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THE COUNTIES OF MARYLAND, THEIR ORIGIN,
BOUNDARIES, AND ELECTION DISTRICTS
BY

EDWARD B. MATHEWS

INTRODUCTORY.

The counties in Maryland occupy a far more important position than
do similar political divisions in many other states of the Union. This
prominence of the county is due primarily to the fact that in Maryland it
serves ag the unit of division of the territory of the State and is not
formed by the combination of gmaller integral units, as is the case in the
North and West, where townships with their own local political organiza-
tion are the units of political division. Where townships exist they are
united to form a county and the county organization is accordingly more
general and less complete than is the ease in this State. Maryland pos-
cesses incorporated towns and villages analogous to those of other parts of

the United States but the nearest analogue to a township—the election

distriet—is not a political unit with its own individual government, hut
is rather a precinct serving for election and other purposes within the
county. In Virginia the counties are often composed of several Hun-
dreds or Parishes which become the local units in popular consideration if
not in political government.

A second reason why the county ig of unusual importance in Maryland
and one or two other states arises from the agricultural occupations of
the people and the widely scattered settlement of individuals of culture
and cosmopolitan interests.  These are wont {o refer to their residences
as in a given county rather than near some insignificant town or cross-
roads which serves as a post office address. Targe towns, as a rule, are

unavailable for such close loeation of residence.



420 Tre Countizs or MARYLAND

This importance of a county is not of recent development for it may
be detected among the earlier records of the first settlers along the
Potomae. Yet, in spite of the prominent place which the counties occupy
in the popular parlance, there are few subjects regarding the origin of
which there is more uncertain knowledge on the part of the loeal inhabi-
tant. The date of erection of the home county and the manner in which
it was set apart are alike but vagnely known. This ignorance is doubt-
less due in great measure to the age of the counties and the many modes
of incorporating or erecting them which have been employed. These
have varied from the personal announcement of the Proprietor, as in
the case of old Worcester County, to formal legislative enactment or the
ingertion of mew sections in the constitution of the State by the dele-
gates at constitutional conventions. The original limits of the counties
are often vaguely known or actually undeterminable, while in several
instances, such as Baltimore County, there exist no extant records indi-
cating exactly the manner or time of their erection. The nearest it is
possible to come to the date of the formation of some is based upon the
finding of the name or the reference to some county official in the con-
temporaneous legal records.

The preparation of large scale maps of the counties of the State by
the Maryland Geological Survey has necessitated the exact delimitation
of the counties and thig in turn has called for the careful study of the
legal records relating to them and their boundaries from the settle-
ment of the State in April, 1634, to the present day. The results of

these investigations are summarized in the following pages.

Tive or Exgoring CouNTIES,

Among the first impressions received from a study of the records
dealing with the origin of the individual county is the fact that there
has been apparent no single well established mode of procedure by
which the counties have come into being and that the great majority of
the twenty-three counties, with Baltimore City, which now constitute
the State of Maryland, were already erected prior to the Revolution and

OLd
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the larger part ol them prior to the beginning of the eighteenth

century.

It has been customary in enumerating the counties of the State to

arrange them according to the dates of their erection and this arrange-

ment is the one most familiar on account of its constant use in legisla-

tive roll calls. The origin of the names of the counties together with the

dates of their formation and their areas ave given in the following

table:

Counties.

St. Mary's.......

Kent .ivsaayen
Anne Arundel....

Calvert oooionin
Charles .........
Baltimore .......

PAIDOL - vvvssvwns
Somerset .......

Dorchester ......

Prince George's..
GQueen Anne's. ...
Woreester ......
Frederick .......
Caroline ........

Harvford: «uciewnws
Washington .....
Montgomery ....
Allegany ........
Carroll .........
Howard ki
Wieomicd ...

aarrett .....0000

Origin of Name,

In honor of the Virgin Mary, the landing
having been made on the Feast of the
Annuneiation ...

After the English county....o.ooiveeenenn

After the Lady Anne Arundel, wife of
Ceciliug, second Lord Baltimore,.......

After the family name of the Proprietary.

After Charles, Lord Baltimore...........

From the Propriefary’s Irish Barony
(Celtic bilte mor; i. e. the large town).

After Grace Talbot, daughter of George,
first Lord Baltimore,.................

After Mary Somerset, sister of Lord Balti-
1 T ——

After Barl Dorset, a family friend of the
CRlverts s s o e IR e

After the forename of the second Lord
BRIIORE 1055550 0 wieih mas wona: o s e, m- gm0 50

After Prince George of Denmark.........

After Queen Anne of England............

After the Harl of Worcester..............

After Frederick, heir apparent...........

After Lady Calvert, sister of the last Lord
Baltimore e el s e s st i

After Henry Harford, last Proprietary...

After General Washington...............

After General Montgomery............u.

From Oolikhanna; i. e, beautiful stream..

After Charles Carroll of Carrollton.......

After Col. John Eager Howard, the elder.

After the river of that name, from wicko,
house, and mekee, building; i. e. re-
ferring to an Indian town on the banks.

After John W, Garrett..............co.0.

= . Arealn
Drate of SRR
formation, e
1637 269.1
1642 281.0
1650 430.4
1658 462.0
1659 646.8
1662 267.1
1666 A28.6
1668 BT73.2
1674 A74.6
1695 4746
1706 363.4
1742 491.5
1748 660.0
1773 3174
1773 459.8
1776 457.3
1776 Hh17.6
1789 440.5
1836 445.3
1851 249.1
1867 368.9
1872 681.0

; es W65
1650 1 216.8
"_-L___'_,r &M

Patiyant3.

Lsmy-phrd]


file:///Jueen

422 T1r CouNTIES 0F MARYLAND

The arrangement in the table brings out in broad lines the general
order of settlement within the State. First there comes St. Mary’s
County, representing the lonely settlement on the Potomae, then that of
Kent, indieating the division of the Stale into an eastern and a western
ghore, Following this the western shore is divided into units suitable
to local government, Anne Arvundel representing the Puritans on the
Severn, Calvert that on the Patuxent, and Charles that on the Potomac
above St. Mary’s,  Baltimore County with its wide extent at the fime
of its formation, included portions of the eastern and western shores
and represented the settlements at the head of the Chesapeake. TFol-
fowing its establishment came the preliminary division of the eastern
shore, the settlements hiere being grouped by the necks of land between
the dominant rivers vather than by the contignity of the opposite sides
of a single river as wag the case on the western shore. Subsequent to the
crection of Prince George’s County at fhe elose of the seventeenth cen-
fury, the erection of new counties has been in the nature of the subdivis-
ion of the territory assigned to some earlier-formed county, the subdi-
vision heing required hy inerease in population and knowledge regarding

the given ferritory.

Murton or Erperive CoUNTIES.

The following lists arranged according to the methods employed in
erecting the several counties serve as an interesting indication of the
irregularities of method pursued.  The Governor, usnally with the
asgent of the Couneil and frequently at the instigation of the Proprie-
tary, apparently ordered the erection of the following counties:

St Mary's.! Charles.

Kent. Somerset.
Charles (old). Durham.
Calvert. Worcester (old).

In the foregoing cases notice ol the erection of the various counties

*The first evidence of these several counties is as follows:
St Mary's....... Commission issued to sheriff June 20, 1637. Md. Arch,
a: 61,
Temporarily called Potomae 1654-1658,
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may have been promulgated by proclamation of the Governor, but only
one instance, that of Cecil County, is now to be found. In this case two
proclamations were issued,” the first proclamation erecting the county,
the second modifying the limits first assigned. In both cases the proe-
lamation was issued in the name of the Captain General.

The most frequently observed method in the formation of the coun-
ties was by Act of Assembly although the dominant participations of the
popular branch of the government, except in the case of Anne Arundel
County and the aets of the Cromwellian government, are later than
those of the Governor and Council. The following counties were erected
through the action of the General Assembly:

Foanll oo caiiiey Commission issued to Commander August 2, 1642, Md.
Arch., 3: 105.

There had been a sheriff for the Isle of Kent, ag a Hundred
of 8t. Mary's County, since Feb. 9, 1637-1638.

Charles (old)....Order in Council Oct. 3, 1650. Issued at the direct instiga-
tion of Lord Baltimore. This county was on the south
side of Patuxent River and included parts of what are
now St. Mary's, Charles, and Prince George's counties.
Md. Arch., 3: 259.

Calvert .....iven Order in Counecil July 3, 16564, Md. Areh., 3: 308.
Temporarily called Patuxent County 16564-1658. Md. Arch.,
1: 841,
Charies’ ... . ansa Order in Council April 13, 16568. Md. Arch., 2: 341,
Not the same territory as the earlier Charles County.
Bomersel ....... Order in Council August 22, 1666, Md. Arch,, 3: 553.
DUPRAM:  osvsvnns Order in Council October 22, 1669. - Md. Arch., 5: 108.

Intended to include the northern part of what is now the
State of Delaware.

Worcester (old). (Unnamed) Order in Council October 22, 1669, Md. Arch.,
b: 57,

Also (by name) Order in Council July 19, 1672. Md. Arch.,
5: 108,

The limits assigned to these two Worcesier counties were
different and neither Worcester nor Durham County was
ever fully organized or represented In the Maryland As-
sembly. Their erection was proposed by Lord Baltimore
to offset the aggressions of the representatives of the
Duke of York on the Delaware which was claimed under
the Maryland charter.

2 June 6, 1674, Md. Arch., 15: 39; June 19, 1674, Md. Arch., 15: 41.
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Anne Arundel .......... (1650) Aets of Assembly, 1650, Ch. 8.

Providence .......oouan (16564) £ 1654, * 17,

Petuxent .o (1654) * o 1664, “ 17.

Potomae ............... (16h4) T 1654, * 17.

Prince George's......... (1695) * ® 1695, * 134,

Queen ANne’s........... CITo6) " o 1706, *“ 3

Woreester ............. (1748)y *» o 1742, * 14,

Frederiek .,ouoiocooan (1748) . 1748, * 15.

Caroline: ..oewisn s (177%) - " (Nov. sess. ), 1773, Ch. 6.
Harford . .............. (1773) = o 4 1773, 10,
Allegany sovussswiasmssy (17889) $ L 1789, * 29.
CRAEOM  ccmmmmscimammae (18a6)y o " 1886, 19,
Garrett ,....coviunrnans (1872) * £ i 1872, * 212,

Four counties have been erceted by constitutional conventions, two of
them being made by the constitutional convention of 1776, one by the
second constitutional convention, 1850, and one by the fourth, 1867,
The counties thus erected ave as follows:

Washington .......... (1776) Howard ........coveu.n (1850)
MONtEOMEry ... aas (1776) Wicomico: <cievesvisa (1867)

Washington and Montgomery were creeted prior to the completion of
Lthe first constitution out ol previously recognized ** districts “of Ired-
erick County.  Howard and Wicomico were erected by the adoption of
sections i the respective constitutions.

The records regarding the erection of three of the counties are entirely
lacking or so incomplete that nothing can be told as to the way they
woere erected, but from the dates it i2 probable that the form pursued
was that of an order of the Governor in Council.  The evidence of their
existence s lirst chown in each instance by the record of the issuance
of writs to the sheriffs of the several counties, the names of the new
counties appearing for the first time in the lists.  Baltimore, Talbot,
and  Dorehester counties are the three with incomplete records. One
may gain some conception of the limits originally decreed by subsequent
incidents, but in no one of (he cases are the bounds gpecified by the origi-

nal Aet known!'

“The first evidence of the existence of these counties is in writs issued to
the sheriff on the following dates:
Baltimore, Jan. 12, 16569/60, Md., Arch., 1: 381,
Talbot, Feb. 18, 1661 /62, Md. Arch., 1: 425,
Dorchester, Feh. 16, 1668 /69, Md. Arch., 2: 448,
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The methods governing the erection of counties subsequent to the
American Revolution have been determined by the various constitutions.

The Constitution of 1776 containg no provision for the erection of
new counties, if apparently being the consensus of the Convention that
the work which they had already done in dividing Frederick County
into three parts by the ereetion of Washington and Montgomery coun-
ties met all the requirements at that time. This first Constitution of
the State remained in force until the adoption of the second Constitu-
tion in 1850. It was, however, very much modified by the Acts of 1836,
Chapter 197, which changed in great measure the organic law of the
State with respect to the election of governor and other matters.
Although the Act grouped the counties info three gubernatorial dis-
triets and changed the representation of the towns, by including them in
certain insfances within the county, no change was made in the limits
of the counties then existing and no general law was laid down as to the
manner of erecting new counties.

The Constitution of 1850 devotes a special article to new counties in
which it erects Tloward District, which up fo this time had been a part
of Anne Arundel County, into Howard County, and provides for the
erection of a new county with the limits now possessed by Garrett
County whenever the territory so described should include a population of
10,000, and the majority of the electors should desire to separate and
form such a new county. There is, however, no provision made for the
formation of new counties in the future.

The Constitution of 1864 provided for the organization of new coun-
ties by vesting the power in the General Assembly. They were also
empowered to move the county seat or change the county boundaries
under certain limitations. At this time it was provided that no new
county should contain less than 400 square miles or less than 10,000
white inhabitants, a provision which still remains in our Constitution of
1867. The second section of Article 10 in the Constitution of 1864
states: “The General Assembly shall provide by general law for divid-
ing the counties into townships or permanent municipal eorporations in

place of the existing election districts, preseribing their limits and con-
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fiding to them all powers necessary for the management of their public
local concerns,” This apparently mandatory provision of the Consti-
tution does not appear to have been carried out as the election districts
still exist.

The Constitution of 1867, which is still in force, provided for the
erection of Wicomico County and repeated the general provision for the
organization of new counties, the localization and removal of county seats,
and the changing of county lines; vesting the power as before in the
General Assembly. The same provisions were also made to the effect
that no new county should contain less than 400 gquare miles and that no
existing county should have its territory reduced fo less than the game
amount. This limiting clause practically forbids the General Assembly
to erect any new county in the State of Maryland without a readjustment
of several of the now existing counties. The largest countieg at the
present time are Garrett (681 sq. m.), Frederick (660), Baltimore
(647), Dorchester (573), Montgomery (518), and Worecester (492).
The division of Garrett into two counties with the addition of a small
amount of Allegany is not possible since Allegany County has only 40
gquare miles to spare. Even if it in turn encroached upon Washington
County the total area of these three contiguous counties is not sufficient
to make an additional county of the size required without the reduection
of existing counties below the limit provided.

A mnew county might be organized out of a portion of Frederick
County but to do so it would be necessary to reduce Montgomery and
either Washington or Carroll counties.

The rapid increase in population in the vicinity of Baltimore and the
present large territory of Baltimore County might develop the necessity
for the organization of an additional county in this part of the State,
but according to the laws as they now exist this would be quite difficult
gince if Carroll, Harford, and Anne Arundel counties gave up their sur-
plus, above the preseribed minimum, there would still be less area than
is required for a new county.

Dorchester County, with its 573 square miles extends over a much
wider territory on account of its estuaries and islands, yet from it no new
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county could be easily erected in accordance with the present law. Tal-
bot, Caroline, and Wicomico, the counties contiguous to Dorchester are
all less than 400 square miles in extent and could therefore yield noth-
ing for a new county.

From these facts it would appear that if occasion demands additional
counties—a somewhat remote possibility—it would be necessary to amend
the Constitution as it now exists.

Erzcrion DI1STRIOTS.

Each of the counties is divided into a series of election districts
which in turn may be further subdivided into election precinets for the
convenience of the voters. Prior to 1800 the entire population of the
State was scarcely more than a quarter of a million and the voting popu-
lation was much smaller. Moreover, the government of the State was
such that voters had fewer questions presented to them than at present.
There was apparently inconvenience for many voters in the exercise of
their suffrage but the county was regarded a sufficiently small unit for
electoral purposes. In 1798 a law* was passed dividing the nineteen
counties as they existed into election distriets.. Before this law counld
become effective it was necessary to pass an act of confirmation® and
subsequently commissions * to subdivide the various counties were author-
ized. The counties and Baltimore City were divided as follows:

1008,

Elaetiull;; l%:ilat‘.ric.ts. Election districts, Precincts
I it 200 Sy e e s e 6 28 42
Anne Arundel’ .......c.oiovean 5 T i6
Baltimore (CRtY® ... vineanmanies 8 24 T
Baltimore County .............. 7 15 49
LB ) e A e N e S e 3 3 4
B TR A A R T R 3 8 9
R O e e e — 13 21
B e s b i s A sttt 4 9 12
28R e (G SR 1 4 9 9
BTEHORTET 5 L st s - 3 17 22
WEOHBEITIE s .o a'sisiavain s iis bainsrarinala ‘i 26 38

* Acts of 1798, Ch. 115. * Acts of 1799, Ch. 48, ® Acts of 1799, Ch. b0,

* Not created until 1836, included in Frederick and Baltimore counties.
* Separated from Baltimore county by Convention of 1850.
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1908,
El{!t'-t-[i;ll;”g‘iﬂtricts. ‘I—Electiun districts. Precincts.

Gayrelt i e —F 14 14
Harford . voooseesaamis e b 6 16
Howard .......coviiiiniininnnns — 6 7
BEARE: e SR R e & 7 11
MONtgomery ....covvsivvnvaiass b 13 16
Prince George's .........ooeven. b 17 18
Queen: ANNAM: coiiEaEE ST 3 T 9
B MATY'E vvenmaism e s 3 9 10
SOMErSet o .vvvrenrrrnrrenennran 0 15 17
TBRIBOL: sassmsmanamnasvemTeieEs 4 b 14
WEBREAEEOR. . avnnos-eme i mems b 25 3
Wieomico: ssiiaivianrns e — 14 14
WOreester: v sas svbes il 5 9 9

Total s aneyaraT 91 306 725

The total number of election districts including the wards of Balti-
more City numbered 91 while the corresponding units to-day number
306 and many of them are divided into election precinets of which
there are 317 in Baltimore City alone. The facilities for voting
have been inereased nearly eight times while the population has increased
searcely three and the area has remained constant. Since at the same
time the means of communication have greatly improved it is evident
fhat the voter of to-day demands more in the way of ease in voling to
induece participation in public alfairs.

The methods employed in increasing the election districts and pre-
cinets have varied somewhat but not as widely as in the case of the eree-
tion of countics. Prior to 1836 the change in the eleetion distriets of a
county was equivalent to a constitutional amendment and required a
confirmatory act by a subsequent General Assembly.  Sinee that date
this has not been necessary and the usual rule has been to increase the
number of electibn districts by specific acts of the General Assembly
which have not received confirmation by subsequent legislation. In a

few cases general laws have been infroduced vesting the power to change

® Not erected until 1872, included in Allegany County.
Y Not erected until 1850, included in Anne Arundel County.
W Not erected until 1867, included in Somerset and Worcester counties.
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the election distriets in the Board of County Commissioners. Thus
Washington County in 1860 authorized its County Commissioners fo
erect new election distriets whenever necessary. In Charles County the
Commissioners have been authorized to change the lines on petition
since 1870 but apparently do not have the power to erect new districts.
The County Commissioners in Calverf and Talbot counties are author-
ized to divide the present election districts into precincts to meet the
requirements, while this power is conferred upon the election super-
visors in Harford County.

The fact that the election distriet is frequently modified by increas-
ing the number of election precinets within it and also the fact that the
number of election districts has little or nothing to do with the delegated
powers of representation, except as a general means of designating units
of territory, would seem to indicate that it is Josing its significance as a
political subdivision since it possesses no organie political life within
itself as in the case of townships which occupy analogous positions in
other states.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE COUNTIES.
ALLEGANY COUNTY.
Few counties in the State have a less varied history regarding their
boundaries and none were erected with simpler phraseology. According
to the Acts of the Assembly passed in 1789:

All that part of Washington County which lies to the westward of Sideling
Hill ereek, shall be and is hereby erected into a new county by the name of
Allegany County.

That brief statement indicates the early settlements of Allegany
County as constituting a part of its eastern neighbors. Prior to 1776,
when Waghington County was erected, the rapidly inereasing number of
inhabitants in the vicinity of Fort Cumberland had been residents of
Frederick County with the county seat at Frederick.  Subsequent to its
formation, until the erection of Garrett County in 1872, the Allegany
County courts exercised jurisdiction over all the western section of the
State, including Garrett County. The houndary line between Garrett
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and Allegany counties, first stated in the Constitution of 1850, is defined
by the Acts of Assemibly of 1872 as a straight line beginning at the sum-
mit of Big Backbone or Savage Mountain, where that mountain is
crossed by the Mason and Dixon line, to the middle of Savage River
where it empties into the Potomac. Various altempts have been made
to run the line which should fit these conditions. The County Surveyor
of Allegany County began such a line at the mouth of Savage River but
intersected the Mason and Dixon line on Little Savage Mountain more
than three-quarters of a mile west of where the law indicates. This is
known as the Chisholm line. Somewhat later in 1878 the County Sur-
veyor of Garrett County began a line at the northern terminus, or the
intersection of the crest of Big Savage Mountain and the Mason and
Dixon line, and ran southward toward the mouth of Savage River. It
came out in the vicinity of Westernport, something less than a mile east
of the desired point. In 1898 a line was marked which was not only a
straight line but connected the two points specified in the original law
erecting Garrett County. Because of certain technicalities this line was
repudiated by the Allegany County Court and an attempt was made in
the Legislature of 1906 to validate this line if the voters of Garrett
County saw fit to do so. Since this Act did not specify the place of vot-
ing for such as might be transferred from Allegany to Garrett County
it has recently been held that the line run in 1898 in accordance with
the original Aet is still invalid. :

The northern boundary of Allegany County is formed by a portion of
the famous Mason and Dixon line which was run prior to the American
Revolution to seftle the dispute befween the proprietaries of Pennsyl-
vania and Maryland. The original line was marked by stone monuments
east of Allegany County, but from Sideling Hill on, the difficulties of
transporting the stones which had heen brought from England became
too great. Within the last few years this historic line has been resur-
veyed and stone monuments have been placed to mark its position.

The gouthern boundary of Allegany County, which is at the same time
the houndary between Maryland and West Virginia, follows the right
" bank of the Potomae River. whose waters are a part of Allegany County.
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ALLEGANY COUNTY ELEOTION DISTRICTS.

County divided into 6 election districts.

Confirms Acts of 1798 Ch. 115.

Commission appointed to divide county into 6 election dis-
tricts.

Commission appointed to make changes who report to County
Clerk.

Polling place of 2d election district changed from Simpkins
to Selbysport.

Polling place of 4th election distriet changed.

Inecreases election districts from 6 to 8.

Confirms Acts of 1816 Ch. 32.

Commission appointed to divide into 8 election districts and
to report to County Clerk.

Line between 1st and 4th election districts changed to be as
follows:

“Commencing at some point on Savage River above the
present settlement; thence crossing the back bone, above
the mouth of Crabb Tree Run; thence crossing the state
road about a mile above George Smar’s, and to the north
branch of Potomae, at or near the mouth of Laurel Run.”

County divided into 9 districts the additional district coming
off the Tth and 8th. No change in 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. The
new election places to be Oldtown, Isaac Osmun’s near
Fifteen Mile Creek and Walter Slicer’'s Tavern.

Confirms Acts of 1824 Ch. 67.

Commission appointed to review distriets, to make alterations
and to report to County Court.

Confirms Acts of 1832 Ch. 252.

Commission appointed to subdivide district No. 1 and to erect
new distriet.

Supplementary act authorizing the commission to select a
place of election in distriet No. 10 and to report to County
Clerk.

Line between 4th and 5th election districts changed to

“run from the head of Jackson's Run, near the top of
Dan’s Mountain to the mouth thereof, thence with
George's Creek to the mouth of Ayer's Run, thence with
said last mentioned run to the head thereof, on Savage
Mountain.

Commission appointed to revigse and alter the divisional lines
between election districts No. 1 and No. 10, to change the
place of holding the elections, and to report to Allegany
County Court. Repealed by Acts of 1839 Ch. 1. Re-enacted
by Acts of 1840 Ch. 102,

Repeals Acts of 1837 Ch. 183 and revives Acts of 1835 Ch. 44.
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Repeals Acts of 1839 Ch, 1 reviving Acts of 1837 Ch, 183.
Line between the 1st and 4th election district changed as
follows:

“Commencing at the present place where the said line
crosses the State road, west of George Smarrs farm, and
running with the said State road to the fording of Folly
Run, and from thence down with the meanderings of said
run to its junction at the north branch of the Potomac
river, near where William McRobee now lives.”

Polling place of the 1st election district changed to Myrray
Thayer's house.

Line of the Flintstone Election District, being No. 8, changed
to run as follows:

“Commencing on the top of Nicholson’s Mt., at the west-
ern end of the line that separates the 8th and 9th districts
in said county, and running thence in a northwestern
direction to the Baltimore and Cumberland turnpike road,
where the Murley’'s Branch road intersects said pike,
thence down said pike to a lane known as Smith Lane,
thence up Pleasant Valley, at the base of Evitt’s Mt., to the
Pennsylvania line so as to include Pleasant Valley in said
Flintstone Distriet.”

1849 Ch, 394, Commission appointed to establish an additional election dis-

trict out of No. 2 Report to Allegany County Court. See
Garrett County.

1848 Ch. 394, That the beginning for the same be at the Pennsylvania line,

1849 Ch. 463.

at the old improvement made by Valentine Shocky, and
now belonging to Harney Bane, with a straight line from
the beginning so as to intersect the Morgantown road at
the National road, then with said road to the top of Cove
hill, then leaving said road and running on the south east
side of Winding ridge to Bear Creek, then with a straight
line crossing Bear Creek to an old house standing in the
woods, erected by Joseph Friend of G., then with a straight
course crossing the east branch of Bear Creek, then con-
tinuing with a straight line to a spring in the road lead-
ing from the Senging ground to Selbysport, on Winding
ridge, at Thomas Casteel of Thomas, then with a straight
line to the Yoh river at Rock lick run, then up said river
to Gap run, at the division line between districts number
one and number two, then with said line as it now is to
the division line between number two and number three,
and running with said line between number two and num-
ber three to the Pennsylvania line, then with the Penn-
sylvania line to the beginning. Polling place Accident.

Polling place for 3d election district changed from Little
Crossings to the school house at Grantsville.
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1852 Ch. 29. Erects new district with the following bounds:

“Commencing at the point of intersection of the divid-
ing line between the said [9th] distriet and distriet num-
ber seven in said county with the eastern line of district
number six, in said county, and from thence in a westerly
direction by a straight line, to the southern end of Smith’s
lane, at the turnpike road, leading from Flintstone to
Cumberland, and on the farm now owned by Henry A.
Jamison, and heretofore owned by Henry Smith, now de-
ceased; from thence in a northerly direction along said
lane to a point from which two lanes diverge, thence along
the lane leading in a northwesterly direction to the base
of Evilt's mountain; thence along the base of said moun-
tain to the Pennsylvania line, so as to include Pleasant
Valley.”

1852 Ch, 121. Committee appointed to ereate two new election districts by
the alteration and division of election districts 5 and 6.
The new district known as Mt. Savage No. 12,

1852 Ch., 218. Erects an additional election distriet out of No. 1 with the

' following boundaries:

“ Beginning . . . at a point on the road leading from the
National road, from Piney Grove, where the line of dis-
trict number one and district number three crosses said
road, thence with said road to the top of Hooppole Ridge,
at the old burnt school house, thence with the Hooppole
road to fthe Little Yough Bridge, at the old Armstrong
farm; said new district to be called district number four-
teen or Sangin ground district.

1853 Ch. 289, Commission appointed fo run and mark the line between the
1st and 4th election distriets,

1864 Ch. 76. Surveyor authorized to run out, mark and establish the di-
Vgsion line between distriet 11 and 14

1856 Ch. 156. Commission appointed to run out the lines between election
districts 3 and &

“commencing at some point on Savage River, thence by
a straight line near Mr. Hecknor's tavern, on the National
road, to & point on the Pennsylvania State line.”

1856 Ch. 221. Commission appointed to run out the line between lst and
4th election districts.

1860 Ch. 167. Commission appointed to erect election distriet No. 15 from
1st, 10th, and 14th distriets and to report to the Clerk of
Circuit Court.  Elections to be held in Oakland.

1860 Ch. 310. Commission appoinfed to create election distriet No. 16 out of
4th and GHth distriets and the southern line of the new
district shall not be sonth of William Shaw's mill and the
place of elections shall be Lonaconing.
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1862 Ch. 4.

1872 Ch, T9.

1872 Ch. 150.

1872 Ch. 221.
1872 Ch. 256.

1898 Ch. 304.

1898 Ch. 415.

1900 Ch. 513.
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Polling place of the 10th district changed to the house of Wm.

Waltz on the Northwestern Turpike.

Commission appointed and authorized to review election dis-

trict No. 4 and to make such alterations and division and
to create an additional election district, but said commis-
sion shall not locate the northern line of said new district
north of Laurel Run and said new election district shall be
known as distriet No. 17 and the place for holding the
election shall be Barton and the Commission shall report
to the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Allegany County.

Divides Cumberland into two election wards to be known as

the first ward and the second ward; the first ward shall
embrace all that portion of the city lying north and east
of the National or Turnpike road leading from Baltimore
through said city to Wheeling; and the election polls in
said ward shall be held in the Market-house and shall be
called the “ first ward polls ”’; the second ward shall em-
brace all that portion of said city not included in the 1st
ward, and the election polls therein shall be held at the
court house, and shall be called the “second ward polls.”

Separates western part into Garreit County.
County divided into 16 election districts according to the

present bounds and limits, but the County Commissioners
of Allegany County shall have power and authority to cre-
ate new election districts in addition to those already
established in said County, whenever, in their judgment,
the convenience of the voters of the county, or any part
thereof, would thereby be promoted, and not otherwise;
and shall have powers to abridge or enlarge any districts
heretofore established by the Legislature in said County,
or which may hereafter be established by the said County
Commissioners and said commissioners shall have the
further power of designating the place of holding the elec-
tion polls in all election districts hereafter to be estab-
lished in said county.

Provides for the survey of the Allegany-Garrett boundary line,
Erects the 26th election district with the following bounds:

“ Beginning at the intersection of Bowery street and the
Legislative road, in the town of Frostburg, and running
thence with the centre of Bowery street to the National
turnpike, then with the centre of said National turnpike
westerly to its intersection with the Garrett county line,
and then with said Garrett county line southerly to the
line of district number nineteen, and with the lines of
district number nineteen, reversed to the Legislative road
aforesaid, and then with said Legislative road to the point
of beginning.”

Divides the 18th election district into two election precinets.
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1900 Ch. 6562, Bounds of the 21st election district changed to be as follows:
“ Beginning at Zion Church, on Bedford Road, and run-
ning thence down Peavine Run to Mrs. Hardman’s; then
with the County Road to Frantz Bridge; thence across by
the Southern Church to the bridge on the turnpike at
Moses Wilson’s; thence west by the National Pike to the
road at Hamilton’s blacksmith shop; thence with a straight
line to the Southern Church, on the top of the mountain,
near Evan Rice's; thence by a straight line to the Twige-
town School House; thence with the top of Martin’s Moun-
tain to the Pennsylvania line; thence with Pennsylvania
line west to the centre of Bedford Road; thence with the
centre of Bedford Road to the place of beginning.”

1904 Ch. 66. 27th election district to be erected by Supervisors out of parts
of districts 10, 15, and 18.

1904 Ch. 383. Makes Precinct 1 of the 26th election district the 26th election
distriect and Precinct 2 a new distriet to be numbered the
28th district.

1906 Ch. 730. An Act to provide for the definite and final establishment of
the boundary line between Allegany and Garrett counties,
in order to bring under the assessment law certain untaxed
lands in said counties.

1906 Ch. 770. Boundary so changed as to transfer Clarysville from 17th to
24th election distriet. )

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY.

The original settlement of Anne Arundel County centers about the
wmigration of ten Puritan families from the shores of Nansemond River,
Virginia, to the shores lying south 6f Annapolis. In gratitude for their
relief from oppression they called their new settlement Providence, and
within ten years had established at least five centers of development,
about Herring Creek, West River, South River, Middle Neck, and Broad
or Town Neck. At first they objected to taking the oath of allegiance
to their Catholic landlord, but on April 6, 1650, they were represented by
delegates at the opening of the General Assembly. Omne of their num-

ber was even elected to office. On the 23d of the month (Md. Arch.,
1:280) a hill was introduced to erect their settlement into a county.

The order was engrossed four days later (Md. Arch., 1:283) and passed
on April 29, becoming

An Act for the erecting of Providence into a County by the name of
Annarundell.
Be it Enacted by the Lord Propry by and with the assent & approbaco of
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the Vpper and Lower House of this Assemhbly That that part of the Province
of Maryland on the west side of the Bay of Chessopeack over against the Isle
of Kent formerly called by the name of Providence, by the Inhabitants there
resideing and iphabiting this yeare shall from henceforth bee erected into a
Shire or County, by the name of Annarundell County, And by that name
- hereafter to bee ever called.

This act is Chapter 7, Acts of Assembly for 1650, and may be found
in Maryland Archives, volume i, p. 292. It is of particular interest in
relation to the subject of this present paper since as Bozman ™ says
“this is the first act of assembly, and indeed almost the only legislative
provision, for the erecting of any county within the province.” The
latter part of his statement is hardly correct.

The territory of the present Calvert County was laid off the same
year, and at a later time disputes arose owing to the position of the
counties on the roll call referring to the dates of their erection as to the
relative positions of Calvert and Anne Arundel counties. By a vote of
the House of Delegates in 1671 it was decided that Anne Arundel County
was older than Calvert which had come into existence originally as (old)
Charles County, through the initiative of the Lord Proprietary.

Anne Arundel County, bearing as it did, the names of Lady Anne
Arundel, wife of Cecilius, Lord Baltimore, a strict Catholic, was not
unaffected by the Puritan revolution in Maryland. In October, 1654,*
by an ordinance of the Puritan Commissioners the southern boundary
of the County was made at “ Mr. Maishes Creelkk Commonly called oyster
Creek ” shown by old land records, in the contest of 1824, to he the same
as Fishing Creek and the name was changed to Providence. In 1656,
by the quieting of the Province this act was revoked and all laws were
supposed to stand as they did in 1654. The name of Anne Arundel was
restored, but the inhabitants seemed to retain the definition of the
boundary line of October, 1654, for the limits of Anne Arundel and Cal-
vert counties.

The next modification of the territorial limits of Anne Arundel County
arose from the erection of Baltimore County, probably in the year 1659,

 Bozman, vol. ii, p. 393, cf. ante p. 424,
12 Chapter 5, Acts of 1654.
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when all of that territory lying to the north and east of the Patapsco
River was set aside for the new county. The exact limifs between the
two jurisdictions were not evident in the records until 1674 when a
proclamation ™ was issued stating that the southern bounds of Baltimore
County should be “ the south side of Patapsco river, and from the high-
est plantations on that side of the river, due south two miles into the
woods.”

The settlements along the Patapsco River prospered and the inhabi-
tants finding it inconvenient to transact their business at old Baltimore
on Bush River petitioned that the territory on the south side of the
Patapsco River be added to Anne Arundel County, but their petition on
October 3 was disallowed by the Assemblv. The record of this transac-
tion is as follows:

“Post Meridiem. Petition of the Inhabitants of the South Side of Patapscoe
River being Returned to this Board with the vote of the house thereon, the
Board doe Concurr therewith, The said Vote Runes in these words, Vizt.
By the Assembly October 3d 1694. The within petition Read & Considered.
Voted whether the South Side of potapscoe River be added to the County of
Ann Arrundell or Remaine still as it is, Carried by the Majority of Votes to
remaine still as it is. Cleborne Lomax Clk Assembly. (Assembly Proceed-
ings, Sept. 20-Oct. 18, 1694. Md. Arch., 19: 69.)

In 1696 commissioners, however, were appointed to establish the
boundary between the two counties. They presented their report to the
succeeding legislature which, on April 3d of that vear, passed Chapter 13
of the Acts of 1698, adopting a line described as follows:

“beginning att three marked Trees, viz. a white Oak, a red Oak, and a
chesnutt tree, standing ahbout a mile and a quarter to the Southward of
Bodkin Creek on the West side of Chesapeak bay; the marked red Qak on the
right hand for Baltemore County, the Chesnutt tree on the left hand for Ann
Arundel, the white Oak in the middle they standing near a Marsh and a pond
and running thence West until it Cross the Road from the Mountains of the
mouth of Magatty River, to Richd Beards Mill; then Continueing Westward,
with the said Road to William Hawkins Path, to two marked Trees the one
for Ann Arundell County the other for Baltemore County, thence Continueing
along the said road to Jon Locketts path to Two Trees for the end and pur-

pose aforesaid then leaving the road by a Line drawn west to William Slades
path, to two marked Trees as aforesd; thence continuing West between the

¥ Proclamation of June 6, 1674,
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draught of Magaty and Potapsco Rivers untill it come to a Mountain of
White Stone rock still Continuing West to a road going to Potapsco, to
Peter Bonds to two marked Trees as afd for the end and purpose as aforesaid
thence Continuing West to the main Road to Potapsco fferry to two Marked
Pines, standing near the ready Branch written att large on the North side
of the said Trees (Baltemore County) on the South side (Ann Arundell
County) from thence with a Line Drawn west to Elk Ridge Road, to two
Marked Trees for the end and purposes aforesaid thence Continuing the same
Course of W.N.W. to Putuxent river and so up the said River to the Extent
thereof for the bounds of Baliemore county. ... . A]l that Traect of Land
lying on the North side of the said Division lines &c to be in Baltemore
County and all the Land, &c. on the South side thereof to the ancient Extent
of Ann Arundell County to be in Ann Arundell County &e.”

According to this line, few points of which can now be located exactly,
this Act seems to have added somewhat to the territory of Baltimore
County at the expense of its neighbor. The notable points on this boun-
dary cannot now be determined with accuracy, but from the knowledge
available of the different settlements at the time of the passage of the act
it seems probable that the intention was to place the boundary along the
divide between the Magothy and the Patapsco rivers as far as Elk Ridge,
and thence westerly to the Patuxent in such a way as to include all of
the settlements then made. This would make the line indefinite and
would extend at that time just north of the present location of the Bal-
timore and Ohio Railroad. Grants had just been given to large tracts
in the vicinity of Savage and Guilford, and along Warfield’s Ridge.
The settlements along the Patapsco, which reached at this time to the
vieinity of Hollofields, were apparently included within Baltimore County.
This boundary, such as it was, apparently remained the northern limit
of the county until 1726 when the General Assembly acted upon a peti-
tion gimilar to that of 1694, and passed on July 25 € An Act for uniting
part of Baltimore County to Anne Arundel County,” which runs as
follows:

Whereas the several Inhabitants on the South Side of Patapsco River in
Baltemore County, have, by their humble Petition to this present General
Assembly set forth, That for many Years past, they have suffered great
Inconveniences by the Distance of their Residence from the Couri-house of
their County, which is so scituate that even moderate Rains render it inae-
cessible; as thereby many Falls, as well as several Runs, which must be past,
are utterly unfordable, which constantly subjects such of them as are obliged
to attend the County-courts, to the Censure of such Court, and very often to
grievous Fines:
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And for as much as it is evidently made to appear to this present General
Assembly, that the Petitioners, or such of them as then resided on the
South Side Patapsco River as aforesaid, were formerly Part of Anne Arundel
County; and that they, when Baltemore County was in its Infancy, were
lopt off from Anne Arundel County and with no other intent than to bear a
Part of the necessary Charge of the said Baltemore County, with the few
Inhabitants that were then therein, which, though their Taxes were much
increased thereby, they bore with Patience:

And forasmuch as great Part of the Land in Anne Arundel County is so
far worn out, that several of the former Inhabitants thereof have of late
Years removed into Baltemore County, for the Sake of the fresh Lands there:
As also, that on Inspection ’'tis found that when the now Inhabitants
on the South Side of Patapseco River in Baltemore County aforesaid, are
taken from that County, and made Part of Anne Arundel County, there will
still remain 1791 Taxables as appears by the List of Taxables now returned
from the County, which is a Number that far exceeds Those in four or five
other counties. . . . . Be it Enacted . . . . That From and after the last Day
of May which shall be in the year of our Lord January 7, 1727, the Land
lying on the South Side of Patapsco River aforesaid, and contained within
the Bounds following, wiz. From the Head thereof, and from thence, bound-
ing on the south side of the main Falls, being the Southernmost great Branch
of the said River, and running as the said Branch runs, to the first main
Fork of the said Falls, and other boundaries on the South Side of the =aid
Southernmost Fork, Till a South eourse will intercept the Head of Snowden's
River, and so down the said Snowden's River, 'till it meet with the now
Extent of Anne-Arundel County, shall be, and for ever hereafter deemed as
Part of Anne-Arundel County; .. ..

The question of the boundary beiween Anne Arundel and Calvert
counties again became a subject of controversy in 1777 when the eligi-
bility of a Delegate was questioned on account of his place of residence.
Fishing Creek at the time was accepted as the boundary by vote of the
Delegates and an Act of Assembly was passed (1777, Chapter V) appoint-
ing commissioners to ascertain and establish the division line and to
report their proceedings to the next General Assembly. A quarter of a
century later, in 1809, the question once more arose but the final contre-
versy did not become settled until the second decade of the last century.
In 1822 the Assembly passed the following:

“An Act to Ascertain and establish a divisional line between Anne Arundel
and Calvert Counties.

Whereas the line of division between Anne Arundel and Calvert Counties
is not well ascertained, by means whereof inconveniences have arisen, and in
particular, divers persons, living near the borders of those counties, have not
contributed anything toward the public expenses;
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II. Be it therefore enacted, that for fixing and ascertaining the said divi-
sional line, the following persons be and are empowered to act as commis-
sioners, viz . . . . which said commissioners or the major part of them, shall
and are hereby authorized and required to meet at some place near the
borders of said counties, and call before them, by summons to be issued by
them, and directed to the sheriff of the County, all persons who may be
deemed proper to give testimony concerning the ancient and reputed divisions
of said counties; and the said commissioners, or the major part of them, are
also hereby empowered ito search the records of the general court, or any
county court, for testimonials, to ascertain the division line aforesaid, . . . .
and the said commissioners, or the major part of them shall and they are
hereby required to return their proceedings, together with the proofs whereon
the same may be founded, to the next general assembly for their approbation,
and that the same division, if found reasonable, may be there ratified and
confirmed.

The commission appointed by this Act reported to the succeeding
Legislature and were by it appointed commissioners to establish the
divisional lines between the said counties. At this time they were

instructed to hegin

“at the mouth of the creek on the western side of the Chesapeake Bay,
called and known by the name of Muddy Creek, lying and being on the south
side of the land now owned and occupied by Samuel Owings, thence by and -
with the said creek to the head thereof, thence in a straight line to a chestnut
tree on the south edge of Hall’'s Creek branch, marked with a black letter P.
on the plain black line shaded yellow and green on the Plats laid down by
the said commissioners under the authority of an act of the last session,
thence to Q. at the south end of the line forming the eastern limit of the
tract called Maidstone, thence with said line of Maidstone to the end thereof,
and thenece in the same direction until it strikes Lyons Creek, thence down
the said creek to the river Patuxent.”

This act was passed February 24, 1824, and constitutes Chapter 183 of
the Laws of 1823. By it the commissioners were ordered to make out
two plats with explanations which should plainly set forth and describe
the beginning and end of each and every course, and show every boundary
stone established. A copy of the plat and explanations was to be filed
among the land records of each county.

Even these explicit directions seem to have given occasion for question
regarding their construction so that during the December session of 1824
a supplemental act was introduced to explain that the terms Muddy or
Red Lyon’s Creck of 1823 meant the same as South or Muddy Creek
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mentioned in the report of the commissioners to the Legislature of 1824.
This act passed the Assembly on February 18, 1825.

One further change was made in the boundaries of Anne Arundel
County by the Convention of 1851, which separated the already estab-
lished Howard district, constituting it Howard County. The limits of
this district were established by an Act of Assembly 1838, Chapter 22,
which defines the boundary as follows:

“ Beginning . . . . at the intersection of the west shore of Deep Run with
the southern shore of the Patapsco River, at or near Ellicott Furnace, and
running southerly with Deep Run, until it reaches the Baltimore and Wash-
ington Rail Road [now the Metropolitan Branch of the Baltimore and Ohio
Railroad]; and thence with the said Rail Road and including the same until
it reaches the southwestern line of Anne Arundel County on the Big
Patuxent River.”

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY ELECTION DISTRICTS.

1798 Ch. 115. County divided into 5 election distriets,

1799 Ch. 48. Confirms Acts of 1798 Ch. 115,

1799 Ch. 50. Commission appointed to lay off county in 5 election districts.

1809 Ch. 38. Excludes inhabitants of Annapolis from voting for Anne
Arundel county delegates,

1810 Ch. 49. Confirms Acts of 1809 Ch. 38,

1816 Ch. 252, Annapolis taken from 2d election district to form 6th distriet.

1820 Ch. 168. Line between 4th and 5th election districts changed as fol-
lows:

“ It shall begin at the bridge across the Patapsco Falls,
near Ellicott's Mills, and run with and bind on the Cum-
berland turnpike road from said bridge to the 2d tarnpike
gate on said road, now erected in Howard’s lane and from
said turnpike gate in Howard's lane with the lane as
heretofore established by law to the line of Prince George's
County.”

1821 Ch. 123. Repeals Acts of 1817 Ch. 149 in so far as related to “the
electors of the Senate of this State.”

1822 Ch. 16. Confirms Acts of 1821 Ch, 123.

1822 Ch. 116. Commission appointed to divide 4th and 5th or only the 5th
election districts into not exceeding 3 districts [making
in all 6 distriets].

1822 Ch. 156. Polling place of the 2d district changed to Black Horse
Tavern.

1823 Ch. 58. Confirms Acts of 1822 Ch. 116.

1824 Ch. 13. Polling place of 2d distriet changed to the Free school.

1832 Ch. 63. Confirms Acts of 1831 Ch. 232,
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1834 Ch. 186.
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Part of the 5th election district added to the 6th as follows:
“ Beginning at the first beginning line of the fifth and
sixth election districts, at the river which divided Anne
Arundel and Montgomery counties, near Triadelphia Fac-
tory, and running down with and binding on said river
below Benjamin Scrivenor’'s farm, and then running up
and binding on said big Branch, unti] it reaches a farm
on which Samuel Straughan now lives, and thence with a
straight line until it strikes a Branch on the west side of
the said house and then up said Branch until it intersects
the Roxbury Mill Road, leading to Porter’s tavern where
it will intersect the divisional line between the fifth and
sixth election districts.”

Division line between 3d and 4th election districts changed to
run from Poulton's old tavern along public road to Donald-
son's bridge on Patapsco and not to the lower ferry.

Erection of Howard District as a municipal jurisdiction.

Confirms Acts of 1838 Ch. 22,

Commission appointed to divide 1st district into 1st and Sth.

Polling place of 4th election district changed from Owen
Cecil’'s to Joshua Watts'.

Polling place of 1st election district fixed at Owensville.
Polling place of 1st election district changed to “at or mear
the wind-mill, on the land of Bushrod W. Marriott.”
Commissioners authorized to fix polling place for 2d election

district.

Polling place of 1st election district changed to be “at or
near store of Jacob W. Bird.”

Polling place of 2d election district changed to Primary school
house near Eli Lusby's.

Palling place of 4th election distriet changed to a place near
Pumphrey’s mill.

Commission appointed to erect an additional election district
out the 3d and 4th election district.

County Commissioners authorized to divide election distriects
into election precincts.

BALTIMORE COUNTY.

The documents recording the original erection of Baltimore County

have never been found among the archives of the State, and no evidence

exists indicating whether its erection was due to a proclamation of the

Lord Proprietary or his representative, or to some action on the part of

the General Assembly. It has commonly been accepted that the county

came into being in 1659. There are no evidences of its existence prior
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to this date, and subsequent to it references are frequent. At this time
there were St. Mary’s, Calvert, and Anne Arundel and Charles counties
on the Western Shore, and Kent County on the Eastern. The scattered
inhabitants on either side of the bay from the Patapsco and Sassafras
rivers had no nearby county seat in which fo transact their business.

The earliest settlements within the territory of the original Baltimore
County were probably those on Palmer’s Island at the mouth of the
Susquehanna River where Claiborne and his followers had established
trading settlements as early as 1627-28. In 1652 in the treaty between
the Susquehanna Indians and the Marylanders the right of settlement
had been granted as far north as this point. Settlements subsequent to
that of Claiborne were few and scattered until after the conclusion of
this treaty, but in the decades hetween 1660 and 1680 the development
of the territory around the shores of the head of the Bay was rapid, much
of it taking place under the leadership of Augustine Herrman, who
became the leading man of the region. Herrman was granted a letter
of denization as early as 1660 and during succeeding years was a jus-
tice of Baltimore County. Settlements were formed at this time along
the shores of Northeast creek and the estuaries off of Elk River and
oceasionally tracts were taken up along the shores of what is now Har-
ford County. The center of population for the new county of Baltimore
lay about the head of the Bay outside of the territory now included
within the present county of the same name.

As early as 1661 the court of Baltimore County was held at Captain
Howell’s, near Howell’s Point, below the mouth of the Sassafras River.
A few years later, in 1664, Baltimore County court met at Carpenter’s
Point on the Northeast River and from 1674 to 1768 the county seat of
Baltimore was within the present confines of Harford Countyv. It was
not until after the election of 1768 that the county seat was situated
within the territory of the present Baltimore County.

Such widely seattered sites for the holding of the county court natur-
ally leads to the question as to what were the original limits of Balti-
more County. No terms are given in the records prior to the procla-
mation of 1674 erecting Cecil Counnty. It is therefore necessary to
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examine the casual references and early records of land grants, ete., to
determine the original limits, From these it appears now well estab-
lished that Baltimore County was at first intended to include all the
northern portion of Maryland, situated on either side of Chesapeake
Bay from the Patapsco on the west to the Chester River on the east, and
northward as far as the northern bounds of the province. This broad
region was at the time almost entirely covered with forests and the few
settlements, limited almost exclusively to the waterways, were not as
widely separated as they would mnow appear to be. The unexplored
forests at their backs and the easily traversed waterways in their midst
tended to give a feeling of compactness and relative security to these
otherwise isolated settlements. The jurisdiction of Baltimore County
apparently covered the south shore of the Sassafras and the eastern part
of the Chester River from a point near the eastern limits of Talbot
at that time. It thus included the present site of Chestertown and
the major portion of Kent County. It apparently did not include the
few settlements along Eastern Neck which were under the jurisdiction
of Kent County.

During the decade and a half from the establishment of Baltimore
County to the separation of Cecil County there gradually arose a feeling
of distinction between the territory on the eastern and western sides of
the Bay, the former being called East Baltimore County {from time to
time. This feeling, stimulated no doubt by the influence of Augustine
Herrman, resulted in Jine, 1674, in a proclamation by Charles Cal-
vert, Captain-General of the province, announcing that all the territory

“from the mouth of the Susquehanna River and so downe the easterne
side of Chesapeake Bay to Swan point and from thence to Hell point and so
up Chester River to the head thereof is hereby erected into a County and
called by the name Cecill County.”

A few days later, on the 19th of June, a second proclamation was issued
stating that

“upon further consideration ... . it is thought most necessary that so
much of the Easterne side as was formerly added to Kent County doe still
remaine and belong to the =aid County as afore.”

No record has been found to explain either the time or the territory
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of the enlargement of Kent County here mentioned, but it seems proba-
ble that the area was only that about the settlements between Swan’s
Point and Langford Bay.

After the separation of Cecil County in 1674 the county seat of Bal-
timore County was established on Bush River at old Baltimore Town,
where it remained until 1712, when it was removed to Joppa, whence it
was again removed in 1768 to the present Baltimore City. The gradual
change to the westward of the county seat was the result of the increas-
ing population along the Patapsco River, and northward from the Bay
shore until at the last date given the populations of the upper and lower
portions of Baltimore County were approximately equal. The removal
of the county seat occasioned considerable feeling between the two por-
tions of the county. The inhabitants of the upper or eastern portion
soon expressed a desire for a separation from their successful rivals
on the west. Acecordingly in 1773 the General Assembly passed an Act
decreeing

“that after the second of March next all that part of Baltimore county
which is included within the bounds following, to wit: Beginning at the
mouth of the little falls of the Gunpowder river, and running with the said
falls to the fountain head, and from thence north to the temporary line of
this province, and thence with the temporary line to the Susequehanna river,
thence with Susquehanna to Chesapeake bay, and thence with the said bay,
including Spesitic and Pool’s islands, to the mouth of Gunpowder river to the
beginning aforesaid shall be and is hereby erected into a new county, by the
name of Harford county.”

The introduction of the * temporary line” as a term in the boundary
of the newly erected county is a eurious anachronism. The “ temporary
line ” was a line run ex parte by the Pennsylvanians in 1739, and was
the only boundary recognized between Maryland and Pennsylvania on
the west gide of the Susquehanna from the date of its location until the
work of Mason and Dixon. At the time when the law erecting Harford
County was enacted, however, the work of Mason and Dixon had been
completed, the present boundary line run and the well-known stones set
in position, the surveyors having completed their allotted work five
years before. Moreover, their work had been accepted by the proprietors
of Pennsylvania and Maryland and approved by the Lord High Chan-
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cellor of Kngland, under whose supervision it had heen dome. The
northern boundary of the province was as well determined in 1773 as it
is to-day, but the inhabitants who had inherited for generations the
dispute between the adjoining territories seemed unable to give up the
contest. The “ temporary line” was 151/ miles south of the latitude
of Philadelphia or in other words, a little north of the present boundary
of the State.

The western limits of Baltimore County were probably determined
at the time of its erection with respect to the older Anne Arundel
County, from which it was separated, but the first statement on record is
contained in the proclamation of 1674 which states that the boundary
should be “ the south side of Patapsco River, and from the highest plan-
tations on that side of the river, due south two miles into the woods.”
Somewhat later the settlements of Baltimore County are known to be
as far up the Patapsco River as Hollofields, and it was probably intended
that the county should include the inhabitants on both sides of the
river to ifs mouth. In 1674 there was a practically unsettled region
between the Magothy and the Patapsco. As the population increased
and the intervening lands were taken up the inhabitants on the land
between these two rivers came closer together and in 1698 it became
necessary to more sharply define the boundary. This was done by the
passage of Chapter 13 of the Aects of 1698, which is given in some
detail in the discussion of Anne Arundel County. According to the
terms there laid down the bhoundary appears to have followed the divide
between the Magothy and the Patapsco but the local points cannot now
be recognized. The act may have added a trifle to Baltimore County
territory but the underlying thought seems to have been the same as
that implied in the proclamation of 1674, viz., that the inhabitants along
the Patapsco (who were more closely allied with the original settlers of
Maryland) should be separated from the frontiersmen of the Severn
River settlement. In 1726 a law was, however, passed restoring to Anne
Arundel County after

“ January 7, 1727, the Land lying on the South side of Patapsco River
and contained within the bounds following, viz. From the mouth of the said
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Patapsco river, with said river to the head thereof, and from thence, bounding
on the south side of the main falls, being the Southernmost great branch of
the said river, and running as the said branch runs to the first main fork
of the said falls, and then bounding on the South Side of the said Southern-
most Fork, Till a South course will intercept the Head of Snowden’s River,
and so down the said Snowden’s River, 'till it meet with the now Extent of
Anne-Arundel County.”

The next change in the western limits of Baltimore County was due
to the erection of Frederick County in 1748, According to the terms of
this act™ Frederick County was to embrace all of the terrifory to the
west of Baltimore, Anne Arundel, and Prince George’s counties. Set-
tlers had gradually worked their way westward along the Patapsco
and Potomac rivers and northward along the Monocacy into the fertile
Frederick valley. The intermediate area of the more mountainous
Parr’s Ridge was settled more slowly. The actual position of the line
between Frederick and Baltimore counties was not determined until a
few years later, when the General Assembly passed an act ™ defining the
boundaries as follows:

“* Beginning at a spring called Parr's spring, and running from thence N
35° E to a bounded white oak standing on the west side of a waggon road
called John Digges's road, about a mile above the place called the Burnt-
house Woods; and running thence up the said road to a bounded white oak,
standing on the east side thereof, at the head of a draught of Sam’s creek;
thence N. 55° E. to a Spanish oak standing on a ridge near William Robert's,
and opposite to the head of a branch called the BeaversDam; and running
thence N. 20° E. to the temporary line hetween the provineces of Maryland and
Pennsylvania, being near the head of a draught called Conewago, at a rock)
hill called Rattle Snake Hill.”

A few of these points may be recognized at present but some of them
are in doubt. Early maps like that of Alexander in 1840 and the less
perfect B. & O. R. R. survey maps of an earlier date show the boundary
to pass along the divide between the Monocacy and Patapsco to West-
minster, and thence northeasterly to the limits of the State. This line
remained in force from 1750 until 1836, when the boundaries of Carroll
County were defined. A comparison of the terms of chapter 13 of the
laws of 1750 and chapter 22 of the laws of 1838 are of interest in that

the latter calls for a line running N 17° E which would be parallel to a

* Acts of 1748, Chapter 15. " Acts of 1750, Chapter 13,
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line defined in the former as N 20° E. The discrepancy between the
two descriptions may be explained by a difference in variation of the
needle between the two dates, or more exactly by the fact that the ear-
lier line was doubtless run by magnetic variation of 2° 55" west, which
would have made the line very nearly 17° E of the true meridian.

The erection of Carroll County took from Baltimore County a por-
tion of its northwestern territory including all of the land north of the
Patapsco River lying west of the following boundary, which was defined
as the eastern boundary of Carroll County:

“from thence [the intersection of the north and main branches of the
Patapsco River] running up with the said North branch of said river, but
excluding the same, until it reaches the stone bridge where the Baltimore and
Reisterstown turnpike road crosses said branch of said river, generally known
as the Falls bridge, and thence running north, seventeen degrees east, parallel
with the last line, dividing Baltimore and Frederick counties, to the Penn-
sylvania line,”

The only other modifications of the territory of Baltimore County
have arisen from the eréction of Baltimore City into a separate political
unit and the subsequent additions to it.

BALTIMORE COUNTY ELECTION DISTRICTS.

1798 Ch. 115. County divided into 7 election districts.

1799 Ch. 48. Confirms Acts of 1798 Ch. 115.

1799 Ch. b50. Commission appointed to divide county into 7 election dis-
tricts.

1811 Ch. 6. Polling place of 5th election district changed from old tavern
of N. Merryman to new tavern of N. Merryman.

1821 Ch. 38. County divided into 12 districts exclusive of Baltimore City.

1822 Ch. 14. Confirms Acts of 1821 Ch. 38.

1823 Ch. 65. Lines of 4th election district changed to be as follows:

“beginning at Cockey’s mill and running with the public

road to the Deer Park road, then down the Deer Park road
to the top of the Fall’s hill, then with the road through
Edmund H. Stockdale’s meadow by the widow Beasmans
to Morgan’s Run, at Thomas Beasman’s, then up said
run to Jordan’s mill, thence with said run to the head of
Banhart’s meadow, then up Hawkin’'s branch to captain
Gorsuch’s meadow, then up John Murray’s spring branch
to its source, then with a straight line to the Frederick
County line, near Symon Kylers, to intersect the present
line of the fourth election district, thence with the present
location of the said distriet to the beginning.”
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