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Commontealth of FHassachusetls.

T the House of Representatives :

In compliance with the request of the House of Represen-
tatives, | transmit to them a copy of all the correspondence
between “‘the Governor, or authorities of the State of Vir-
ginia," and “the Executive Depariment ” of this Commeon-
wealth, “ touching the case of George Latimer.” As there is

mmmmﬂ ' demand from that State for the ar-
timeér, or any other citizen or inhabitant of this

: E‘lﬁﬂm,&mhhuldmgthﬂmm
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2 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER [Jan.

THE STATE OF YIRGINIA
Lo the Krecutive Authority of the State of Massachuseits :

Whereas it appears by the annexed papors, which are haroby
certified as authentic, thi George Latimer, a man of color, is

a fugitive from justice in this State, charged with burglary and
felony, and that he hath fled to the State of Massachusetts

Now thercfore, 1, John M. Gregory, Lieutenant Governor of
the Siate of Virginia, acting as Governor, according o the pro-
visions of the constitution of the spid Sinte—have thought
proper, pursuant to the provisions of the constitution and laws
of the United States, in such case made and provided, 10 de-
mand the surrender of the said George Latimer, to Elias Guy,
who s herehy appeointed the agent to receive and convey him
to the State of Virginia, there to be dealt with according to
law.

Given under my hand as Lieutenant Governor, acung as
Governor of the State of Virginia, as aforesaid, and under the
Great Seal of the State, at Richmond, the seventh day of De-
cember, A. D. eighteen hundred and forty-two, and sixty-
seventh year of the Commonwealth. . :';

By the Lieutenant Governor, s
JOHN M. GREGORY.

Wittan H. Ricnarpsox,
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follc, W'““""F n_‘pim'rﬂ'] hofors s, H!I“l'ﬂ'l- King, mayor of the
sail borongh of Norfolk, James B, Gray, merchant, residing
therin, and made oath before me on the Holy Bible, that on
ar about the twenty-fourth of September, eighteen hundred
and forty-two, his store-house on Wide Water street, in the
saill borough, was burglariously and feloniously broken open
and entered in the night-time, and about twenty dollars in
eash, and sumlry articles of property 1o him belonging, tnken,
stolen and carried away from said store :—that among the ar-
ticles ®o stolen, wero somo pocket-books and hair-brushes.
That his said store had been broken open and entered burgla-
riously and felonjonsly threo other times previous, and since
the first day of December, eighteen hundred and forty-one :—
that it was first broken and entered ns aforesaid, on or about
the first day of Junuary, vighteen hundred and forty-two, at
which time there were taken, stolen aod earried away from
his said storo-house, about eighty dollars in money,; and vari-
ous other articles of value belonging to him, nmongst which
wore a wateh-key and pencil-case of silver, of the value of
two dollars, and which he recollects secing in his store in the
place where they were usunlly deposited after he had closed
his store; on tho night in which it was so as aforesaid, first
broken and entered :—that shortly after the burglary nnd lar-
‘ceny committed on or about the twenty-fourth of September,
e MMMMWqu he charged a eolored man
George Latimer, then held w servico and labor with
by him as his slave, with the commission of
' tlary - und larceny, soon after which
conded, and escaped to the State
Boston, where the udinnt be-
jow fs. After his eseapo the




4 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER. [Jan.

said George Latimer was searched in Bosion sine
::I‘ﬂm \"_irgitun. and there were found on his l—,,_.-'m: ::;“:::
rom his possession, the watch-key and silver pencil-case, which
:lﬂl‘l:' stolen I'r:;l'll his store-house when it was broken and "
as aforesaid, on or about the first day of J
hundred and forty-1wao. ! e ey .
And the affiant on his oath states that he does verily believe
and doth charge, that the said George Latimer did, in the nigh::
time, break open and enter burglariously and feloniously, his
said store-house, on or about the twenty-fourth day of Sep-
tember, cighteen hundred and forty-two, and steal therefrom
about twenty dollars in money belonging to said affiant, James
B. Gray, and various articles of the property of the said affi-
ant, ol the value of about fifteen dollars, and among other
things, sundry pocket-books and hair-brushes. And that he
further believes and charges, that the said George Latimer did,
in the night-time, burglariously and feloniously enter and break
his store-house aforesaid, on or about the first day of January,
eighteen hundred and forty-two, and did then and there steal,
take and carry away from said store-house, about eighty dol-
lars in money belonging to affiant, and various articles of his
property of the value of at least ten or twelve dollars, an?
watch-key aforesaid. ;" e B GRAN:

X
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STATE OF VIRGINTA.
NORFOLK BOROUGH, t0 wit:
To Elias Guy or any other constable of the borough of Norfoll::

Whereas, James B, Gray, of the borough of Norfolk aforesaid,
merchant, hath this day made information and complaint upon
oath by his affidavit, duly sworn and subseribed before me,
Miles King, mayor of the said borough of Norfolk, in the State
of ‘ﬁfgmm, that on or about the first day of January, eighteen

' anﬂ. forty-two, in the night, the store-house of him,
ﬂﬂ”ﬁuﬂ Jnmas B. Gray, on Wide Water street, in the borough
; a:lhreamd was feloniously and burglurmus]}* broken
nlfml nml about eighty dollars in money and various articles of
the walue of ten or twelve dollars, amongst them a silver pencil-
case and watch-key of the value of about two dollars, of the
goods and chattels of him, the said James B. Gray, feloniously
and burglariously stolen, taken and carried away from thenece,
and that he hath just cause to suspect, and doth suspect 'md
fnﬁl‘f bﬂhﬂw, that George Latimer, a colored man, formerly
Jl%a lﬂ!ﬁtﬁﬂ& and labor with him, :md owned by him as his
slave Eﬁﬂ Iﬂml felony and burglary did commit:  These are,
therefore, in the name of the Commonwealth, to command and
on, that ”illl;mudmieljr upon sight hereof, you do appre-
,thlmer and bring him before me or scrma




6 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER. D,

STATE OF VIRGINIA.
NORFOLE BOROUGH, 1o Wil :

Ta Elins Guy or any other constuble of the borotugh af waﬁm .

Whereas James B. Gray, of the borough of Norfolk, aforesai p
merchant, hath this day made information and complaint l.tp-:u;
oath, ],}, his athdavi dul}' sworn and subseribed h&fﬁ'l'l: me,
Miles King, mayor of the said borough of Norfolk in the State
of Virginia, that on or about the twenty-fourth of September,
eighteen hundred and forty-two, in the night, the store of him,
the said James B. Gray, on Wide Water street, in the borough
of Norfolk, aforesaid, was feloniously and burglariously broken
open, and about twenty dollars in money and sundry pocket-
books and hair-brushes, and other articles of the value of about
fifteen dollars, of the goods and chattels of him, the said James
B. Gray, feloniously and burglariously stolen, taken, and car-
ried away from thence, and that he hath just cause to suspect,

and doth suspect and verily believe, that George Latimer, a
colored man, formerly held to service and labor with him, and

owned by him as his slave, the said felony and burglary did
" commit: These are, therefore, in the name of the Common-
wealth, to command and require you, that mmeﬁiﬁmlr%
sight hereof, you do apprehend the said George L. : %i

e e e e
bring him before me, or some alderman of this borough, (0 an-
swer the premises, and to be further dealt with according U

lnw. i
Given under my hand and seal, this third day of December,

eighteen hundred and forty-two. Gamlory il
M" M’l' <

S

M. KING,

.......
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STATE OF VIRGINIA.

HOROUGH OF NORFOLK, 8¢

James B. Gray, of the borough of Norfolk, Efﬂrf:ﬂﬂjﬂ: Lo
chant, this day personally appearcd before me, Mﬂ“‘ HE“!E'-
mayor of the said borough of Norfolk, in the Emt‘n of Virginia,
and made oath on the Holy Bible, that George Latimer, charged
before me on his oath with felony and burglary, in breaking
open the store-house of him, the said James B. Gray, on Wide
Walter street, in said borough, ofi or about the first day of Jan-
uary, cighteen hundred and forty-two, and on or about the
twenty-fourth day of September, eighteen hundred and forty-
two, and for whose arrest 1 issued my two several warrants,
dated the third day of December, instant, has fled to the State
of Massachuselts and city of Boston, and that he verily believes

“that the said George Latimer is now at large in the State of
Massachuserts.

Given under my hand and seal this fifth day of December,

eighteen hundred and forty-two. :

M. KING, Mayor. [Seal]

L —

The within a true copy. Attest, .

i i ’
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UCASE OF GEORGE LATIMER.

Commonwealth of maunamunttts.

Couxcin Cuamuxs, Boston, Dee, 1542,

Lo the Honorable J. M. Grroory,
Lt. Governor of Virginia :

Sie,—1 have received and examined the requisition and dee,
uments transmitted by you through your agent. You, as fhs
executive authority of the Commonwealth of ‘hrgmm, demand
one Latimer, represented to be a fugitive from the Justice of
that State. It is alleged that he broke and entered a building
called a store-liouse, in Norfolk, and took therefrom money and
goods, the property of James B. Gray. The affidavit of Mr.
Gray is the foundation of the proceeding, and is the only docs.
ment requiring notice, as it contains all the evidence there is
of the perpetration of a crime.

The question to be considered is, Does this paper contain such
a charge of felony, or other erime, as to impose upon the exec-
utive authority of Massachusetts the duty to m u.{
for the arrest of Latimer, that he may be 15 ;
ginia to answer for the offence ?

This must depend upon the provisions of the co
and laws of the United States, which Ell ;_ r1z
cases, the demand, and require the surrender,
charged with crime.

The constitution provides, ‘that a

‘State with treason, felony, or other
'Mue, and be found in another Sta
- exec hﬂ; unthuﬁts]r of ﬂ;’ﬂ St

i'-.ri:_r"_. ..1"‘"'-:"

: . )
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ever the exvontive anthority of any State in the Union shgl

demand any person as o fugitive from justice, of the executjve

authority of any State to which such person shall have fled,

and shall, moreover, prqur.'u the copy of an indictment found,
or an affidavit made before a magistrate of any such State,
charging the person so demanded with having committed trea-
son, felony, or other erime, certified as authentic by the goy-
ernor, or chief magistrate of the State from whenee the person
so charged fled, it shall the duty of the executive of the State
to which such person shall have fled to cause him or her to he
arrested and secured, &e.

Such is the substance of the provisions made in the consti-
tution and law for the surrender of fugitives from justice. The
constitution simply declares that a person charged with trea-
son, felony, or other erime, shall, upon demand by the execu-
tive authority, be delivered up.

The law, in carrying out this provision, declares that the
demand must he made npon the executive authori ty, and the
copy of an indictment found, or an affidavit produced, charg-
ing the fugitive with having committed treason, felony, or other
erime.

The proceeding is not one of ordinary occurrence, where the
process issues in the ordinary way, and is committed to an offi-
eer o be served ; but the application for o surrender is from a

-El:ll_tn_tq 1-3'“!1_3: through the executive authority, and an exec-
Wive warrant is indispensable 10 an arrest. It was evidently

m:mth!jf.h;ghmpmt, involving the sovereign

and demanding such special provision that
: ,-:‘.‘..l.._l .Iha,ﬂ;::n‘,lt‘;f l.hﬂsmtﬂ, through




10 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER s ‘

part to another, to be tried among stranger, for alleged

They must have anticipated, that such a power wonld b Ly
h‘ o b perver d apnd abused ; and o guard spaineg .

Opprossive arrests, and the removal of persons under the Phiving,
tion of law upon frivolons and ocolorable pretences, t!nhr,."._
fided the matter to the executives of the States, "‘I.““lﬂ[lh
the process should pass under their serutiny, and the arres 4,
]H‘H:] upon their view 6f constitmtionnl duty, thus “““hh‘h
States themselves to watch over the exercise of this power, and
see that it is kept circumseribed within proper limits,

seem to me to have been the prevailing views of those
made the constitution and the law, and I infer that the powe
intended to be conferred npon the executive authority of 5
State is not nominal, but substantial—that the issuingof & wap.
rant is not intended to be n mere ministerial act, a pe

duty imposed upon the executive, in the discharge of which s
can exercise no discretion, but is to depend upon a just inter.
pretation of the constitution, and the law tending to resimin
all abuse and perversion of the power.

The Constitution makes a charge of treason, felony or othe
erime the foundation of the right to make a demand, and of the
obligation to deliver up a fugitive. The law superadds hﬁ
Constitution, that the demand must be sustained hyﬁll cop
of an indictment found, or an affidavit made, before a m
trate, charging the person demanded with trﬂmn, elong
other crime. The case before me rests upon an affidavit, ao
the question is whether the charge of crime is such as ﬁ,ﬁ i
rize an arrest. ;

An affidavit comes from no responsible autho l“,
voluntary act of any person who &mm i
~ uwdlhethaoﬁpnngﬁfhm,mahwhnt, in s

-uol'pmu and honorable mmigqm as we
. from mlﬁlh,ﬂflll.ﬂﬂl‘ d-l'
: .-ﬁ}-l. [it 1101 0 .gi'

"‘l
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required to cause o person under the protection of the laws, 1o
b m‘TﬂlIl}d. thnt ha mny b rﬂmufp’t‘f] to the stnts from whirficn
the demand comes, to answer 1o the eharge contained in it
Taking into view all these cireumstances, it is apparent to
my mind, that soch a process is open o great abuse, unless it
is watohed over with scrupulous eare.
What then are the requisites of a charge contained in atlidavit

which anthorize an arrest? The decision of this question is
refarred by the Constitution and the law to the executive autho-
rity ; and when 1 take into view the probable motives which
induced such a reference to the exceutive, the rights imvolved,
and all the other circumstances which necessarily sorround
this process, I am satisfied that the charge, taken as a whole,
should be full and clear, defining the crime, and embodying
such facts, as necessarily raise a decided presumption of guilt;
and I consider such fncts as part of the charge, neither con-
tained in one or more affidavits, in regurd to which there is

some varinnee of practice.
I eannot persuade myself that an affidavit in which it is
merely alleged that a crime has been committed, and the affi-
ant believes, or has reason to believe, that the person demanded,
perpetrated it, is such a charge as the framers of the Constitu-
tion and the law anticipated. Such a construction would, in
s -@'hfg;ﬂﬂﬁ?!ﬂﬂgﬂ_ahyﬁ&% work out injustice and oppression,
and turn a salutary provision of the Constitution into an instru-
ﬁ%"&'&!*%ﬂ-ﬂim It is difficult to assign any ade-

: - "'-'.'_"':LI.' n"ﬁf_.. :::: 2T 1L %- i
il they are
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anticipated when the provisions were made which refar 4
on of the ““"““Huf

papers in such cases to the considerati
the states. ,
In the eommercinl states, for example, the r.'r!llm of ﬂhh%
b],r fiilse pretences is often the charge Lo which n ""‘l“il‘ilh‘
is made, and is peculiarly liable to abuse. 1 have the Dusy
son for believing that in many cases I,Ill_* _r:mnr:luilmnl: hayy
been prompted by no regard for the III‘.iIII!I]-IHtI'llT.]TJH of iy
hut have sutr_r;:]]l for nn executive warrant, llltﬂ'llf_]mg o mﬂ?h}
it as a means of intimidation to compel the payment nfdﬂh“‘m

when the object has been accomplished, to drop the Prosesy.
tion, if that could be effected.  But when this did net slige
and such persons have been brought to trial, lhi‘-}" have geng.
rally been aequitted. T have also been made acquainted wiy
an instanee in which such a warrant was employed not only
to compel the payment of a debt under the terrors of 5 peniten.
tiary, but to extort a large sum of money under Pretence of
indemnifying the creditors for their trouble and expense, whils
there was scarcely a doubt of the innocence of the aceused,

In many other ways I have had just reason 1o believe that
this process has been employed, not in aid of eriminal ustice,
but to effect selfish and censurable objects through the fears
and alarm of the persons arrested, e

From these considerations, I am convinced, that the peop
cannot be protected against an unwarrantable use of the pro-
cess except by great vigilance, and exacting a charge whie
establishes o case of probable guilt; nor li'd'l'_ﬁ'ﬁ: cipa
this will wholly arrest the abuse. B -

If the executive may not do this, his power
nal, and he and the State are disarmed of all ¢
et the citizens against arrests upon frivolous
Pretences, el Bl oI

It may be supposed. that, inasmy
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ed by these views of the Constitution and laws,

Being govern stitutio
dnd ine the case before me, bringing it to the test

1 will now exam

of these principles. ! ] _
The requisition rests on the affidavit of Mr. Gray, which

contains the charge, including the specification of erime, and
the evidence which sustains it. He infers the guilt of the
accused from the facts which he states, and these being the
egsonice of the whole matter, I have examined them with some
attention, to ascertain whether that is a just inference, bring-
ing the case within the Constitution and the law.

Mr. Gray, who is described as a merchant, states that on or
about the 24th day of September, 1842, his storehouse in Nor-
folk was burglariously and feloniously broken open and entered
in the night-time, and about %20 in cash, and sundry articles
of property to him belonging, taken, stolen and carried away ;
that among the articles were some pocket-books and hair-
brushes, He then states that the said store had been broken
open and entered three other times previous, and since the first
day of December, 1841 ; that it was first broken and entered on
or about the first day of January, 1842, at which time there
were taken, stolen and earried away from his said storehouse
about 250 in money, and various other articles of value to him
belonging, among which were a watch-key and pencil-case of
fllrﬁr, of th?-vMun of two dollars, which he recollects seeing
1n his store in the place where they are usually deposited, after
i M ﬂi‘.ﬁﬂ'hﬁ”“?‘fﬂi-?ﬂ:ﬁ,ﬁ-ﬂ:i@t in which it was first broken
and entered ; that shortly after the larceny committed on or
bout the 2h of September, 1842, h chargod o colored

e 2,

Bl
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14 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER (17

was searched in Bosion, and thers were found on his

and taken from his possession, the watch-key noud silyer

ense, which were stolen from his storehionse when |t was

and entered on or about the first day of January, 1842.
upan this state of facts Mr. Gray declares on oath, that h“,'

believes and doth charge, that the said George Latimer did
break and enter his said storehouse on or about the 241} duy of
September, 1842, and steal therefrom about twenty dollaey in
money to him belonging, and various articles of the property of
the affinnt, of the value of about fifteen dollars, nnd a
other things sundry pocket-books and hair-brushes ; and thay
he further believes and charges, that the said Gearge Latimer
did break and enter his said storchonse on or about the first
day of January, 1842, and did steal and convey away aboyt
eighty dollars in money belonging to the affiant, and varions
other articles of his property of the value at least of ten or
twelve dollars, and among the articles so taken was the silver
pencil-ease and watch-key.

Such is the statement of Mr. Gray in his affidavit, which
contamns the charge, including the specification of the crime
and the facts adduced to prove the guilt of the accused. He
infers criminality, and [ have examined his statement with
some attention, to ascertain whether that inference is just,
and the presumption of guilt so strong as to Justify an arrest
and delivery of the accused,

The proceedings of Mr. Gray in regard to Latimer have be-
come matters of notoriety; and there can be no doubt, from
events which subsequently occurred, that he returned from Bos-
ton 1o Norfolk with feelings greatly irritated with disappoini-
ment, representing himsell to be aggrieved in other ways be-
sides the loss of his property from his store. Under the impulse
~of 2 mind thus exeited, and ina condition thus unfavorable toa
calm, unbiassed, dispassionate view of the subject, he made
ex parte affidavit. Whether sentiments of indignation or re-

g s rle wiIh th!_t"n“ﬂhn#l.ﬂﬂ.uﬂ. yresume 1




things, the affidavit would make as strong a case of guilt ag

the truth wounld justify. . |
Mr. Gray is a merchant at Norfolk, having, like other trad-

ers, a stock of goods for sale. Among these it appears he
had pocket-books, hair-brushes, pencil-cases, and watch-keys,
His store was broken open, and some of these goods, which
appear to be, as far as I am able to judge, cheap articles, were
stolen, and he avers his belief that Latimer is guilty of the
larceny, because he found in his sleeping room two pocket-
books and a hair-brush, and upon his person a watch-key and
peneil-ease.

In analyzing this statement, the character of the articles first
merits consideration. They were all articles of personal con-
venience, such as almost every person, whatever may be his
condition, possesses for his own accommodation. They seem
to be cheap, and such as a person like Latimer might with
propriety possess for his own use—and the number was no
greater than the exigencies of any person demands, unless pos-
sibly two pocket-books might be deemed unnecessary. Next,
there was no extraordinary circumstance in the disposition of
them—the pencil-case and key being on his person, and kept
in the same manner as others dispose of such articles when
designed for their own convenience.

The hair-brash and pocket-books were discovered in a table
drawer in his bed-room, which cannot be esteemed an unusual
Or unsuitable place of deposit, and I may say there does not
: li{ab&LmnﬂhinntﬂtmmyuLmuunlmmt, but all the
circumstances | ave, at least, the aspect of what is usual and

] e . i e
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16 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER.,

were similar. If this is all his knowledge, and i tan v
presumed that he has more, it falla far short of 'dm“fﬁt
ticles; which are every where for sale, and often  Nearly g -

BEm r;jm;, ench other as o TI'E|I11TI’ cureful sc I‘Illllljl' Lo d““%
them : all these articles are greatly multiplied afier 4

patterns and fashions, and are to be found in almost

for sale. 'The similarity, therefore, of such articles is 85 ey,
tain proofl of identity as the similarity of bank notes or coins,
one loses or is robbed of notes or coins of & particular

tion, and another has those which are similar, it by g
follows, that such a fact raises any presumption of E“ﬂl.h
they may or may not be those which have been qu;: and this
must depend on other evidence:

Mr. Gray, however, further states, that shortly after the thef;
committed about the 24th of September, he accused )
of it, and soon afterwards (he does not say how soon,) he gh
seonded.

There does not appear to be any thing remarkable in sueh
an act under the eircumstances which existed. Latimer wa
charged with theft by his master, the only person to whom e
had any right to look for protection, and this might well excite
a degree of alarm which would induce him to flee wh
guilty or innocent. It appears also, that the brush and
books were discovered after his deparlure whether l‘-u'
search was made does not appear; but, as the mﬂtw
power and the right both to search the person and pre
the slave, it seems singular, if such was the faet, t
be delaye:‘l till after the flight, and it is no Iﬂiﬁ :
Latimer, if guilty, should, after he had hﬁﬂn rCUs
stolen articles where detection, hjrdm% ould
inevitable, especially when the prnpurtr- lG Wk
cility be concenled or destroyed. ;

The focts connected mlr.h this d
ﬂ-ﬁtﬁt, are so d!ﬁaql[t 1o recone

‘may
L
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It is also to be remembered, that of all the property stolen,
nothing has been discovered, unless those little articles were
part of it; and it is somewhat remarkable, if Latimer is guilty,
that the discovery should be limited to these, if he kept stolen
property in such a careless manner. But, without dwelling
longer upon the affidavit, I will advert to another circumstance
connected with this felony.

On the 19th of October last, a complaint for larceny was
made to the police court of Boston, against Latimer, for steal-
ing and conveying away goods and money, the property of
Samuel B. Gray, which theft is alleged to have been committed
at Boston, on the 20th October. Another complaint was made
against him, in which the same articles are alleged to be the
property of James B. Gray, and the larceny is alleged to have
taken place at Norfolk. While these complaints appear to me
to be designed to cover the same felony deseribed in the affida-
vits, they vary from it in some particulars, which are material,
among which I do not mean to include the allegation that the
goods were taken at Boston. The only point of view in which
these complaints have a bearing, rests on the belief that the
information upon which they are made must have been derived
from Mr. Gray. If such is the fact, he may be able to har-
monize them with the affidavit, by rendering a satisfactory ac-
count of the apparent discrepancies. I have now drawn your
altention, at greater length than I proposed in the outset, to the
contents of the affidavit and the facts connected with it, and
you have already anticipated my opinion, that the charge is
not such as to authorize the arrest and surrender of Latimer.
Th'PﬂﬂﬁiE]ﬁinvnlwd is one of great interest to the citizens of
2l the States ; for whatever rule is applied to the humble indi-
'.'..ﬂ-:- _~ﬁﬂ-.'.;-._.;_ nanded, should be the rule in all cases; and the
Teans ection meted out to him, should be the limit of

enting q,,ﬂqi- case, I beg you to

al, but to speak of
to motives, The ten-
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come in such questionable forms, that I have fali jg w0

duty, in repeated instances, to decline complinnestay "y
that it was never the design of the Constitution 1o m ||
people 1o this process for trivial offences, or upon -
which contain no charge raising a presumption uj'
persuaded that nothing short of this can protect them

appressive arrests,
I have the honor to be, ke

Your Excellency's most obt, nn#:,

A true copy. Attest.

INO. A, Hm.
Secretary qu,, Clo =
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To the Justices of our Police Court of the city of Boston,
within and for our county of Suffolk. Elbridge G. Austin,
of said Boston, Esquire, in behalf of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts, on oath informs said justices, that within
three weeks Inst past, in the year of our Lord one thousand
eight hundred and forty-two, at the city of Boston, in the
county of Suffolk, the following goods, to wit

36 dollars in halves and quarters and half dimes, . 836

A quantity of goods taken from glass-case, to wit:
Fauml-um, hﬂlt—hmshes, pocket-books, . 10
A quantity of groceries, consisting of mﬂ'&e, sugar

and liquor, . 3 - 3 . 25
1 silver watch, T - : ; 15
In cents, - . ; : - : 15
Drawer and money, . ; : ! 11

Of the value of one hundred and twelve ﬂnllarﬂ and cents
of the gn-:ulsm:ﬂ chattels of Samuel B, Gray, and in his pos-
-nﬁm t!len and there being, were feloniously stolen, taken and
carried twj\iﬁdfuutm: peace of said Commonwealth, and
@; tute mmhcm made and provided. And

I : @ 1o believe, and does believe,
ﬂllﬁd Albert Nason, of said
Aﬂr l]:l!l gnon‘:l: nfmumd.
g ..-'J'-!‘ v
BASELS

..'.ti'{}...f"ﬂ'_,_la'
! . 'I.._ﬁ il

r‘-i"




20 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER. (Jan.

SUFFOLK, 1O Wil :

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

[L. 8] 7o the Sheriff of our county of Suffolk, his depities,
the constables and police officers of our city of
Boston,

Greeting :  We command you and each of yom, upon sight
hereof, to take and bring before our police court of the city of
Boston, within and for the connty of Suffolk, the bnd}-nfﬂmrge
Latimore, otherwise ealled Albert Nason, of Boston, aforesaid,
laborer, if to be found within your precinet, to answer to the
Commonwealth on the complaint of Elbridge G. Austin, of said
Boston, Esquire, this day made on oath before our said court,
for larceny, of goods valued at 8112, as set forth in the com-
plaint aforesaid, against the peace of said Commonwenlth and
the form of the statute, in such case made and provided.

Hereof fail not at your peril.

Witness, William Simmaons, esquire, at Boston, this nine-
teenth day of October, in the vear of our Lord one thousand
eight hundred and forty-two.

THOS. POWER, Clerk.

SUFFoLx, ss. Boston, October 19, 1842,

By virtue of the within precept, I arrested the within-named _

defendant, and committed him 1o jail, and now, this 20th day
of October, I have not brought him before the court, having
been summoned to appear before the Justices of the supreme
judicial court, on a writ of Aabeas corpus, 1o show cause why
I have the above-named defendant in my custody.

JONAS STRATTON, Constable
‘Dismissed on motion of complainant, October 20th.
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To the Justices of the Police Court of the city of Boston, with-
in and for the county of Suffolk, Elbridge G. Austin, Esquire,
of the city of Boston, in the county of Suffolk, in behalfl of
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, on oath complains,

That George Latimore, otherwise called Albert Nason, of the
city of Boston, in county of Suffolk, laborer, within three
weeks last past, at Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, did feloni-
ously steal and carry away from one James B. Gray, the pro-
perty of said Gray, the [ollowing goods, to wit :

‘Silver coin, valued at Bl el 495 . 836

Pencil-cases, hair-brushes and pocket-books, valued at 10

Coffeeysugarand liqguor. v . ., . . . 25
Silver watch : y : . ; : . 15
Copper coin SRR AN e s Wy peedb
Drawerandimoneys sidun £ 0w inied e 13

2112

JH‘I of the value of one hundred and twelve dollars, and that
-mdul.atimaga-ia-nuw a fugitive from justice from said State of
'Firgmia., and is now in Boston, against the peace of said Com-
monwealth, and the form of the statute in such case made and




22 CASE OF GEORGE LATIMER. [Jan. '42

SUFFOLK, 10 Wil ;

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

[L. 8] To the Skeriff of our county of Suffolk, his depties
the constables and police afficers o i e
| if our city af

Gireeting : We command you and each of you, upen sight
hereof, to take and bring before our police conrt, of the city of
Boston, within and for the county of Sufiolk, the body of
George Latimore, otherwise called Albert Nason of Boston, afore-
said, laborer, if to be found within your precinet, to answer to
the Commonwealth, on the complaint of Elbridge G. Austin, of
said Boston, Esquire, this day made on oath before our said court,
for larceny in the State of Virginia, of property valued at
2112, and being a fugitive from justice, is now in said Boston,
against the peace of said Commonwealth, and the form of the
statute in such case made and provided. Hereof fail not, at

your peril.

Witness : William Simmons, Esquire, at Boston, this twen-
tieth day of October, in the year of our Lord, one thousand

ight hundred and forty-two.
g . Clerk.

Return signed by Jonas Stratton, of defendant to complain-
ant, Oct. 20,

Discharged, on motion of complainant, Oct. 31.

A truecopy.  Attest, o BOLLES,
Secretary of the Comma

-8





