VOTES anp PRQ,CEEDING:S; NoveEMBER SEssion,

1804,

51

The house proceé_déci to the second rgading of the bill to ingorporate companies to make several turnpike

‘roads through Baltimore county, and ﬁ;{;f‘-hﬁ? purposes, and on
was put, That the words ¢ the three foHowing companies”

progression in reading said bill,
be struck out the following clause in said bill? zo

the question

. wit: « Be it enadted, by the general assembly of Maryland, that the three followsi ng companies shall be incor-

" porated, to wit: One for

to Middletown, and from ‘thence to Boonsborough; one for making
. Reister’s-town "towards Hanover-town; and éne other: company for mak

making a turnpike road from the city of Baltimore to Frederick-town, and from themce
urnpike road from Baltimore through
ng a turnpike road from Baltimore to-

d wards York-town to the P:ennsylv'ania line.” - ‘The yeas and nays being required, appeared as follow :

- A'F FIRMATTIV E

£ Scott, Darsey, Brown, ' Spéncer, Millér, Willians, Bond,

€ Moore, . Stansbury;. Harryman, ~ - Sheredine, ‘Lyles, Clarke, ‘ Montgomery, =
Hatcheson, Lemmpn, - Lloyd, - Alexander, . Covington, Cockey, " Forwood, «

. X ¢+ NEGATTLV E : '

» R, Neale, - | B. l\hckal_l, "~ Jackson, -~ Contee, Lowrey, ‘ Hawkins, Eilicort, -

§ W. Neale, . Parnham, © Cottman,. . Muir, Thompson, Holbrook, Bowles,

“g Mercer, , €hapman, Hyland; . Shaaff, Sturgis, Porter, Ringgold,

@ Hall; . M‘Pherson,. - Eccleston, -Blake, Prideaux, Stephen, - Swearingen,
R. Mackall, T. Bayly, Veazey, + : :

8o it was determined in the negative.
said bill, the question was put, That the words

- + On further progression ‘in reading ‘
“ Baltimore” and the word « to?”

be inserted in the said clatse between the word

Yates,

Clagesz,
B. Tomlinson, 24,

Limhimm, ’
Sdby,
Darne,

Bruce. 35,

“ through New-Market”
Resolved in the affirmative.

- The question was then put, That the-words * 3nd from thence through” be inserted after the words % New-

Market . The yeas and nays being required, appeared as follow :
. R : i A .F

: FIRMATTIV E
§Moore, : _Brown, Harryman, - - Miller, . Clarke, Waters, Montgomery,
5 Stansbury, _ g R S - .
- R ‘ A N EG AT 1V E .
. R. Neale, ‘R. Mackall, ‘Cottman,. Lyles, Shaaff, « Forwoed, . Yates,
£ W. Neale, B Mackall, Hyland, Berry, Lowrey, * Holbrook, Ringgold,
L8cott, - Parnham, - S’ Frazier, Covington, . Thompson, Potter, - Swearingen,’
@ -Mercer, . Ghapman, - Eccleston, .~ Contee, .- Sturgis, Stephen,’ *Linthicum, -
S'Hall, . M:Pherson, - Veazey, Muir, . Bond, Edllicotr, Selby, | ‘
Dorsey, Jackson, - i : : : 2

s _ So it' was determined in the negative,

. The question ‘was' then put; That the words « and through” be inserted between the word

word ¢ Frederick” in the said clause? The yeas and nays being required, appeared as follow :
: : o ' A FFIRMATTIV E. - o K

- QMeoore, . - Stansbury, Brown, :. Miller, Clarke, .Cockey, -~ Forwoed,
gHatchgson'; Lemmon, " Harryman, "Prideaux,.’ Waters, Montgomery, .
R L NEGA.TTIV E ' '
E‘R‘ Neale,. R. ‘Mack;xll, Jackson, Lyles, . Lawrey, -Potter, - Swearingen,
2 W. Neale, B. Mackall, Cottman, ‘Berry, . Sturgis,” ‘Stephen, ‘. L'mthicuq\,
© & Mercer, Parnham, Hyland, Contee, * Williams, Eilicott, Selby,
3 Dorsey, M¢Pherson, Eecleston, Muir, . qu_brook,} ~ Yates, Darne, -
b4 Hall, . Spencer, Veazey, Shaaff, Tilotson, j Ringgold, )

o - : “So it was determined in tie. negative, -
On further progression in reading said:bill, the

Clagert, Qe

Dirne,
Bruce,
B. Tomlinson,

Bzyard,

: J.Tomlinson. 43,

“ to” and the-

o

Clagert. e 14.
Bruce,

B. Tomlinson,
Bavard,

J. Tomlinsen. 38

question-was put, That the words ¢« and through™ be inserted

bethen‘ the word ¢ to” and the words ¢ Middle-town” .in the said clause? Resolved ig the athrmative. .

On further progression in reading said bill, the question was

_ appeared as follaw: LT - : _ L
, o - A FFIRMATTI V. E

: . ! . n was put, That the words * and from thence to Has ,
gar’s-town” be inserted after the word « Boonsborough'in the said clause? The yeas and nays being required, |

g Scott, B Dorsey, . Bigwn,_ Lloyd, Sheredine, Conteg, - 'Bond, . - - Forwood,
% Moore, - Stansbury, Harryman, Meluy, . Miller, . Clarke, .- Montgomery, _ Clagetr, 18,
= Hatcheson, Lemmon, o St R o, X ’
o ' S N EGATTI V E . <~
mR. Neale, Parnham, . ., -Eccleston, - Berry, ) Sturgis, | Tillotsen, Yates, Darne,
5 W. Neale,.- Chapman, . J. Bayly, Muir, Williams, Potter, . Ringgold, - Bruce,
.2 Mercer, M:Pherson, Alexander, Shaaff, Waters, Stephen, - Swearingen, B. Tomlinson.
. § Hall, ~Spencer, . . Veazey, - Lowrey, Hawkins, Ellicots, - Linthicum, Bayzrd,
S R. Mackall, i Cottman, Lyles, Thompson, Holbrook, Bowles, Selby, J. Tomilinson, 42,
B.-Mackall, . Hyland, . . ‘ . :

: - So it was determined in the negative.
"On further progression in reading said bill, the question was put, That the words ¢ to the

Pehh‘sfivénia line”

be inserted between the words «Reister’s.town” and ¢ towards” in the said clause? Resolved in the afirmative.

‘The clause being read throughdut,
the end of the clause be struck out ¥

the question was put, That the. words from the ord
The yeas and nays being required, appearcd as follow:

T A FFIRMATIV E . .
¥ Scott, ¢ Hatcheson, Brown,’ Sheredine, Mitler, " Waters, Montgomery,
Clarke, . ‘

& Modore, Stansbury, - Harryman, Alexander,

“ qunsborough” o0

Forwood. 13,

’

L N




