COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
i
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| NORFOLK ss. SUPERIOR COURT
| COMMONWEATLTH vs. NICOLA SACCO AND BARTOLOMED VANZETTT:
;#5545 and #5546

(copies of two indietments #2)

ndictments were returned into said . court

These
| by the Urand Jurors on the eleventh

. | and were ordered to be filed.

’

.
{

And it appearing to said court that ssid indictments

3

harged said defendants with a crime punishable with death,

@)

was ordered by the court that ssid Nieols Sacco and

HQ
o

éBartolomeo Vanzetti be held in custody of the Sheriff of the
?County of Norfolk to answer to said indictments, snd that the
jeaid Sheriff or his neputy give notice to sach of said defendants
jthat sald indictments would be entered forthwith upon the docket
. of 391d court, by causing each of said defendants to be served

e

‘with a copy of each of said indictments and of said orders thereon|
| And in obedience to said orders the sald Nicols Saren and
Rartolomeo Vanzetti were severally notified as thereby recuired

as appears by - teturns of ~the cheriff and of the warde n of the

©Otate Prison vize
!

And said

’:J ". - il = . - - -
And notice of the entry of said indictments with copies

of said indictments was sent to the Chief Justice of said court
gnd to the Attorney General.

| And on the twenty-eighth day ff September 1320, sz3i4
fefqndants were brought before said court, and said indictments

uwlauf,_

were read t- them snd each’being asked if he was guiltyv of the

ffence therein rharoed : % AT :
¢ffence therein ,hargem,for ANSWer sald that he was not guilty,




without bail, and the said Bartolomeo Vanze
the State Prison without bail-
And on the dghteenth day of November 1820, the sppearance

bf Fred H. Moore and William J. Callahan was entered for said

And on the fifth dayv of February, 1921, it was ordered by

Ca
7

ithe court as follows:- ‘§>
(copy #9) \km‘ |

Upon which order, the following endorsements of service

uopon the said defenda~ts Weremades

(copies of following: ,&%j>
Return of service on Vanzetti %ﬁ}jﬁ

Return of s rvice on Sacco (;%“V

Return of service n Counsel)

And on said fifth: day of February, 12921, it was furth:r

|

)

ordere

()

by the court as follows:
(copy #7)

And on the fourtee

p

1th aay of February, 1921, vénires for jurors

lwere issued in cbedience to =a3id order

And on the twenty-third day of February, 1921 s motion for

continuance was filed by the defendants.

. N 5

n

And on the twentyisixth day of February, 1921, it was ordered

by the court upon motion of the defendants that said orders of
February 5. 1821, assigning March 7, 1921 as the date for trial
be vacated and that the motion of the defendants filed February 23;

be impounded,

And on the twentv-eighth dav of Februsrv motion of defendan

for continuance =2nd waiver of right to be admittéd to bail was

L

' filed as follows:

(copy #11)

e 0f vacation of said order was wment to

e
5

amﬁfhereupon not
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those summoned to attend as Jurors on March 7.
Aind on the twentieth day of April, 1921, the follBwing
order was issued by the Chief Justice of said Court to the
Sheriff viz:

(copy #111) Q@Zﬂu— ”‘*‘Q‘ﬂ>

And on said order, the following returns were made
(copy two returns) (e~ MJZ // CL_-\)

And on the twentieth day of April, 1921, the following

jorder for trial at a special sitting of zaid court beginning

|Tuesday, May 31 1821

was 2130 entered

V)

(cony #12)

And on the twenty-fifth day of &pril, 1921, the following

o

order was entered fixing dates for attendance of jurors
And on the thirty-first day of May, 1921, the said Nicola
Sacco and the said Rartolomeo Vanzetti were brought into =aid
IP Gud_
court and set at the bar thereof for trial,on said thirty-first

day of May, 1321, and the appearance in writing of ¥.J3. 'apd T.F;

McAnarney for the defendant Bartholomeo Vanzetti was filed,.

And on ssid thirty-first day of May, 1221, motion of defendant
Sacco for severance and separate trial was filed ss follows:

(copy #16)

A~
And on the thirty-first day of May, 1921, demurrerg werS
filed by each defendant as follows:

(copy #17) &MA—

| And on the thirty-first day of May, 1921, the defendant}
PR AT 3 L
filed thess demands for bills of partiiulare‘ao)%meu>j
(copy #164)
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Ané on the sec nd day of June, 1921, order -

| that the ©Pheriff summon 200 talesmen to attend on the third day

' of June, 1921, it appearing that all the names of Jurors

(]

summoned for the trial of said case had been drawn fr m the

box and that the panel had not been completed.
And on the third day of June, 1921, oral motion of defendants

't challenge the arrasy of talesmen wass denied by the court.
~ £ \ y ;

And on the third day of June, 1921,

[ <2

was ordered by the

e

court upon motion -f the District Attorney that Fred H. Moore
Attorney in the State of California, be admitted to participate

in the trial of said case as counsel for the defendant Saceo

Sacco was filed as follows-
(copy #19)
| And on the fourth day of June, 1921, a jury of twelve
men duly impanelled and sworn to try the issues in s=2i4 case,
was completed as follows:
(copy #20)

i

And on the sixth day of June, 1921, a waiver of defendants
of their right to accompany the jury on view, was filed as
follows:
(copy #21)

And on the sixth day of June on the motion of the defendants
:that weapons and bullets be admitted for expert examination,
ithe court ordered that they be given into the custody of the
Sheriff for such examination, but under no circumstances were th

ito go out of his custody.
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And on the sixth day of June, 1921

‘Commonwealth snd of the defendants, a view
;jury.agi Walter H. Ripley was appointed
?—h(; sovent) Ae sy ’\f T Qdf +1 ~ ~ ~ + + T
n _tiie seventnh day o June, motlon of defendant Vanzetti

And. o
filed as follows:

‘for severance of

And on the : een
iview of the,car, was allowed by the court, snd the defendants
their right to accompany the jury on =2id view, anid
S oA

iwaived

further ordered by the court that

e

=

8]
A

the custody of the Sheriff.

land placec r
the defendants

zth day of July, 1921,
n view of the

And on the 'gi waived
"Roda" Overland

right to accompany the jury o

the fourteenth day

defendant Sacco for verdict

followss
(copy #25)

sald motion was denied by the court.

And
motion of

on said fourteenth day of July, 43252 Bl

And
defendant Vanzetti was also filed as followss

(copy #26)

said motion wss denied by the court.
, after hearing

Yot an 2
istriet

ence and the asrguments of the D

the witnesses and t
4+~ ~ i 3 o
' and the inst:

for the defendants,

Attorney and the \ i
¢MM‘°¢MXC“‘L4
2 committed to thamjaftcr

by the court on said

L

f&m deliberation the jury returned their verdictstherein,
d Nicola Saceco and 83aid Bartholomeo

ipon oath said that the sa




V9n7@tf* were each guilty of murder in the first degr

jupon €ach indictment, M MMWMMW
And thereupon the defendents by their sftornst moved

'that the time for filing exceptions be extended to and

lincluding November 1, 1921, and s=id motion wes allowéd by

éthe court with the consent of the nistrict Attcorney,
. | And on the eighteenth day of July, 1221, the defendant
;Sacco filed 3 motion for new trisl as followse
(copy #27)
And on the said eighteenth day of July, 1921 the defendant

‘Partholomeo Vanzetti filed a motion for new trisl as followse

And on the thirty-first day of OctoWer, 1921 on the
motion of the defendants, the time for filing his exceptions
‘ | ‘was extended to~December 10, 1321,
And on the eighth day
otiondfor new trisl wiakfiled 0y sa1d defendants as follows:

ﬁiwﬁggwgs

3 . 3 -
L Was ordered

/S
# 3 F v ¥+ A A ~ ~ 3 3 £ 3
exceptions be extended to Debember 20, 1921

An on Becember 17, 1921, it was ordered by the court

. on &g motion of the defendants that the time for filing

lexceptions be extended to January 15, 1322.
| And on the twenty-fourth day of December, 1321, the

L cf‘ﬂf €as 5"*‘&*’“&
ecision of the Court mﬂkrﬁ+ﬂq”%tﬁr new trial wsas

o
D
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nd on the twenty-seventh day of December, 1321, by

order of the Court, the time of filing exceptions W' and

i

|appeal from order denying motions for new trigl was extended

f

to and ineluding Janasry 14, 1222,

vy . 1 1 4 ~ ~ ¥ 3 oy 3 s
And tn the thirteenth dsy of January 1222. on motion

H

&)
N,

£
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iwas further e

tended to January

And on the twenty-third day of January, 1922, =n order

|was entered allowing the defendants to exsmine the Buick
N f +haer s = o ol o Foaren 1 r 1 r 1ol
AnG 8 lurther order was aslso entered sllowing defens

151
n
’J
ot
ct

n
9
-+

2t Charlestown, duting t

|between April /1 snd April 20, 1920, for the nurpose of makin

duplicates of said photographs.

B

And on

j0f defend=nts by order of court, the time for filing ex

ang snneal waco f‘ ther sx teno 3 ; I IrnelisAl et

tanc 2ppeal was Turther extended to and including fehruai
Vo iLume

And on february 20, 1928, a further order was entere

: 5 & z s s as 4 S <
counsel to examine photographs of prisoners released from

completed

o

e A o b= s T > L S 4 :
the defendants; time for filing exceptions #g snd appeal

car

the' twenty-fourth day of January, 122 on moti
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for extending time for filing of completed bill of excentions

of defendant Vanzetti and defendant Sscco toc February £5,

2oth

And on the/day of February, 1922, volume two of bil

exception of defendant Sacco and of defendant Vanzetti were
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And on the twenty-second day‘of July, 19

motion for new trial of defendant Sacco was

i1l % - e L

=5
pie
beed
™
»
)
2
3]
ﬁ
O
-
)
5
(6]
“e

new

that Frederick G Katzmann be

t Attorney to gssist
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1 Be-Drose mEek

of said case was filed as follows:e
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And on the said nifith day of March Frederick G. Katzmanr

J

was appoint

taken =2na subscribed in open court, asnd defendants excentions
to. sa3id sppointment wédr~duly noted.

And on said ninth dav of Mar "f‘. -Y'-\,f:"-‘., lefendants excentions
to refuial of the court to rule on admission of c¢ertain
statements in sffidavit of ' J, J, McAnarney were niotéd,

And on. the sixteenth day of March, 1283, bills of exceptions
1’\*\7 fac f', N .-":_n“v‘-“' = RO a1 1:; '\11',4‘ n [’c\‘ + 5 L % e Adoe falls W_ﬁ trhe CA1IIT T
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motion for new trial were filed,

S5 " - =h + 3 1 o S S ¥ 1 YO 2 1
. \ ¢ 7 ~ ~ -3 7 L~ - . s a4 -
And -on the sixteenth da 01 Karch 1825, the appearanc &

IRT2 § ~N 1 ~ -~ - - " B Tal SIS rv* 7 - - 11
Wiltliam G. Thomvpson and Arthur D . HI1ll was entered by ne
~ >« S 3 ™ ¥ = o 2 ™ e 1 o . ;. . ™
letTendants, specially for the purpose of arguing motion for new
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And on the sixteenth day of March, 122%. Dr. Cshoon of
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by the court: tha
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F nopatnic Hespital for.care and obssrvation pending
determinastion of his incanitv +311 =wand 3 1 i M } { TS 5
: j | 5 J - ! S ¢ SN : I N LN 11 EE TSR V19 i 8 o <3 RS AP
- -:— - -
the ) rector. of i sgid Hoasrnitat e malcs wmrltdav = 3 f y :
g " : \ Ho 81 Bt ok ¥rircoen report of corn
Cr o ? - - s ~ o~ - ¥4 Vo eri < 3 3 ¥
s &3 L on. Tiuesdan March. 2% = o-the pres ng Jaastice 3
: kAo LIg L »
I 0 QR R \ 12 3 2 s
= | 3 | Lo Prnoen a1 4 1 3 NS ) f T o~ 1 Q ~
= - A S AR %) he o se s O] 251 % e o 6 S

An-d - the stehteenth dax AT Anri ]l 1392 '+ Wa'c ArdarnsAdl e

e B S | . = g = = T ~ 1 3 - e
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1= EThree 20 called hipley cartridges . and revolver
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motion 0l delendant Vanzetti was filed:

PR (e 2 o~ T » . =
And on- said April 30, a motion of the Assistent District
: e 5 L3V I 54 | H i &) ¥od L ) & 1 2 . -
.
\Ftoarrney (Mr .  ¥Weith) ~nled 1 T f
A o ! QORI O ~ Y YT O £ ~ o | 3
3 ney: (Mr. Kelth), 'seconded by counsel for defence 4tl pend
mMotiorns ordered copntinned corerallx h o~ B . AT ) 17 :
bt s i | 1 S a5 B & ey ~“, i 1 /~[:‘ 1 1 vy O v s »‘f

AT i< 2 e e L $ ;
Mr. Williams, District Astornev.
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And on the fifth day of November, 1923, defendants supplementary

motion for new trial was filed sas

S
(copy #129)

And on the twenty-seventh day of March defendants appeal
to the Supreme Judicial Court from s3id decision was filed as
21 e 3o 0 8 : i< S = 8 B B = s
follows:
(copy #130)
Toghther with notice of g3ic appeal as follows:

24 on motion
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n . th st daj I Uctober, 1924, memorandum snd decision
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of ourt deny ing Sc".fzﬂA moticon for new trisl based on Pelcerp
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And on the first day of October, 1224, memorandum and

b

lentary motion for new

| £ T - = ~ & = T L 2 e ¥ . |
And on the first day of October, 1224, memorandum and
decision of court denying fourth supplementarv moticn foi
new triasl was filed as follows:
(’ Hy =
) - 7
AnA on the first dav of DOrtaber 3824 e rand :
Gn the 11rst day ol October, 1924, memorsndum an?
r‘] = .'-\: ~ = T ~ v Y7 1 3 S A 3 3 =
|decision of court denying fifth motion for new trizl as based
g ! or new trizal as based
Ny v - i ® | *
on Hamilton Affidavit was filed as follows:
{ = 49 A0
(copy #148)
‘f\ % . - I3 Py A
Artﬁ on TAL tﬂ, rs 1] _:}’r_)‘7 :\f‘ NAt "\..‘l‘\c‘r}‘ -:’\“ Vi moamnT r;"m,».“w«'yr .nnl:j
' - W B ) FES s 24 B8 M ENGE T g (& ! LV &
P . ; S i . B > . 2 £ . g
jcecision of court denying fifth supplementary motion for
| v motiom )
: gt B R . e o
new trial as kased on Proctor Affidavit was filed as focllows:
1=/ 3
(copy #142)
. s e Lolact it Sy - SRR SO S S e 1O/ ’
And on the first day of Octcber, 1924, the court: extendeqd
’:- 2 o 'va'\, : . " - _:v . . ". 3 n > » .
tine Ior clain ing, Sayving Oor i i ne % Xceptions on motlions for

mew trials until Oc¢ctober 8 1924, =and the defeéendants bill of

exeeptions was allowed by the court,
3 court

e

B0 4 At 3 e e : 3 : 3 |
And on the fourth day of October 19324, the following notic
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m ol ;appeal was f:

r_J.

of &.¢12
(copy #144)
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And on the seventh day of October the following order wss

entered:

AY}A MYy "}’\(- t‘1 .’.‘LT’:,""“’" J = <7 ~ e el Al o SRS 4 —~ 2
Lon LAe eleventn day ol October, 1924, the following o:
was entered
. LY A 2
AY‘.,’: oOn +h e t wWen + <7 -f-': S g e ~ 2 -
A L1 Ll3f ) ~% 3 7 } T ¢ . X 5 a A Wi i O ~ e s 1 - .
e twenty-11rst day of Oetober, 1924, the defendan



filed a claim of exceptions to the decisions, findings, an
rulings of the court onothérnew trizl.
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And on the twentv-third dav of Vectober, 1924, the appesrance
or Arthur D. Hill as attorney for defendants wse withdrawn,
And on the twentv-—third Aav o~ 1 : o $27 i '
= On the twenty-third day of October, 1924 ,time for filing

sxcenti o - S Hd - - G i T, B ;
exceptlon was extended to and J_I_‘n-;:.]_%};“;l!}g November 7

_{3‘ on +the tweon —_—3 -V ~ ¥ : = - e Ny
And on the twenty-eighth day of Octoker, 1984, the appearance

. And on the twenty-ninth day of Qctober. 1994 , the defendants
f
A 3 b & . : k ’ o 2 X g
And on the third day of Novemher, '924. defendsnts filed s
further claim of exceptions,
A.- ":- ‘L - =% ry ~ ' A ~ -~ . -
nd on the seventh day of November, 1924, time for filing ex-
¢ceptions was extended to and including November 21. 1924
<5 NV 1L g <ol 3 ’ ; i~
4 O +’ .‘. - - ™\
And on the eighth day:of November, 1924, the appearance of

red H fnore a atteo 7 v ¥ v Aof - + i +h A
Fred H. Moore as attorney for the defendant Saceco was withdrawn

G 3 R 3 599 s N e ia
ninet<enth day of November, 1984, a supplementsrv
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And on the twenty-first day of November. 1894

L, an order was

entered L& . e . .
gntered extending time for filing claim and bill of excepticrs

an the sec < +FhirA 3 : .
-Ne seconc, third and fourth supplementary motions for new

Grial to and including December 1, 1924
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wed L
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And on the twenty-sixth day of November, 1324
claim of exceptions was filed,
And on the first day of December, 1924, defendants bill of

3 . * NP
avyceptbions to declsion on seconc su

trial was filed,

And on the nia

ith day of December, 1524, the appesrance of

o - & : R RS - 3 s g 44
JJ. and T.F McAnarney as attorneys for defendant Vanzetbl

for new trial was filed.
And on the éleventh day of May, 1325, certaln correc
lerrors and ommissions in defendants bill of exceptions allowed
September 13, 1924, were allowed b+ the court.
R

| 3 DL Y = s ol T IR T ;TR e T s
And on the eleventh dav of May, 1225, a substitute bhill of

88S
: $- 3 =3 : = 3 s T W < . Ve .
exceptions/to decision of seecond supplementar: motlion for new
trial was allewed by the court,.
} ‘ y ¢ A S B n Wik - RSt 1
And on the eleventh day of May, 1925, defendants supplementari

. i1l of exceptions filed November 19, 1324

ifth supplementary motions

"~ of

5 3 REO
or new trisl was allowed

l!’, id
And on the tenth day of Novembar, 192B, certain corrections
lof the original bill of exceptions of the said defendants were
allowed by the court,
And said several bills of exceptions @ were sllowed by
the court for a trial, and transmitted to the Supreme Judicial
tourt of the Commonwealth ana entere therein on the thirteenth




day of May, 1926, and rescripts were received from said

Supreme Judicial Court as follows:
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And on the twenty-sixth day of May motion of said
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efend-nts for new trial was f1i

And motion to impound was also filed a3 follows:e
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