Common Pleas. Cases. Sura.

Nov. Term, 1829, 8 $29,90
April “ 1830, 8 31,43
Aug. “ 1830, 4 8,50
Nov. “ 1830, 8 29,48o

28 $96,33
N. B. Many cases, each Court are investigated before

the Grand Jury where no bills are found, in such cases,
no costs are taxable for the Attorney, who is obliged to
be present at the investigation.
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There were two Indictments at the Nov. Term, last
aforesaid, which are not yet disposed of, and the fees
and cost have not been taxed.

Sup. J. Court. Cases.
Sept. Terra, 1829, 2 $7,00
Apl. “ 1830, 8 27,50
Sept. “ 1830, 9 33,75

19 $68,25
The Courts being holden in this town, I have not been

obliged to travel any distance, to attend to the business
of County Attorney.

I have spent at each Court, about three days in at-
tending to the duties of my office, making in all 21 days.

At the Court of Common Pleas before my appointment,
I did the duties of the office of County Attorney, by
the direction of the Court. Several cases were exam-
ined by the Grand Jury, but no bill found ; this was Au-
gust term, 1829, when I spent two days.

At the Sept. Term of the S. J. Court, 1830, I exam-
ined before the Grand Jury, 33 witnesses in 8 cases,
where no bills were found, for which the County Com-
missioners allowed me $20—as extra services.—l am
not certain whether the order meant to include fees re-
ceived at the S. Court, in the absence of the Attorney
and Solicitor Generals, (which I am by law entitled to
receive, over and above my salary) but I have returned
them.

I am, sir, with much respect,
Your Ob’t. Serv’t.

R. E. NEWCOMB.
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Franklin ss. May 2, 1831. Personally appeared,
before me, this day, Richard E. Newcomb, above nam-
ed, and made oath to the truth of the foregoing state-
ment.

DANIEL WELLS,
Justice of the Peace.

Berkshire County—Attorney's Report.
Great Barrington, Apl. 26, 1831.

To Edward D. Bangs, Esq. Secretary of the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts.

Sir—In pursuance of a resolve of the General Court
of the Commonwealth, of the 17th ult. I hereby, as At-
torney for the Commonwealth in Berkshire County, re-

turn into your office, the following sums, as amount of
fees received by me, as County Attorney, from Jan. 1,
1826, and ending Jan. 1, 1831,

viz.—lB26, Feb. Term, $43,90
June Term, 45,99
Oct. Term, 40,11

1827, Feb. Term, 87,17
June Term, 81,13
Oct. Term, 60,25

1828. Feb. Term, 20,73
June Term, 11,89
Oct. Term, 42,28

1829, Feb. Term, 47,62
June Term, 57,07
Oct. Term, 92,74
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61,641830, Feb. Term,
29,79June Term,
42,02Oct. Term,

$764,33
The number of Cases in which the -Commonwealth

was a party, during the above period, are as follows,
viz.—lB26, Feb. Term, Old Cases, 6, New Cases, 7,

Total, 13 Cases
June Term, 9 Cases.
Oct. Terra, 5 “

1827, Feb. Term, 6 “

June Term, 8 “

Oct. Term, 1 “

1828, Feb. Term, none.none
June Term, 2 “

Oct. Term, 8 “

1829, Feb. Term, 4 “

June Term, 8 “

Oct. Term, 5 “

1830, Feb. Term, 8 “

June Term, 2 “

Oct. Term, 8 “

In addition to the above there were 2 cases on Sci.
fac. entered at June Term, 1827.—A150, 4 cases on Sci.
fac. entered at Feb. Term, 1830.

In attending to the criminal business for the County,
I have found it necessary to attend each Court during
the whole term, and have never failed to be present at
any term, since my appointment as County Attorney.—
In revising the bills of costs, &c. returned from Justices
of the peace in the County, and making out the Gener-
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al Bill of Costs in criminal cases, I have generally been
obliged to stay at Lenox one day beyond the sitting of
the Court, at each term, to attend to that business with
the Clerk of the Court.—And when the Courts rise on
Saturday (which is generally the case), I have been ob-
liged to remain at Lenox till the Monday following, to
finish the business. 1 reside 14 miles from the Court
House. With great respect, your

Ob’t. Serv’t.
JOHN WHITING,

Berkshire ss. May 18, 1831.
Then the within named John Whiting, Esq. appeared

and made oath to the truth of the foregoing statement
by him subscribed, before me,

CHAS. SEDGWICK,

Norfolk County—Attorney's Report.
Dedham, 30th March, 1831.

Edward D. Bangs, Esq.
Sir,

In obedience to an Order of the
House of Representatives, passed on the 17th inst. I
now return to you a statement of the fees by me receiv-
ed (and to be received) as County Attorney, the num-

ber of cases, &x. &c. for five years next preceding the
Ist day of January last.

Justice of Peace.
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$602,50Fees,

To wit;—in 1826, 134,00
1827, 140,00

“ 1828, 122,00
“ 1829, 121,00
“ 1830, 86,50

Living in the town where all the Courts in this Coun-
ty are held, I have not travelled at all, within the mean-
ing of the order now obeyed.

I have kept no account of the time spent by me ex-
clusively in the business of the Commonwealth, and am
unable to give a very precise statement, on that head.
The Grand Jury have never been in session, more nor
less than two days, at each term of the Court of Com-
mon Pleas in this County, during the last five years, (ac-
cording to my best recollection), and I have always at-
tended all examinations, in person, before that body,
during those years. There have been three terms of
that Court in each year. I have also, in two or more
instances, within those years, attended to the criminal
business in the Supreme Judicial Court, in the absence
of the Attorney General and Solicitor General—and
have also been required by one of them to attend to ap-
pealed cases, in divers instances, in the Supreme Court;
and also to assist in prosecutions originally commenced
in that Court.

From the best estimate which I am able to form, I
must have attended about forty-five days in the Court of
Common Pleas—and about twelve days in the Supreme
Judicial Court, to cases “ in which the Commonwealth
was a party,” within the period embraced in the order
of the House of Representatives.

I therefore return (making no fractions of a day) as
“ time spent,' 1' 1 Fifty-Seven days.
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The “ number of Courts attended
Common Pleas, 15
Supreme Judicial Court, 8o

23
As I keep no docket, either of civil or criminal bush

ness, 1 have been obliged to examine the records and
dockets of the Clerk of the Judicial Courts in this
County, in order to state “the number of cases, civil or
criminal,” by me prosecuted during the period aforesaid.
If my search has been as thorough and accurate, as I
have endeavored to make it, I am thereby enabled to
state that during the five years next preceding the pres-
ent, I prosecuted one hundred and three criminal cases
in behalf of the Commonwealth, and three civil cases.
In this number I include all indictments pending in the
Court of Common Pleas during those years, though
some of them were found before, and others are still un-
finished. I also include those prosecutions in the Su-
preme Judicial Court, of which 1 have had the exclusive
care, at the trials by Jury, or on questions of law reser-
ved for the consideration of the full bench.

Norfolk ss. March SO, 1831. Then the above nam-
ed Theron Metcalf made oath before me, that the fore-
going statement by him subscribed, is true, according to
his best knowledge and belief.

ENOS FOORD,
Justice of Peace.

THERON METCALF.
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Bristol County—Attorney’s Report.

Taunton, May 24, 18.41.

Edivard D. Bangs, Esq. Secretary of the Commonwealth.
Since the receipt of the order of the Hon. House of

Representatives, passed March 17th, 1831, requiring re-
turns from the County Attorneys as specified in said or-
der, it has not been in my power to make out the same
with that accuracy and correctness, that the order en-
joins.

Not having kept a particular and separate account
of the same, it becomes necessary that I should not only
examine the dockets at the several Courts, but the bills
of Court that have been returned and passed to the se-
veral county treasurers within the time limited in said
order, and this service will require a considerable time,
and a close examination. After our next June Court,
I will give particular attention to the business, and make
up the returns as soon as may be.

Very respectfully
JAMES ELLIS, County Attorney

Bristol County.

Plymouth County—Attorney’s Report

To Edivard D. Bungs, Esq. Secretary of the Common
wealth of Massachusett.

Pursuant to an Order of the Hon. House of Repre-
sentatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, tin-
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tier date of March 17th, 1831, the subscriber, County
Attorney for the County of Plymouth, returns into the
office of the Secretary, the following statement under
oath, as required by the order aforesaid—viz.;

No. of Courts
each year.

Years inclu-
ded in Acct,

No. Indict’nts
found each yr.

Cases where
noßi I Is were
found, tax-
ing Bills
of Cost and
rendering a
general Bill.

Time
spent on
average

with
Grand
Jury
Trials.

Miles
travel
each

year.

Fees received from
Jan. ], 1826, to Jan-

-1,1831.
3 1826 24 13 9 75 $160,00
3 1827 28 14 9 75 170,00
3 1828 17 19 9 75 142,50
3 1829 SO 14 9 75 175,00
3 1830 21 24 9 75 152,50

15 120 85 43 375 $800,00.*

KILBORN WHITMAN,
County Attorney.

* N. B. One hundred dollars each year, has been al-
lowed by the Court of Sessions and Commissioners, —
and $2,50 for each indictment found, composes the a-
bove account—the former paid by the county, the latter
by the State.

Plymouth ss. Plymouth, May 11, 1831.
Personally appeared, Kilborn Whitman, County Attor-

ney for the County of Plymouth, and made solemn oath,
that the above statement by him made and subscribed,
is true, according to his best knowledge and belief.

Before me, WM. B. THOMAS,
Justice of Peace.
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Barnstable County—Attorney's Report.

To the Secretary of the Commonwealth.
In obedience to an order of the House of Represent-

atives of the 17th of March last, 1 hereby certify that
the amount of my fees and compensation as County At-
torney for Barnstable County, for the five years mention-
ed in said order, is three hundred and forty four dollars,
for services at the C. C. Pleas—That at the Courts of
Common Pleas for said county, within that time, 1 have
attended for the Commonwealth, to thirty-four cases, be-
ing indictments and appeals from Justices of the Peace,
and to about thirty-four other cases, being cases of per-
sons under recognizance, and of complaints before the
Grand Jury, where no bill of indictment was found. I
have spent about twenty days, being two days at each
Court—have travelled one hundred and sixty miles,
counting both ways, and attended ten Courts of Com-
mon Pleas.

I have also, within that time, received thirty two dol-
lars and fifty cents for services for the Commonwealth,
at the S. J. Court, in the absence of the Attorney Gen-
eral and Solicitor General, one term, when the cases for
the Commonwealth on the Docket were six, three of
which were continued cases, and were further continu-
ed, and the other three were indictments found and dis-
posed of at said term ;—and, I spent a part of two days,
and travelled sixteen miles, counting as above.

I have not attended to any civil case in which the
Commonwealth was a party.

The foregoing statement, if not strictly correct, is
nearly so, and is as correct as I can now make it.
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The result is as follow
Ain’t rec’d. Cases. Days. Travel. Courts.

C. C. Pleas, $344, 68 20 160 10
S. J. Court, 32,50 6 2 16 1

Petals, $376,50 74 22 176 11
NYMPH AS MARSTON
County Attorney of Barnstable County.

Barnstable, May, 1831

May 27, 1831. The above swornBarnstable
to, before me,

JABEZ HOWLAND,
Justice ofPeace.

Dukes County—Attorney’s Report.

Dukes County, May 19th, 1831.

The following is a statement of the amount of fees
received by me, the undersigned, Attorney for the Coun-
ty of Dukes County, from the Ist day of January, 1826,
until the first day of January, 1831 ; including also, the
number of cases in which the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts was a party, either civil or criminal, the time
spent in attending said cases, the number of miles trav-
elled, and the number of Courts attended.
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Number of
Courts at-
tended. Years.

No. of
Ind’t-
m’nts.

Civil
cases.

Ap’ls
from
j’stcs

Days
atten-
dance.

Miles
trav- Fees rece

Additio
Fees fr
County.

Total F
receive

2 1826 3 1 1 6 32 7,15 $2O, $27,13
2 1827 2 6 32 5, 20, 25,
2 1828 5 1 6 32 12,30 20, 32,50
2 1829 2 7 32 6, 20, 25,
2 1830 1 1 6 4,5, 9,

13 2 2 31 128 $33,65 $B5, $118,65
THOMAS DUNHAM.

Dukes County ss. Edgartown, May 19th, 1831.
Then personally appeared, the above named Thomas

Dunham, and made oath that the foregoing statement
by him made, is true, to the best of his knowledge and
belief; and also, that there are two more Indictments on
the files of Court, as yet undisposed of.

CORNELIUS MARCHANT,
Notary Public and Justice ofPeace

Nantucket County—Attorney’s Report.

Nantucket ss. A statement of Fees received by
meat the Supreme Judicial Court, between January Ist.
1826, and January Ist, 1831.

ISAAC COFFIN.

Supreme Judicial Court, July Term, 1826, His Hon-
or Isaac Parker, presided, his Honor Perez Morton, the
Attorney General, was here.

In 1827, July Term, his Honor Samuel Putnam, pre
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sided, his Honor Daniel Davis, the Solicitor General
was here.

In 1828, July Term, his Honor Samuel Sumner Wilde,
presided. The Attorney General nor Solicitor were
here.

I attended Court 4 days, and travelled one mile.
The Grand Jury found no bill at this term.
In 1829, July Term, his Honor Marcus Morton pre-

sided. The Attorney General nor Solicitor General
were here.

I attended Court 4 days, and travelled one mile.
The Grand Jury found no bill at this term.
In 1830, July Term, his Honor Marcus Morton presi-

ded. The Attorney General nor Solicitor General were
here.

I attended Court 4 days, and travelled one mile.
I received for drawing an Indictment against

Frederick Hoag, $1,26
I received for managing the cause before the

Court vs. Hoag, 2,50
I received for drawing two Indictments vs.

Jeduthan Fisher, 2,50
I received for managing two causes before

the Court, vs. Jeduthan Fisher, 5,00
I received for receiving two complaints,

against Jeduthan Fisher, 2,00
Jeduthan Fisher was not convicted on trial

before the Court.
I received for a complaint against Allen Ful-

ler, 1,00
The Grand Jury found no bill against Allen

Fuller.
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I received for a complaint against Freder
ick Hoag, 1,00

$15,25
Frederick Hoag was convicted and fined 10

dollars and costs, taxed at $35,35, which was
paid into the County Treasury by the Clerk.

The County Commissioners allowed me thirty
dollars each term for my fees before the Su-
preme Judicial Court when the Attorney Gen-
eral nor Solicitor were here, which were three
terras up to January Ist, 1831. 90,00

$105,25
ISAAC COFFIN.Errors excepted,

Nantucket, May 20th, 1831

Isaac Coffin, Esquire, the County Attorney for the
County of Nantucket, personally appeared before
me the subscriber, and made solemn oath, that the
above, and within written statement, is true, according
to his best knowledge and belief.

JOSIAH HUSSEY,
Justice of the Peace for the County of Nantucket.

Nantucket ss. A statement of Fees received by
me, Isaac Coffin, the County Attorney, at the Court of
Common Pleas, between Jan. Ist, 1826 and Jan. Ist,
1831.

Court of Common Pleas, April Term, 1826.
I attended Court four days and travelled one mile,

9
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I received fora complaint against Seth Pink-
ham, #l,OO

I received for drawing an Indictment v
Seth Pinkham, 0,65

I received for arguing the Cause before the
Court vs. Seth Pinkham, 1,50

#3,15
Seth Pinkham was tried, convicted and fined 100

dollars and costs, taxed at $14,84, which was received
and paid into the County Treasury by Benjamin Gard-
ner, Esquire, Clerk of the Court of Common Pleas.

October Term, 1826, I received a complaint
against James Bigelow, $l,OO

My fees for drawing an Indictment vs. James
Bigelow 0,65

A Nolle Prosequi was entered by the County
Attorney.

I received for a complaint against Lindsey
Riddell, 1,00

My fees for drawing an Indictment vs. Lind-
sey Riddell, 0,65

#3,30

The Indictment vs. Lindsey Riddell was quashed.
May Term 1827. 1 attended Court four days

and travelled one mile.
The Grand Jury found no Bill this Term.
October Term 1827. I attended Court four

days and travelled one mile,
1 received a complaint against Peter E. Ewer

for Assault and Battery, $l,OO
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My fees for drawing an Indictment vs. Peter
F. Ewer,

My fees for arguing the case before the Court, 1,50
3,1-6

Peter F. Ewer was indicted, tried, and sentenced
to pay a fine of thirty dollars and cost of prosecution
$14,47, which was received and paid into the County
Treasury by Benjamin Gardner, Clerk of the Court.

May Term 1828. I received for a complaint against
Seth Pinkham, 1,00

My fee received for drawing an Indictment, .0,63
My fees for managing the Cause before the

Court, 1,50

Al5
I attended Court four days and travelled one mile.
Seth Pinkham was indicted, tried, and sentenced to

pay a fine of 10 dollars and cost of prosecution, taxed
at $18,46, which was received and paid into the Coun-
ty Treasury by Benjamin Gardner, Esquire, Clerk of
the Court.

October Term 1828. I received for a complaint
against Martin Antonia, 1,00

Fees for drawing an Indictment 0,65
Fees for arguing the Cause vs. Martin Antonia, 1,50

$3,15
Martin Antonia was indicted for Theft, he was tried

and convicted and sentenced to three months imprison-
ment in the Common Jail. No costs received.

Court of Common Pleas
, May Term. 1 attended

Court four davs and travelled one mile.
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The Grand Jury found no Bill this Term.
October Terra, A. D. 1829. I attended Court

four days and travelled one mile.
T received for a complaint against William

Stevenson, #l,OO
I received for a complaint against Jethro Hus-

sey and Timothy Bigelow, 1,00

$2,00
The Grand Jury found no Bill this Term.
May Term, A. D. 1830. I attended five days and

travelled one mile.
I received for a complaint against George

Crosby, 1,003

My fees for drawing an Indictraeut against
George Crosby, 0,65

My fees for managing the Cause before the
Court vs. George Crosby, 1,503

I received for a complaint against Thaddeus
Coleman, 1,00

I received for a complaint against Samuel
Blake, 1,003'

I received for a complaint against Philip Mar-
tin Bass, 1,003

I received for a complaint against Edward
Barnard, 1,00

I received for a complaint against Samuel
Dunham, 1,00

$8,15
Court of Common Pleas, October Term, A. D. 1830.
I attended five days and travelled one mile.
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I received for a complaint against Abraham
Blish for theft, 1,00

My fees for drawing an Indictment vs. Abra-
ham Blish, 0,65

My fees for managing the Cause before the
Court, 1,50

Abraham Blish was indicted, tried, and sen-
tenced to twelve months confinement in the
House of Correction or House of Industry.

I received for a complaint against Eliza Kim-
ball at this term, 1,00

$4,16

I have received of the County Treasurer of Nan-
tucket, the sum of Twenty Dollars for each Term of
the Court of Common Pleas since January the Ist,
1826, to January Ist, 1830. That is twenty dollars for
each Term, for my fees for attending Court and the
Grand Jury, amounting to One Hundred and Sixty Dol-
lars in four years, as taxed by the Court of Sessions
and County Commissioners, for the County of Nan-
tucket. The other fees I have received as above and
within stated.

Errors excepted,
ISAAC COFFIN.

Since the Act passed March Bth, 1830, establishing
Salaries for County Attornies, I have not received any
thing yet, but I expect to receive Fifty Dollars soon
from our County Treasurer.

ISAAC COFFIN.
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