
SENATE.....No. 164.

In Senate, April 25, 1855.

The Joint Special Committee, to whom were referred sundry
Orders, Petitions and Remonstrances relative to changing
the places of holding certain terms of the Supreme Judicial
Court and Court of Common Pleas in the County of Essex,
have considered the same, and

The order first introduced was, that the Joint Special Com-
mittee on that subject be instructed to consider the expediency
of changing the place of holding the supreme judicial court,
now holden at Ipswich, in the county of Essex, so that it may
be held at Salem. Also the expediency of changing the places
of holding the June and September terras, of the court of com-
mon pleas, now holden at Ipswich and Newburyport respec-
tively, in said county of Essex, so that the June terra may be
held at Newburyport and the September term at Salem.

An order was subsequently introduced, instructing the Com-
mittee to consider the expediency of changing the place of
holding the supreme judicial court, now held at Ipswich, in
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the county of Essex, so that said court shall be held alternately
at Newbnryport, Lawrence and Salem.

Your Committee were then charged with sundry petitions
and remonstrances for the removal of all the courts in Essex
county to Salem, as follows :

S. C. Phillips and 225 others, of Salem.
J. Vincent Brown and 248 others, of Salem.
The Mayor and Aldermen and Common Council of the

city of Salem.
Moses Black and 19 others, of Danvers.
John W. Proctors and 27 others, of Danvers.
Joseph Rowell and 48 “ “

Gilbert Tapley and 49 “ “

Samuel P. Fowler and 69 others, of Danversport.
E. A. Ashcroft and 69 others, of Lynn.
Charles E. Grover and 410 others, of Gloucester.
Samuel 0. Pitman and 59 others, of Swampscott.
A. Nesmith and 31 others, of Beverly.
R. P. Waters and 29 others, of Beverly.
Samuel B. Gregory and 173 others, of Marblehead.
John Lee and SO others, of Manchester.
James L. Goodwin and 60 others, of Middleton.
Winthrop Low and 72 others, of Essex.
James Manning and 143 others, of Rockport.
J. B. Hitchings and 101 others, of Saugus.
Alpheus D. Evans and 39 others, of Wenham.
Town of Manchester by unanimous vote, March 12.
B. P. Adams and 34 others, of Topsfield.
Town of Gloucester, by Resolves, March 5.

The petition of Richard Sutton and 54 others, inhabitants of
Ipswich, praying that the courts now held at Ipswich should
be removed to Salem.

Also sundry petitions, praying that the spring term of the

supreme judicial court, now held at Ipswich, should be removed
to Newbnryport, as follows:

Moses Davenport and 60 others, of Newbnryport.
Daniel Lunt and 77 others, of Newbury.
Ezekiel Brown and 32 others, of Salisbury.
William C. Binney and 43 others, of Amesbury.
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Town of Newbury, by Resolves passed March 5, 1855.
City of Newburyport, by Resolves passed March 5, 1.855.
William C. Batch and 130 others, of Groveland.

For the removal of the courts from Ipswich to Lawrence :
C. T. Newell and 108 others, of Lawrence.

For establishing a registry of deeds at Lawrence ;
L. A. Burns and 170 others, of Lawrence.

Remonstrance against removing all the courts in Essex
county to Salem, as follows ;

Town of Newbury, by vote, March 5, 1855.
City of Newburyport, by Resolves, March 5, 1855.
Town of Groveland, by Resolves, March 5, 1855.
William S. Belch and 130 others, of Groveland.

The terms of the supreme judicial courts and courts of com-
mon pleas in Essex County are by law now held as follows tr-

io Ipswich, the May terra of the supreme, and the June term
of the court of common pleas, civil.

In Salem, the November term of the supreme court, the
January term of the court of common pleas, criminal, and the
March term of the court of common pleas, civil.

In Lawrence, the October term of the court of common
pleas, criminal, and the December term of the court of common
pleas, civil.

In Newburyport, the May term of the court of common pleas,
criminal, and the September term of the court of common
pleas, civil.

The first subject which presented itself for the consideration
of the Committee was, the expediency of removing the courts
now held at Ipswich.

It appeared in evidence that courts were established at a
very early period at Ipswich and Salem at the same time; that
the courts at Ipswich were to have jurisdiction in that part of
the county of Essex situated on the sea board, in the eastern
and northern portion of the county, including the town of
Newbury; and that the courts at Salem were to have jurisdic-
tion in the southerly part of the county, including Saugus.
This was before the western portion of the county, or the river
towns, were settled. Ipswich was then the most accessible
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and convenient point for holding courts in that part of the
county.

Owing to the favorable location of Newburyport and the en-
terprise of her inhabitants, she became one of the largest and
most flourishing commercial towns on our sea board, and courts
were established there to meet the demand for accommodations
and facilities for transacting county business to which her im-
portance and influence entitled her.

Within a very recent period the city ofLawrence, situated on
the Merrimack lliver, in the north-westerly part of the county,
has sprung up, and increased with almost incredible rapidity,
both in population and business; and if her growth goes on-
ward with the same rapid strides with which it has commenced,
the time is not far distant when she will outstrip every city in
the county, with perhaps the exception of the city of Salem.
Two terms of the court of common pleas have already been
established in that city.

Very satisfactory evidence was furnished the Committee, not
only at the several hearings of the parties, but by a personal
examination of various parts of the county and the shire towns,
that such material changes had taken place throughout the
county since the establishment of courts in Ipswich, with
regard to the population and facilities for communication by
railroads, as to render the location of that town no longer a
desirable or convenient place for holding any of the courts; and
they were unanimously of the opinion that those now held
there should be removed.

This question being settled, the next which would naturally
arise would be, 'To what place or places shall they be removed ?

It will be seen, by referring to the petitions presented, that a
large proportion of them ask that all the courts in Essex County
shall be held in Salem ; others, that the supreme judicial court,
now held at Ipswich, shall be removed to Newburyport; others,
that they shall be removed to Lawrence—making, in the ag-
gregate, a very conflicting mass of claims, which were fully
and ably presented by the various parties for the consideration
of the Committee.

It was claimed, on the part of Newburyport, that she was a
large and flourishing city; that the accommodations, not only
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for holding courts, but for people attending the same, were
ample and sufficient.

The court-house, within a short time, has been repaired at
an expense of about fifteen thousand dollars, and furnished
ample accommodations for the courts; and if the courts were
to be removed from Ipswich, she was entitled at least to one of
the terms.

On the part of Lawrence, it was claimed that there had been
recently erected in that city a large and expensive jail, and on
account of her rapid growth in business and population she
would, in a short time, call upon the county to erect a court-
house : that the towns in the northerly and westerly part of
the county would be better accommodated there than in any
other town; and although she did not at present desire that any
change should be made in the places of holding the courts in
the county, still, if any change should be made, she was enti-
tled to the consideration which her location and importance
demanded.

It was claimed, on the part of Salem, that public convenience
required that all the courts in the county should be held in one
place, and that, whenever any change was made, they should
all be carried to Salem. This course seems to b 6 indicated by
a large majority of the petitions referred to the Committee.
The accommodations for holding courts are decidedly superior
to that of any other place, and, with a comparatively small ex-
pense, could be made suitable for the transaction of all the
county business.

A great variety of statistical evidence was produced, show-
ing satisfactorily to the Committee that Salem is a very pros-
perous and flourishing city ; that she is very near the centre of
the population of the county; that the various railroads which
have been constructed within a few years render her easier of
access from all parts of the county than any other place; and
the Committee are of opinion that, if the question of a new
location in one place of all the courts in the county were to
come up, Salem would be the place designated by a large

of the people of the county ; but as no direct evidence
the popular wish on this subject was produced, and

las the claims of the several parties were of a character so con-
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Aiding, and so little harmony of feeling as to any one place
was manifested by the evidence produced, the Committee do
not feel called upon to take up the general subject of the re-
moval of all the courts.

It is in evidence before the Committee that the county debt,
which, in 1847, was about $70,000, has increased to $247,000
in 1855, This must, of course, create a burdensome taxation
upon the people ; and it has been the object of the Committee,
in considering the subject before them, to recommend no course
which may have a tendency to increase this debt. By reducing
the number of shire towns, the expenses of the county will bo
reduced ; and the Committee are of opinion that, if the county
business could all be done in one place, or two at most, a
very perceptible decrease of county expenses would at once
take place.

In consideration that the inhabitants of Essex County have
been so long accustomed to having sessions of their courts
held in different parts of the county, and having carefully in-
vestigated the subject in all the bearings in which it has been
presented to them, the Committee are of opinion that it is not
expedient, at this time, to recommend an entire change in the
system of holding the courts ; but they are unanimous iu the
opinion that the courts which are now held in Ipswich should
be removed to Salem ; and therefore respectfully submit this
Report, with the accompanying Bill.

EDWARD DENNY, Chairman.

WILLIAM O. FLETCHER,
Senate Committee.

CHARLES CHURCHILL,
MICAH DYER, Jk.,
ALANSON HAWLEY,
GEORGE CLAPP,
JEREMIAH B. LUTHER,

House of Representatives.
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In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-
Five.

"

AN ACT

Removing the Term of the Supreme Judicial Court and
the Court of Common Pleas from Ipswich to Salem,
in the County of Essex.

Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representa-
tives in General Court assembled , and hy the authority of
the same, as follows:

1 Sect. 1. The term of the supreme judicial court
2 now holden at Ipswich, within and for the county of
3 Essex, on the eighth Tuesday next after the first Tues-
-4 day in March annually, shall hereafter be holden at
5 Salem, within and for said county, on the eighth Tues-
-6 day next after the first Tuesday in March annually.

1 Sect. 2. The term of the court of common pleas
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2 now holden at Ipswich aforesaid on the third Monday
3 of June annually shall hereafter be holden at Salem
4 on the third Monday of June annually.

1 Sect. 3. All writs and processes, of whatever
2 nature, returnable to, or now pending, and which
3 would have day in the supreme judicial court or
4 court of common pleas to be holden at Ipswich, as
5 aforesaid, if this act had not been passed, shall bere-
-6 turnable to, and have day in court at, said terms at
7 the place established by this act for holding the same ;

8 and all parties or persons who have been required to
9 appear and attend at the terms aforesaid to be holden

10 at Ipswich, as aforesaid, if this act had not been
11 passed, shall appear, attend and have day in court at
12 said terms at the place established by this act for
13 holding the same, according to its true intent and
14 meaning.

1 Sect. 4. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent
2 with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.

1 Sect. 5. This act shall take effect from and after
2 its passage.


