INTRODUCTION vii

Council. The organization of the jurisdiction in 1694 appears to have been
a revival.

This record will be seen to include full transcriptions of proceedings in
the courts from which the cases were removed for review, together with
narrations of proceedings in the reviewing court; and it contains a few
records of decisions of the Privy Council in England as the final tribunal at
home. In addition, there are notes of admissions of attorneys to practice
before this court; votes of judges are recorded in some instances; and a
few remarks from the bench are preserved. The book is not, however, a law
report, of the nature of those that form so large a part of the equipment of
modern lawyers in English-speaking countries, and it cannot serve the pur-
poses of a report, for often the grounds of decision are not made known.
The practice of delivering explanatory opinions or judgments had not
yet come into being.! Eight of the cases in this book were reported by the
first reporters of Maryland decisions,? but the arguments and explanations
needed for the reporting were gleaned from notebooks left by attorneys
who took part in the litigation.®

1. THE ProvinciAL CHARTER

It was the obvious design of the charter granted to Lord Baltimore to
erect in the province another great franchise, with the large measure of
autonomy vested in the county palatine of Durham before 1536, when, by
act of parliament, the ancient privileges of the bishop had been abridged.*
Such was the grant:

All, and singular such, and as ample Rights, Jurisdictions, Privileges, Preroga-
tives, Royalties, Immunities, and royal Rights, and temporal Franchises whatso-
ever, as well by Sea as by Land . . . to be had, exercised, used, and enjoyed, as any
Bishop of Durham, within the Bishoprick or County Palatine of Durham, in our
Kingdom of England, ever heretofore hath had, held, used, or enjoyed, or of Right
could, or ought to have, hold, use, or enjoy.®

thereafter, described the court as “in the Council Chamber,” as did the old form of writ in
parliament: in camera consilii vocata le council chamber. Placita Latine Rediviva (1661), p. g14.
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