
p 
3 a 
X 

p 

P 

P 
N 
5' a 

Maryland 
Historical Magazine 

i 

2 
p 

AMM jijrM 

Published Quarterly by the Museum and Libraiy of Maiyland History 
The Maiyland Historical Society 

Winter 1992 



THE MARYLAND HISTORICAL SOCIETY 

OFFICERS AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES, 1992-93 

L. Patrick Deering, Chairman 
Jack S. Griswold, President 

Dorothy Mcllvain Scott, Vice President 
A. MacDonough Plant, Secretary 

Term expires 1993 
Clarence W. Blount 
E. Phillips Hathaway 
Charles McC Mathias 
Walter D. Pinkard, Sr. 
Orwin C. Talbott 
David Mel. Williams 

Term Expires 1994 
Forrest F. Bramble, Jr. 
Stiles T. Colwill 
George D. Edwards II 
Bryden B. Hyde 
Stanard T Klinefelter 
Mrs. Timothy E. Parker 
Richard H. Randall, Jr. 
Truman T Semans 
M. David Testa 
H. Mebane Turner 

Term Expires 1995 
James C. Alban HI 
H. Furlong Baldwin 
P McEvoy Cromwell 
Benjamin H. Griswold HI 
Arthur J. Gutman 
Mrs. Bradford McE. Jacobs 
Mrs. Walter G. Lohr, Jr. 
James O. Olfson 
Milton H. Miller, Sr. 
William T Murray HI 
John D. Schapiro 
Bernard C. Trueschler 

Bryson L. Cook, Counsel 
William R. Amos, Treasurer 

Term Expires 1996 
Gary Black, Jr. 
Louis G. Hecht 
J.Jefferson Miller II 
Howard R. Rawlings 
Jacques T Schlenger 

Trustees Representing Baltimore City and Counties 
Baltimore City, Kurt L. Schmoke (Ex Officio) 
Allegany Co., J. Glenn Beall, Jr. (1993) 
Anne Arundel Co., Robert R. Neall (Ex Officio) 
Baltimore Co., Roger B. Hayden (Ex Officio) 
Calvert Co., Louis L. Goldstein (1995) 
Carroll Co., William B. Dulany (1995) 
Frederick Co., Richard R. Kline (1996) 
Harford Co., Mignon Cameron (1995) 
Kent Co., J. Hurst Purnell, Jr. (1995) 
Montgomery Co., George R. Tydings (1995) 
Prince George's Co., John W. Mitchell (1995) 
Washington Co., E. Mason Hendrickson (1993) 
Worcester Co., Mrs. Brice Phillips (1995) 

Chairman Emeritus 
Samuel Hopkins 
J. Fife Symington, Jr. 

President Emeritus 
Leonard C Crewe, Jr. 
E. Mason Hendrickson 
John L. McShane 
Brian B. Topping 
Frank H. Weller.Jr. 

COUNCIL, 1992-93 

Phyllis Bailey, Education 
D. Randall Beirne, ^(Wr<?5S(?s and Programs 
Robert J. Brugger, Publications 
George D. Edwards, II, Membership 
Fred W Hopkins, Maritime Collection 
Mrs. Carroll M. Berndt, Mrs. Charles T 
Lyle, Mrs. Jay Katz, Antiques Show 
James L. Na.ce, Annual Giving 

William E. Miller, Genealogy 
Mrs. Timothy E. Parker, Special Projects 
Richard H. Randall, Jr., Gallery 
Cynthia H. Requardt, Library 
M. David Testa, Finance 
H. Mebane Turner, Building and Grounds 
Mrs. Leslie E. Goldsborough, Jr., Women's 

Committee 

STAFF 

Charles T Lyle, Director 

Penny Z. Catzen, Head Librarian 
Jay A. DeFranco, Controller 
Paula A. Dozier, Public Relations 
Barbara G. Gamse, Museum Shop Manager 
Jennifer F. Goldsborough, Chief Curator 

Elizabeth B. Gordon, Registrar 
John J. McHale, Building Services/Security 
Deborah A. Morris, Public Programs 
Emily E. Parkhurst, Membership & Development 
Judith R. Van Dyke, Education Director 



Maryland 
Historical Magazine 

VOLUME 87 WINTER 1992 

CONTENTS 

HALL OF RECORDS UBRARY 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND      [ 

Dethroning King Alcohol: The Washingtonians in Baltimore, 1840-1845 . . . 375 
hy Jonathan Zimmerman 

Research Notes & Maryland Miscellany 399 
"We shall be accountable to God": Some Inquiries into the Position of Blacks in 

Somerset Parish, Maryland, 1692-1865, by Mary O. Klein 
Piscataway Tavern: A Maryland Legacy, by John H. Clagett IV 
Provisions for the Federal Hill Feast, by Betty Bandel 
The Story of Lee's Spurs 
Everyday Life at Fort Washington, Maryland, 1861-1872, by David L. Salay 
The L. W. Gunby Company of Salisbury, by Tom McLaughlin 
Devices and Desires: Realizing Wider Understanding and Access to Maryland's 

Recorded Heritage, by Timothy Pyatt, Dean Yates, and Stephanie Thorson 
Parceling Out Land in the Vicinity of Baltimore: 1632-1796, Part 1, by Garrett Power 

Book Reviews  467 
Russo, ed.. Unlocking the Secrets of Time: Maryland's Hidden Heritage, 

by Johanna Miller Lewis 
Hood, The Governor's Palace in Williamsburg: A Cultural Study, by Jack Stenger 
Conley and Kaminski, eds.. The Bill of Rights and the States: The Colonial and 

Revolutionary Origins of American Liberties, by J. C. A. Stagg 
Mapp, Thomas Jefferson: Passionate Pilgrim, by Robert L. Weinberg 
Cisco, States Rights Gist: A South Carolina General of the Civil War, by Arthur Gutman 
Nickell, Ambrose Bierce Is Missing: And Other Historical Mysteries, by David Grimsted 

Books Received 476 

Letters to the Editor 479 

Notices 482 



Maryland Picture Puzzle 484 

Index to Volume 87 485 

Acting as an editorial board, the Publications Committee of the Maryland Historical Society oversees and 
supports the magazine staff. Members of the committee include: 

JOSEPH L. ARNOLD, University of Maryland, Baltimore County 

JEAN H. BAKER, Goucher College 
JAMES H. BREADY, Baltimore 

LOIS GREEN CARR, St. Mary's City Commission 
RICHARD R. DUNCAN, Georgetown University 

JACK G. GOELLNER, Johns Hopkins University Press 
CHESTER W. GREGORY, Coppin State College 

GILBERT GUDE, Bethesda 
DAVID HEIN, Hood College 

JOHN HICHAM, Johns Hopkins University 
RONALD HOFFMAN, University of Maryland 

SAMUEL HOPKINS, Baltimore 
CHARLES McC. MATHIAS, Chevy Chase 

ROLAND C. MCCONNELL, Morgan State University 
NORVELLE E. MILLER 111, Baltimore 

WILLIAM E. MILLER, JR., Bowie 
ROBERT T. OESTE, Johns Hopkins University Press 

EDWARD C PAPENFUSE, Maryland State Archives 
ROSALYN M. TERBORG-PENN, Morgan State University 



ROBERT J. BRUGCER, Editor 
CHRISTINE BATEMAN, Managing Edito • 

MARY ELLEN HAYWARD, Production Edit n 

Assistant Editors 
ELIZABETH CADWALADER, ROBIN DONALDSON COILENT^, *JEC  22    l992 

JANE CUSHING LANGE 

Regional Editors MARYUND STATE ARCHIVES 

RECEIVED 

JOHNB.WISEMAN JANE C. SWEEN Lou ROSE        I    MARY^D STATE ARCHIVES 
F-tbu^ Montgomery County cler^ounty J^N R WENNERSTEN 
State U.Uversity HistoricalsLty Histo^Sod ty ^IL0^^ 

Eduors Corner  This issue offers a good example of the different research sources 

^a Marylanders-professional and non-professional-have been using of late to 

We also begm a senes on the most important holdings of the Maryland State ^chive    Spe^ 

this year s annual index. "ipiuug 

Cover design: The Washingtonians claimed that their society began in a Baltimore 
tavern, where six revelers renounced drink and resolved to recruit other tipplers 

ISSN-0025-4258 

ancVor AMERICA: HISTORY WUFE   Wotrrnf ^      " 
additional mailing offices-   POSTMASTFR ^        ^ ^f  ge p:Ud at Baltilno^. Maryland, and at 
Society. 201 Wesf MonuLnt S^ % the Maryland H.toncal 
statements, whether of fact or onin nn   •A   i       y  T ' whlch ^c^ms responsibility for 



SIGNING   THiC   I'LEHGi:. 

No matter how degraded, any drinker could be redeemed by "signing the pledge." Women 
played an important role in recruiting such tipplers to the Washingtonian fold. From J. E. 
Stebbins, Fifty Years History of the Temperance Cause (Hartford: L. Stebbins, 1874). 



Dethroning King Alcohol 375 

Dethroning King Alcohol: 
The Washingtonians in Baltimore, 1840-1845 

JONATHAN ZIMMERMAN 

Away the bowl! away the bowl!" cried a popular 1854 temperance song.1 At 
the time, more men and women flocked to the temperance movement than 
to any other reform effort, antislavery included. Students of the age 

traditionally have dismissed temperance as the "status-anxious" squeal of declining 
elites, or the righteous wrath of rural folk who feared the vices of cities, industry, 
and capitalism. Recent research has almost completely reversed this formula, 
finding that temperance leaders tended rather to look forward than backward. In 
urban as well as rural cauldrons, temperance bubbled under the watchful tutelage 
of merchants, bankers, and other upwardly mobile Americans.2 The same arriviste 
elites dominated the era's other "moral crusades," distinctively blending evangeli- 
cal fervor and economic optimism.3 

The Washington Temperance Society offers a brief sidelight to this story. The 
six artisans who in 1840 forged the society in a Baltimore tavern lacked the 
pedigree of the patricians who typically stoked the city's temperance fires. Re- 
nouncing the tavern and its temptations, the group's founders further underscored 
their distance from the ostensibly chaste and unblemished temperance regulars by 
proclaiming themselves "reformed drunkards" and inviting other inebriates to join 
them. More than half a million people across the country allied with the Wash- 
ingtonians during the next three years, at least five thousand Baltimoreans among 
them.4 Yet by 1850, a mere decade after its inception, the society had vanished 
from the American temperance stage. It declined even more rapidly in its Bal- 
timore birthplace, where the Washingtonians disappeared beneath an avalanche 
of abuse from their rich rivals. Ultimately, however, their demise stemmed from 
their inability to develop a binding therapeutic ideology. The flash and fizzle of 
the Washingtonians thereby illuminates nineteenth-century notions of drink and 
disease, the convergence of these ideas around the modern concept of alcoholism, 
and the endurance of current groups that have adopted and transformed it. 

C^sS 

The author, a doctoral candidate in history at Johns Hopkins, teaches at West Chester 
University. 
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The Washingtonians emerged during an era of frenzied social and economic 
upheaval in Baltimore, the nation's fourth-largest city in 1840. The newly com- 
pleted railroad generated what Gary Browne has termed a "commercial revolu- 
tion" during the previous decade, as dozens of large- scale industrial enterprises 
arose alongside the city's traditional small manufacturers and swelled its popula- 
tion—especially of German-born residents, who comprised one-fifth of Baltimore's 
inhabitants. A depression near the end of the 1830s curbed this explosive growth 
but widened divisions in the city's social structure and geography, spawning strikes, 
riots (for which Baltimore had earned the nickname "Mobtown"), and an exodus 
of the richest residents from the downtown district. Meanwhile, the Washing- 
tonians' wealthy precursor, the Baltimore Temperance Society, established in 1830, 
worried that "the sober, the frugal and the industrious" would "hold their property 
by a very precarious tenure" unless the "labouring classes" could be saved from 
"the all-corrupting influence of intemperance." 

No local temperance society sought directly to enlist these laboring classes until 
early April 1840, when six drinkers at Chase's Tavern started to discuss the 
formation of a temperance society for "all classes of the community, without 
distinction." The two contemporary accounts of the founding of the society differ 
in several key details, including whether four of the "Original Six"—a tailor, a 
carpenter, a blacksmith, a wheelwright, a coachmaker, and a silversmith—had 
attended a minister's temperance lecture on the evening they conceived their 
organization. But the accounts agree that three days after their first discussion, the 
six artisans reconvened and formed a society, naming it after George Washington, 
even though the nation's first president had been a well-known tippler. They also 
signed a pledge—written by William K. Mitchell, president of the society—to 
abstain from all alcoholic beverages.6 

The new group held its first public meeting in November, claiming three 
hundred adherents—mostly (if not entirely, as the Baltimore Sun reported) "me- 
chanics and laboring men." Membership topped seven hundred by the end of 
1840, soaring to two thousand five hundred by late 1841 and five thousand in 1842. 
Meanwhile, the Washingtonians had sparked a dramatic explosion of new tem- 
perance societies: in 1841 alone, over twenty non-Washingtonian organizations 
burst forth in Baltimore alongside the Washington Temperance Society, the Junior 
Washingtons, and four Washington auxiliary groups. Counting several previously 
moribund societies that revived during this flurry of reform activity, more than 
thirty different temperance organizations were operating in Baltimore—a city of 
barely one hundred thousand people. 

Directories and tax records confirm the vast socioeconomic distance separating 
the Washingtonians from their two largest predecessors, the Baltimore Tem- 
perance Society (BTS) and Maryland State Temperance Society (MSTS). Yet these 
records also reveal a striking similarity between the memberships of the Wash- 
ingtonian and new non-Washingtonian organizations, which attracted artisans of 
comparable means. The difference lay in the leadership of the societies. Whereas 
the Washingtonian "Original Six" mirrored their rank-and-file in occupation and 
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only slightly exceeded the society average in wealth, the leaders of the new 
organizations fell squarely within the upper classes by both measures.8 More 
importantly, the societies diverged sharply in their views regarding drunkards, 
drunkenness, and prohibition. 

Like their forebears in the national temperance movement, the BTS and MSTS 
at first displayed little concern with "the votaries of the bottle," whom they regarded 
as beyond worldly (or even posthumous) redemption. "Keep the temperate people 
temperate," wrote Justin Edwards, secretary of the American Temperance Society 
and a BTS agent, "the drunkards will soon die, and the land be free." When cholera 
swept through the city in 1832, the MSTS took note of the number of tipplers 
among the dead and concluded that God Himself had authorized their demise. 
"The intemperate . . . were the signalized victims of cholera for its banquet of 
horror," a spokesman declared, urging listeners "to regard the scourge as the 
monition of Heaven itself to exterminate a nuisance so profane and ruinous." 
Later in the decade the MSTS-sponsored Maryland Temperance Herald sought to 
moderate this wrathful image, declaring that the drunkard had been "nailed ... to 
the track" by the "whole framework of society." Still, the Herald insisted, "the man 
is guilty, and guilty of a most suicidal act for time and eternity"—guilty, that is, even 
though his environment was responsible for his condition.9 

The Washingtonians, by contrast, forgave him. Foreshadowing its modern 
descendant. Alcoholics Anonymous, the new society reversed the mainstream 
formula by denying the drunkard's guilt while nonetheless asserting his responsibility 
for his fete.10 Most of all, the Washingtonians maintained—and demonstrated—that 
the formerly doomed "poor inebriate" could be reclaimed. At "experience meetings" 
across the city, drunkards related their bouts with the bottle and declared a new 
independence from "King Alcohol," no doubt luring scores of non-alcoholic gaw- 
kers as well as hardened tipplers to sign the pledge. Whether or not drunkards 
actually composed two-thirds of the new members, as the society claimed, they were 
prominent enough that newspapers regularly referred to the Washingtonians as 
the "Baltimore Reformed Drunkards" and their style of experience sharing as the 
"Baltimore Principle." Skepticism, shock, and then amazement characterized 
these initial reports. "For the first two or three months," the Sun recalled, "doubts 
and fears for the success of this association existed. No one would believe that... 
habitual drunkards could possibly be reformed. There were two [sic] many 
instances of temporary reformation, to leave even the shadow of a hope. But now 
the most skeptical have ceased to doubt. A new wonder has appeared. There is 
hope for the drunkard!"11 

"Hope for the drunkard" and, most reports added, for his wife. The usual 
"experience speech" followed the same plot as the popular melodramas of the 
antebellum theater, with alcohol as the villain, the drunkard as the temporarily 
disabled hero, and his wife as the wronged heroine. In the end, of course, the hero 
cast out "demon rum" and was united by the hearth with his relieved and overjoyed 
spouse. In fact, however, women performed a far more active role in the reclama- 
tion of alcoholics than this archetype would indicate. Unlike the BTS and MSTS, 
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the Baltimore Washingtonians and their new local counterparts accepted only men 
as members, appealing to artisanal "manliness" at a time when patriarchal pre- 
rogative appeared increasingly under assault. Baltimore women formed their own 
temperance societies in 1841 and 1842. At meetings of these six new societies, 
women collected clothing and other provisions for drunkards, elected their own 
officers, and made their own speeches. Whereas the first function reinforced 
females' domesticity within the era's "cult of true womanhood," the latter two 
clearly did not. The mere fact that women spoke publicly at all constituted a 
dramatic addendum to their traditional role: in earlier temperance societies, they 
were "seen and not heard."12 Their formation of separate, female-controlled 
societies represented an even greater expansion of this role. 

The presence of both Washingtonian and elite-sponsored female auxiliaries in 
Baltimore, however, suggests that this expansion cannot be attributed to Wash- 
ingtonian women alone. Indeed, the city's first women's temperance society began 
as an adjunct to the MSTS-affiliated Marion Society, drawing more than one 
hundred members and unprecedented scores of other female onlookers to its 
second meeting. "Five hundred ladies together, without a sprinkle of the gentle- 
man sex, furnished a sight entirely new," an astounded Sun reported. The follow- 
ing week it published an advertisement for a "Ladies Temperance Society," which 
would "cooperate with the Washington Temperance Society in their laudable 
enterprise." Of the four subsequent female societies, two affiliated with the 
Washingtonians and two with other city temperance groups. Unfortunately, no 
membership lists survive to test whether the wealth of these female societies and 
their leadership mirrored the patterns of their male counterparts. Yet both sets of 
women's groups engaged in the welfare activities on behalf of drunkards which 
historians have associated with the Washingtonians.13 

Only the Washingtonian women, however, participated in "experience meet- 
ings" to reclaim these inebriates. "No less than five men rose to express their 
gratitude to the ladies for rescuing them from drunkenness," a Sun reporter wrote 
after a meeting of the Ladies Liberty Society. "One of the men stated he had a wife 
and five children in the city, but he did not know where—The ladies promised to 
find them if possible." At one meeting the society even reclaimed two females— 
"Yes, females," another paper noted, to buck the widely held belief that women 
were immune to intemperance.14 This was the only recorded mention of female 
drunkards at Ladies Liberty meetings, but male tipplers appeared at them regular- 
ly. The relatively staid gatherings of other women's societies suggest that the 
Washingtonian females' salient difference lay not in their independence or even 
in their welfare efforts on behalf of inebriates, but rather in their participation in 
the dramatic conversions of these drunkards. 

As the news and apparent success of such rituals spread, the temperance main- 
stream was forced to concede that it had erred in dismissing the drunkard. Even 
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John Marsh, secretary of the BTS when it predicted certain death for all inebriates, 
acknowledged that a grave mistake had been made. "A general belief was spread- 
ing through the community, that there was little or no hope for the drunkard," 
Marsh recalled. The Washingtonians, he admitted, had disproved it. The Tem- 
perance Herald, meanwhile, maintained that the inebriate was not merely salvage- 
able but actually superior. "[B]eing a drunkard is prima facie evidence that the 
man has some generous and noble materials about him," the Herald argued, 
because such a person "was most likely to enter inconsiderately into jovial scenes, 
and thus become the surest victim." Still, only the Washingtonians affirmed that 
tipplers could recover. "The drunkard has undertaken the work himself... to view 
his own deformities and weak places," gushed a Sun report on the new society. "He 
has, with a determination novel in all history of self-reformation, taken his cause 
in his own hands— analyzed his disease and wrought his own cure."15 

The Washingtonians inherited a complex set of ideas surrounding this "disease." 
Although the term "alcoholism" was not coined until 1849, a disease model had 
been used to describe inebriates since Benjamin Rush's 1784 depiction of habitual 
drunkenness as an involuntary condition. Scholars have argued that antebellum 
notions of inebriety shared an "epidemic" imagery, casting alcohol as an "irresis- 
tibly attractive but dangerous substance" that threatened every user with a drunk- 
ard's grave. Most modern concepts of alcoholism, by contrast, clearly divide the 
drinking population into "alcoholics" and other drinkers, delineating a "specific 
disease with ... a specific physiological or developmental etiology"—a disease that 
does not emerge from drinking but predates it. Other historians attempt a slightly 
different categorization, distinguishing Rush's "moral model" from the twentieth- 
century "medical model" popularized by E. M. Jellinek. The first viewed inebriety 
as a "disease of the will," whereas the modern model perceives it as a progressive 
somatic condition with recognizable symptoms and phases. Yet Rush appears to 
have viewed drunkenness as a bodily as well as a mental disease, treating tipplers 
with many of the "heroic therapeutics" (induction of vomiting, perspiration, and 
blisters) associated with nineteenth-century medical practice. Baltimore temperance 
commentators, moreover, used the epidemic, "predisposition," moral, and physical 
models interchangeably. The Washingtonians adopted all four conceptual schemes 
but added the possibility of cure, which physicians after Rush usually denied.16 

Admittedly, epidemic images dominated the disease models of the 1830s and 1840s. 
Spokesmen commonly alluded to fatal pestilences, which they viewed as analogies as 
well as antidotes for inebriety. In 1844, for instance, an MSTS resolution prayed that 
God "may deliver our land and people from the plague of Intemperance ... from the 
ravages of that fire more consuming than Moloch's." The Sun's weekly mortality 
reports further illustrated this epidemic idiom, listing "intemperance" alongside 
cholera, consumption, and whooping cough as a "cause of death" in Baltimore. Yet 
notions of drunkenness as a predisposed condition also appeared regularly during this 
era, sometimes in the same passage as the epidemic image.17 

"Moral" or mentally oriented discussions of disease, meanwhile, were more 
common than bodily models.   Newspapers and temperance journals regularly 
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referred to inebriates "in a state of insanity" or "perfectly crazy" from drink, yet 
cognizant of their own depravity: in one hilariously apocryphal Temperance Herald 
account, for example, the "crazed" drunkard is coherent enough to visit the local 
dentist, to prepare his fillings for the "gnashing of teeth" in the underworld. 
Alcohol "leads almost inevitably to intemperance," the BTS constitution declared, 
"by... producing those morbid sensations and cravings which can only be appeased 
by resorting to the same deleterious potations." Several pages later, however, a 
doctor presented a radically physical notion of inebriety's etiology. Liquor, he 
wrote, creates "an unequal excitement of the organs," the "very essence of disease." 
Charles Rosenberg's study of nineteenth-century therapeutics confirms that im- 
balance and disequilibrium represented the "essence of disease"—of physical 
disease—during this period. The BTS doctor placed inebriety under this rubric, 
even as other writers were portraying it as a moral failing or madness.18 

Like their elite predecessors, the Washingtonians employed all of these disease 
concepts—epidemic and predisposition, "disease of the will" and disease of the 
body—in their discussions of drunkenness. An 1840 "experience" speaker, for 
example, used mental and physical disease imagery interchangeably in depicting 
his inebriety as "delerium tremens—the mania apotu that is worse than hell." The 
two expressions peppered Washingtonian rhetoric, evoking drunkenness rather 
than (as in the modern connotation) withdrawal from it. Again like earlier 
temperance societies, the Washingtonians characterized this sickness as a progres- 
sion of physical symptoms, supposedly an earmark of the modern disease concept. 
Both temperance regulars and Washingtonians heard doctors lecture on the 
"stages of inebriety," illustrated with drawings of the human stomach at each 
level.19 

Only the Washingtonians believed they could arrest this process. To the previous 
societies, the "stages" of drunkenness symbolized way stations along the road to 
"premature, inevitable death—temporal and eternal death." Emphatically, the 
Washingtonians rejected this dismal prognosis, "WARRANTED TO CURE," screamed 
their 1841 advertisement. "[T]he Pledge is recommended ... as a never failing 
remedy in all stages of the disease." This view directly challenged the wisdom of 
doctors, who played such a prominent role in the antebellum campaign against 
drink that one scholar has called it "the physicians' temperance movement." Doctors 
"said that we could not be reformed; we should all die if we left off drinking," one 
Washingtonian remembered. "The doctors knew nothing about it."20 

More audaciously, the Washingtonians maintained that this "cure" would not 
require repeal of Maryland's liquor-license law. Almost from their inceptions, the 
BTS and MSTS had demanded such a repeal. As in other matters, their position 
mirrored the evolving ideology of the parent American Temperance Society, which 
had originally championed "moral suasion" outside the political arena but had 
moved steadily towards a more prohibitionist stance. By the late 1830s these 
temperance regulars would scoff at Charles G. Finney's suggestion that an evil like 
alcohol could be exorcised by making it "an appendage of revival"—by convincing 
free moral agents that their salvation hinged upon their willful renunciation of 
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liquor. To temperance advocates, such views reflected a naive overestimation of 
human nature. One could not expect an impressionable urban adolescent to 
"choose" to cast away the bottle; one had to snatch it away from him, forcefully, or 
prevent him from obtaining it in the first place.21 

In Baltimore the temperance regulars' opposition to liquor licensing derived 
from their "epidemic" image of inebriety. "Intemperance, like the cholera, is 
known by its effects, and if less rapid, is quite as sure in its destructiveness of human 
existence," declared the MSTS. In the regulars' increasingly rigid social deter- 
minism, licensed grog-shops engendered drunkenness as surely as foul water- 
melons spread cholera. "[T]o what source can we look for the causes which add to 
the votaries of intemperance," asked the MSTS, "but to the multitude of gambling 
and tippling shops?" Not to God, who punished inebriety but surely did not create 
it. Drunkards would continue to despoil His domain, however, as long as earthly 
legislators flaunted His law by licensing taverns.22 

Yet the dream of prohibition continued to elude Maryland's temperance regu- 
lars. In 1838, known in statehouses across the country as the "petition year," the 
MSTS joined its brethren nationwide in barraging lawmakers with "memorials" 
against liquor licensing. By the following year, five states had tightened their 
licensing laws—and Maryland's assembly had skirted the issue, as it would through- 
out the antebellum era. Frustrated observers blamed "treating," the common 
practice of buying votes with liquor. Legislators "owed their elevation, or rather 
their election, to the corrupting influence of intoxicating drinks," attorney Charles 
F. Mayer argued in 1841. Mayer's mentor, perennial MSTS manager Christian 
Keener, blamed "moral suasionists" in the temperance ranks—an undisguised 
swipe at the Washingtonians.23 

Keener was probably correct. Although "treating" was certainly widespread in 
Baltimore elections, the rise and influence of the Washingtonians provide a much 
more cogent explanation for the consistent failure of Maryland prohibitionism. 
Less than two months after its first public meeting, the society announced its strict 
opposition to all forms of legal suasion in a key exchange with city councilman J. 
S. Brown. After praising the Washingtonians expansively, Brown proposed that 
the council memorialize the state assembly to incorporate the society, thereby 
allowing the new group to issue stock in financing its projected "Temperance Hall." 
In the same resolution, however, he also moved to petition the legislature for "local 
option" in alcohol licensing. Although Brown did not explicitly connect the two 
proposals, they were too close for the Washingtonians. The society's weekly Sun 
advertisement blasted his resolution as "calculated to place the Washington Tem- 
perance Society in a false position before the community": 

[AJlthough we wage an exterminating war against the evils of intem- 
perance, we are unwilling to proscribe any man, or set of men—but are 
willing to meet the enemy in fair field and open fight. . . . [I]n the death 
struggle with which we have grappled with the monster, we shall rely for 
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victory exclusively upon the justice of our cause, and the omnipotence of 
public opinion. 

"The enemy," we have seen, was alcohol—and to the Washingtonians, any 
legislative attempt to restrict it insulted their movement and discredited artisan-led 
reform. "Who would take from the American people, the glory of carrying out a 
reformation by the prompting of their own hearts and the workings of their own 
hands?" one member asked. Prohibition would undercut Washingtonianism, "a 
proud monument to . . . moral might and majesty," by denying the might and 
majesty of uncoerced moral transformation. Moreover, it simply would not work. 
"You may pile up laws as high as heaven between the drinking man and the bottle," 
Washingtonian president Mitchell told an 1844 audience, "and the man and the 
bottle will meet."25 

During the same speech, however, Mitchell acknowledged that many original 
Washingtonians had forsaken strict moral suasion. "It fills [me] with amazement 
that men reformed from this terrible curse shall be found advocating the law of 
force," he complained, "they having been drawn from the horrible pit by sympathy 
and love." Here Mitchell took aim at Baltimore's most prominent Washingtonian 
"missionary," John H. W Hawkins. Before his death in 1858, Hawkins travelled 
two hundred thousand miles—to every antebellum state except California—and 
delivered over five thousand temperance lectures. Yet as early as his first speaking 
tour, Hawkins's prohibitionism became apparent. "The cause of justice would be 
better subserved," Hawkins told a Boston audience in May 1841, "if the dram-seller 
should be sent to the House of Correction, instead of the miserable victim, the 
drunkard." Adopting the deterministic rhetoric of the temperance regulars, Haw- 
kins would join them officially the following month as agent for the Massachusetts 
Temperance Society. "Though a Washingtonian, [Hawkins] was a strong pro- 
hibitionist," recalled John Marsh, one of Hawkins's key patrons, "clear in his views 
of the enormity of the traffic and the wickedness of the legislatures in licensing 
it."26 

In Baltimore, however, the society held fast to its original anti-prohibitionism. 
The Washingtonians also retained their simple pledge of personal abstinence, 
refusing to broaden it into a promise to seek the removal of liquor from society. 
Following the national temperance societies, both the BTS and MSTS pledged 
committed members to "discountenance" the use of alcohol in the community as 
well as renounce it themselves. Yet to the Washingtonians, these pledges smacked 
of the same intimidation as anti-licensing legislation. "There are inherent prin- 
ciples in the mind of man, that will not brook coercion, compulsion, denunciation, 
proscription, or dictatorial authority," one wrote. "If an attempt is made to force 
my Will, my nature rebels." Washingtonians also feared that the more inclusive 
pledge would alienate potential recruits. "A. will not sign the pledge, lest by so 
doing he proscribe his kind neighbor B., who is engaged in the trade," another 
explained. "C. will not sign, because his brother D. is a distiller."2 Elsewhere, 
Washingtonians adopted the regulars' extended oath.   Indeed, ideological com- 
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promise between "moral" and "legal" suasionists occurred throughout antebellum 
reform—even in the highly polarized antislavery movement.28 The Baltimoreans' 
unique intensity lay precisely in their refusal to compromise—in their undiluted 
opposition to prohibition and to its coercive cousin, the broad pledge. 

As the Washingtonians began their third year, even the Maryland State Tem- 
perance Society applauded their stunning success. "[M]ore has been accomplished 
during this last year [by the Washingtonians] for the cause of temperance," the 
MSTS' 1842 report admitted, "than during the whole twelve which preceded it."29 

Nevertheless, a considerable gap still separated the two factions. Whereas the 
MSTS March report highlighted the convergence of traditional and Washingtonian 
strategies, the state temperance convention in May underscored the two key issues 
that continued to divide the mainstream and artisan organizations: the pledge and 
prohibition. The previous year, the convention's fifty-four delegates had approved 
the MSTS pledge to "discountenance" as well as abstain from drink; now a stronger 
resolution proposed that each local society be compelled to adopt it as well, "to 
secure greater uniformity of action and views." Passage would thus exclude the 
Washingtonians from "any associational enterprise" with other state organizations, 
as Washingtonian president Mitchell argued. Mitchell's speech provoked a "tem- 
pest," the Sun reported, as the meeting descended into a cacophony of interruption 
and accusation. When delegates finally tabled the resolution, which was "nearly 
as hot as sixth proof brandy," the motion prevailed by a single vote.30 

This narrow margin illustrated the extent of mainstreamers' respect for the 
Washingtonians in 1842. Although only two Washingtonian auxiliaries had sent 
representatives to the convention, other delegates rose to defend them during the 
pledge debates and subsequent deliberations on prohibition. In language nearly 
as strong as the pledge proposal, a resolution had declared the "necessity and 
propriety" of all societies petitioning the state assembly to rescind the license law. 
After "animated discussion," however, this resolution was withdrawn and replaced 
by two much milder motions. These diluted proposals passed by a slim five-vote 
difference, again demonstrating the strength of pro-Washingtonian sentiment 
within mainstream organizations.31 

Despite the affinity among members of these two camps, conflicts of style and 
strategy had frustrated all previous attempts to coordinate them. Yet the publicity 
surrounding the convention lent a "new impulse" to the Washingtonians, whom 
the mainstream societies gingerly courted in the summer of 1842. Under MSTS 
auspices these societies had formed the city's first comprehensive temperance 
organization, the Baltimore Central Convention, which met monthly to plan area 
temperance activities. Voting to admit the Washingtonians in September, the 
convention avoided the state pledge strictures in the simplest possible way—by 
ignoring them. Instead of insisting that the Washingtonians change their pledge, 
temperance regulars simply decreed that the pledge did not matter. "(T]he little 
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difficulties that hitherto have stood in the way of a perfect union among the various 
societies, have been removed," the convention's secretary exulted.32 

"Little difficulties" behind them, the Washingtonian and mainstream groups 
celebrated their new unity in a series of jubilant joint meetings. "Here we have a 
host of noble spirits lead [sic] on by such men as Keener and Mitchell—the captains 
of the once contending forces—but, thank God ... contending no longer," reported 
the Visiter, following the first gathering. By the end of the year, the Washingtonians 
and their auxiliaries could boast over five thousand members—roughly half of the 
Central Convention, which topped ten thousand in early 1843. With at least 
one-third of the city's white adult males enlisted in one convention society or 
another, the Sun confidently predicted the ultimate temperance triumph. "The 
day is not far distant," it wrote, "when few will be found who have not enrolled 
themselves under the banner of teetotalism."33 

Within six months the Washingtonians would abandon the convention amid a 
savage controversy surrounding their origins. Earlier, temperance regulars had 
claimed credit for three innovations commonly attributed to the new society—the 
recruitment of alcoholics, female welfare efforts on behalf of them, and junior 
societies—and the Washingtonians had objected meekly, if at all.34 When these 
critics alleged that a minister had induced the "Original Six" to form the group, 
however, the Washingtonians howled. Previously, the mainstream had sought to 
usurp Washingtonian reforms; now it sought to usurp the Washingtonians them- 
selves by asserting that a clergyman's temperance lecture on 2 April 1840 had 
prompted their founders to establish the society three days later. 

The first allusion to this preacher appeared in the Eleventh Annual Report of the 
MSTS, the same 1842 pamphlet that had praised the Washingtonians for ac- 
complishing more in a single year than temperance regulars had done in twelve. 
No Washingtonian history mentioned any such clergyman, emphasizing instead 
the ingenuity and inspiration of the Original Six. Yet in an era of improving 
relations, neither temperance camp contradicted or even acknowledged the other's 
claim. When their old ally John H. W. Hawkins embraced the MSTS version in the 
national Journal of the American Temperance Union, however, the Washingtonians 
angrily denied it—and the "Question of Veracity" was born. Following a flurry of 
acrimoniousyoMraa/ exchanges between Hawkins, Mitchell, and Keener, the dis- 
pute snowballed into Baltimore via the Visiter and its irascible editor, J. E. Snod- 
grass. Although he had defended the Washingtonians at the 1842 convention, 
Snodgrass now scorned their account of their origin—and added jabs at their class 
and religious backgrounds as well.35 

In its scathing account of the Washingtonians' third anniversary jubilee, for 
example, the Visiter described a "temperance ship" in the procession and suggested 
that instead of the old favorite, 

"What shall we do with a drunken sailor? 
Put him in the ship, and make him bailor," 

the many seamen marching along its stern should have sung. 
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MARY   ARLINGTON'S   FATHER   SIGNS   THE   FLEDGE   THROUGH   THE   EFFORTS   OF   JAMES   LAT1MER. 

"The Power of the Pledge"—the story of one man's redemption—written for the tem- 
perance newspaper, the New York Organ, 8 April 1848. As Washingtonian membership rose, 
competing temperance organizations increasingly mimicked pledge signing and other 
rituals aimed at "reformed drunkards." 

"What shall we do with the unpledged sailor? 
Put him behind the ship, to glorify the tailor." 

William K. Mitchell was, of course, a tailor. Although "no man should be ashamed 
of his calling," the Fisiter acknowledged, no less a personage than Christian Keener 
swore that Mitchell had tried to excise his occupation from the MSTS history of 
the Washingtonians. The hand of Baltimore's temperance elite was equally ap- 
parent in the Visiter's barrage against another aspect of the Washingtonians' 
background—their drunkenness. Again from Keener, the Visiter learned that the 
Washingtonians "sneer at the noble pioneers" of the MSTS, who "were spending 
their fortunes, as well as lives, to build up the cause while [the Washingtonians] 
were enacting their midnight orgies in grog-shops." 

Yet the newspaper and the regulars it defended reserved their angriest attacks 
for the new society's alleged anti-clericalism. Mitchell had chosen the jubilee's 
chaplains "on account of their comparative obscurity," the Visiter charged, "dread- 
ing, as he and his clique do, any thing like clerical influence as they would a 
rattlesnake." Although they convened in churches and often started meetings with 
a prayer, the Washingtonians were expressly non-denominational: ministers were 
welcome to attend, but not to preach.   "If a clergyman joins the society, he is 
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precisely on the same footing with all the other[s]," a member explained, "and his 
ministerial character is not recognized among us." Yet clergymen at first praised 
the Washingtonians, whose idiom of "experience sharing" owed much to antebel- 
lum evangelism. Like antislavery's Garrisonians, who also borrowed Christian 
rhetoric but rejected ministerial control, the Washingtonians could co-exist com- 
fortably with their clergy-sponsored rivals until circumstances contrived to crack 
them apart.3' 

Neither the regulars' anti-clerical critique nor their class-related assaults ap- 
peared until the Question of Veracity, when the Washingtonians publicly repudi- 
ated "individuals of the highest standing in society," as Hawkins warned, "whose 
honesty cannot, dare not, be doubted." Alongside the regulars' new recruitment 
efforts, Hawkins's jeremiad highlighted both the ingenuity and the inflexibility of 
mainstream antebellum reform. Discarding the assumption that the poor auto- 
matically mimicked the rich ("If no respectable men were in the habit of using 
spirits," the MSTS intoned in 1833, "the youth of the country would be freed"), 
wealthy temperance regulars sought for the first time to enlist less affluent 
members in a host of competing non-Washingtonian societies. Yet the wealthy 
insisted that men of "intelligence and virtue" continue to direct the new organiza- 
tions and balked when the Washingtonians accused these supposedly spotless elites 
of deliberate dishonesty. For such a charge undermined the very foundation of 
organic order, in which "the best men" ruled. The response of these "best men" 
almost perfectly paralleled the Whig reaction to Jacksonianism, which also ap- 
pealed directly to the lower and "middling" strata of society. Whigs such as Henry 
Clay eventually fought "fire with fire" to battle this powerful new adversary, 
adopting the same Jacksonian methods of "ad captandum" ("pleasing the crowd") 
to craft the notorious "Log Cabin" campaign of "Old Tippecanoe," William Henry 
Harrison. Yet the Whigs retained "the flavor of the older model," in which 
"respectable persons," "prominent characters," and "persons of influence" directed 
the party's state and local machinery—and denounced incursions by "ignoble" 
upstarts.38 

Like Whigs in the political realm, then, elite social reformers sought to widen 
their constituency without weakening their command, alternately copying and 
castigating their challengers. By 1844 Baltimore's temperance regulars were 
censuring the Washingtonians as enemies of God, not simply of His clergy. Quoting 
a "scandalous toast" at a recent meeting—"William K. Mitchell, THE SAVIOUR OF 
THE WORLD"—the Visiter declared that "all Christendom should be aroused" against 
the society. Approvingly, the newspaper also quoted an 1844 Boston address by 
the famed Washingtonian lecturer John B. Gough that tied the society's rapid 
demise to its religious improprieties. "Washingtonianism as an ism, is down," 
declared Gough, who—like Hawkins—had aligned with temperance regulars soon 
after his initial success. "[IJnfidelity has killed the Washingtonian reform." Gough 
spoke prematurely about the society in Massachusetts, where twenty thousand had 
recently rallied on behalf of the Washingtonians.39 But Cough's death knell rang 
true in Baltimore, even if his explanation did not. Mitchell toured New England 
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in 1844 because Washingtonianism was indeed "killed" in his native city, except 
for a few last gasps. Mortally wounded by temperance regulars, its final death 
would occur by its own hand—a hand unguided by modern theories and therapies. 

Baltimore's Washington Temperance Society began its tailspin during the Ques- 
tion of Veracity of 1843, aborting its brief alliance with the temperance mainstream 
amidst a flood of recrimination that inhibited both the size and the frequency of 
its meetings. In 1844 membership plummeted so drastically that the society did 
not advertise or celebrate its 5 April anniversary, which only three years earlier 
had sparked a procession of six thousand. Even its president doubted its viability. 
"Why have [we] not the five and six hundreds in our meetings, saluting one another, 
as we once had?" Mitchell asked. The 1844 state temperance convention provided 
another measure of the decline of the Washingtonians, whose anti-prohibition 
stance did not find a single adherent among several dozen delegates. Unanimously, 
they adopted nearly the identical motion that had provoked such fierce debate only 
two years before, calling upon all "friends of temperance" to petition the state 
assembly on behalf of license repeal. The delegates concluded the convention by 
thanking God "for the harmony which prevailed at the convention"; more elo- 
quently than any membership statistic, this "harmony" testified to the downfall of 
the Washingtonians in Baltimore. Although the society continued to hold anniver- 
sary and Fourth of July reunions until 1850, it had ceased practical operation by 
the time William K. Mitchell resigned in April 1845.40 

Like the authors of a plaintive 1844 Washingtonian pamphlet, one is tempted to 
ascribe the society's speedy demise to its "intemperate opposition"—to the detrac- 
tors whose scurrilous attacks burst across Baltimore's newspapers in response to 
the Question of Veracity. Indeed, a Washingtonian journal in New York en- 
couraged Mitchell to accept a broader pledge and otherwise accommodate the 
temperance regulars, in light of "their respectability, their wealth, and consequent 
influence." For "with these arrayed against us," the journal reasoned, "the contest 
would be so unequal that we could never triumph." The contest was unequal, due 
primarily to the regulars' "consequent influence" over the press. Although the Sun 
remained neutral on most temperance matters, the power of an acutely anti- 
Washingtonian weekly like the Visiter or even of a monthly journal like Keener's 
Temperance Herald cannot be underestimated. Keener himself attributed the Wash- 
ingtonians' success to their early "favorable notice" in the papers, which artisans 
and laborers often read at the shop.41 If such "favorable notice" could swell 
Washingtonian membership, however, negative reporting could just as easily quell 
it. Thus we should not be surprised that the society shrank as the Visiter and Herald 
amplified their attacks. 

The Washingtonian experience elsewhere in the nation—where the society 
provoked less overt hostility but suffered a similarly abrupt decline—suggests that 
mainstream attacks cannot solely explain the virtual disappearance of the Bal- 
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timore society. Admittedly, the Washingtonian organizations that remained in the 
good graces of the temperance regulars—that adopted mainstream positions on 
the pledge, prohibition, and the prominence of clergy—tended to survive for a few 
more years than the founding society.42 But all of these groups had faded by the 
late 1840s, if not earlier. 

Previous explanations for this ignominious end have emphasized the Washing- 
tonians' lack of a strong organizational structure, which might have checked 
members' frequent "backsliding" (resumption of drink) and sustained the original 
fervor of the society's early "experience meetings." Indeed, the 1842 formation 
of the highly regimented Sons of Temperance by several worried Washingtonians 
seems to support such an interpretation. Stressing strict hierarchy, secret fraternal 
ritual, and mutual assistance, the Sons sought a stronger society that would "bind 
those who may have been so unfortunate as to acquire the insatiate thirst for 
alcoholic drinks more securely to the paths of rectitude and honor."43 Yet this 
analysis begs the question of the Washingtonians' downfall, because it does not ask 
why "backsliding" became so prevalent or why experience meetings lost their 
luster. To argue that both phenomena would have been prevented by a sturdier 
organization does not explain how they arose in the first place. Nor can we dismiss 
them as functions of the "higher-risk population" that the Washingtonians ad- 
dressed, for subsequent societies would draw members from this population yet 
suffer less attrition. Instead, we must look to the Washingtonians' program, focus 
and rhetoric—and to a comparison with their self-conscious step-child. Alcoholics 
Anonymous, which applies notions of drink and disease that nineteenth-century 
reformers could not have anticipated.44 

Neatly encapsulated by their president's motto, "Every Man Brings A Man," the 
Washingtonians' "program" for the reclamation of alcoholics never developed 
beyond this simple dictum. Leaders of the movement presumed that drunkards 
could reform immediately by the simple act of signing the pledge. "As soon as my 
name was recorded I felt instant relief," one Washingtonian recalled, after detailing 
his dozens of prior attempts to renounce liquor. To comply with Mitchell's maxim, 
members occasionally dragged abject, homeless inebriates into meetings—where 
even such "hardened cases" were reportedly transformed by a new set of garments 
and a simple stroke of the pen. "I saw [Washingtonians] fitting out some who had 
been redeemed from the degrading vice of drunkenness," one observer wrote to 
the Sun, "and in place of their rags, giving them good comfortable clothing." These 
tipplers had obviously just joined the group, but in the eyes of the writer they were 
already "redeemed." The society need only induce the drinker to quit drinking, 
Washingtonian author John Zug assumed, and "the rest must regulate itself." Thus 
the Washingtonians ignored the alcoholic's "conduct, his principles, or his opin- 
ions" as well as his religion, a Sun reviewer of Zug's book added, "and herein lies 
the great secret of their unexampled success."45 

Herein lay the secret of their failure, as well. Certainly the Washingtonians' 
aversion to prosletyzingand preaching—both staples of mainstream reform—won 
many followers during the society's initial burst upon Baltimore's temperance 
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The Washingtonians' experience-sharing motif—like their presumption of immediate 
"cure"—echoed the revivalism that swept across America in these years. From J. E. Stebbins, 
Fifty Years History of the Temperance Cause (Hartford: L. Stebbins, 1874). 

stage. Yet by expanding this taboo across the drunkard's entire moral and psycho- 
logical landscape, the Washingtonians could neither address the roots of his 
drunkenness nor devise a program to control it. By contrast, Alcoholics Anony- 
mous directly and explicitly examines the drunkard's "conduct," "principles" and 
"opinions," devoting the first eleven tiers of its vaunted twelve-step approach to 
the alcoholic's spiritual and psychological inventory. AA's final step, in a delicious 
irony, mirrors the Washingtonians' first and only maxim: to help other alcoholics. 
To the Washingtonians, steeped in antebellum revivalism, such aid consisted 
merely of bringing others to meetings, where "redemption" (like religious conver- 
sion) would occur instantly; in AA, so-called "Twelfth-Step" therapeutics extend 
across the lifetime of every member, whose ongoing recovery hinges upon receiv- 
ing this assistance and providing it to others. Human beings are not—and can 
never be, AA maintains—absolutely independent. Indeed, to AA the very inde- 
pendence that the Washingtonians celebrated represents the key fallacy of "excep- 
tional thinking"—the warped belief system of alcoholics. Like Adam and Eve at 
the Tree of Knowledge, the alcoholic seeks to exert complete independence, to "be 
God." His or her penalty is the same: expulsion from the Eden of limited 
independence, to a craggy wasteland of even less independence, or none at all. 
Unlike Genesis, however, AA asserts that the banished may return—after they have 
accepted their own finitude. Pride and vanity, not cherubim and a flaming sword, 
guard the gates of alcoholic recovery.46 
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From this perspective, the frequent backsliding of Washingtonians stemmed not 
just from an absence of a coherent program for recovery, but from the fallacy of 
total independence that this vacuum implied. Refusing to admit any restrictions 
upon what one spokesman termed "the independent self-government of its mem- 
bers," the society could not recover after members' recidivism had undermined its 
claim. Scholars have correctly associated the Washingtonians' antipathy to com- 
pulsion with Jacksonian laissez-faire doctrine; strict adherence to it may actually 
have debilitated the Washingtonians by engendering an exaggerated and unrealis- 
tic self-reliance.47 Even the Washingtonians' meek 1844 acknowledgment of 
backsliding betrayed "exceptional thinking," describing their society of absolutely 
independent artisans like Paradise itself: 

In some instances, some of our brightest stars have been plucked from the 
galaxy of hope. The arch enemy, has stolen within our happy Eden, and 
has beguiled away some who in an evil hour, stretched forth their hand, and, 
venturing the forbidden fruit, have brought misery and woe again to their 
domestic fireside. But while we have cause to lament . . . [m]any have 
returned. 

Few backsliders rejoined the Washingtonian fold. The society, after all, had 
assured them permanent relief from drink when they entered. Alcoholics Anony- 
mous, on the other hand, redefines alcoholism so a final "cure" is logically 
impossible. Alcoholism is a total lifestyle, an identity rather than a condition, so 
that men and women do not have alcoholism; they are alcoholics, now and forever. 
The organization cannot change this situation, but instead tries to help alcoholics 
admit it—as a positive fact of self, derived from their "wholeness of accepted 
limitation."49 Alcoholics Anonymous thus seeks consciously to deflate the stigma 
upon the disease, whereas the Washingtonians actually reinforced it. By stressing 
that they had been drunkards—that, as "reformed men," their intemperance was 
in the past—Washingtonians might have evoked pity for inebriates, but they 
confirmed the traditional notion that current or "unreformed" drunkards were 
morally reprehensible. By contrast, AA members ritually affirm their status—"My 
name is , and I am an alcoholic"—and thereby undermine the notion that an 
alcoholic identity is somehow "spoiled."50 

Meanwhile, the Washingtonians increasingly sought members and spectators 
who were free from this tarnish of a tippler's past. Unlike AA, which has stubbornly 
retained its exclusive focus upon alcoholics and their direct associates, the Washing- 
tonians accepted anyone willing to sign their pledge. Initially, their meetings 
attracted primarily drunkards—and so many others that temperance elites copied 
the Washingtonians' experience-sharing format. Typical elite experience speeches 
emphasized the subject's youthful use of alcohol, his conversion to teetotalism 
before addiction could set in, and the importance of preventive measures in the 
war against drink. Even Christian Keener confessed that he had occasionally taken 
wine in the years preceding the formation of the Baltimore Temperance Society. 
By stressing moderate drinking in the distant past, temperance regulars could 
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borrow the popular experience method without compromising their own moral 
integrity or reputation. Thereafter, the Washingtonians started to experiment 
with other types of meetings. So sensitive about their relative size that they refused 
to release membership lists, the Washingtonians abandoned their strict experience- 
sharing format at the height of its popularity to compete with the mainstream 
groups that had pilfered it.51 

To secure their position atop the city's temperance ladder, the Washingtonians 
expanded their meetings to include concerts, sing-a-longs, debates, a staged 
"reconciliation" between a reformed man and his wife, and even an address by "the 
young temperance champion. Master Sobrieski Turner, aged 4 years." Imitated in 
turn by the temperance regulars, these theatrics sought to lure "the moderate 
drinker, as well as the immoderate," as one Washingtonian advertisement em- 
phasized. Their price, in other words, was the loss of the society's stress upon 
drunkards. By 1844 even Washingtonian experience speeches were aimed at a 
wider audience. "Addresses and Experiences may be expected from genuine 
Washingtonians," another advertisement blared: the drawing card was "genuine," 
invoking the see-for-yourself "operational aesthetic" of Jacksonian America.52 

Like midgets, magicians, and stunt artists, these self-proclaimed "reformed men" 
would allow each viewer to evaluate reality—to decide, that is, if the Washing- 
tonians were "genuine." They would not, however, help rescue other drunkards. 
The experience meeting as a reform vehicle was dead, muffled by its originators' 
meandering focus. 

Finally, the new society lacked a coherent and cohesive ideology of drink, as E. 
M. Jellinek remarked over forty years ago.53 In particular, the Washingtonians 
never resolved the glaring contradiction between the epidemic imagery of alcohol 
that they inherited from their predecessors and the staunch anti-prohibitionism 
that so infuriated these elites. Denying the drinker's power to "regulate himself," 
the Washingtonians simultaneously insisted upon the distiller's right to produce 
and market drink. This freedom was "full and unconditional, as we concede the 
same right to those who manufacture Gun-powder, Acquefortis, Prusic Acid, 
Laudannum, Hemp, Steel, and any other article," one member wrote.54 Unlike 
these items, however, alcohol could never be used in a safe or responsible manner. 
How, then, could the Washingtonians oppose its state control? Scripture, they 
claimed, mandated against such restriction: 

It was no part of the blessed religion which that Gospel proclaimed, to raise 
its denunciations against the laws of the country wherein it was promulgated. 
It depended upon its own peaceful and heavenly sway. ... So [Washing- 
tonianism]... asks no aid from the legislature by the repeal of existing laws, 
or the enactment of others. 

Yet the Gospel would not have countenanced state-sanctioned murder. As long 
as the Washingtonians admitted that alcohol was universally lethal, they remained 
vulnerable to the charge that their failure to embrace prohibitionism made them 
accessories to mass slaughter. If a druggist were to discover and distribute a new 
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poison that exterminated thousands, famed temperance advocate and United 
States senator Theodore Frelinghuysen argued, the nation would not hesitate to 
outlaw it—or to label opponents of this ban as a parties to the carnage.56 Although 
it has consistently rejected prohibition. Alcoholics Anonymous has also avoided 
Frelinghuysen's label by discarding his epidemic image of alcohol and acknow- 
ledging that some drinkers can use liquor responsibly; indeed, it defines "al- 
coholics" as those who cannot do so. The Washingtonians, on the other hand, 
opposed prohibition but adhered to the epidemic image—with disastrous conse- 
quences for their movement. 

No such contradiction plagued the Washingtonians' mainstream rivals, whose 
staunch support for legal suasion sustained them into the next decade. Like most 
American temperance societies, however, they declined or disappeared in the late 
1850s as attention shifted to sectional rivalries and war. Their mimicry of Washing- 
tonian experience-sharing suggests that the temperance movement's mid-century 
hiatus may have stemmed as much from its internal shortcomings as from the 
nation's impending schism. Lacking foreknowledge of the addiction and treatment 
models that would buoy Alcoholics Anonymous, neither the Washingtonians nor 
their competitors could articulate a therapeutic regimen for the tipplers they 
galvanized. Without censuring reformers for "failing" to harness concepts that did 
not exist at the time, historians can exploit these concepts to elucidate the societies' 
demise—and the survival of their successors. 
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"We shall be accountable to God": 
Some Inquiries into the Position of Blacks in 

Somerset Parish, Maryland, 1692-1865 

MARY O. KLEIN 

As rector of Somerset Parish, Rev. Alexander Adams wrestled with the moral 
question of the salvation and Chrisdanization of slaves. With so few Angli- 
can clergy on the Eastern Shore of Maryland, the Reverend Mr. Adams 

served one parish then another in Somerset County during his long ministry. In 
1724 he had been a "Missionary to the Plantations" for twenty years. Among the 
problems facing him were inadequate pay, poor housing, a parish fifty miles long, 
four-hundred families scattered along those fifty miles, difficulty in buying wine 
for Communion, and no altar on which to prepare the sacrament. Mr. Adams had 
responded to the call for missionaries in 1704, only three years after it was issued 
by the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts (SPG). Formed 
in 1701 to encourage missionary work in the British colonies and promote the 
conversion of the natives, the SPG sent a questionnaire to its missionaries in 1724. 
One of the questions was, "Are there any Infidels, bond or free, in your Parish and 
what means are used for their conversion?" To this Adams replied, "There are 
Indians &: Negro slaves. Some Negroes are baptized after instruction in the Church 
Catechism & frequent the public worship. No means used to convert the Indians; 
their language unknown to us."1 

Since establishment of the Church of England in Maryland in 1692, the tax-sup- 
ported clergy had struggled to organize broad expanses earlier cultivated by 
itinerant Methodist preachers and the Society of Friends. A huge piece of land 
originally stretching from Maryland's border with Virginia north to Delaware, 
Somerset County embraced four parishes—Somerset, Coventry, Stepney, and 
Snow Hill. A June 1694 report to the governor noted that although there were 
four parishes laid out, there was "never a church." By 1724, however, a building 
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had been raised in each parish. Adams's job of attending to the needs of Anglicans 
and converting the infidels was hampered by geography, cold, heat, mosquitoes 
and apathy all around. The bishop of London, who had oversight of the pioneer 
churches, was constrained by political pressures from sending anyone to lead or 
organize these ventures, and slave owners were either unconcerned about the 
conversion of their slaves to Christianity or afraid they would be freed if baptized.2 

Although the Anglican church was among the first in the colonies to work toward 
slaves' conversion to Christianity, the question of whether baptism brought slave 
freedom was not clear in the minds of either clergy or slaveowners. A 1664 
Maryland law stated that baptism had no effect on the status of a slave, and in 1727 
the bishop of London instructed his missionaries accordingly. 

Christianity and the embracing of the Gospel does not make the least 
alteration in Civil Property. . . . The freedom which Christianity gives is a 
freedom from the Bondage of sin and Satan. . . . But as to their outward 
Condition, whatever it was before, whether bond or free, their being 
baptized and becoming Christians makes no manner of Change in it. 

Families were responsible for the education of their own children and slaves alike 
and were encouraged to fulfill their duty to teach them, but slave owners were slow 
to bring their slaves for baptismal instruction. In 1730 the bishop of London did 
send a visitor to the clergy on the Eastern Shore, the Reverend John Lang, to 
encourage, admonish, and examine credentials. In a speech at the opening of the 
clerical conference on 24 June, Lang chastised the attendants for neglecting "the 
Instruction of the Negroes." "It cannot be denied that they are part of our cure, 
& that we shall be accountable to God for die discharge of our duty to them." 
Although he did not expect the clergy to become schoolmasters to them, he did 

seriously & passionately exhort Masters & Mistresses to teach and instruct 
them or procure others to do it for them. . .. Their own salvation depends 
upon the faithful discharge of it. ... I cannot give myself leave that any 
Master or Mistress will be so barbarous as not to engage in this laudable 
design. 

Adjoining Adams's parish in Somerset County was Coventry Parish, served by 
Rev. James Robertson, who worked there from 1718 until his death in 1748. In 
his answer to the SPG inquiry concerning infidels in his parish he replied, "There 
are Indians whose Language we dont understand & there are negro slaves whereof 
some come to Church & are baptized & otliers who neither by their own consent 
nor their masters are willing to be baptized." This answer indicated that not only 
did some masters keep their slaves from baptism, but that some slaves refused to 
be baptized. Both Adams and Robertson seemed matter-of-fact about slaves 
joining their masters at public worship, being instructed in the Christian faith, and 
receiving the sacrament of baptism. There did not seem to be any idea of keeping 
blacks from worshipping with the rest of the congregation. It is difficult to know 
if the slaves who chose baptism believed the teachings or were forced into Chris- 
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tianity by their masters. Robertson's observation hints that adult slave baptisms 
were voluntary. In a series of sermons in 1750, another Maryland clergyman, 
Thomas Bacon, expressed concern over the Christian slaves' redemption. "These 
baptized slaves were often living in as profound Ignorance of what Christianity 
really is, (except as to a few outward Ordinances)" he said, "as if they had remained 
in the midst of those barbarous Heathen Countries from whence their parents had 
first been imported." At least some people, therefore, thought that even the slaves 
who had been baptized still clung to African religion.5 

The church required all births to be noted in the parish registry within two 
months, but baptisms rarely appeared along with births. Parish registers became 
a legal tool to keep track of births, deaths, marriages, and the names of those who 
had paid their taxes for the upkeep of the church and clergy. (When blacks 
appeared in the church records, they were identified "free negro," "slave," "mulat- 
to," "servant," or "colored.") In 1703-1705 the records for Somerset Parish listed 
the births of three slaves owned by the Denwood family. In January 1703 Frost, 
and in April 1704 Bess, were born and belonged to Arthur Denwood. In 1705 
Domway, belonging to Levin Denwood, was born. Baptism was not mentioned 
alongside the names of anyone born during that time. After 1817 the parish listed 
baptisms along with births. The rector at that time was the Reverend William 
Wickes. Perhaps he was a better record-keeper than his predecessors, and perhaps 
he encouraged baptism among blacks, because in 1817 and 1818 alone Wickes 
registered seven baptisms of slave children and four baptisms of free blacks. The 
records give us each child's name along with birth and baptism dates; the parents' 
names were noted, but not the names of the owners. In a typical slave baptism 
entry, "Susan, daughter of slaves Job and Tilla was born December 10, 1818, and 
baptised June 1818." Entries for free blacks list surnames: 'John Henry son of 
Simo and Rose Ballard—negroes—was born September 17, 1818, baptised same 
time." In 1822 the rector wrote a heading on one of the registry pages, "Baptisms 
by the Rev'd. Joseph Covell," but listed only births, raising questions about earlier 
birth entries. Were baptisms administered at the same time as births, as in previous 
entries? It is impossible to say. One entry is particularly interesting: "Sarah Ann, 
daughter of Slaves Abraham and Sarah his wife was born October 10. 1822." Here 
was the first entry showing the slave parents being married (entries for whites read 
"Anne Ayers, daughter of Henry Hyland and Harriet his wife ..."). Abraham and 
Sarah's sons were noted under "births" in 1824 and 1826.6 

Were Somerset Parish's neighboring Anglicans also baptizing slaves and free 
blacks in this period? Unfortunately, in 1834 Snow Hill's early records were lost 
in a fire. Coventry Parish's hand-made book of leather-covered wood contained 
only one entry for blacks. "Betty—at George Bos man's, a mulatto, born September 
10, 1724." Between 1737 and 1763 Stepney Parish (at Green Hill Church) listed 
the births of only a few mulattos. A woman listed as "the Mulatto Sue, alias Sue 
Magee or Games," gave birth to five children between 1741 and 1754. "The 
Mulatto Rose, or Rose Game, alias Magee," mothered two children, born in 1737 
and 1751. "Mary Dutton (mulattoe)" had two children, one in 1759 and the other 
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in 1762. No other births of free blacks or slaves were listed. Undoubtedly 
record-keeping was careless, but Somerset Parish seems to have been unique in the 
county when it came to the baptism of slaves and free blacks. 

Even if slaves were being baptized, one wonders if whites welcomed them into 
the life of the parish. Slaves did attend worship services; St. Andrew's Church of 
Somerset Parish in Princess Anne still retains the original slave gallery built in 
1770, when the church was erected. During the colonial period, there being no 
American bishops in the church and none sent from England to ordain clergy or 
confirm lay people, to be listed as a "communicant in good standing" meant that 
one had been baptized and prepared for confirmation but not yet confirmed. Were 
blacks so listed? In 1790, before he became the first bishop consecrated on 
American soil. Rev. Thomas J. Claggett was rector of St. James' Church, Herring 
Creek, near Baltimore. On Easter Sunday Claggett drew up a list of communicants 
of the parish. "There are 48 whites and 13 negroes, total 61," he wrote. "The list 
of 'Black brethren communicants' include two servants of Mr. Claggett." The 
following year black members of the parish asked for a piece of ground to use as a 
cemetery. The vestry gave it to them, provided they fenced it in themselves. At St. 
James' it seems that the blacks were incorporated into the life of the church and 
seen as full members in good standing, even if they could not be buried in a 
churchyard reserved for whites.8 

Bishop Claggett confirmed more than two thousand people in his first year of 
episcopate and made his first visit to Somerset Parish in 1795, when he confirmed 
seventy people. There was no indication that any of them were black. An 1805 
entry listed 131 Somerset Parish church members—"those persons who have 
subscribed to the canons of the R [Protestant] E. [Episcopal] Church." On the 
preceding page appear the names of 29 slaves and 2 free women. All were listed 
by first name only, in one column, followed by "property of" and their owner's 
name in the adjacent column. In the owner column, "free" is written beside the 
names "Nanny" and "Tabby." "Communicants" is written at the bottom of the 
page. One must assume that everyone listed as a communicant had been baptized 
and was at least a teenager, if not an adult, since children did not receive com- 
munion until "the age of discretion," when they could be prepared for confirma- 
tion. An earlier list of Somerset Parish communicants in 1796 listed no blacks at 
all. The rector must have been a determining factor in drawing up the list. It was, 
and is, the custom of the Episcopal church to receive the communion wine from a 
common chalice. Are we to assume that blacks and whites, slave and master, drank 
from the same cup?9 

There are many gaps in the Somerset Parish records, sometimes due to clerical 
vacancies in the parish and sometimes due to the rector's complete avoidance of 
bookkeeping. From about 1825 to 1845 no blacks appear in the register as having 
been baptized. In 1844, when Rev. Harvey Stanley assumed the rectorship, the 
registers again were kept current and the baptism of many blacks recorded. 
Stanley did not list the names of slave parents; he noted instead the names of their 
owners. The birth date and baptism date were given along with the names of the 
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godparents or sponsors. Usually the owners were named as sponsors, and some- 
times the parents or mother of the slave child were as well. The sponsor at an 
infant baptism had to have been baptized; he or she assumed responsibility for 
seeing that the child was raised in the Christian faith. We may assume then, that 
the rector considered slave parents practicing Christians when he allowed them to 
be godparents along with their owners. Did these baptism take place in the church 
or at the home of the slaveholder? In some cases "private" was noted in the register, 
and those probably took place in homes. But most entries have no such notation. 
Did the vast majority take place in church?10 

On 1 January 1846 Dr. Henry Hyland's infant daughter Anne Ayers Hyland was 
baptized at St. Andrew's Church, Princess Anne, Somerset Parish, along with six 
slaves, aged sixteen years to fifteen months. Mrs. John Smith was Anne's god- 
parent, and Dr. Hyland served as sponsor for his slaves. In 1849 Dr. Hyland's 
brother. Rev. William Hyland, must have been visiting Somerset Parish because he 
administered baptisms and performed two marriages. On 3 September 1849 the 
Reverend Mr. Hyland married "Littleton Henry Maddox and Henrietta Susan 
Steward, along with Zaddok Maddox and Jane Jones. The parties were all colored." 
We may assume they were all free blacks because surnames were given for 
everyone. In 1850 and 1860 separate entries in the federal census listed slaves and 
free persons, and the 1850 count for free persons showed that Dr. Hyland's 
household consisted of himself (aged 63), his wife Harriet (aged 47), nine children 
and Littleton Maddox, aged 30, a black oysterman, presumably the same person 
referred to in the marriage record. The slave census showed that Dr. Hyland owned 
seven female and nine male slaves. Somerset Parish records show that in 1849 "his 
woman Anne" brought two daughters for baptism and "his man Henry's son" was 
baptized by Dr. Hyland's brother. The only other baptism involving blacks as- 
sociated with Dr. Hyland was Henrietta and Littleton Maddox's son James. The 
parents and Dr. Hyland acted as sponsors. Dr. Hyland owned three slave women 
of childbearing age in 1850, yet only one, Anne, had her children baptized. The 
male slaves who were old enough to be fathers added up to four, yet only one chose 
baptism for his son.11 

The evidence suggests that in Dr. Hyland's case, at least, slaves were not forced 
to accept their master's religious practices, but when they did, the master supported 
them in their choice. But what about other slave owners in Somerset Parish? 

William Wilson Johnston, an active churchman at St. Andrew's Church in 
Princess Anne, Somerset Parish, was a prosperous farmer. For many years elected 
a vestry member, he left the parish $5,000 worth of City of Baltimore stock "for 
upkeep of the church" in his 1865 will. He owned eight female and eight male 
slaves in 1850 and, in 1860, twelve females and ten males. Eight church register 
entries mention W W.Johnston and slaves. In 1846 two of this slaves were married 
to slaves owned by other people. Candace married Lyttleton, who belonged to Miss 
H. B. Hayman, and James married Sylvia, a servant of J.W. Crisfield. Candace's 
four-year-old daughter was baptized in 1859, her infant daughter in 1862. In 1848 
"his man William's" fourteen-month-old son Stephen Cecil was baptized; three 
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years later Peggy's nine-year-old daughter Sally Jane also received that sacrament. 
Only one other slave, Ann, was mentioned as the mother of Daniel, who was 
baptized in 1858, the father being W. T. G. Folk's slave Isaac. Again, although 
Johnston owned six female slaves of child-bearing age in I860, between 1858 and 
1862 only three of the women had an interest in having their children baptized.12 

In the years 1846-1857 the Reverend Joseph Nicholson was particularly active 
in baptizing and officiating at the marriages of slaves and free blacks. He owned 
slaves himself—a forty-five-year-old man, a thirty-year-old woman, seventeen- and 
seven-year-old girls, and a four-year-old boy. Nicholson baptized no fewer than 
sixty-nine slaves, both children and adults. He also officiated at the marriages of 
nine couples, some of whom were slave, some free, and some a combination of 
slave and free. It is interesting to note that "Levin Libby was married to Henny, 
a servant of Mrs. Ann W.Jones on Easter Day, March 31,1850, in All Saints' Church, 
Monie" (the church at Monie belonged to Somerset Parish). "The Sunday after 
Easter, April 15, 1849, at the Evening service at All Saints', Monie, James Murray, 
a free colored man & Betty Ann Bounds, a free colored woman" were married. 
Quite a public display—the marriage of blacks in the church on Easter Sunday and 
the following Sunday in evening service!13 

Blacks were being baptized and married in the church, but confirmation records 
list no blacks at all. Confirmation meant full adult incorporation and involvement 
in the church. If blacks were not confirmed, they could not vote in vestry elections 
and most probably could not receive communion. Blacks were not listed in 
mid-nineteenth-century communicant lists either. One supposes that while the 
clergy were willing to incorporate blacks into Christianity by baptism and make a 
show of Christian marriage, they were not willing to take the step of offering blacks 
full adult participation in the church.14 

The Right Reverend William R. Whitdngton, fourth bishop of the diocese of 
Maryland and bishop during the Somerset Parish rectorship of Joseph Nicholson, 
perhaps represented the view of die day. "The calumny of abolidon must be 
carefully guarded against," he wrote Dr. John Scott, a catechist to a congregation 
of negroes on the Eastern Shore, in 1842. 

This can be best done by the most scrupulous adherence to religious 
instruction and intercourse with the negroes, and by bringing out fully ... 
the bearing of faith on practice, the Gospel rule of Subordination in society, 
and the compatibility of spiritual privilege with temporal privation, and 
even oppression. 

Whittington always addressed words of instruction to blacks in church and in 
private homes asked for the servants to be called for family prayer. Yet when the 
single black congregation in Baltimore petitioned the diocesan convention to be 
admitted as a parish, the bishop put the request aside. Later, when asked if the 
black man were not entitled to all the rights as a Christian, Whittington replied, 
"Doubdess; but I do not consider representation in Convention to be a Christian 
right."15 
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The position of blacks, slave and free, in the life of Somerset Parish seems to 
have gone from less to more constrained in the first six decades of the nineteenth 
century. If the clergy viewed blacks as their brothers in Christ, they were their 
younger step-brothers, needing protection and guidance and not quite measuring 
up to full fraternity. 

Many of the clergy themselves were slaveholders. The communicants of Somer- 
set Parish, of course, must have held widely differing opinions about slavery. 
Church members included slave owners and nonslaveholders. Some masters took 
special interest in certain slaves and acted as advocate and patron. At least one 
colonizadonist, Littleton Upshur Dennis, held eighty-three slaves in 1823. His 
1833 will instructed his brother John to buy his slave Joseph's wife Nancy and allow 
them to go to Liberia. He also wanted to give his slave Nelson all his personal 
clothing, twenty-five dollars, and permission to go to Liberia. Dennis made 
provisions for his slave Levin Miles, his wife Martha and their children to become 
citizens of Liberia if both of his own children died before age twenty-one and left 
no heirs.16 

When one surveys the evidence, reads between the lines, and makes reasonable 
assumptions, it remains clear that between 1692 and 1865 blacks in Somerset 
Parish were not fully incorporated into the life of the church. Given the theological 
thinking of the day on the generally conservative Eastern Shore, perhaps it was 
impossible to do so. Paternalism could extend salvation to blacks, but not full 
brotherhood as Christians. Records are sketchy, inaccurate, missing, and mislead- 
ing. What we can piece together resembles not a monochromatic blanket, but a 
complex, many-hued patchwork quilt of a fragment of life in Somerset Parish, 
Maryland. 
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Piscataway Tavern: A Maryland Legacy 

JOHN H. CLAGETT IV 

Piscataway, a small hamlet of a dozen or so houses, lies on Floral Park Road 
on the south side of Piscataway Creek in lower Prince George's County. The 
several structures that make up the town are subtle reminders of its past. 

Among them is a building traditionally referred to as Piscataway Tavern or 
Clagett's Tavern. It was one of numerous stores built in the mid-eighteenth 
century, when Maryland's tobacco-based economy boomed. 

The tavern consists of a tall two-and-one-half story section connected to an older 
one-and-one-half story part, each with an exterior brick chimney. Four gabled 
dormers, two on the front and two on the back, extend from the roof of the taller 
section. Asloping-roofed shed adjoins the backside of the main structure, and there 
is a somewhat irregular arrangement of windows, as well as a door, on this side of 
the tavern. 

The most significant features of the tavern's interior are the two Federal-style 
fireplaces on the first and second stories of the main section and a staircase that 
reveals Federal elements in its rail. Important also are the old doorknob latch 
systems and the hand-hewn wood floor joists in the shorter section of the building. 
When former residents raised the floor to observe the joists, they found fragments 
of clay pipes in the sandy soil directly beneath them, revealing the structure's 
eighteenth-century store function.1 

Having undergone various alterations, the tavern has stood in the town of 
Piscataway for over two centuries. The Historical American Buildings Survey 
dated the shorter section to around 1750. The tavern's history, however, is some- 
what older. As early as 1707, the Maryland General Assembly designated sixty acres 
of land south of Piscataway Creek for a town to serve as an official port. Develop- 
ment was slow, however; not until 1735 did the assembly acquire the sixty acres 
from their original owners.2 

Piscataway's prosperity as a port town began in 1747, when the Tobacco Inspec- 
tion Act made it an official inspection point for tobacco and established a warehouse 
for this purpose. Piscataway then enjoyed rapid and expansive growth, as did other 
tobacco-export towns of Maryland in this period. Merchant firms established 
storehouses at these places and bought tobacco from local planters in exchange for 
merchandise imported from England. Thomas Clagett owned one of these firms. 

Mr. Clagett, an alumnus of the University of Maryland at College Park, works as an archives 

technician at the Washington National Records Center. 
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Clagett and Company Warehouses conducted business out of Piscataway Tavern 
for most of the second half of the eighteenth century.3 

When mariners reached Piscataway Creek, its shallowness required them to 
anchor their vessels at its mouth and send scows upstream to the town to deliver 
and receive merchandise. Hence the narrow upper portion of the creek, extending 
to the town, became known locally as "Long Boat Channel." Waterborne trade 
posed many difficulties. In a letter to Baltimore merchant Jonathan Hudson, 
Clagett stated that he had not received the shipment of three hundred bushels of 
salt due him "until a day or two ago, owing to the sloop [carrying the merchandise] 
having proved so leakey on her passage that the skipper was forced to put [her] 
into a harbor on the Eastern Shore, where he landed his cargo."4 

Clagett exported primarily tobacco and imported such goods as snuff, men's and 
boys' felt hats, gloves, large basket buttons, white thread silk stockings, white 
chapell needles, silk bonnets, men's and women's shoes, garnet necklaces, as well 
as rum, wine, playing cards, penknives, chamber pots, spoons, forks, china plates, 
and cups. His store, as well as others of this kind, provided goods that were not 
then practicably made in the colonies.5 Clagett's store also provided a place for 
gossip. People from the neighboring farms, purchasing goods, would congregate 
and discuss the latest news of the day. 

Clagett's store played an important role in provisioning troops during the 
American Revolution, when Thomas and his brother William served as army 
purchasing agents. Correspondence between William Clagett and Gov. Thomas 
Sim Lee provide evidence of the store's provisioning activity in this period. On 13 
June 1781 Clagett wrote, "These are all the goods which comes within your 
instructions in the county except a few linens and Felt Hatts which my Brother 
Thomas Clagett & Co. has, and which he informed me, that he intended to offer 
to you .. . ." Among other supplies provided by Thomas Clagett & Company was 
"english bearskin," used to make blankets and coats. Duffle, powder, and musket 
balls were among the other provisions. In July 1780 Lt. Josias Beall indicated in 
a letter to Governor Lee that Clagett's store had 42 pounds of powder and 829 
pounds of musket balls for the Continental Army.6 During the Revolutionary War 
the state council required merchant firms such as Clagett & Co. to provision the 
troops at an agreeable price. If, however, a suitable price could not be negotiated, 
the goods could be seized by the council. 

In the years following the Revolution, the tobacco trade suffered a setback. 
Scottish tobacco lords reinvested their capital in the British West Indies or in local 
manufacturing enterprises. Commercial activity at tobacco inspection points 
moved to more urbanized commercial centers like Baltimore, Georgetown, and 
Alexandria.7 

There is evidence, however, that Clagett's firm continued to grow, having 
apparently benefited from its wartime activity. By 1785 it was purchasing wares, 
just as it had done with Scottish companies before the war, from Wallace, Johnson 
& Muir of Annapolis. Clagett's company—now referred to as Thomas, William 
and Horatio Clagett & Company—cooperated with the Annapolis firm but also 
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Piscataway Main Street, 1910. A store and tavern still operated in the old Piscataway Tavern 
in the early years of the century. Local residents held political meetings in the small shed 
attached the older, one-and-one-half story section that dated from about 1750. (Maryland 
State Archives, Robert G. Merrick Archives, MdHR G 1477-5665.) 

acted as one of its two major competitors. It was a phenomenal occurrence in the 
late 1780s for American merchants to establish offices in Britain. As did Wallace, 
Johnson 8c Muir, Thomas Clagett by 1787 owned a house in London. Clagett's 
brother Horatio managed affairs in London, importing tobacco from Piscataway 
and exporting goods to the United States. Among those who conducted business 
with Thomas Clagett & Company after the war were George Washington and 
Daniel Carroll.8 

The firm continued to operate out of Piscataway and London in the 1790s even 
as the partnership underwent some changes. In 1792 Thomas Clagett died, leaving 
Judson Magruder Clagett—his eldest son—in charge of the Piscataway branch. 
William Pratt, who had been a partner in the firm, played a greater role in the 
management of the London branch of the company, which by 1798 was renamed 
Clagett & Pratt. A letter sent in August 1798 from Clagett 8c Pratt of London to 
Alexander Hamilton of Piscataway gave details of the business relationship be- 
tween the London and Piscataway houses in this period. In the letter Clagett &: 
Pratt asked Hamilton to act as its representative to settle accounts against the estate 
of Thomas Clagett, who had died intestate. The letter revealed various business 
discrepancies between the two houses which Hamilton was to iron out with Judson 
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Magruder Clagett. In addition, it indicated that the partnership of Thomas Clagett 
& Company dissolved sometime in the late 1790s, stating that the "French War ... 
broke out before the dissolution of the partnership" and that "our new firm," 
Clagett & Pratt, took over "the whole of the underwriting concern." Little is known 
about Horatio Clagett's involvement in the firm during this period, other than what 
is revealed in his 1815 obituary in the Washington National Intelligencer, which stated 
that "for nearly the entire time since the Peace of 1786 . . . [he was] a merchant 
and underwriter in London." The merchant activity of the Piscataway branch of 
Thomas Clagett & Company probably did not continue after the death of Judson 
Magruder Clagett in 1800.9 

Thereafter the store changed hands rapidly. In 1806 Thomas Duckett, ap- 
pointed by the state chancery court to sell Thomas Clagett's estate, transferred the 
lot and store to Clagett's younger brother Nathaniel for $1,400. When this 
transaction took place the structure was "deteriorating."10 In 1809 Nathaniel 
willed the structure to a "mulatto girl," Fanny, who he believed to be his daughter. 
She modified the tavern by replacing a kitchen and dwelling house with the eastern 
two-and-one-half story section of the present frame structure. Fanny's son, Nathaniel 
C. Odin, sold the tavern in 1841 to Piscataway merchant John W. Ward.11 

Ward operated a store in Piscataway tavern in the 1840s and 1850s, when the 
town continued to be a commercial center. But the prosperity that marked the 
second half of the eighteenth century had passed: Piscataway did not grow like 
Frederick or Hagerstown. It remained a small village, which by 1828 had only 
twenty-four owners of property. Contributing to the decline of the town was the 
silting in of Piscataway Creek. In 1836 John W Ward was one of twenty-seven area 
citizens to petition the Prince George's County Levy Court to build a road to "some 
navigable point on Piscataway Creek." The petitioners complained that "for the 
last three or four years it appeared to be almost impossible for boats to pass up and 
down [the creek]... unless the tide [was]. . . very high." The county left it to the 
state of Maryland to take action on the matter. The state had engineer and 
geologist John Henry Alexander survey the creek and with his findings determined 
in 1841 to make Farmington—3.5 miles downstream—a public wharf.12 Ward 
bought Piscataway Tavern the same year, likely thinking that the new landing would 
enhance his merchant business. 

Farmington Wharf, however, drew commerce away from Piscataway. Adding to 
the town's problems was Maryland's sale of the tobacco inspection warehouse in 
1858. Baltimore became Maryland's tobacco inspection center, replacing Pis- 
cataway and other inspection towns. Piscataway also never gained access to the 
railroad system that had been responsible for the growth of other Maryland towns 
in the nineteenth century.13 

By the second half of the nineteenth century, Piscataway Tavern, then Cornelius 
F. Miller's store, attracted primarily local inhabitants who purchased goods there 
out of convenience. Miller received wares more circuitously than did his eight- 
eenth-century counterparts. A twenty-three-ton flat-bottomed steamboat, the 
Harry Loder, piloted by Capt. James Quentin, delivered goods to Farmington 
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Piscataway Tavern, 1988. Shorn of its dormer windows and graceful roofline, partially 
covered in tar paper, the old tavern stands perilously close to the pavement in this recent 
photograph by the author. 

Landing, from which teams transported merchandise to Miller's store. This 
routine continued as late as the 1920s, when further siltation of the creek, the 
development of better roads, and the use of automobiles rendered the landing 
obsolete.14 

The Boswell family operated a tavern and store in Piscataway Tavern in the early 
twentieth century. Political meetings were held in a small shed addition, which is 
no longer standing, at the east end of the structure. The Boswells owned the 
building until 1972, when John A. Boswell gave it to Milton and Catherine Clagett 
Chapman under the stipulation made by the grantor's brother, George C. Boswell, 
that it would next be deeded to "my little friend Cathy Clagett."15 

The tavern stands amidst the changes of time as it has done for over two hundred 
years. The dirt road that ran in front of it is now well paved and somewhat wider 
than its gravel-covered predecessor, which poses a threat to the tavern situated 
immediately at the road's edge. What had been cleared land behind Piscataway 
Tavern and the buildings adjacent to it, on the north side of Floral Park Road, is 
now covered with undergrowth and trees. This land once was the site of bustling 
warehouses, crop-filled barns, grinding mills, ancestral homes, and a one-room 
school.16 Over two hundred years of existence, Piscataway Tavern has played a 
part in Maryland's history as a store and a residence, enduring and adapting to 
change. 
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Provisions for the Federal Hill Feast 

BETTY BANDEL 

Anyone who has delved into one, two, or twenty of the over two million 
manuscripts that are safely cradled in the Maryland Historical Society's 
library knows that unexpected riches can appear in unlikely places. This 

toiler in the genealogical vineyards several years ago found in the O'Ferrall Family 
Papers (Ms. 1575) a paper dated 1 May 1788 and carrying the title "Federal 
Expenses." Such a title, unrelated to anything else in the folder, invited investiga- 
tion. The paper, it seems, could well have been added to the account of festivities 
surrounding Maryland's ratification of the U. S. Constitution in 1788 which 
appeared in the spring 1988 issue of the Maryland Historical Magazine.1 

The manuscript paper fills in the important point of what food was provided for 
the feast that crowned the 1 May celebration in Baltimore—and how much the food 
cost. William Evans is presenting his bill for various items, and in the end William 
Goddard approves, allowing Evans two hundred pounds "for his troubles" (thirty- 
eight pounds) and for the supplies. 

Here are some of the supplies that went into the feast: 
560 pounds of bacon hams at 7 1/2 pence each, amounting to 17.10.0 
1025 pounds of beef—25.12.6. 
770 lbs bread and 800 loaves—14.10.0. 
199 lbs cheese—8.5.10. 
Provisions for the Artillery Co.—0.7.6. 
15 lbs butter—0.18.9. 
veneson hams—1.2.6. 
fish—0.12.0. 
36 bottles mustard—2.5.0. 
240gal. cyder—10.0.0. 
Carting provisions to Federal Hill—1.10.0. 
Beer, grog, and toddy—3.0.0. 
Beer for the committee—2.6.8. 
9 1/2 gal. peach brandy—3.1.9. 
7 1/2 barrels beer—16.17.6. 
Waiting and attending at tables—5.5.0. 
8 barrels beer—19.0.0. 

Professor Bandel has retired from the English department, University of Vermont. 
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The Story of Lee's Spurs 

[Editor's note: Mr. E. Mason Hendrickson, retired president of the Maryland 
Historical Society, brings to our attention the following newspaper piece, which 
must have appeared in the Washington Post late in the nineteenth century. The 
principals in the story, William Joshua and Martha Ann Maddox, were his wife's 
great-grandparents. The Virginia Lee Cartwright mentioned in the last paragraph 
of the article was Mrs. Virginia Hendrickson's grandmother, who married William 
Preston Lane, Sr, of Hagerstown. Their son, Mrs. Hendrickson's father, served as 
Maryland governor between 1947 and 1951.] 

Story of Lee's Spurs 

As Retold by a Resident of Lower Maryland. 

Baltimore Ladies Bought Them. 

Mrs. Cartwright, Wife of the Maryland Planter Mentioned in the Original Story, 
Saved the Spurs from Falling Into the Hands of the Federals—Capts. Caywood and 
Sims Narrowly Escaped Capture and Probably Punishment as Spies. 

Charlotte Hall., Md., April 15.—The article in last Sunday's Post regarding the 
$450 pair of gold spurs for Gen. Lee, contributed in 1863 by his admirers in lower 
Maryland, was read here with a great deal of interest, and especially as the 
characters in the story were so well known by the older settlers and their memories 
are cherished by hosts of friends and relatives. The writer of the article, however, 
not only omitted many vital incidents and wrongfully portrayed the character of 
an esteemed citizen of this county, but he robbed the ladies of Baltimore, who raised 
most of the money for the spurs, of the credit for the act and gave credit to a citizen 
of Prince George's County, whose connection with the affair was only in a minor 
way. At the same time, the writer omitted to tell how the hostess of Capt. Caywood 
saved the spurs from falling into the hands of the Federals by secreting them in the 
bosom of her dress and thus enabled the Captain later on to carry out his mission 
of delivering them to Gen. Lee. The writer speaks of an eccentric farmer named 
Cartwright, who was too old to go to war, &c. Now for the facts. 

William Joshua Cartwright was the correct name of the alleged eccentric farmer. 
He was a wealthy planter and his estate on the Patuxent River was known from 
one end of the State to the other. During the decade prior to the civil war Mr. and 
Mrs. Cartwright entertained at their picturesque home many of the leading men 
of the State, including Gov. Thomas and others. William Joshua Cartwright could 
trace his family tree back to the main body in England—the body from which the 
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branch now represented by Sir Richard Cartwright of Canada, sprang. Mr. Cart- 
wright's ancestors came to Maryland from England early in the eighteenth century 
and settled in Southern Maryland. His father, Richard Musgrove Cartwright, 
owned a large estate on the Patuxent River, not far from where the river flows into 
Chesapeake Bay, and resided there when the British landed near by and marched 
north to devastate Baltimore and Washington during the war of 1812. Here in St. 
Mary's County, William Joshua Cartwright was born in 1817. He was, therefore, 
but forty-six years of age when the spur incident occurred—not too old to go to 
war if he had desired to do so. Except while away from home attending college, 
Mr. Cartwright lived in lower Maryland with his father and mother. Some time in 
the fifties his bachelor heart was captured by Martha A. Maddox, the talented 
daughter of Mr. Samuel Maddox, who resided near Leonardtown. Miss Maddox 
was educated in a young ladies' seminary at Burlington, N.J., and made her debut 
in society under the chaperonage of Mrs. Thomas, the wife of the Governor of 
Maryland. 

In anticipation of his marriage Mr. Cartwright purchased a handsome and 
picturesque estate on the Patuxent, not far from the one owned by his father, which 
had been in the family for generations. The residence was of the old-fashioned 
kind, with wide porches, large fireplaces and chimneys, and the rooms were 
commodious with high ceilings. It was located on a slight ridge about 100 yards 
from the river, and in front a row of stately Lombardy poplar trees added to the 
beauty of the place and the comfort of the occupants. The barn, grainary and 
quarters for the slaves were in the rear of the house, but in view of the river, and 
their whitewashed appearance added to the picturesqueness of the place, with its 
background of green trees and waving fields of grain. There Mr. Cartwright 
resided during the horrors of the civil war, when "Maryland, My Maryland," was 
often the scene of combat and brother strove against brother. Mr. Cartwright was 
a slave owner and his bride also owned slaves. 

Hospitable to Both Sides. 

When the war broke out Mr. Cartwright, as a slave owner, naturally sympathized 
with the South in the struggle but wisely decided that his wife and little children 
needed his protecting care more than the South did his services. He therefore 
declined to take any part in the struggle, but remaining on his plantation, enter- 
tained all who called, whether they were supporters of the lost cause or wearers of 
the blue. He was one of the most hospitable of men, and no one was ever turned 
empty handed away from his door. All were welcomed and entertained—strangers 
nearly as often as old-time friends and acquaintances. It was not an unusual 
incident in those days for Mr. and Mrs. Cartwright to entertain Confederate soldiers 
at one meal and Union officers at the next. Mrs. Cartwright was a charming 
hostess, and as one of her brothers, Capt. Elkanah Maddox, was in the Union army, 
she was always certain of protection whenever any Union troops were in that 
neighborhood. 
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Capt. Charles Caywood, of Charles County, was an old acquaintance of Mr. and 
Mrs. Cartwright, and on his perilous trips to and from the Confederate lines he 
often called upon his friends on the Patuxent, and it was their friendship that not 
only saved him from capture in 1863, which would have resulted in his death by 
hanging as a spy, but prevented the gold spurs from falling into the possession of 
the Union troops. When Capt. Caywood started that fall to return to the Con- 
federate lines, bearing with him the gold spurs, his path carried him to the 
Cartwright plantation. He was accompanied by Capt. Sims, Amos Fauquier, and 
another man whose name has been forgotten, and in addition to the gold spurs 
they had a splendid new musket which Prince George's County friends had 
purchased for Capt. Dement, of the Confederate Army and had sent it to him for 
use against the Federals. The party under the lead of Capt. Caywood successfully 
dodged the parties of Federals en route, and reached the Cartwright mansion at 
dusk on a Saturday night, where they were warmly welcomed. 

It was the intention of Capt. Caywood and Capt. Sims to proceed on their journey 
that night after partaking of dinner, but a violent storm set in, and they were 
compelled to remain until the following day. Realizing that if the Federal should 
capture him with the gold spurs on his person he would be condemned and hung 
as a spy, as the engraving on the spurs would furnish the corroborative evidence, 
Capt. Caywood called his host to one side and showed him the spurs. He also told 
Mr. Cartwright that the spurs were the gift of the ladies of Baltimore to the 
Confederate head, and Commander-in-chief, and that he had given his word to 
deliver them to Gen. Lee in person. He therefore asked his host to put them away 
in a safe place for the night. Calling Mrs. Cartwright her husband told her the 
story of the spurs and confided them to her keeping. Both her husband and Capt. 
Caywood stated emphatically that they were the gift of the ladies of Baltimore. 
Mrs. Cartwright took the spurs to her room and hid them in her wardrobe, and the 
new musket was placed in a corner by the fireplace. After a hearty dinner and a 
pleasant evening, Mr. and Mrs. Cartwright and their guests retired for the night. 
As they slept, however, one of the slaves from the estate was en route for the nearest 
Federal post to betray his owner and the guests at the house. Capt. White, who was 
in command of the Federals, was informed of the location of the four Confederates, 
and also that Mr. Cartwright had secreted in the cellar, granary, and other places a 
large amount of contraband goods. The information, naturally, was pleasing and 
just before daybreak on Sunday morning Capt. White with a squadron of cavalry 
started with the intention of surrounding the Cartwright mansion, capturing the 
prisoners, and securing the contraband goods. 

She Saved the Spurs. 

The morning dawned bright and clear, and as Capt. Caywood desired an early 
start all were astir in the Cartwright mansion as the sun arose in the direction of 
the Chesapeake. While Mrs. Cartwright was busy superintending the preparations 
for breakfast, her husband was in the parlor entertaining his guest with [torn]. As 
he was conceded to be a splendid host, it was a pleasant occupation for him. 
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Caywood and Sims were not in the parlor but under the plea [torn] taking a stroll 
around the estate, were quietly scanning the coast to see if any bluecoats were near 
at hand ready to capture them. This caution saved them, as it turned out. Just as 
breakfast was ready to be placed on the table one of the children glanced out of the 
window and saw that the house was surrounded by Federal cavalry, who were 
preparing to dismount. Instantly the child gave the alarm. Realizing that the 
discovery on the premises of the handsome gold spurs, meant trouble for her 
husband and herself, Mrs. Cartwright hurriedly locked the front and back doors of 
the house, and then proceeding upstairs, she secured the spurs and secreted them 
in the bosom of her dress, then she took the heavy musket—about as much as she 
could lift—and hid it in the chimney, a loose brick furnishing support. Returning 
downstairs, she joined her husband, and was the least agitated of any of the party. 

A heavy knock on the outward door was followed by the opening of it by Mr. 
Cartwright, who asked the object of the warlike visit. Capt. White replied that he 
had information that a rebel spy, Capt. Caywood, was there, and he desired to 
search the premises. This was at once granted by Mr. Cartwright, and the search 
resulted in finding that Capt. Caywood had escaped. The contraband goods were 
found, however, and were promptly seized and loaded upon one of Mr. Cartwright's 
wagons. Mr. Cartwright, Amos Fauquier, and the other man were arrested and 
taken by the Federals to Point Lookout. Arriving there, Mr. Cartwright was able 
to prove to the satisfaction of the commanding officer that the contraband goods 
that had been seized were his private property, and that he had purchased them 
with the intention of opening a store on his plantation. After being detained for 
about a week, he was released and permitted to return home with honor. 

Capts. Caywood and Sims, who had seen the arriving Federals in time to conceal 
themselves in the thick brush on the edge of the river, remained in hiding until 
nearly dusk. Then they quietly returned to the house, where they were entertained 
at dinner by Mrs. Cartwright. As soon as it was dark they secured the spurs from 
Mrs. Cartwright, also the musket, and departed for the Confederate lines, which 
they reached without much further trouble. There the spurs were delivered to 
Gen. Lee, who, while appreciating the gift and the friendship of the fair donors in 
Baltimore, was never known to have worn them. With his soldiers often hungry 
for something to eat, he felt that he could not go forth adorned with $450 gold 
spurs. The spurs are now believed to be with the other relics of the great 
Confederate General at the home of the late Gen. W. H. F. Lee, a son of Gen. R. E. 
Lee, in Fauquier County, Va. They are in the custody of Custis Lee and Mildred 
Lee. 

Pair of Silver Spurs Also. 

In addition to the gold spurs. Gen. Lee had a splendid pair of silver spurs which 
were presented to him by other admirers. Maj. George Duffy, of Alexandria, was 
responsible for the latter pair. He secured from a number of his friends in the army 
a quantity of silver dollars. These were transformed into a pair of spurs by George 
Somers, of Alabama, a silvers mitli, who was in the army, while the steel rowels were 
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the handicraft of Dr. James B. Hodgkin, of Fauquier County, now a practicing 
dentist in Washington. These spurs Gen. Lee often wore during his campaign. 

Mr. Cartwright continued to reside in St. Mary's County until some time in the 
seventies, when he removed to Washington. Although he lost his slaves by the war, 
he accepted the result of the conflict without protest, and often stated that he 
believed the Union should have been upheld. He became a Republican, and 
continued with that party until his death in Washington a few years ago at the 
advanced age of eighty years. Mrs. Cartwright is still living, and visited this section 
two years ago. This story of the spurs is told as Mr. Cartwright told the writer, and 
the statement that they were presented by the ladies of Baltimore is vouched for 
by relatives of Gen. Lee. The children of Mr. and Mrs. Cartwright are also believed 
to be still living, the only son be engaged in business in the State of Washington. 
One daughter who was named Virginia Lee, in honor of the Confederate General 
and his native State, is the wife of a prominent banker in Hagerstown, Md. 

Many of the Cartwright slaves are still living in lower Maryland, while the one 
who betrayed the presence of Capt. Caywood to the Federals is living in Wash- 
ington. 



Everyday Life at 
Fort Washington, Maryland, 1861-1872 

DAVID L. SALAY 

Between 1861 and 1865 Civil War skirmishes and battles involved only a small 
percentage of the men enlisted in the Union army and occupied only a small part 
of military life. Soldiers spent much more time and effort in garrison, preparing 
for battle, or guarding strategic posts and supplies than fighting battles. The forts 
they manned sometimes had a brief moment in the spotlight before drifting into 
the backwater of war and army life. Fort Washington, Maryland, was such a post.1 

Unmanned and ignored in 1860, it became an important defensive post during the 
first months of the war. But by the end of 1861 conflict had passed it by. Daily 
routine regulated life at the post. Officers and soldiers at Fort Washington became 
more concerned about their health and food than with enemy attacks.1 

Fort Washington, begun in 1816, was part of the "permanent system" of defen- 
sive fortifications built after the War of 1812 to protect the harbors of America's 
major cities. Engineers placed the fort eleven miles south of the city of Washington 
at Digges Point on the Maryland shore of the Potomac River. Water surrounded 
the fort on three sides. A steep ravine protected its east or land side. These natural 
advantages were strengthened with walls twenty-two to twenty-six feet thick and 
a thirty-foot-wide dry moat on three sides, with the ravine on the fourth. 

Until the Civil War, post life centered within the walls of the fort. A brick 
two-story enlisted men's barrack could house sixty men. Similar quarters housed 
four officers. The fort enclosed two wells, four cisterns to catch rain water, two 
magazines, guard rooms, and two prison cells; the ravelin enclosed a stable and 
forge. The commanding officer's quarters were located outside of the fort, opposite 
the main entry. 

Fort Washington was garrisoned only intermittently after its construction and 
was left unmanned2 from 1853 to 1860, but the secession of South Carolina in 
December 1860 and the rebels' seizure of forts and arsenals within the Palmetto 
State made Fort Washington a primary defensive post between the federal capital 
and the Confederacy. Union troops mounted cannon, prepared defenses, and 
sounded frequent alarms before the first battle at Bull Run. Afterward, life at Fort 
Washington again settled into a dull routine. Volunteer units assigned to Fort 
Washington during the remainder of the war—just as elements of the 4th United 

Mr. Salay, formerly with the National Park Service, is a museum curator at Texas Tech 

University. 
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States Artillery, stationed there from 1866 through 1872—faced quiet duty fixed 
upon a routine of "daily calls" that established when the troops would awaken, eat 
their meals, drill, stand guard, wash, and maintain the fort. 

Something else affected life at Fort Washington. Like most camps lying along 
the Potomac River, Fort Washington earned its reputation as an unhealthy post.3 

On average, 10 percent ofthe post was on sick call; in July 1865 the figure reached 
24 percent. In August 1870 the United States Surgeon-General reported that 
"nearly every man, woman, and child" assigned to Fort Washington had been 
"attacked with either intermittent or remittent fever."4 

Fort Washington was overcrowded, and the quarters were poorly ventilated. 
Insect carriers abounded in the form of flies, fleas, mosquitoes, and lice. Food 
supplies quickly spoiled in hot weather. Most water at the post had to be drawn 
from the river. While the fort escaped epidemics that struck other posts and 
regiments in the field, soldiers at Fort Washington suffered from various infectious 
and non-infectious diseases.5 "Potomac fever," common during the nineteenth 
century, was a form of typhoid and particluarly dangerous—more than one-third 
of all cases led to death. The death toll climbed in the summer, when bacteria and 
insects thrived; sickness declined after the killing frosts of autumn. Fort Wash- 
ington was typical. Disease—not battle—was the major killer during the Civil War. 

Surgeons, hospital stewards, and the assistants assigned to them shouldered 
responsibility for health at Fort Washington. Doctors were required to "attend the 
officers and enlisted men, and the servants and laundresses authorized by law." 
The surgeon's chief assistant, the hospital steward, oversaw daily routine at the 
hospital and patient care. Wardmasters, extra-duty soldiers assigned to the job, 
assisted the hospital steward. Each wardmaster took responsibility for the patients 
assigned to him and for the furniture, bedding, and cooking utensils in his ward. 
Depending on the size of the hospital, the surgeon also may have had several 
matrons, nurses, and cooks to help. The nurses were frequently the soldiers' wives 
or laundresses.7 

Little is known of Fort Washington's doctors other than their names and dates 
of service. The first surgeon assigned to the post during the Civil War, James 
Simmons, served from February to June 1861. He was succeeded by acting 
assistant surgeon Samuel Storrer, who served from June 1861 to June 1862. 
Storrer may have been removed because of his frequent absences or as a result of 
the act of Congress of April 1862, which added ten surgeons and ten assistant 
surgeons to the medical corps.8 Surgeon John H. Bayne, Storrer's replacement, 
had served at Fort Washington betweem 1848 and 1850. He remained at the post 
until January 1866, when he became ill. Bayne was followed by a succession of 
army surgeons, assistant surgeons, and acting assistant surgeons. In November 
1870 the last physician. Dr. E. D. Hurtt, was appointed on a short-term contract at 
five dollars a day.9 

Surgeon's or sick call took place after reveille, when the first sergeants of each 
company conducted the sick to the hospital. After an examination, the surgeon 
determined what cases were feigned, which were to return to quarters as sick or 



422 MARYLAND HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 

convalescent, and which were to go to the post hospital. In 1861 and 1862 one of 
the casemates served as a hospital. Considered "damp and unhealthy," it ill served 
the men at Fort Washington.10 On Colonel Merchant's request, a new hospital was 
completed in 1863. This building created a new set of problems. It was poorly 
arranged, and the hospital's tongue-and-groove construction provided a haven for 
bedbugs, adding to the discomfort of the patients and providing an opportunity for 
disease. A new hospital went up in 1871.11 

Despite the medical care given to the soldiers, or perhaps because of it, a number 
of soldiers died at the post or were discharged for medical disability. While 
Company D, 1st United States Artillery, was at the post in 1861, seven men were 
discharged for disability—two for insanity.12 The post and regimental records 
provide an incomplete account of the toll that disease took on the men. A number 
of soldiers discharged before their enlistments expired may have been in poor 
health, and those discharged on medical disability may have died soon afterwards. 
The records for the volunteer units that passed through Fort Washington during 
the Civil War are even more incomplete. The 16th Indiana Battery lost two men 
from unspecified causes while at the fort; the 1st Ohio Independent Battery lost 
five men— one died and four were discharged.13 Of the others, little is known. 
Twelve died at Fort Washington while regular army units garrisoned the post 
between 1866 and 1872. Three drowned, two accidentally shot themselves, one 
fell from a wall, one committed suicide, and one each died from sunstroke, 
consumption, and heart disease, and two died from unstated causes.14 

In some cases bodies were returned to the men's families; others were buried in 
a small cemetery near the river at the foot of the hill. Unfortunately, because it was 
a low-lying area, it was not the most suitable place for a cemetery. Graves, 
reportedly not over three feet deep, "contained at least a half foot of water."15 

There were other problems involved in giving a soldier a decent burial at Fort 
Washington. In December 1865, Capt. F. M. Follett wrote that "to make a coffin 
for a decent burial of a Soldier who fought three years in the war for the Union, 
and been wounded in the Service, it became necessary to use boards from an Old 
Shanty."16 In 1870 the surgeon general recommended using Arlington Cemetery 
as a burial site for the post's dead, but two years later the fort's cemetery was still 

17 muse. 
Health problems often related to the soldiers' diet. During the summer months 

breakfast was served shortly after dawn (5:30 A.M.), later during the winter (6:45 
in 1863). Dinner was at noon or 12:30, and supper came shortly after retreat.18 

Although most memories of army food were not favorable, there was official 
concern that the men be well fed: 

Remember that beans, badly boiled, kill more than bullets; and fat is more 
fatal than powder. In cooking, more than anything else in the world, always 
make haste slowly. One hour too much is vastly better than five minutes 
too little, with rare exception.  A big fire scorches your soup, burns your 
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face, and crisps your temper. Skim, simmer and scour, are the true secrets 
of good cooking. 

The food served at a permanent post like Fort Washington presumably would 
have been better prepared and closer to what was prescribed in army regulations 
than the fare men in the field received. The soldier's daily ration in 1861 was 
three-fourths of a pound of pork or bacon or one and one-quarter pounds of fresh 
or salt beef. The other staple was bread: eighteen ounces of bread or flour or twelve 
ounces of hard bread or one and one-quarter pounds of corn meal. Troops also 
were to receive a ration of beans, rice, or dried potatoes, and mixed vegetables, 
along with coffee or tea, sugar, vinegar, and salt.20 This generous allowance 
increased in August 1861 to include twenty-two ounces of bread or flour or one 
pound of hard bread and one pound of potatoes three times a week. Because this 
ration proved overly generous—and resulted in waste—it was reduced in June 
1864.21 

For the boys in blue just off to war at Fort Washington, life could be fairly 
rewarding, particularly if the folks back home sent them food packages. Meals 
could be varied and abundant as well: "Fresh beef for dinner. Radishes and pies 
for supper," and "Living on luxuries, ham, dried beef, pickles, sweitzer cheese, 
etc."22 Commanders kept beef cattle on the post and issued fresh beef as often as 
circumstances permitted. On 30 November 1863, they slaughtered three beef 
cattle and had eleven on hand; in early February 1865, the post had a herd of nine 
cattle.23 According to Lieutenant Campbell, in April 1866 fresh beef was supplied 
from Washington once one week and twice the next. The garrison at Fort 
Washington was luckier than most to have fresh supplies of beef near at hand. 
Much of the army subsisted on salt beef. While "impervious to decay in any sort 
of climate for at least two years," salt beef was all but inedible.24 An April 1870 
inventory of stores (and losses) at Fort Washington included pork, bacon, cornmeal, 
hominy, coffee, granulated and cut loaf sugar, tomatoes, peaches, fresh salmon, 
oysters, condensed milk, soda and Edinburgh crackers, and macaroni.25 

There were other ways to supplement army rations. In the spring soldiers at Fort 
Washington caught shad as they moved upstream.26 The Potomac supplied other 
fish, and eel, as well. Some soldiers gathered nuts, berries, and, occasionally, some 
unsuspecting farmer's fruit. In January 1865 the commanding officer forbade any 
enlisted man "to take his musket into the country, for the purpose of shooting 
game."27 In the more settled times after the Civil War, a post garden was established 
and money was appropriated from the post fund for a plow, harrow, and seed.28 

In the spring of 1867 the men planted potatoes, corn, and peas.29 Although 
Captain Mendenhall described the garden at the post as being three or four acres, 
the surgeon-general's report of 1870 stated that there was "no ground suitable for 
a post garden." The officers had small gardens attached to their quarters.30 

Another factor affected the health of the men at Fort Washington. If cleanliness 
was next to godliness, neither was easy at the post. Today's standards of hygiene 
and personal cleanliness did not apply.   Bathing was not a regular feature of 
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personal hygiene. Washing the face and brushing hair in the morning constituted 
the usual routine; teeth were brushed once or twice a week if at all. The Revised 
Army Regulations for 1861 reflected these standards: "Where conveniences for 
bathing are to be had, the men should bathe once or twice a week. The feet to be 
washed at least twice a week. The hair kept short, and beard neatly trimmed."31 

When opportunities to bathe were available, men were to be reminded that 
"particular attention should be given to washing the person clean, and for this 
purpose soap should be used."32 

Fort Washington did not have a bath house, but in season (roughly from May to 
September) the river served the purpose.33 There were no arrangements at the 
post for bathing during the winter. Not only was the season restricted; so, too, was 
the location and timing of the men's baths. Women and children at the post, and 
passers-by, could not be exposed to the soldiers' nakedness. Post Order 29 (May- 
August 1863) permitted bathing only on "the left of the Fort at the foot of the river 
in rear."34 Beginning in June 1868, "35 minutes after retreat assembly will be 
sounded & men marched to the river for bathing" on Tuesdays and Fridays.35 In 
July bathing was prohibited between 8 A.M. and retreat.36 These regulations, or 
similar ones, were imposed in succeeding years. In 1869 the men bathed fifteen 
minutes after retreat at the dock twice a week, on Tuesday and Saturday, and at no 
other time.37 

While the soldiers were required to wash themselves occasionally, they were not 
expected to wash their own clothes. Each company was allowed four washer- 
women. Laundresses were usually the wives of the enlisted men, some of whom 
sought duty at a particular post or re-enlisted with the understanding that their 
wives would be given employment as laundresses. This did not always work out. 
In March 1870 Stephen Nichols wrote the acting adjutant general that his wife had 
been appointed laundress at Fort Washington in February.38 On arriving at the 
post he was informed that the company did not need a laundress, and his wife could 
have no quarters at the fort. Nichols requested a transfer because he could not 
support his wife off post. 

Since after 1861 two companies were generally stationed at Fort Washington, 
there should have been eight laundresses on post. They were allotted one ration 
per day and received an amount (set by the post council) for each item cleaned.39 

Laundresses also were provided housing. In January 1865 they were quartered in 
one of the casemates; in 1867 they were moved to the water battery.4 The latter 
may have been more convenient, not only because of the dampness of the case- 
mates but because of their proximity to the water. In 1868 a new laundresses' 
quarters, to house eight women, was built on the hill outside the fort. 

Their work was arduous. It began even before they could start to scrub. In 1867 
the laundresses's water had to be hauled from the river, a task requiring a "four 
mule team to be almost constantly employed to give the extra supply required 
beyond what the cisterns afford."41 Because of the hardness of the well water,42 

river water also had to be used. The laundresses next heated the water over a fire, 
poured it in their wash tubs, and began scrubbing clothes on a board with a piece 
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of soap. After scouring, the clothes were wrung out by hand and hung to dry. It 
was hard work at any time of the year, both the heat of summer and the cold of 
winter making it worse. 

Fort Washington, Maryland, and the soldiers who served there lived out a daily 
routine in the backwater of Civil War and post-war military life. Their duty was 
not to answer the call to battle but to listen for the call to mess or surgeon. They, 
too, served their country. 
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JBAIJIIWARE STOKK OK L. W. (JUNBY, MAIK STMBKT. 

The L. W. Gunby hardware store on Main Street, Salisbury.   From Historical Salisbury 
Illustrated (Salisbury, Md., 1898). (Courtesy Thurston Studios.) 



The L. W. Gunby Company of Salisbury 

TOM MCLAUGHLIN 

Salisbury, Maryland, in the late 1860s still suffered from what had been a 
devastating fire in 1860 and four years of wartime neglect. One constable 
patrolled Main street, which ambled up a slope dotted with small trees and 

businesses in disrepair—a blacksmith shop, two shoemakers, an inn, and Mrs. 
Gunby's Boarding House. Dock Street, curving along the Wicomico River, led to 
warehouses, fish markets, and fertilizer plants. Steamboats unloaded passengers 
and goods from Baltimore before reloading with fresh produce from the farms,1 

but a railroad spur, pushing north of the town, had ended decades of reliance on 
the water. 

Major changes occurred in the 1870s. Completed to Crisfield, the railroad 
connected the peninsula to Philadelphia and provided transportation for the 
Eastern Shore's seafood and farm products. Besides fresh oysters, strawberries 
satisfied the palates of city dwellers. Salisbury's population increased by three 
thousand people. Sawmills provided the main source of employment. The num- 
ber of clerks, silversmiths, tinners and merchants expanded dramatically as more 
produce boarded trains heading north. A new middle class emerged, one whose 
needs allowed for economic stability not entirely reliant on crop prices or harvests.2 

Among its beneficiaries was Louis Morris Gunby. Born in Forktown in 1854, he 
had moved to Salisbury with his family at age thirteen. His mother opened the 
boarding house on Main Street; young Louis went to work for the John H. White 
Hardware Company. In January 1872 the store reopened as L. W. Gunby and 
Company. Family history has it that when the silversmith reversed the M on the 
window the thrifty Gunby changed his name instead of the letter.3 From its small 
beginning, the company became the largest financial institution on the Eastern 
Shore south of Wilmington. It became involved in changing agricultural practices, 
innovations in banking, automobile dealerships and household goods.4 

Farming near Salisbury then involved converting from grain and tobacco to 
fruits and vegetables. Farmers replaced tobacco and corn with strawberries and 
peaches. Local newspapers encouraged the trend. Strawberry production in 1872 
amounted to 285,610 quarts, most of them shipped from the depot to Philadelphia, 
New York, and Boston.5 

Gunby took advantage of the changing scene. The fruit business created a great 
demand for baskets and crates that were used to gather and then ship the produce 

A teacher at the Worcester Country School in Berlin, Maryland, Tom McLaughlin has a 
strong interest in Eastern Shore history. 
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L. W. Gunby's shop for selling and repairing carriages, 1899. (Courtesy Thurston Studios.) 

by rail. Gunby's first advertisement, directed to fruit growers, offered crate hinges, 
nails, and hoops. Later he built and supplied the crates and baskets.6 He also 
catered to the traditional farmers, advertising his turnip and tobacco seeds. He 
offered wiUowwares and pitchforks.7 Many farmers adopted a grain-and-fruit 
system. They grew strawberries until harvest in late May and then planted grain 
crops for the rest of the year. They used the extra cash to purchase labor-saving 
devices. Gunby introduced a line of plows, binders, and reapers to meet this 
demand.8 

Increasing fruit production and the problem of spoilage resulted in the intro- 
duction of canneries on the Shore. Birckhead and Brewington began processing 
peaches in 1871. As technology advanced, more local canneries appeared until 
fifty operated in Wicomico County alone. Barnlike structures housed each opera- 
tion, which included mazes of pulleys, belts, belts gears and power trains.9 The 
machines often broke down, requiring spare parts and persons knowledgeable to 
repair them. Gunby provided the belts, knives, and other equipment—along with 
the engine expertise vital to the industry. 

Mrs. Williams's sawmill operated in Salisbury in 1871, and the local paper stated 
that several other mills conducted business in the area. The Williams mill, widely 
known in the area for its number of injuries, prompted the local paper to urge 
millers to be more careful. L. W. Gunby provided materials to the mills, and as the 
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industry moved farther away from the town center, the company sold or rented 
portable mills.10 

Buying property and mortgage lending is a safe and profitable way for affluent 
citizens to invest their money. Gunby recorded his first mortgage on 20 June 1889, 
when he lent $172 with collateral that included one bay mare, brood sows, eleven 
piglets and other livestock. His second mortgage, to Oliver Catlin, purchased 124 
acres in Tyaskin for slightly more than $400. He bought ninety shares in the 
Salisbury Permanent Building and Loan Association for $9,000, using his building 
as collateral.11 

Gunby's real estate investments included the acquisition of a lot on Railroad 
Avenue close to the depot, where he built a line of sheds to house plows and carts. 
He procured a lot on Camden Avenue, where he built a large Victorian home for 
his family. In 1896 he obtained another parcel on Railroad Avenue adjoining the 
first one. The company also secured a lot at the corner of East Camden and 
Division streets, close to his hardware store. The company successfully bid at 
auction for the Salisbury Manufacturing Company adjoining Gunby's other parcels 
on Railroad Avenue. This last purchase enabled him to own an entire block along 
the railroad and next to the depot.12 

Incorporation of a business allowed a company to standardize procedures to 
facilitate financing and simplify transactions. The Gunby Company incorporated 
in 1903 for the sum of $21,700. The firm included the hardware store with three 

VAIIMN  X   MW   M.-l MUHTW   .»-   TH i -VtC   I,,    W, 

An advertising circular from about 1914 shows the various departments of the "extensive" 
L. W. Gunby Co., including the original hardware store, garage, and "new warehouses." 
(Courtesy Thurston Studios.) 
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parcels of land downtown and the Railroad Avenue complex. Louis Gunby and 
his wife Fannie Graham Gunby became the only officers of the corporation.13 

The Salisbury Permanent Building and Loan Association had organized follow- 
ing the great fire of 1886, which destroyed most of the business district. The 
concern received a state charter under the administration of Governor Frank 
Brown who stated, "I will never sign another one like it because it gave the 
association the right to do almost any kind of business." The firm became popular 
when it issued home mortgages with small weekly payments. L. W. Gunby, 
appointed to the board of directors in the early 1900s, became vice president in 
1909 and president in 1914.14 A new building opened in Salisbury to house the 
association. The first floor housed the bank, ornate with marble terrazzo and 
mahogany counters. The company boasted a separate entrance and parlor for 
ladies who wished to do business. The center of the bank consisted of a large vault 
to "establish in the minds of patrons that sense of protection which is so necessary." 
The bank continued to issue hundreds of mortgages until the Depression, when 
the assets became incorporated into the Gunby Company.15 

Gunby again surpassed local competitors as an auto dealer, drawing on his 
company's earlier experience in carriage repair. The first automobile to appear 
in Salisbury, a Stanley Steamer, was owned by William L. Edison, son of the famous 
inventor. Others in Salisbury bought an Oldsmobile, a Cleveland and a Rambler. 
The Gunby Company bought the city's first truck while also acquiring the Dodge, 
Nash and Ford dealerships. In 1908 it opened a 24,000-square-foot garage. The 
first floor displayed new vehicles in the front, with repair bays in the back. The 
second and third floors housed spare parts and other related equipment. This 
profitable enterprise enabled the company to acquire another garage in 1920, 
which became the largest real estate deal in the history of Salisbury. The venture 
continued until the Depression, when honest hard-working farmers put their cars 
and trucks on the train and sent them back. It took an acre of land to house the 
returned vehicles. The Gunby automotive division closed in 1938.16 

The basic nuts and bolts of the hardware store we know today evolved during 
the Gunby period. Large Victorian homes were erected in Newtown, a residential 
district whose streets were named and laid out in 1873. Eyeing such expansion, 
Gunby invested in a line of lead paint. He guaranteed his paint would go twice as 
far as his competitors', and if his customers were not satisfied he said he would 
repaint the building.17 Breech-loading rifles and prepared ammunition began to 
replace the traditional muzzle loaders in the early 1870s. In 1876 Gunby an- 
nounced the addition of pistols and rifles to his inventory along with powders and 
flasks. These new weapons enabled Eastern Shoremen to hunt the abundant 
waterfowl more efficiently.18 He further expanded his business to include a line 
of gas stoves, heaters, and ranges which "bake, roast and work satisfactory in every 
respect." In 1884 the appliance line included electric refrigerators, water coolers, 
ice cream freezers and burglar alarms. He became an agent for the H. M. Sciple 
Company of Philadelphia for engines and boilers. He also became the distributor 
for the new Excelsior Penn heating stove and Queen Oil ranges.19 
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L. W. Gunby in his later years.    (Courtesy 
Thurston Studios.) 

After the great fire of 1886, Gunby 
built a 25,000-square-foot three-story 
store. The first floor contained hard- 
ware and cutlery. The second housed 
lines of plumbing supplies, paint, 
wheelwright fixtures, and seed. The 
third contained stoves, refrigerators, 
roofing materials and heaters. The 
cellar held blacksmith supplies such as 
nails, horseshoes and leather goods.20 

Minor changes occurred in the store 
inventory over time. The advent of 
the automobile and the subsequent 
decline of the blacksmith industry 
caused the cellar to become a reposi- 
tory for pipe, nails, large bolts, fit- 
tings, and electrical cable. The front 
part of the third floor became a Christ- 
mas lay-away facility. In 1934 the 
Chamber of Commerce boasted that 
Gunby had enough paint to clothe 60 
percent of the houses in Salisbury, wa- 
ter pipe to connect the fifteen miles between Salisbury and Princess Anne, roofing 
to rain-proof four acres, four miles of garden hose, and electrical wire to reach 
Ocean City, thirty-two miles away. Elderly local residents fondly remember the 
store for its toy display at Christmas.21 

By the late 1940s and early 50s, Salisbury's business leaders began an urban 
renewal program. Parking had become a major problem, and they organized a 
business bureau whose first step explored free parking for the downtown shopping 
area. It also became clear that the Gunby industrial complex was not in the town's 
best interests. The council adopted the concept of a loop with parking in the center. 
The Gunby buildings—including the machine shop, car dealerships and other 
structures—stood in the center of the proposed lot. The city petitioned the 
legislature for authority to condemn the Gunby properties, and in 1953 city officials 
rezoned the complex from industrial to commercial.22 Eventually the company 
moved its entire operation to the Railroad Avenue complex. 

L. W. Gunby's advertising practices demonstrated his knowledge of the retail 
scene and willingness to adapt to change. His first ads appealed to thrifty farmers. 
One or two lines stated that it would be in the farmers' best interests to buy from 
him, followed by a list of three or four items. A curiosity ad asked the public to 
come in to see his live "injun." Due to the poor quality of cigars purchased 
wholesale, Gunby stated he had them made especially for him. He changed the 
store's name to Gunby's Cheap Hardware store, and most of his ads contained the 
word "cheap." In 1884 he dropped the cheap campaign and changed the name to 
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Gunby's Hardware Depot. He then began buying half-page ads in the local weekly, 
advertising a specific item or a list of items the store sold. To undercut the 
competition, he no longer divulged prices. By the early 1900s he ceased advertising 
in the newspaper except for occasional quarter-page ads announcing a new 
appliance.23 

A unique local service advertising ploy began in 1888. Using flags, he set up a 
weather-forecasting system on top of the store. A white flag indicated fair weather, 
a solid blue flag warned of rain or snow, a black triangular flag told temperature, 
while a white flag with a black triangle forecast a cold wave. Gunby had the 
forecasts telegraphed to him daily from the War Department in Washington. In 
an age without television or radio, citizens could look atop Gunby's to tell the 
weather.24 

Not surprisingly, Gunby himself became a pillar of the community. Salisbury's 
first baseball team, the White Clouds, organized in February 1873, the first game 
pitting businessmen against lawyers in an intramural contest (the lawyers won). 
The team played other towns with teams formed from the business sector. Gunby 
played second base.25 When in 1888 the Salisbury Board of Trade formed to attract 
and promote trade, encourage manufacturing enterprises, and protect its members 
in granting credit, Gunby became one of five members of the executive committee. 
He and his colleagues appointed standing committees on transportation and rates, 
hospitality, and public improvements. Gunby's other memberships included one 
in the anti-saloon league. He was an elder in the Wicomico Presbyterian Church, 
vice chairman of the Liberty Loan Drives of World War I, vice president of the 
phone company, and a director of the Salisbury Normal School, later Salisbury 
State College.26 In a rare interview in 1915, L. W Gunby attributed his success to 
his "rule to have on hand any article in my various lines that may be called for. 
Dealing with this company does not mean one must wait until it is ordered from 
the factory, but rather the shipment or filling an order the minute it is placed."2 

He was fortunate to have capital sufficient for such a large inventory. 
Gunby died a few days before his ninety-seventh birthday. He had worked in his 

business between the ages of eighteen and eighty-nine, a total of seventy-one years. 
The Gunby family worshiped at the Wicomico Presbyterian Church on Broad 
Street. Walking to the Broad street entrance, one is impressed by a huge stained- 
glass window on the right. The scene depicts Christ's Resurrection. Etched at the 
bottom is the name Louis White Gunby. This window is perhaps the only reminder 
of a prominent family that contributed much to the growth of Salisbury. 
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Devices and Desires: 
Realizing Wider Understanding and Access to 

Maryland's Recorded Heritage 

TIMOTHY PYATT, DEAN YATES, and STEPHANIE THORSON 

Imagine one hundred and twenty-five thousand cubic feet of records—twenty 
three and two-thirds miles of cubic-foot boxes if stretched end to end—and 
each box full of up to a thousand unique items, the majority of which has not 

been described in any detail. Making this vast collection of ledgers, court docu- 
ments, probate records, electronic files, photographs, and other related media 
available to the public is half of the problem archivists face at the Maryland State 
Archives today. The other half is that, in addition to the fourteen thousand people 
who come to our search room each year and the twenty-five thousand who write 
to us for assistance, countless others who may need information in our holdings 
neither come nor write because they have no idea what we have. 

Providing access to the records in its custody is the archive's fundamental charge; 
achieving that goal has always been its greatest challenge. The Maryland State 
Archives has recently moved to meet the challenge by wedding traditional methods 
of record description with modern technology.1 When the present project is 
complete, a person anywhere in the country will be able to call up on a computer 
screen descriptions of a fair share of the records in the State Archives collection. 
With this information, the researcher can decide whether the Maryland State 
Archives has anything of interest, and if so, to narrow the search from the potential 
total of over twenty-three miles of records to no more than a few cubic feet. 

This project is "series-driven," focusing at first on record series rather than the 
agencies that created them. A record series is a group of similar documents created 
by an agency of government, such as account ledgers, board minutes, correspon- 
dence, court judgments, or wills. The descriptions of these record series incor- 
porate information about content, date span of the documents, quantity of material, 
arrangement, and access such as whether it is indexed. Histories of the agencies 
that created these record series are also being written. They are less comprehen- 
sive than the series descriptions and designed only to orient the reader to the 
records by summarizing how an agency functioned, when it existed, and what was 
its legal mandate. 

Timothy D. Pyatt is director of processing. Dean K. Yates project archivist, and Stephanie 
Thorson a project intern at the Maryland State Archives. 
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Each series description and agency history is created as a unique record using 
the internationally accepted USMARC-AMC (U.S. Machine Readable Cataloging- 
Archives and Manuscripts Control) format. In turn, these records are used to build 
an expandable database, or "guide" to state agency records at the Maryland State 
Archives that will be "published" electronically on the Research Libraries Informa- 
tion Network (RLIN), MICROCAT (the union catalog for Maryland libraries), and 
VICTOR (the catalog of the University of Maryland System), as well as on the 
resident computer system at the State Archives. 

The sample entries that follow provide a preview of the descriptive database, or 
guide, which by the summer of 1993 will encompass all state agency records in the 
Maryland State Archives' collections. Each USMARC-AMC record lists the Ar- 
chives' control number (the MSA number), followed by the series or agency name 
and date span. Series descriptions also indicate the size of each holding in cubic 
feet. 

I. Colonial Court Records 

MSASH 4 Prerogative Court 1638-1777 
The probate court of Maryland for the greater part of the colonial period was 

called the Prerogative Court. Modeled after its English counterpart, the court kept 
probate records including wills, administration accounts, inventories, and tes- 
tamentary proceedings. The origin of the court can be traced back to the charter 
granted to Lord Baltimore in 1632. In it he was given complete control over the 
colony, including probate matters. In 1637 Lord Baltimore appointed his brother, 
Leonard Calvert, lieutenant general (governor) and placed him in charge of the 
colony. A council was named to advise him with one of its members, John Lewger, 
designated as secretary of the province. In 1638 Lewger was appointed commis- 
sioner "in causes testamentary, to prove the last wills and testaments of persons 
deceased." The provincial secretary continued to oversee probate matters until 
1670, when Lord Baltimore appointed Sir William Talbot as secretary and formally 
established the Prerogative Court. Baltimore gave Talbot full power "to hear 
sentence and declare all matters touching wills, administrations, and inventories." 
The name Prerogative Court was first used in the records on 19 May 1671. 

The court was removed from the provincial secretary's control in 1672, when 
Lord Baltimore appointed Philip Calvert chancellor and judge or commissary 
general for probate of wills. Calvert did not use the term "Prerogative Court" and 
it does not appear in the records from the time he was sworn in on 24 April 1673 
until his death in 1682. A few years later, however, the term reappears and was 
used continuously thereafter. 

The Constitution of 1776 provided for the appointment of a register of wills in 
each county. The following year, after appointing an orphan's court and a register 
of wills in each county, the General Assembly abolished the Prerogative Court (Laws 
of 1777, ch. 8). 
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Series Description 

MSAS0529 Testamentary proceedings, 1657-1777, 18.5 cubic ft. 
Records of the secretary concerning probate matters (1657-1670) and the 

proceedings of the Prerogative Court (1670-1777). Early volumes contain wills, 
inventories, and accounts, as well as court proceedings. Inventories and accounts 
recorded separately beginning 1674. Wills recorded separately beginning 1676. 
Volume for 1657 contains land and cattle records, in addition to probate and 
testamentary proceedings. Some original records have been replaced by photo- 
static copies. Indexed by the Testamentary Proceedings, Index series [MSAS0530] 
and the MARYLAND INDEXES Testamentary Proceedings, Index series [MSA 
SI 394]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, pp. 95-99. Also available on 
microfilm, MSASM00I5. 

MSAS0530 Testamentary proceedings, index, 1657-1777. 8.5 cubic ft. 
Index of the Testamentary Proceedings series [MSA S0529] by individual name. 

See also the Maryland Indexes Testamentary Proceedings, Index series [MSA 
S1394]. 

MSAS0531 Accounts, 1718-1777. 29 cubic ft. 
Record of estate finances. Entries list financial obligations. Amounts given in 

pounds sterling. Some photostatic copies have replaced the original record books. 
Indexed by the MARYLAND INDEXES Probate Records, Colonial, Index series 
[MSA SI 393]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, pp. 110-12. Also available on 
microfilm, MSASM0007. 

MSAS0532 Accounts, index, 1718-1777. 1 cubic ft. 
Index of the Accounts series [MSA S0531] by name of individual. See also the 

Maryland Indexes Probate Records, Colonial, Index series [MSA S1393]. Also 
available on microfilm, MSA SM0008. 

MSAS0533 Balance book, 1751-1776. 2.5 cubic ft. 
Record of balance remaining after estate probated. Entries show distribution of 

property to heirs and representatives. See also the Accounts series [MSA S0531]. 
Some original record books have been replaced by photostatic copies. Indexed by 
the Balance Book, Index series [MSA S0542]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, pp. 112-13. Also available on 
microfilm, MSA SM0009. 
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MSAS0534 Inventories, 1718-1777. 54.5 cubic ft. 
Record of property of estates. Entries list estate assets. Values given in pounds 

sterling. Some original records books have been replaced by photostatic copies. 
Indexed by the Inventories, Indexseries [MSAS0535] and MARYLAND INDEXES 
Probate Records, Colonial, Index series [MSA SI393]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, pp. 107-10. Also available on 
microfilm, MSASM0011. 

MSAS0535 Inventories, index, 1718-1777.  1.4 cubic ft. 
Index of the Inventories series [MSAS0534] by name of individual. See also the 

MARYLAND INDEXES Probate Records, Colonial, Index series [MSA SI393]. 
Also available on microfilm, MSA SM00I2. 

MSAS0536 Inventories and accounts, 1674-1718.  15.5 cubic ft. 
Record of estate property and finances. For records before 1674, see the 

Testamentary Proceedings series [MSA S0529]. See also the Accounts series [MSA 
S0531] and the Inventories series [MSA S0534]. Indexed by the Inventories and 
Accounts, Index series [MSA S0537] and the MARYLAND INDEXES Probate 
Records, Colonial, Indexseries [MSASI393]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, pp.104-6. Also available on 
microfilm, MSASM0013. 

MSAS0537 Inventories and accounts, index, 1674-1718.  1 cubic ft. 
Index of the Inventories and Accounts series [MSAS0536] by name of individual. 

See also the MARYLAND INDEXES Probate Records, Colonial, Index series [MSA 
S1393]. Also available on microfilm, MSASM0014. 

MSAS0538 Wills, 1635-1777. 21 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies of colonial-era wills. First two volumes represent wills tran- 

scribed from various sources. Wills recorded separately beginning 1676. Indexed 
by the Wills, Index series [MSA S0539] and the MARYLAND INDEXES Probate 
Records, Colonial, Indexseries [MSAS1393]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, pp. 100-4. Also available on 
microfilm, MSASM0016. 

MSAS0539 Wills, index, 1634-1777. 2 cubic ft. 
Index of the Wills series [MSA S0538] by individual. First four volumes arranged 

alphabetically. Fifth volume is "Early Settlers" index. See also the Maryland 
Indexes Probate Records, Colonial, Index series [MSA SI393]. 

Volume 5 printed in: Early Settlers of Maryland. Baltimore: Genealogical Pub- 
lishing Co., 1974. Also available on microfilm, MSASM0017. 
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MSAS0540 Wills, original, 1666-1777.  19.5 cubic ft. 
Original probate documents recorded in the Wills series [MSA S0538] record 

books. Indexed by the MARYLAND INDEXES Probate Records, Colonial, Index 
series [MSA S1393]. 

Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 
Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, p. 113. 

MSAS0541 Testamentary papers, 1659-1777. 23.5 cubic ft. 
Original administration bonds, inventories, libels, accounts, summonses, com- 

missions, deputy commissaries's returns, and other related documents. 
Described in: Land Office and Prerogative Court Records of Colonial Maryland. 

Annapolis: Hall of Records Commission, 1946, p. 113. 

MSAS0542 Balance book, index, 1751-1776. .5 cubic ft. 
Index of the Balance Book series [MSA S0533] arranged alphabetically by 

individual. Also available on microfilm, SM0010. 

MSA SH 5 Provincial Court 1637-1776 
The exact date of the creation of the Provincial Court is unknown; it is likely that 

it dates from Leonard Calvert's commission as lieutenant general of the colony in 
1637. Originally called the County Court, the Provincial Court was modeled after 
the English county courts. The name change probably occurred sometime between 
1640 and 1642, when St. Mary's and Kent counties were created, each with a county 
court. The Provincial Court had concurrent jurisdiction with the county courts in 
most matters, served as an appellate court to the county courts, and had original 
jurisdiction in criminal cases involving life or member and in civil cases that 
exceeded a specified value, which varied throughout the court's history. The 
Provincial Court also heard chancery, testamentary, and guardianship cases until 
the chancery and prerogative courts were established and guardianship matters 
were transferred to the county courts. In addition, the Provincial Court had 
concurrent jurisdiction with the county courts in recording conveyances of land, 
which was compulsory after 1663. No restrictions were placed on cases that could 
be brought before the Provincial Court until the Assembly in 1710 passed an act 
limiting the court's jurisdiction to cases where debt or damage was not less than 
twenty pounds sterling or 5,000 pounds of tobacco. In 1773 the General Assembly 
raised the limit, giving county courts exclusive jurisdiction in civil cases with a value 
less than one hundred pounds sterling or 30,000 pounds of tobacco. 

The lower house of the assembly perennially complained that judges of the 
Provincial Court also sat on the provincial council. The Maryland Constitution of 
1776 addressed the issue by forbidding any person from holding more than one 
office of profit. The Constitution also renamed the Provincial Court as the General 
Court, and divided it geographically into the General Court of the Eastern Shore 
and the General Court of the Western Shore. 
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Series Description 

MSAS0543 Judgment record, index, 1658-1775.  1 cubic ft. 
Index of the Judgment Record series [MSA S0551]. Entries list plaintiffs' and 

defendants' surnames, type of action involved, and volume/page reference. Ar- 
ranged alphabetically. See also the MARYLAND INDEXES Judgment Record, 
Provincial Court, Index series [MSA SI465]. Also available on microfilm, MSA 
SM002I. 

MSAS0544 Judgments, 1700-1776. 63.5 cubic ft. 
Contains appeals, deeds, bonds, lawyer qualifications, naturalization papers, and 

other documents filed in matters brought before the court. Many case files are 
recorded in the Judgment Record series [MSAS0551]. Arranged topically, then 
alphabetically. 

MSAS0545 Landrecords, index, 1658-1777. .5 cubic ft. 
Name index to the Land Records series [MSA S0552]. Entries list principals' 

names, type of action involved, and a volume/page reference. Arranged alphabeti- 
cally. See also the MARYLAND INDEXES Land Records, Provincial and State, 
Index series [MSA SI466]. Also available on microfilm, MSA SM0023. 

MSAS0546 Chancery proceedings, 1684-1685. .5 cubic ft. 
Actions taken by the Provincial Court while serving as an appellate court for the 

Chancery Court. Entries include escheats (reversions of property to the province 
when no competent heir exists), writs of error (directives instructing the lower 
court to remit to the appellate court the record of cases heard that contain certain 
alleged errors), and writs of mandamus (directives instructing a lower court to 
perform a particular act). Related to the Chancery Court Chancery Papers series 
[MSAS0512] and Chancery Record series [MSA SOS 17]. Bound with the Judgment 
Record series [MSAS0551]. Arranged chronologically. Also available on micro- 
film, MSA SM0018. 

MSAS0547 Criminal record, 1683-1706. 1 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies of criminal cases tried in the Provincial Court. Arranged 

chronologically. Indexed. Also available on microfilm, MSA SM0019. 

MSAS0548 Docket, 1758-1774. .5 cubic ft. 
Brief record of actions taken in criminal and civil cases. Entries list plaintiffs' and 

defendants' names, an outline of proceedings, and references to cases recorded in 
the Judgment Record series [MSA S0551 ]. Some volumes bound with the Minutes 
series [MSA S0553]. Some volumes indexed. 

MSAS0549 Ejectment papers, 1636-1777. 84 cubic ft. 
Documents pertaining to ejectment proceedings. An ejectment is usually in- 

itiated to establish the claim of an occupant to a tract of land. Arranged alphabeti- 
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cally by tract name, county, and then by plaintiff's name. See also the Ejectments, 
Index [MSA S0550]. 

MSAS0550 Ejectments, index, 1679-1775.  .5 cubic ft. 
Index of ejectment proceedings by owner's name and tract name. Entries consist 

of type of ejection (e.g., vacated patent, trespass, or restitution) and a volume/page 
reference for the Judgment Record series [MSA S0551]. Also available on micro- 
film, MSA SM0060. 

MSAS0551 Judgment record, 1658-1775. 35 cubic ft. 
Records of cases tried in the Provincial Court. Entries include the names of the 

plaintiff, defendant, and judge as well as the complaint and the decision. Indexed 
by the Ejectments, Index series [MSA S0550], the Judgment Record, Index series 
[MSA S0543], and the MARYLAND INDEXES Judgment Record, Provincial 
Court, Index series [MSASI465]. Also available on microfilm, MSASM0020. 

MSAS0552 Land records, 1658-1777.  11 cubic ft. 
Recorded conveyances of land. Some records are transcripts or photostats. 

Indexed by the Land Records, Index series [MSA S0545], the MARYLAND IN- 
DEXES Land Records, Tract Index series [MSA S0555], and the Land Records, 
Provincial and State, Index series [MSA SI466]. Also available on microfilm, MSA 
SM0022. 

MSAS0553 Minutes, 1767-1774. .5 cubic ft. 
Clerk's record of court proceedings. Entries posted chronologically reflecting 

the date, those present, as well as a general account of the court's business. Bound 
with the Docket series [MSA S0548]. 

MSAS0554 Writs, 1666-1674. .5 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies of orders issued by the court authorizing or prohibiting some 

action. Among the entries are subpoenas, summonses, and "writs for patenting 
for land." Arranged chronologically. Indexed. 

MSA S0555 Land records, tract index, 1658-1777. .5 cubic ft. 
Index of land conveyances by tract name recorded in the Land Records series 

[MSA S0552]. Entries list the names of the tract and the principals involved, the 
type of conveyance, and a volume/page reference. Arranged alphabetically. Also 
available on microfilm, MSA SM0097. 

MSASH 7 Chancery Court 1669-1854 
In 1637 Cecil Calvert, second Lord Baltimore, sent a commission to Maryland 

appointing the governor as chancellor of the province, thereby empowering him 
to preside over a chancery court. A chancery court hears equity cases, those that 
require an equitable, or fair, resolution that cannot be decided on the basis of 
common or statute law (e.g., settlements of estates or divorces). Both law and 
equity cases were at first heard in the Provincial Court. While the offices of 
governor and chancellor were held by the same person, he presided over hearings 
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of both types of cases. When Charles Calvert replaced Philip Calvert as governor 
in 1661, however, Philip retained the chancellorship and continued to preside at 
equity cases when the governor was absent and to serve as keeper of the Great Seal 
of Maryland. 

By 1669 the number of equity cases had increased to the point that a separate 
clerk for the Chancery Court was needed. While the clerkships of the Chancery 
and Provincial courts were sometimes held by the same person until 1694, the two 
offices and their records were kept separate. 

While the Chancery and the Provincial courts were distinct bodies, they main- 
tained close ties and met in joint session until 1675, when the Chancery Court 
began to hold separate meetings. The membership of both courts consisted of the 
governor and council until 1694, when the governor and two non-council members 
were commissioned as judges of the Chancery Court. The number ofjudges varied 
between three and seven until 1720, when it became a one-judge court presided 
over by the chancellor. Maryland was a royal colony between 1692 and 1715. 
During part of that period the chancellor's office was held by someone other than 
the governor, though in 1699 the governor resumed that office. The chancellor- 
ship was again relinquished by the governor in 1719 and assumed again in 1725, 
after which the governor reserved the office and its duties as keeper of the Great 
Seal and sole judge of the Chancery Court for himself. 

The offices of governor and chancellor were permanently separated by the 
Constitution of 1776, which provided that the chancellor be appointed by the 
governor and council. At first the chancellor's term was indefinite, but a constitu- 
tional amendment in 1838 limited it to seven years. The court's jurisdiction in 
equity cases was largely unaffected by the constitutional changes, although other 
responsibilities were occasionally assigned to the chancellor, including a require- 
ment that election returns be filed with him. An act of 1785 gave the court 
jurisdiction over the property and affairs of minors and of mentally deficient 
persons. The act also gave the chancellor authority to appoint an Auditor to state, 
audit, and settle accounts agreeable to his order. 

The court's caseload was reduced by an act in 1814, which granted the county 
courts concurrent jurisdiction (the Anne Arundel County Court never heard 
chancery cases, since the Chancery Court sat in Annapolis). Despite the 1814 act, 
some 2,000 cases were still on the docket in 1851 when the new state constitution 
provided for the gradual dismantling of the court. The chancellor was continued 
in office for another two years to dispose of the backlog, but no new cases were 
allowed on the docket. 

Series Description 

MSAS0147 Trial docket, 1807-1813. .5 cubic ft. 
Disposition record of cases heard. Entries show the surnames of litigants and 

notations on court actions. Arranged by case number for each term. 
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MSAS0512 Chancery papers, 1669-1854. 782 cubic ft. 
Documents filed as part of cases before the court, including bills of complaint, 

petitions, answers, testimony, trustees reports, exhibits, and plats. Many cases 
recorded in the Chancery Record series [MSA S 517]. Arranged by case number. 
Indexed by the Chancery Papers, Index series [MSA S 516] and by MARYLAND 
INDEXES Chancery Papers, Index series [MSA SI 432], which exists as a database. 
See also the MARYLAND INDEXES Chancery Papers, Petition Index series [MSA 
S1434], the Chancery Papers, Tract Index series [MSA SI433], and the Chancery 
Papers, Trustee Index series [MSA S1435]. 

MSAS05I3 Appeal bonds, 1821-1841. .5 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies of bonds filed to cover costs of appeals to the Court of Appeals. 

MSAS0514 Bonds and reports, 1792-1820. .5 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies of bonds and reports filed by trustees appointed by the court to 

administer trust funds. Arranged chronologically. 

MSAS05I6 Chancery papers, index, 1785-1851.  .5 cubic ft. 
Index to cases in the Chancery Papers series [MSA SOS 12] by surname of 

plaintiff. For more complete access, see MARYLAND INDEXES Chancery Papers, 
Index series [MSAS1432], which exists as a database. 

MSAS0517 Chancery record, 1668-1852. 81 cubic ft. 
Copies of court documents, including bills of complaint, petitions, answers, 

testimony, trustees reports, exhibits, and plats. Early records also include inden- 
tures and marriage records. Some records exists as photostatic copies. Arranged 
chronologically. Indexed by the Chancery Record, Index series [MSA S 518] and 
MARYLAND INDEXES Chancery Record, Index series [MSA SI431]. Also avail- 
able on microfilm for 1668-1800, MSA SM0001. 

MSAS0518 Chanceryrecord, index, 1668-1797. 5.5 cubic ft. 
Index by names of litigants to cases recorded in the Chancery Record series [MSA 

S05I7]. Consists of fourteen typescript volumes compiled in the early twentieth 
century. See also the Maryland Incexes Chancery Record, Index [MSA S143I]. 

MSAS0519 Checkbook, 1821-1830. .5 cubic ft. 
Records of checks drawn to individuals from accounts held by the court with 

amount and reason for payment noted. 

MSAS0520 Condemnation record, 1737-1775. 2.5 cubic ft. 
Contains docket entries, records of cases, and writs of ad quod damnum. A writ 

of ad quod damnum required a county sheriff to determine the damage that would 
result if an individual's request for land, usually for the construction of a mill, were 
granted. Bound with the Chancery Record series [MSA S0517]. Also available on 
microfilm, MSASM0181. 
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MSAS0521  Insolvency papers, 1787-1805. 2 cubic ft. 
Documents filed in bankruptcy cases of individuals, arranged alphabetically. 

MSAS0522 Insolvency record, 1787-1818.  1.5 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies filed in bankruptcy cases of individuals. Includes inventories. 

Arranged chronologically. 

MSAS0523 Lunacy docket, 1816-1850. .5 cubic ft. 
Record of the disposition of insanity cases heard. Entries note court actions, the 

names of some of the individuals affected, and petitions. Arranged roughly by year. 

MSAS0524 Minutes, 1785-1824. .5 cubic ft. 
Clerk's record of court proceedings. Includes copies of writs issued, policy 

decisions, notes on cases, and signed oaths of attorneys and court officials. Ar- 
ranged chronologically. 

MSAS0525 Bankbook, 1828-1836. .5 cubic ft. 
Bank passbook for accounts held at Farmer's Bank of Maryland for court-ap- 

pointed trustees. 

MSAS0526 Petition docket, 1824-1852. .5 cubic ft. 
Record of the disposition of petition cases heard showing the names of petitioners 

and notations of court actions. Arranged chronologically. 

MSAS0527 Docket, 1784-1851. 14.5 cubic ft. 
Record of the disposition of chancery cases heard. Entries show names of the 

litigants, their counties of residence, and some notes concerning the court's action. 
Arranged by case number for each term. 

MSAS0528 Chancerypapers, exhibits, 1752-1856.  104 cubic ft. 
Accounts, checkbooks, ledgers, invoices, inventories, bills, letters, plats, and 

other financial paperwork presented as exhibits in chancery cases. Includes 
Stoddert's 1718 survey of the city of Annapolis. No apparent arrangement. 

Also available on microfilm for 1752-1766, MSA SM0079. 

MSAS0515 Bonds, releases, and receipts, 1822-1853. .5 cubic ft. 
Recorded copies of bonds filed by court-appointed trustees as well as releases 

and receipts from beneficiaries of court administered trust funds. A release was a 
statement acknowledging receipt of money from a court-appointed trustee and 
releasing the trustee from any further legal responsibility for that money. 

MSASH10 Admiralty Court 1691-1789. 
Although the colonial charter gave the lord proprietor the right to set up any 

courts for land or sea that he deemed necessary, no specific courts were established 
to hear cases involving maritime law. The Provincial Court sat in admiralty to hear 
such cases, but at least one case, the forfeiture of the ship Liverpool Merchant, was 
heard in 1682 by the Chancery Court. Not until the royal period (1692-1715) was 
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any serious effort devoted to the establishment of an admiralty court in the colony. 
Every royal governor was commissioned a vice admiral by the lords of admiralty 
to enforce the English Acts of Trade. Moreover, admiralty courts appear initially 
to have sat on each shore. The western shore officers were recommissioned in 
1696, and presumably thereafter served for the entire province since there are no 
further references to the eastern shore court. An act "for the Punishment of 
Privateers and Pyrates," passed by the General Assembly in 1699, specified crimes 
within the jurisdiction of the court. These included "all Treasons, Felonies, Py- 
racies, Robberies Murthers or Confederacys Comitted . . . upon the Sea" or any 
other waterway under the Admiralty Court's jurisdiction. 

Following the restoration of the proprietary government, no admiralty court sat 
in Maryland until Frederick's sixth Lord Baltimore commissioned Horatio Sharpe 
a vice admiral in 1756. His successor, Robert Eden renewed the commission. The 
court's jurisdiction included contracts, accounts, wages, treason, piracy, felonies, 
fugitives, mayhem, and bottomry (cases in which a shipowner put the ship up as 
security for a loan). 

The Constitution of 1776 established an admiralty court to try capture and 
seizures made and brought into Maryland ports. The court's three officers—the 
judge, a register, and a marshal—tried about twelve cases per year during the 
revolutionary period. The annual caseload increased to roughly eighteen after the 
war, when the court assumed civil jurisdiction over seamen's wages and assaults. 
This civil jurisdiction appears to have been assumed on the basis of precedent 
rather than law, since the Constitution of 1776 did not specifically grant such 
jurisdiction to the Admiralty Court and no statute granting it has been found. 

The state admiralty court functioned until 1789, when the U.S. Constitution 
assigned admiralty jurisdiction to the federal courts. Benjamin Nicholson, who 
had served as the judge of Maryland's admiralty court since 1776, argued that 
neither state nor federal law had abolished his office and that the federal govern- 
ment had no jurisdiction over intrastate admiralty matters. He remained in office 
until 1790, when he resigned to become chief judge of Baltimore Town. The state, 
however, refused to pay his salary as judge of the Admiralty Court after 1789. The 
General Court found for his widow when she sued for the thirteen months unpaid 
salary, affirming his arguments, so it could be said that the Admiralty Court existed 
in Maryland, albeit without a judge or proceedings, until the Constitution of 1851 
omitted the office. 

Series Description 

MSA SOI 17 Minutes, 1754-1782. I cubic ft. 
Clerk's record of Court proceedings. Entries consist of date, those present, an 

account of the court's general business. Records exist as originals and as photo- 
static copies. Originals were formerly part of the Peter Force Collection. Also 
available on microfilm for 1754-1775, MSA SM0106. 
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MSAS0116 Court papers, 1776-1812. 2 cubic ft. 
Case documents. Contains four cases, possibly from Baltimore County Court, 

which postdate the 1789 demise of the Admiralty Court in Maryland. Papers are 
indexed by the Maryland Indexes Admiralty Court Papers Index series [MSA 
S1471]. 

II. Colonial Offices & Commissions 

MSASH 38 Secretary in Maryland 1634-1776 
The Secretary in Maryland functioned primarily as clerk for the governor and 

council. He recorded their proceedings, which included land grants and official 
appointments, and maintained essential papers. The secretary also collected 
proprietary revenue and issued marriage licenses. After 1644 he had custody of 
the lesser seal of the Province. The secretary held several other titles in the 
seventeenth century, including surveyor general, attorney general, commissary 
general, naval officer, and rent roll keeper. Colonial growth resulted in the duties 
associated with these titles being assigned to separate offices by 1689. 

When the royal government was established in Maryland in 1692, the crown 
commissioned Sir Thomas Lawrence as secretary. He, like other royal officers, had 
no proprietary duties, but over the objections of the Lord Proprietor's agent and 
receiver general, Lawrence took possession of the patent records and assumed the 
Land Office duties of the former proprietary secretary. Lawrence departed for 
England in 1706 after appointing Col. Philemon Lloyd as his deputy. Thereafter 
the secretariat was divided between a principal secretary in England and a deputy 
secretary in Maryland. The deputy did the work and received the fees generated 
by the office, paying a fixed sum to the principal secretary as a sinecure. 

When the proprietary government was restored in 1715, Thomas Beake, who 
had been commissioned as principal secretary in 1714 by Queen Anne, was 
retained, but the duties of the office were shared with the deputy secretary. In 1717 
the deputy resumed the secretary's Land Office duties. The position of judge of 
the Land Office became a separate office of profit in 1738. 

The office of Secretary in Maryland remained lucrative despite its diminished 
power and importance. Part of the office's monetary value lay in the secretary's 
power to appoint clerks of county courts. The governor originally had the power 
to appoint these officers, but after 1682/83 it rested with the secretary. Despite 
threats from the crown during the royal period and continuous protests from 
citizens, the secretary commonly sold clerkships to die highest bidder. Clerks thus 
appointed were often incompetent and frequently overcharged on fees. After 
1738/39 the secretary could only appoint court clerks with gubernatorial approval, 
but the sale of clerkships seems to have continued unabated until the Constitution 
of 1776 abolished the secretary's office. 
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Series Description 

MSAS0244 Tax lists, 1721-1771. 1.5 cubic ft. 
Lists of taxable persons. A poll tax was levied upon male freemen, male servants, 

and male and female slaves over sixteen years of age. Lists were prepared annually 
by the constable of each hundred in a county and returned to the county sheriff, 
who sent a copy to the secretary. Some photostatic copies. Records are arranged 
by county. Also available on microfilm for Baltimore County Hundreds, 1737- 
1773, MdHR Ml560. 

MSASH20 Naval Officer 1676-1789 
Entering and clearing vessels in Maryland ports, as well as collecting duties and 

customs, were at first part of the responsibilities of the provincial secretary. 
Beginning in the early 1670s another officer, often the county sheriff, acted for the 
secretary in naval matters in remote locations. In 1676 the lord proprietor 
separated the functions of the Naval Officer from those of the secretary and 
appointed three officers to serve in three districts—Patuxent, North Potomac, and 
Pocomoke. 

Throughout most of the colonial period, the distinction between proprietary and 
provincial revenue tended to be blurred. During the royal period, however, the 
need for careful separation of the two kinds of revenue required the appointment 
of two sets of officers. Four provincial naval officers served in the original districts 
and in Cecil County, and paid the proceeds of provincial duties to the treasurer of 
their respective shore. All other collections were paid to the proprietary agent and 
receiver general or, during the royal administration, to the crown receiver. Two 
proprietary officers, in Annapolis and Oxford, collected those duties that were part 
of the proprietor's income. After the proprietor's restoration in 1715, the two 
proprietary officers were dismissed and the four provincial incumbents collected 
proprietary revenue as well. The position of naval officer for Cecil County was 
abolished prior to 1754. 

Naval officers continued to serve throughout the rest of the colonial period. 
Their offices were continued by the Constitution of 1776, and the next year the 
governor appointed eight naval officers to control merchant trading and to collect 
customs and duties throughout the State. The office was abolished by the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution in 1789. 

Series Description 

MSAS0204 Port of entry record, 1742-1759. 1.5 cubic ft. 
Three volumes listingships entering port in the Oxford, Patuxent, and Annapolis 

districts. The entries give the name of the vessel and its master, the type of rigging, 
tonnage, number of crew and guns, where and when built, where and when 
registered, and the owner's name. In addition to information on ships, the volumes 
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include a general description of each ship's cargo, noting where it was shipped from 
as well as where and when a bond was given. Also contains documentation on ships 
clearing port, which in addition to recording the same categories of information 
as during entry lists where ships were bound and when they cleared port. 

MSAS0205 General file, 1761-1795. 3 cubic ft. 
Series contains a variety of information recorded by the Naval Officer, including 

ship entrances and clearances and records of duties paid. "Accounts of Duties" 
summarize all duties paid by a vessel. The record lists the name of the vessel and 
its master, records the type of duty paid, the amount, and has a sworn oath by the 
Naval Officer. "Lighthouse duties" are monies appropriated toward the building 
of lighthouses. They list the date, name of vessel and its master, tonnage, amount 
of duty (in pounds sterling), and the sworn oath of the Naval Officer. "Import 
duties" are more cargo-specific; they list the gallons, pounds, and tons of different 
kinds of merchandise. 

Amounts are listed in cash and bonds. A vessel was granted a 25 percent 
abatement if duties were paid with "imported cash." Also includes folders of 
"Account of Drawback" (refunds), which list all duties paid by a vessel, "drawbacks 
granted," the date, and against which duty, and which cargo the drawback had been 
allowed. Records of "Registers Granted" are annual shipping permits that list the 
date, vessel name, taxes, and amount. "Accounts with Maryland" list the date, for 
what paid, and the amount in pounds sterling, cash, and/or bonds. Folders are 
arranged by districts. 

MSAS0206 Ship manifest, 1760-1790. 8 cubic ft. 
Lists of cargo, giving quantity and contents for both imports and exports. Entries 

also include the name of the vessel and its master. Information recorded in columns 
are "individual mark" (usually 2 or 3 letters), gross tonnage, and warehouse. Some 
manifests are in the form of a written note. Arranged chronologically. 

MSAS0207 Cash book, 1695-1702.  .5 cubic ft. 
Seventeen pages recording the date, what and from whom received, and the 

amount in pounds sterling. Probably a record of the Cecil County Naval Officer. 
Bound with CECIL COUNTY COURT Judgment Record series [MSA C0623] and 
Land Record series [MSA C0626]. 

MSAS1006 Ships trading in Maryland, 1689-1694.  1.5 cubic ft. 
Photostats of lists indicating vessel name, home port, English or foreign-built, 

how rigged, tonnage, number of guns, master's name, date of entry, bond of 
navigation given in plantation, certificate of bond given in England, and from what 
place, cargo, when cleared, where bound, and remarks. Originals held by the 
Library of Congress. 

MSA SH 20 Commissioners to Inspect Public Records 1716-1768? 
The Commissioners to Inspect Public Records were appointed by an act of the 

General Assembly in 1716. Mandated to assess die condition of records at the Land 
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Office, secretary's office, commissary, and county courts, the commission was 
empowered to hire clerks and bookbinders to transcribe and repair volumes. 

The original commission was composed of John Beale, Joseph Hill, Benjamin 
Tasker, and Samuel Young. In 1722 the General Assembly appointed Daniel 
Dulany and Thomas Bordley to the commission after Joseph Hill became ill. The 
act appointing Dulany and Bordley also provided for hiring clerks and bookbinders 
provided a majority of the commissioners agreed (Laws of 1722, ch. 14). 

No records exist ofcommission activities prior to 1724. Beginning 13 June 1724, 
however, the commission kept minutes of its meetings. Initially, meetings were 
held daily, but by the end of July they met less frequently. The group met only 
twice in 1729, the last year minutes were kept. Minutes reveal much about the 
nature ofcommission business. Ordering the transcription and indexing of certain 
volumes, the commissioners served as a quality control panel overseeing the 
transcribers, proofreaders, and bookbinders. They, in turn, reported to the com- 
missioners on their progress and sought their advice as problems arose. Listed 
within the minutes are the volumes completed. The minutes also refer to the bonds 
required of the commissioners and all parties involved in the transcription process. 

In 1742 a supplement to the 1716 act prohibited clerks from keeping records 
until they gave bond (Laws of 1742, ch. 10). Sometime after 1742 the commission 
ceased to function. In the lower house of the General Assembly motions to revive 
the activities of the former commission were tabled in 1766 and again in 1768. 

Series Description 

MSAS0994 Minutes, 1724-1729.  .5 cubic ft. 
Recorded proceedings of meetings of the commissioners. Includes bonds, oaths, 

and accounts. Also available on microfilm, [MSA SM0110]. 

MSA SH 18 Commissioners for Emitting Bills of Credit 1733-1779 
To provide Maryland with an additional exchange medium, as well as a device 

with which to improve the quality of tobacco, the General Assembly passed the 
paper currency act in 1733 {Laws of 1733, ch. 6). The act authorized the governor 
to appoint a three-member commission to number, sign, and issue 90,000 worth 
of bills on condition that one third be paid off and cancelled within fifteen years 
and the remaining two thirds within thirty years. Additionally, three trustees in 
London managed a sinking fund to support the value of the paper money. Using 
monies raised by a fifteen-shilling export tax on hogsheads of tobacco, the trustees 
invested in capital stock of die Bank of England. As the bills were redeemed, the 
trustees sold as much stock as was necessary to pay for them. Various distribution 
methods were employed to place the bills in circulation. Every county was issued 
500 for the construction of a jail and county justices distributed 30 shillings per 
taxable on the condition that the owner agree to burn 150 pounds of trash tobacco. 
An additional 3,000 was ear-marked for the construction of the governor's house 
in Annapolis. 
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While the bills of credit were meant to serve as a circulation medium, their use 
was restricted to the payment of public debts such as fines and levies. Moreover, 
when the threat of war loomed in the early 1740s, the legislature, wary of raising 
taxes, issued bills of credit to provision Maryland troops sent to Columbia and 
Canada. To cover the additional costs, the tobacco tax was augmented by levies on 
Irish servants, liquor, and the importation of slaves and horses. Muster rolls, used 
by the commissioners as a record of payment, provide a list of Maryland soldiers 
involved in the French and Indian War [MSA S0960]. 

Redemption of the first emission in 1766 removed the original bills from 
circulation, but that same year new paper money was issued for the colony (Laws 
of 1766, ch. 26). This time, however, the bills were designated as hard currency 
and denominated in dollars, rather than as bills of credit denominated in English 
pounds. 

The Constitution of 1776 continued the office with the commissioners being 
appointed by the House of Delegates, but its duties were later assigned to the 
Treasurer of the Western Shore (Laws of 1779, ch. 38). During and after the 
Revolution, Maryland's inability to obtain monies from the sinking fund main- 
tained by the London trustees led to a series of litigations known as the Bank Stock 
cases. Correspondence concerning those cases can be found in the Maryland State 
Papers Bank Stock Correspondence series [MSA SMO133] and the Blue Book series 
[MSAS0990]. 

Series Description 

MSAS0747 Accounts with sheriffs, 1756-1758. .5 cubic ft. 
Record of ordinary licenses and duties on wheeled carriages and billiard tables. 

Also available on microfilm, [MSASM0178]. 

MSAS0748 Bond record, 1770-1776. .5 cubic ft. 
Recorded bonds of persons to whom bills of credit were issued. Bonds were 

issued with the stipulation that half their value had to be repaid within one year, 
plus four percent annual interest in either bills of credit, gold, or silver. With that 
accomplished, the debt was considered paid-in-full. 

MSAS0749 Interest book, 1739-1765. .5 cubic ft. 
Accounts of interest received and disbursed from emission of bills authorized by 

Laws of 1733, ch. 6. 

MSAS0750 Iron chest accounts, 1734-1767. .5 cubic ft. 
Accounts of money deposited and withdrawn from the office of the commis- 

sioners. So called because they were kept in a large iron chest with three different 
locks, one for each commissioner in accordance with Laws of 1733, ch. 6. Also 
available on microfilm, [MSASM 0177]. 

MSAS0751 Journal, 1770-1779.  1 cubic ft. 
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Monthly record of emissions made and annual interest due and received. Entries 
consist of date, to whom paid or from whom received, and amount. Cross-refer- 
enced by page number to the Ledger series [MSA S0752]. Arranged chronologi- 
cally. 

MSAS0753 Bills issued, 1734-1756. .5 cubic ft. 
Record of bills of credit "perfected" (completed) in accordance with Laws ofl 733, 

ch. 6. Entries list bills by individual number, volume, and amount. Arranged 
chronologically by bill denomination. Indexed. 

MSAS0752 Ledger, 1767-1779. 1.5 cubic ft. 
Record of accounts listed in the Journal series [MSA S075I]. Entries consist of 

date, account name, reason for debit or credit, and amount. Cross-referenced by 
page number to the Journals. Arranged by individual account. Indexed. 

MSAS0754 Bills of credit, unsigned, n.d. 25 cubic ft. 
Unissued bills of credit. Arranged by denomination. 

MSAS0960 Colonial payroll, 1767-1776.  .5 cubic ft. 
Photostats of muster and pay rolls copied from the Ledger series [MSAS0752]. 

Entries consist of date, mustering officer, soldier, amount paid, and page number 
cross-reference to the Journal series [MSAS0751]. See also muster records located 
in the Tax Papers series [MSA SI494]. Arranged by unit. 

MSAS1494 Tax papers, 1746-1767. .5 cubic ft. 
Primarily records pertaining to excise taxes collected by county officials on 

imported liquor. Also contains records of money distributed to mustering officers 
in 1746 for the purpose of raising an army for an "expedition to Canada." 
Commissioners for Emitting Bills of Credit addressed variously as " Commissioners 
of Paper Currency" and "Commissioners of Loan Office." See also the Colonial 
Payroll series [MSA S0960]. 

NOTES 

1. A two-year grant from the National Historical Records and Publications 
Commission (NHPRC) funds the current project. In addition, the project benefits 
from federal dollars spent more than fifty years ago. As part of the New Deal, the 
Historical Records Survey (HRS) of the Works Project Administration (WPA) 
located, arranged, and cataloged thousands of Maryland records. Then, in the 
1970s, Maryland State Archivist, Edward C. Papenfuse, recognized the value of the 
work done by the HRS and proposed a model for integrating HRS methodology 
and modern descriptive standards. Therefore, the present project can be seen both 
as a continuation of work begun more than half a century ago and as a fulfillment 
of the potential of the HRS work, which could only be fully realized with the advent 
of modern computer and information networking technologies. 



Parceling Out Land in the Vicinity of 
Baltimore: 1632-1796, Part 1 

GARRETT POWER 

The following essay describes the parceling out of land in the vicinity of 
Baltimore between 1632 and 1796. The study provides a textual, graphic, 
and pictorial "chain of title" from first patent to building lot. It details who 

acquired which parcels when, over an era beginning with the establishment of the 
Maryland colony and ending with the incorporation of Baltimore City. 

This project came about by accident while I was preparing a study of leasehold 
tenure in Baltimore. My analysis was based upon eighteenth- and nineteenth-cen- 
tury reports of cases adjudged in the Maryland Court of Appeals1 and upon 
nineteenth-century legal treatises.2 

When I sought to determine who owned the land prior to the Revolution, I looked 
to the standard works of J. Thomas Scharf. Colonel Scharf put together in the 
second half of the nineteenth century a compendium of the "scattered and frag- 
mentary facts" concerning Baltimore City and County.3 Therein I found a consid- 
erable amount of disjointed and sometimes inconsistent information concerning 
land ownership. But I recognized that the case reports and legal treatises provide 
an alternative view of the same events. By combining and comparing the Scharf 
materials and the legal material I was able to discern the best evidence of the chain 
of title. 

Later, while rummaging in the map collection of the Maryland Historical Society, 
I came upon a survey of some of the first land patents in the Baltimore region 
prepared by George Gouldsmith Presbury in 1786. Presbury overlaid the some- 
times conflicting metes and bounds and included a wealth of information in his 
notes. Working with the chain of title, and using the Presbury Plat to maintain a 
sense of place, I found myself in a position to set the record straight. And in the 
final analysis the links in this chain then could be verified in the land records found 
in the Maryland State Archives. 

The task of describing how two thousand acres were parceled out over almost 
two hundred years is difficult. I try to do the job by impressing in the reader's mind 
the dimensions of time, place, and personalities. The following text is ordered 
chronologically with reminders of the outside events shaping the times—the 
Catholic oppression and Glorious Revolution, the growth of the Maryland economy 
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in wheat and iron, Scots-Irish migration from central Pennsylvania to Baltimore, 
and the American Revolution. Maps and pictures project a sense of place, even 
after reclamation projects began to change the lay of the land and shape of the 
shoreline. And enough genealogical information is included to permit the careful 
reader to distinguish between successive generations of Carrolls, Howards, Fells, 
Moales, and Smiths. 

For students of the institution of property this essay will place the building blocks 
(patents, grants, escheats, adverse possessions, entailments, and leaseholds) on 
their first American footing. For observers of the human condition there is a richer 
drama beneath the surface. We see the haughty Carrolls becoming the richest 
family in the New World by operating Lord Baltimore's land office to their own 
advantage—insider trading eighteenth-century style. The activities of the brothers 
Fell call to mind the stereotype of Quaker businessmen, given to good works in 
public matters but sharp traders in private affairs. Finally, consider the promise 
of this new land as evidenced by the lyrical quality of the first place names—David's 
Fancy, Lunn's Lott, Whetstone Point, Mountney's Neck, and best of all. Bold 
Venture, which we will see was literally stuck in the mud of the harbor basin. 

Establishment of the Maryland Colony. Early in the seventeenth century King James I 
promoted the settlement of North America. Among the adventurers was George 
Calvert who visited twice with a view toward locating land suitable for a colony. 
Calvert was the son of a Yorkshire landowner. In 1625, as a reward for loyal service, 
the Crown had granted him the title of Lord Baltimore and a twenty-three- 
hundred-acre barony in Ireland. But the rents he received were insufficient for 
his ambition; the prospect of riches in the New World remained irresistible.4 

In 1632, after several false starts (and the death of both of the first principals), 
King Charles I granted to George's eldest son and heir, Cecilius Calvert, the land 
north of the Virginia settlement. The charter made the second Lord Baltimore 
"monarch of all he surveyed"—absolute lord and proprietor of the province and 
the head of its government. Maryland's first proprietor was empowered to create 
a feudal dynasty in the wilderness.5 

Proprietary Land Grants. The profitable course for Lord Baltimore was to en- 
courage settlement by those who would bring the new colony into agricultural 
productivity. To promote immigration and settlement, Calvert granted headright 
allotments of the sort employed in Virginia. He first offered one thousand acres 
of land to gentlemen who would transport five yeoman of working age to the new 
colony but by 1652 had reduced the allotment to fifty acres for every such person 
imported. A secondary market developed in which headright allotments were 
bought, sold, and pooled, thereby entitling the holders to patents of two hundred, 
three hundred, and four hundred acres.6 

At first no cash payment was required for the acquisition of land. The proprietor 
took his profits through quit-rents and alienation fines. Rents were due in per- 
petuity at a rate of four shillings per hundred acres, per annum; fines, equivalent 
to one year's rent, were payable every time the land changed hands. 
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Patents in the Baltimore Vicinity. The establishment of Baltimore County in 1659 
created a flurry of interest in the unsettled land surrounding the northwest branch 
of the Patapsco River.8 The first settler may have been David Jones, who in 1661 
staked a claim to three hundred eighty acres called Jones his Range (hereinafter 
Jones' Range) on the east side of the freshet that flowed into the basin from the 
north (map 1). He built a residence on the bank and gave his name to the Jones 
Falls. Just to the east, Alexander Mountney received a patent in 1663 to the 
two-hundred-acre Mountney's Neck, which straddled a stream from the northeast 
that came to be called Harford Run. To the south and east. Long Island Point, a 
one-hundred-acre tract which hooked west into the basin, was first patented to 
William Poultney in 1671. On the east side of that peninsula, John Copus in 1683 
received a grant of one hundred acres soon to be known as Copus Harbour.9 

The most expansive grant was the result of a 1668 resurvey of five hundred fifty 
acres for Thomas Cole, a tract cut in half by the Jones Falls and including Jones' 
Range. Called Cole's Harbour, it was bounded to the south by about one-half mile 
of Patapsco waterfront. Cole apparently put the parcel together by acquiring on 
the private market the warrants for six headright allotments of fifty acres each 
(originally claimed for transporting settlers) and adding to it an estimated two 
hundred acres of Jones' Range.10 

Cole may have thought Jones's tract was up for grabs because David Jones had 
not obtained a warrant on the land he had occupied since 1661. Under the 
procedures adopted by the Lord Proprietor, a warrant ordering a survey of the 
appropriate number of acres was the preliminary step in obtaining a patent. Only 
after a certificate of survey had been returned would the proprietor's agent issue 
a patent. From the first, speculators like Jones took up surveyed land but stopped 
short of obtaining a patent—thereby avoiding payment of the annual quit-rent of 
four shillings per hundred acres. To protect their seniority they relied on a clause 
common to all warrants which precluded the staking of a claim to land previously 
surveyed. But Jones did not get around to obtaining a warrant until 1677 (and his 
patent in 1678), long after the patent for Cole's Harbour. His title to Jones' Range 
may have been junior to Thomas Cole's patent to Cole's Harbour.11 

West of Cole's Harbour lay land more suitable for agriculture. Two hundred 
acres, more or less, had been patented there to Edward Lunn in 1673 and called 
Lunn's Lott. Adjoining it to the south was Timberneck, two hundred acres with 
frontage on the Middle Branch of the Patapsco River patented to John Howard of 
Anne Arundel County in 1668.12 

Patents were also issued on the peninsula between the northwest and middle 
branches of the Patapsco. In 1668 Upton Court, containing five hundred acres, 
was patented to David Poole. In 1672 David Williams received one hundred 
acres—David's Fancy—between Upton Court to the east and John Howard's 
Timberneck to the west. And in 1661 fifty acres called Whetstone Point at the tip 
of the peninsula had been patented to Charles Gorsuch. These first patents, which 
turned out to be within the precincts of Baltimore, are shown on Map I.13 
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The State of Land Titles. Title to these lands was by no means settled, for the 
system of granting patents led to irregularities. Monuments were perishable, 
surveys careless, and boundaries often in doubt. Would-be landowners sometimes 
bribed the surveyor to give them a "surplusage."14 

Such vagaries led to an enormous number of boundary disputes in the pro- 
prietary period. A landholder discovering that a survey encroached on his parcel 
might enter a caveat with the proper official to prevent issuance of the patent; if 
he missed this opportunity the patent was issued and the marketability of title to 
the disputed strip was left in doubt.15 Litigation concerning the boundaries 
between Mountney's Neck, Cole's Harbour, Lunn's Lott, Timberneck, and David's 
Fancy persisted into the early nineteenth century.16 

Even after a marketable patent was issued, title questions lingered. All grants 
were made subject to "conditions of plantation." Among these conditions were 
requirements that the taker-up pay the annual quit-rent and a fine for alienation 
for each subsequent transfer. If these sums went unpaid, the parcel might revert 
to the proprietor.17 

Further complicating land titles was a provision in the charter which gave Lord 
Baltimore the right of escheat when a patentee died without a will and without 
heirs. In a wilderness populated by semi-literate people without known relatives 
this occurred with some frequency. Moreover, in practice the doctrine of escheat 
was loosely applied to all instances in which land returned to the proprietor— 
whether because of failure of issue or violation of condition. There is some 
evidence that the lands of both David Jones and David Williams escheated to the 
land office.l8 

Political events also confounded the titles to Maryland lands. In 1684 the 
incumbent proprietor, Roman Catholic Charles Calvert, repatriated to England in 
an effort to protect his interests from Protestant intrigues. He was less than 
successful. In 1689, following the Glorious Revolution, the Crown deposed the 
third Lord Baltimore of his Maryland sovereignty, leaving him with nothing but 
his right in the soil. Calvert stayed in England, appointing co-religionist Henry 
Darnall as his chief agent and delegating to him the operation of a land office.19 

James Todd's Consolidation and Subdivision. When in 1692 Darnall took over 
operation of the land office, mostof what was to become the precinct of Baltimore 
remained vacant. Perhaps Lunn's Lott was being cultivated to the west, but north 
of the basin lay seven rolling clay hills unsuited to agriculture. On the other hand, 
this land did have water power from the Jones Falls and water frontage on the basin 
of the northwest branch of the Patapsco River. Farmers were growing wheat in the 
interior, creating a need for a grist mill and a port from which to ship flour to 
England. Territory to the north of the basin might prove a good investment after 
all. 

Such was the lay of the land when in 1695 James Todd arrived. The historical 
records tells us little about Todd except that he was a gentlemen of Baltimore 
County with a wife named Penelope, but the land records say a great deal. Between 
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Map 1: Seventeenth-century patents in the vicinity of what later became Baltimore Town. 

1695 and 1701 he first acquired all of the land north of the Baltimore basin, then 
parceled it out among various purchasers. 

James Todd claimed to be "seized in fee simple" of three tracts of land. One was 
called Todd's Range, originally laid out for five hundred ten acres; another was the 
two-hundred-acre Mountney's Neck. The third was called Bold Venture, said to 
contain one hundred sixty acres. The three tracts were contiguous. Since Todd 
made his acquisitions prior to 1715, when the public registry of the ownership of 
land was first mandated by the Assembly, it is unclear how he consolidated the 
parcels.20 

Todd's Range was a 1698 resurvey of Cole's Harbour with the size reduced from 
five hundred fifty to five hundred ten acres. Left unexplained was the missing link 
in the chain of title between Cole and Todd, though there is some evidence that 
Todd was in possession "under authority of his mother under some contract, not 
under any other title."21 

James Todd received a deed from Robert Blunt to the two-hundred-acre Mount- 
ney's Neck in 1695, but Blunt's claim to title was itself undocumented.   Some 
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documents of title were in evidence—^Alexander Mountney's original patent from 
1663 and a deed from Samuel and Ann Wheeler to David Jones in 1685. These 
indicia of ownership, however, were unconnected to Blunt. In the final analysis 
the strength of Todd's title to Mountney's Neck was that he took possession, and 
no successors in interest to Mountney or Jones were forthcoming.22 

The patent to Bold Venture was of then-recent origin. Its one hundred sixty 
acres were in the shape of a boot, with the legging slipped in between Mountney's 
Neck and Cole's Harbour and the foot submerged beneath the waters of the 
Northwest Branch. It had been granted to John Oulton in 1695 and, as was often 
the case, its boundaries overlapped those of its neighbors. Mountney's Neck was 
originally described as having a width of one hundred perches, but apparently the 
surveyor laid out a tract with a width of one hundred forty perches. With the 
legging of Bold Venture the surveyor purported to reclaim this "surplusage" for 
Oulton, and then some.23 Todd's claim to Bold Venture was at best dubious. The 
historical record indicates that Captain John Oulton was still very much alive and 
still interested in the patent; in 1707 he would obtain a warrant of resurvey for the 
tract. No evidence has been found to link Oulton to James Todd.24 By 1701 James 
Todd had pretensions to nine-hundred-odd acres of land lying to the north of the 
harbor basin. The patents he may or may not have consolidated are roughly 
plotted in Map 2. 

Todd immediately began to sunder that which he had brought together. In 
March of that year he transferred approximately three hundred acres to John 
Hurst. The parcel was said to consist of one hundred thirty-five and one-half acres 
of Cole's Harbour which lay to the east of the Jones Falls plus a waterfront portion 
of Mountney's Neck estimated at one hundred sixty-four and one-half acres. The 
deed to Hurst carved his parcel by metes and bounds out of Cole's Harbour and 
Mountney's Neck without reference to Bold Venture. 

In June 1701 James Todd transferred the residue of Todd's Range, Mountney's 
Neck, and all of Bold Venture to Charles Carroll. Since the Hurst claim was prior 
and more explicit, Carroll presumably had no rights in the fast land portions of 
Bold Venture waterfront; Carroll's Bold Venture rights if any were in the sub- 
merged portion.25 

This division, which laid the groundwork for the subsequent parceling out of 
eighteenth-century Baltimore, is depicted in Map 3. Carroll's portion of Todd's 
Range was destined to become the location of Baltimore Town and the Hurst tract 
to become the site of Jones Town, commonly called Old Town. 

Charles Carroll the Settler. Charles Carroll, an Irish Catholic gentleman, had come 
to Maryland in 1688 to serve as the proprietor's attorney general. In 1689, soon 
after his arrival in Maryland, he lost his job and political rights to the Protestant 
government. Thereafter he devoted his considerable energies and ambitions to 
getting rich as a land speculator. In these speculations he was probably aided by 
his father-in-law, Henry Darnall, who operated Lord Baltimore's land office. 
Darnall himself had been richly rewarded over the years with eighteen thousand 
acres of Maryland land.26 
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Map 2: Contiguous tracts claimed by James Todd in 1701. 

Charles Carroll the Settler showed vision in his selection of the parcel he bought 
from Todd—over the next century it would become a shipping and manufacturing 
center—but in the short term the holding produced little, if any, return on the 
investment. In 1711 Carroll did manage to sell thirty-one acres to Jonathan 
Hanson, who built a strong dam across the falls and put up a substantial mill that 
came to be called Hanson's Improvement. Other than Hanson the only inhabitant 
on the lands on the west bank appears to have been Carroll's overseer, John 
Flemming, who, farther to the west, lived on and cultivated a quarter section of 
tobacco until about 1718.27 Hanson's Improvement and Flemming's homestead 
are indicated on Map 3. 

Carroll the Settler continued to speculate in Maryland land. In this he was 
immeasurably aided when, in 1712, he succeeded his deceased father-in-law as the 
Lord Proprietor's land agent. That same year Charles Calvert, still residing in 
England, sent Carroll instructions ordering him to crack down on the speculation 
in warrants and other practices which deprived the proprietor of his revenues. 
Reports are that nothing happened.28 

Charles Carroll of Annapolis. Charles Carroll the Settler died in 1720, leaving a 
wife and four children: Charles Carroll of Annapolis (his legal heir), two daughters, 
and another son, Daniel Carroll. The Settler's estate was approximately ninety 
thousand pounds sterling and included sixty thousand acres of land which passed 
to the brothers as tenants in common. Among the landholdings was the claim to 
the approximately five hundred acres on the north shore of the Patapsco Basin. In 
1723 Charles Carroll of Annapolis attained majority and assumed control of the 
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family's fortune. Since the Maryland Assembly excluded Catholics from the 
political life of the colony, the task had his complete attention.29 

A test of young Carroll's ability to manage the family holdings was not long in 
coming. His first actions were defensive. Around 1725 Edward Fell, a Quaker from 
Lancashire, England, set up a store within the ancient metes and bounds of Cole's 
Harbour on the east bank of Jones Falls (Map 3). Fell was an "enterprising 
land-hunter" looking for opportunities to obtain land at a discount.30 

Under the procedures established by his "Lordship's agent for management of 
land affairs within the Province," land discovered to be escheat would be patented 
to the discoverer at one-third the ordinary price. Fell sought escheat warrants to 
both the waterfront portion of Bold Venture and to all of Cole's Harbour. He 
employed Richard Gist to prepare surveys. The Carroll entitlement was in ques- 
tion.31 

Gist's resurvey of Bold Venture laid out four and three-quarter acres of land 
lying beneath the navigable waters of the Northwest Branch. Notwithstanding the 
avouchment in the warrant that the parcel, which had come to be known as Fell's 
Footing, was escheat, Edward Fell never paid the required portion of the value of 
the land to consummate his title; no patent was ever issued. For whatever reason. 
Fell had come to accept that no title had devolved by escheat on the Lord 
Proprietor.32 

Edward Fell was more steadfast in his claim to Cole's Harbour. Return of the 
Gist survey showed that the sole improvements were three dwellings, a mill, 
tobacco houses, and orchards, and that the land was "one-half cleared and of 
middling quality." But when Fell asked the judge of the land office to declare the 
land to be escheat, Charles Carroll of Annapolis entered a caveat.33 

Details concerning the dispute between Carroll and Fell have not been found, 
but by working with collateral sources it is possible to lay out the issues involved. 
The first link in the chain of title was the 1668 patent to Thomas Cole. If Cole died 
owning the lands, intestate without heirs, the lands in question were subject to 
escheat and title would have fallen back to the proprietor.34 

The first link in Carroll's chain of title was a 1700 patent of resurvey to James 
Todd, and there was no evidence of record that Cole had assigned his rights to Todd. 
Hence, Carroll's chain of record title to Cole's Harbour was broken by a missing 
link; if it could not be filled. Fell would be entitled to a warrant of escheat to Cole's 
Harbour.35 

Under a prevailing legal fiction of the day, however, proof of twenty years 
possession by Carroll's predecessors in tide created a presumption of validity of 
the patent to Todd's Range. By proving such uninterrupted possession, Carroll 
perfected his tide, and the issued caveat denied Edward Fell his escheat warrant.36 

Establishment of Baltimore Toxim. While that dispute was still in litigation, Charles 
Carroll of Annapolis made his second move. In 1729 he joined with eight of the 
leading men of Baltimore County in petitioning the upper house of the Assembly, 
the governor's council, "for building of a Town, on the North side of Patapsco River 
on land supposed to belong to Messrs. Charles and Daniel Carroll." The petition 
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Map 3: Todd subdivision 1701. 

was granted, and Carroll agreed on behalf of himself and his brother to subdivide 
sixty acres and to sell the lots at a price of forty shillings per acre.37 

The erection of towns was authorized by a 1683 Act of the Assembly for the 
"procuring of money and the advancement of trade." The machinery of town 
government was to consist of seven commissioners, whose first duty was to select 
land and divide it into lots with some open space left for streets and lanes, churches, 
market houses, and other public buildings. The purchase money was paid directly 
to the owner of the land. Purchasers were required to erect an improvement within 
a specified period under penalty of forfeiture. The proprietor's income came from 
an annual quit-rent of one penny charged to each lot.38 

The Commissioners laid out Baltimore Town westof the Jones Falls in the shape 
of an Indian arrowhead pointed west. It was traversed by three streets: Long Street 
(now Baltimore Street) running east and west and intersected at right angles by 
Calvert and Forest streets (now Charles Street). A number of paper streets and 
alleys were added, creating a gridiron bordered by sixty lots of approximately one 
acre each (Map 4).39 

In 1730 lots were put up for sale, and as the owner of the property Charles Carroll 
had first choice. He took lot number forty-nine, the prime waterfront property 
next to the wharf at the foot of Calvert Street. Subsequent takers were charged a 
fixed price of forty shillings for each lot and required to build a substantial house 
within eighteen months.  The lots toward the river were all disposed of within a 
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Jones Town 
1732 

Map 4: Baltimore Town 1729; Jones Town 1732. 

number of days, but many reverted to Carroll when the conditions of improvement 
went unmet, and some interior lots failed to sell. During the ensuing decade and 
through a number of resales, reversions and re-entries the lots were eventually 
dispensed.40       . . . to be continued. 
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Unlocking the Secrets of Time: Maryland's Hidden Heritage.  Edited by Jean B. Russo. 
(Baltimore: Maryland Historical Society, 1991. Pp. x, 110. Index. $6.95.) 

Unlocking the Secrets of Time: Maryland's Hidden Heritage is the published record 
from a conference of the same title held in November 1989. The conference 
assembled scholars from various history-related disciplines to probe the questions: 
"how we know what we know about the past, what we should preserve of the present 
to enable future generations to learn about us, and how discoveries in the future 
may change our views of the past" (p. vii). Unlike most conference proceedings, 
only two papers are presented separately; the editor revised and combined the 
others into three thematic essays to present "several case studies of the ways in 
which scholars use evidence" (p. viii). None of the pieces contain notes or bibliog- 
raphies, either. 

The conference focused on how scholars currently use a variety of sources to 
research and write about the past with the intent of inspiring new methodologies 
for considering the past and the future. The essays' concentration on "untradition- 
al" approaches to history such as material culture, social history, oral history, living 
history, and historic archaeology and not the document-driven political/economic 
history most Marylanders grew up learning, demonstrates the success of the 
Chesapeake School of "new" social history in enlarging the state's perception of its 
past. 

The lead-off essay in the volume, "Reflections on the Art of History," in which 
Gregory A. Stiverson ably traces die origins of the state flag in its present form 
through prints, pictures, ribbons and dresses to postbellum Maryland is the best 
piece in the book. Even though Stiverson readily admits that his evidence may not 
be the best kind "for someone who is more comfortable with documentary sources" 
he makes a compelling case for the ways in which material culture can sometimes 
answer questions written documents cannot. 

The next three essays, "The Carrolls," "Clues to the Past," and "Interpreting the 
Past," contain solid research by talented scholars in numerous fields and show how 
they have applied intensive study to different geographical areas, classes of people 
and periods of time to solve complex historical problems and answer the questions 
posed in the introduction. While Jean Russo has done a skillfiil job of weaving 
these papers into three topical and coherent essays, the content of the individual 
case studies suffers in their abbreviated state, and especially when compared to 
Stiverson's piece. 

Unlocking the Secrets of Time covers an amazing spectrum of information about 
Maryland's past and die ways in which it was obtained. This book could have been 
stronger if the audience for which it was intended (the "we" in the question "how 
we know what we know about the past") was identified at the beginning and if the 
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papers had not been condensed into thematic essays. The lack of footnotes and 
bibliography in this book indicates that it was meant for a "general" or non- 
academic audience. If the intention was for the trained professionals to explain 
what they have learned about Maryland's past and how they learned it to interested 
amateurs then they should have been allowed to do that in the publication as they 
did at the conference. 

JOHANNA MILLER LEWIS 
University of Arkansas at Little Rock 

The Governor's Palace in Williamsburg: A Cultural Study. By Graham Hood. (Wil- 
liamsburg, Va.: Colonial Williamsburg Foundation, 1991. Pp. 343. Notes, 
appendixes, index. $59.95.) 

Thousands of visitors each year now stroll the streets of Williamsburg, Virginia. 
Because of its restored and reconstructed buildings, they come to picture life in 
what was once the capital of colonial Virginia. It became the colony's capital after 
a decision in 1699 to move from Jamestown, and it remained the seat of govern- 
ment until the move to Richmond in 1780. For the first three quarters of the 
eighteenth century Williamsburg was one of the principal towns of British Colonial 
North America. Leading men of the Revolutionary War and the years preceding 
it walked its streets, worked in the Capitol, and socialized in its houses and taverns. 
Two centuries later today's tourists presumably search for an understanding of life 
in the colonial capital during its heyday. 

The Governor's Palace is the subject of Graham Hood's study. A casual browser 
might be misled by the principal title of this book into concluding that the volume 
is another handsome work to grace the coffee table, similar to a National Geo- 
graphic Society picture book. The subtitle, "A Cultural Study," gives a clearer 
indication of what awaits the reader. Graham Hood, a curator at Colonial Wil- 
liamsburg, uses the tenure of Governor Botetourt (October 1768 to October 1770) 
as the setting for a description of life in the Governor's Palace before the Revolu- 
tionary War. 

Norbone Berkeley, Baron de Botetourt, had been an affluent country gentle- 
man, a Tory member of Parliament and a groom of the bedchamber to King George 
III before the king awarded him the barony of Botetourt. Thereafter he sat in the 
House of Lords and served as a lord of the bedchamber at the royal court. He was 
a fifty-one-year-old bachelor when he arrived in Virginia. As the representative of 
the king he was at the apex of the social pyramid in the colony, and as a nobleman 
suited to his role of setting the standards of taste and behavior in an outpost of 
British culture. He did well in his job. Edmund Randolph (1753-1813) described 
the popular governor in his History of Virginia as "Always accessible on business, 
adhering without a single deviation to the resolution of sleeping every night in the 
metropolis, affable to the humblest visitor, in social circles easy himself and 
contributing to the ease of others, he was sincerely and universally beloved." 
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Hood bases his study on the extensive inventory of the palace taken immediately 
after the death of Lord Botetourt. The governor's residence had sixty-one living 
and work spaces filled with the items needed for operation of his home and office. 
The inventory lists more than 16,000 objects. 

Occupied first in 1715 by Lieutenant Governor Spotswood, the palace became 
a source of pride in Virginia and was arguably one of the most impressive buildings 
in North America. The palace we see today is a reconstruction based on an original 
elevation, Jefferson's sketch of the first floor, and the 1770 inventory. The original 
structure burned in 1781. 

Using the inventory and other sources. Hood presents an engaging picture of 
the culture of eighteenth-century Virginia, an extension of that of England. The 
use of each room is described in the context of Botetourt's life in the palace. Hood 
bases his chapters on ceremony, public life and private life, discussing under those 
headings the various rooms of the palace. In his words, "An exceptional product 
of the cultural interaction of governor and gentlemen at the beginning of a period 
of real growth and maturity in colonial society, the Governor's Palace established 
an architectural precedent and provided a cultural tone for Virginia's mansion 
builders for the rest of the century." 

The work is richly and appropriately illustrated with photographs of the existing 
interior of the palace and its furnishings. It includes as well photographs of other 
houses, paintings, and furniture to explain and enrich the text. Appendices include 
not only the Botetourt inventory but those of Fauquier and Dunmore of Virginia, 
and Governors Eden, Tryon, and Campbell of Maryland, North Carolina, and 
South Carolina respectively. 

Students, scholars and casual readers of history will find this book rewarding 
reading. Its wealth of information on the cultural history of eighteenth-century 
Virginia revealed in the cameo of the Governor's palace is presented most attrac- 
tively. It is properly documented and written with considerable skill. Handsome 
in its physical presentation and substantial and sound in the development of its 
theses, The Governor's Palace in Williamsburg is an excellent scholarly work. 

JACK STENGER 
Chestertown 

The Bill of Rights and the States: The Colonial and Revolutionary Origins of American 
Liberties. Patrick T Conley and John P. Kaminski, eds. (Madison, Wis.: Madison 
House, 1992. Pp. xxii, 542. Index. $29.95.) 

Designed as a sequel to the editors' earlier work. The Constitution and the States: 
The Role of the Original Thirteen in the Framing and the Adoption of the Federal Constitution 
(Madison, Wis.: Madison House, 1988), this volume is an invaluable survey of the 
development of fundamental liberties in America up to 1791. The heart of the 
volume consists of a series of essays on the evolution of these liberties in the first 
fourteen colonies and states (including Vermont), prefaced by three more general 



470 MARYLAND HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 

discussions of the English libertarian heritage and the politics of adding the Bill of 
Rights to the 1787 Federal Constitution. 

Considered collectively, the essays reveal that the struggle for basic liberties took 
a great variety of forms and followed no clearly consistent patterns throughout the 
colonial period. Rights that were contested for in one colony were often ignored, 
comparatively speaking, in others. Religious liberty and the separation of church 
and state were important in New England but much less so in New York or 
Pennsylvania where personal rights and freedom of expression were more salient 
issues. The inhabitants of Delaware displayed a particular interest in the right to 
keep and bear arms while Virginians, over time, managed to assert a broad range 
of individual freedoms. 

The editors suggest that the colonial urge to codify rights probably arose from 
the absence of an authoritative written commentary on the common law and a 
well-established legal profession. In this context a compilation of rights was 
perhaps the easiest way to make knowledge of them more accessible in the struggles 
the colonists waged against arbitrary acts by executives, legislatures, and courts. 
The urge to codify, of course, reached its climax in the years between 1776 and 
1791, though even in this revolutionary period it seems that Americans were still 
more concerned to consolidate ancient traditions of liberty than they were pur- 
posefully trying to create new rights for a new society and new political order. 

Not surprisingly, most of the authors in the essays on the individual colonies and 
states believe that the particular struggles they narrate had their influence on the 
framing of the 1791 federal Bill of Rights. In a general sense this is undeniably 
true, but it has the effect of leaving the reader with no very clear ideas about the 
question of specific influences on the contents of die first ten amendments to the 
Constitution. As is well known, the members of the Federal Convention, and James 
Madison in particular, did not perceive the need for a federal bill of rights, and the 
essay by Kenneth Bowling ably discusses Madison's tactics in advocating amend- 
ments to the Constitution in order to thwart the efforts of the Anti-Federalists to 
undo the reforms that the Federal Convention had achieved. Again, true enough, 
but leaving that aside, it is still not entirely clear what considerations, outside of 
the Virginia context, influenced Madison's decisions as to which rights best could 
be protected. Possibly, the editors might have commissioned an additional essay 
that drew the strands of this problem together more explicitly. 

With all its enormous wealth of information, the real strength of this volume is 
as a reference work. The colonial and early state stories are all clearly told, though, 
unfortunately, not footnoted. But the bibliographical essays are splendid, with 
exhaustive listings of legal and historical studies for each of the first ten amend- 
ments to the Constitution as well as for the general background. The volume is, 
therefore, essential for all students of the Bill of Rights. 

J. C. A. STAGG 
Papers of James Madison 

University of Virginia 
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Thomas Jefferson: Passionate Pilgrim. ByAlfJ. Mapp.Jr. (Lanham, Md. and London: 
Madison Books, 1991. Pp. xvi, 445. Notes, selected critical bibliography, index. 
$24.95) 

Most biographers face a perilous problem: how to express the enthusiasm that 
prompted their work without sacrificing the objectivity necessary to define ac- 
curately their subjects. Alf Mapp, Jr., obviously tried to examine and set forth the 
grand intellect that was Jefferson without covering up his warts. Mapp was 
reasonable and honest in his effort and has produced an insightful study of the last 
quarter century of Jefferson's life. But the veneration shows through. 

Mapp seems to assume that the reader is familiar with his first book on Jefferson, 
and he therefore launches into the travails of politics and presidency without giving 
us until the fourth chapter even a glimpse of the man, his family or his personality. 
The issues of Jefferson's presidency, however, are drawn clearly, and emphasis is 
placed on the struggles between Jefferson and his Federalist opposition with its 
many influential leaders. 

Jefferson was fifty-seven years old when he walked to his own inaugural in 1801. 
Problems loomed with France, England and Spain; Jefferson faced the danger of 
armed conflict while solving the boundary and dominion problems in Florida, 
Louisiana and western territories not yet incorporated in the union. The ambition 
of Napoleon and the prospect of a Franco-Spanish treaty threatening the mouth 
of the Mississippi taxed the experience and cunning of Jefferson and his secretary 
of state, James Madison. 

Domestic political battles were time consuming. Federalists under President 
Adams had enacted the Judiciary Act to expand the court system and save the 
members of the Supreme Court from riding all over the country to resolve disputes. 
Jefferson saw the wisdom of the new law but opposed Adams's "midnight appoint- 
ment" of Federalists to fill the new middle-level judicial posts. The new president 
backed Madison's failure to deliver the appointments that rested on his desk when 
he took office. Thus was born the case of Marbury v. Madison pitting the new 
president against his Federalist cousin, the new chief justice, John Marshall. Mapp 
touches on the drama of the case, but students of jurisprudence and constitutional 
theory may criticize the mere two pages he devotes to Marshall's handling and the 
surprising outcome of tlie case. Indeed, Mapp is reluctant to concede that Jefferson 
and Madison, whose liberal roles he admires, were outflanked and bested political- 
ly. Later, in discussing the attempted impeachment of Maryland's Samuel Chase, 
Mapp acknowledges the president's defeat. 

A continuing puzzle and source of criticism of Jefferson, then and since, was his 
apparent neglect of the country's defenses—notwithstanding Britain's impress- 
ment of American seamen. Napoleon's hopes of a French colony in America, and 
tensions over Spanish lands on the southern border. Mapp describes the problems 
before, during and after 1806: those witli Gen. Francisco Miranda which almost 
caused a war with Spain; the betrayal by Gen. James Wilkinson, Jefferson's 
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commanding general, who was on Spain's payroll; and the saga of Vice President 
Aaron Burr. 

Early in 1803, with the help of James Monroe and Robert Livingston and taking 
advantage of Napoleon's need for funds to carry out his war against Britain, 
Jefferson arranged the surprising purchase not only of New Orleans but the entire 
Louisiana Territory—thus doubling the size of the United States in one breathtak- 
ing move. Even before the Louisiana treaty was approved by the Senate, the 
president organized what was to be one of the most important adventures in 
American history, the Lewis and Clark expedition to the Pacific. While Jefferson 
had spent a great amount of time in his earlier years as minister to France and in 
other European travels, he had never ventured farther west than the edge of 
Virginia. Yet his certainty that the future of the country lay in the west encouraged 
his Louisiana caper followed by the prescience of the Lewis and Clark explorations. 

When Mapp reaches the close of Jefferson's two terms as president, he takes the 
"measure of a president" in a welcome and helpful chapter. Here Mapp sums up 
Jefferson's contributions to the growth of the nation, venturing a number of 
revealing and thoughtful reflections. For this reviewer, this was the high point of 
the book, for it emphasized the skillful analytical abilities of the author as a writer 
of history and humanist. 

The rest of the volume examines Jefferson's consuming task in establishing the 
University of Virginia and the poignant personal and financial struggles faced by 
this fascinating genius, often considered to be the most erudite and influential 
statesman in our history. 

ROBERT L. WEINBERG 
Baltimore 

States Rights Gist: A South Carolina General of the Civil War. By Walter Brian Cisco. 
(Shippensburg, Pa.: White Mane Publishing Company, 1991. Pp. 198. Appen- 
dix, notes, bibliography and index. $27.95.) 

The most interesting part of this book is the amazement it produces that loving 
parents could saddle a child with such a name. Even though his father (Nathaniel 
Gist) was a loyal protagonist of Calhoun, States Rights was a well educated young 
man. He attended Harvard Law School for one year, until done in by the northern 
winter. Two hundred fifty-seven Harvard men served in the Confederate Army. 
So much for the influence of higher education. 

States Rights returned to South Carolina and entered the practice of law. He 
joined the militia, and immediately was made a captain. His rise in the military 
service of South Carolina was rapid, for in a short time he is a colonel, and then 
quickly a general. Whether his cousin. Governor Gist, or his uncle, Congressman 
Gist had any influence in this, we do not know. 

Before the Ordinance of Secession, States Rights was die personal messenger of 
the governor of South Carolina to other Southern states. At die outbreak of 
hostilities, he was granted (after some political maneuvering) the rank of colonel 
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and promoted to brigadier general during the defense of Charleston. He served 
with distinction until his death at the Battle of Franklin, Tennessee in 1864. 

In addition to being a life of Gist, the book reviews information about the Army 
of Tennessee, and the siege of Charleston that many Civil War buffs may have 
forgotten. Often overlooked is that early in the war Robert E. Lee was Confederate 
commander for the South Carolina-to-East-Florida area. Despite shortages of 
men,material and political support, he thwarted a superior Union force that had 
complete command of the sea. Had Union forces pressed their advantage, they 
might have cut all direct communication between this area and North Carolina and 
Virginia. 

Cisco's accounts of generals Bragg, Hood, and Pemberton excites pity for the 
men who served under them. Poor Bragg at Chickamauga! Old and sick, he was 
at the end of his career and burdened with incompetent subordinates. Here was 
one of the few times the South had numerical superiority, and victory slipped away. 
Bad staff work, bad communications, and Southern losses of almost 21,000 to 
16,000 Union remind the reader of the Somme in World War I. Hood should have 
been court mardaled for the Battle of Atlanta (Southern losses totaled 8.000 
compared to the Union 3,700), but he should have been shot at sunrise for the 
debacle at Franklin. He deliberately threw his men away. 

Cisco has researched his subject thoroughly. The book is well indexed and 
annotated. We are introduced to Confederate commanders whom we usually only 
know as names. Sixty thousand South Carolinians served in the Confederate Army. 
How many came home? A very readable book. 

ARTHUR GUTMAN 
Baltimore 

Ambrose Bierce Is Missing: Atid Other Historical Mysteries. By Joe Nickell (Lexington, 
Ky.: University of Kentucky Press, 1991. Pp. 200. $22.) 

Answers are never final if one asks questions of interpretation, of meaning, of 
"why?" and "so what?" Beneath such eternally debatable issues, the exercise 
ground of human curiosity and questingness, lie matters of fact about which 
somewhat securer answers can be given sometimes. It is such questions of fact, 
which Joe Nickell argues involve "investigation" rather than "research," that are 
the subjects of this book. The topics Nickell handles are miscellaneous: Did the 
shroud of Turin once drape the body of Christ? Is Demjanjuk really "Ivan the 
Terrible"? How and where did Ambrose Bierce die? Did Hawthorne model one 
of his characters on a specific stage magician? Did Daniel Boone spend a lot of 
time misspelling his name on artifacts? Nickell's solutions to these questions are 
modestly interesting, and some of the foolish answers he rejects allow one to chortle 
at those who suggest Martian invasion, search for "lost silver mines," or ask 
scientists to explore the authenticity of church relics and then take away the 
evidence when they produce the religiously "wrong" conclusions. 
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Nickell's book is most effective when debunking such fairly self-evident untruths. 
He brings to the work awareness of many of the scientific analytic and dating 
techniques useful in classifying old artifacts, some reasonable tests for literary 
authenticity, and a boyish zest for developing his own projects of proof. Thus when 
Nickell couldn't find a picture of his great grandfather's "stately home," he had it 
drawn—"accurately," he assures us—from the recollections of "three elderly wo- 
men," the way "police artists" make sketches of suspects (p. 153 ). He also used a 
"rubbing technique" to simulate the image on the Turin shroud, and spent a rainy 
week (with the aid of his father, a nephew, and three cousins) making "possibly the 
world's largest art reproduction," of the huge Peruvian Nazca land-drawings, on a 
Kentucky landfill (pp. 148, 16). 

The quality and interest of Nickell's solutions vary. Perhaps his most valuable 
conclusion involves the "John Swift journal" telling of a Kentucky silver mine; here 
Nickell points out the work's Freemasonry imagery on his way to arguing that 
Kentucky pioneer John Filson probably concocted the legend. Perhaps least 
effective is Nickell's one venture into Marylandia where he contends that Ebenezer 
Cooke's Sotweed Redivivus is not the sequel to but the missing "second edition" of 
Cooke's famous satire The Sot-Weed Factor. Here a dozen similar lines or couplets 
in the two long poems somehow prove essential identity despite different stories, 
incidents, and attitudes. 

Nickell's approach has elements of genial naivete. People with whom he dis- 
agrees he charges "start with the desired answer and work backward to the 
evidence," whereas he and those who support his conclusions let evidence "lead 
them to a conclusion" (p. 148). Certainly long before he writes Nickell (like 
everyone else) has a conclusion in mind to which he fits appropriate data. Nickell 
also often implies certainty of conclusion in cases of substantial ambiguity. Nickell 
prefers Walter Neale's story of the Bierce disappearance—that the author didn't 
go to Mexico, but instead to die Grand Canyon to kill himself—but, in contrast to 
his claims, the "evidence suggests" nothing about what happened (p. 33). If the 
stories Bierce told of planning to go southward might have been a hoax, so the 
fragments of data Neale and Nickell work into their melodramatic tale might 
equally have been Biercian put-ons. Repeatedly Nickell overstates or invents 
conclusions that fit his case: Bierce left, we are told, "no doubt dropping his 
German revolver into his pocket," while Hawthorne "must surely have known" 
that the term "phantasmagoria" derived from an obscure London magic lantern 
show of 1802. Even when his argument is generally convincing, Nickell indulges 
in lawyer-like sophistry. When reluctantly admitting "no direct proof" for the 
improbable idea that the Mason's "adopted for actual use" the Swift journal, Nickell 
quickly explains, "Freemasonry, after all, is a 'society with secrets'" (p. 68). 

This book creates some awareness of basic problems in knowing, but it illustrates 
these not only with other's mistakes, but some of Nickell's own. In "unmasking a 
Nazi Monster" Nickell derides the intellectual honesty of those who questioned the 
evidence against Ivan Demjanjuk while arguing his techniques, applied "without 
preconception," helped prove the identity of tliis "mechanic of death" (p. 52). The 
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way new data has reversed the odds on Demjanjuk's guilt belies Nickell's faith that 
his techniques allow "the development of proof" to solve "the original problem" 
(p. 3). In fact as in theory, the book illustrates a sadder maxim: 'Judge not with 
too much certainty, lest ye be judged certainly wrong." 

DAVID GRIMSTED 

University of Maryland, College Park 



Books Received 

Thanks are due Johns Hopkins University Press for a fresh edition of Robert 
Keith's interesting picture book about what the blurb calls "a wonderful old 
American seaport," Baltimore Harbor: A Picture History. New photographs bring its 
history into the 1980s. The text is also updated for this fifth printing and second 
revision. The book originated in a program sponsored by the Chesapeake Bay 
Foundation for young people. Their classroom was the harbor studied from a boat. 

The book's dedication gives readers notice of what kind of voyage they are 
making: "To Dad, who taught us to prowl the waterfront and enjoy the ships." In 
that tribute the author reveals purpose and tone. He invites us on an informative, 
amiable cruise. The informative part of this picture history seems well suited to a 
general public. With black and white pictures as centerpiece, Keith's captions allow 
busy people to pick up essentials of a long, distinguished record. With them, Keith 
fulfills his thesis that seeing Baltimore from the perspective of the water is 
educational. 

But the word "educational" should not discourage purchasers. Keith's amiable 
tone averts heaviness. As skipper on a voyage around the harbor, he brings in 
historical facts gathered from earlier writers. To these he adds his own recollections 
and opinions—and enthusiasm. Readers today can easily tell how successfully 
Keith opened the eyes of students (and teachers) in the early 1980s. Then his book 
undergirded trips aboard the skipjack Minnie V. Now this edition retains the vigor 
of a lively classroom. The book is not a coffee table paperweight, nor a dry, 
academic treatise. 

Johns Hopkins $16.95 

Richard G. Slattery and Douglas R. Woodward's The Montgomery Focus: A Late 
Woodland Potomac River Culture assembles field reports and photographs. Of inter- 
est to students of native American culture in the Potomac Valley. 

Archeological Society of Maryland, $18 

Paul H. Smith, Garard W. Gawalt, and Ronald M. Gephart have completed work 
on volume 19 of the Letters of Delegates to Congress, covering 1 August 1782 to 11 
March 1783. Among other subjects, the letters discuss Robert Morris's funding 
plan, Kentucky statehood, the large states' cession of western lands, treaties with 
friendly foreign nations, and of course the intractable problem of Continental 
finances. 

Library of Congress, $35 

"Nothing shows more clearly that political leaders intended the debates of the 
House of Representatives to be open to the public than the inclusion of a public 
gallery in the renovation of New York's City Hall as Federal Hall," write the editors 
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of the Documentary History of the First Federal Congress series. Ninety feet long and 
two and one-half stories high, the gallery projected fifteen feet into the House 
chamber and was known as "the palladium of liberty." The public proved so avid 
in its attendance that visitors at times became a nuisance, cracking and chewing 
nuts during speeches and then, as some listeners left and others entered, crunching 
underfoot the shells that littered the gallery floor. Congressmen also complained 
of inaccuracies in newspaper accounts of their speeches and for a time banished 
reporters from the gallery. Journalists soon resumed their seats, however, speakers 
began supplying the press with copies of important addresses, and the quality of 
newspaper reports apparently improved. Volumes 12 and 13 of this highly ac- 
claimed documentary edition cover Congress's second session, from January to 
August 1790. In this critical period, among other important issues. Congress 
debated Hamilton's report on the public credit, federal assumption of state Revolu- 
tionary War debts, and antislavery petitions from Pennsylvania Quakers. The 
editors once more have assembled the most complete and reliable text of the 
debates by examining a variety of sources: stenographer Thomas Lloyd's shor- 
thand notes, the official Congressional Register, and various newspaper accounts. 

Johns Hopkins, $49.95 each 

John M. Levinson and Somers G. Headley have lovingly produced a 140-page 
essay-with color-photos entitled Shorebirds: The Birds, the Hunters, the Decoys. Robert 
Verity Clem's paintings offer brightly colored images of the birds that live along 
the eastern seaboard of the United States. A section on how hunters stalk their 
prey will interest students of Chesapeake Bay outdoor life. Chapters on decoys 
cover the craft from New England to North Carolina. Great gift book for hunters 
and naturalists alike. 

Tidewater, $49.95 

"Doctors, who they were when they used to be!" begins Margaret K. Fresco's 
Doctors of St. Mary's County, 1634-1900. Fresco offers biographical sketches of 
dozens of physicians of the oldest Maryland county and supplies illustrations of 
fifteen. Marylanders with roots in St. Mary's and students of early Maryland 
medicine will want a copy. 

Privately published, $35 

In Praise of Common Things: Lizette Woodworth Reese Revisited, the work of Robert 
J. Jones, retired radio and television personality, collects Reese's poetry into one 
volume with a friendly introduction. Reese, whom H. L. Mencken greatly admired, 
does not attract much notice today but deserves to be remembered and read, the 
editor argues. School libraries lacking Reese materials will welcome this book, as 
will Reese's many admirers in her native Maryland. 

Greenwood, $42.95 
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Dr. J. Roy Guyther of Mechanicsville, Maryland, has published an account of 
Charlotte Hall School, 1774-1976, a small book exploring the background of the old 
St. Mary's County institution. First, provincials had plans for an infirmary near 
the cool springs that emerge at the site, then the assembly chartered a school at the 
springs, under the auspices of the Anglican church. Guyther writes of curriculum, 
faculty, student life, and the exciting events that mark the school's long record; 
appendices include a list of alumni, not all graduates, which omits dates of 
attendance. Graduates of Charlotte Hall should have this volume in their libraries. 

Privately published, $12 

Gary W. Gallagher, who has collected essays on the Battle of Antietam and studied 
the Civil War in the Shenandoah Valley, has written a helpful introduction to a 
two-volume, paperback facsimile reprint of Jennings Cropper Wise's classic The 
Long Arm of Lee; or The History of the Artillery of the Army of Northern Virginia, first 
published in 1915. These books belong to a series that makes old-favorite histories 
of the Civil War available to nearly everyone. 

Nebraska, $14.95, $15.95 



Letters to the Editor 

On 11 September 1992 Willie Lee Rose, professor of American history, retired 
from Johns Hopkins University, where she has taught for two decades. Distin- 
guished historian of the American South, Willie Lee Rose is well known among all 
historians. I met her in the fall of 1955, when we were introduced by Lilly 
Lavarelio, the departmental secretary in Oilman 318, the old departmental office. 
But I did not really come to know Willie for another decade when we both came 
to Johns Hopkins as faculty. Our friendship really began on Friday afternoons. I 
walked home via Northfield Place where Willie and Bill Rose lived. There is a 
splendid line of Sycamore trees as you climb the hill to the house. Invariably, I 
found Bill seated on the front steps with Rufus wagging his tail. Bill summoned 
me in; Willie descended from her study; and the ice soon rattled in the shaker. It 
was Dry Martini time. How vivid are those afternoons in the sunroom—the scrape 
of the iron chairs on the red brick floor, a map of the United States that might have 
decorated a Union general's headquarters, and the incongruous melody of Bos- 
tonian and Virginia accents! Conversation touched history, people, and above all, 
politics. We were New Deal Democrats through and through and Bill was espe- 
cially vitriolic or "principled" depending on your point of view. After an hour or 
more, I phoned Elborg and the four of us had dinner together. 

In retrospect these were halcyon years for all four of us—the 1970s, a vast 
improvement over the graduate grind of the 50s. A high point in our friendship 
was a trip to Hilton Head in the Sea Islands between Charleston and Savannah. 
Willie and Bill had found a house on the Ocean with an elegant line of tall palms 
stretching along the sand beach as far as the eye could see. Bill drove golf balls on 
the beach and Rufus scampered after them. On special occasions like this Willie 
was cuisiniere, and a splendid cook she was. The meticulous care, creativity, and 
elegance of Willie's prose was present in her cuisine as in everything she did. 

But the week at Hilton Head was not one long beach party. It was primarily a 
tour of the region where Willie had researched her book Rehearsal for Reconstruction. 
The placenames in her book gained visual immediacy—Port Royal, Saint Helena, 
Coffin's Point, the Brick Church, the school house, the remains of the Tombee 
Plantations. At the core of this complex of islands is Beaufort. Approaching by the 
narrow bridge from Saint Helena's, Willie drew our attention to the rows of stately 
mansions, framed in Spanish moss and bougainvillea, equal in elegance to those 
of Charleston and even Natchez. Willie signalled the mansion at the end of the 
bridge; "That is where the commander of the Union army was housed." There 
was nothing tragic in the tone of her voice, a trait so common to Southern white 
tour guides. On the contrary, the phrase carried the message of "a job to be done." 
In the end, for all their faults, Willie was on the side of those evangelical Bos- 
tonians—Quakers, Unitarians, Gideonites—teachers like Harriett Murray dedi- 
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cated to educating the new freedmen, freedwomen, and especially the African- 
American children. 

Willie Rose has a wry humor which, along with her sense of elegance and defense 
of the proprieties, has carried her through stormy times. On one occasion when 
she was invited to Yale University, she was to have lunch at an all-male Yale club. 
After much embarrassing delay when it was discovered that Professor Rose was a 
woman, Willie observed—no doubt with a pronounced Virginia accent—"Why, in 
Virginia we settled this business long ago." I recall another episode when Willie 
had written a very careful and diplomatic review of Alex Haley's Roots. She praised 
Roots as an excellent historical novel, a tour de force in that genre. No professional 
historian could miss her point. After reading it, Haley telephoned and heaped 
vociferous appreciation on Willie's words. Later Willie mused: "This is what is 
known as a smoothering embrace—a clever man this Haley." A final example of 
Willie's esprit. Eugene Genovese, given at times to lavish locker-room language, 
was not quite sure how to deal with what appeared to him as a Southern Lady who 
wrote with class. He was put at ease by Willie's cryptic remark: "Don't you worry 
Gene, I can hack it." 

The late 70s and early 80s dealt Willie two heavy blows—a stroke after her return 
from Oxford in 1978 and Bill's death a few years later. To elegance and wit, add 
endurance to Willie's stock of qualities. 

On Friday afternoons at 5 P.M. Willie still "receives" Elborg and me to her 
apartment on Greenway. There are only three of us now seated, it seems, among 
a mass of potted plants. Fitting the times, we have changed to chablis and French 
cheeses, but Willie's elegance and attention to the proprieties are undiminished. 
Her acting ability has actually improved. Lacking the proper word at times, Willie 
moves to pantomime. She is particularly good mimicking generals Sherman or 
Patton, a Southern Lady, or a "po-white." Willie has a wry smile when she thinks 
of Gone with the Wind and hums the theme song of the film—sometimes gesturing 
like Scarlett defiantly holding up a fistful of the soil of Tara. 

But let there be no mistake about it. Scarlet O'Hara is not Willie's heroine. After 
Lincoln—and maybe even ahead of him—is Susie King, the defiant black slave who 
refused to sleep with the man her master had assigned to her for breeding. It is 
not by chance that the word "endure" appears often in Willie's work. 

Join me in saluting Willie Lee Rose—scholar, colleague, friend. 
Robert Forster 

Baltimore 

About Captain Smith's cownose ray in the most recent issue ofMdHM: I caught 
one with a thirty-nine inch wingspread last August, and my uncle, Don Carpenter 
(retired Lieut. Col. U.S.M.C.) made me famous for fifteen minutes (xerox en- 
closed). Prof. Klink implies that ray doesn't taste good ("As for its edibility. Smith 
must have enjoyed the revenge of eating it rather more than its taste"—p. 295). 
link tells me that when some people buy sea scallops in a fish market, what they 
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really get is ray meat, taken off its wings with a cookie cutter. And while crossing 
the Atlantic on the lie de France in the late 50s, I chose aile de raie from the menu, 
served with a cream sauce and delicious. 

Wallace Shugg 
Catonsville 



Notices 

MARYLAND HISTORICAL SOCIETY BOOK PRIZE 

Each year the Maryland Historical Society awards a prize of $1,000 to the author 
or editor of the published work that it deems to be the most distinguished to have 
appeared in the preceding two years. Publishers nominate titles for the prize and 
are asked to submit four copies of each entry. Deadline for the 1993 award is 1 
March. 

MARITIME HISTORY CONTEST 

The Maritime Committee of the Maryland Historical Society and the University 
of Maryland Educational Fund are pleased to announce the fourth annual Mary- 
land Maritime History Essay Contest, the purpose of which is to stimulate research 
in Maryland maritime history. Subjects that prospective authors might consider 
include all aspects of Maryland seafaring: ships, sailing vessels, steamboats, small 
craft, and their equipment, cargoes, passengers carried on Maryland vessels, naval 
officers and crew, maritime shipping, transportation, ports and economics, naval 
activities and maritime law. Papers should rely on primary source materials, not 
exceed 6,000 words in length and follow the contributer's guidelines listed in the 
spring 1989 issue oiMaryland Historical Magazine. The deadline for submission will 
be 29 May 1993 with the winners announced in the fall of 1993. Cash awards will 
be given. Participants must submit four copies of their paper to the Maritime Essay 
Contest, the Maryland Historical Society, 201 W. Monument Street, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21201. For further information, call Byrne Waterman or Cathy Rogers 
at the Historical Society, (410)685-3750. 

SOUTHERN MARYLAND STUDIES CENTER SEEKS DOCUMENTS 

The Southern Maryland Studies Center is seeking to expand its collection of 
nineteenth century manuscripts particularly relating to the Mitchell/Jenifer family. 
If you have information about Mitchell family papers from Charles County, please 
call Sally Barley at (301)934-2251 or 870-3008, ext. 610. 

VIRGINIA HISTORICAL SOCIETY FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM 

The Virginia Historical Society's Fellowship Program provides short-term finan- 
cial assistance to selected scholars. Awards granted under this program are the 
Andrew W. Mellon Research Fellowships, the Betty Saras Christian Fellowships in 
business history, and the Sydney and Frances Lewis Fellowships in women's studies. 
All 1993 grants will be awarded to scholars who are not residents of central Virginia. 

482 



Notices 483 

For further information, contact Nelson D. Lankford, chairman, research fellow- 
ship committee, Virginia Historical Society, at (804)358-4901. 

"A REPUBLIC FOR THE AGES" SYMPOSIUM 

The United States Capitol Historical Society, in cooperation with the National 
Gallery of Art and the Architect of the Capitol, will sponsor a symposium entitled 
"A Republic for the Ages" in March of 1993. There will be numerous speakers, and 
the proceedings will be open to interested persons free of charge. No advance 
registration is required. For additional information, write Dr. Ronald Hoffman, 
Institute of Early American History and Culture, P.O. Box 220, Williamsburg, VA 
23187. 



Picture Puzzle 

Challenge your knowledge of Maryland's history. What is the location of this 
graveyard? Please be as specific as possible. Send your answers to: 

Prints and Photographs Division 
Maryland Historical Society 
201 W. Monument Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 

The Fall 1992 Picture Puzzle shows Porter Road on the grounds of the United 
States Naval Academy in Annapolis around 1915. The Chapel, completed by 1908, 
appears to the right of the image. 
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