
House of Repkesentatives, April 26, 1852.

Ordered, That the Special Committee on the returns from
the Secretary of the Commonwealth, of the Clerks of Courts
and other officers receiving fees, &,c., consider the expediency
of abolishing the office of Crier of Courts in this Common-
wealth.

LEWIS JOSSELYN, Clerk.

HOUSE....Xo. 234.
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House of Representatives, April 30, 1852.

The Special Committee to which was referred an order of the
House, of April 26th, to consider the expediency of abolish-
ing the office of Crier to Courts, have considered the same
and submit the subjoined

To facilitate the administration of justice the Commonwealth
has been divided into counties, with one or more shire towns
in each, in which the courts of the county are held. The ex-
penses of the county administration are assessed upon the polls
and estates of the inhabitants of towns within the county.
These expenses relate almost exclusively to the administration
of justice, the building of county roads and bridges.

The expenses of a county therefore being a matter in which
the people are deeply interested, it becomes an object of legiti-
mate inquiry whether any retrenchment of expenses can be had
without detriment to the public interest. Such officers as are
necessary for the prompt and efficient discharge of the business
before the courts, the people are willing to sustain; but if it
should appear that any office created by judicial appointment
or otherwise exists at this time, which is not necessary, justice
to the people demands that it should be abolished, however
antiquated its origin. It is not congenial to the spirit of our
government to create or perpetuate offices merely for the
emolument they afford to their occupants.
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The office of crier is one of judicial appointment, and by
many is believed to be made more in conformity to an ancient
custom, than from any necessity or possible advantage to the
courts at the present time. The duties usually performed by
criers are merely nominal, occupying but a few minutes during
each day; all of which could be as well performed, and with
much more propriety, by the sheriff, whose duty it is to pro-
tect the court and preserve order in the court-room during its
sessions. The sheriff receives a per diem compensation for his
attendance upon the courts, and his duties are not so arduous
that he cannot with ease also open and adjourn the court, call
the names of the parties in suit, and count the jurors as they
are called, without in any way interfering with the other duties
of his office. The sheriff is obliged to have one or more dep-
uties present during the sessions of the judicial court, for the
purpose of summoning witnesses, waiting upon juries, and
guarding and conducting criminals to and from the court-room,
whether a crier is present or not. In the absence of the crier
the sheriff performs the duties of that office without any appa-
rent inconvenience, and with only a slight tax of a few minutes
upon his time during each day.

With these views the committee report the accompanying
bill.

PUTNAM W. TAFT, Chairman.

order of the Committee,
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AN ACT
To abolish the office of Crier of the Courts.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representor
tires in General Court assembled , and by the authority of
the same, asfollows :

1 Sect. 1. The office of crier of the courts is hereby
2 abolished.

1 Sect. 2. The duties of the office of crier shall
2 hereafter be discharged by the sheriffs of the several
3 counties, or their deputies, without any addition to
4 the compensation now allowed the sheriffs by law for
5 attendance upon the courts.

(fommonluraltl) of JHassactmsetts.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-
Two.

*


