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PRESIDENT’S REPORT

One of the new sources of strength for the Society is the Board of Trustees.
A year ago nine counties were represented on the Board. As a result of the ef-
forts of J. Fife Symington, Jr., Chairman of the Board, there are now represen-
tatives of eighteen counties in addition to state and local representatives.

Our thirteen standing committees, consisting of more than 200 volunteer
members, continue to contribute their expertise toward the day-to-day opera-
tion of the Society. Committee chairmen, along with the officers of the Society,
make up the Council. Starting alphabetically with ‘““A’’ for Addresses and end-
ing with “W”’ for the Women’s Committee, all the committees have taken on
new and important assignments with enthusiasm—particularly the Women’s
Committee, which is involved in almost all of our public programming. These
thirteen specialized committees of volunteers, advising a knowledgeable and
extremely hard-working staff, have helped to produce the many changes in the
Society which I applaud and know the membership approves.

I would like to note some of the innovations and unusual increases in ser-
vices to members and visitors that have occurred in the past fiscal year.

The Education Department, with the help of dedicated volunteer guides,
conducted 777 tours—easily a new record. A large increase in the number of
visitors to the Library kept the Library staff busy assisting over 6,000 individ-
uals.

The Society launched a state-wide program with the appointment of a part-
time county coordinator.

A special gallery exhibit, entitled ‘‘The Enterprising Nineteenth Century,”
was mounted with the cooperation of the business community. Improvements
in the Maritime Museum were realized and a program to upgrade our antique
tool collection and its display was begun.

Major fund-raising events of the year included the Delta Queen trip result-
ing in a $12,000 profit and 72 new members. A benefit auction was held in May
which, in addition to being a great social success, netted approximately
$20,000.

Gifts-in-kind are an important part of our fund-raising program. An excel-
lent example of this type of gift is our receipt and sale of the New Sherwood
Hotel. This was a tremendous accomplishment managed by Richard C. Riggs,
Jr. netting the Society $76,000. The renovation and utilization of the house
and collection received in the bequest of Miss Grace Turnbull is another exam-
ple of the use of gifts-in-kind.

Some of the capital improvements implemented in 1977-78 included the in-
stallation of our first comprehensive fire detection and alarm system. As part
of an on-going program to reduce energy costs, the windows in the Pratt
House were insulated.

The accounting and budgeting departments were reorganized and updated,
and all employees received salary and wage increases.

A real step forward in our Public Relations programs was realized. New
methods in fund-raising and an increasing membership, stimulated by activi-



314 MARYLAND HisTORICAL MAGAZINE

ties already mentioned, resulted in our income slightly exceeding expenditures
for the second consecutive year—a balanced budget!

P. William Filby retired as Director of the Society on March 30, 1978. He
will be missed by his many friends and associates. Mr. Filby served the Soci-
ety as Director for six years and before that as Librarian for seven years. It is
hard to envision the Society without him. I am happy to report that Mr. Filby
continues to be active, providing his expertise as a member of the Library
Committee and the Genealogy Committee and as a consultant to the Society.

Following Mr. Filby’s announcement of his intentions to retire, a search
committee was appointed to find a new Director. Over forty applicants were
considered and after careful deliberation, Romaine S. Somerville was selected
as the new Director, effective April 1, 1978. Mrs. Somerville joined the Society
staff in 1972 and was Chief Curator and Assistant Director of the Society.

Some of the new programs and plans for the 1978-79 fiscal year include the
exhibition, “‘In and Out of Fashion: Costumes and Customs 1750 to 1950.”
The grand opening of this exhibit on October 20 had to have been the occasion
of the decade. With live models, live music, champagne and gourmet food add-
ed to the eighteen vignettes, it was truly a night to remember for the more
than 600 guests.

Dr. Larry E. Sullivan has been appointed as our new Head Librarian. A part-
time volunteer recruiter has been added to the staff in line with our continuing
emphasis on the use of volunteers. Various seminars, ranging from genealogy
to ‘‘Fads and Fashions,’’ are being offered; the new Maryland Magazine of Ge-
nealogy has been added as still another benefit of membership.

Special projects included such events as ‘‘Clarence Miles Day’’ and a concert
at Fort McHenry co-sponsored with the Society for the Preservation of Mary-
land Antiquities. A two-week trip to France is scheduled for May 1979 and
plans are well under way for the first annual ‘“‘Maryland Antiques Show and
Sale” in February.

Our comprehensive security program is scheduled for completion in fiscal
year 1978-79 and, as in the past, we will continue to hold the line on expendi-
tures and once again balance the budget.

All this may not sound easy but, with the continued support of our mem-
bers, volunteers and staff, we accept the challenge.

Leonard C. Crewe, Jr.
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DIRECTOR’S REPORT

The growing interest in local history coupled with a new appreciation of the
scholarly and artistic accomplishments of the past provide an excellent cli-
mate for the current work of the Maryland Historical Society. As I assumed
my duties as Director last April, I felt truly privileged to be given the opportu-
nity to play a leading role in the continuing development of the Society at this
exciting time. Therefore, it is in a spirit of optimism and pride in our accom-
plishments, that I submit to the membership a brief report on the activities of
the Society for the year, 1977-1978.

LiBRARY

While receiving and serving more readers than ever before, the library staff
continued a rigorous program of cataloguing and reorganization as part of the
second year of a three-year project funded by a challenge grant from the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities. This grant has channeled into library
department activities a combination of $46,727.19 in NEH funds and
$46,727.19 in matching funds raised by the Society. The expansion and devel-
opment of all library collections continued, with particular strides being made
in the prints and photographs collection. In the manuscripts division, Richard
J. Cox resigned to accept the position of Records Management Officer for the
City of Baltimore, and Cynthia Requardt was named Manuscript Librarian.

MuUseEuM

Funded by a matching grant from the National Endowment for the Arts, the
major exhibit, ‘“The Enterprising Nineteenth Century,” represented a study of
local business and economic history. Several smaller exhibits rounded out the
schedule for the year: “Maryland Portraits from 1710 to 1910"’; “Who Done
It,” an exhibit of paintings by unknown artists (visitors to the gallery were in-
vited to try their hand at identifying these artists); ‘“Weathervanes, Carvings
and Quilts’’; a retrospective exhibit of the works of R. McGill Mackall, local
portraitist and mural painter; ‘*“The Jewish Cultural Experience in America’’;
prints from the Robert G. Merrick Collection; and a review of the work of
photo-journalist, Robert F. Kniesche. Material from the collections was also
provided for exhibits outside the Society at the Baltimore City Hall and Cross
Keys, in addition to an exhibit of Baltimore furniture of the Federal Period at
the Eighth Annual Hunt Valley Antiques Show. As part of a new Art in Em-
bassies Program aimed at making American art available to a wider audience,
twenty-two items from the Society’s collection were lent for display at the resi-
dence of the American Ambassador in Paris, France.

Other grants were received from the NEA to continue the painting and
drawing conservation program and for the cataloguing of the furniture collec-
tion. A grant from the NEH funded the preparatory research for the major
costume exhibit mounted this fall. Additional conservation work was com-
pleted with monies from the Baetjer Fund.
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ProGrams

In addition to the regular lecture series, programs which complemented the
ongoing exhibits were presented, for example: a series of lectures, movies and
dramatic productions in conjunction with ‘‘The Enterprising Nineteenth Cen-
tury’’ and a movie demonstrating the installation of a mural in a local bank, at
the opening of the Mackall exhibit. Ethnic programs, such as the celebration
of the Chinese New Year, were very popular, and a colloquium entitled ‘‘Con-
versations with Jewish Artists’’ was presented in cooperation with the Jewish
Historical Society. In March, the Society co-sponsored a conference on Balti-
more history and a genealogy seminar.

In September of 1977, the Society began a year-long investigation of its pub-
lic programs in the interests of improving its services to the Maryland public.
This self-study, funded by a special grant from the NEH, covered the library,
the museum, publications, education, public relations, lectures and special
events.

PusLicaTiONS

After several years of researching and preparation, the two-volume The
Green Spring Valley: Its History and Heritage was published through the gen-
erosity of the Middendorf Foundation. The Virginia Journals of Benjamin
Henry Latrobe, 1795-1798, published in December of 1977, inaugurated a ten-
volume selected printed edition of Latrobe’s work. This publication was nomi-
nated for the Pulitzer Prize.

EpbucaTioN

The Education Department expanded and intensified their training pro-
gram, adding a special series to prepare the volunteer guides for working with
handicapped visitors.

The budget was balanced for the second consecutive year, and the adminis-
tration has made a commitment to the Trustees, Council and Finance Commit-
tee to stabilize expenditures for 1978-1979 at the level of 1977-1978. This will
not be an easy commitment to keep in the face of rising costs and ever-increas-
ing demands for our services. However, steps have been taken toward this end.
New accounting procedures have been initiated, and all department heads will
receive quarterly reports and will be responsible for keeping their department
budgets at the committed level. Three positions have been eliminated, result-
ing in a consolidation of duties and an ever-increasing reliance on the help of
volunteers. Further, one member of the staff has been designated to oversee
energy conservation in hope of cutting costs in that area of major expense.

I would like to take this opportunity to offer a special word of thanks to the
volunteers—the many men and women who give so generously of their time
and knowledge in serving on the board and committees, giving technical ad-
vice and assisting the staff in all areas of the Society’s work. Without their
help and interest, we could not continue to operate at our present high level.

Romaine Stec Somerville
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BENEFACTORS

The A. S. Abell Company

H. Furlong Baldwin

Summerfield Baldwin, Jr. Foundation

Baltimore Gas and Electric Company

Buckingham School of Frederick
County, Md.

Mr. & Mrs. James F. Colwill

Leonard C. Crewe, Jr.

Alonzo G. Decker, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. P. W. Filby

First Maryland Foundation

Mrs. Jacob France

Jacob & Annita France Foundation

Mr. & Mrs. Howard Head

Koppers Company, Inc., Metal
Products Division

Mr. & Mrs. H. H. Walker Lewis

Robert G. Merrick

Robert G. & Anne M. Merrick
Foundation

Middendorf Foundation, Inc.

Mullan Contracting Company

Murray Corporation

Mr. & Mrs. Thomas S. Nichols

Norman Rukert

Mr. & Mrs. John D. Schapiro

Morris Schapiro and Family
Foundation

A. Russell Slagle

T. Rowland Slingluff

Charles H. Steffey, Inc.

The Aaron Straus and Lillie Straus
Foundation

Mr. & Mrs. J. Fife Symington, Jr.

Martha Frick Symington Foundation

Stiles E. Tuttle Memorial Trust

University Park Press

Mrs. J. Campbell White

Women’s Committee of the Maryland
Historical Society

SPONSORS

Aluminum Company of America
American Institute of Architects
Mr. & Mrs. J. Pierre Bernard
Bethlehem Steel Corporation
Mr. & Mrs. Calhoun Bond

C & P Telephone Company
Mary Helen Cadwalader
Ferdinand E. Chatard

Commercial Credit Company

Mr. & Mrs. Grafflin Cook, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Edward K. Dunn

Equitable Trust Company

Louise Gore

Benjamin H. Griswold, I11

J. J. Haines and Company, Inc.

Handy and Harman Specialty Metals
Group

Mr. & Mrs. George T. Harrison

Dr. McGehie Harvey

Mr. & Mrs. Stephen G. Heaver

Hecht-Levi Foundation, Inc.

Moses S. and Blanch H. Hecht
Foundation

Mr. & Mrs. Samuel Hopkins

Mr. & Mrs. Bryden B. Hyde

Mrs. Harold Duane Jacobs

Mr. & Mrs. Michael S. Joyce

Kent County Historical Society

H. Irvine Keyser, 11

Mrs. Gamble Latrobe, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Robert H. Levi

Lester S. Levy

Mr. & Mrs. Calvert C. McCabe

Martin Marietta Aerospace

Maryland Genealogical Society

Maryland National Bank

Mercantile-Safe Deposit & Trust Co.

Robert E. Michel

J. W. Middendorf, 11

B. T. Miegon Agency

Norman Milburn

Mr. & Mrs. E. Kirkbride Miller

Mrs. John W. Mitchell

Monumental Corporation

John J. O’Conor

John P. Paca, 5th

Mary Parlett

Dr. R. E. Rambo

Mr. & Mrs. Richard C. Riggs, Sr.

Henry & Ruth Blaustein Rosenberg
Foundation, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Frank P. L. Somerville

Mr. & Mrs. W. Wallace Symington, Jr.

Mary Ringgold Trippe

Union Trust Co. of Maryland

Waverly Press

Mr. & Mrs. Robert W. Williams

Windjammers of the Chesapeake, Inc.
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PATRONS

Alexander & Alexander, Inc.

Charles B. Allen

American Oil Company

Esther B. Anderton

Annapolis Banking and Trust
Company

Anonymous

Mr. & Mrs. Howard Baetjer, 11

Julie C. Baker

Baltimore Contractors, Inc.

Baltimore Federal Savings and Loan
Association

Baltimore Life Insurance Company

Barton Gillet Company

Hugh Benet, Jr.

The L. A. Benson Company, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Gary Black

Robert W. Black

Jacob & Hilda Blaustein Foundation

Bon Voyage Travel

Rev. Winthrop Brainerd

Dr. & Mrs. Philip Briscoe

Mrs. A. W. Broaddus

Mr. & Mrs. Henry B. Brown,, Jr.

Mrs. Edwin N. Broyles

Mrs. Frederick W. Brune

Central Savings Bank

Mrs. Clyde Alvin Clapp

Commodity Credit Foundation, Inc.

Dr. & Mrs. Beverly C. Compton

Continental Oil Company

Coopers and Lybrand

Albert H. Cousins

Mr. & Mrs. L. Patrick Deering

Delta Management, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Donald L. DeVries

Mr. & Mrs. George W. Dobbin

Dr. Rhoda M. Dorsey

Dr. & Mrs. Hammond J. Dugan, III

Eastern Shore Society of Baltimore
City

Eastmet Corporation

Ferdinand Eberstadt Foundation, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. H. Vernon Eney

Mr. & Mrs. John G. Evans

Exxon Company, U.S.A.

Dr. & Mrs. Robert E. Farber

Joseph T. Fetsch

Fidelity and Deposit Co. of Maryland
Fred’s, Inc.

Dr. Herbert M. Frisby

Eliza C. Funk

Mr. & Mrs. W. T. Dixon Gibbs

Mr. & Mrs. Charles B. Gillet

Elizabeth W. Glascock

Graphic Arts Group of American-
Standard

Irvin Greif Foundation

Alexander Brown Griswold

La Verna Hahn

Mrs. Norris Harris

Mrs. William B. F. Hax

T. Hughlett Henry, Jr.

Hill-Chase Steel Company

William E. Hill

Hochschild Kohn

Mr. & Mrs. Jerold C. Hoffberger

Jean Hofmeister, Sr.

Mr. & Mrs. Amos T. Holland

C. A. Porter Hopkins

Hutzler’s

Mr. & Mrs. Elmer M. Jackson, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. William S. James

Francis H. Jencks

R. Samuel Jett, Sr.

Henry R. Kelly

Mary P. Kendall

Mr. & Mrs. Harvey B. Kershaw, Jr.

Kidde Consultants, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Frederick R. Knoop, Jr.

Charles A. & Martin F. Knott
Foundation, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Frederick W. Lafferty

Mr. & Mrs. Robert S. Lane

Mr. & Mrs. Ashby M. Larmore

Laurel Race Course, Inc.

Laventhol and Horwath

Legg Mason Wood Walker, Inc.

The John J. Leidy Foundation, Inc.

Lime Kiln Valley Foundation, Inc.

Mrs. Thomas Price McCleary

Mr. & Mrs. J. Rieman Mclntosh

McLean Contracting Company

McShane Construction, Inc.

Morton and Sophia Macht Foundation

Mr. & Mrs. Francis C. Marbury

Dr. Frank C. Marino Foundation, Inc.

M. Lee Marston

Maryland Casualty Company

Gen. & Mrs. Charles A. Masson

James V. Melton
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Mr. & Mrs. William S. Merrick

Mr. & Mrs. J. Smith Michael

Mrs. Clarence W. Miles

J. Jefferson Miller, I1

Jean W. Miller

Lieze S. Moffett

Moldcraft, Inc.

James E. Moss

National Society of Colonial Dames
of America, Maryland

Mr. & Mrs. Henry A. Naylor

Mr. & Mrs. Edward P. Offutt

Ogden Food Service Corporation

PHH Foundation, Inc.

PPG Industries Foundation

Elisabeth C. G. Packard

Edward Passano

Mrs. William B. Patterson

Polish Heritage Association of
Maryland

Lorenzo Q. Powell

Mr. & Mrs. Richard W. Powell

Mr. & Mrs. Herbert R. Preston, Jr.

Rowe and Eleanor Price Foundation

T. Rowe Price and Associates

Dr. Thomas G. Pullen

Purdum and Jeschke

Mr. & Mrs. George M. Radcliffe

Ramsay, Scarlett and Company, Inc.

Mrs. William L. Reed

Mr. & Mrs. William B. Reese

Mr. & Mrs. Paul V. Renoff

A. Hester Rich

Richardson, Myers and Donofrio, Inc.

J. Creighton Riepe

Riggs, Counselman, Michaels &
Downes, Inc.

Samuel Riggs, IV

Eugene B. Roberts

Mr. & Mrs. James W. Rouse

The Rouse Company

Ella Rowe

Mr. & Mrs. Lewis Rumford, 11

Dr. & Mrs. John H. Sadler

The Savings Bank of Baltimore

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Scarlett, Jr.

Schenuit Industries, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Jacques Schlenger

William Schneidereith, Jr.

Rev. & Mrs. George B. Scriven

Mr. & Mrs. Truman T. Semans

A. & H. Shillman Company, Inc.

Silver Burdett Company

Mr. & Mrs. W. Cameron Slack

Albert H. Small

Society of the Cincinnati of Md.

Lucy F. Spedden

Harry Laird Stallings

Mrs. Robert F. Stanton

Steak and Ale Restaurants

Mrs. Gideon N. Stieff

Stieff Foundation, Inc.

Suburban Trust Company

Sun Life Insurance Company of
America

Mr. & Mrs. Paul P. Swett

Tate Architectural Products, Inc.

Dr. & Mrs. R. Carmichael Tilghman

T. Garland Tinsley

Title Guarantee Company

Mr. & Mrs. William C. Trimble

Mr. & Mrs. Peter Van Dyke

Van Sant Dugdale & Company, Inc.

WBAL-TV

Mr. & Mrs. Charles L. Wagandt, 11

Mr. & Mrs. Carl E. Wagner, Jr.

Mrs. L. Metcalfe Walling

Dr. & Mrs. John Walton

Ward Machinery Company

Mr. & Mrs. L. Byrne Waterman

Herbert J. Watt

Eloise Janney Weatherly

Virginia Webb

Gregory R. Weidman

T. Hammond Welsh, Jr.

Westinghouse Electric Corporation

Victor Weybright

S. Bonsal White

Mrs. G. W. C. Whiting

Le Baron S. Willard, Jr.

Ella-Kate Wilson

Woman's Eastern Shore Society of
Maryland

H. Graham Wood

Mrs. Curtis N. Wormelle

CONTRIBUTORS

Dr. & Mrs. Conrad B. Acton
Mrs. M. Roberts Adams

Mr. & Mrs. Frank N. Aldrich
Mrs. Henry A. Alexandre
Dr. & Mrs. George Allen
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Mrs. Wendell D. Allen

Agnes L. Altrup

Arthur Andersen & Company
Mrs. Paul S. Anderson

Mr. & Mrs. C. Norman Andreae, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Norman H. Angell
Maurice Annenberg

Anonymous

Mrs. G. Maxwell Armor

Mr. & Mrs. Alexander Armstrong
Mrs. M. E. Arnett

Mr. & Mrs. William S. Arnold, Jr.
Walter E. Arps, Jr.

William E. Aud

Mrs. Charles R. Austrian

Mr. & Mrs. John W. Baer

Mrs. Paul G. Baer

Mr. & Mrs. Leonard L. Baker

Mr. & Mrs. Morgan H. Baldwin, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Rignal W. Baldwin
Barr Harris Auction Galleries
Mr. & Mrs. C. Marshall Barton, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. C. Herbert Baxley
Mr. & Mrs. Lewis Beck

Mr. & Mrs. A. Clarke Bedford, Jr.
Wilbur L. Behymer

D. Randall Beirne

Mrs. Marcus Bernstein, Jr.

Paul L. Berry

Mr. & Mrs. George E. Best
Mrs. Charles E. Bills

Dr. & Mrs. James F. Bing
Theodore L. Bissell

Mrs. Leo G. Black

Mr. & Mrs. Robert W. Black
Mr. & Mrs. Walter J. Blair

Dr. & Mrs. Morton K. Blaustein
Cornelius Combs Bond

Dr. James Bordley, II1

Mrs. J. Biays Bowerman

Mr. & Mrs. C. Keating Bowie
Elinor B. Bowman

Dr. Frank J. Brady

Mrs. Richard Towson Brady
John C. Brennan

Mr. & Mrs. Edward L. Brewster
Mr. & Mrs. Rodney J. Brooks, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. W. Gill Brooks

Mrs. Roger Brunschwig

E. La Claire Bunke

Eunice Burdette

Mr. & Mrs. E. H. Burgess

E. Lucile Burns

Morton Busick

C. Nelson Byrn

Mr. & Mrs. T. F. Cadwalader, Jr.
Paul T. Calderwood

Mr. & Mrs. William M. Campbell
Mr. & Mrs. David C. Cannon
Canton Company of Baltimore
Mr. & Mrs. Churchill G. Carey
Kenneth Carroll

Dr. & Mrs. Edward C. Carter, 11
Kathleen M. Carter

Mrs. Charles Z. Case

Elizabeth Cassilly

Mr. & Mrs. Dudley I. Catzen
Mr. & Mrs. A. Benham Cecil
Joseph H. Chaille

Mr. & Mrs. Randolph W. Chalfant
Richard H. Chapman

Philip W. Chase, Jr.

W. E. Chesson

Col. D. M. Cheston, III, Retd.
Bryson G. Christhilf

Churchill Distributors

Mr. & Mrs. Benjamin R. Civiletti
Mrs. William S. Clark

Helen L. Clayton

Jack R. Cobb

Peyton S. Cochran, Jr.

Mrs. Jesse C. Coggins

Harold L. Cohen

Mrs. Peter F. Conroy

Mrs. Giles B. Cooke

Margaret H. Cooke

Mrs. Levin T. Cooper

Mr. & Mrs. Loring A. Cover, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. George W. Cox
Royale R. Crabtree

Thomas Crawford

Thelma K. Crew

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph H. Cromwell
Mr. & Mrs. Richard H. Cromwell
Mrs. W. K. Cromwell, Jr.

J. Harry Cross

Mr. & Mrs. E. Jefferson Crum
Jerry Dadds

Mr. & Mrs. Owen Daly, 11

Fred W. Danby
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Mr. & Mrs. Edmund Dandridge, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. Bruce S. Danzer
David E. Dauer

Mr. & Mrs. Robert W. Davies
Dr. F. W. Davis

Mrs. Clinton C. Davison

Irene May Dean

Frank C. Dehler

Douglas W. Dempster

Mrs. Alfred deRopp

Henry De Witte

Anne M. Dielhenn

Mr. & Mrs. Melcolm H. Dill
Mr. & Mrs. John H. Ditto, Jr.
John H. Diuguid

Mr. & Mrs. Ernest B. Dodge
Charles E. Doll

Mr. & Mrs. John W. Donaldson
Mrs. Sidney C. Doolittle

John B. Drake

W. E. H. Drake

Leslie P. Dryden

John L. Due

Dr. James R. Duke

Mr. & Mrs. William B. Dulany
Dr. Charles A. Dunning

Mrs. Swepson Earle

Col. & Mrs. Arthur G. Eck

Mr. & Mrs. Warner W. Eckenrode
Eleutherian Mills Historical Library
Thomas D. Elgen

C. E. Ellicott, Jr.

Geary Eppley

Caleb C. Ewing

Mr. & Mrs. C. J. Falkenhan

F. D. Fenhagen

Mr. & Mrs. Edwin B. Filbert
Dr. & Mrs. George C. Finney
Fire Museum of Maryland, Inc.
Betty G. Fisher

Dr. & Mrs. David L. Fisher
Mr. & Mrs. L. McLane Fisher
Mr. & Mrs. W. Lloyd Fisher
Mr. & Mrs. Henry J. Fitzer, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. Charles Fleury
James P. Flynn

Richard M. Forbes

Mr. & Mrs. Bliss Forbush, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. W. Byron Forbush
Harry Ford, I1

Dr. H. Chandlee Forman

Mr. & Mrs. Parker W. Frames
Frederick County Historical Society
Mr. & Mrs. Maurice P. Freedlander
Mr. & Mrs. Matthew Freedman
Mr. & Mrs. H. Findley French
Mr. & Mrs. Boyd G. Frey

Mr. & Mrs. Robert K. Frey
Frances M. Froelicker

Mr. & Mrs. Thomas A. Fryer

Dr. & Mrs. Frank F. Furstenberg
Mrs. Peter Gann

Mrs. G. W. Gardiner

Mrs. Charles Garland

Edward A. Garmatz

William H. Garrett, Jr.

Joan W. Gatewood

Mr. & Mrs. Raymond Geddes, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. George W. Gephart
Mrs. David C. Gibson

Lavinia A. Gibson

Mr. & Mrs. William M. Ginder
Mr. & Mrs. A. Merryman Gladding
Arthur M. Gompf

Mr. & Mrs. C. McIntosh Gordan
Mrs. William H. Gordon

James R. Graves

Mr. & Mrs. Frederick J. Green, Jr.
Randall Hagner Greenlee

Mr. & Mrs. R. Riggs Griffith, IV
Mrs. Mac K. Griswold

Clarence F. Gross

Dr. Rachel K. Gundry

Mr. & Mrs. Arthur J. Gutman
Mr. & Mrs. Frank L. Hammand
Thomas G. Hardie

Mr. & Mrs. Laurence Kent Harper
Mr. & Mrs. W. Hall Harris, II1
Mr. & Mrs. W. T. Hartka

Mr. & Mrs. F. Barton Harvey

Mr. & Mrs. Oswald L. Harvey
Col. & Mrs. Harry E. Hasslinger
Richard Hasson

Mr. & Mrs. William K. Hearn

Mr. & Mrs. Louis G. Hecht

Mrs. Philip S. Heisler

Judge & Mrs. George Henderson
Mabel C. Herche

Mrs. William Rogers Herod

Mr. & Mrs. George B. Hess, Jr.
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Mr. & Mrs. T. Russell Hicks
W. Paul Hicks

Mr. & Mrs. Matthew H. Hirsh
William K. Hiss

Pauline T. Hobbs

Samuel H. Hoffberger

Mr. & Mrs. Howard L. Hoffman
R. Curson Hoffman, IIT

G. Vickers Hollingsworth, Jr.
Holly Tour Comm.

Charlotte K. Hooper

Mrs. D. Luke Hopkins

Dr. H. Hanford Hopkins

Mr. & Mrs. Robert M. Hopkins
Roger Brooke Hopkins
Katherine B. Hopper

Mr. & Mrs. Rogers Birnie Horgan
Outerbridge Horsey

Mr. & Mrs. Richard M. Horsey, Jr.

E. Ralph Hostetter

M. P. Hottel

Mr. & Mrs. George D. Hubbard
Wilbur Ross Hubbard

C. Brooks Hubbert

Dr. Thomas E. Hunt, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Eliot P. Hurd
Charles W. Hurst

Mr. & Mrs. Joel G. D. Hutzler
The Hutzler Fund, Inc.

Mrs. Iredell Iglehart

J. A. W. Iglehart

Mr. & Mrs. Carle A. Jackson
Francis 1. Jacobs

Mr. & Mrs. Louis P. Jenkins
T. Courtenay Jenkins, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Edward F. Johnson
Eugene C. Johnson

Mr. & Mrs. Reverdy Johnson
Mrs. Bartlett F. Johnston, Sr.
Mrs. Toulson Johnston

Mrs. William D. Johnston, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. John Bryan Jones
Rev. & Mrs. Kenneth S. Jones
Mrs. Mason Jones

Wayne V. Jones

Mrs. Thomas Branch Jordan
Mary Catherine Kahl
Catherine A. Kaltenbach
Elizabeth Kelley

Mr. & Mrs. Waren Page Kenney

Dr. Irving I. Kessler

Mrs. Fenwick Keyser

Mrs. Jerome Kidder

Mrs. A. Carroll Kilbourne

Mrs. Tatiana G. King

Mrs. Lloyd Kirkely

Mr. & Mrs. St. Clair D. Kirtley
Ingraham M. Knight

Dr. & Mrs. Ira Kolman

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Kolodny
Joetta Koppenhaefer

Dorothy B. Krug

Matilda C. Lacy

Mrs. Henry W. Lambrecht

Gen. & Mrs. Julian L. Lapides
Mr. & Mrs. Charles H. Latrobe, I1
Mrs. Charles L. Lea

Mr. & Mrs. Louis T. Lenderking
Mrs. Charles S. Levy

Mr. & Mrs. Karl M. Levy

Mrs. Leroy M. Lewis, Jr.

Enrico Liberti

Sweetser Linthicum

George D. List

William Thomas Littleton

Mr. & Mrs. Emmett Loane
Captain & Mrs. Walter M. Locke
N. Herbert Long

Mrs. Selma B. Long

Walter Lord

Mrs. Daniel A. Lowenthal

Mrs. Charles W. Lyle

Davy H. McCall

Mr. & Mrs. Adrian L. McCardell
Dr. & Mrs. H. Berton McCauley
Mr. & Mrs. C. Louis McClean
Richard C. McComas

Mr. & Mrs. Clark McComb

Dr. Samuel Howard McCoy

Mr. & Mrs. Edward P. McCracken
Lester C. McCrea

Mr. & Mrs. Charles S. McCubbin, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. J. Martin McDonough
Mrs. H. P. McEntee

John W. McGrain, Jr.

Paul T. McHenry

Mrs. T. Thorne McLane

Dr. & Mrs. Richard W. McQuaid
Mr. & Mrs. John L. McShane
Judge James MacGill
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Mr. Arthur W. Machen, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Hugh S. Mackey

Katherine L. Magraw

Mr. & Mrs. W. Berkeley Mann

The Manuscript Society

Dr. & Mrs. William G. Marr

Joseph A. Marschner

Mrs. Robert M. Marshall

Thomas F. Marshall, 111

Mrs. William Harvey Marshall

Mr. & Mrs. John H. Marston

Mr. & Mrs. William C. Marvel

Helen A. Maynard

Mr. & Mrs. William M. Mayo

Mr. & Mrs. Alan J. Mead

Mrs. Frank D. Mead

Mr. & Mrs. William Painter Meeker

Mr. & Mrs. Henry L. Meledin

Mr. & Mrs. Robert G. Merrick, Jr.

Merry-Go-Round Enterprises, Inc.

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Meyerhoff

Mrs. Harry Middendorf

Dr. & Mrs. David I. Miller

Mr. & Mrs. Harry W. Miller

Mr. & Mrs. Karl E. Miller

Capt. & Mrs. William R. Miller

Robert E. Millett

Marie J. Mitchell

Mrs. John A. Moffitt

Mr. & Mrs. Henry W. Momberger

Mrs. Richard A. Moore

Mrs. William N. Morell

H. Russell Morrison, Jr.

Mrs. R. G. Mowbray

Mr. & Mrs. John B. Munnikhuysen

Mr. & Mrs. Herbert F. Murray

National League of American Pen
Women

L. A. Naylor, Jr.

George F. Needham, III

Mrs. Arthur L. Nelson

Mrs. Pennington Nelson

Mr. & Mrs. Wilbur O. Nelson, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Charles M. Nes, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. George T. Ness, Jr.

Mrs. B. Frank Newcomer

Mrs. John W. Nicol

Mrs. Emory H. Niles

John S. Nixdorff

Dr. & Mrs. Vernon H. Norwood

Mr. & Mrs. Richard F. Ober
Mr. & Mrs. Paul S. Parsons
Mr. & Mrs. William M. Passano
Mrs. R. S. Patch

Mr. & Mrs. Richard M. Patterson
Dr. & Mrs. Arnall Patz
Michael J. Peach

Mr. & Mrs. J. Stevenson Peck
Austin E. Penn

Mrs. Elliot H. Pennell

George D. Penniman, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Harold E. Peters
Mrs. Duane L. Peterson

Mr. & Mrs. Jesse C. Phillips
Mrs. Wesley A. Pickens

Mr. & Mrs. W. A. Pistell

Mr. & Mrs. C. Gordon Pitt
Katherine R. Poole

James W. Poultney

Mr. & Mrs. James 1. Pratt

Mr. & Mrs. William N. S. Pugh
Dr. & Mrs. Keats A. Pullen
Mr. & Mrs. Joseph H. Purdy
Mr. & Mrs. John C. Pyles, Jr.
R. Julian Raszel, Jr.

Mary V. Reed

J. Dawson Reeder, Jr.

Mrs. Addison H. Reese

Mary Kaaren Reiber

Marion Rench

G. H. Rever

Mr. & Mrs. F. Carroll Reynolds
M. Eleanor Rice

Claire A. Richardson

Mrs. Horace K. Richardson
Mr. & Mrs. Joseph V. Ridgely
Mr. & Mrs. James H. Riefle, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. Harry Riepe, Jr.
John Beverly Riggs

Mr. & Mrs. Frank C. Rittenhouse
Mrs. J. deLashmutt Robbins
Mr. & Mrs. E. J. Robertson
Marie R. Rogers

Mr. & Mrs. Arnold Rothschild
E. McClure Rouzer

Mr. & Mrs. Alex P. Rusk
Anna Wells Rutledge

Mrs. Raymond G. Scarlett

M. J. Schalnick

Melvin E. Scheidt
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Nita L. Schultz

Mr. & Mrs. Harry Scott

Dr. & Mrs. John M. Scott

Mrs. James W. Seiler

Charles C. Sellers

Mr. & Mrs. Joseph Ward Sener

Mr. & Mrs. Frank H. Seubold

Mr. & Mrs. Charles B. Sewell

Shaw-Walker Company

Mr. & Mrs. Fred Shelley

John R. Sherwood

Mildred Shipley

Mr. & Mrs. George M. Shriver, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Robert C. Shriver

Rosalia Shriver

Sara L. Siebert

Mrs. F. Lester Simon

Mrs. H. Elmer Singewald

Frederick J. Singley, Jr.

John P. Sipple

Mrs. Jesse Slingluff

Albert Neale Smith

Society of Daughters of Colonial Wars

Society for the Preservation of
Maryland Antiquities

Mr. & Mrs. William B. Somerville

Mr. & Mrs. Talbot T. Speer

LCdr. Gladys M. Sperrle

Mr. & Mrs. Harry C. Starkweather

Alvin P. Staufer, Jr.

Mrs. Arthur G. Stavely

Mr. & Mrs. J. W. Stenhouse

Mr. & Mrs. Eugene H. Sterling

Mr. & Mrs. Latimer S. Stewart

Mr. & Mrs. Charles C. Stieff, I1

C. Thompson Stott

William T. Strahan, D.D.S.

Mr. & Mrs. Isaac Strouse

Mrs. Victor Sulin

Mr. & Mrs. G. Ashton Sutherland

Cal Sutphin

Edward Sutton

Brig. Gen. & Mrs. Kenneth S. Sweany

Talbot Civic Trust

Lt. Gen. & Mrs. Orwin C. Talbott

Mr. & Mrs. Francis Taliaferro

Dr. & Mrs. Norman Tarr

Mrs. Adamson Taylor

Dr. Richard W. Tellinde

Mr. & Mrs. Robert J. Thieblot

Mrs. Henry M. Thomas, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. J. Richard Thomas

Judge & Mrs. Roszel Thomsen

Mrs. Christopher Tietze

William H. DeCourcy Tilghman

Mr. & Mrs. Charles E. Tracy

Frederica H. Trapnell

Fred Trenkle

William C. Trimble, Jr.

Mrs. Ernest Tucker

Mr. & Mrs. Douglas C. Turnbull, Jr.

Dr. H. Mebane Turner

Mr. & Mrs. William G. Tyler

Mildred D. Urmy

Bartow Van Ness, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. Nicholas Varga

J. P. W. Vest

Mr. & Mrs. T. H. Vickery, Jr.

Florence Vincent

Mr. & Mrs. James F. Waesche

Dr. & Mrs. Vernon Wanty

Mr. & Mrs. Edward T. Ward

Guy T. Warfield

Margaret Warnken

Dr. Bryan P. Warren

Clyde T. Warren

Mr. & Mrs. G. Luther Washington

George Washington Masonic Stamp
Club

Hester Waters

Raymond W. Watson, Jr.

Robert C. Watson

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Webb

John W. T. Webb

The Wedlock Club

Dr. & Mrs. Richard D. Weigle

Morton Weinberg

Mr. & Mrs. Robert L. Weinberg

Dr. & Mrs. Gibson J. Wells

Dr. John R. Wennersten

Mr. & Mrs. George B. Westall, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. William 1. White

William H. Whiting Company

Mrs. Paul F. Wiest

Mr. & Mrs. Leroy A. Wilbur

Margaret E. Will

Dr. & Mrs. Huntington Williams

Mr. & Mrs. Charles Merrick Wilson

George B. Wilson

Dr. & Mrs. Henry B. Wilson

W. H. Wilson & Company

Mr. & Mrs. William L. Wilson, Jr.
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Matthew M. Wise

Mr. & Mrs. Kent C. Withers

Dr. & Mrs. Stewart Wolff

Women’s Committee of the Wadsworth
Atheneum Bus Trips

Stewart E. Wood

Donald G. Wooden

Annette Woolf

Mr. & Mrs. Calman Zamoiski, Jr.

Mr. & Mrs. C. R. Zarfoss

Mr. & Mrs. Richard O. Zerbe

Kenneth Louis Ziv

DONORS TO THE NEH
LIBRARY GRANT 1977-1978
FISCAL YEAR

Mr. & Mrs. Chadwick K. Aiau
William G. Baker, Jr. Memorial Fund
Robert W. Black

Brooke S. Cook

Edgar G. Heyl

Mr. & Mrs. Arthur A. Houghton, Jr.
J. Seeger Kerns

John F. Kirkpatrick

Bayley Ellen Marks

Lillian B. Marks

Michael Miller

Gustav J. Requardt

Sheridan Foundation

Michael Tepper

Mrs. Robert B. Vickers

William S. West

Huntington Williams
James F. Wychgram
Wye Institute

DONORS TO SPECIAL
LIBRARY PROJECTS
Dr. Ferdinand Chatard

L. Byrne Waterman

CONTRIBUTIONS FOR
SPECIAL PROJECTS

Howard and Katharine Baetjer
Conservation Fund

Henry A. Knott Remodeling
Company, Inc.

GRANTS

Grants for operating funds and special

projects were received from:

Anne Arundel County

Baltimore County

City of Baltimore

Harford County

Howard County

Kent County

Maryland Arts Council

Maryland Committee for the
Humanities

National Endowment for the Arts

National Endowment for the
Humanities

Prince Georges County

State of Maryland



326 MARYLAND HisTORICAL MAGAZINE

MARYLAND HISTORICAL SOCIETY
General Fund

CONDENSED STATEMENT OF INCOME AND EXPENSES

FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1978

(Unaudited)

INCOME
Dues.........;mawrsdwedommsndd G o L oL, $ 56,071
Contributionsandgrants .. ........................... 314,709
Legaciesandtrusts .. .............. .. ... ... .. ... .... 3,695
Investmentincome . ........... ... .. ... ... ... 151,567
Salesand servicefees .............. ... ... .. ... ... ... 65,161
Otherincome .. ........ ... . . 40,627
EXPENSES b
Museumsandgallery ......... ... .. ... ... ... ........ 90,163
Library, graphics and manuseripts ..................... 83,453
Magazine and historynotes .. ........ ... ... .. ... ... .. 30,825
Building:operations o . i 0 i o il 125,514
Administrativeandgeneral ........................... 229,566
Educational services . . ............ ... .. ... .. ... 12,633
Publicrelations and development .. ......... ... ... .... 33,729
Cost of merchandisesold. ............................. 19,299
Contributions to Special Funds projects . ................ 4,389
629,571
Excess of income over expenses from operations . . . ......... .. $ 2,259

(1)

(2)
(2)

(1) Includes grants from city, county, state and federal governments totaling $53,500.
(2) Includes services rendered to the Library, Museum, Gallery, Latrobe Project, and

other operating departments of the Society.

Funds for Specified Purposes
ENDOWMENT FUNDS

Income . ....... ... $ 76,658

Expenses .. ... ... ... ... 19,697
PUBLICATION FUND

Income . . ... .. . e 9,655

ExXpenses ... ... ... ... 8,430
SPECIAL FUNDS

Income . ... ... . ... 196,217

Expenses ....... ... ... . 211,250
LATROBE FUND

Income .. ... ... L 95,563

Expenses . ... ... ... .. 96,545

$56,961

1,225

(15,033)

(982)

Note: This condensed report of income and expenses for the General Fund and Funds for Speci-
fied Purposes has been prepared by the Treasurer of the Maryland Historical Society. De-
tailed audited statements are available upon request to the Treasurer, Maryland Histori-

cal Society, 201 West Monument Street, Baltimore 21201.



Maryland’s Property Qualifications
for Office: A Reinterpretation of the
Constitutional Convention of 1776

THORNTON ANDERSON

ER OVER A CENTURY 1T HAS BEEN GENERALLY CONCEDED BY HISTOR1ANS THAT
the constitution of 1776 was among the most conservative and aristocratic of
the early state constitutions.! The five-year term of the Maryland senators was
the longest term of any elected officials in the United States, and their indirect
method of election removed them from popular control. Along with county
sheriffs and members of Congress, they had to possess £1000 of property. The
delegates to the lower house, and the electors of the senators, had to have
£500, and the governor, £5000. No other state so thoroughly exploited the re-
strictive possibilities of property qualifications for public office.

John C. Rainbolt has argued that Maryland’s constitution looks less conser-
vative if it is compared, not with that of Pennsylvania, for example, but with
the previous government of Maryland.? He shows, moreover, that the constitu-
tional convention liberalized certain features of the original draft. Revisionist
scholarship has also explored the role of the militia, and the sometimes suc-
cessful efforts by militiamen to elect their own officers, as influences toward
democracy. ‘“The rising waters of democratic revolution,”” David C. Skaggs
concluded, ‘“‘swept through Maryland during the 1770’s, and the restraints
placed upon it by the Convention could not long endure.”’® Yet it remains the
case that Maryland’s property requirements survived the impact of Jefferso-
nian democracy. The “‘rising waters’’ were contained for forty years. And it is
also the case that those leaders of the gentry most associated with radicalism,
far from being democrats, were more interested in the containment than in the
rising waters, for they participated fully in the establishment of the qualifica-
tions.

This study will undertake to look more closely at three aspects of these prop-
erty qualifications: (1) how they originated, (2) how they were established, and
(3) how severely restrictive, (a) statistically and (b) in practice, they were.

ONE

The aristocratic ‘‘party’’ of Carroll and Chase, of Tilghman and Paca, was so
completely in control of the earlier conventions of Maryland that it is easy to
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imagine that they could write their own ticket, and that any concessions to-
ward democracy in the constitutional convention would originate in their own
foresight as they anticipated the drift of the revolutionary situation and tried
to recruit sufficient popular support to forestall expected challenges to their
privileged positions. Similarly, safeguards for property and aristocracy would
seem to them essential to counter the necessary concessions to democracy.
Used judiciously together, safeguards and concessions should make their posi-
tions impregnable. However, this explanation is only partly correct.

In fact the challenges had already begun. The two deepest and most wide-
spread grievances against the old regime were the revenue system, based on
fees and on the poll tax, and the suffrage restrictions, the requirement of 50
acres of land or £40 sterling of property. Already the voting rule, going back to
the seventeenth century, was breaking down under the impact of militia re-
cruitment. Aid to Massachusetts made militia service a serious matter, and
the recruits were quick to call for a voice in politics and a right to elect their
own officers. Militiamen ineligible under the existing rules were, in fact, fre-
quently permitted to vote for delegates to the conventions. The traditional
leadership, however, retained the selection of officers and reimposed the old
voting rule for the election of the constitutional convention in August 1776.
This resulted in riots at polling places, and the militiamen were able to vote in
large numbers or to stop proceedings in Frederick, Kent, Prince George’s,
Queen Anne’s, and Worcester counties. Yet these elections were set aside and
new ones held. In sum, the direct democratic challenge to the old aristocracy,
widely scattered, was already decisively defeated.

A more traditional type of challenge had also been mounted from within the
aristocracy itself in Anne Arundel County by the Hall-Hammond faction, and
it was this, rather than the militia challenge, that influenced the constitution.
Ably led by John Hall and the Hammond brothers, Matthias and Rezin, this
group secured in June the endorsement of the county militia for its own plan of
government. Then they secured the signatures of 885 freemen after the elec-
tion instructing the county delegates to support the militia plan, a number
greater than that of the voters in the election. This stimulated the resignations
of three of the Anne Arundel delegates, who rejected such instructions:
Samuel Chase, Charles Carroll, Barrister, and B. T. B. Worthington, the sec-
ond of whom was replaced by Hall in the ensuing election.*

These two Hall-Hammond documents, the militia plan and the instructions,
when compared with the draft constitution of the Tilghman Committee in the
convention, show clearly the nature of the perceived threats which the aristo-
crats of the Chase-Carroll faction were determined to defeat, and the nature of
their counter measures. The great danger, popular influence in the govern-
ment, was to be prevented by three methods: property qualifications for vot-
ing and for office holding, long terms of office in both houses, and the indirect
election of senators. The size and the role of the Senate were similar to the old
governor’s council which had been an appointive body. The terms of office,
under the proprietary government, had not been fixed. Elections for the As-
sembly had been held in 1758, '62, '65, '68, '71, and ‘73, so that a three-year
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tenure was not unusual. And the voting requirements went back over a cen-
tury. Only the property qualifications for office were new. Where did they
come from?

Four states had drafted constitutions by the time Maryland’s convention
assembled in August, 1776, and two of the four had continued the use of prop-
erty qualifications for offices already long established. South Carolina, on
March 26, had incorporated in her first constitution the rules of her election
law of 1759 which required representatives to have a settled freehold of 500
acres with 20 slaves or £1000 proclamation money in houses, lots or other
lands.® New Jersey, by an Act of 1709, had required 1000 acres or £500 in land
and personal property for assemblymen, a rule derived from the recommenda-
tions of the proprietors of New Jersey to the Lords of Trade in 1701.° On
July 2, 1776, the state required £1000 “proclamation money’’ of real and per-
sonal estate for members of its council and £500 for its assemblymen.’

This New Jersey constitution was published in the Maryland Gazette on
July 25 and August 1, just before the Maryland convention. The “current
money’’ of Maryland had approximately the same value as the ‘“proclamation
money’’ of New Jersey.® The Maryland convention borrowed the New Jersey
scheme, even the exact figures; they liked the idea so well that they elaborated
it to additional offices. Ironically, the anti-proprietary leaders of Maryland
thus borrowed the ideas of the early proprietors of another colony.?

Two

Having decided to use extensive property requirements for office holding,
the Chase-Carroll faction had to get them through the convention. The Hall-
Hammond faction, working from a different assessment of the popular pres-
sures for change, had included no such requirements in their plan. They were
the smaller faction, yet they were in a good position to bargain—primarily
because there were a large number of ‘‘new men” in the convention which
loosened “party” control. Out of a total of 76 delegates, 48 had never served in
the Assembly under the proprietary government, 30 had not sat in any of the
previous conventions, and 25 had served in neither.! Even among the ex-
perienced (23 had served in both), some were not firmly committed to any fac-
tion. B. T. B. Worthington, for example, signed the militia proposal of June 27,
yet he resigned along with Chase and Carroll, Barrister, when the Hall-
Hammond faction tried to instruct the delegation. The situation was, in other
words, quite fluid, and Charles Carroll’s frantic reactions, so often quoted,
mirrored the actual lack of control.

In these circumstances both factions had an incentive to bargain: if agree-
ment could be reached, each side would have less to fear from the votes of the
non-aligned delegates. The leaders of the two groups, all wealthy, had much in
common. Aside from personal and family ambitions, they differed mostly as to
the extent of the concessions necessary to contain the popular unrest. The
militia draft and the committee draft can be compared with the final constitu-
tion to show that each side prevailed at certain points (see Table I). It was,



TasLE I

Militia Plan Tilghman Committee Draft Committee of the Whole Draft Constitution
(September 10) (November 3) (November 8)
Voting Franchise
“right to legislate is in 50 acres or £40 sterling 50 acres or £30 current money unchanged
every member of the com-
munity’’ (Instructions:
taxpaying freemen over
21)
House of Delegates
elected annually by elected by voters; 3-year term; blank elected annually; £500 of property unchanged
voters property requirement
Senate
elected annually by elected for 7-year term by electors elected for 5-year term by electors unchanged
voters (Delegate’s) property, chosen by voters; with £500 of property chosen by
blank property requirement voters; £1000 of property
Executive
Council of 7 elected governor elected by legislature; 1-year governor elected by legislature; 1-year unchanged
by and from legislature; term; rotation (in 3, out 3 years); no term; rotation (in 3, out 4 years); no
1 year term; no veto veto; blank property requirement; veto; £5000 property, including £1000
council of 5 elected by legislature; freehold; council of 5 elected by legis-
blank property lature; £1000 of property
Local Government
county officials directly sheriff appointed by governor; 1-year sheriff elected by voters; 3-year term;  unchanged,
elected by voters term; rotation {in 3, out 3 years); all rotation (in 3, out 4 years}); blank prop- except:
others appointed by the legislature or erty requirement; all others appointed £1000 of
governor by the legislature or governor property
Taxation
assessment proportioned Declaration of Rights: persons ‘‘ought unchanged; no provision in constitu- unchanged

to estate

to contribute. . . according to. . .actual
worth”’

tion

oee
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then, not simply a matter of tightly disciplined factional voting. Yet the
voting record does not show that an agreement was reached; nor does it show
that there was none.

The problem is to penetrate, if possible, into the work of the committee of
the whole, for which no roll call votes were recorded and in which most of the
changes were made. Such an undertaking must be largely speculative, but the
following of some logical criteria may improve the chances of success. For one
thing, the delegates could not act without regard to outside opinion and the
continuing economic and political context. This meant that the tradeoffs
might reach beyond the constitution itself. For another thing, the motions
made, and those not made, in the convention after the committee of the whole
reported can shed much light on possible agreements in the committee.

The two factions, of course, had differing priorities. The Hall-Hammond
group wanted a different system of taxation, a broader franchise, annual elec-
tions, a plural executive, and the election of local officials. The Chase-Carroll
group wanted the new property qualifications for office, the old franchise re-
strictions, long terms of office, an indirectly elected senate, a single governor,
and appointed local officials. Not all of these objectives were totally incom-
patible.

On the franchise issue, where the positions were incompatible, the Hall-
Hammond faction inadvertently provided the compromise. Their instructions
of August 27, in addition to the taxpaying qualification for native freemen,
proposed that a “‘foreigner’” with 50 acres or a visible estate of £30 currency
also be allowed to vote. These amounts were adopted by the Chase-Carroll fac-
tion to defeat the broader taxpayer franchise, and applied in the constitution
to all voters. However, this was not an element of the major bargain, since two
attempts were made later in the convention to reopen this issue.

Regarding local officials, the obvious compromise was the election of some
and the appointment of others; the practical version agreed in the committee
of the whole was the election of the sheriff alone, the most important local offi-
cial. This was not reopened in the convention—the only motion for the election
of other local officials was not seconded. Yet this motion and the fact that the
property qualification for the office of sheriff was left blank, indicates that this
compromise also, like the one on the franchise, was not completely worked out
in the committee of the whole.

A compromise on the length of the terms in the two houses of the legislature
might be expected to give one house to each faction, providing annual election
of one house and the long term for the other. This was not so easy, however, be-
cause the seven year term for senators called for by the Tilghman committee
was so extreme. Moreover, two other elements were entangled with the issue
of terms of office: the matter of the indirect election of senators, and the plural
executive called for in the militia plan. Apparently, the Chase-Carroll faction
gave up two years on the term of each house in order to preserve their indirect
election and their governor. The Hall-Hammond faction gave up their plural
executive and direct annual election of senators to reduce the term of senators
and secure annual election in the lower house. It is difficult to estimate the rel-
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ative importance of the different elements of this compromise, but not one of
them was reopened—which indicated that they composed a cohesive package.

The analysis up to this point leaves two major issues to be decided, one from
each plan: taxation, and the property qualifications for office. It is suggested
that the two factions agreed to both. The qualifications would be written into
the constitution without reduction, and assessments proportioned to property,
vaguely approved in the Declaration of Rights, would be written into the law
at the next session of the legislature. This was a major bargain struck between
the factions in committee of the whole. As such, it puts the famous qualifica-
tions in a different light as the price exacted by the wealthy in return for their
assuming a fairer share of the burden of taxation.

The evidence for such a bargain is persuasive though not conclusive. Being
innovative and easily divisible, the qualifications could have been attacked by
motions to reduce the stated amounts, to exempt the deputies, or to discon-
tinue after a period of years; but no such motions are made. The convention
roll call votes were to be recorded and published, and the votes on such mo-
tions would influence some voters in subsequent elections, so such motions
would surely have been made in the absence of an agreement. Moreover, no
taxing clause such as that in the militia draft was proposed. Nevertheless, the
first session of the new legislature, composed exclusively of the wealthy, did
enact a new system of taxation proportioned to wealth in place of the hated
poll tax. Thirty-odd former members of the constitutional convention sat in
that House of Delegates, and six of them, including Hall and Chase, were ap-
pointed to a seven-man committee to bring in the new tax bill. The
committee’s bill was amended only once!? and passed without a recorded vote.
Perhaps more indicative of the compromise was the approval of the bill by the
senate where the very wealthy might be expected to kill it as a matter of
course. Of the fifteen senators, nine were alumni of the convention, and all of
them supported the new tax.'®

THREE

The property qualifications for office being thus established, the question re-
mains, how restrictive were they? We need to know if large numbers of people
could qualify, or only a few.

No discussion is recorded as to how restrictive the convention intended to
be, and no data were presented as to the expected effects. An opinion had been
expressed by the 885 freemen who signed the instructions to the Anne
Arundel delegates that ‘‘near half of the free inhabitants’’ could not qualify to
vote under the old requirement of 50 acres or £40 sterling.’* The old require-
ment for office holding had been the same as for voting; the new requirement
for office was at least seven times as high.'®

To arrive at an estimate of the numbers who could qualify it is necessary to
take a circuitous path through the marshy lowlands of statistical tabulations.
First, the numbers of free white males of voting age will be calculated and pre-
sented in Table II. Then male property holdings of the required values will be



TaBLE 11
NuMBERS OF FREE WHITE MALES OF VOTING AGE

Total Free Males Tabulated Districts
Asa % White
% White of the Males Property
Over 18 Black Over 21 Total Over 21 Holders

1782 1790 1782 1783 1782 1783
Anne Arundel 2,229 6.29 1,895 100 1,895 1,976
Baltimore 3,165 2.77 2,675 68.9 1,843 2,974
Calvert 894 3.00 777 100 777 749
Caroline 1,293 5.61 1,080 100 1,080 1,220
Cecil 2,000 1.53 1,795 81.2 1,458 1,056
Charles 2,115 3.91 1,811 99.1 1,794 1,740
Dorchester 1,828 5.04 1,535 100 1,535 1,531
Frederick 3,785 0.75 3,296 19.2 634 666
Harford 2,243 6.37 1,889 100 1,889 1,657
Kent 1,394 8.72 1,133 100 1138 1,072
Montgomery 2,160 2.38 1,884 98.7 1,860 1,804
Queen Anne’s 1,742 6.96 1,446 98.6 1,425 1,203
Somerset 1,598 3.17 1,372 100 1,372 1,307
Talbot 1,478 12.85 1,136 97.9 1,112 1,060
Washington 2,579 0.42 2,310 100 2,310 2,083
Worcester 1,733 2.23 1,501 100 1,501 1,566

Sources: Tabulations from assessors’ tax lists, Hall of Records, Annapolis. Data were not available for Prince George’s and St. Mary’s Counties.
Those for Frederick were not available for 1783 and for Anne Arundel were less complete, so 1782 has been substituted for the tabulations of those
counties.

Column 1: State summary of the 1782 tax list, Scharf Collection, Box 95, item 56, Hall of Records, Annapolis.

Column 2: Computed from Heads of Families at the First Census of the United States Taken in the Year 1790, Maryland (Washington, 1907), p. 9.
Column 3: Column 1 reduced by 4.5% of all white males, for ages 18-20, and by the percentage black (see note 19).

Column 4: White population of tabulated districts as a percentage of total white population reported in 1783.

Column 5: Column 3 reduced to correspond to the coverage of the tabulation.

Column 6: As tabulated from the detailed assessors’ returns.
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tabulated and their owners stated as percentages of the voting age white
males in Table I1I. The actual paths taken to these tables and certain difficul-
ties in the data are discussed in the footnotes.

This problem has been confronted by Ronald Hoffman,® with results that
are included in Table I1I. There are no completely satisfactory data surviving
from this period, but the best are the tax lists of 1783 which cover a large part
of the state in great detail. The kinds, amounts, and values of most sorts of
property are listed with the holder’s name and the numbers in his family. The
extraction of answers from these lists is very laborious and requires great care;
even then the results may not be entirely accurate.!” Nevertheless it may be
doubted that the sources of error, tending as they do in opposite directions,
seriously erode the reliability of the figures. In any event, they are the best we
have, and they also have the advantage of close comparability with the census
taken by the assessors in 1782.

A different sort of problem arises from the fact that the assessors did not re-
cord the ages of the white population.’® Fortunately a census was taken early
in 1776 which recorded exact ages of the white population in several counties.!®
Another difficulty concerns the free blacks, who were taxed and listed along
with the whites and rarely identified as such.? The constitution of 1776 did not
expressly bar them from voting or even from office holding, yet it seems desir-
able in the interest of realism to adjust the pool of potential members of the
legislature by excluding them.

By making these two adjustments, for those aged 18-20 and for the free
blacks, the 1782 figures for free males over eighteen can give approximate fig-
ures for free white males over twenty-one in each county. Since the property
data for 1783 are incomplete for some counties, however, it is necessary to
make a third adjustment reducing these figures to correspond to the districts
and hundreds for which property can be tabulated.”

The resulting figures can be used as bases for percentages eligible for the leg-
islature. As presented in Table II1 these percentages speak directly to the
original question as to how restrictive the new property requirements for office
were. Although stated in terms of the legislature, they are equally applicable
to other offices (except the governor) as indicated in Table I.

Several statements may be based on Table II1. First, the percentages are
quite small; in that sense the property qualifications clearly excluded about
five-sixths of the white adult males. In only three counties were as many as
one-fourth eligible for one house.?? Second, they were three times more restric-
tive in some counties for the House of Delegates than in others, and for the
Senate six times more restrictive in some than in others. These variations do
not correlate, however, with the disturbances at the polling places in August
1776 mentioned earlier. Third, the numbers eligible as Delegates but not as
Senators do not so greatly exceed the numbers eligible as Senators. In four
counties, in fact, the numbers are about the same. At the other extreme, in
Caroline County the former exceeded the latter four to one. Fourth, the per-
centages, both high and low, are fairly evenly distributed on the Eastern and
Western shores.



TasLE II1
PErsonNs ELIGIBLE FOR THE MARYLAND LEGISLATURE, 1783

White House of Delegates Senate
Males — =
Over 21 Hoffman’s Hoffman’s

1782 Number % o Number %o /)
Anne Arundel 1,895 219 11.6 15.3 240 12.7 13.3
Baltimore 1,843 274 149 9.5 232 12.6 7.6
Calvert 777 65 8.4 11.3 63 8.1 11.1
Caroline 1,080 103 9.5 7.2 26 2.4 3.2
Cecil 1,458 124 8.5 11.2 94 6.4 6.2
Charles 1,794 172 9.6 14.3 169 9.4 9.7
Dorchester 1,535 135 8.8 9.1 85 5.5 6.2
Frederick 634 53 8.4 — 23 3.6 -
Harford 1,889 131 6.9 7.8 101 5.3 5.4
Kent 1,133 165 14.6 13.7 108 9.5 9.2
Montgomery 1,860 194 10.4 10.9 102 5.5 5.6
Queen Anne'’s 1,425 157 11.0 - 133 9.3 —
Somerset 1,372 170 12.4 12.7 107 7.8 7.4
Talbot 1,112 113 10.2 10.0 84 7.6 6.9
Washington 2,310 100 4.3 — 44 1.9 —
Worcester 1,501 122 8.1 8.2 54 3.6 3.8

Sources: Tabulations from assessors’ tax lists, Hall of Records, Annapolis. Data for Anne Arundel and Frederick Counties are for 1782 {see note,

Table II).

Column 1: Same as column 5, Table 11.

Column 2: White males holding £500 of property, but not £1000.
Column 5: White males holding £1000 of property, or more.
Columns 3 and 6: Columns 2 and 5 as percentages of column 1.

Columns 4 and 7: Ronald Hoffman, A Spirit of Dissension: Ecomomics, Politics and the Revolution in Maryland (Baltimore, 1973), p. 180. Hoff-
man omitted Frederick, Queen Anne’s and Washington Counties.

o
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These results correlate at r=.75 with Hoffman’s findings, although the per-
centages are substantially lower than his. He did not, unfortunately, describe
his procedures, so it is impossible to account for the discrepancies. For nine
counties he used the 1782 figures for free males over eighteen without adjust-
ing them for free blacks or for the 18-20 year-olds, but he also tabulated in
nearly all cases substantially larger numbers of eligibles than the 1783 tax
lists reveal after the elimination of the women.

Four

This objective evidence of the undemocratic character of Maryland’s new
government, prior to the abandonment of the property qualifications in 1810,
needs, nevertheless, to be seen in another light. The question needs to be
asked, were there other persons, lacking sufficient property, whom the people
would elect in the absence of the constitutional restrictions?

The best measure of the practical effect (if any) of the new qualifications for
public office is to be found by comparing the memberships of the revolutionary
conventions elected in 1774-1776 with those new requirements. For members
of the conventions there were no requirements, and even the old restrictions on
voting tended to be relaxed as the revolutionary crisis approached. Then, if
ever, it would seem, the people of Maryland had an opportunity to elect non-
wealthy representatives.

To examine this possibility the last three conventions before the reimposi-
tion of the old voting rules for the constitutional convention, those of Decem-
ber 1775 and May and June, 1776, were studied. Some eighty-seven persons
sat in one or more of these, including four future governors and over half of the
first Senate. Many of them were later elected to the House or Senate under the
constitution; others show up in the tax lists, the Deed Books, Debt Books, or
other land records. Some of these give holdings by acres and not by value, and
do not include personal property or slaves, so that for three of the eighty-seven
men the values of holdings may have been below £500. Of these three, the one
with the least land, Jeremiah Jordan of St. Mary’s County, had 200 acres in
1768, and was assessed at £850 in 1793.%

It thus appears probable that every one of the members of these conventions
would have been able to meet the new property qualifications. In this sense the
new requirements were not at all restrictive on current practice. They were an
exercise of foresight intended to prevent future dangers of democracy, to for-
malize and reinforce the existing dominance of the political class, and not to
hold back a tide already strongly running. Had there been such a tide, could
such provisions have been written into a constitution that was available to the
public for seven weeks before it was formally adopted—without protest? The
Tilghman committee draft, as published, contained blanks, but the intention
to require property holdings was very clear.? Yet little or no public discussion
ensued, to judge by the quite open columns of the Maryland Gazette, even
after the final constitution was published.?
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In summary, Maryland’s anti-proprietary aristocrats entrenched their con-
trol in their new constitution by extending New Jersey’s property requirement
system to all important offices. They put it through the convention by compro-
mising their factional differences and by accepting a new assessment method
of taxation. Under this system about 7 percent of the white males over twenty-
one were eligible for the Senate and another 9.7 percent for the House of Dele-
gates. Restrictive as this may seem, it was no more so than the existing prac-
tices; yet until repealed the requirements prevented the practice from evolv-
ing.

The constitution was conservative and it reflected a conservative streak in
the people of Maryland. They had had enough of rapid political change: the end
of the proprietary, the enfranchisement of Catholics and Germans, the war and
the break with England had all come upon them in the past two years. It is not
surprising that many looked to the long-established political families to steer
them through the uncharted seas ahead. The apprehensions of Charles Carroll,
mutatis mutandis, must have been widely shared. Recognizing this popular
trait, as well as the desire for a broader franchise, the leaders could, and did, di-
vide into factions over the expedients that were thought necessary to contain
the popular unrest, to preserve their customary dominance. But there is little
evidence that any among them thought this would require concessions adverse
to their continued control—much less that the aristocracy should be replaced
by a democracy.

This suggests that the notion of an erosion of deference, under the impact of
the collapse of the proprietary government and the approach of independence,
can easily be overstated. The vessels Peggy Stewart and Totness were burned,
of course, but Governor Eden’s view that ‘‘All power is getting fast into the
Hands of the very lowest of the People’’* need not be taken too seriously. The
change of government was not a change of class. The ruling families of Mary-
land cleverly made minimal concessions toward democracy—an extension of
the franchise and tax reform—more than balanced by their indirect election of
senators and their property qualifications, and thus rode the Revolution to-
ward their own goals.
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Maryland Gazette (Annapolis), July 18 and August 22, 1776; reprinted as an Appendix in
Skaggs, Maryland Democracy.

Statutes at Large of South Carolina, 4 (Columbia, 1838), 98-101. This refers to the proclama-
tion of Queen Anne on June 18, 1704, fixing the Spanish dollar at six shillings, so the pound
sterling equalled £1'4 Spanish. Most of the colonies circumvented this rule. See Curtis P.
Nettels, The Money Supply of the American Colonies Before 1720 (Madison, 1934),
pp. 242-249.
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{Annapolis, 1777), Chapter 9 [Evans, 15393]. By Act of February 11, 1777, New Jersey set
the Spanish dollar at £0/4/6 sterling or £0/7/6 *‘lawful money of this State,”” which is also 1%.
Acts of the Council and General Assembly of the State of New Jersey, ed. Peter Wilson
{Trenton, 1784), Chapter 10 {Evans, 18632], p. 7.

These constitutions are most accessible in Francis N. Thorpe, ed., The Federal, and State
Constitutions. .. (Washington, 1909), Maryland, 3:1691-1701, New Jersey, 5:2594-2598,
and South Carolina, 6:3241-3248.

Figures derived from Edward C. Papenfuse et al.,, Directory of Maryland Legislators (An-
napolis, 1974). Discussion of the convention is based on Proceedings of the Conventions of
the Province of Maryland, Held at the City of Annapolis, in 1774, 1775, and 1776 (Baltimore,
1836).

For example, his letters to his father, August 23, October 4, October 10, etc. Charles Carroll
of Annapolis Papers, Maryland Historical Society.-

This amendment fixed pauper estates at £30. No attempt was made against the basic princi-
ple of assessments proportioned to property.

No dissent to the tax is recorded although Carroll, Tilghman, and others had entered dis-
sents on other matters. Votes and Proceedings of the House of Delegates, February Session
1777 [Evans, 43275], pp. 49, 89; Votes and Proceedings of the Senate, First Session, 1777
[Evans, 15396], pp. 44, 48, §6-57, 61. The law itself is in Laws of Maryland (Annapolis,
1777), Chapter 21 [Evans, 15393].

Maryland Gazette (Annapolis), August 22, 1776. )

The lowest requirement, £500 currency, equalled £300 sterling. See above, note 8.

Ronald Hoffman, A Spirit of Dissension: Economics, Politics and the Revolution in
Maryland (Baltimore, 1973), pp. 179-180.

First, there may be certain characteristics that make us underestimate the actual numbers
qualifying. (1) Even assuming equal diligence and objectivity among the various assessors,
some among them may have underassessed to provide tax relief. Some kinds of property,
such as slaves, were standardized at uniform rates, but the assessor had to judge the qual-
ity of the land and value it accordingly. (2) The assessors worked by districts or hundreds,
and no attempt has been made to aggregate individuals’ holdings in two or more districts or
hundreds. Some persons not qualified by any single entry on the lists may have appeared on
additional lists, with adequate total property, without being detected. (3) A few partner-
ships and business listings, counted as single units, may have qualified more than one per-
son.

Second, certain characteristics may tend toward overestimation of the numbers qualify-
ing. (1) Politically ambitious taxpayers with marginal holdings may have exaggerated their
value in order to qualify. (2) Individuals with two or more large holdings, on different lists,
may have been counted two or more times.

Third, some aspects of the data may introduce error, sometimes increasing and some-
times decreasing the numbers. (1) Simple tabulating errors. For example, since women were
excluded from politics, but not from the tax lists, any error in detecting the gender of hand-
written first names would be reflected in the figures. (2) Undivided estates were listed as
“the heirs of . . .” The numbers, ages, and sex of the heirs being unknown, such entries were
treated as though one male adult held the property. (3) Some data are simply missing:
Prince George’s and St. Mary’s Counties, almost all of Frederick, and certain districts and
hundreds in other counties. These data may have differed from those that have survived in
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ways that undermine generalizations from the data we have. (4) Some figures may have
been misread. Calligraphy was usually very clear, but worn margins or faded ink occasion-
ally introduced uncertainty.

They used generally three categories: property holders, ‘‘single men,” and paupers, and
sometimes gave figures for “able bodied men.”” None of these coincides with the voting age
of twenty-one, the age required for Delegates. Early marriage shifted men out of the ranks
of single men into those of the property holders or the paupers. Conversely, others remained
single after reaching twenty-one. In some counties many of the “single men” were free
blacks. Thus all three tax categories contain some men both above and below the critical
age, and some other means is needed for estimating their numbers independently.

The extant returns are published in Bettie S. Carothers (ed.), 1776 Census of Maryland
(Lutherville, Maryland, n.d.), and in Gaius M. Brumbaugh (ed.), Maryland Records, 2 vols.
(Baltimore, 1915, 1928). Complete returns have not survived, but enough are extant to per-
mit the calculation of the ratios of various age groups. Moreover, the assessors of 1782 have
left us a summary statement of both white population and free males over eighteen by coun-
ties (Scharf Collection, Box 95, item 56, Hall of Records, Annapolis). The 1776 ratios can be
used to remove those aged eighteen through twenty from the 1782 figures: from surviving
data for over 10,000 males from five counties it appears that about 4.5 percent of them were
in that age bracket. This low figure may result from absent militia members not being re-
ported.

A census of 1755 reported separately free mulattos and free blacks by counties. At that
time their numbers ranged from 0.1 percent of the males sixteen and over in Cecil County to
3.2 percent in Calvert, but these percentages surely changed by 1783. The census of 1790
distinguished, by counties, white males and females and “‘all other free persons.” From
these figures for all ages it appears that in several counties the free blacks had reached sig-
nificant numbers—nearly 13 percent in Talbot County.

Although the parts of a county available for property tabulations may differ from other
parts, the coverage, with a few exceptions, is so nearly complete that this method seems
more reliable than the alternative of basing the percentages on the direct tabulations which
contain unknown numbers of free blacks and men under twenty-one. However, the numbers
of male property holders as tabulated are presented in Table II for comparison with the
numbers derived as above.

The percentages for Baltimore County are probably too high. Between 1782 and 1790 the
white population of the county grew by 73%, or about 7% per year. However, if the base of
1843 is increased by 7% the figures remain high: 13.9% and 11.8%.
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Mary's Debt Books, 1768, folio 22, and the St. Mary’s Tax Assessments of 1793, Hall of
Records, Annapolis, There may have been other persons elected to the conventions, who did
not take their seats and thus were not investigated, who held less property.

The Constitution and Form of Government Proposed for the Consideration of the Delegates
of Maryland (Annapolis, 1776), Wroth 373, copy at the Maryland Historical Society,
Baltimore.

See, as an exception, the long poem based on the Tilghman draft in the issue of October 24,
1776. Nothing whatever appeared in the following eight months.

This figure (and others) for the Senate is slightly high since some who held enough property
were below the age of twenty-five required for the Senate.

Robert Eden to Lord Dartmouth, October 1, 1775, in ““Correspondence of Governor Eden,”
Maryland Historical Magazine, 2 (June, 1907): 101,



Deer Park Hotel

ALISON K. HOAGLAND

IN THE LATE NINETEENTH CENTURY, SUMMER RESORTS GAINED INCREASING POP-
ularity. Accessibility to vacation spots was improved by the extended use of
the railroad and the steamer. Travel became more pleasant and less expensive.
Furthermore, after the Civil War a new leisure class arose. While America had
always had its wealthy upper class, this Victorian upper class was larger and
more inclined to travel and be seen at the proper places. By examining the rise
and fall of one of these summer resorts, it will be possible to determine who es-
tablished them and who frequented them and why. The very style of architec-
ture employed speaks volumes about the attitudes of the users to vacations
and to the real world.

Deer Park Hotel in Garrett County, Maryland, opened on July 4, 1873, was
owned and built by the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, and was the brainchild of
its president, John W. Garrett. Deer Park’s attractions were its mountain air,
spring water, and cool temperatures. It was an immediate success; annexes
were built, and throughout the 1880s cottages were built on the grounds to be
rented. In 1886 President Grover Cleveland spent his honeymoon in one of the
cottages; Deer Park had arrived.

Before 1849, there was not a single city or town in what would soon be Gar-
rett County; then the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad came to the county. In a fran-
tic race with the Chesapeake & Ohio Canal to reach the Ohio River, the B & O
Railroad was routed through western Maryland. By 1872 the county had the
required 10,000 population to break off from Allegany County, of which it has
been a part since 1789. The county acknowledged its debt of existence to the
railroad when it took the name of the president of the B & O, John W. Garrett.
When informed that a county might be named after him, Garrett promised to
take care of it, and that he would make Oakland, the county seat, ‘‘a first class
station, erect new and commodious buildings here and do everything in his
power to assist the new county and seat.””

John W. Garrett was born in Baltimore on July 31, 1820, the son of Robert
Garrett, a Scotch-Irish immigrant. He was president of the B & O from 1858
until his death in 1884, one of the longest reigns in the B & O’s history. A man
of iron will, he ruled the B & O with vision and ambition. In his 1860 annual
report, he wrote:

The salubrious climate and beautiful country among the highlands of Western
Maryland have elicited much attention during the past season; but the absence of
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adequate hotel accommodations has materially checked the tendency to seek these
Glades for summer homes. Arrangements are being made for additional hotels;
and a large population from the South, East and West will probably hereafter se-
lect this singularly picturesque and attractive region for summer resort. A consid-
erable increase of local travel may be anticipated from this source.?

The Civil War forced him to postpone development, but on July 4, 1872,
ground was broken for the Deer Park Hotel.

Another important figure in the Deer Park’s history is Henry G. Davis, U.S.
Senator from West Virginia, 1870-1882. Davis worked his way up through the
B & O organization, then he left it and went into the lumber and coal business.
Using his railroad knowledge, he built a tramway and owned extensive prop-
erty in the Deer Park area, as well as founding the town of Deer Park. While
his residence was in Piedmont, West Virginia, he built a large summer home at
Deer Park in 1867. That same year, he sold the original “Peace and Plenty”
tract to the B & O for the Deer Park resort. After the hotel was built, Davis
built five summer cottages on his adjacent property, renting them out and
eventually selling them to the railroad.?

‘The Deer Park Hotel, now no longer standing, was designed by architect
Ephraim Baldwin of Baltimore. Baldwin had been associated with Bruce
Price, the American architect credited with introducing the distinctive
“chateau style’’ of railroad architecture to Canada.* Baldwin specialized in ec-
clesiastical work and built many stone churches in the Baltimore area. He also
continued his work for the B & O Railroad after Deer Park, designing the cen-
tral offices of the B & O in Baltimore. The structure was a Romanesque,
mansard-roofed building of seven stories, completed in 1880.° In 1883, Bald-
win formed a partnership with his former apprentice, Josias Pennington, and
the firm of Baldwin and Pennington became famous for their work for the
B & O Railroad. One example is the Mount Royal Station in Baltimore, which
was designed by the firm, opening in 1896. It is an attractive Romanesque
stone structure and is today used as an art school. Baldwin and Pennington
are said to have designed most of the buildings at Deer Park.

The Deer Park Hotel (fig. 1) was in the Swiss Alpine style, which Garrett
was said to have admired on a previous trip to Europe. Four stories above a
raised stone basement, it was of native white pine and had a slate roof of con-
trasting colors, surmounted by a picturesque cupola.® Annexes to the east and
west were soon built and an 1882 travel guide described them:

The main building at Deer Park has by the recent improvements been enlarged
and the dining-room increased to double its former capacity. Flanking either side
of the hotel are the new annexes—the architecture of the Queen Anne order—and
their exterior adding greatly to the ornamental attractiveness of the place. They
are connected by light and graceful passage-ways covered overhead, and so ar-
ranged so as to be closed on all sides in inclement weather. In the west annex is a
ball-room—one of the most spacious and best arranged to be found at any summer
resort.’
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Ficure 1.
The Deer Park Hotel shortly after it opened in 1873. The extensive verandahs show a welcoming
of the countryside, while the barge-boarding and gables reflect a fanciful quality. Print made
1881, Wittemann Bros. Courtesy National Museum of History & Technology, Smithsonian In-
stitution.

Other buildings were added, including, in 1887, a large glass-roofed building
which housed two swimming pools, one for men and one for women.® In 1887,
the hotel property covered about 4,000 acres.® Because of the immediate popu-
larity of the Deer Park Hotel, the B & O built another hotel six miles away in
Oakland in 1876. Their accessibility to the railroads was a drawing card, as
neither hotel was more than 300 yards from the nearest railroad station. In
1882 it was noted that ‘‘Express trains from Baltimore reach Deer Park in less
than eight hours, and from Cincinnati in eleven hours.’’** In 1896 a B & O pub-
lication advised, ‘‘The Washingtonian or the Baltimorean can comfortably
traverse the distance separating his home from this gem of the Alleghenies
while mastering the contents of his morning paper.”’!

By 1884, B & O had built five large cottages, numbered 1 through 5, and had
acquired the five smaller Davis cottages.!? These cottages were rented out fur-
nished for the season, and tenants could dine either there or at the hotel. They
were in a variety of styles, including one board and batten Downing-type cot-
tage, with a polygonal wing and varied floorplan (fig. 2). The cottage owned by
John W. Garrett for his personal use was built in 1881, and burned in 1939,
but it survives in pictures. It is in a fanciful stick style, board and batten
with brackets and porches, and owes a debt to the Swiss Chalet style of which
Garrett was so fond. Two remaining cottages are in the Shingle Style with cen-
tral massing and deep verandahs (figs. 3, 4); one of these retains its imbricated
shingles on the second level with clapboards on the first (fig. 3). Two other,
finer cottages remain, and are significant for the names that are associated
with them.
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FiGuRre 2.

Cottage No. 2 is now called the Cleveland Cottage (fig. 5), due to the stay of
the President and his bride on their honeymoon. The Clevelands were married
at the White House on June 2, 1886, and left that night on the private car of
Robert Garrett, who succeeded his father as president of the B & O. They ar-
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FiGure 4.

rived early the following morning and spent a week at Deer Park before the
hotel season opened. The New York Times described the cottage:

The cottage is two and a half stories high, and is constructed in a style resembling
the Queen Anne as much as anything. It is of wood and is painted gray, with dark
red shutters. The roof can be seen through the trees from the railroad station,
although another cottage intervenes. . .. There is nothing pretentious or extraor-
dinary about its appearance. It was built last Summer by the company and this is
the first time it has been furnished, although a tenant used it for a little while
toward the close of last season. There are seven rooms in the two stories and ser-
vants quarters above.!*

The reporter goes on to describe the layout of the rooms, the Brussels carpets,
and the furniture. The cottage features high pitched roofs, asymmetrical mass-
ing, deep porches, and large windows, and is well-integrated with its mountain-
ous countryside.

In about 1892, Josias Pennington, now the partner of Ephraim Baldwin,
built two new cottages near Cottage No. 5. Of these two 1892 cottages, one
was for Charles K. Lord, vice-president of the B & O, and one was for Penning-
ton, who took title in 1893.'* Although the Lord cottage no longer stands, the
Pennington Cottage (fig. 6) is a fine example of the Shingle Style, still retain-
ing its wood shingles. Two and a half stories high, it features a gambrel roof
and a wide verandah on the first level. Its spaciousness, exterior covering, and
accessibility, through the porches, to the outside reveal a consciousness of lo-
cation. The double door entranceway with rectangular sidelights and transom
is inviting yet bespeaks great wealth. It is a monumental, striking building.
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FiGure 5.

Deer Park Hotel began to decline after 1900. Robert B. Garrett, who was the
son of Patrick J. Garrett, the superintendent of Deer Park, and not directly re-
lated to John W. Garrett, attributed the hotel’s decreasing popularity to the

FicuRre 6.
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advent of the automobile. People were no longer willing to spend their entire
vacations in one spot. Before 1906, Garrett County was not even accessible by
automobile, although many visitors shipped their Packards and Pierce-Arrows
by rail to Deer Park in order to drive around the hotel roads, just as previous
generations had shipped their horses and carriages. Starting in 1911, the
B & O brought in a succession of management companies to run the hotel, but
none could make a success of it.'* In 1924, the Company sold the entire prop-
erty to Henry S. Duncan, a successful hotelier, who renovated and refurbished
the hotel. But Duncan was ruined in the Crash of 1929, and the property was
sold for taxes. In 1932, the National Slovak Association acquired the tract
called ““Peace and Plenty,”” the B & O’s original investment, including build-
ings and ‘“‘all furniture, fixtures, linens, tableware, machinery, etc.”’'” Ten
years later they sold to Thomas J. Johnson and the Mon Valley Coal & Lumber
Co. who chopped down trees and dismantled the buildings one by one. After
the war, Mon Valley subdivided the property and sold to individual owners,
but the damage was done; the hotel and many of the cottages no longer stood.

Deer Park was attractive for the escape it offered: escape from noisy,
smoggy cities and from increasingly insistent workers and immigrants. The
healthful qualities of Deer Park were emphasized again and again. An 1882
travel guide notes:

Of the beneficial effects of a sojourn at this altitude little need be said, as those
who have studied the advantages of pure, bracing air, and of an atmosphere that
never during the hottest months exceeds 70°, and invariably at night is suffi-
ciently cool to necessitate the use of blankets, and plenty of them, are familiar with
the facts of the case.'®

In 1899, The Book of the Royal Blue, a publication of the B & O, describes the
spring water in the following terms: ‘‘most delightful crystal clear water. . .by
analysis absolutely pure...highly recommended by leading physicians.”!®
Deer Park Spring Water, incidentally, was served on the B & O Railroad as
late as 1957, the company having retained the rights when it sold the
property .2 The altitude of 2,800 feet provided the cool crisp air which summer
vacationers sought. Even spiritual uplift is promised in this 1896 B & O publi-
cation:

To be above the ordinary level of the earth’s surface is, presumably, to be nearer
heaven. Hence, to be over 2,000 feet above the plane whereon three-fourths of
humanity toil and struggle, is not only to be uplifted in body as well as in spirit,
but to be nearer that blessed place to which, according to orthodoxy, good people
go when they die. The site of Deer Park—and its near-at-hand sister, Oakland—
was superbly fitted ages ago for the purpose to which it is dedicated. Earth, air,
sky and water here combined to render summer life a positive charm.”

The wilderness setting was also emphasized, as this contemporary account
shows:

The hotel is situated on the slope of one of the prettiest valleys on the summit of
the mountain, and faces to the southeast, having a background of heavy timber.
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The valley slopes down to a beautiful meadow, through which the railroad runs.
The opposite slope has been cleared of all undergrowth, leaving only stately oaks
scattered here and there to the distant summit, where earth and sky seem to meet,
and above which the clouds often gather and expand themselves in those sudden
summer storms—always grand and beautiful as seen from the hotel—which pre-
serve the continual freshness and verdure of the hills and valleys.*

This wilderness-worship of the late nineteenth century was a consequence of
the increasing settlement and urbanization of the whole continent. In 1893
Frederick Jackson Turner stated his frontier thesis, which was in response to
the fact that America no longer had a frontier, according to the Census of
1890.% As a result of the disappearing frontier, preservation of the wilderness
became desirable, witnessed in the establishment of Yellowstone National
Park in 1872, the same year Deer Park Hotel was begun. B & O publications
played up the wilderness aspect of the hotel:

The utmost good taste has been shown in the preservation of the forests, whilst re-
moving enough trees to enhance the beauty of the grounds. Rising above the sur-
rounding oaks, beech, maple, etc., the roof line of the main hotel reveals itself
above a verdant background of dense foliage.*

One of the main activities at Deer Park was driving through hotel grounds in
carriages shipped out by rail. The newspapers touched on this in discussing
the site of Cleveland’s honeymoon cottage:

It is in the centre of a grove, and is upon one of the finest driveways, forty miles of
which have recently been constructed through the grove and park. The President
and his bride will find abundant use for the horses which his friends have provided
for them in this mountain retreat. The drivers are a charming feature of the place,
the roads being particularly well constructed, and as smooth and even almost as
race-tracks.®

By 1899, the hotel offered golf, tennis, swimming, and band concerts.? Thus,
like any spa should, Deer Park emphasized the passive, healthful benefits that
one would enjoy just by being there, while at the same time endeavoring to
provide enough recreation facilities to keep more active visitors entertained.

There was no mistaking whom the railroad was trying to attract: the ele-
ment of society that was not only wealthy but well-bred. The elegance of the
hotel is repeatedly mentioned, here by a contemporary historian: *“The hotel is
large and handsome in appearance, and is fitted up in elegant style. It is pro-
vided with all the latest improvements and conveniences, and the food and ser-
vice are of the very best character.”’”” Besides President Cleveland, Presidents
Grant and Harrison were also said to have visited Deer Park. While B & O
publications refrained from sounding exclusive, an 1882 travel writer was not
so restrained:

The character of the guests at Oakland and Deer Park has since the opening of the
resorts been strictly of the highest order. The old aristocratic families of Balti-
more, Washington and Philadelphia have for many seasons spent the summer in
the Glades of the Alleghanies, and of late years Western people have become at-
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tached to the locality, and not a few of the best-known families regularly make the
season at Deer Park or else at Oakland. The result is that the social aspect at either
of those places corresponds with that which is found at only a few of the summer
resorts.?

Being seen in the right places has always been important for a socialite, and
Deer Park was one of these places. A resort further emphasized the fact that
one did not have to work. As Thorstein Veblen wrote in his well-known essay
‘“The Theory of the Leisure Class’ in 1899: “Conspicuous abstention from
labor therefore becomes the conventional mark of superior pecuniary achieve-
ment and the conventional index of reputability.”’? Conspicuous leisure be-
came increasingly important in the late nineteenth century; a resort directory
of 1875 noted: ‘“Each year adds to the popularity of summer travel. The vaca-
tion fever returns annually with ‘the season,” and custom demands that every
well-to-do family prepare for it.”’* But rather than vacations becoming exclu-
sive, they were being popularized. Whereas Westinghouse’s Saturday half-
holiday was startling in 1880, an editorial in the New York World in the late
1920s noted: “In little more than a generation the vacation has become univer-
sal,”’®

The attitudes of Deer Park vacationers were not, however, in favor of com-
mon vacations. The architectural style of the buildings expressed a with-
drawal from society, a communing with nature, and a desire for exclusivity
and retreat. The Alpine Swiss style, for example, in which the hotel itself was
constructed, was not original or even indigenous to America. It reflected John
W. Garrett’s desire to make Deer Park a resort as famous as the Swiss Alps,
and to emphasize the natural beauty of Deer Park by comparing it to Switzer-
land. This fantasy quality—the idea of trying to re-create a Swiss village in
Maryland—reflects the idea of escape inherent in a vacation resort. The two
Picturesque cottages—Garrett’s and the abovementioned board and batten
one—together with the hotel reflect a preoccupation with nature, through
porches and bay windows. The Picturesque Style is by nature eclectic, leaving
the setting to determine what design features to borrow,* and the emphasis
here on the Alpine Swiss is not accidental.

The use of the Shingle Style is even more interesting in this context. Actu-
ally, the terms ‘‘Shingle Style”’ and ‘‘Stick Style’ are ex post facto descrip-
tions created by twentieth-century architectural historians to describe nine-
teenth-century styles. At the time, Shingle Style was popularly called Queen
Anne, although it developed more from Richard Norman Shaw’s adaptation of
the Queen Anne. It was H. H. Richardson, an American, who developed the
Shingle Style from Shavian Queen Anne, and distinguished it by using wood
shingles on the facades. He also gave it a new sense of interior space, with
rooms that flowed freely into one another grouped about a hall. This hall was
often medieval in character, with a monumental fireplace and stairs.

Vincent Scully, who gave the Shingle Style its name, has an interesting ex-
planation for why it emerged when it did.*® At the 1876 Centennial Exhibition,
buildings in the Queen Anne style gained acceptance, particularly in architec-
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tural journals. The Shingle Style also had roots in colonial styles, which of-
fered big fireplaces, low ceilings, and a sense of shelter. The colonial style owed
its revival to two factors, one being the Centennial, which caused Americans to
look to their own history. The other reason was the rise in popularity of sum-
mer resorts, which were often at the seashore and often in colonial seaports,
like Newport, which had a number of colonial buildings. It is easy too to attrib-
ute the interest in colonial revival, as Scully does, to ‘‘the longing for the sea in
the early 1870s, perhaps a longing for escape from an industrial civilization
grown complex and brutal, from cities grown too dense and hard.”’*

At any rate, the Shingle Style, thanks largely to Richardson, was a valid
style in its own right and not a mere copy of earlier styles. Large overhanging
roofs integrated the masses, and wide porches provided direct access from in-
terior to exterior. The sensitive integration of house plan to site and the orien-
tation of rooms to dramatic views made it the perfect style for resorts in pic-
turesque places. The use of natural materials made the Shingle Style house
less of an intrusion of the landscape.? The same sentiments that caused people
to vacation in the wilderness caused people to build in the Shingle Style: a
search for the wilderness, and a longing to escape the hardness of industrial
civilization.

James Marston Fitch sees a split between the architect and the engineer as
“‘an inevitable product of the social order.”’** While the industrialists were will-
ing to subsidize technology for business purposes, when it came to their own
houses they preferred conservative styles expressive of their world view. Thus,
architects were forced to ignore technological advances and create romantic re-
treats as houses for their wealthy patrons. Although Fitch excepts the Shingle
Style from his retreat, and calls it ‘‘handsome, open and hospitable,”’*” there
are elements of the fortress about it. Its debt to Queen Anne medievalism has
already been acknowledged. Although the building materials were sympa-
thetic and pliable, and the room arrangement informal, the massing produced
a formidable monument. Lewis Mumford, too, saw ‘‘a new feudalism. . . here
was a mode of building, solid, formidable, at times almost brutal that served
the esthetic needs of the barons of coal and steel.”’*® While he is probably refer-
ring here to Richardson’s Romanesque masonry buildings, it can be argued
that Richardson converted that same attitude of retreat into wood, into wilder-
ness, and the Shingle Style resulted.

Another look at the Pennington and Cleveland Cottages will demonstrate
the feeling of inaccessibility that the visitor experiences. Their size is on the
monumental scale; it is difficult to believe the Cleveland Cottage has just
seven rooms. The double doors of the Pennington Cottage are imposing, while
the main entrance to the Cleveland Cottage is not even apparent. Both cot-
tages are raised nearly a full story off the ground, which puts the visitor at a
disadvantage, and prevents the casual observer from being able to look in. As
inhospitable as these cottages are to the visitor, they welcome openly their
nature, trying to bring it in. They are both set on knolls and take advantage of
their excellent sites, yet without intruding on the landscape. The dark brown
wood shingles of the Pennington Cottage, and the original gray wood of the
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Cleveland Cottage (which is now covered offensively with fake-brick asphalt)
state their intention of compatibility with the surrounding wilderness. These
cottages achieve the Shingle Style’s objectives of integration with the land-
scape, and escape from the industrial world.

Deer Park’s buildings are expressive of the vacation instinct to turn one’s
back on the industrial world. While the Shingle Style cottages achieve a rap-
port with nature and formidability to humans, the fanciful Picturesque build-
ings are equally escapist. The presence of a class who not only desired to
escape, but were able to do so and even enhanced their reputations by doing so,
is a logical product of a widely distended late nineteenth-century society. The
role of the railroad in the establishment and success of the Deer Park
Hotel—and the county as well—is likewise revealing of the times. Deer Park
Hotel, in its appearance and existence, is a fitting commentary on late nine-
teenth-century America.

REFERENCES

T. F. Weeks, Oakland Centennial History (Oakland, Md., 1949), p. 26.

E. Hungerford, The Story of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad (Freeport, N.Y., 1928), p. 347.

R. B. Garrett, “Some Recollections of Deer Park,” Tableland Trails, vol. 11, p. 130.

D. Newell, The Failure to Preserve the Queen City Hotel (Washington, 1975), p. 6.

American Architect and Building News VIII, August 14, 1880.

Garrett, “‘Deer Park,” p. 132.

J. G. Pangborn, Picturesque B. & O. (Chicago, 1883), p. 262.

Garrett, “‘Deer Park,” p. 133.

Weeks, Oakland History, p. 28.

10. J. T. Scharf, History of Western Maryland (Philadelphia, 1882), p. 1544.

11. “Routes and Rates for Summer Tours” (B & O, 1896), p. 57.

12. Garrett, “Deer Park,” p. 166.

13. Ibid, p. 170.

14. New York Times, June 4, 1886, p. 1.

15. E.Z.T. 30/496, Garrett County Land Records.

16. Garrett, ‘‘Deer Park,” p. 176.

17. 105/512, Garrett County Land Records.

18. J. G. Pangborn, B & O, p. 463.

19. “Famous Resorts of the Alleghanies,” Book of the Royal Blue, vol. 11, no. 8, May, 1899,
p-19.

20. ‘‘Railroad Still Uses Deer Park Water,” Glades Star, vol. 11, no. 26, September, 1957, p. 405.

21. “Routes and Rates,” p. 56.

22. Scharf, Western Maryland, p. 1544.

23. F.J. Turner, The Turner Thesis (Lexington, Mass., 1956), p. 1.

24. “Famous Resorts of the Alleghanies,” p. 18.

25. New York Evening Post, June 3, 1886, p. 1.

26. ‘“‘Famous Resorts of the Alleghanies,” p. 20.

27. Scharf, Western Maryland, p. 1544.

28. J. G. Pangborn, B & O, p. 263.

29. T. Veblen, The Theory of the Leisure Class (New York, 1934), p. 38.

30. Quoted in J. Williamson, The American Hotel (New York, 1975), p. 257.

31. Quoted in ibid., p. 256.

32. H. R. Hitchcock, Architecture: Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries (New York, 1977),
p. 354-5.

33. V. Scully, The Shingle Style (New Haven, 1971), chapter 2.

34. [Ibid, p. 28.

35. D.Gebhard and D. Nevins, Two Hundred Years of Architectural Drawing (New York, 1977),

p. 142.

8, 0083 O Glihilo N S



Deer Park Hotel 351

36. J. M. Fitch, American Building: The Historical Forces That Shaped It (New York, 1973),
p. 184.

37. Ibid, p. 186.

38. L. Mumford, Sticks and Stones (New York, 1955), p. 46.



Augustine Herman: The Leading
Cartographer of the Seventeenth Century

KAREL J. KANSKY

THE REPUTATION OF AUGUSTINE HERMAN, FOUNDER OF BoHEM1A MANOR 1N
eastern Maryland in 1660 or 1661, has long received undisputed acceptance.
Numerous historians who have recognized his innovative accomplishments
and several biographers who have emphasized his managerial skills agree that
Augustine Herman has played an eminent legal and political role in the forma-
tion of the United States.! Seemingly overlooked in his list of attributes is the
fact that he was an excellent surveyor and cartographer.

Augustine Herman made his way to the Western Hemisphere in the Service
of the Dutch West India Company and to Maryland in the service of Governor
Stuyvesant, the chief administrator of New Netherlands, residing at that time
in New Amsterdam (New York City). He is generally believed to have been a
native of MSeno in Bohemia, the son of an Evangelical pastor Abraham Her-
man, who emigrated to Western Europe with his family in 1621 because of the
religious oppression prevailing over his homeland at that time. Educated
within the tradition of a Protestant church, the Unity of Czech Brethren,
which emphasized acquiring versatile skills and broad knowledge,? Augustine
Herman gained additional practical skills and sense of entrepreneurship while
working for the Dutch West India Company.

Augustine Herman stands out in the economic, political and legal history of
this country. He is credited with having been the first organizer of the Virginia
tobacco trade. While employed as a clerk of the Dutch West India Company he
launched the first regular trade connections with the Low Countries in the late
1640s and extended them to London and Liverpool later on.’ In 1647, 1649 and
1650 he was a member, chairman and vice-chairman, respectively, of the
“Board of Nine Men,”’ a council selected to assist the governor of the Dutch
colony and which functioned as an early municipal government of New Am-
sterdam. In the late 1650s he was sent as an ambassador and special envoy of
Governor Stuyvesant to Boston, Rhode Island, Maryland and Virginia to con-
duct conferences to discuss cooperative missions and conflicts with the admin-
istrators of the English colonies.* Augustine Herman and his family are recog-
nized as the first family to have been naturalized by an American colony. In ac-
quiring the privileges of citizenship he had shown great diplomatic skills in ne-
gotiating and obtaining a decree of denization of January 14, 1660, along with
the land grant which became known as Bohemia Manor. Thus, he managed to
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become the ‘“‘first and only foreign born’’ vassal of Lord Baltimore with the
right to bear a title and to be recognized as Lord of Bohemia Manor. His legal
status was further advanced in 1666 when Maryland’s local authorities issued
the decree of naturalization to him and his descendants. It has been hypothe-
sized by the historian John Fiske that Herman’s decree ‘‘has hastened the
Virginia Statute of 1668, permitting the naturalization of aliens five years resi-
dent in the Old Dominion.’’*

Augustine Herman has also notably influenced the early religious history of
Maryland. Having received his early education in religiously intolerant
schools of Bohemia, he acquired a high degree of ecumenical spirit. Although a
member of a Protestant church, Herman gained many close friends within the
Catholic circles surrounding Philip Calvert, the brother of Lord Baltimore, and
he promised to assist in establishing a Catholic foundation in Cecil County,
Maryland. Even though a permanent Catholic mission was not built on Her-
man’s grant until after his death in 1704, the site of the Catholic church and
residence of the Jesuit fathers retained the name ‘“Bohemia Manor.”” This was
the first mission outside the Jesuit churches in Charles and St. Mary’s Coun-
ties of Lower Maryland, and it antedates the introduction of missions to Penn-
sylvania.® During his later years Herman sponsored the establishment of a
Labadist Christian Socialist colony by deeding about 3,750 acres of his Manor
in 1684, and included in his will “‘a contingent provision for the founding of a
Protestant school on Bohemia Manor.”””

In retrospect, Augustine Herman can be seen as an innovative agricultural-
ist who successfully experimented on his Manor with a variety of ‘‘at that time
new crops,”’ among them indigo,® and as one of the foremost transportation
and regional planners in America of his time. He may be credited with having
been a successful planner and builder of long-distance transport links in
eastern Maryland and Delaware. One example of his commendable foresight
was his proposal for constructing a canal to connect Chesapeake and Delaware
Bays. His idea was implemented a hundred years later when citizens of Phila-
delphia made a serious survey of the economic potential of areas of the Dela-
ware Peninsula. Construction of the canal was finally completed in 1829.° He
also proposed and established several landings on either side of the peninsula
and with much effort connected a branch of the Bohemian River by a cart road
{called a ‘“‘cross path’’) through the woods to the Appoquinimink River, a
stream which flows into Delaware Bay. By constructing this preliminary
water link he greatly increased the relative accessibility of Bohemian Landing,
located on his Manor near the mouth of the Bohemian River. To make his
Manor more accessible by land he constructed a dense network of local roads
throughout the estate, as well as a portion of a long-distance highway to New
Castle. This project was masterminded and initiated by Herman, who was able
to implement it by successfully negotiating for substantial assistance from the
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English authorities. In 1671, the English administrators in New York issued
an order to residents of New Castle, Delaware to clear half the right-of-way for
a road from that settlement to Bohemia Manor. The residents of Maryland
under Herman’s guidance, were to clear the other half. For decades this road
was an important transportation artery facilitating all kinds of traffic between
plantations as well as serving as a long-distance trade route between nuclear
settlements and cities of Maryland and Delaware. Because of his extensive
transportation projects, his Manor acquired the character of an outstanding
port of transfer, an important break-of-bulk point. The transfer and trade func-
tions of Bohemia Manor persisted for many years. For example, ““in 1715, Bo-
hemian Landing was made the place where duties on all liquors from Pennsyl-
vania should be paid.’’*°

Because of his interests in painting topographical and scenic views, Herman
stands out prominently in the intellectual history of this nation as an initiator
of American pictorial history. In 1953, an oil painting depicting a topographi-
cal view of New Amsterdam was attributed to Augustine Herman. The can-
vas, painted in typical seventeenth century style in 1647, is an authentic eye-
witness account of the return to Holland of the former Dutch governor, dis-
playing New Amsterdam scenery near Governors Island. It is believed that
the painting is the earliest view of the city since it antedates the famous ‘‘Pro-
totype View” of 1650-1653. As such it provides a mass of carefully recorded
geographical and historical data.'' Herman is also recognized as having drawn
another, more comprehensive view of Manhattan Island. The scene was en-
graved in copper and first appeared on Nicolas Visscher’s map of New Nether-
lands in 1650 and later (1655) illustrated Adriaen Van der Donck’s map de-
scription of New Netherlands and also was included on Visscher’s map of Novi
Belgii, published in 1656.

Augustine Herman'’s intellectual background, his skills of pictorial presenta-
tion, his contacts with leading politicians of New Amsterdam and famous Eur-
opean cartographers of his time, as well as his competent knowledge of the
area'’ made him well qualified for extensive cartographic work. To acquire
both a baronial title and land he offered his cartographic services to Lord Bal-
timore. He was well aware of his plan to establish a new aristocracy in Mary-
land and of the practice of granting baronial manors to capable citizens willing
to ‘‘do him right.” Consequently, Herman proprosed to construct a precise
map of the area if Lord Baltimore would grant him a manor. In September
1660, Lord Baltimore granted Herman the baronial title accompanied by a
grant of approximately 5,000 acres of land on the east side of Chesapeake Bay
with a promise to enlarge the estate to about 20,000 acres when Herman's de-
tailed map of the area would be completed. ‘“About ten years were required to
complete the map with an expenditure outside of Herman’s personal labors of
about two hundred pounds which at present valuation (1911) would amount to
over ten thousand dollars.”’** The map ‘‘Virginia and Maryland as it is Planted
and Inhabited this present Year 1670 Surveyed and Exactly Drawne by the
Only Labor and Endeavour of Augustine Herrman Bohemiensis,”’” was pro-
nounced in 1670 by Lord Baltimore, ‘‘the best mapp that was ever Drawn of
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any Country whatsoever.”’'* George Washington, himself a capable surveyor,
described the map as ‘‘admirable’” and several other experts have since praised
Herman'’s cartographic skills effusively.'®

The Herman map, measuring about 31 by 36 inches and consisting of four
sheets, was engraved according to 1:720,000 scale. The author’s sketches must
have been drawn to a more detailed scale, since a large mass of data had been
collected during the decade from 1659 to 1670. Although the sketches have
never been found,!¢ it is believed that Herman personally surveyed the entire
territory on each side of the Chesapeake Bay, and in preparing the final manu-
script relied only on his own data. If he ever had consulted the map of Captain
John Smith, published in 1608,!” he had borrowed from it only to an insignifi-
cant degree. When compared with Smith’s map of Virginia, Herman’s map
shows a remarkable increase in detail in extensive areas of Maryland, superior
drawing skills, greater care in collecting and recording local cultural data, and
most importantly, it marks an advancement in sophistication. While Smith’s
map of Virginia of 1608 and his map of New England of 1616 were evidently
made by an explorer for the guidance of travelers and adventurers, Herman's
map had been designed for local needs of the administrators and settlers.

E. B. Mathews, a nineteenth century authority on Maryland cartography
who analyzed and described Herman’s map in the context of early American
cartography, ventured an opinion that ‘‘Herman did not possess the geo-
graphic sense shown by Smith in the preparation of his map.”’ It is difficult to
speculate as to what Mathews meant by ‘‘geographic sense’’—perhaps a capa-
bility of retracing and locating topographical features, rivers, swamps, hills,
etc., in their ‘‘correct position.” In this sense, some parts of Herman’s map
contain discrepancies and crude generalizations. These areas may be viewed as
less ‘‘geographically’’ sensed or perceived, and the map sections classified as
less accurate than those shown by Smith. On the other hand some sectors of
Herman’s map show a great many improvements in locating topographical
data over Smith’s and other pre-existing maps, as noted also by Mathews, in
his detailed description of the map.'®

From the view of modern geography which focuses much more on precisely
showing general spatial relationships between man-made cultural features,
settlements, transport links, land use patterns, etc., rather than on topo-
graphic identification of physical features, Herman’s map is an unprecedented
design, a shape preserving projection and an improvement over the Smith
map. As such it marks an advancement in cartographic sophistication.
Smith’s map is a design of travelers thinking. It reflects knowledge derived
from his travels in Europe, Asia and Africa and presents field observations
collected on two voyages which occupied him about three months of the sum-
mer.'? It is an example of one-dimensional data display, presenting data points
as they follow each other, as they were observed and identified in a sequence in
the field. More precisely, Smith used linearly arranged physical features as the
underlying skeleton of his map (e.g., the Chesapeake Bay and the rivers enter-
ing it). Thus, bodies of water form the basic orientational framework since the
information was collected along them. While distances between outstanding
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topographic features were measured with care only along the river course, esti-
mates between rivers and across the wide bodies of water were made super-
ficially, so that the shape of the Bay and all large areas were distorted to a sig-
nificant degree. The map, therefore, is a poorly integrated network of indepen-
dently observed and displayed linear arrays of data points.

In contrast, Herman’s map is a geographer’s construct reflecting his two-
dimensional areal perceptions and displaying data according to geographic co-
ordinate systems of longitudes and latitudes. In terms of contemporary carto-
graphic methodology, Herman’s map is an example of two-dimensional ob-
serving and data ordering. In contrast to Smith’s map (on which distinct topo-
graphical features are ordered in a linear fashion and distances are measured
only between them, along a river course, for example) Herman measured in ad-
dition distances between two or several linearily arranged strings of topo-
graphical features, e.g. distances between two parallel rivers. As a conse-
quence of this methodology the shapes of areas and river courses were shown
with minimal distortions. Also, distances between individually standing topo-
graphic features were presented with a relatively high degree of precision.
Such distances were probably measured not only by considering the travel
time, but verified by some elementary methods of triangulation. In general,
this approach was an attempt to observe and display information in a more
rigorous manner by estimating distances and recording locations of topo-
graphic data points within a theoretical two-dimensional system of coordi-
nates, even though the field data were collected in a linear fashion during a
journey. In other words, Herman'’s technique was that of displaying both one
and two-dimensional features within the limits of space. He was able then to
overcome the subjective and prevailing tendency of early surveyors to enlarge
near and well-known localities and impressive topographic features while
diminishing the distant less known and less outstanding scenery.

Herman'’s more advanced methodological thinking is also evidenced in his
manner of displaying less valuable information. While the predecessors of his
map used to obfuscate their ignorance and lack of information about unex-
plored places by locating pictures, ornaments, vignettes and scales over the
“white areas’’ of their-maps, Herman provided the user instead with less reli-
able or sketchy descriptive texts based on information obtained from other ex-
plorers, colonists and Indians, recognizing the dubious validity of such unveri-
fied data.? It was not his fault that these unreliable data, located as verbal
comments over the ‘‘white areas’ of his map, were misinterpreted by some
users. So great was the reputation of his map that his presumed facts, implic-
itly qualified as such on his map, were viewed by some to be of equal validity
with his verified cartographic information and were not questioned for over a
hundred years.*

Herman'’s map also suggests another aspect of his geographic maturity. He
recognized the existence of hierarchical arrangements of man-made features
and presented invisible phenomena by means of visible lines. More precisely,
Herman not only recorded information as obtained in the field, he attempted
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