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REPORT. 

STATE OF MAINE. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE, } 
PORTLAND, Dec. 1, 1882. 

To the Governor and Council of the State of Maine: 

In compliance with statutory requirements, I have the honor to 
submit the following report of the business of this office for the pre
ceding year : 

TAXATION OF RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH COMPANIES. 

At the date of my last report the following suits, involving the 
right of the State to tax the railroad and telegraph companies, were 
pending before the Courts : 

State of Maine vs. Maine Central Railroad Company. 
State of Maine vs. Boston and Maine Railroad. 
State of Maine vs. Portland, 8aco and Portsmouth Railroad Com-

pany. 
State of Maine vs. Wes tern Union Telegraph Company. 
State of Maine vs. International Telegraph Company. 

In these suits, Messrs. Drummond & Drummond appeared for the 
:Maine Central Railroad Company, William L. Putnam for the Bos
ton and Maine Railroad, Messrs. Webb & Haskell for the Portland, 
Saco and Portsmouth Railroad Company, and Messrs. Baker & 

Baker for the Western Union and International Telegraph Com
panies. 

These several suits were brought to enforce the payment of the 
8tate taxes due from the corporations under the assessment of 1880. 
The tax against the railroad and telegraph companies was assessed 
under separate acts, and though suits were brought against all of 
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the foregoing corporations:, and pending in the Supreme Judicial 
Court in Cumberland county, it was deemed an unnecessary expense 
to the State to carry more than one of each class forward to the full 
Court. Through the courtesy of the President of the Maine Central 
Railroad, Hon. George E. H. Jackson, and Messrs. Drummond & 

Drummond, connsel for the corporation, who expressed a desire to 
have the constitutionality of the act determined without unnecessary 
delay, the case against the Maine Central was submitted to the full 
Court without the usual delays accompanying similar cases. 

In the suit against the w· es tern Union Telegraph Company, the 
testimony was taken before Judge Virgin at the April term, 1881, 
and the case went forward to the Law Court upon a full report of 
the evidence. The cases were most ably and elaborately argued by 
counsel for defendant corporations: claiming that the tax acts under 
which the assessments were made were in violation of the constitu
tional provision requiring that " all taxes upon real and personal 
estate, assessed by authority of the State, shall be apportioned and 
assessed equally, according to the just value thereof." That the tax 
was a property tax; that it was not uniform or proportional, either 
in mode or rate; that it was not apportioned and assessed equally. 
That the law undertook to tax property by classes-" one per cent. 
on railroads, two and one-half per cent. on telegraph lines, against 
one-half of one per cent. on the general property of the State." 
That it was "not enough that one railroad pays the same as another, 
one telegraph line as another, and one land owner as another; hut 
the tax on railroad, telegraph line and land owner must be alike and 
uniform in rule and rate~ varying only in aggregate, ' according to 
the just value' of the property." 

On the contrary it was argued for the State that, as the property 
of these corporations was exempt from all municipal burdens and 
taxes, the State had the power to subject such property to a general 
State tax; to be paid directly to the State, and before such tax act 
should be declared unconsti'tutional, it must affirmatively appear that 
the tax was disproportional and in excess of the valuation and 
assessment of the various towns where the property was situated. 
That if these assessments were disproportional and unequal as prop
erty taxes, and could not be sustained, the law should be upheld as 
a tax upon the business and franchise of the corporations. That 
the tax of two and one-half per cent. upon the value of the telegraph 
line, including the poles, wires and insulators, was not intended as 
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a tax upon the value of the property as so much wood and wire, 
bnt a tax upon its capacity to reap profits, determined by the length 

. of line, the number of poles and amount of wire used, and other 
cil'cumstances which affected its value as a telegraph line. That it 
was a tax npon a given employment imposed upon its business trans
acted in the State of Maine. The State had the right to exclude 
foreign corporations altogether; and if the power to exclude existed, 
the right to impose a tax upon its business transacted within the 
limits of the State must follow; and so long as such tax applied 

alike to all engaged in the telegraph b1.isiness, it was equal and uni
form~ and obviated all constitutional objections as to uniformity and 
equality of taxation. 

In the case of the railroad tax, it was claimed for the State that 
it was competent for the Legislature to require these corporations to 
pay a tax for the support of the State governmen~ which gave them 
protection. That if it could not be upheld as a direct tax upon the 
real and personal estate of the corporation, it was to be presumed 
the Legislature intended it as a franchise tax. The right of the 
State to tax the franchises of the railroad corporations as property, 
in proportion to their value, is unt{uestioirnd, and the imposition of 
the tax was bnt a proper exercise of the power granted under the 

constitution. 
The snits were sustained by the full conrt, the laws declared con

sLitntional, and jndgrnent ordered for the State for the foll amount 
claimed and interest. 

Resulting from this litigation, the following amounts have been 
collected and paid to the State Treasurer: 

Maine Central Railroad Company ............ $24,967 10 
Boston and Maine Railroad..... . . . . . . . . . .. 20,164 78 
Wes tern Union Telegraph Company and Inter-

national Telegraph Company... . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 ,436 61 

The snit against the Portland, Saco and Portsmontli Railroad Com
pany for $12,000 is still pending in Court. I believe an adjustment 
of the snit will be effected and the payme11t of the tax secured to 
the State. If not settled the case will be in order for trial at the 

next January term of the Court. 
The act relating to the taxation of telegraph companies is still in 

force, and all State faxes now levied against these co1·porations are 
under the provisions of that act. The line of the International 

Telegraph Company is controlled and operated. by the W:,estern 
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Union, and under the terms of the contract all taxes assessed against 
the International are payable by the Western Union. 

The favorable decision of the Court, sustaining the constitution
ality of these acts, cannot be over-estimated. It is of vital and 
paramount importance to the people of the State, and establishes a 
governing principle for future assessments against all telegraph 
companies exercising their powers and franchises within the State. 

Since the enactment of the statute imposing a State tax upon 
telegraph companies, a charter has been granted the Eastern Tele- ~, 
graph Company of Maine, and a line has been constructed from 
Boston to Portland, Bangor., Lewiston, Augusta, Bath, Belfast and 
other important points. The statute relating to the taxation of 
business of this character has been applied to this new corporation. 

In this connection it will be observed that numerous charters have 
been granted by the Legislature, authorizing the construction and 
operation of telephone lines within the State, granting authority to 

those eorporations to locate and construct their lines along any pub
lic highway or bridge, or along and upon any line of railroad, but 
in such manner as not to incommode the customary public use there

of. Various lines have been constructed and are now in successful 
operation within the State. Other similar corporations have been 
organized under the general law with limited powers. 

The act relating to the taxation of telegraph lines is not construed 
as applying to these corporations. They subserve in many respects 
the same ends and purposes, and are endowed substantially with the 
same powers. If, upon examination, it is deemed advisable that 
these corporations shall bear their rroportion of the public burdens 
in return for the privileges granted, the subject will receive the favor
able consideration of the Legislature. 

All State taxes against the railroad corporations are now assessed 
under the provisions of chapter 91, public laws of 1881. The 
statute of 1880, relating to taxation of this character, and by Virtue 
of which the taxes against the railroads heretofore alluded to were 
assessed, was repealed by the foregoing enactment. The present 
statute provides for an annual excise tax against every corporation, 
person or association operating any railroad in this State, for the 
privilege of exercising its franchises. 

The assessment is made by the Govern\fr and Council, payable 
one-half on the first clay of July next after the levy is made, and 
the other half on the first day of October following. In case of non-
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payment an action of debt may be maintained in the name of the 
State to recover the tax with ten per cent. interest. The Governor 
and · Council, in the performance of the duty required by the act, 
assessed the various railroads and reported their proceedings to 
the State Treasurer. 

The following corporations have promptly paid the taxes assessed 
against them for the present year : 

Maine Central Railroad Company.... . . . . . . $28,156 18 
Boston and Maine Railroad . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18,626 62 
Eastern Railroad Company ................ . 
European and North American Railway ..... . 
Portland Horse Railroad, i ................ . 
St. Croix and Penobscot .................. . 
Sandy River Railroad ..................... . 
Bucksport and Bangor .................... . 
New Brunswick.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 
Somerset Railroad ........................ . 

18,652 86 

4,713 92 
950 14 
89 07 
34 63 

49 50 

20 12 
67 20 

It is claimed by several of the corporations that there is no legaC 

liability 01· obligation on their part to pay the assessments madr· 
against them, and they have accordingly :refused. 

The principal companies assessed under the act of 1881, so refus.,.-
ing, are: 

Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada ... $21,66:5 22 
Knox and Lincoln Railroad Company . . . . . . . . 1,235 85 
Portland and Ro~hcster Railroad Company . . . . 2 ,355 62 
Portland and Ogdensburg Railroad . . . . . . . . . . 2,04 7 87 
Bangor and Piscataquis Railroad Company.... 457 49, 

The question as to the constitutionality of the statute under which 
these assessments were made has never been before our Courts for 
determination. Accordingly in the month of September last, for 
the purpose of determining that question and compelling the pay
ment of these taxes to the State, I commenced pro<teedings against 
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada to recover for the 
State the amount of tax then due from that corporation, and the 
suit was entered at the October term of the Supreme Judicial Court 
in Cumberland county. The defendant, being a foreign corporation, 
the statute of the United States authorized it to transfer the action 
to the United States Circuit Court. The corporation, through its 
counsel, availed itself of this provision of la.w, and. the case wa& 
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transferred, by order of the Supreme Court of the State, to the 
Circuit Court for trial. It will probably be in order for hearing at 
the next session of the Court at Portland in April. Proceedings 
will be instituted against other delinquent corporations to enforce 
the payment of the taxes due from them. 

It will be observed that in levying a tax upon property of this 
character, serious difficulties have been experienced in devising a 
system which in its practical operation would bring to the State an 
equitable tax, and at the same time keep within the constitutional 
inhibition relating to uniforniity and equality of taxation. 

The propriety of requiring the large corporations operating ex
tensive lines of railroad within the limits of the State to pay a tax 
of some character, whether in the form of an e;;ccise or property tax, 
cannot be successfully qneBtioned. Some of these corporate bodies 
are created and have their existence under the laws of another State 
or conntry ; a large proportion of their stockholders reside beyond 
the jnrisdiction of the Sta1:e, and are not snbject to our laws like 
stockholders of domestic corporations. They are accorded the 
privilege of maintaining their road-way through the principal towns 
of the State, of running their engines and cars and exacting tribute 
for the carriage of passengers and freight. They are protected by 
our laws and share the benefits of good government, and should 
contribute towards its support. It has not been the policy of the 
State .to deal otherwise than fairly and justly with these corporations. 
They have conferred immense benefits upon the interests of agricul
ture and commerce, and aided materially in tlie development of our 
State. All legislation should be just to the proprietors of the rail
roads, and at the same time carefully protect the public interests. 

If the constitutionality of the act under which proceedings are now 
pending in the courts shall be sustained, it will settle for future time 
this important question of taxation which has occupied the attention 
of the public mind for sever.al years, and secure to the State in future 
the amount of revenue that should come from such sourees. 

TAXATION OF EXPRESS COMPANIES. 

The act relating to the taxation of express companies was passed 
in 1880. The law provides that all express companies doing express 
business on any railroad, steamboat or vessel in this State, shall 
annually pay to the State Treasurer three-fourths of one per cent. of 
the gross receipts of such business' for the year, excluding the re-
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ceipts on goods or merchandise in transit through the State, such 
tax being in lieu of all local taxation. The first assessment under 
the act was made June~' 1881, and the taxes became due and pay
able on the first day of May last. 

The entire assessment amounted to the sum of $1,579.66, the 
principal portion of the same being against the American Express 
Company, a corporation chartered under the laws of New York. 
This corporation, having refused payment, I commenced proceedings 
to enforce the collection of the tax. On the fourteenth day of 
August last, the company filed with the Governor and Council an 
application for delay of action, proposing to submit an estimate of 
the receipts of the company at the various points in the State on 
which to base a tax, and if such estimate was found satisfactory, it 
was proposed to ask an abatement of the taxes already assessed. 
The subject was referred to the committee on taxation and expendi
tures aud a temporary stay of proceedings was granted. Unless a 
satisfactory adjustment of the tax is effected without delay, I 
recommend that proceedings for its collection he resumed. 

Attention is called to the provisions of the statute requiring these 
companies annually, on or before the fifteenth day of l\Iay, to make 
a return to the Governor and Council, verified by oath, stating the 
amount of receipts for all express matters carried within the State 
for the year ending on the first day of April preceding. These re
turns furnish the basis upon which the assessment is ma(le. Several 
of the companies, claiming that the act is unconstitutional, have 
refused to fumish the required returns the present year, and the Gov
ernor and Council were obliged to assess the tax upon the best infor
mation attainable. The law provides a penalty of twenty-five dol
lars per clay for every day's neglect to furnish such returns, to be 
recovered for the State in an action of debt. It was the purpose of 
the Legislature in passing the act to require only a fair and equita
ble tax from such companies, and subject them to no further penalties 
or burdens. If the course pursued for the present year in refusing 
returns is to be persisted in-the Governor and Council left without 

the required information upon which to base a tax, and the State 
snbjected to litigation in enforcing those already assessed, it may 
be considered advisable to commence an action to recover for the 
State, the penalties already accrued under the law amonnting to 
several thousand dollars in excess of the companies assessments. I 
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trust upon reflection the companies will decide to adjust t~eir several 
assessments. 

INSURANCE TAXATION. 

During the present year there has been paid the State under the 
provisions of the tax act applying to insurance companies, the sum 
of $15,609.92. In June last the Home Insurance Company, a cor

poration created by the laws of the State of New York, commenced 
proceedings in the Courts to test the constitutionality of certain 
provisions of the act under which the insurance taxes are assessed, 
claiming that they were not legally bound to pay the sums assessed 
against them. The suit is still pending in the Supreme Court and 
will be argued upon questions of law arising in the case, at the next 
session of the Law Court for the Western District, in July next. 
Other companies doing business in the State have promptlJ paid 
their assessments without subjecting the State to litigation. 

BUSINESS CORPORATIONS, 

The statutes relating to the organization of business corporations 
will receive the attention of the Legislature. In numerous instances 
corporate bodies are being created, and in no way or form contribut
ing to the resources of the State in return for the privileges granted. 
Some revenue should be secured from this source. Whether it shall 
be in the form of a reasonable fee, to be paid directly to the State 
Treasurer for the benefit of the State, upon organization, or secured 
in some other manner, will be determined by the Legislature. 

It will be found upon examination that many organizations have 
been formed in the State, not for the accumulation of wealth, but 
having in view some district, village or town improvement, or aiding 
in the advancement of the great agricultural and other material 
interests of th~ State, or for purposes of a like character. These 
organizations, in many instances, have assumed the form of corpora
tions, and under a strict construction of the law are liable to make 
the required returns and ineur the penalty for such neglect. I think 
it may be safely said that if taxable property exists belonging to such 
organizations it is open (J,ncl visible, and whatever assessment may 
be made by the assessors will be directly upon the property, and no 
advantage can result to the State by requiring returns from such 
beneficial organizations. A modification of the statute, in this re
spect at least, may be deemed desirable by the Legislature. 
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A suit is now pending, commenced in April last, against the 
Androscoggin Railroad Company to recover for the State the penalty 
prescribed by statntc for refusal of the corporation to file with the 
Secretary of State returns required by law. Complaint having been 
made to me of such neglect, the statute of 1881 required the fore
going proceedings. 

REVISION OF THE PUBLIC LAWS. 

Under a resolve passed at the last session of the Legislature, the 
revision of the public laws of the State was committed to Hon. 
Charles \V. Goddard. It has required a vast amount of research 
and labor, and will be submitted to the Legislature at the corning 
session. The report accompanying the revision contains many val
uable suggestions and recommendations for consideration. 

LIFE SENTENCES. 

At the Jan nary term of the Supreme J uclicial Court, held at Saco, 
in the County of York, by Judge Barrows, Sarah F. "\Yhitten was sen
tenced to imprisonment for life for the murder of her infant child. 

Chester S. Cunningham of Cherryfield, in the County of "\Vashing
ton, was indicted at the last April term of the Supreme J ndicial 
Court, held at Calais, for the murder of Harriet E. Sprague on the 
nineteenth day of March last. They had lived in the same neigh
borhood, and for some years had been on the most friendly terms. 
A short time before the murder she had declined to receive his atten
tions. 

The crime was committed on Sunday evening while returning from 
church. It was claimed in defence that the prisoner was temporari-
1 v in.sane. The prosecution contended that there was evidence of 
deliberation on the part of the accused, and offered evidence of pre
vious threats by the prisoner. The jury returned a verdict of mur
der in the seconcl degree, and the prisoner was sentenced for life. 

The prosecution of the c~se was admirably conducted by Charles 
B. Rounds, Esq., County Attorney of "Washington county, the 
Attorney General being engaged at the time in other important State 
cases. The prisoner was defended by John F. Lynch and E. B. 
Harvey, Esq rs. Judge Danforth presided at the trial. 

Mary Glynn,was tried at the August term of the Snpreme Judicial 
Court in the County of Penobscot, charged with the mm;der of 
Patrick Glynn. The defence was insanity. The jury found the 



12 ATTORNEY GENERAL'S REPORT. 

respondent guilty of murder in the first degree, and she was sen
tenced to imprisonment for life.. In the preparation of the case, and 
during the trial, I received the efficient aid of B. H. Mace, Esq., 
County Attorney. The defence was conducted by P. G. White and 
A. J. Merrill, Esq rs. Judge Peters presided at tlle trial. 
· Tlle murder of Howard E. Hurd by his brother, Eugene C. Hurd, 

occurred in Harmony, Somerset county, on the fifth day of August 
last. An indictment was found at the September term of the Conrt 
held at Skowhegan. It was claimed in defence that the crime was 
committed under sudden and great provocation, and that the respon
dent should only be held for manslaughter. It was claimed for the 
State that there was evidence of preparation on the part of the 
respondent to slay bis brother; that the prisoner's previous and 
subsequent acts indicated a formed design to take his life. The 
jury found the prisoner guilty of murder in the first degree, and he 
was immediately sentenced to imprisonment for life by Judge Virgin, 
who presided at the trial. 

The defence was conducted by Hon. S. D. Lindsey and E. N. 
1\ferri1l, Esq. In the prosecution of the case I was ably assisted by 
Levi Greenleaf, Esq:, County Attorney. 

I do not deem it necessary to give a detailed statement of the 
circumstances attending the commission of these crimes. The sim
ple narration of the fact is sufileient, anc1 carries with it its owu 
force. 

Dming the past two years six citizens of the State, upon trial, 
have been convicted of murder in the jfrst degree j one of murder 
in the second degree. Two in addition have been senteneed to 
imprisonment for life npon the plea of guUt,11, and two verdicts of 
manslanghter have been rendered. In my last annual report atten
tipn was cn.lled to the frequency of these horrible crimes, and the 
barbarous brutality exhibited in their commission. Those of the 
present year seem to he accompanied with deeds of violence equally 

atrocious. 
·The futnre protection and safety of our citizens demands a most 

rigorous enforcement of all statutes for the security of human life. 
I have, therefore, regarded it as an act of dnty to the administration 
of justice, so far as within my power, to attencl the prosecution of 
these important cases. I have in all instances reeefred the efficient 
aid and cordial co-operation of the prose<.:uting o{i::icers of the vari
ous counties. 
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An indictment is now pending in Sagadahoc county, against Ser
geant Kelly of the United States Army, for the murder of Frank A. 
Smith in August last. 

,Joseph Hendersvn of Somerset county is now confined in jail 
charged with the murder of William McDonald in September last. 

Cm:mNAL BusINESS IN THE COUNTIES. 

The amount and character of the criminal business in the different 
counties will appear in the accompanying tables. 

I have attended the sessions of the Law Court, and Table A em
braces a list of the cases there disposed of. 

The business of this office, in connection with the affairs of the 
State government and its various officials, will be found upon the 
files of the different departments. 

Very respectfully, 

HENRY B. CLEAVES, 

Attorney General. 

NOTE.-The tax due from the American Express Company for the year ending on 
the first day of April, 1881, was paid in full after the foregoing Report had been 

made. 
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Table A, 
Gim:ng Ust of State cases in the Law Cou1·t, in which decisions ha,ve 

been rendered since November 1, 1881. 

WESTERN DISTRICT. 

COUNTY OF. CUMBERLAND, 

State vs. Darby Cady, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State by scire facias, vs. _.7111'.chael Burke et als. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward McCarthy, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard H. Parker, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep

tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs . . Harvey Free,nan, aplt. Search aud seizure. Excep

tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Richw·d H. Parker, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep

tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Richard H. Parker, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep

tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. James Bradley, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 

overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Richard O'Connell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep

tions overruled. ,Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Richard O'Connell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep

tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard O'Connell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Owen ·woods, aplt. Search and seizure. ExceptionH 

overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. James Bmdle11, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptio11s 

overruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Henry A. Hm·ding, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep

tions overruled. .Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. William H. Dyer, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Willia.m H. Coleman, aplt. Search and seizure. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas A. Delay, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William H. Quinn, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas 0. Freeman, aplt. Search and seizure. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard O'Connell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. J ucJgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard O'Connell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Moses Jlforrill, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. .Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Mary Sullivan, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Wilfred F. Coggins, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward H. Oolerrian, aplt. Search and seizure. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Wilfred F. Coggins, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William J. McDonald, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. JJJ:ichael Tooney, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. J ndgment for the State. 

Sta,te vs. John F. !]ates. Polygamy. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Carrie Russell, alias Carrie Reed. Nuisance. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Susa.n T. Dunlap. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Bertha R. Taylor. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Mary L. flaring, alias Madame Lopez. Nuisance. 
Exceptions sustained. 

State vs. James M. Cobb. Gaming house. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 
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State V8. Richard H. Parker. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard Ef· Pm·ker. Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard H. Parker. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas A. Delay. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jmnes D. MDore. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Janies Durnphy. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

SYate vs. James Dumphy Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Janies Dmnphy. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William J. Roach. Common seller. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. lVWiam J. Roach. Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William, J. Roach. Drinking house. :Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thonias Hone. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas Hone. Common seller. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ann Inch. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. Judg
ment for the State. 

State vs. Ann Inch. Drinking house. . Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State by scire facias vs. George Noyes et als. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John H. Flaherty, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Michael Lee, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ann Inch, aplt. Search and s~izure. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Lawrence Halcrow, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Jwmes Welch, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overniled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank W. Webster, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Nathan E. Collins, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. J ndgment for the State. 

State vs . .Annie Biirke, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for.the State. 

State vs. Jarnes Brciclley, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Eclwarcl F. Carty, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard O'Connell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James JlfoGlinchey, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thornas L. Kirnball, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. TVilliam PaZ:ne, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
o,rerruled. Judgment for the State. 

6tate vs. Hugh Dana, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. J uclgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick Plttnkett, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overmled. J uclgment for th~ State. 

State vs. Patrick Flaherty and Kclte Flaherty, aplts. Search and 
seizure. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas O' Neal and Daniel Hayes, aplts. Search and 
seizure. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Charles E. Tinimons, aplt. Search ['.nc1 seizure. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John D. Flynn. Assault and battery. Exceptions 

overruled. Judgment for the State. 
St,ate vs. Samuel E. Cushing. N11isance. Exceptions overrnled. 

Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Darby Cacly. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. J udg

ment for the State. 
State vs. Darby Cacly. Common seller. Exceptions overruled. 

Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Darby Cacly. Drinking house. Exceptions overruled. 

Judgment for the State. 

2 
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State vs. Richard O'Connell. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richarcl O'Connell. Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richard O'Connell. Drinking honse. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. ~Michael Fay. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. Judg
ment for the State. 

State vs. ]Jficlwel Fay. Common seller. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Aficlwel Pay. Drinking house. Exceptions overmled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick and ]{ate ·Flaherty. Nnisance. Exceptions 
overruled. ,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick Flahedy. Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. Jnclgrnent for the State. 

State vs. Patrick Flaherty. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. J ndgment for the State. 

State vs. Dai}id Ii?'.nnehan. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled . 
. Judgment for the Rtate. 

State vs. David hinnelw,n. Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. J ndgment for the State. 

State vs. Dari.:id Linnehan. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edwcird F. Carty. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

Stale vs. Edward P. Carty. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James Bradley and John Murphy. Nuisance. Excep
tions overruled. Jndgment for the State. 

State vs. John Mnrphy. Common seller. Exceptions overruled. 
,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John JJfurphy. Drinking house. Exceptions overruled . 
. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Hugh Dana. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. Judg
ment for the State. 

State vs. Hugh Dana. Drinking house. Exceptions overruled. 
,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Michael Clancy. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled . 
. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs . .1lfichael Clancy. Common seller. Exceptions over
ruled. J ndgment for the State. 

State vs. James Welch. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. ,Judg
ment for the State. 

State vs. Jcimes Welch. Drinking house. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Hugh Doherty. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled . 
. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Hugh Doherty. Drinking hon~e. Exceptions overruled . 
. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James H . .1lfcGlinchey. Nuisance. Exeeptions over
ruled. J nclgment for the State. 

State vs. James H. J1fcGUnchey. Common seller. Exceptions, 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick Phtnkett. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled .. 
. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Pete~' E._ Deehan. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled .. 
,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Peter E. Deelwn. Drinking house. Exceptions o,v.er
ruled. J uclgment for the State. 

State vs. Jmnes fricClitskey. Nuisance. Exc~ptions overruled .. 
,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John H. Flaherty. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled .. 
,Tudgment for the State. 

State vs. RicTwnl H. Parke1·. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled . 
. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Richarcl H. Parker. Drinking house. E.."'(ceptions over-
ruled. J ndgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas O'Neil. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled._ 
,Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Charles E. Timmons. Nt1isance. Exceptions over"· 
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ruj1.is H. Waite. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. J t1clgment for the State. 

State vs. Tlwnws L. K'l.'.rnball. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
,Judgment for the State. 

Sta.te vs. John Anclerson. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled . 
. J ndgmen t for the State. 

State vs. John Anclerson. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Sits an 1.Wcllfinni11ian.' Nuisance. Exceptions overruled . 
.Tndgment for the State. 

State vs. Philip O' Neal, aplt. Search a.ml seiznre. Exceptions 
overruled .. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick C. Nitgent, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the Sfate. 

State vs. Patrick 0. Niigent, a.plt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Elizabeth Conley, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overrnled. J ndgment for the State. 

Stute vs. Pete1· Dailey, aplt. Search a.nd seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State YS. Jmnes Braclley, aplt. · Search ~mcl seizure. Exceptions 
overrnled. J nclgment for the State. 

~tate vs. Frank _JfcGlinchey, ap1t. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overrnled. Judgment for the State. 

Nate vs. Bernercl Devine, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overrnled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick F. O'Conno1·, aplt. Search aml seizure. Ex
ceptions overruled. J ndgment for the State. 

State vs. John 1-fo~Iinnirrnan, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Patrick Deehan, aplt. Search and seizure. Exceptions 
overruled. J udgrnent for the State. 

State vs. Peter E. Deehan, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for tlle State. 

State vs. James J1'IcCluskey, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James Braclley. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James Braclley. Drinking house. Exceptions overrnled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Peter Daley. Nuisance. :Motion and exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Peter E. Deehan. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. ,Judgment for the State. 

,State vs. Peter Daley. Drinking house. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jmnes H. and Frank McGlinchey. Nuisance. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. James H. and Frank ]lfcGlinchey. Drinking house. 
Exceptions overruled. ,J ndgment for the State. 

State vs. James .AicCluske!J. N nisance. Ex<:eptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James .JfcCluskey. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Philip O'Neil. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. J uclg
ment for the State. 

State vs. lVilliam Paine. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. lVilliam II. Quinn. Nuisance. Exceptions overrnled. 
Judgment for the State. 

Stcite vs. Wil1i'.arn II. Quinn. Drinking house. Exceptions over
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ja;nes lVelcll. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. Judg
ment for the State. 

State vs. James lVelch. Drinking house. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs . • John Brown. Nuisance. Exceptions overrnled. J udg
rnent for the State. 

COUNTY OF YORK. 

State vs. John J. Traynor. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 

,Judgment for the State. 
State vs. John J. Trayno1·. Common seller. Exceptions over

ruled. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. John J. Tra!J1ior. Drinking house. Exceptions over

ruled. J uclgment for tlle State. 

MIDDLE DISTRICT. 

COUNTY OF KNOX. 

State vs. Benjamin L. Jones. Assault and battery. Case to 

stand for trial. 
State vs. Sarn'l Tyler et als. Rescue. Exceptions sustained. 
State vs. Laura Rawley. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 

,Judgment for the State. 
State vs. George B. Gilman. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 

Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Alice .,_lfulligan et al. Larceny. Exceptions overruled. 

,J udgrnent for the State. 
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COUNTY OF KENNEBEC. 

State, by libel, vs. Intoxicating liquors. E. C. Moffit, claimant. 
Liquors seized to be returned to claimant. 

State vs. Mark Perkins. Violation of liquor law. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Geo1·ge A. Brann. Violation of liquor law. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. W. Dexter Wldtnwre. Violation of liquor law. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. W. Dexter Whitmore. Violation of liquor law. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jos. Ernery, aplt. Violation of liquor law. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thornas L. Springer. Violation of liquor law. Excep
t10ns overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Elijah W. Barker. Violation of liquor law. Excep
tions overruled. J uclgment for the State. 

State vs. lV. Dexter Whit,more. Violation of liquor law. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the Sta~e. 

State vs. Elijah W. Ba1·ker, aplt. Violation of liquor law. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Elijah W. Barker. Violation of liquor law. Excep
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Waliarn D. Whitrno·re. Violation of liquor law. Ex
ceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John F. Young. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

COUNTY OF SAGADAHOC. 

State vs. Edgar R. Snow. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. Robert J{aulback, aplt. Exceptions overruled. J udg
ment for the State. 

State vs. Danfrl O'Leary, aplt. Exceptions overruled. Judg
ment for the State. 
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TABLE B, showing the number of prosecutions and the ojfences,for 
the year ending November 1, 1882. 

Androscoggin . 87 .. . ... 10 7 .. 

Aroostook • . . . 39 .. 2 .. 4 .. 

Cumberland . . 381 .. 3 no 2 .. 

Franklin • . • . . 15 .. 

Hancock.. . . . . 26 .. 4 71 .. 

Kennebec. . . . . 79 .. 5 .. 

Knox........ 90 .. 1 ..•. IO 2 .. 

Lincoln. . . . . . . 12 .. 2 •. 

Oxford....... 23 .. 

Penobscot .••.. 81 l 1 6 2 .. 

Piscataquis •.. 8 . . 1
1 

I 

Sagadahoc.... 33 l .. 3 .... 

Somerset . . . . . 39 I .. 6. 

4 

19 

6 

16 

2 5 

l . • • . 5 

2 9 

I.... 9 .. 

6 3 . . 18 34 3 

l .... . . . . . 11 ... 

3 .. 123 217 12 

2 .. 10 •.. 

4 3 

2 .. 43 2 

6 4 • • • . 3 17 24 15 

2 •••••. 

2 .. 

1 .. 

1 .. 

1 .. 

5 ... 

10 2 

54 4 

21 3 

16 4 

48 .. 11 . . 5 1 16 i.. 1 1 

26 11.. .. 2 " 2 +. 14 

Waldo ....... . 

Washington .. 

21 

York ....... . 186 . . . . . . 1 I 7 1 . . . . • • . 3 1.. 1 . . . .. 2 • . . 163 7 

1173 ,114 3 s24l751ol .. 2 16108: •• 21112 11 8159 627 78 
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TABLE C, showing the disposition and result of prosecutions during 
the year, and their condition on November I, 1882. 

Disposition during year 
ending Nov. l, 1882. 

Condition at 
end of ye!tf 
Nov. I, 1882. 

Sentences. 

c 00 ~ ~ 
COUNTIES. o ..., o ro .:: ::s 

::, g~ c ~ ~i51 ~ -~.::] 
:;; ...._ ~,, ol • Ci:! O '+< ,-:i § ,;:: ..C 

2 .'; 2 ~ § . ~ c ~ "g ~ : -~ ~ t ia5 o 

I
] :' Z :' ~ l:j g ; ~ g g g g 15 ~ ~ ~ a ~ 
..;;: o .:: o ·3 .. Q;l ::s I Q) ..... ..... Q;l ·.:::: ,l,:l Q;l ""=' o O "' 
cf L; ;;., z 00 c "t o'i ~ "'i: -:: -:: c ~ ~ . 0 ~ ~ 

________ & : a: ~ 
1
8 35 . < / ~ 8 8 35 :3 a _ ci5 8 'o ~ ~ 

Androscoggin............ 2 231 32 2;.... 64 16(; 4 5 10 . . 20 

A,oostook....... • • • • . . • . I 18 9 11.... 59 17 .2 6 . 

Cumberland •....•••.•... 

1

2 24 64 236 4 .. . . 23 123 44 70 . . 248 

Franklin., ...•........•... 4 1 .... 11 3 .... .... 
Hancock... .. . . . . . • . . . . l 3 4 9 1 .... 24 6 

Kennebec • . . . . . • • . . • . . . l .... 

Knox .......•......•.... 

24 13 5i' ... 60 35 5 

5 14 2 .... 87 9 10 6 

Lincoln ......•........... 

Oxford ••..........•..•.. 

4 51 .... 
10 ..•. 29 19 .•...... 4 

Penobscot .............. . 14 45 11 2 . . . . 27 53 4 

1 .... 
I 

Piscataquis ......•.•..... I .. 

Sagadahoc ..•.......•... / .. 

3 . . • . . . . . 18 

2 .... 26 6 .••..••. 

Somerset .•.•...••....... 34 2 .... 75 .•.. 

Waldo ..•........ '°.. .. . . 3 .... 13 1 .••. 30 .... 

Washington ............ . 15 13 9 5 . .. 5 

York................... 3 13 77 42 5 61 31 ..... 

.... .. 3 

2 .. I 

7 .. 6 

2 . 8 

l .. 5 

4.. is 

2 .. 

l .. 

5 .. 

5 •• 

17 •• 

14 

10 

6 

3 

23 

12 75: 351 427 24 5 596 452 70 41 132 .. 381 
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TABLE D, giving list of persons sentenced in the different counties, 
with the offences and sentences. 

ANDROSCOGGIN COUNTY. 

NAMES. Offences. Imprisonment 
Fines 
and 

Costs. 

Elizabeth Cole •......•..... R'.~ceiving stolen goods .... 2 months in jail.. . . . $65 75 
E. N. Chevalier .•••....... Commc,n seller... .. . . . . . . . • • . . . .• . . . . . . .. . 113 40 
Morris O'Connell •...•...••. Larceny . . . . . . . . . . • • • . • . . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 00 
John Lannigan ...•..•..•... Compound larceny ..••.•.. 18 mcnths in jail •... 
Dennis Strout . . . • • • . . . . . . . . do do 2 years in State prison. 
RenselLier Gillson . . . . . . . • • • do do 2 years in State prison. 
George Legrange •...•..•... Larceny from the person .. 10 months in jail .... . 
Michael Buckley • . . . . . . • • . Adultery.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... 100 00 
Milry A Ross ..•••..••••.•. Abortion ............... 8 months in jail. •.... 547 30 
Frank B. Perkins........... do 4 months in jail. ..... 347 30 
L. W. Brown .............. Assault and battery ....... 1 . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 25 00 
Maurice O'Connell ...••••... Receiving stolen goods .••• '360 days in jail ..... . 
Martin Coffee .............. Nuisance ................................ , . . 50 00 
Dennis Sullivan . . • • .•••••. i\lalicious mischief... . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . • . • • .. . . 10 00 
Elizabeth A. Cole .......... l{eceiving stolen goods.... .. . . . . • . . . . • . . . • . . • . 50 00 
Ann Haley .... , ........... Nui~ance .................................... 100 00 
James Burnbatn ..•..•....•• Libel.... .. . . . .. . . • • . . • • .. • . • . • • . . . . . . • . . . . . 20 00 
John Burns ................ Search tmd seizure , . . . . . . . • • . . . • • • • • . . • • . . . 111 44 
:Frank E. Knowlton, and 

James M. Woodman, /Nuisance .................................... 112 00 
A .. B_. Pray ................ 1Search and seizure •...•........• : ........ : ... 1112 00 
Wilham F. Murray •.••.••.. Compound larceny ....•.•. 

1

5 years m State prison I 

Thomas Cordon ............ Nui8ance ...........•.... 3 rnonth_s in jail..: .. . 

E. ~. Chevalier ............ Nuisance ................................... :207 00 
Thomas Conley..... . . . . . . . Compound larceny ........ 

1

4 years m State;mson 

Attempt to broak and enter 
John Shields... . • .. . . . . .. • . and commit larceny ..... !3 months in jail .•.... 
George W. Tarr • • • . . . . . . • Adultery.,...... . . • • . . • . . . . . . . • • • • • • . . • . • • • • 61 64 
Elizabeth Fall, alias Elizabeth 

French... . .. . . . . . . • • . .. .. do .. • • . • • • .. • • . .. • • • • . 61 6-i 
Hollis E Tryon .. .. . . . . .. . . do .................... 100 00 
Jame~ Haley ............•.. Larceny from person .•..•. 13 years in State prison. 
Michael McDonald .•........ ]Nuisance... . .....•.••.. 1

1

6 tnonths in jail. •.... 
Kate O'Connell..... • . • • • . . . do . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 00 
Peter Gegan •..••.•....•.•. Intoxication & disturbance. 70 days in jail •....•• 

George Prichard .•••..•••... 
Alexander Smart •.•...•••.. 
Charles Tweedie.. • . • . • . ... 
Robert Palen ..•..•••••.•••. 
James Bean ............. . 
Nora Bean .•••••••••••••••• 
Nora Bean ............•••. 
Dennis Lennehan •....•.•... 
Norman McLean ........... . 

AROOSTOOK COUNTY. 

Larceny .• • • ............ 60 days in jail ...... . 
Assault with in't to ravish. 5 years in State prison 
Forgery . , ............... 3 years in State prison 
Larceny in night time .•.. '2 years in State prison 
Assault and battery •...•. 5 months in jail. ••.•. 

do do 3 months in jail.. .•.. 
do do 3 months in jail. •.... 
do do 4 months in jail .•.••• 
do do •••••••••••••••••••. 100 00 
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TABLE D- Continued. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY. 

NAl\1ES. Offences. Imprisonment. 

Charles E Littlefield ........ Nuisance .................................. .. 
Joseph Perry... . . . . • • • • . . . . do . . • . . . . . . . ........ . 
Cordis L. Longley . . . . . . . . . . do ....•.• , •..•.•...... 
Thomas Hone . . . . . . . • . . • . • do ...•................ 
Cordis L. Longley . . • . • . . . . do . . . . • • ......•••..•. 
Cordis L. Longley ......•.... Common seller... . • . . . ......... , ..•.•.•.. 
Cordis L. Longley ......... 1Drinking house & tippling ................... . 

I shop ................•......•...........•.. 
Davi~ F ~Iurdock et als ..... 

1

Scire facias .. :... . . .. . . . .. ................ . 
Den ms Kilday •............ 

1
Sea:rch and seizure . . . . . . . . . .....•............. 

Dennis l{ildity ............ 

1

1Upen shop on Lord's da.y ...................... . 
Dennis Kilday .....•...•••. Single sale . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . .•..•...••.•.. 
Cordis L. Longley... . . . . . . . ·Search and seizure • . . . . . . . .............•..... 
Robert Ingalls et als • • . . . • • • do do ................... . 
Cordis L. Longley . . . . . . . .. . do do .. . .. . . .. • . .•.•... 
Cordis L Longley ...•....•. Nuisance ..•.......... , . . . .................. . 
Cordis L. Longley ....•.•••. Sea:·ch and seizure ........ , ................... . 
John l\1urphy . . .. .. .. • . .. do do ................... . 
Edward McCarthy et. als •.... Scire facias.. . • . . . . . . . . . . . ................. . 
David F. Murdock et als.... do . .. . . . . .. •........ 
George Webster et als... . . • . do ................... . 
Dennis Kilday et als. • . . . . . . do .................. .. 
Charles F Adams.. . . . • . . . . . do ...........•........ 
Patrick O'Neal............. do 
,John Murphy, et als.... . . . . do ·:: :::: :::: ::·: ::::, 
Charles O'N ea! et als.... . . . . do ..................... 
Charles O':'foal et als. . .. .. . do 
Andrew McG!inchey et als... do 

1 .... '"" .......... .. 

I ................ .. 
Andrew l\foGlinchey et als... do 
Dennis Kilday et als.... . . . . do 
Dennis Kilday et als.... . . . . do 
Dennis Kilday et als.... . . . . do . . . . . . . . ......... . 
Charles<,'Nealetals ....... do .................. . 
Charles O'Neal et als.... . . . . do ..........•.•....... 
Charles O'N ea! et als . . . . . . . do . . • . . . . . . . . . ..... . 
Thomas E. Smith .......•.... 

1

Single sale ..•••• , •• , ..•.............•....... 
Thomas E Smith •.....•.... I do ................... . 
James Bradley .............. !Search and seizure........ . ............... . 
Patrick H Cony.... .. . . . .. do do .. . • .. .. . . .. .. .. . . . 
John Feeney.......... . . . . do do .................. .. 
Quinn Ford . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . do do ..•................. 
Harvey Freeman.. . . . . • . • . . do do .................. . 
Rufus H Waite ............ I do do ................... . 
Michael Cl<tncey ....•...... i do do ....•.........••.... 
Olive D Hadlock •......... ILaroeny .•• . . •• • • • • • . . . . . .......•.•...•..... 
Roscoe Moulton, alias Russi .................. . 

Moulton ............... i do .................. .. 

Fines 
and 

Costs. 

$19 96 
22 40 

140 92 
248 20 
223 93 
116 53 

116 53 
23 91 

ll5 01 
21 29 
41 29 

123 02 
23 24 

118 16 
14 56 

122 34 
115 11 
18 67 
16 68 
13 68 
12 03 
15 00 
13 02 
11 70 
15 00 
15 00 
13 02 
13 02 
12 03 
12 03 
12 03 
15 00 
15 00 
15 (10 
45 75 
15 23 
8 52 

14 50 
109 12 
111 99 
112 26 
116 25 
ll:{ 96 
61 22 

61 '22 
Quinn M. Ford ........... · 1Malicicus threats with io-. . ................ . 

tent to extort money ....................... 111 22 
,fames E. Monehan •..•..... Cheating by false pretences . . . . . . . . . . . 126 34 
,Toho Milon ............... !Assault and battery....... . . . .. . . .. . . .. . . .. . . 18 47 
Berth,t I{ Taylor •.......... !Nuisauce ....... · ·., .. · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 l 24 95 
J,unes H Irish ............. J do . .. . . . . .. . .. .. . .. 152 87 
Jerome F. Thomas .......... : do . ... . . ... . .. . . l2i 60 
Jerome F Thomae ......... !common selln, ......... 

1

.... .. . . . .. . .. . . .. 107 32 
El !en J>tnnis ................ j I\ uisance.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I' I (i 94c 
John Welch .............. : do I 110 40 
John Welch ............... ,Drir1king house . .. . 1....... .. . . . . .. . .. 108 38 
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Fines 
and 

Costs. 

John Welch ...•.••.•..•.••. Common seller •••........•...•.............. 118 22 
William Smith •....••••... Nuisance •.......•..•.•..••••..•.....•.••.... 112 42 
William Emith •..•.•••••••. Drinking house...... .. • . . . • • • .. . .. . • .. • . • . . 132 98 
Peter J. Deehan • .. .... .••. do do .................... 122 74 
William H Dyer........... do do .................... 1115 56 
William H. Dyer ........... Nuisance .................................... 1110 20 
James E. Cady.............. do .................... 177 02 
Thomas Coleman •.•...•..•. Drinking house . • • . • • • • . . . .•.•.•............. 1

1

113 10 
Michael Hinds • . . • . . . . . . • • . do do . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . I 22 7 4. 
John H. McCue •• •• •• • • . ... do do .................... ll3 10 
John H. McCue ............ Nuisance ................................ ···· 1 10 20 
John Brown . . . . • • • . • • • • . • . do ...•..•..•.......•.. , 127 26 
William J. Roach ........... Common seller ................................ : 125 00 
William J. Ro:~ch ..•..••••. Drinking house . • . • • . . . . . . ...••....•.•....... I 125 00 
William H. Quinn . • .. • • .. .. do do .................... j l 22 98 
William Paine ............ Nuisance .................................... \114 4.9 
Michael Lee • . . . . • . . • • . . . . . do .•••.............••• : I 23 02 
John Feeney .............. Drinking h.ouse .............................. l'.27 60 
Thomas Hone . . . . . • . . . . . • • . do do .................... i 113 10 
George Keeley •....•..•..•. N uioonce.... . . . • • . • • . . . . . ....••...•......... ! 24 96 
Quinn M Ford ..•.•.....•.. Drinking house .....•.......•.............•.• l '24 26 
James Dun nae.............. do do ...•......•......... 119 05 
James Dunnao ............. Nuisance .................................... 119 45 
Rufus H Waite............ do .................... 124 46 
James D Moore............ do .................... 117 58 
William Murphy........... do .................... 140 78 
William Murphy ........... Drinking house .............................. 107 98 
CorJis L Long!ey .......... /Nuisance.... . . . . • . • • • . . . . ................... J IO 20 
Levi R Atwood............ do ..•.••.............. 1119 21 
Mary Boulin . . .. . . .. .. .. . . do . .. • . . . . . .. . . . .. . . .. 16 48 
David F. ;\Iurdock ......•.. , . Search and seizure ••..... 6 months in jail and .. UO 03 
Geoq~e \:'.e~;;ter . . .. • .. • .. .. do do 6 months in j;1iJ und .. 142 50 
Deums h tluay . . . . • . . • . . . • . do do 6 months in jail and. l 22 14 
Charles F. Adams . • . . • . . . . . do do 90 days in j:-til ...... . 
Patrick O'Ncal ............. Nuisance ................ 

1

4 months iujail .... . 
Cbarles O'N eal •...•••...... Search and seizure.. . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 24 
Charle8 O' \1 ea! • . . . . . • .. . . . . . do do i? month~ i~ jail and .. 125 76 
Edward McCarthy .......... Nm~ance ............... 30 days rn Jatl •..... 
. Edward ,\lcCarthy ........•. Common seller ............ 60 days in j,til •..... 
Andrew :VlcGlinchey ........ Search and seizure ..••.•.. 90 days in jail •...... 
Andrew McGlinchey . . • • . . . . do do 6 months in jail and .. l 28 88 
Dennis Donovan........ .. .. do do 90 days in jail. ..... 
Michael Bennett . . . . . • . . . . do cto 90 days in jail • . . . . 
Dennis Donovan.... . . • . • • • . do do 6 months in jail and .. 115 32 
Charles O'Neal • . . . . . . . . . . . . do do 90 days in jail •.•.... 
Charles O'Neal. .. • ... .. .• .. do do 90 days in jail ...... . 
Charles O'N ea! • . . . . . • . . • . . . do do 90 days in jail •..... 
Blanche V,in Buren ......... Nuisance ................ 6 months in jail .•.... 
Andrew McG!inchey.... ... . do 4 months in jail .•.... 
Andrew McG!inchey .•••.... Drinking house .......... 3 months in jail ....•. 
Dennis Donovan.... . . • . • . Search and seizure .•...... 90 days in jail ...... . 
Charles O'N ea! . . . . . . . . . . . . . do do 90 days in jail •....•. 
Thomas Curran . . . . . . . • • . . . . do do 90 days in jail •...... 
Frank Hall ............... Larceny ................ 18 months in j iii ... . 
George Jack~on ............ Cheating by false pretence~ 6 months in j,1.il ••..•. 
Cbri8tophnr Moore......... Burglary ................ 2 years in jail ...... . 
Williatp Thompson • . . . . . . A~sault and battery ...... JO months in jail •... 
Thomas Curran ..•....•...•. !Nuisance.. • . . • . • . . . . . • . . 2 months in jail .. 
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Michael Keenan ............ Nuisance .............. . I month in jail . . . .. 
Michael Keenan .•......... Drinking house ......... , ;3 months in jail .... . 
William J. Roach .......... l'{uisance ............... . 6 months in jail ..... . 
Ann Inch . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . do 3 months in Jail ..... . 
Ann Inch ...........••..... Drinking house ........ . :1 months in jail ..... . 
Thomas DeCost. . . . . ...... Nuisance .............. .. 1 month in jail 
Emma ,T. DeCost, alias Emma 

J. Hewlett .. . .. . . .. . .. . do 1 month in jail 

Fines 
and 

Costs. 

Charles H Witham ......... Adultery, •. , .. . • . • . • • . . . • .................. 300 00 
John Briggs ............... N'uisance .......... , . . . . . .. . . .. . . • . . . .. .• . . . 20 00 
James Woods . . . . . . .. . . . . . . do .................... 228 45 
James Cady .............. S,cJarch and seizure .•. , ........................ 119 11 
Ro~eanna Brady.. . . . . . . • . . . do do . .. . . . . . . . . . . . • . .. . 120 l O 
Thomas E Smith ........... .Nuisance.... . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . • • . . 3,i 02 
Pa.trick Conway ............ Drinking house ............................ 110 70 
Michael O'Hearn ........... ~earch and seizure ..........•. , ••.•.......•... 116 43 
Charles Doherty ............ Single sale .........••........... , , . . . . . . . . • . 40 39 
James Cady .............. S,3arch and seizure.... . . . . . .......•......•... 116 49 
SamuelSt,anton .... .... .... do do .................... 115 16 
Charles Doherty.... . . . . . . . . do do . . • • . . . • • • . . . • • • • • 113 34 
Michael Clancey.... • • . . . • . . do do . • • • . • • . . . . • . . • . . • . 12 92 
J uhn Harrigan • . . . . . . . . . . . . do do . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . 111 00 
Peter Sullivan • . . • . . . . . . . . . do do . . . . • .. • .. .. • . . . . . . . 18 94 
Andrew G Arey.... .. .. . . . . do do ................. , .. 117 48 
Catherine Carey .....•... , , . Nuisance ................. , ••• , •..• , . . . . . • . . IO 20 
Catherine Carey ............ /Drinking house ...• ,, ........................ )12! 80 
Dennis Conlon ........•..• ,Nuisance ...........•.••........•.•...••.... 

1

119 03 
Charles Doherty ............ I Drinking house ........ , ..................... 141 32 
Michel Daley .. .. . ........ Nuisance ,. .......... , ....................... '/ 128 48 
William H. Farrell . . . . . .. . . do . • • . . • .. .. • • . . • . . . . . 25 IO 
Patrick Flaherty ........ ,.. do .................... il47 08 
Patrick FlahertJ .. , ....... Drinking house ............................. 1141 34 
John Feen•·y .............. , Nuisance .... , ................................ 128 82 
,John Harrigan..... . . • . . . . . do ..•..••..••......... J 11 00 
Thom.-s Keating.... . . . . . . . . do ................•... 126 IO 
Edward F. Carty .......... "I do .................... I 2:l 50 
Edward F Carty ........... 

1

Drinking house .............................. 108 18 
Kate Lang ................ Nuisance ........................... , ....... 1226 68 

Martin Flaherty et al.... • . do .... ·. ·. ·. ·• ·• ·. ·. ·. ·., ·• •. ·. ·. ·. ·. ·. · i 
1
3
0

3
8 

7
18

6 
Richard O'Connell ..•....... Drinking house . • . • • • . . . I 

John Reardon ...•..•.•..... Nuisance ...•.•..•• , . , ...• , .•. , ..• , .. , ••.•• 
1

117 38 

James Welch .........••... Common seller ......•...• · .. ·•·•· .·.·· .. · .·•·•··. · .• · · .• · •·•.·.·. :
2
15

2
~ 

4
5

8
2 

John Ward ................ Nuisance................ v 

Catherine McMahon .. . . . .. . do .................... 1\)0 78 
Michael O'Hearn . . . . . . . • . . do . . • . • • • • . • • • . • • . . . . . 62 22 
Joseph W. Mountfort et als .. Larceny .. • • • . • .. .. .. • . . . . .. . .. . .. . . .. . . .. . . i, l 07 
George R Hoyt .......... I do ....... , ............ 111 16 
Edward L. Kimball ......... !Nuisance .................................... 515 82 
E~ward C ,Jost et als ........ ICo~tempt of court.... . . .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . 6 86 
R1chard O Connell ..•.•.•... N u1sance .•.•.••..••...•. 6 months in jail .•.... 
Richard O'Connell . . . • • • . . • • do 6 months in jail .•.••. 
Mary Boulen .............. Se,arch and seizure ........ 90 days in jail ....•. 
Mary Bolin.... • • • . .. .. • • • . do do 90 days in jail ....... 
Michael Keenan ........... Nuisance ................ 1 month in jail •.... 
Patrick Carrigan . . • • • • • • • . . do 30 diiys in jail •.• , ... 
Gustave ,Johnson • . ........ Search and seizure . • • .. . 90 days in j:til , ....•. 
Mary J obnson.. . . .. . . .. • • .. do do 90 days in jail. ..... .. 
Gustave Johnson ........... Nuisance .... , ........... 10 days in jail ..... . 
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Mary ,Johnson .............. Nui8ance ................ 1 day in jail ...... .. 
Mary Johnson •••.........• Search and seizure .•.... 90 days in jail .••..•. 
Samuel Stanton ..........•. Nuisance ............... 1 day in J1il .....•.•. 
Samuel Stanton ...•......... Crinking house .......... 3 months in jail ..... . 
John Archibald ............ Assault with intent to kill 5 years in State prison 

29 

I Fines 
and 

Costs. 

Darby C,uly ......•......•.. Search and seizure ........ 6 months in jail and .. 123 83 
Darby C,,dy •• .. . . . . . • .. . . . . do do .................... 133 77 
John Howley et als .......... Scire facias . .. . • . • . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . 22 23 
John Howley et als...... . • . . do . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . 22 23 
Darby Cady.... . . . . .. .. .. . Search and seizure...... . .................. 122 78 
Edward~lcCarthy .......... do do .................... 

1

!2232 
Harvey Freeman......... .. • do do .................... 118 69 
Henry A. Harding.. . . . . . . . . do do . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . 114 09 
George Noyes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . do do · • · • .. · · · • · · · · · · · · · 128 70 
William H Dyer.... . . . . . . . . do do . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . .. . l l.5 45 
Edward H. Coleman .. . . .. . . do do .................... 117 93 
William H. Quinn.......... do do .................... 116 06 
Thomas C Freeman. . . • . . . . . do do . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 118 64 
Moses Morrill.... . . . . . . .. . . do do . . . • • • .. • .. • .. . . . . . . I 23 46 
Mai y Sullivan...... .. • . . .. . do do .................... 115 83 
Edward H. Coleman. . . . . • . . do do .................... 117 48 
William J. McDonald . . . • .. do do ........... · ·· .. ·· •· 1129 14 
.James M. Cobb ............. Gaming house • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 123 40 
James D. Moore .. : ......... Ni:isa~ce ........................ ·•·• ........ 1223 03 
James Dunpby,ahas, &c .... Drrnkrng house ............................. 115 12 
George Noyes et als ......... Scire facias.. . .. .. . . .. .. . ................... , 23 00 
Michael. Lee . . . • . . . . . ....• Search and seizure.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . ..•.. , 124 59 
Jame~ Welch . ... . . .. .. .. .. do do .................... 127 41 
Frank W Webster ........ "I do do .....••.•........... ! 118 96 
Nathan E. Collins.......... do do .................... 

1

118 63 
Edw11rd F. Carty .••...•.... ! do do .................... I 20 94 
Jame~ H. McGlinchey..... . . do do .. · • .. · · · · • · · .. · .. · ·1115 72 
Th_o;~ia~ L ~imball.... .. .. • do do .. .. .. • . • • • . .. . . . . .. I :5 23 
W1lnarn P:t1ne. .. . . . .. . . .. cto do ,. .................. lW 00 
Hugh D,1na ............... I do d<> .................•.. 1118 69 
Patrick Flah<'rty . . . . . . . . • . . do do ......•............ -1108 67 
Kate Flaherty . . . .. . . . . . .. . . do dn .................... i 106 66 
John D. Flynn ..........•.• Assault, and battery.... . . . .....•... , ........ · 1 40 21 
Samuel E Cushing •...... INubance........ .. . . .. .. .. .. .. . . •. . . . . . . •. . . 29 46 
Darby Cady ............... 1 do ................... -1115 71 
Darby Ccidy ................ 

1

common seller ............................... lll3 69 
.Mfrha.,,J Fay.... . . . . .. .. • .. do do .................. !114 22 
Michael Fay ............... !Drinking house .............................. 1131 58 
Patrick Fl.1herty ........... !Nuisance .................................... :

1

126 71 
Patrick Flaherty . . ....... ;common seller ..•...................•....... 114 24 
Patrick Flaherty •......... · IDrinki11g house.. . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . ..... -1114. 24 
Dav!d L~nnehan .......... -

1

co~m~rn 5ellor ............................. 1114 22 
David Lrnnehan ............ ,Drmkrng house .....•........................ 

1

114 22 
Eclward F. Carty .•......... :Nuis:1nce .. .. .. . ........•.......... !!115 71 
Edward F. Carty ........... !Drinking h0use.. .. .................. 129 43 
Johni\Iurphy .............. l du do ..•.......•......... il'.W57 
Hugh D,ina .. . . ........ , do do .................... jl:23 54 
l\iici,ael Clancey ............ !Nuisance . . . .. .. .. . . .. . . . .................. ! 115 71 
James Welch .............. · I do .................... ,128 77 
James Welch .. , ............ !Drinking house .............................. 1124, 91 
Hugh Duherty .............. I do do .................... U6 76 
James H McGlincby ........ iNuisance ................................... ·137 99 
James H. McG!inchy ........ iDrinking house ....................... ; ...... '.117 87 
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James H. McGlinchy ........ Drinking house .............................. Ill 7 87 
John H. Flaherty........ •. do do ..•••.••..•.... , ••. · 1118 28 
Rufus H. Waite............ do do ..•...•..•••....•... 127 23 
Thomas L. Kimball • . • . • .. . . do do .................... 130 36 
Susan McMinnehan........ do do .................... !

1

119 48 
Mary Welch et ah .......... Sc:ire facias , .... '. .............•............. 21 41 
l\fary Welch et als.......... do .................... i 21 41 
Mary Welch et als...... .. . . do ................. I 21 41 

Mary Welch et als.. .. . . •. . do · .• ··.·. ·.•.·.·. •.·. ·.·. •.·.·.·. ·. ·. ·.·. J. 2
19

1 4
66

1 
Mary Welch et als.. . . . . . . . . do 
Thomas Coleman .•.....•.... Search and seizure.. . . . . . . . ................... It IR 41 
Patrick C. Nugent...... . . .. do do .................... :117 86 

Plltrick C. Nugent...... . . . . do do ·. · · .• · .· ·. · •• · •·•. ·. ·. ·.· .. · .· .•· •• · ·_ 1[1
1
!4
0 6

6
0
2 

Frank McGlinchy........... do do _ 
Kernard Devine .. . . . . . . . . .. do do ..... " ............ : 115 28 

Patrick F. O'Connor......... do do .· · .. · ·. ·•·. ·. ·. ·. ·. ·•·. ·.·. •. ·. ·•·. ·. ·.1,1
1

1
1
8
5 

6
6
8
1 ,John McMinnernan..... . . . . do do 

Patrick Deehan . . . . .. . . . . . . do do .................... i ll8 85 
James E Cady ...•......... Drinking house.. . .................. · 1113 41 
James E. Cady ............. C(lmmon seller .....•••.....•.•....•••..•••... · 1113 41 
Peter E Deehan........... Drinking house ....•...•............ , ..•..... 

1

151 32 
James II McGlinchey... .. . . do do .................... ,219 60 
James H McUlinchy .• . . . . • . do do ..•••••••••..•..••.. f 128 80 
Patrick C. Nugent.. . . . . . . . . do do ..•..........•..... • 133 29 
William H. Quinn.......... do do J ................... 11:!5 26 
Peter J. 8ullivan, alias, &c. Nuisance ................................... 1114 43 
James Welch . . . . • .. . • . .. . . do ................... , 1226 55 
James Welch ............. Drinking house.......... • •.••....•..•...... ill2 79 
John Brown •....•......... Nuisance ................ ·.··.·.·.·•·.·.·•· .• ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·]

1
12
1
0
9 

3
6

3
3 Mary Welch et als ....••.... Scire facias ...........•.. 

.MaryWelchetals .......... do .................... 11963 
Mary Welch et als.. •. . . .. . . do .................... 1 19 63 
Mary Welch et als.......... do .• •. • .. . .. . . • . . . . .. 19 63 
Mary Welch et als.. . . . . . . • do . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 19 63 
Darby Cady et als . • . . . .. . . . do . .. .. . . .. . . . . . . • . . . 17 01 
Darby Cady et als . . .. • • . . • . do . . . . . . . . •• . . .• . • . . .. 17 01 
Thomas Colornan et als.. . . . . do . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • • . 15 00 
Ellen Dennis ........•...... :3earch and seizure ............................ 108 85 
Patrick Flaherty • do do ..................... !113 7 4 
Mark P Sullivan........... do do ................... ill5 48 
Mary Welch • . . . . . . . . . • . . . do do 6 mon the in jail and .. ! 13 7 46 
Mary Welch .. . • • . . . . . .. . .. do do 6 months in jail and .. 100 00 
Mary Welch • . . . . . . • . .. . . • . do do 90 days in jail ...... · 1 

J ooo Lally ...........•..•. Cot?pound larceny ......•. 3 years in_ ja~l: ..... . 
Mary Welch ............... Nmsance ................ 6 months rn p1!. .... . 
Susan T. Dunlap........ • . • . do 10 months in jail. ... . 
Bertha R.. Taylor....... • . • . do 10 months in jail. .•.. 
Mary Welch ......•..•.•••. Search and seizure .•...••• 90 days in jail •.•..•. 
Patrick Plunkett . . • . . . . . . . . do do 90 days in jail ..••... 
Michael Clancey ............ Common seller ............ 60 days in jail ...... . 
Hugh Doherty ...•..•....•. Nuisance ............... 6 months in jail. .... . 
Hugh Doherty ...• , ••.•..• Drinking house ......••.. 3 months in jail ..... · 1 

Patrick Plunkett ........... .Nuisance ................ 6 months in jail .•.... 
P3:trick .Flahe:ty........ • • . Search and seizure.... . .. . . . .. • . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . 14 24 
l\tl~cha,·l Ha_rngan..... •• ... • do do .................... 

1

108 90 
M 1cbael Dn3coll... . . . • .. .. . do do . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. • . . 58 27 
T~omas Ea~an...... • . . • • .. • do do ................... · J 63 61 
Michael Driscoll.... . • . . • .. . do do .................... 109 97 
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Mark P. Sullivan .......... Search and seizure ....... I ••••...•.••••••••••. $14 2{ 
Fred E. Blake...... . .. . . .. . do do 1 · ................... 109 85 
Hugh Doherty..... • . .. . . . . do do .................... 109 02 
WilliamDona.van .......... i do do .•....•.••••.••..••. 11731 
Fred B. Blake • . . . . . . . . . . dv do ! .................... 109 35 
Patrick O'Donnell et al...... do do .. .. • . . . . . . .. . . .. . • . 18 22 
Edgar :Fish ....•.......... I Failing to appear a.s witness . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . IO 00 
Henry II Fish • . . . . . • • . . . . do do . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 00 
Patrick Ward .............. iNuisance ............... I···· ............... 120 94 
R~f~sH.Waite ········I do 

1 

.................... 2190a 
W 1lharn H. Farrell ......... 1 do ........ ·:.: ._. ...... 124 50 
Charles Doherty •......... · ]., do . ]4 month~ 1~ J.a.Il ..... . 
George .Jackson ............. :t'earch and seizure .•....•. ,90 days rn y11l. ....••. 
William Black ............. I Larceny ................ 160 days in j,til •...... 
Edward Harrington ......•. i do 15 months in jail •.... 
Mich_ael Coleman : .......... 'I do 130 days ~n ~a)l ....... . 
Patnc~ Burns, ahas, &c •.... Ass.ault and 'battery ...... 1 Io days )D ~a~l .. . .. . 
John Shaw ............ 

1

NuBan"e ................ 

1

30 day_s 1? JUI •...... 
,James B::trnard..... . . .. . . .. do I day rn ynl ....... . 
Frederick E. Blake, aliae, &c., do 3 months in jail •.... 

FRANKLIN COUNTY. 

Alpheu_s E. Gui~d: .......... r

1

Drinking house .••.•••..•. : ••••..•..•.•..•.... -Jll! 56 
Sherebrnh II. B11lmgton..... do do j .................. J\Oo 45 
Albert A. Robinson ......... ]Killing moose .....•..•.. J ................... 125 84 

HANCOCK COUNTY. 

Charles Davis .......•...... Compound larceny .•...... :5 years in State prison 
Frank Sal tee •...•........•. 1Larceny ................ 120 days in jail. •...... 
.Ansel L. Wood ... "' ........ )Assault and battery ....... I........ . . .. . . . . . . .. 40 00 
Neil J. Stuart ............. _Search and seizure •...... 90 days in jail •...... 
Albert Brown ............... 

1

Corn pound larceny ........ I 1 year in State prison. 
Albert Brown .•.•........ : do do II year in State prison. 
1?artlett \Vallace.... . ...... Larceny ............... · I 1 year i~ State pr~Ron. 
Sarah .:\-Insley ..........•... ,Arson ................... 

1

2 yea.rs rn State pnson 
Charles T. Dunham •....... !Assault with in't to ravish. ,5 years in State prison 

KENNEBEC COUNTY 

J obn Sullivan ••............ Common seller , ••••• , , ••• 160 days in jail ....... · J 

Harry R. Hopk_ins...... . . . Nuis<tnce .............•.. j60 days _in .J3.il. .....• · 1 

James L Kobbrns ......•... Forgery ................ 12 years m Jail , .... r 

Francis Curry . • . . . . . . . . . . Larceny . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 months in jail ..... . 
Patrick Leigh ton .........•. N ui~ance... " ......... · 1

1

•••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 50 00 
Reuben C. Hall..... . . .. .. . Search and seizure ............................ 107 95 
James Dunbar .............. Larceny ................ 3 months in jail., ... . 
George Lombard.. • • • . . . . . . do I 1 yea.r in jail ..•..... 
Levi Lash us ................ Nuisance ..•..•..•••••••• i .................... 100 00 
Elijah W. Barker •..••...... .Single ;,ale .•....•• , , , •. • · · · · · • • • · • · · • • • · • • · · 1

1 

30 00 
Elijah W. Barker........... do •• • . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 00 
Curtis G. Luce ........•.•... Assault •..•....•...••.•...•••.......••.•.... 100 00 
Caroline A. Nelson.. . . . . .. Larceny .....••......•.. \3 months in jail .••••• 
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KNOX COUNTY. 

Offences. Imprisonment. 
Fines 
and 

Costs. 

A. J Small. ............... Violation of liquor law... .. .. .. . . .. . 111 45 
Laura l:lawley .............. Nuisance .................................... 113 54. 
Charles A. Juckson ......... Bribery ut election ..................... ,. .. .. 50 00 
Jamel! McLaughlin .......... Violation of liquor law ....................... 104 76 
Charles S. Coombs . . . • . . . . . . do do ...........•........ 107 38 
Patrick Welch ............. Robbery ................ 18 rnos. in State prison 
Jennie Nichols ............. Larceny ................. 2 years in State prison 
William A. Lynde ......... Violation of liq1:1.or law... . .................. 120 30 

Assault on officer 1n State 9 CilOnths solitary con-
Sarnuel D. Haines.. .. . . .. . . prison ................. 

1 

finement ..... - ... · 
Lydia A. Ware ............. Nuisance ................ 90daysinjail ..... .. 
John Gillis, alias George 

Williams ............... Larceny ................ 2 years in State prison 
John Murphy.............. do I~ month_s in ja.il .•.... 
Joseph Hawloy .............. Larceny from the person .. 1.:i years 10 State pnson 
George Brown •........... Tramp .................. II year in State prison. 
Elbridge C. Fish ............ Nuisance............ .. .. ... . . . .. .. •. .. .. 142 80 
Daniel Doherty ............. Violation of liquor law . . . . . . . . . . . . .......... 113 83 

Stillman W. Erskine ........ . 
Geurge Sevey . . . ......... . 
Fnncis Murray .........•. 
Cyrns Er8kine ............. . 
Levi H Appleton ........ .. 
Lorenzo Uoukson ........... . 

LINCOLN COUNTY. 

Common seller .......... . 
Assault and battery ..... . 
Larceny ................ . 

do · 
Cuurn,on seller .••........ 
Single srde . . . . . . .••... 

OXFORD COUNTY 

George W Patch ........... Common seller .......... .. 
Elmer Bacon, a pit .......... Assault and battery .... . 
F. Albert D,rne, aplt.... • . • . do do 
Willia.w H. Briugham... .• . do do 
Moses B. Thomes. aplt ...... Common seller ...•........ 
D~vid Lowell... .. . . .. .. . • . . do nO days in j,til ..... .. 
Willintn Hilliard •.......... Assault ................. l ye,~r in State prison. 
Ed.· gar D. Wing ............ !Adultery.... .. .. . . • . . . . l year in State prison. 
Lucy A. Royal......... .. .. do I year in State .prison. 
William Job nrnn . . . . . . . . . . . do l year in State prison. 

PENOBSCOT C1JU~TY. 

13 85 
5 00 

50 50 
5() 00 

106 54 
36 90 

110 00 
10 00 
15 00 
12 84 

l'.!.O 00 

Frank Towle ............... . 
Michael Donovan •......••.. 
Hugh Mcthath ..... ;, ...... 
William t-mallwood •......... 

Assault and buttery . . . .. . .. . . . . • . .. . . .. . . . . .. 14 46 
:3earch and seizure , . . . . . 00 clt1ys in j 1il or..... 103 81 

Thomas D .Toruan ......... . 
Remy Mc Nally .......... .. 
Edw:trd Silver ............ . 
A!'a Inman. .. .......... . 
Ifamilton :\-Iarsh ......•..... 
William C1ssidy ........ . 
Fred W Gould .......... .. 
John "litchell ........... .. 

do do 90 d»ys in jail or ..... 105 16 
do do . . . . . . . . . . 102 62 

Burghry ............ 15 years in State prison 
'\Ssault with intent to kill. 3 ytars in State prison 
Burglary ................ 6 months in jail ..... . 
Cow pound larceny ........ 2 )ea.rs in ~tate prison 
Search and seizure • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... . 

do do .................. . 
do do ................. . 

8earch and seizure ....... . 

11 00 
20 00 
25 00 
25 00 
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PE~OBSCO'r COUNTY. 

I F~M 
NAM ES. Offences. I Imprisonment. and 

------------ ----------1-------- Costs. 
John McOann and James F. I 

,Singleton.... . .......... Search and seizure ....... i .................... $50 00 
Daniel C Hurley . . . . • • . • . • . do do [.... . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 25 00 
James Grover . . . . . . . . . . . Assault and battery ....... 1 . • • • • . • . . . • . • • • • • • • . 20 ()0 
,Jefferson Drinkwater and Geo. : 

Libby ......... : .. Violation of fish law.. . .. I· ................... . 10 00 
IO 00 Treadwell Malcolm........ Assault and battery ...... / .................. . 

Daniel Noonan ............. Drunkenness ........... ' ................... . 
William Cassidy ......... Search and seizure ......................... . 

5 00 
40 00 
25 00 
25 00 
25 00 

Fred Johnson . . . . . . .. . .. . . do do : ................. : .. 
John McGuire.,.... .. .. .. . do do ................... . 
John Mitchell . . . • . . . . . . .. . do do .................. . 
John MeCann and James F. 

Singleton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . do do 
John H. Delaney... . . . . . . . . do do 
Jere Sullivan . . . .. . .. .. . . . do do 
Mrs. Mc[saac and William 

Byrne........... .. .. ... . do do 
Daniel U. Hurley. .. . . . . . . . . do do 
Charles E. Sumner .•........ Single sale .........• 
Charles Smith ••.......•.•.. Assault and battery ..... . 
Theodore Bolier ............ Single sale .............. . 
Joseph Cote.. . . . . .. . . . . .. . . do 

2b 00 
10 00 
30 00 

25 00 
25 00 
25 00 
IO 00 
37 59 
43 54 

Mary Glynn ..•............ Murder ................. State prison for life .. . 
Chester Brown •............ Larceny •..........•..... , 6 months in jail or • . . 50 00 

PISCATAQUIS COUNTY. 

Joseph B Chase ....••..... !Single sale , .... , . , • · . ···I·· .. · · · · · · · · .. · · · · .. 130 00 
George C. Murry .....•.•... !Larceny .. • . .......... 4 months in jail ..... . 
Daniel Badger • . . . . . . . . . . . . Arson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 year in jail. ..•...•. 

SAGADAHOC COUNTY. 

John F(\oter..... . . • . . . . • .. !Violation of liquor law .•.. 
John Lewis ........•....... ! do do 
Alonzo Oliver.............. do do 
Charles Belcher . . . . . . . . . . . . do do 
A. K Gilmore .............• 'Procuring abortion ....•.. 
John Sowney ....... \ ...... !Violation of liquor law .. . 
James M. Tayler ........... I do · do 
Charles Smith ............ · I do do 
.James M. T.ty ler ........... I do do 
Hannah Lacy .............. : do do 
Michael Lacy .............. \ do do 
William Wright ........... i do dq 
Daniel O'Lary ....•......... : do do 
Edgar R. Snow ............. i do do 

3 

·::::::: :: :: :: :: :: :· I ~~ g~ 
. . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . 10 00 

. . . . . . . . . . . . 25 00 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 00 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . 30 00 
. • • • • . • • . • • . . • . . . • • . 30 00 

. . . . . . . . . .. .. . . .• . . 30 00 
........•.•......•.. 100 00 
........... - . . . . . . . . 30 00 
....•••••••.•••••. , I 5 OU 

'::: : : : . : : : : : : : : : : : . \ii~ gg 
.•••..••.....•••.••. I 30 oo 
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SOMERSET COUNTY. 

~ ~~M~S~-- ~I- --Offences. r-- Impr-isonm~=~~---~;: 

I 
Costs. 

,Jonathan Bean ............. Assault and battery ...... ~==~= 30 00 
Silas Tuttle ................ Violation of liquor law . . . . . . . • .. . . .. . . .. . . .. . 33 00 
Amos Rines.... . • • • . • . • • • • . do do . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 33 00 
Henry Washburn . . .. .. . • .. . do do . .. . . .. . .. . . . .. . . . 31 00 
Herbert Carson ............. Assault and battery ......................... 35 00 
M,rnley Good:ich_- .......... !Violation of liquor law ... ·/·... . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . 30 00 
George B. Fairgrieve.... . .. . do do .................... 115 00 
Fre_d Walt.on ............... ·/T~amp_ ...... _. ........... 113 months .......... . 
Smith Wb1tt1er et al.... . .. 

1

V10lat1on of liquor law . · 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 00 
Charles Farran ...•.......... L'clrceny. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 years in State prison 
Warren B. Cirnpman ........ Assault and battery ....... i ....... _... . • . . . . . 7 41 
Eugene C. Hurd ............ !Murder .................. !State prison for life .. 
:--iarnuel G. Burton, Jr ........ lAssault and battery ..... I ................... 100 00 

WALDO UOUNTY. 

Calvin Wyman, ~ , I 
Charles O Wyman, ...... -1AsBult and battery ...... i .................. .. 
Llewellyn Wyman, 

1 

Mary A Tower ............ Ass1ult anJ battery .....• 
1 

................... . 

Charles Mc[nto~h ........... !Drunkenness ............. ; ............ . 
Asa Mcintosh ............. ! do 130 days in jail. ... .. 
Daniel 8heehon, .Jr ......... , du jl5 days in jdl. ..... . 
Daniel She,·han, Jr ......•.. i <lo ,:rn d:1ys in jail ...•... 
Asa Mcinto,h ............ --1 do 

1

30 days in jail ..... .. 
Andrew Robbins ........... 

1 
do :30 days in ji~il.. .... .. 

George Spear ............... i Assault with intent to kill. I year . .. . . . . . .. .. 
Ch:trles G. Thomas .......... !Assault and battery ...... I ................. .. 

Alfred F Dorman .••....... i, ,\ rson . . . ...... _ .•..... i3 years in State prison 
Andrew ffatecl .•..••.•••.••. 

1

Dru1,kennes~ ......•..... \···· ................. . 
Andrew Bates .•............ 1 du .........•........•. 

l\'ASIIINGTON COUNTY. 

30 00 

9 00 
19 36 

15 00 

IO 00 
IO 00 

Harris Getchell ............. Assault and battery .. . . . . .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. . .. . 15 00 
Josiah B. McDougall ....••. Tippling shop .........•.. 3 months in jail or •.. 185 62 
William Ramsdell .......... Single sale.......... .. . . . .. . .. . . .. .. . .. . ... . 51 87 
Chester S. Cunningham .•.... Murder..... . • . . . • . . . . State prison for life .. 
Joseph Smith .............. Laroeny ................ 15 mths. in Stateprison 
Margaret Golding .......... Common seller...... . .. . . . ..... .; ............. 131 76 
Dorothy Shield8 . • • . . . • . . . . . do do 60 day~ in jail or. 195 90 
Wiliam Elliott, ......•..... Assault with intent to kill. 3 years in State prison 
William C . .Mondie •• .. .. . . • do do do :3 years in State prison 
William English ..•..•....• Breaking, entering and 

larceny. . . . .......... 3 years in State prison 
Charles Crowley ............ I Assault on officer ......... ~ months ~n ~a~! ..... . 
Samuel Murphy ........• 'I do do 6 months in Jatl ..... . 
Albertus G. McNabb ........ 

1
L.:treeny ............... :30 days in jail... .. .. 

Thomas Parsons ......••.•.. 1Srngle sale ..•.......... I........ .. . • . . • • . • • . 31 31 
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TA HLR D- ConclvdPd. 

YOHE: COPNTY. 

:Fines 
N A.:Vl ES. · (Hfences Irnprbonment. and 

I , i Co,ts. -- -- ---·-!·----------·-- .... _____ [ __ _ 
Frank _Lapoint ............ La:ce~y . . . . . . . : . . In months in jail .... · I 
.Terem1a,h Tw1 mey ......•.•. Drrnkmg. house & tip. shop I ..................... 103 04 
Sarah F. Whitten .•.....•.. Murder ................. State prison for life ... \ 
Thomas S Bayers ......•... Nuisance.... . . . . . . . . . . . 9 months in jail •...... 1 

Enos II arr is.... . . . . .. . . .. .. do I... .. . . . • • . ....... I 136 25 
Charles Sabourin •...••..... Single sale ........ , ..... 

1 

I ......... _ ........... I 37 51 
Joseph Peters ............... Assault n.nd battery ...... 3 months in jail ..... ! 
Fred La flour •....•.... , .... Larceny . . • • . . . . . . . ... 7 monthi< m jail ...... ! 
John Walsh ................ Nuisance.... .. . . .. . . . . . . ................... 101 80 
John Walsh.. • •.•.....•••. Drinking houso & tip. shop 

1 

..................... 121 90 
,James Costello •..••...••... Common seller ....•.•.................•.....•. 113 66 
,John Caulten • . .. . • .. .. . • • . do .................... 102 30 
Jeremiah Twomey ......... Nuisance ................................... 102 30 
Frederick Yates ............ Drinking house & tip shop i • ................... 101 80 
Frank M Colton • .. . .. . . .. . do do 1 .................... 101 80 
Nicholas O' Brion.. . . . . . . . . . . Common seller ......•.•.. I . • . . . • . . • • • • • • • . . . • . 112 50 
Thomas Brady...... . . . . . . . do I .................... 112 23 
John Walsh ............... Search and seizure .......................... ·· 1118 07 
Lewis Cross . , • . . . • . . • . . . . . . do do \ " .................. 1114 07 
Lewis Cross . .. . .. • . .. . . . . . . do do .................... 110 27 
John F. Butler ............. Nuisance ............... ! 13 months in jail ..... . 
Albion K. Goodwin •........ Common seller • . . . . . . . . . 3 months in jail . . . . 

1 Lewis Cross . .. . .. . . .. .. .. · /Drinking house & tip shop ............. : ........ · 1109 12 
Horace G Hoyt ............ 

1

common seller •......... 3 months m Jail ...... 

1

, 

Jeremiah McCarty .......... 

1 

do .......•••....•..... 112 30 
Mary Remick ............ · .. Nuisance .................................... 105 94 
Lorenzo D Staples .......... 1Search and seizure • • . . • . . . . . .. .. .. .. .. ..... 

1

125 60 
Atwood Foster •..•..•...... I Assault and battery ...••. 60 days in jail ....•.•. 
Daniel Coffin ............... IIReceiving stolen goods . . 6 months in jail ....•. 
Lydia. A. Reed •....•....... Common seller . . . . • . . . . . 3 months in jail .•.... 
George Miller .•.....••..•.. Search and seizure •...•....................•. 111 07 
John Delaney...... . • . . • . . . do do 90 days in jail •...... 
Joseph Peters., ............ AsPault and battery ...•... 3 months in jail. ...•. 
Henry C. Pingree • . • • • • . • • . do do . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 35 00 
,John Burke ................ Larceny ................ 3 months in jail .... .. 
John Place ..•...••••.••••. 1

1 

do 3 months in jail. ... .. 
David Blanchard.... . • • • • • . . do 4 months in jail .••.•. 
George Robinson •••.••••.... !Breaking and entering .•.. 6 months in jail .•.... 
Fred Li,four ................ Larceny .........•••.... 2 years in State prison. 
Edward Sampson • , ......... Adultery ................ 4 months in jail. .... . 
Richard W. Perkins •......•. Larceny .•....•....... 3 years in State prison. 
Parker Copp .......•...•.• , jSearch and seizure ............................ 113 62 
Charles Nason...... • . . . . • • . do do .•••••..••••••••••.. 113 62 
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TABLE E-8huwing the amount of fines and costs as penalties, the 
amount collected, and the costs of prosecuti'ons in each County, 
including cost:-; bPfore Jlfagistrates as allowed by County Comrnis

sioners. 

COUNTIES. 

Androscoggin •....•..••..... 

Aroostook ...........•....... 

Cumberland •....••••......•. 

Franklin .•........•.•..•.... 

Hancock .......•.•.•.....•.. 

Kennebec ....•.•.......•.... 

Knox ...•.••..•...•.....•... 

Lincoln ..................... . 

Oxford ........••..•.......•. 

Penobscot ......••.......•.•.. 

Piscataquis .....•....•..••••. 

Sagadahoc ......••••..••.... 

Somerset .•..•.....•..•••••.. 

Waldo ...•••....•..•......•. 

Washington ................ . 

York •.•••••...•..•.•.•••••• 

$2,139 04 

1,405 79 

5,244 84 

350 25 

1,394 41 

2,238 02 

2,635 89 

494 84 

1,341 33 

4,002 67 

514 88 

734 24 

1,989 44 

555 06 

1,927 51 

2,625 60 

29,593 81 

$2,350 08 

376 92 

234 99 

480 39 

5,720 19 

1,872 71 

845 91 

558 71 

1,982 53 

225 01 

200 61 

1, 737 02 

2,462 25 

2, 793 05 

2,131 49 

23,971 86 

$2,432 47 $1,476 23 

152 29 152 29 

24,420 32 

342 85 

150 50 

417 95 

864 06 

312 41 

267 84 

926 15 

33 94 

675 14 

429 00 

93 36 

611 46 

32,129 74 

23,305 99 

342 85 

150 50 

417 95 

864 06 

312 41 

294 84 

664 21 

33 94 

675 14 

429 00 

74 00 

229 94 

2,687 20 

32,110 55 
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TA RLE !•'-showing the n.mouot.-; paid out by County Treasurers 

fur costs of prosecul1ons in Supnmie Judicial Court, aod in the 
Superior Court fur Uumberland and Kennf.bec Countie . ..;; on bills 

of co . ..,ts allowed by Gowdy Commissioners/or support of pri.1.;011ers 

in jail; to grand jurors and traverse jurors at terms of Court 

held exclwsively for criminal busine.r.;s; also the amounts received 

from fines, cost:; and forfei~ures in said Courts, from magistrates, 
jailers and other officers. 

COUNTIES. 

--------

"O • 
c 
e 

0 
'"d 
·:;; 
p.. 
+> 

~ ~ 
0 0 

~~ 

nal term. 

8 
0 
ct 
"O 
Q) 
;:,. 

"4i 
0 
Q) ... 
""'0 
,::~ 
~ " 
0"' a (ll 

-<~ 
Androscoggin • . . . . $2.139 04

1 

$2,035 47 $337 00,No exclusive crimi-

Aroostook..... . . .. 1, l85 88· 338 35 474 48 do $390 79 

Cumberland.... . . . . 7, 787 58 8,274 93 

Franklin ......... . 

Hancock ••.••••.•. 

387 46 

762 81 

375 95 

451 58 

Kennebec......... 2,238 02 4,747 71 

Kno:r ............ . 3,015 13 858 01 

Lincoln •....•..... 

Oxford ........... . 

Penobscot •.... , ... 

49! 84 

l ,345 89 

1,751 94 

654 65 

240 70 

2,753 421 
I 

Pi~cataquis ....•... 2,148 13 194 93 

Sagadahoc ....... . 734 24 200 61 

Somerset., ....... . 3,960 71 336 02 

W a.ldo.... • • • . . . . . 1,467 28 1,429 90 

Washington....... 1,927 51 1,394 80 

York..... .. . . . . . . 2,621 64 1,886 40 

954 56 $1,782 40 

229 24 No exclusive crimi
nal term. 

463 18 do 

381 36 $1,501 70 

579 72 "No exclusive crimi
nal term. 

263 74 do 

420 64 do 

569 54 $1,035 64 

287 42 No exclusive crimi
nal term. 

467 61 do 

499 80 

783 48 

645 40 

do 

do 

do 

do 

33,968 10 26,173 43 7,357 17 $4,319 74 

32,670 69 

543 44 

250 05 

2,042 03 

l,368 32 

382 41 

319 84 

1,797 53 

159 70 

693 14 

802 90 

179 59 

712 36 

3,227 5! 

45,540 32 
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ST ATE OF MAINE. 

IN Cou~cIL, December l'.l, 188'2. 

Recei ve<l and ordered to be prin te<l. 

Attest: JOSEPH 0. SMITH, SP.attar!/ if State. 
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