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PREFACE.

The present volume records the work of the Commission, appointed
by authority of the Legislatures of Maryland and Pennsylvania, in
the resurvey of the houndary between the two States, commonly known
as the Mason and Dixon line. The present resurvey embraces only
that portion of the original line between the eastern and western
limits of Maryland and does not include that part of the original
work of Messrs. Mason and Dixon which now marks the boundary
between Pennsylvania and West Virginia. The line between Mary-
land and Delaware which also was run by the original surveyors has
not been included in the work of the resurvey although many of the
original monuments have disappeared or are now out of place and
early provision should be made for its remarking.

The Report on the Work of the Commission by Wm. Bullock Clark, -
Secretary, is a statement of the varions acts taken by the Commis-
sioners in their performance of the duties entrusted to them. It
narrates the Acts under which the work was undertaken and recites

" the essential incidenis of the meetings of the Commissioners.

The Report of the Engineer in Charge of the Besurvey of the
Boundary between Maryland and Pennsylvania, part of the Mason
and Dizon Line, by W. C. Hodglkins, is devoted to a discussion of the
original survey made by Messrs. Mason and Dixoen during the years
1763-1768 and includes the republication of such items from the
original field notes as are essential to the understanding of the mors
recent work. The second portion of this report relates directly to the
resurvey of the boundary line, states the condition in which the line
was found, the peculiar distribution of the stones originally intended
as markers on the Mason and Dixon line, and the methods employed
in the resurvey for loeating on the ground the position of the old linc.
The report is illustrated by a series of 69 plates representing the loca-
tion of the buildings, fences, roads, and timber lines with reference
to the boundary line between the States of Maryland and Pennayl-
vania.
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18 PREFACE

" The History of the Boundary Dispute befween the Baltimores
and Penns resulling in the Original Mason and Dizon Line, by
Edward Bennett Mathews, is an exhaustive account of the inferesiing
history of events which preceded the marking of the original line.
The controversy is, perhaps, the most extensive and interesting of any
arising from territorial disputes in America. The fact that the ad-
joining provinces were owned by two families, to whom the inhabit-
ants looked for the titles to their lands and toward whom their loyalty
often led them to extreme acts, makes the controversy sharper and the
feelings more personal than they would otherwise have been. The
contestants on each side were possessed of sufficient arguments to
make them exceedingly tenacious of their rights and the long contin-
uance of the controversy led them by frequent repetition of the same
arguments to believe not only in the correctness of the claims orig-
inally put forth but also in the slightly increased claims which were
made from time to time in the heat of argument. As the. history
shows, the most of the statements. which have come down to the pres-
ent are from partisan sources and must be interpreted with cantion
where the ineidents are narrated by only a single contestant.

The history of the original line is brought down to the present day
by brief accounts of the extension of the east-west line to the western
limit of Penngylvania and the subsequent resurveys of portions of
the original work under Graham, Sinclair, and Hodgkins.

These narratives are based on the joint investigations of the orig-
inal documents and literature of the subject by Messrs. Burchard and

Mathews as deseribed in the following paragraph.
The Manuscripts and Publications relaling to the Mason and

Dizxon Line and other Lines in Pennsylvania, Maryland, and the Vir-
ginias inwvolving the Charler Rights of the Baltimores and Penns by
Bdward L. Burchard and Edward Bennett Mathews is the joint worlk
of the authors who have examined the archives at Harrisburg, An-
napolis, Philadelphia, Newcastle, Wilmingten and Dover; the origi-
nal documents in the’ possession -of the Pennsylvania Historical
Society and the Maryland Historical Society and such scattered
papers, maps, etc., as are found in the Congressional Library, the
libraries of the U. S. Department of State and War, the U. 8. Coast
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and Geodetic Survey and the prominent libraries in the cities of the
eastern States. Mr. Burchard when librarian of the Survey was
detailed to this study in 1898 through the courtesy of the Superin-
tendent of the U. S. Coast and Geodetic Survey and much work was
done by him personally during his later connection with the Library
of Congress. The resulis of this work were compiled in the form
of a source book of records, et cetera, pertaining exclusively to sur-
- veys of the boundaries, giving bibliographie detail which it was sub-
sequently found necessary to eliminate on account of the increasing
bulk of the manuseript. During the conrse of editing and arranging
. the material in its present abbreviated form by the jumior author
many of the references have been verified and much additional mat-
ter, gained especially from further examination of the Calvert
Papers, has been incorporated.

The chief sources of information outside of government archives
regarding this historic controversy are found in the volumes of the
Penn Manuscripts in the Pennsylvania Historieal Society library
and in the Calvert Papers of the Maryland Historical Society. The
former in scattered form have been published in part in the Penn-
gylvania Archives, especially Volumes V, VII, and XVTI of the sec-
ond series. The present bibliography is, however, the first approach-
ing completeness which has been issued. '

The Commissioners wish herewith to express their appreciation of
the many courtesies shown to them and to their representatives in
the progress of the resurvey and especially for the bibliographic as-
sistance furnished by the custodians in charge of the archives in the
various libraries.




REPORT OF THE COMMISSION

To the General Assemblies of Maryland and Pennsylvania:

The undersigned Commissioners authorized by legislation of the
respective States to ascertain and re-mark the boundary between
Maryland and Pennsylvania, popularly known as the Mason and
Dixon line, beg leave to submit the accompanying report and maps
with the recommendation that the results of the survey be accepted
and that the location of the stones as defined by this survey be eon-
firmed as marking points on the boundary line between the Statcs.

The Resurvey has mnot involved a relocation or correction of the
original line as determined by the surveyors Mason and Dixon in the
years 1763-1768, except at the points where the position of the line
was in doubt. In such instances the monuments have been placed
in aecordance with the facts supplied by the original field notes of the
surveyors,

The detailed account of the acts of the joint commissioners is given
in the report herewith submitted,

January 25, 1907,

Chairman.

Superintendent U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey.

VS dttecn Py

Becretary.

State Geologist of Maryland, Commissioner for State of Maryland,

Ao A
Yoo

Secretary Internal Affairs of Pennsyivanla, Commissioner for State of Pennsylvania.
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REPORT ON THE WORK OF THE COMMISSION

BY '

WM. BULLOCK CLARK, Secretary,

COMMISSIONER FOR MARYLAKD.

For many years prior to the resurvey of that portion of the
Mafon and Dixon line constituting the boundary between Pennsyl-
vania and Maryland the location of a large number of the original
monuments was in doubt, especially along the western portion of
the line where rough heaps of stone that had been thrown up about
the original wooden posts alone marked the State boundary. Even
the stone monuments that had been placed along the line farther
eastward had been in many instances mutilated or removed in the
century and more since they had been set.

The attempt to locate the northern limits of the boundary line
between Allegany and Garrett counties, Maryland, under an Act
passed by the General Assembly of that State in 1898, clearly revealed
the fact that many of the old monuments of Mason and Dixon had
become obliterated and that a resurvey of the State houndary was

. mecessary. Accordingly the State Geologist of Maryland, who had

been authorized to smrvey the county boundary, addressed, at the
snggestion of the then Governor of Maryland, a letter to the Super-
intendent of the U. S. Coast and Geodetic Survey, making inquiry
as to what aid could be furnished by the Federal Government in
case joinb action were taken by Penmsylvania and Maryland in a
resurvey of the common State boundary. The following letter was
received in reply:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT.

OFFICE OF TIIE U. 8. COAST AND GERODETIC SURVEY,
WASILIINGTON, D. C.

November 7, 1898.

Mr. WM. Burioox CLARK,
State (Geologist, Baltimore, Md.
Bin; :
In reply to your letter of Novemher 3 relating to the reloeation
of marks on the Mason and Dixon line I have to state that in case
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of wunited a,ctioﬁ of the two St%;es interested, Penngylvania and
Maryland, and a joint request by them for the relocation of the
boundary marks, this Survey will be pleased to undertake the work.
The portion of the Mason, and Dixon line from the Pennsylvania and
West Virginia corner to the Maryland and Penngylvania corner wasg
thus resurvéyed and remarked in 1885. This latter corner therefore
js available and may serve as a starting point for your present work
and any necessary data in relation to it can be furnished you by
this office. :

Respectfully yours,
0. H. TITTMANN,
Acting Superintendent.

On receipt of this letter a further communication was sent to the
Superintendent of the U. S. Coast and Geodetic Survey asking for
more detailed information as to the conditions under which that
bureau would undertake that work and the probable cost to the States.

The following reply was received:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT.
OFFICE OF THE U. &. COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
WASHINGTON, D. C.

November 26, 1898.

ME. WM. BULLOCE CLARK,

State Geologist, Baltimore, Md.
Sim: )

Your letter of November 8 has remained unanswered, pending
a cloger investigation into the condition of the boundary monumenis

" of Mason's and Dixzon’s line, ag far as it could be learned from exist-

ing documents. This evidence shows that the original plan of mark-
ing the line by stones, carefully cut and prepared in England, was
not earried out. That instead, on the wesiern portion other cut
stones were planted and mounds of loose stones were piled around
them:; that subsequenily many of the momuments were displaced,
possibly by searchers afier treasure. In all likelihood a great many
will be found in place, To re-examine and re-estahligsh the old line
would be a task of some magnitude, but need not be a very expensive
one. It should only be entrusted to persons versed In the higher
branches of surveying, ard acting wunder jJoint authority of tha
adjoining States. S e

To repeat, it seems very necessary that there should be an
examination of the condition of the boundary marks on Mason’s
and. Dixon’s line.
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It would be most economical to combine, under Jjoint State
authority, with such an examination the replacing of cld marks
where necessary or the substitution of new ones where the old ones
are in a state of decay. An engineer commission, with power to act,
of three persons, one representing national and the other two the
anthority of the separate States, would seem to be ample. The result
of their work could be submitted to the States concerned for legis-
lative approval. . . . . .

I am not prepared to submit an estimate, becanse much wonld
depend on circumstances, that is on the present condition of the
marks, but should think that $10,000 would cover the cost.

Regpectfully vours,

Henry 8. PrivcuerT,
Superintendent.

The two letters were submitted to Ilis Excelleney Lloyd Lowndes,
then Governor of Maryland, who at once took up correspondence with
His Ixcellency Daniel Hastings, Governor of Pennsylvania. In a
letter which reviewed the correspondence with the Superintendent of
the U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey Governor Lowndes said: “I
would be glad to have your views as to the propriety of submitting
the matter to the Legislature of your State at its next session with
a view to the enactment of such legislation as may be deemed neces-
sary to accomplish the object in view.” The following letter was
recoived in reply:

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
EXECUTIVE CHAMBER

HARRISEURG, January B, 1399,

To His ExcCELLENCY, LLOYD LOWNDES,
Governor of Maryland.

SIR:

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 31st ult. relating
to the necessity for the re-location and re-establishment of the
monuments of the Mason and Dixon line between the States of
Maryland, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania. It will give me pleas-
ure to co-operate in this matter,

. Very respectfully,
Danter. H. HasTINGS.
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Hon. William A. Stone having been shortly after inaugnrated
Governor of Pennsylvania, negotiations were continned with him,
the State Geologist of Maryland going to Harrisburg as the repre-
sentative of Governor Lowndes to discuss the matter with Governor
Stone and the Secretary of Internal Affairs of Pennsylvania under
whose direction similar co-operative work had been conducted in
recent years with other States. The following letter was also sent to
Governor Stone: '

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
ANNAPOLIS, Mp,, March 15, 1899.

His EXCELLENCY, WILLIAM A, STONE,
Governor of Pennsylvania.
Sim:

My attention has been called to the necessity for a relocation
and re-establishment of the boundary monuments of the Mason and
Dixon's Line between the Staies of Pennsylvania and Maryland.

Professor Wm. Bullock Clark, State Geologist of Maryland, who
has made s careful situdy of the question and who hag conferred sev-
eral times wiith the Superintendent of the U, 8. Coast and Geodeiic
Survey, informs me that $5,000 should be appropriated by each State
to properly establish the old Iine. He adds that the re-location is
really a matter of very great importance to the various land infer-
egts involved and that he would he very giad to co-operate with the
representative from Penusylvania with a view of having the line
properly established under the joint supervision of the respective
States and the United Siates.

I pelieve that it is important that the States of Pennsylvania and
Maryland should co-operate in the re-establishment of the boundary
monuments of the old Mason and Dixon’s Line and I 'shall be glad to
recommend to the next session of our General Assembly gimilar
action on the part of the State of Maryland as that taken by the
State of Pennsylvania.

I am, very respectfully,
Lroyn LowHNDES.

The Legislature of Pennsylvania shortly thereafter made provision
for the resmrvey of the line in the Appropriation Act relating to the
Department of Internal Affairs in which it was provided “That Five
Thousand Dollars of the sum herein appropriated shall not become
available for the purpose indicated, unless the State of Maryland
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shall make an appropriation of a similar amount for the examination,
repair and resetting of the boundary line monuments along the Mason
and Dixon line, and the establishment of said line when found
necessary.” This Act was approved May 13, 1899.

At the succeeding session of the General Assembly of Maryland
the following Act was passed making provision for the work on behalf
of the State of Maryland: “ . . . . .;tothe Commissioner on
behalf of the State of Maryland to re-establish the boundary line
between the States of Maryland and Pennsylvania the sum of five
thousand dollars or so much thereof as may be necessary, said moneys
o be paid upon proper vouchers to be submitted to the Comptroller,
said Commissioner on behalf of the State of Maryland to bhe appointed
by the Governor to co-operate with the Commissioner appointed on
hehalf of the State of Pennsylvania and the Superintendent of the
T. S. Coast and Geodetic Survey in re-establishing said line.” This
Act was approved on April 12, 1900.

On June 6, 1900, His IExcellency John Walier Smith, Governor
of Maryland, appointed Dr. Wm. Bullock Clark, State Greologlst
Commissioner 'on behalf of the State of Maryland.

The first meeting of the Commission was held at the office of the
Superintendent of the U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey in Wash-
ington, . C., on Tuesday, July 17, 1900, at 9.30 A. M. There were
present Dr. Henry S. Pritchett, Superintendent of the T. 8. Coast
and Geodetic Survey, representing the National Government ; Major
Isaac B. Brown, Deputy Secretary of Internal Affairs of Pennsyl-
vania, representing the State of Pennsylvania; and Dr. Wm. Bullock
Clark, State Geologist of Maryland, representing the State of Mary-
land. The meeting was organized by the election of Dr. Pritchett as
chairman and Dr. Clark as secretary.

It was proposed by the Suoperintendent of the U. 8. Coast and
Geodetic Survey and accepted by the representatives of the two States
that the resurvey of the line should be placed in the hands of Capt.
W. C. Hodgkins of the U, 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey who had
already become familiar with the problems involved through his con-
nection with the resurvey of the eircular boundary between the States
of Pennsylvania and Delaware.
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1t was further proposed by the Superintendent of the U. S. Coast
and Geodetic Survey and accepted by the representatives of the two
States, that Captain Hodgkins be detailed during the summer to

examine carefully into the conditions of the monuments along the

line and to report to the Commission regarding the same.

The Superintendent of the U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey offered
to detail Captain Hodgkins as the engineer in charge without any
expense to the States prior to the actual starfing of the survey, and
subsequent to that time without any charge for his services, the
States of Maryland and Pennsylvania after the organization of the
survey to bear the field expenses of the entire party while engaged in
the actual surveying, together with the per diem compensation of
such field assistants as might be required and also the cost of the pur-
chage and placing of the monuments. This offer was accepted.

It was proposed by Dr. Clark that Captain Hodgkins should pro-
ceed to Annapolis and Harrisburg and examine the old papers con-
nected with the original survey and any other official records of the

* States of Maryland and Pennsylvania relating to the bmmdary This

proposition was accepted by the Commission,

Tt was also proposed by Dr. Clark and accepted by the Oommlssmn
that Major Brown should draw up an agreement between the several
parties interested which should be submitted to the Commissioners
for their inspection, and, if found to be acceptable, should be signed
by them as representatives of the National and State governments.
The meeting adjourned subject fo the call of the chairman.

Major Brown prepared the following agreement which was sub-
mitted to the members of the Commission and signed by them:

AgrezmEnT for the Examinatlon, Repair, Replacing and BErection of
Monuments on the Boundary Line between the States of Pennsylvania and
Maryland.

‘Wregeas, The Act of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, approved the 4th day of May, A. D, 1889, empowers and directs
the Department of Internal Affairs of the said Commonwealth to co-oporate
with the proper authorities in adjoining States in the examination, repair
and replacing of the boundary line monuments and in the resurvey of the
boundary line between Pennsylvania and any adjoining State, ind in con-
junction with such suthority in adjoining States to procure and erect new
monuments whenever found necessary; and,
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WHaeRrrpAs, Under Chapter 745 of the Enactments of 1800 of the General
Assembly of the State of Maryland, and by virtue of appointment, made on
the 6ibh day of June, 1900, by Hon. John Walter Smith, Governor of s=aid
State, Dr. William B. Clark is given similar power and direction with refer-
ence to the examination, repair and replacing of the monuments on the
boundary line between the States of Pennsylvania and Maryland, known as
the Mason and Dixon Line, and is also authorized to co-operate wiih the
proper authorities in Pennsylvania in all matters pertaining to the examina-
tion, repairing and replacing of said monuments, and in the regurvey of said
boundary line, and in the furnishing and erecting of new monuments when
necessary; and,

WHEREAS, From satisfactory information it has heen ascertained that
several of the monuments located on the line between the States of Penn-
sylvania and Maryland, known as the Mason and Dixon Line, have been dis-
placed, others partially mutilated or destroyed, and further, that in some
of the mountain reglons no monuments were ever erected {the line being
marked only by stone heaps or earth mounds), from which it appears that
the public interests in both States will be conserved by the examination,
repalr or replacing of the monuments now in position, and by the furnishing
and erection of new monuments at points where none had ever been erected;
and, :

WuEREAS, Under the authority given in the ‘State of Maryland, by the
law referred to, direction is also given the Commissioner appointed from that
State to co-operate with the Superintendent of the United States Coast and
Geodetic Survey in the examination and repair of sald monuments and the
resurvey of salid boundary line; and,

WHEREAS, A meeting was held in the ¢ity of Washington, D. C., on the
17th day of July, A. D. 1900, at which there were present Dr. II. 8. Pritchett,
Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, Dr. William
B. Clark, representing the State of Maryland, and Major Isaac B. Brown,
Deputy Seeretary of Internal Affajrs, representing the State of Pennsylvania,
at which it was agreed that the United SBtates Coast and Geodetie Survey,
under the direction of its Superintendent, Dr. H. S. 'Pritchett, should execute
the work as authorized by the two States hereinbefore referred to;

TorrEroRE, The undersigned acting in conformity with the authority as
hereinbefore stated have agreed and by these presents do hereby agree on
this ninth day of August, A. D. 1900, that the United States Coast and Geodetic
Survey, under the directlon of its Superintendent, Dr. H. 8. Pritchett, be
empowered and is hereby empowered to examine the boundary line monu-
ments that mark the location of the boundary line between the States of
Penngylvania and Maryland, and shall, wherever monuments are found muti-
Iated or displaced, exercise. its discretion in the repair and replacing of such
monuments; and wherever any of the monuments have been removed from
their proper location and cannot be recovered, or where it shall be found
that no monuments were ever erected at the peints at which it is clear that
they were intended te be placed by Mason and Dixon, who surveyed and
established said boundary line, then it is agreed that new monuments shall
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be procured and erected at the proper positions; and the necessary authority
is hereby.conferred to make effectual this agreement.

It I8 FurTEER AeREED, That all surveying, expemse or work js hereby
authorized which in the opinion of the Superintendsent of the said Coast and
Geodetic Survey shall be neecessary to make effectual the laws of the twe
States in interest, with reference to the erection of monuments in the place
of those which may have been removed, or In determining the location of
those to be erected where none have heretofore been erected.

It Is FURTHER AREED, That if any of the monuments can now be found
which were prepared to mark the location of the line, but which were never
placed in position, all legal means possible shall be employed to secure posses-
sion of such monuments and have them properly erscted instead of procuring
new ones.

‘It Is FupraEr UNDERSTooD AND AgrEEp, That the duties imposed by the
laws herein referred to and conferred under this agreement shall be dis-
charged as speedily ag practicable, or as may be consistant with a proper
execution of the work provided for.

It Is FURTHER UNDERSTOOD AND AgrEED, That all services rendered by the

.SuperintEIldent of the said United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, or by

those designated under his anthority, shall be rendered without cost to either
of the States that are parties to this agreement; but all necessary expenses
incurred in prosecuting the work, including commutation of subsistence and
travelling expenses of the Coast and Geodetle Survey officer engaged on the
work, or in Tfurnishing necessary materials, shall be borne equally by the
two States in interest; said expenses to he accounted for in verified vouchers,
and so far as practicable supplemented by receipted vouchers from parties
to whom disbursements have been made, and duplicate vouchers furnished,
one for each State.

17 Is FurrHER UKDEESTOOD AND AGRED, That such Assistant Surveyors may
be employed to act with the representatives of the United States Coast and
Geodetic Survey as shall be agreed upoh by the parties representing the two
States in interest; their compensation to bé agreed upon and borne by the
two States, respectively.

IT Is UNDERSTOOP AND AGREER, That upon the completion of the dutles
imposed by the law authorizing the examination of the boundary line momnu-
ments and the resurvey of the boundary lime, the Superintendeni of the
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey shall make, or cause to be made, a
report in duplicate for the approval of the parties representing the iwo States
in interest, and that saild report shall embrace the details of all the work
done upon the said boundary line or its monuments, and éxier alie shall show
the condition of the monuments, fully describe the character and location of
the new ones, and shall include any other matter that in the apinion of the
said Superintendent may be of interest Lo the people of Pennsylvania and
Maryland.

Ix TESTIMONY WHEREOF, James W. Latta, Secretary of Internal Affairs of
Pennsylvania, has hereunto sef his hand and caused the geal of said depart-
ment to be affixed at Harrisburg on the tenth day of August, A. D, 1900; and
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the said Dr. William B. Clark, for and on behalf of the State of Maryland,
under the authority given him, has hereunto set his hand on the eleventh day
of August, A. D., 1900.

JamMEs W. LATTA,
[8EAT] Secretary of Iniernal Affeirs of Pennsylvania.

WitiiaM B. CLARK,
[sEAL] Commissioner, State of Maryland.

OFFICE OF THE U. 8. COAST AND GEQODETIC SURVLY,

WasiiNeToN, D. C., August 13, 1900.

Under the authority conferred by the act of the Legislature of the State
of Maryland, and in compliance with the within agreement, made and entered
into by and between the States of Pennsylvania and Maryland, I, H. S.
Pritehett, for and in behalf of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey,
hereby agree, on the part of the said survey, to discharge the duties imposed
by the laws with reference to the boundary line between the States of Penn-
gylvania and Maryland, and to execute the work skillfully and promptly.

Henky 8. Prrremmrr,

Superintendent United Sletes Coast and Geodelic Survey.

A second meeting of the Commission was held at the office of the
Superintendent of the U. S. Coast and Geodetic Survey in Washing-
ton on Saturday, September 29, 1900, at 10 o’clock A. M. There
were present Dr. Henry 8. Pritchett, Superintendent of the T. S.
Coast and Geodetic Survey; General J. W. TLatta, Secretary of
Tnternal Affairs of Pennsylvania, representing the State of Penn-
sylvania; and Dr. Wm. Bullock Clark, State Geologist of Maryland,
representing the State of Maryland. Capt. W. C. Hodgkins who had
been designated by the Superintendent of the U. S. Coast and Geo-
detic Survey to take charge of the survey of the boundary line met
with the Commissioners and explained to them the needs of the
work, Authority was given to Captain Hodgkins to proceed at once
with the survey and to employ such assistants as might be required
in connection with the work. The meeting adjourned subject to the
call of the chairman. ‘

Captain Hodgking commenced work at once and on November 15,
1900, submitted the following report:
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MAﬁKLEYSBURG, Pa., November 15, 1900,
Mg, 0. H. TITTMANN,
Acting SBuperintendent, United States Coast and Geodelic Survey.
S1n:

I beg to submit the following brief statement of the plan for the
re-location of the Mason and Dixon line and of the progress made up
to the present time, with the regquest that you will furnish t{ype-
written copies to the Commissioners of the two States.

For the purpose of the present survey, the boundary line between
Pennsylvania and Maryland is naturally divided into two unequal
portions, the eastern part being 182 miles in length and the western
part just about half as long as the eastern; with the town of Hancock,
Maryland, very near the junction of the two sections.

The eastern portlon of 132 miles wags originally marked by stone
monuments at equal distances of one mile, and though about 20 per
cent. of these stones have been destroyed or removed, thelr replace-
ment will present ne special difficulty.

The western portion of about 66 miles, owing to the great difficulty
of transportation at that time, in the region traversed by the line,
was marked by wooden posts cut on the spot and secured in place by
mounnds of earth or stone piles around them.

These posts have disappeared, but some of the mounds remain,
although many have been destroyed by eultivation of the ground, by
building of stone walls over them, by removal for road material, or
by the erection of new structures. Enough of them, however, can be
recovered to enable me to locate the old line with considerable
precision. '

As the mountasinous section of this line has at present no perma-
nent monuments, it seemed desirable fo take up and complete the
survey of this portion as the work will necessarily be more expensive
than that further east and it will be well to get it out of the way
first. As soon as I could arrange to take the field, I accordingly
proceeded to Cumberland, Maryland, and began a hasty examination
of the country along the boundary, between Wills Creek and the
northwest corner of Maryland. Having acquainted myself with the
roads and topographic features, and with the remalning boundary
marlks, T began work near the northwest corner of Maryland and am
now working eastward.

The method followed is to range out a random transit line, approxi-
mately parallel to the boundary line, and only a short distance from
it, and refer to this line by measured offsets all the marks of the old
survey which can be found. This random line then becomes a baso
line from which additiomal points of the houndary may be inter-
polated at will. So far we have gone over about ten miles of country
with our preliminary transit iine and have reached the crossing of
the National road.




F1a. 1—GRANITE MONUMENT (X0. 222) ERECTED IN 1885 BY
SINCLATR AT NORTH END OF DEAKINS LINE TO MARK THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF MARYLAND. KOT ACCEPTED
BY MARYLAND.

Fic. 2. —MONUMENT (N0, 223) EregcTED IX 1860 BY LT

MICHLER AT NORTH END OF MICHLER LINKE TO MARK
NORTHWEST CORNER OF MARYLAND. NOT ACCEPTED
BY MARYLAND.

VIEWS OF MONUMENTS ALONG MASON AND DIXON LINE.
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Since beginning the field work the weather, which before was
pleasant, hag become unfavorable with much rain and snow. It is
my purpose on that account to close operations for the winter at as
early a date as practicable to complete the work on this first section.

During the winter I can find time to determine the conditions on
the eastern portion of the line and to formulate plans for the work
in that section. .

The question of the kind of boundary marks to be used has also to
be congidered. From an examination of some of the exisfing monu-
ments which have suffered severely from the attacks of vandals, I
am at present inclined toward.the.use of cast-iron monuments as
likely to be more enduring. )

Very respectfully,

W.. C. Hopgkrins,
Assistant,

The resurvey of the boundary occupied the time of Captain Hodg-
kins and his assistants during portions of 1901-1903, the last monu-
ment of the line being set in August, 1903, by Mr. R. H. Blain, the
chief assistant to Captain Hodgkins. It was ultimately decided to
employ, where the old marks were lost, stone monuments in place of
iron ag suggested by Captain Hodgkins in his preliminary report of
November 15, 1900. These new monuments were made of magnesian
marble from the quarry of the Beaver Dam Marble Company of
Baltimore County. " Many of the old monuments were discovered and
resef. A number which had never been placed in position were found
in western Washington County where they had been left by Mason
and Dixon because of the difficulties of transporting them through
the wilderness to their proper position on the line. Many of these
unused monuments had become incorporated in buildings and walls
and were in some instances secured with difficulty.

The fiftieth mile stone was found in the possession of the Mary-
land Historical Society in Baltimore to which organization it had
been presented many years before. In view of the great historical
interest attaching to this monument the Commission decided not to
dispute the retention of this stone on consideration of a replica being
furnished to the State. At the same time the Commission offered
to the Pennsylvania Historical Society one of the displaced monu-
ments on gimilar terms, which was accepted. The Commissioners
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felt that they would be performing a public service by making the

historical societies of the two States custodians for all time of these .
ariginal monuments.

The preparation of his report on the results of the survey and the
drawing of the detailed maps occupied Captain Hodgkms time at
intervals during 1904-1906.

The final meeting of the Commission was held at the office of the
Superintendent of the U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey in Wash-
ington on Friday, January 11, 1907, at 10 A. M. There were pres-
ent Hon. O. H. Tittmann, Superintendent of the U. 8. Coast and
Geodetic Survey, representing the National Government; Maj. Isaac
B. Brown, Secretary of Internal Affairs of Pennsylvania, represent-
ing the State of Pennsylvania; and Dr. Wm. Bullock Clark, State
Geologist of Maryland, representing the State of Maryland.

It was proposed by Major Brown that the results of the survey
made by Captain Hodgkins and his assistants be aceepted by the
Commission. This motion was nnanimously adopted.

It was further proposed by Dr. Clark that authority be given to
the Secretary to arrange for the preparation of a report for submis-
sion to the Geeneral Assemblies of Maryland and Pennsylvania which
should be accompanied by chapters covering the proceedings of the
Commission, the resulis of the resurvey, including the maps prepared
by the surveyors, the history of events leading wp to the original
survey, and a bibliography of publications on that subject; and that
such a report when finished be submitied to each member of the Com-
mission for his approval and signature. This was unanimously
adopted by the Commission. The Commission then adjourned subject
to the call of the chairman.

The manuscript of the report having been completed, it was sub-
mitted on January 25, 1907, to the members of the Commisgion and
was approved by them. The preparation and publication of the
final report, accompanied by an historical account of the controver-
sies settled by the running of the Mason and Dixon Line and a com-
prehensive bibliography of the documents and publications relating

" to the subject, were assigned to the editorial supervision of Professor

Edward B. Mathews, Assistant State Geologist of Maryland.




PART TII

REPORT OF THE ENGINEER IN CHARGE OF THE
RESURVEY OF THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN
MARYLAND AND PENNSYLVANIA,

PART OF THE MASON AND
DIXON LINE

BY

W. C. HODGKINS




REPORT OF THE ENGINEER IN CHARGE OF THERE
RESURVEY OF THE DBOUNDARY BETWEEN
MARYLAND AND PENNSYLVANIA,

PART OF THE MASON AND
DIXON LINE.

BY

W. C. HODGKINS.

Tae OriGINaL SURVEY.

Much has already been written upon the h1story of the Mason and
Dixon line and further contributions may be expected 1 in the future.
The present writer therefore feels compelled to give to that interest-
ing subject only such brief mention as will satisfy the Purposes of
this report. It will be necessary, however, to consider in some detail
the methods ‘and results of the survey which established that line.
Tor this purpose, frequent reference will be made to the document
entitled ‘“Field Notes and Astronomical Observations of Charles
Mason and Jeremiah Dixon. Made by them in their Surveys of the
Boundary Lines between the Provinces of Pennsylvania, Delaware,

and Maryland. 1763-68. Transeribed from the original autograph -

manuseript of Mason and Dlxon, now in the possessmn of the His
torical Society of Pennsylvania.”

This was printed by the State of Pennsylva.ma in 1887* and is a
mine of information in regard to this celebrated survey.
- In the “Historical Account of the Boundary between Pennsylvania
and Delaware,” published as Appendix 8, Report of the Superintend-
ent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1893, there was given a
summary of the events which led to the employment of Mason and
Dixon and also of the earlier part of their operations. Some of the

*Report of the Becretary of Internal Affairs. Boundaries. Harrisburg,
1887. 'Text and folio of maps.

”
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following statements in regard to the beginning of their work are
extracted from that paper.

Charles Mason and Jeremiah Dlxon, ‘employed by the propnetors
to assist the commissioners of the two provinees in laying out the
boundary, arrived at Philadelphia on November 15, 1763. On
December first the commissioners met at Philadelphia and read the
articles of agreement between the proprietors and the surveyors.
They also made the necessary arrangements with the latter for the
conduct of the work.

In the journal kept‘by Mason and Dixon, it is noted that from
November 16 to December 18 they were occupied in attending on
the commissioners, unpacking and setting up instruments, building
an observatory, and waiting for clear nights. They hegan their

“observations for the latitude of the most southern point of the city of

Philadelphia on December 19, 1763, and continued them until Jan-
nary 4, 1764, after which they spent two days in reducing their
observations and in the computation of the latitude, which they
made 39° 56" 29".1. Considering that the latitude of their point
of observation, as nearly as 1t can be identified, is given on the mod-
arn charts of the water front of Philadelphia as about 39° 56" 26".6,
a value differing only two and a half seconds of arc from that
obtained by Mason and Dixon, it is evident that the work of the latter
is deserving of high praise. Their observations were made with
a zenith sector* provided with a micrometer and they were careful
to reverse the instrument at each station and also to divide the obser-
vations between north and south stars, in order to eliminate errors,
as far as possible. ‘
Under the deed of 1760 between the proprietors, the northern
boundary of Maryland was to be a parallel of latitude 15 miles south
of the most southern part of the city of Philadelphia. Having, as
above deseribed, determined the latifude of that point of departure
and not finding it practicable, on account of the topographic features
of the country, to begin direct measurement at that point, Mason
and Dixon moved to the vicinity of the forks of Brandywine Creek,
*Thig instrument was preserved at Harrisburg until the destruction of the

State Capitol. At that time it had been taken apart for cleaning and since
that time orly a few of the parts have been recovered.—Rd.

L
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about 27 miles to the westward, where they selected a point as nearly
ag possible in the same parallel and again observed for latitude.
After making the necessary corrections for the difference of lati-
tude between this and their first station, they determined their
meridian and opened a line to the southward, throngh the forest, for
the meagsurement of the distance of 15 miles, deseribed in the deed.
This distance was measured twice, and certain portions of it three
times, using a 66 foot chain, except on the steep slopes, where wooden
frames, 1614 feet long, called by the surveyors “levels,” were
employed instead. At the southern end of this measured line, in
Newecastle County, Delaware, a third observatory was built and fresh
observations were made. From these, the latitude of the parallel
which was to mark the northern boundary of Maryland was computed
to be 89° 43" 17".6, a value which is again very close to the modern
determination. The latitude of the northeastern corner of Mary-
land was found in 1892 to be 39° 43" 19".9. The difference here is

only 2°.3, but the diserepancy is in the opposite direction to that of -

Philadelphia, making a total discrepancy for the whole interval of
4".8, which is still reasonably small. 'Mason and Dixon’s interval is,
however, too great both in linear and in angular measure. The actnal
interval of 13" 6".7 is about 6.12 chains,® or say 404 feet, more than
15 miles. Mason and Dixon also found the interval in are equal to
18" 11".5, while 15 miles in that latitude are actually equal to
13" 2°.4. Tt seems strange that they did not take note of this evident
diserepancy, especially as they based their computations upon a
length of a degree of latitude equal to 6914 miles, about 1,000 yards
greater than the true value.

Having fixed, in the manner above described, a point on the
parallel of latitude which was to form the northern boundary of
Maryland, the surveyors left this part of the work and proceeded to
lay out the line separating the “‘three lower counties,” now the State
of Delaware, from Maryland. The work at the southern extremity
of the 15 mile line was resumed in the spring of 1765, but, owing to
bad weather, it was not until April 4 that Mason and Dixon were able

*By oversight, fhis was called b chains in the paper on the Delaware
boundary,
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to fix the direction of their tiial line to the westward. In regard to
thig they make the following remarks:

“Computed the Right Ascension of the Mid-Tleaven when the
stars passed the Azimuth that would intersect the Parallel of
the Post Mark’d West, at 10" to the Westw’d of the said Pax-
allel...... Placed 3 Marks about 14 a mile Westw'd for the
Direction of the Line, by observations made from 3 different
Stsns and found the extremes (that is from the Northernmost
to the Southernmost) of the 4 Marks (one being placed the
20 Inst.,) were distant from each other 18 Inches.

Nore. These observations were made by fixing the Middle
Wire of the Transit Instrument to the Star at the Instant of
Time the Star pass’d the Azimuth of our direction. .. ...April
5. Began to run the Western Line in the Direction of the mean
of the 4 Marks.”

This trial line was extended to the westward for a distance of 12
miles and 25 chains from the “Post mark’d West,” so often men-
tioned by Mason and Dixon, which marked the first point of their
parallel of latitude.  The measurement was made with a Gunter’s
chain, 66 feet long. At the western end of this measured distance
the secfor was again set up and observations for latitude were made
as before, though only three stars were observed at this station. The
result of the eomputation indicated that this station was teo far north.

Mason and Dixon wrote: “Difference—what we are northward of
Post marked West. .....=1".29—the Mean of the Obser: which is
nearly—43 yards=—the distance we are Northward of the Post mark’d
West.”

This difference should have been 1eckoned as 43%5 yards. From
the value which they obtained the surveyors next computed the offsets
to the southward from the trial line to the trne parallel at each mile
from the starting point. These offsefs are given in Table I.
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TABLE I,
EXTRACT FROM MASON AND DIXON’S FIELD NOTES,

“I".29=—the Mean of the Gbser: which Is nearly=—43 yards—the distance
we are Northward of the Post mark’d West. Hence the offsets ai every mile
Post (from the Post mark’d West, 15 miles So. of the Southernmost Point of
the City of Philadelphia) are as follows:

Miles from the Post Oltgets in
mork'd West Yeet Chs, Lks.
B 0 TN =0 00
1 12.5=—= 0 19
2 30.8= 0  46¢%
a | 45.6— 0 69
4 9.6=— 0 90
& 72.1= 1 9 To be set off to the Southward at
& 8l.6— 1 28 Rt. Angles from the Line we run,”
N 91— 1 4
8 103 86— 1 57
9 112.1— 1 70
10 C|[119.1= 1 80F
11 124.b= 1 a0
12 d128.0= 1 94
Miles Chs.
12 25 [[129.0— 1 ,_975;(

A new direction was next computed and was laid off at this station,
in the same manner as before, to intersect the parallel of latitude at a
point ten minutes further west. This second frial line was eontinued
to the westward until May 12, 1765, on which day the sector was
again set up at the measured distance of 25 miles, 75 chains, 57 links,
from the post marked West, or 13 miles, 50 chains, 57 links, from the
preceding latitude station. Inasmuch as in that latitude ten minutes
of longitude amount to less than nine miles, it is somewhat singular
that Mason and Dixon should have laid off distanees of twelve or
thirteen miles as corresponding to that interval. The observations
at this third latitude station on the parallel indicated that the posi-
tion was 3".82, or 5.80 chains “Northward of the Parallel of the
Post mark’d West.” (More preeisely, 886.5 feet or 5 chains, 85614
links.}
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TABLE II.
EXTRAOT FROM MASON AND DIXON'S TFIELD NOTES.

“A Table shewing the proper offsets to be set off to the Southward, at every
Mile Post, betwixt the place where the Sector stood in East Nottlngham, and
the place where it stood near Sasquehannah: .

Offsets to the South-
ward in Chains and
Miles from the Post Links
Mark’d West i

Chains Links

12.312 1 9b4

14 . 2 26

14 2 674

16 3 014

16 3 36

17 3 66

18 3 94

19 4 264

20 4 it

21 4 81

22 5 08

23 5] 30

24 b 51

25 b 66

25.944 5 80 ”

This station was near the eastern bank of the Susquehanna River,
As before, the corrections from the trial line to the parallel were
computed and may be found in T'able I1., extracted from Mason and
Dixon’s notes. Under date of May 1% they note: “Found a New
Direction as before to intersect the Parallel 10" to the Westward ;”
and under date of May 27 the following in regard to the river cross-
ing: “To get the Breadth of the River Sasquehannah, we measured
the Base (B(U) on the West side of the River, and took the Angles
(B and C) with an Hadley’s Quadrant of 18 inches Radius:

From which Data we computed the Distance between the marks
(A) on the East side of the River and the mark (B) on the West
gide of the River, and found it+=71.28 Chains, from which subtract’

3.60 chains—the Distances of the marks (A)and (B)from the River’s
Edge, and there remains 67.68 Chains—the Breadth of the River.

. Miles, Chas, Lkeg,
To the Bast side of the river,—..........civiveiivans 26 3 9§

add the Breadth of {h.....coivvriiriinnnnnrrcnnnnnns e " 67 68
The Sum==.......... e esarraanaeas [ P 26 71 61

is the Distance of the West side of the River from the
Post Mark'd West.”




RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE 43

Mason and Dixon next retraced their steps

to the eastward, setting off the corrections from
their trial line to the parallel, as far as the
fourth mile post from the post marked West.
On June 1, 1765, they were at the tangent point
in the Newcastle circle and found the direction
for running a north line from that peint by
observing the transit of the Pole Star and four
other stars. On June 3, they proceeded to run
this north line in order to fix the northeastern
corner of Maryland, by the intersection of the
north line and the parallel of latitude which
they had just laid out.

Under date of June 6, 1765, they note:—
“Continued the North Line to the Parallel of
Latitude 15 miles South of the South Point of
the City of Philadelphia...... From the Tan-
gent Point to the Parallel is § miles, 1 chain, 50
links, The Meridian from the Tangent Point
aross’d the Parallel at 2 miles, 79 chains, 27
links, from the Post where we began to run the
Parallel, (mark’d West).

At the Point of Intersection of the Parallel of
Latitude and the Meridian Line from the Tan-
gent Point, we placed a Post mark’d W on the
West side and N on the South side.”

After plaecing stone monuments on a portion of the eastern
boundary of Maryland, the surveyors again set ouf for the Susque-
hanna and arrived at Peach Bottom ferry on Saturday, June 22,
1765. On the following Monday, work was resumed on the western
extension of the line, the new trial line from the station east of the
river being produced for 11 miles, 22 chains, and 41 links, ‘where
Mason and Dixon, on July 3, wrote: “At 37 miles, 17 chains, 98
links, we supposed we were in the true Parallel, and chang’d our
direction to intersect the Parallel at 10" West.”

This new direction was followed for 11 miles, 46 chains, 7 links,
and 2 new latitude station was then established. On July 12 Mason
and Dixon wrote:— “Set up the Sector in our Direction at the

!

Our direction cross the River.

A

FIgG 1.
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Distance of 48 Miles, 64 Chains, 05 Links from the Post mark’d
Woest in Mr. Bryan’s field, and made the following observations:...”
The observations in question indicated that the station was 07.56
south of the true parallel. Mason and Dixon took this as equal to
85 links or 56 feet. A more exact value would have been 86 links
or 56.7 feet. They computed, as usual, the offsets from their trial
line, which in fhis case was in two sections, to the parallel. Their
vesults are given in Table T11. ‘ :

TABLE IIIL
EXTRACT FROM MABON AND DIXON'S FIELD NOTES.

*1765, July 22. Henece the offsets at every Mile Post betwixt this Station
and where the Sector stood May the 12th, 1765, as follows:

Offsots.
Miles from ye Post | ’
mark’d West .

. Chains Links
32334 _\g ?2 Bouth to the true Parallel.
27.00 5 30
28 00 4 82
29.00 4 32
30 00 3 - 81
31.00 3 29
32 00 2 74
43.00 2 18

3400 1 60
35.00 1 00
36.00 ] 39 %o
0 24 :
23385 0 38 North to ye true Parallel.
38.00 0 36
39.00 0 32
40.00 0 30
41.00 0 30
42.00 0 31
48.00 0 35
44.00 0 39
45.00 0 46
46.00 0 54
47.00 0 64
© 48.00 ¢ 76
R80 | 0 85 e
The notes continue:— “July 23. Packing up the Instruments,

and changing our Direction so as to hit the true Parallel at the next
Station. Note—Herc we suppose our direction to be changed at
10" West as usual.” ' )
The direction then obtained was followed for the distance of 11
miles, 73 chains, 13 links, when, on July 30, according to the
record:— ““At 60 miles, 57 chains, 18 links chang’d our direction
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to hit the true Parallel at 10" West.”  After measuring 10 miles, 66
chaing, 1 link, further, on this changed course, the record reads:—
“Augnst 7. Set up the Sector in our Direction at the distance of
71 miles, 43 ch., 19 links from the Post mark’d West, and made
»

-These observations, which continued until August 18, gave a result
indicating that the station was 4".58 north of the true parallel through
the starting point. In linear measure, this was taken by Mason and
Dixon as equal to 458 feet, or 6 chains, 94 links. A more exact value
would have been 463.4 feet or 7 chains, 2 links. The offsets from
the trial line to the boundary were, as nsual, computed for each mile
post along the line, between the two stations. They are given in
Table IV. The notes continue:—

TABLE IV,
EXTRACT FROM MASON AND DIXON’'S FIELD NOTES,

“1765, August 19. 47.58=—458 feet=—6 chains, 94 links that we are to the
North of the true parallel. Hence the offsets at every Mile Post to where
the Sector was set up the 12th of July, as follows:

) Offsets
Miles from the Post
mark'd West
Chaing Links
48780 |7 oo 85
49.00 0¢ YL § )
B 50.00 || 00 3 North to hhe’tme parallel.
51.00 00 10
52.00 00 48 1( South to Do.
53.00 00 85
b54.00 0l 22
| 55.00 ! 57
56.00 01 a0
57.00 02 21
58.00 02 49
59.00 02 79
60,00 03 07
. 0 2 .
g?g(% : ng 32 Angular point.
62.00 03 77
63.00 04 18
_ 6h00 R
65.00 04 95
66.00 05 30
67.0G0 a5 64
68.00 05 96
_é%00 ) B8 27
70 00 - 08 55
71.00 08 81
7154 % 4 Bouth,”
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“Angust 20. Changed the direction found on ye 16th so as to be
in the parallel 10° West, and began to run the line in the s’d direc-
tiom...... August 26...... At 83 miles, 13 chains, 96 links,
suppos’d to be in the true paraliel ; we changed our direction to be
again in the true parallel 10° West.” This gave a distance of 11
miles, 50 chains, 77 links from the preceding latitude station. At
about the end of August the surveyors crossed the summit of the Blue
Ridge. After measuring a distance of 11 miles, 49 c¢hains, 14 links
from the point at which they had last changed their direction, they
made the following record:— “SBeptember 5. Brought the Sector
to this side of the Mountain. September 6. Set up the Sector in
our direction at the distance of 94 M, 63 ch, 10 links from the
Post mark’d West in Mr, Bryan’s field, and made the following

”

"The observations at this station continued until September 17 and
gave a result indicating that the station was 0°.56 south of the true
parallel. Mason and Dixon considered that interval equal to 85
links or 56 feet, but a more exact value is 86 links or 56.7 feet.
The offsets between this and the last station were computéd as usual
and are given in Table V.
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TABLE V.
EXTRBACT FROM MASON AND DIXON’S FIELD NOTES.

“1765, September 18. 0”.56—56 feet—85 Links we are to the South of the
true parallel. Hence the offsets at every Mile Pogt betwixzt thiz Station and
where the Sector stood Aug’st the Tth, 1765, as follows:

Offsets to
Miles from the Post the Parallel
mark'd West
) Chainge Links
T71.b4 6 94 South.
72 [{] 69
73 6 12
T4 5 56
75 4 96
76 4 36
r'ri 3 75
78 3 12
79 2 46
80 1 78
118 1 10
82 _ 040 So.
83. -0 30 "
83.174 0 13 North.
84 0 4)
85 0 16
86 0 33
87 - 0 33
88 0 35
89 0 37
90 0 42
91 0 19
92 0 {3
93 0 66
94 0 78
94.789 0 B85 North.”

On September 20, Mason and Dixon wrote that they began to run
the line in a direction which they had found by observations of stars
on the 9th of the month, “corrected so as to be in the Parallel at 20’
West, (supposing us to change at every 10" as usual.)”

On September 26 they wrote:— “At 105 m. 78 ch. 67 lks,
changed our direction as usual.”” This angular point was 11 miles,
15 chains, 57 links, from the preceding latitude station. From this
point the new direction was continued 11 miles, 14 chains, 30 links,
to the last latitude station of the season, near the western edge of
the Cumberland Valley. Under date of October 7, 1765, Mason and
Dixon wrote:— “‘Set up the Sector in our Direction at the distance
of 117 m. 12 ch. 97 1., from the Post mark’d West in Mr. Bryan’s
field, and made the following observations:......”
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+ The result of the computation gave a greater correction from the
trial line to the boundary than at any previous station, the discrep-
ancy in latitude amounting to 8”.47, reckoned by Mason and Dixon
a8 equal to 847 fect or 12 chains, 84 links, (more precisely 857 feet
or 12 chains, 9874 links) to be measured morth from the latitude
station to the boundary. As usual, the offsets were computed for
each mile post, back to the preceding latitnde station. They are
given in Table V1.

TABLE VI
EXTRACT FROM MASON AND DIXON’S FIELD NOTES.

“1765, October 24. §".47-=847 feet—12 chains, 84 links—the distance we are
to the South of the true parallel. Hence the offset at every Mile Post to
where the Sector stood the 6th of September, as follows:

Offsets ]
Miled from the Post || i o
'd West
mark'd Wos Chains links ‘
i 1 _
| i
94.789 ' 0 86 | North to the true Parallel.
e
o8 l 9 35 |
ag | 9 86 ;
100 ’ 3 37 [
101, 3 91
102 I 4 47 i
TR R
. 105 t 23 !
105.913 \ 6 85 \
106 , 6 79 !
107 7 27 ;
108 7 74 \
109 8 23 |
110 8 74 |
111 9 27 |
112 9 81 [
113 10 36 |
114 - | 10 92
115 11 49 ‘
116 {12 10 |
117 12 74
117.162 T 84 North.”

At this station Mason and Dixon stopped work for the season and,
after ascending the mountain which lay west of them to get a view
of the eountry beyond, retnined eastward, marking the offsets as far
ag the Susquehanna. They then set 50 monuments in the eastern
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boundary of Maryland, after which opera.tions wére suspended for
the winter.

The following extracts from their notes at their last latitude
station may be found interesting: ‘

“1765 Computing offsets, &c. Went to Capt. Shelby’s to desire
October 26 him to go with us on the North Mountain for to shew us the
course of the River Potowmack westward.

“ 26 Pack’d up our Instruments and left them (not in the least
damaged to our knowledge) at Capt. Shelby’s. Repaired with
Capt, Shelby to the summit of the Mountain, in the direction
of our line, but the air was so hazy prevenied our seeing the
course of the River. . }

“ 27 Capt. Shelby again went with us to the summit of the Moun-
tain (when the air was very clear) and shewed us the North-
ernmost bend of the River Potowmack at the Conoloways;
from which we judge the line will pass about two miles to
the North of the said River. From hence we could see the
Allegany Mountaing for many miles, and judge it by its
appearance, to be about 50 miles distance, in the direction of
the line.

" 28 Set out on our return to the River Sasguehanna, to make
the offsets from our Visto, to the true parallel.”

Passing now to the field season of 1766, the notes read:

“1766 C. Mason left Annapolis, and procesded for the North Moun-
March 16  tain to continue the Line. . . .
“ 21 Recelved our Instructions to proceed with the Line to the
Allegany Mountain. '
April 1 Changed the Direction found per stars on the 21st of October

last, to be in the true Parallel at 10° West. Continued the
line in the direction so chang’d. . .

“ 23 At 129 m, 12 chs, 04 lin, chang’d our direction to be again
in the parallel at 10’ West.” ’

This angular point was 11 miles, 79 chains, 7 links, from the
latitude station at which the season’s work began.

The following extracts from the field notes show that the roughness
of the country was opposing increasing difficulties to the progress of
the survey.

“April 26 Continued the line. At 134 m, 54 ch,, the Foot of Sidelong
Hill
Here we could proceed no further with the Waggons,
At 135 m, 29 ch, the top of Do.
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May 1-2 CGot the Sector brought to the east side of Sidelong Hill.
“ 3 Do. brought to the foot of Town Hill on ye Fast side.
“ 4 Set up the Sector (at Do.) in our Direction at the distance
of 140 m. 15 ch. 76 links from the Post mark’d West in Mr.
_ Bryan’s fleld, and made the following observations:....”

The observations at this station, which was 11 miles, 3 chains, 72
links, from the point at which the direction had been changed,
indicated that the station was 0”.20=20 feet==31 links, south of the
true parallel. The nsual offsets, computed by Mason and Dixon,
are given in Table VII.

TABLE VIIL
EXTRACT FROM MASON AND DIXON'S FIELD NOTES.

“1766, Maﬁ 16, 0”.20=20 feet—=31 Links that we are to the South of the
true parallel. Hence the offsets at every Mile Post to where the Sector stood
the 7th of October last, as follows: .

~

Oftgeta to
Miles from the Post ||  the true Parallel
mark'd Weat -
’ chains links
117.182 12 B or
118 1 6 Nm th.
119 10 a8
120 9 53
121 o 8 42
122 7 31
123 6 22
1 5 14
125 4 07
126 3 02
127 1 99
1928 0 97 | MWorth.
129 0 02 South.
12912 ch. 04 lin. 0 16 .
130 0 21
131 0 23
132 [i] 233
133 0 23
131 0 20
135 0 16
136 0 1
157 0 05 South.
138 0 03 North.
139 0 14
140 0 27
140.197 0 31 ‘North "
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On May 17 a mark was fixed in direction for a new trial line to
the westward and that line was extended, between the 19th and 27th,
11 miles, 32 chains, 24 links, to the top of the “great Warrior
Mountain,” where, at a distance of 151 miles, 48 chains, from the
Post marked West, the direction of the line was changed so as to
strike the parallel again at 10° West. The mountain so designated
is now locally known as “Tussey’ and where crossed by the boundary
does not present a very pronounced ridge, though it rises to the
northward into a considerable summit.

The new direction was produced to the westward as far as the
valley west of Little Allegheny Mountain, where another latitude
station was made, near the present village of Wellersburg, Pennsyl-
vania, and at this station the western extension of the line stopped
for the year 1766. The notes read:—

“1768 Brought the Sector, &c., from the Warrlior Mountain to the
June 6-T-8  foot (on the east side) of Savage Mountain, the second Ridge
of the Allegany Mountaing. : '
“ 9 Set up the Sector in the Direction of our Line at the dis-
tance of 165 m, 54 ch, 88 links from the Post mark’d West in
Mr, Bryan’s field, and made the following observations:....”

This station’ was 14 miles, 6 chains, 88 links, from the point on
the Warrior (or Tussey) Mountain, at which the direetion had been

changed. The computed result of the observations indicated that -

the station was 2".415 south of the true parallel. Mason and Dixon
called this equal to 24114 feet, or 3.66 chains. A more precise value
is 24414 feel or 8.70 chains. The offsets for every mile from this
station to the preceding were computed and are stated in Table VIII.
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TABLE VIIL
EXTRACT TROM MASON AND DIXON'S FIELD NOTES.
“1766, June 17. a” 415—2411% feet—3.66 chains, that we ave to the south

of the true varallel. Hence the offsets ol every Mile Post to where the Sector
wag get up the 4th May, as follows:

True Offsets -
Miles Trom the Posk ||. )
mark’d West . ,
Chains links
111({ 197 8 3% North to the true Parallel,
142 0 38
143 0 43
144 (] 51
145 0 61
146 0 73
147 o 86
- 148 1 oL
149 1 18
151 1 36
161 ' 1 57
161, 48 chs. 1 66
152 1 68
153 1 72
154 1 78
156 1 86
1563 1 94
157 2 04
168 2 16
169 2 30
160 2 46
161 2 63
162 2 8l |
163 3 03
164 3 26
165 | 8 50
165.686 3 - 66 -
North.”

Mason and Dixon thus describe their further operations during
the balance of the season:—

“1766 Set a Post (18 inches square; 3 feet in the Ground and &

June 18  out,) at the distance of 3.66 chains North of the Sector, mark’d

M on the south side, P on the North side and W on the

West:— and Wegan to cut & Visto in the true Parallel, or Line

petween Maryland and Pennsylvania, by drawing it thro’

Points laid off from the Line we have run at every 10 chaine.

“ 19 Continned the Visto or Line towards the Post mark’d West
in Mr. Bryan's field. . . .
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“ 27

o 30

October 28

at 29
November
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Continued the line to the Intersection of the Meridian from
the Tangent Point, with the Parallel; which finish’'d our
Instructions. .

N. B.—From any Eminence in the Line, where 15 or 20
Miles of the Visto can be seen,” (of which there are many,)
the said Line, or Visto, very apparently shews itself to form
a parallel of Northern Latitude. The Line is measured Hori-
zontal: the Hills and Mountains with a 1615 Feet Level. And,
besides the Mile Posts we have sef Posts in the true Line
(mark'd W on the West side) all along the Line opposife the
Stationary Points where the Sector and 'Transit Instruments
stood. The said Posts stand in the middle of the Visto, which
in general is about 8 yards wide. The Number of Posts in
the West Line Is 303,

Rec’d a letter from the Gent’'n Commissioners for Pennsyl-
vania, acquainting us that the next meeting of the Commis-
sioners for both Provinces is to be held at Christiana Bridge,
in Newcastle county, the 28th of next Month.

Discharged all hands.

At Christiana Bridge. .

One of the Commissioners for Pennsylvania came to Do,
and acquainted us the Gent'n Commis* were not to meet at
this time; and that we were to proceed immediately to set
100 stones, (one at each Mile) in the Lines. . e s
. Thursday the 20th. The stones were all get; which finished
the Tangent Line. From the Tangent Point to the West Line;
and 65 Miles of the said West Line, or Boundary between
Maryland and Pennsylvania, the 64th mile from the beginning
of the West Line excepted, at which there is no stone.

One of the Gent’'n Commissioners of each Province attended
this work.

N. B.—The Stones in the West Line are set 73 Links East-
ward of the Mile Posts; go that they stand at even miles from
the North-East end of the Province of Maryland, or the hegin-
ning of the West Line.”

Under instructions from the eommissioners, Mason and Dixon
then extended their parallel of latitude eastward to the Delaware

River.

This was done in order that they might be able to measure

the distance of five degrees of longitude from the Delaware, which

formed the charter limit of Pennsylvania to the west.
of the following year, 1767, arrangements were perfected for the

In the spring
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completion of the survey to that limit of longitude. The notes read

thus:—

“1767
March 26

June 3

“ 17

€% i

“ 10

At Annapolis, where we were inform’'d by His Excellency
Horatio Sharpe, Esq'r., that the meeting intended the 24th
was postponed to the 28th of April next, on accouni of the
Commiggioners not having received any certain intelligence
of St. Wm. Johnsong having agreed with the Natives for we
to continue the West Line.

Were inform’d that an agreement was made with the Six
Nations for us to proceed with the West Line; and that the
Geni’n Commissioners were to meet at Chester Town on the
16th instant. _

Wrote to the Hon’ble Proprietors of Maryland and Penn-
sylvania. o

Sent seven Men with the Telescope, &c., of the Sector to the
Allegany Mountain, where we left off last year.

Attended the Gent’'n Commiss’rs at Chester Town.

Attended Do., and received our Instructions to proceed with
the West Line to the end of 6° of Longitude from the River
Delaware.

The Waggons arrived at Fort Cumberland with the Instru-

‘ments, Tents, &e.

At the Allegany Mountain, where we left off last summer.

Placed a Mark Bastward in a Direction from the Post we
left off at in the true Parallel, to be again in the true parallel
at 10" West.

Began in the true Parallel, and continued the line westward
in the above mention’d Direction.

Continued the line, At 168 miles, 78 chaing, the Top of the
great dividing Ridge of the Allegany Mountains.” [Savage
Mountain.]

Continued the line. This Day we were joyn’d by 14 Indians
deputed by the Chiefs of the Six Nations to go with us on the
Line. With them came Mr. Hngh Crawford, Interpreter.

Continued the line. At 177 miles, 4 chains, 45 links,
changed the Direction to be again in the true Parallel at 10
West.”

This angular point was 11 miles, 29 chaing, 57 links, from the
starting point.

August 6

Continned the line. At 188 mmiles, 41 chains, 65 links,
changed the Direction to be in the true Parallel at 10" West.”
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This angular point was 11 miles, 37 chaing, 20 links, from the
preceding one.

Only in this instance did Mason and Dixon run three chords
between latitude stations.

An inferesting connection with +the history of the then recent
“French and Indian War” is given in the following entry:

“1767 :

August T Continued the line in the direction changed. At 189 m,
57 ch., the Top of Winding Hill. At 189 m, 69 ch., cross'd
General Bradock’s Road leading from Fort Cumberland to Fort
Pit. At 190 m, 1 ch,, cross’d Do, a 2d time.”

On August 11 the surveyors ieached the east bank of the
Youghiogheny River, at the distance of 194 miles, 25 chains, 25
links, from the “Post mark’d West.” On August 16 they noted:
““Sent for the Sector from Mr. Spear’s, at the crossing of the Yochio
Geni, on Gen’l Bradock’s road.” Under date of August 17 is
written:— “‘Set up the Sector in the Direction of our Line, at the
distance of 199 miles, 63 chains, 68 links from the Post mark’d West
>
This station was 11 miles, 22 chains, 3 links, from the preceding
angular point. The result of these observations indicated that the
latitude station was 9".9 north of the true parallel, the greatest
difference found in the course of this work. Mason and Dixon took
this as equal fo 990 feet, or 15 chains, to be laid off to the southward
from their Iatitude station to the boundary. With our present
information, this would be reckoned as 1001.7 feet, or 15.18 chains,
nearly. As usual, the offsets were computed for each mile between
this station and the preceding. These are given in Table IX. A
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TABLE IX.

EXTRACT FROM MASON AND DIXON'S FIELD KOQTES,

“1767, August 24.
southward, Hence the oifsets at every Mile Post to where we began at the

Mean=—9".9=15 chaing, 00 links to be laid off to the

Allegany Mountain, as follows:
Uftsets Bouth
Miles from ye Post
mark'd West B ' o
Chains links
16b.68 0 00
166 0 16
167 0 68
168 1 18
189 1 69
170 2 16
171 2 61
172 5 08
173 3 48
174 3 88
175 4 26
176 4 6r
177 5 00
178 5 48
179 6 00
&0 |8 4
181 6 96
182 7 41
183 7 88
184 8 32
185 8 75
186 9 16
187 9 55
188~ 9 87
189 10 30
190 10 83
191 11 34
192 11 83
163 12 29
194 12 73
195 13 16
196 13 58
197 13 98
198 14 36
199 14 71
199.78 15 00 Sector.”
note reads:— ““At this Station, Mr. Jno. Gréen, one of the Chiefs
of the Mohock Nation, and his Nephew, left us, in order to return
to their own country.”
Leaving a party of axemen fo open 2 line eastward in the true
parallel, Mason and Dixon continued westward. On September 4,
| -
| rs
.
Il
Wi
[
TR
i
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after measuring 11 miles, 29 chains, 60 links, in their new direction,
at a point 211 miles, 13 chains, 28 links, from the ‘“Post mark’d
West,” they changed the direction to be again in the true parallel at

10" west.

On the 19th of September they wrote:-~ “Set up the Sector in
the Direction of our Line at the Distance of 222 miles, 24 chains, 12
links from the Post mark’d West in Mr. Bryan’s field, and made the
following observations:

This point is the Top of a very high, steep Bank at the foot of
which is the River Manaungahela.”

This latitude station was 11 miles, 10 chains, 84 links, from the
preceding angular point of the trial line.

The computation indicated that the station was 3".57 south of the
true parallel, an interval which Mason and Dixon took to be equal
to 357 feet, or 5.41 chains.' A more accurate value would be 361.2
feet, or 5.47 chaing,

Offsets to be measured to the northward at each mile post between
this and the preceding station were computed as nsual and may be
found in Table X.
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TABLE X.
EXTBACT FROM MASON AND DIXON’S FIELD NOTES.

“1767, September 27, Mean=—3".57=—5 chains, 41 links, that we are to the
South of the True Parallel. Hence the offsets at every Mile Post.to where
the Sector was set up on the 17th of August, as follows:

Miles from ye Post Ofsets, North
mark’d Wesat in — -
Mr. Hryan’s ficld Chains Links
194.79 0 00
200 0 03
201 0 17
202 0 34
203 0 45
204 0 76
206 0 99
206 1 23
207 1 47
208 1 73
209 2 02
210 2 33
211 2 67
212 2 87
213 3 03
214 3 21
215 3 42
216 3 64
217 3 87
218 4 11
219 4 37
220 4 G5
221 4 95
32 b 29
22230 5 41

Bector.”

Moving their insirument north to the boundary, Mason and Dixon
started a new trial line to the westward. As they progressed further
into the wilderness, inhabited, for the most part, only by roaming
Indians, their difficulties increased; as is shown by the following
entries in their journal:

“1767
Sept. 29
October 2

" 7

Twenty-six of our Men left us. They would not pass the
River for fear of the Shawanes and Delawate Indians. But
we prevailed upon 15 Ax Men fo proceed with us; and with
them we continued the Line Westward. . . .

Continuned the line. Sent to Fort Cumberland for more
Hands., . . .

Continued the line. We have now our usual complement
of Hands, . . .
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October 9 Continued the line to a high Ridge. At 231.20, cross’d a
War Path, 231.71, crosg’d Dunkard Creek. 232.43, cross'd
Do., a second time. 232.74 cross’d Do., a third time.
This day the Chief of the Indians which joyn’d us the 16th
of July, inform’d us that the above mention’d War Path, was
the extent of his commission from the Chiefs of the Six
Nations that he should go with us with the Line, and that he
would not proceed one step farther.
“ 10 The Indians still persisting that they will not go any farther
Westward with the Line; we sent for the Sector which was

- left at the Manaungahela. -
“ 1 Set up the Sector in the Direction of the Line at the Dis-
tance of 223 miles, 13 chaing, 68 links from the Post mark’d
‘Wegt in Mr. Bryan's field, and made the following observations:

2

This station was 10 miles, 69 chaing, 56 links, from the preceding
and the result of the observations indicated that it was 2”.23 south of
the parallel. This interval Mason and Dixon took as equal to 223
feet, or 8 chains, 38 links, (225.6 feet or 8 chains, 42 links, would
be a more precise equivalent) and from it computed, as usnal, the
offsets from the trial line to the boundary at each mile post between
this and the preceding station. These offsets are given in T'able X 1.

TABLE XI.

EXTRACT FROM MASON AND DIXON’S FIELD NOTES.

1767, October 1%. Mean=—2".23=3 chains, 38 links, that we are to the
South of the True Parallel; Hence the Offsets at every Mile Post to the
Manaungahela, as follows:

Offsets, North
Miles frocm ye Post
mark*d Weat )
Chains Linlks

222.30 0 00
223 0 15
224 0 38
225 0 63
226 0 90
227 1 19
228 1 50
229 1 81
230 2 14
231 2 48
232 2 85
233 3 34
233.171 3 88 Sector."”

|
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The following was noted in regard to the last station:— “Note.—
The Sector stood on the Top of a very lofty Ridge; but when the
offset of 3 ch, 38 links was made it fell a little Eastward of the Top
of the Ridge. We therefore extended the True Parallel 3 chains, 80
links Westward, which fell on the Top of the said Ridge. There, at
288 Miles, 17 Chains, 48 Links, from the Post mark’d West, in Mr.
Bryan’s field, we set up 2 Post mark’d W, on the West side, and
heaped round it Earth &ec., three yards and a half Diameter at
Bottom, and five feet High—the heap nearly conical.

This Post is 230 Miles, 18 Chains, 21 Links from the beginning
of the West Line.” (That is, from the northeastern corner of
Maryland.)

This point was the western end of the line run by Mason and
Dixon and it was not until 1784 that the southern boundary of
Pennsylvania was completed fo the limit of five degrees of longitude
from the River Delaware. This work was done under the direction
of commissioners representing Pennsylvania and Virginia. The
determination of the difference of longitude was effected by observa-
tions of eclipses of the satellites of Jupiter, made at each end of the
line. The result was surprisingly accurate, for the time,

The southwestern corner of Pennsylvania having been fixed by
astronomieal observations, the commissioners then extended Mason
and Dixon’s line to that corner from the point at which the work had
been stopped by the Indians in 1767. This new work was checked
by observations for latitude at several intermediate points and when
examined in 1888 the line was found to have a very uniform curva-
ture. After having been turned back by the Tndians, Mason and
Dixon began on the 20th of October, 1767, to open the line or
“Visto,” as they called it, to the eastward. This work was completed
on November 5, on which day they made the following note:—

“Continued the line to the Post standing at 199 m, 63 ch, 68 lks,
(our first Station) which finish’d. There is now one continued
Visto (8 or 9 yards wide) open in the True Parallel from the inter-
section of the North Line from the Tangent Point with the Parallel,
to the Ridge we left off at on the 9th of October last. Mr. Hugh
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Crawford with the Indians and all Iands, except 13 kept to erect
Marks in the Line, left us in order to retnrn Home.” '

Mason and Dixon continued to work eastward, erecting marks in
the line, these marks being mounds of earth or stones, heaped around
the wooden posts which marked the line. Owing to the difficulty of
transportation, no cut stone monuments were set west of the eastern
base of Sideling Hill. In addition to building mounds around the
mile posts, Mason and Dixon also put in extra mounds uwpon the
summits of the principal ridges which were crossed by the line; and
it was forfunate that they did so, as these mounds, being in more
favorable situations than many of the mile mounds, have almost all
been preserved to the present day, while very many of the others
have been destroyed.

The rapidly advancing season caused Mason and Dixon much
inconvenience. Snow fell on November 12, 13 and 18. On Noven-
ber 19 they made this note:— “Continued erecting Marks in the
Line. Snow 12 or 14 inches deep; made a pile of Stones on the Top
of Savage, or the great dividing Ridge of the Allegany Mountains.

Note—West of this Mountain to ye End of ye Line, the Mile
Posts are 5 feet in length, 12 inches square & set two feet in the
Ground ; and round them are heap’d Earth or Stone, 8 feet Diameter
at hottom & 214 feet high.” :

On the following day they noted:— “The Weather being so bad
our Hands would nof proceed on their work.” On November 21;
“Seven of our Hands left us.”” On November 22; “The above
Degertion of our Hands prevents us from making Heaps round the
Mile Posts as before. Proceeded in to Wills Creek Valley.” In
spite of the adverse conditions, the surveyors continued their work
as best they might. On November 23, they wrote:— “Continued
erecting Marks on the Tops of the Mountains. Got more Hands.”

They persevered in this way until November 28, when they
wrote:— “Marks are now set on the Tops of all the High Ridges
& Mountains, to the Top of Sidelong Hill, and the Stones to the East
side of Do.” On the following day they discharged most of their
hands and added the following note:
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“Note.—The Mile Posts between the Top of Savage Mountain
and the End of the Line have Heaps of Earth or Stone round them
(as observed in minute of the 19th of Nov’r) of Eight feet Diameter
at bottom and 214 feet High.

At the following Points in the Line, being the Tops of High
Ridges & Mountains, are set Posts about 12 inches square, mark’d
W, on the West side, and round them Heaps of Earth or Piles of
Stone, three yards and a half Diameter at bottom, and five feet
High ; none less, but many four yards Diameter & six or seven feet
High:...... "o

TABLE XII.
EXTRACT TROM DMASON AND DIXON'S FIELD NOTES,

“1767, November 30. At the following Points in the Line, being the Tops
of High Ridges & Mountains, are set Posts about 12 inches sguare, mark’'d
W, on the West side, and round them Heaps of Harth or Piles of Stone, three
yards and a half Diameter at bottom, and five fest High; none less, but many
four yards Diameter & six or seven feet High: .

Miles from the Post,
mark'd West in Mr,

Bryan’s ield

i M. . Chainas

}
135 29 The Top of Sidelong Hill.
137 11 ’
140 54 The Top of Town Hill,

143 U '
146 52 The Top of the Ragged Mountain,
149 17 The Little Warrior Mountain.
151 47 The Great Do.
153 22 Flintstone Mountain.
155 32 Evits Mountain.
157 63 The Nobbley Mountain.
159 71 Wills Creek Mountain

163 59 The Little Allepany Mountain.
168 76 The Top of the Allegany Mountain.
172 27
173 TH : .
176 46 The Top of the Little Meadow Mountain.
178 53
182 19
184 17 The Top of the Little Laurel Hill,

. 18 46
186 63
187 50 . .
190 12 The Top of Winding Hill.
193 25

4
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Miles from tho Poat

murk’d West in Mr.
Bryon’s Field.
M. Chuinsg
198 20
198 63
199 63
202 44
205 16
207 45
200 19
210 60 )

T o129 §0n Laurel Hill.
214 12 The Top of Highest Ridge on Do.
217 58
218 67
220 51
222 24
223 12
226 40
227 57
298 64
229 75
230 77
233 17 The Top of the Westernmost Ridge to
which the Line is extended.

Somé of these Mountains not being at Right Angles fo the Line 1st run,
causes these points fo he something different in Distance from the Post
mark’d ‘West, from what is laid down before the Line was corrected by oftsets.

M. Ch,
[r 168.76, there is an extensive view Eastw'd & Westw'd.
From the Pointsi 214.12 the Line may be seen to Winding Hill, Eastw’d, and
to the end Westw’d. From these Points the curvature
[ of the Line appears very regular.

Cma: MasSON,
JERE: DIXoN.”

The list veferred to may bhe found in Table XII. Mason and
Dixon continue:— “The Stones are extended from (the 65th Mile)
where they ended last year to 132 Miles from the Beginning of the
West Line. They are all set.in the same manner as deseribed in
minute of the 21st of November, 1766 ; and are all at their proper
places except the 77th and the 117th.

The place of the 77th falling in Marsh Creek, it is set 125 yards
East of 1ts true place.

The place of the 117th falling on a great stone, it is set five yards
East. The 64th Mile, which was left last year, is also set.”
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On December 4, 1767, Mason and Dixon sent messages to the
commissioners to inform them that they should be in Philadelphia
on the 15th of that month. On the 11{h, they were informed that
the commissioners were to meet on the 23rd, at Christiana Bridge.
The surveyors were in attendance at that place on the 24th, 25th, and
96th. On the last day they received instructions to draw a Plan of
the Boundary Lines between the Provinces of Maryland and Penn-
sylvania. The last entry in the note book, dated January 29, 1768,
reads:— ‘“Delivered to the Rev’d Rich’d Peters plans of the above
mention’d Lines.”” Below that entry are the signatures, Cha: Mason
Jere: Dixon, written twice; over the date lines, Dec. 7, 1763, and
Jan. 29, 1768. .

This ended the connection of Mason and Dixon with this boundary.
The extension of their line to the westward in 1784 has already been
mentioned. :

The stone monuments placed by Mason and Dixon on the eastern
boundary of Maryland, and on the northern boundary as far as
Sideling Hill, were cut in England from the oolitic limestone so
extensively used there for building and are extremely characteristie,
no stone of a similar nature being found anywhere along the
boundary. The usual dimensions of the monuments are as follows:
length, three and a half to five feet, though rarely much more than
four; eross section, a square with a side of one foot; top, a rather
flat pyramid. Four-fifths of them were marked with the letters M
_ and P, on opposite sides, and the remainder with the arms of the
proprietors, in place of these letters. These latter, commonly called
“crown stones,” along the line, were placed at every fifth mile on the
boundary, counting from the starting points of the east and north
boundaries of Maryland, respectively. Thus, on the boundary
between Pennsylvapia and Maryland, these stones are 5, 10, 15, &c,
© miles west of the corner or Initial Monument, which would count as
zero In that series,

Although it would appear that there has been no general resurvey
of this boundary from the time of Mason and Dixon to the present
work, circumstances conspired to keep this boundary very much
before the public and it is likely that it has excited more interest
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than any other line ever laid down in this country. It has been
mentioned that when the line was extended, in 1784, to the western
limit of Pennsylvania, Virginia joined in the work, instead of
Maryland. ‘

When Mason and Dixon made their survey, nothing was known
in regard to the location of the western boundary of Maryland, which
was described in the original charter of King Charles I. fo Lord
Baltimore, in 1632, as “the true meridian of the first fountain of
the River Pattowmack,” and they apparently made no investigation
in reference to this limit, but continued the west line until stopped
by the Indians, thus unwittingly running more than thirty miles
beyond the northwest corner of Maryland, whose proprietor was
paying half the cost of that very expensive survey. More recent
political changes have transferred that part of Virginia to the new
State of West Virginia. The boundary between that State and
Pennsylvania was resurveyed and re-marked in the years 1883 and
1885.
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Ter REsurvETr.

The boundary line laid out and marked as described in the fore-
going sketch remained undisturbed for many years. In course of
time, however, as the country became settled and as the original forest
was cleared away, the plainly visible evidence of the position of the
boundary afforded by the “Visto (8 or 9 yards wide)” which had
been opened by Mason and Dixon gradually disappeared. In some
districts its place was in a measure supplied by the straggling rail
fences of the settlers, while elsewhere the monuments or mounds were
the only visible marks. Many of the mounds which took the place
of monuments from Sideling Hill westward were soomer or later
obliterated. They were probably hastily construected, often of earth
only, and many of them stood upon steep slopes where they were
peculiarly exposed to damage by erosion. Some, situated in arable
land, were gradually destroyed by continued eultivation, while others
were actually removed by ignorant or malevolent persons. Even
when they escaped these various chances of injury, they were fre-
quently so hidden by undergrowth or by accumulations of fallen
timber as to easily escape notice, while the varying distances hetween
those situated on the hill tops led some persons to cast doubts upon
their anthenticity, because they were not at the even miles.

With regard to the monuments of cut stone which were placed at
intervals of one mile along the line, eastward of Sideling Hill, it
might be supposed that these at least would prove to be permanent
marks. In point of fact, however, they fared little better than the
mounds. As with the latter, some stood on steep hill sides from
which they were washed by the rains, some in swamps where they
became buried, some were broken by the frost or other natnral
agencies, some were deliberately injured or destroyed by ignorant
farmers who seemed to feel a serious injury from the loss of the
products of the little space of land occupied by them, and some were
badly damaged, in a few cases even removed entire, by relic hunters.
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With all of these agencies of destruction at work, it is not surpris-
ing that the actual location of the boundary became in many places
uncertain. Where the nearest authentic monuments were perhaps
several miles apart, it was very diflicult for the inhabitants to pre-
gerve the true courge of the line. In such cases the monuments were
rarely intervisible and even if that were the case the curvature in the
parallel of latitude wounld eause the boundary to differ from the chord
joining the two monuments. Another source of confusion to farmers
and to local surveyors, who sometimes attempted to restore portions
of the old line, was the common belief that the boundary was a
straight line and that it everywhere ran due east and west. The first
of these conditions is incompatible with the second, as a straight line
starting east or west from a given point will constantly diverge to
the southward from the parallel of latitude passing through the start-
ing point. The seeond condition would be true if the line had origin-
ally been laid down with absolute accuracy. But, owing to the vary-
ing density of the earth and to unavoidable defects of instruments
and errors of observations, some parts of the line are too far north
and other parts too far south, relatively to the parallel of latitude
which would form the theoretical mean curve for the whole extent of
the line. This being the case, many parts of the boundary neces-
sarily vary from the east and west direction and in any such case an
attempt to lay out the boundary due east and west will result in a
serious diserepancy, as soon as such a new line reaches the vicinity of
a known monument. The only feasible method in such cases is to
accept the line as it exists, no matter what its deviation from the
theoretical course and to interpolate intermediate points, when
needed, with due regard to the existing monuments and to the original
curvature of the line.

Although there have, no doubt, been numerous local resurveys of
portions of this boundary, for special purposes, it is believed that no
general resurvey was authorized by the States of Pennsylvania and
Maryland previous to the year 1900. An act of the General Assembly
of Pennsylvania, approved May 4, 1889, gives general authority to
the Department of Internal Affairs of that State to co-operate with
any adjoining State, when necessary, in the resurvey and re-marking




0 REPORT OF THE ENGINEER

of their common houndary lines. Chapter 745 of the enactments of
1900 of the General Assembly of Maryland authorized such action,
in conjunction with Pennsylvania, with regard to so much of the
Mason and Dixon line as forms the boundary between the two States.

This Maryland enactment contained a provision looking toward
the securing of the co-operation of the Coast and Geodetic Survey of
the United States in the execution of the work. This suggestion hav-
ing met the approval of the Pennsylvania aunthorities and of the
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, an agreement to -
that effect was drawn up and signed at Washington, on August 10,
1900, by General James W. Latta, Secretary of Internal Affairs of
Penngylvania, Dr. William B. Clark, State Geologist and Commis-
sioner for Maryland, and Dr. Henry 8. Pritchett, Superintendent of
the Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Tt was not found practicable fo assign at once an officer to that
duty, but this was done as soon as possible and a conference was then
held at the office of the Coast and Geodetic Survey in Washington, on
September 29, 1900, at which the engineer placed in charge of the
work learned the views of the commissioners and at which a general
plan of operations was decided upon. Preliminary work was begun
in the latter part of October, 1900, and was continued for about two
months until the severity of the weather compelled a cessation of
operations until the following spring, after which time it was con-
tinned with few interruptions,

In the prosceution of the resurvey the following purposes were kept
constantly in view:

1) To reproduce the work of Mason and Dixon with the greatest
possible precision, carefully avoiding any suggestion of a new
or corrected line; .

2) To preserve earefully all of the original monuments which were
guitable for use on the line;

3} To secure and place on the line as many as possible of the monu-
ments which had been taken from it or which had never
reached it.

These last words may require some explanation. It was found
that in Washington County, Maryland, a considerable number of
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these characteristic monuments, which had been sent from England
for use on the boundary, had been utilized ag doorsteps, horseblocks,
etc., at various farmhouses. Some persons were of the opinion that
all of these had been removed from their places on the line. That
supposition may have been true in a very few instances, but it seems
more probable that these monuments had been brought thus far on
their way to the western part of the boundary and that when the
placing of stone monuments had to be stopped at Sideling Tlill, as
mentioned by Mason and Dixon, on account of the impossibility of
taking wagons further, these stones were left at the point which they
happened to have reached. There were probably more of them than
now exists, as there is evidence that some were cut into smaller
pieces for building purposes and the number so destroyed may have
been considerable.

Most of the monuments which were found under such ecircum-
stances were secured and were used to fill gaps in the old series. Six,
which were built into the walls of houses and barns, could not be
recovered. Photographs of these were obtained, as well as of a small
church edifice on the Baltimore and Cumberland furnpike, in which
two of the old “crown stones” were in use as doorsteps. These were
secured, being replaced by ordinary stone.

The operations of this survey may be divided as follows:

1) To identify and when necessary to repair and reset the existing
monuments;

2) To fix the positions of monuments which had been lost or
destroyed and to replace them by others;

3) To place monuments at desirable places not previously marked;

4) To make a topographic sketch map of the immediate vieinity of
the boundary in order to show the relation of the latter to
neighboring objects, such as buildings, fences, roads, ete., for
purposes of local identification.

Ag far as it was practicable to do so, these operations were carried
on simultaneously, or nearly so, to avoid the necessity of going over
the ground several times. It was found that few of the original stone
monuments were ereet and in really good condition. Most of them
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were chipped, often very badly, many were broken, a considerable
number had disappeared, others were out of the ground, and nearly
all that were still standing were more or less out of plumb. It was
therefore thought best to secure all of these old monuments in their
places by giving them an enlarged base of conerete. The exact posi-
tion of the monument being secured by guide stakes on each side, the
monument was temporarily removed and a hole three feet square was
dug to the same depth. A layer of stones and cement having been
placed in the bottom, the monument was put in its proper position
and its verticality was tested by a level. The space around it was
then filled with a mixture of brokem stone, sand, and cement, well
rammed down and finished at the top with a coating of nearly pure
cement. Fach of these monuments, therefore, has a base beneath the
surface equivalent to about a cubie yard of solid masonry, instead of
the insecure hold afforded by a few inches of its own length in the
soft ground. In cases where a monument had been broken aeross, but
was otherwise in good condition, it was mended by iron clamps and
bands, the latter being shrunken on to insure a firm hold and being
subsequenily imbedded in the concrete base to preserve the iron from
the influence of moisture. Many of the monuments which were still
standing were found to have but slight foothold in the ground and
nearly all of them were set lower than before, for the double purpose
of making them more steady and of lessening the chance of their
being broken off above the base, as had sometimes happened in the
past.

In the western part of the line, where such monuments were
entirely lacking, it was necessary to supply them. In general shape
the new posts are much like the old ones. The material is white
marble from the quarries at Cockeysville, Maryland. This is a com-
pact and fine grained stone, technically described as a saccharoidal
dolomite or magnesian limestone. The pure white tint is sometimes
varied by dusky streaks of bluish gray. This stone was favorably
commended in regard to durability by the State Geologist of Mary-
land and could be obtained at a small price than any other satis-
factory stone. These posts are four feet, six inches long, and ten
inches squave, terminating in a flat pyramid. Like the old monu-
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ments, they bave the letters P. and M. upon their north and south
faces respectively. In addition, they have the year of the original
survey (1766 or 1767) upon the east face and the year in which they
were set on the line (1902) upon the west face.

It has been mentioned that these posts are ten inches on the side,
a reduction of two inches from the size of the old montments. This
reduction was made chiefly for the purpose of increased portability,
though there was also some saving in eost thereby. Though the facil-
ities for transportation in the mountainous country west of Hancock
are vastly superior to those enjoyed by Mason and Dixon, there are
still many parts of the line which are difficult of access by road.
After leaving the roads, the monuments had often to be hauled for
long distances along rough forest trails and up steep mountain sides,
The reduction of two inches in the breadth of the face of a monument
effected a saving of more than 30 per cent. of its weight, withont
making it so small as to affect its permanence or proper appearance.
These new monuments, heing solid and in good condition, were not
set in conerete bases, on account of the great additional expense which
would have heen caused by so doing. They were, however, very care-
fully set, broken stones and earth in thin alternate layers being well
rammed down around them to make them as secure as practicable.
Their bases were placed not less than three feet below the surface,
unless solid rock was struck before reaching that depth, which rarely
happened. TIn addition to these “P. and M.” stones, twe “crown
stones” of the white marble were received in exchange for two of
the ancient monuments, which were given, by authority of the Com-
missioners, to the Historical Societies of Maryland and Pennsylvania
for preservation in their collections. These new monumenis were
made and delivered at the expense of the societies. The monument
which is now at Baltimore formerly marked the end of the fifticth
mile on the west line, at a point near the village of New Freedom,
Pennsylvania, on the Northern Central Railway. On account of an
earth cut, made in the construction of a road along the line at that
point, which left the monument on the slope of a caving bank, the
stone fell from its place some years ago and was subsequently removed
by a resident of the vicinity, who kept it for a considerable time on
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his farm and later sent it to Baltimore, where it came into the pos-
session of the Historieal Society of Maryland. When the resurvey
of the line was taken up and the monument was needed for use
thereon, the society offered to furnish an exact facsimile in marble,
if allowed {o retain the original. As previously stated, this request
was approved by the Commissioners, with the proviso that the His-
torical Society of Pennsylvania should be permitted to make a
similar exchange. The monument now in the possession of the latter
society, under this agreement, formerly marked the end of the one
hundred and fifteenth mile on the west line. This point ig on the
“North Mountain,” about two miles east of its highest point. The
monument was removed from its place, in the year 1876, by the
owner of the land on which it stood and was sent to Baltimore, where
it remained for a quarter of a century, in the cellar of an old building
on Cheapside. By a somewhat singular chain of circumstances it
was possible to trace and recover this monument. As it was in a very
excellent state of preservation it was well suited for a place in the
rooms of the Pennsylvania society.

Of these two monuments, furnished by the societies mentiened, that
from the Maryland society was returned to the place in which its
original had stood, or rather to the nearest suitable spot, the summit
of the hill a little east of the old point. But the place of the hundred
and fifteenth mile post had heen filled by an old erown stone from
the source of supply in Washington County, conveniently near af
hand, and the marble ecrown stone furnished by the Pennsylvania
soclety was sent to the village of Ellerslie, a few miles north of Cum-
berland, Maryland, where it now marks the point at which the
boundary crosses the public road at that place. It was thought that
it might be well fo give to the inhabitants of that section the oppor-
tunity of seeing a monument of this description, of considerable his-
foric interest,

In addition to all of the foregeing, two very substantial monuments
of Port Deposit granite were piaced on the boundary, in the vicinity
of the Susquehanna River. One of these is at “Grub Corner,” where
the road running north from Conowingo, Maryland, forks upon cross-
ing the line into Penngylvania. The other is at the foot of the bluff
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on the west side of the Susquehanna, in line between Mileposts 23
and 24. TFrom this new monument the old Milepost No. 23 is visible.
These monuments are five and a half feet long, twelve inches square
abovo ground, and have flat tops. Below the surface they were left
rough, as they came from the guarry. They weigh probably about
1,000 pounds each. In Table XTIIL. of the Appendix is given =
descriptive list of all the monuments now on the line, arranged in
eonsecutive geographical order, from east to west.

In making the resurvey, trial lines were run for each section of the
boundary much as Magson and Dixon ran theirs, except that no lati-
tude observations were made in connection with them. The visible
marks on the ground were, instead, used as guides in fixing the diree-
tion of a trial line and attention had of course to be given to the
obstacles, such ag buildings, orchards, heavy timber, ete., which might
interfere with the direct course of a line but which could sometimes
be avoided by care in the preliminary location. The trial line was
sometimes north and sometimes south of the boundary, aceording to
the nature of the country and the obstacles encountered. When prac-
ticable, the northern location was preferred, as the trial line would

then be a chord of the are and the offsets were less likely to be unduly .

long. The trial line was always kept as close to the boundary as was
consistent with economy and with the avoidance of obstacles. From
the vicinity of Sideling Hill to the western end of the work, the
boundary crosses a series of steep sided and nearly straight mountain
ridges, between which lie comparatively broad valleys, which are
sometimes subdivided by minor ridges. These mountains, especiaily
between Sideling Hill and Savage Mountain, have a remarkable
parallelism, their direction in general being about 25° east of north,
or west of south. In the majority of cases they are densely wooded
and the opening of a line across all of them would have been a work
of serious magnitude. Tortunately, however, a pipe line for the

transfer of crude petroleum to the seaboard was carried through this

country some years ago. West of Licking Creek, this pipe line fol-
lows the Pennsylvania side of the boundary quite closely to a point
far beyond the western limit of Maryland. The cleared gap through
which it runs generally shows conspicuons openings on the summits
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of the high ridges and the trial line was usually made to pass through
these, much labor being thus saved. Unfortunately, the course of the
pipe line was so irregular that a straight line joining fwo summit
gaps would rarely touch its ecurse in the intervening valley., When
the valleys were open, the necessary intermediate points were easily
aligned ; and when woods interfered, points on the straight trial line
were interpolated only at places where monuments were needed. Such
places were usually on the summits of the minor ridges, when there
were such, in order that suceessive monuments might be intervisible,
whenever possible. Distances between such points were obtained by
a stadia traverse carried along the pipe line and connected at infer-
vals with the straight line.

‘Whenever the trial line reached a monument or other mark estab-
lished by Mason and Dixon, its distance from the object was eare-
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Fig. 2, Diagram showing trial lines of original survey and resurvey and
offgets from these o mile posts,

fully measured with an accurate steel tape. These measures gave the
means of making a direct connection with the work of Mason and
Dixon and of fixing the position of a missing monument by reference
to those found in place.

This matter will perhaps be more clearly understood after inspect--
ing the diagram given above, which represents the first twelve miles
of the paraliel laid out by Mason and Dixon, together with their
trial line, the trial line of this resurvey, and the offsets from these
lines to the successive mile posts. This distance of twelve miles
covers, however, only nine miles of the present boundary between
Pennsylvania and Maryland, as the northeast corner of the latter
State nearly coincides with the third mile post of Mason and Dixon’s
original measurement. Their {rial line was north of the boundary
and is vepresented in the diagram by the line marked M-D. The
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trial line of the resurvey Wwas south of the boundary and is represented
by the line marked H. The point marked W represents the initial
point of Mason and Dixon’s parallel of latitude, the often mentioned
“Post mark’d West in Mr. Bryan’s field.”

As stated by Mason and Dixon, the offsets from their trial line to
the boundary inerease from zero at the starting point to 128 feet at
the end of 12 miles. These several offsets are given in Table I, and
are also indicated in the diagram.

When the new trial line was run, there was no monument at the
point marked 12; the present No. 9. At the point marked 11, the
rectangnlar offset from the new line was 46.2 feet, while at the point
marked 3 the corresponding offset was 152.4 feet.

As the new trial line was on the opposite side of the boundary from
the old one, the distances between these two lines at the points men-
tioned will be the sums of the old and new offsets at the respective
points. These sums, as indicated in the diagram, are 170.7 feet at
No. 11 and 198.0 feet at No. 3. The interval between the old and
new lines therefore varies 27.3 feet in 8 miles, or 3.41 feet per mile.
At the middle point, 7 miles from W, the interval between the trial
lines would be 170.7-+14(27.8), or ¥4 (170.7-+198.0), that is 184.35
feet. The distance of the monument at No. 7 from the new trial line
should then evidently be equal to 184.35—95.1, or 89.25 feet. But
the monument at No. 7 happened to be standing and its measured
distance from the trial line was actnally 88.03 feet, or 1.22 foot less
than it should have been according to the computation. At first
glance, this may seem an unduly large diserepancy; but when all of
the circumstances are congidered, it will appear that such differences
are to be expected and that even larger deviations from theoretical
exactness should not cause surprise. This diserepancy is the result-
ant of the errors in the positions of the three monuments considered
and these may have been affected by various influences. When the
boundary was first surveyed, the country was still wild and the line
was carried through a gap cut in the woods. Some time after the
trial line had been run, the offsets were measured to the south at each
mile post and another gap, or “Visto,” was eut along the boundary,
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Still later, the stone monuments were brought in and placed, as noted
by Mason and Dixon, “73 Links Eastward of the Mile Posts; so that
they stand at even miles from the North-East end of the Province of
Maryland, or the beginning of the West Line.” In all of these oper-
ations, eonducted in rough and wooded country, there were oppor-
tunities for errors to creep in. This was especially the case when
they came to set the monuments 73 links east of the old mile posts.
There is no mention of the use of an instrument for their correct
alignment and it is altogether likely that the positions for the stones
were aligned by eye, sighting along the middle of the “Visto.” It is
also probable that a matter of a foot or two either way would not be

- considered of special importance in the division of this extensive ter-
ritory, then very sparsely settled. In general, such discrepancies are
small; and even where they are largest, as in the rough mountainous
regions, they are not of serious moment and would not be perceptible
on a map of the line, unless it were drawn on a very large scale. In
some sections of the boundary, all or nearly all of the monuments
were found in place, while in other sections many were missing. The
above illustration will serve to explain the fundamental principle
depended upon for the restoration of lost positions and the series of
diagrams given in the text will clearly show the application of the
principle in the various instances. _
~ In order to know the approximate direction of the trial line and
hence of the various portions of the boundary, solar azimuths were
observed at one or more points on each section of the Yine, These
observations and the computations dependent upon them may be
found in the text. -

It has already been mentioned that one of the objects kept in view
in the resurvey was the preparation of a topographic map of the
country along the boundary. Tf this had been the chief purpose of
the survey, it would have been best accomplished by a plane table
traverse. But the line had actually, in any evens, to be run out with
the transit and it was therefore thought better to do the topographie
work at the same time, in order to avoid the necessity of again going
over the line, with a different instrument. The transit and stadia
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method was therefore nsed in the topography, the directions and dis-
tances of the various objects included in the map being noted on
free-hand sketches in note books. The sketches were subsequently .
platted on the seale of 250 feet to an inch, or one three-thousandth
part of nature. These drawings have been arranged upon sixty-seven
atlas sheets, each 27 inches long by 20 inches wide, each sheet includ-
ing about three miles of the Hne.®

The distances along the line were measuved by the stadla, or
optical distance measure systera. For this purpose, the eyepiece of
the instrument is provided with parallel horizontal lines, commonly
called threads or wires. When a suitably arranged scale, painted on
the face of a rod which is held at the point whose distance is desired,
is viewed through the telescope, a certain portion of the scale will be
intercepted between the parallel lines of the eyepiece. The angle
between the lines remaining constant, the portion of the scale inter-
cepted is proportional o the distance of the rod from the instrument.
A variation of the method is to use a fixed length on the scale, or two
targets on a road, and to have one of the instrument wires movable.
This movable wire is actuated by a serew and its angular distance
from the fixed wire is determined by the number of turns of the
screw. The number of turns with a given length of rod will vary
inversely with the distance. This method is more suitable for long
distances which are beyond the reach of the fixed wires. The larger
instrument used in this survey was provided with such an eyepiece
micrometer, and it was used in cases where the ﬁxed wires could not
be employed.

The valuable instrumental outfit needed for the work was loaned
by the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the facilities of the repair
shops of that organization were available in case the instruments suf-
fered accidental injury, as sometimes happened. This assistance was
of very great value and saved the States interested a very considerable
sum of money.

*Complete sets of signed photographs of these sheets on the scale of 500
feet=1 inch have been filed with the authorities in Maryland, Pennsylvania

and Washington, The Plates reproduced in this report are reductions of
these maps to the scale of 1000 feet—=1 inch.—Ed.
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Besides various auxiliary instruments, such as keliotropes, binoc-
ulare, and reconnoitering telescopes, the prineipal instruments used
were & seven-inch transit theodolite, made by Buff & Berger, of Bos-
ton, and a six-inch engineers’ {ransit made by Fauth & Co., of Wash-
ington. The seven-inch theodolite was used for all of the azimuth
observations and for the alignment of the principal points in the
mountainous sections, where long sights could be obtained. A con-
siderable part of the detailed work along the line, and of the topo-
graphy, was also done with this instrument, which was used solely
by the engineer in charge of the survey. The engineers’ transit was
used in the remainder of the work of alignment and of topographie
sketehing and was generally used by an agsistant.

Three assistants were employed for various periods in the eourse
of the survey. Mr. Howard Taylor, who had charge of the transit
during the work in the fall of 1900, subsequently accepted a position
with the Pennsylvania Railway and did not return to this work. Mz.
Robert H. Blain, who had been connected with the party in another
capacity during Mr. Taylor’s service, succeeded him at the transit
and, with some interruptions, served in that capacity throughout the
survey. Both of these gentlemen gave careful attention to the impor-
tant duties confided to them. Mr. Edward R. Martin rendeved very
valuable service as foreman in setting monuments and also sometimes
asgisted with the trangit. Ilis energy and persistence in the trans-
portation of the heavy blocks of stone to even the most inaccessible
places, his personal industry, and his skill in handling men are
deserving of high praise. '

In addition to these skilled assistants, the usual laborers, rodmen,
axemen, etc., were employed from time to time, as oceasion required.
Transportation was obtained by the hire of horses and wagons, as
needed, at the neavest available point. TLiving accommodations for
the party were obtained from the inhabitants of the country traversed,
who generally showed a disposition to facilitate the operations of the
survey by furnishing board and lodging when necessary. There were,
of course, exceptions and in some districts it was necessary to live in
the towns and to drive inconveniently long distances to the daily
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work. Similar differences were found in the attitude of the farmers
toward the survey. Im general, the landowners were either indiffer-
ent or favorably disposed, but in some places, especially in the eastern
part of the line, miany farmers were quite hostile, in spite of very
careful explanations of the nature and objeet of the survey and of
very great care to avoid damage to growing crops. This hostility
usually took the form of destroying the stakes which marked the {rial
line and in this way sometimes caused a good deal of aunoyance and
delay. The temporary trouble caused in this way is, however, trifling
in eomparison with the permanent danger to the marks along the
boundary due to the far too prevalent notion that a landowner has
a right to dispose of a monument, which happens to stand on his
land, in accordance with his own desires. In some cases, the informa-
tion at hand indicated that landowners, who were intelligent enough
to realize the illegality of removing a boundary mark, did not hes-
itate to break off a monument at or below the surface of the ground
and then to ascribe the mutilation to accident. In one or two
instances, it was found desirable in restoring monuments to select
. places outside of the fields in which they would bave properly fallen,
for fear that their former destruction might be repeated. Happily,
guch extreme cases are infrequent. '

It is suggested that, in order {o avoid any possibility of foture dis-
pute in regard to the location of the boundary, acts ratifying the
results of this survey be prepared and submitted to the General
Asgsemblies of the two States for their consideration. It is thought
that such acts should provide that the boundary be held to run in
straight lines from center to center of the successive monuments.
This is in accord with the usage of the Supreme Court of the United
States in similar cases.

In this connection, it may do no harm to repeat that no change has
been made in the boundary line as it was originally laid cut and that
the greatest care has constantly been taken to insure the accurate
reproduction of that original line, in places where it has been fem-
porarily effaced.
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In closing this report, the engineer in charge gratefully acknowl-
edges the constant kindness and consideration of the Commissioners
and their patience with the unexpected delays which have ocenrred
in the completion of this work, on account of othef imperative official
demands upon his time.

W. ¢ Hopexriws,

Engineer in Charge.
To
0. H. Trrrmanw, Superintendent of the

Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Dx. Wu. Burroce Crarx, State Geologist
of Maryland.

Mas. Isaac B. Brown, Secretary of Internal
Affairs of Pennsylvania.

CoMMISSIONERS.
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List oF MONUMENTS NUW MXISTING oX THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MARYLAND

10,

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

AND PENNSYLVANIA, ARRBANGED IiN GEOGRAPHICAL ORDER
From Eagr To WEST,

Initial Monument, standing at the northeastern corner of Maryland.
This is 2 heavy granite post placed by Lieut.-Col. J. D. Graham in
1849. 71t stands at the bottom of a ravine and is partly buried by
earth washed from the hillside.

Milestone No. 1, set by Mason and Dixon in 1766. Now in south edge
of line road.

Milestone No. 2, M. & D., 1766, in field north and east of bend of road.

Milestone No. 3, M. & D., 1766, in fence line on hill west of Big Elk
creel, )

Milestone No. 4, M. & D., 1766, in field west of lane south and east of
viliage of Lewisville, Pa. i

Milestone No. 5, M. & D., 1766, “crown stone,” in fleld south and west of
Lewisville, Pa. This stone had been mended with iron clamps.

Milestone No. 6, M. & D., 1766, in field on hill top west of Little Elk
Creek.

Milestone No. 7, M. & D., 1766, in field north and east of road leading
from Fairview, Md., to Elk Mills, Pa.

Milestone No. 8, M. & D., 1766, on edge of woods west of cross roads,
near the village of Lombard, Md. The upper part of this monument
was split and it was repaired by shrinking irom bands upon it and
filling the crack with cement.

Milestone No. 9, M, & D)., 1766, in field east of road leading from Lom-
"bard, Md., to Chrome, Pa. The position of this monument had been
lost. It was redetermined and the stone was then reset.

‘Milestone No. 10, M. & D., 1766, “crown stone,” in line of fence east of

road leading from Calvert, Md., to Chrome, Pa.

Milestone No. 11, M. & D., 1766, on south side of “line road” and just
west of its junction with a north and south road.

Milestone No. 12, M. & D., 1766, east of Sylmar, on gouth side of “line
road.” .

Milestone No. 18, M, & D., 1766, in woods west of Sylmar. Thiz monu-
ment was found broken off below the surface of the ground and the
position logi. This wag redetermined and the fragment of the base
was then found by digging.

Milestone No. 14, M. & D., 1766, near a small stream and just west of
a road which crosses the houndary from northwest to sountheast.
This monument was almost completely buried in a swamp and was
very much out of plumb before resetting.
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16.

17.

18.

20.

21,

22,

23,

217,

28,

31.
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Milestone No. 15, M. &. D., 1768, “crown stone,” in hedge row west of
road leading north from Rising Sun, Md.

Milestone No, 16, M, & D, 1766, in a field near the woodg, in a locality
known as Goat Hill, ) .

Milestone No, 17, M. & D, 1766, in a hollow between two roads eagt of
Octoraro Church.

Milestone No. 18, M. & I, 1768, in a bushy pasture in bend of Oectoraro
Creek and between the second and third crossings of same. This
menument was in a fine state of preservation, being in a secluded
spot and rarely visited,

Milestone No, 19, M. & D., 1766, in field west of woods bordering the

. Octoraro valley and east of the road leading northeast from Rock
Springs, Md.

Milestone No. 206, M. & D., 1766, “crown stone,” in fence line in seatter-
ing woods north of road leading from Rock Springs, Md., to Pleasant
Grove, Pa. )

Milestone No. 21, M. & D., 1766, in edge of woods onr hillside west of
Conowingo Creek, This monument had been mended with iron ¢c'amps.

New granite monument at fork of road leading north from Conowingo.
Md., to Pleasant Grove and Grub Corner, Pa. This takes the place of
original Milestone No. 22, which was gituated in the bottom of a
hellow a little farthey west and had been washed out and destroyed
by the formation of a gully.

Wilestone No. 23, M. & D., 1766, in woods on the top of the bluff on the
eastern side of the Susquehanna viver.

New granite monument at the foot of the bluff on the western bank of
the BSusquehanna river and a short distance west of the old canal

" Milestone No. 24, M. & D., 1766, in grass field, a little west of the edge

of woods on the top of the bluff on the western side of the Susque-
hanna, TFrom this monument, Milestone No. 23 would be vigible but
for trees on the edge of the bluff.

Milestone No. 25, M, & D,, 1766, “crown stone,” in open fieid, a short
distance north of a road leading westward from the Susquehanna
towards Cardiff, Md. This stone showed more than the average
weathering.

Milestone No. 26, M, & D., 1766, in an orchard to the westward of a
farmhouse situated on the west side of the road leading southeast-
ward from Slate Hill, Pa., to Conowingoe Bridge, Md. :

Milestone No. 27, M. & D., 1766, in open field, a little west of a house
and barn on the west gide of a road crossing the boundary from
northwest to southeast.

Milestone No. 28, M. & D., 1766, in edge of pasture and bush lot, on top
of hill next east of the glate ridge at Delta ang Cardiff,

Milestone No, 29, M., & D., 1766, in the town 0of Cardiff, between the
main street and the Maryland and Pennsylvania R, R. The position
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of this stone had been lost and the monument itself was badly broken.
The position was redetermined and the monument wag repaired and
reset.

Milestone No. 30, M. & D., 1766, “crown stone,” in fence line, in a valley
a mile west of Cardiff. The moenument stands just north of a gmall
stream and a short distance west of a wooded hill,

Milestone No. 81, M, & D., 1766, in an open field south and east of the
road leading northeastward from Graceton, Md.

Milestone Ne. 32, M. & D, 1766, in a small pasture between a farm-
house snd a blacksmith shop at the bend of the road leading from
Giraceton to Constitution. The entire south side of the upper part of
this monument-wag broken off and lost.

Milestone No. 33, M. & D., 1766, a short distance east of Constitution,
Pa., and on the south edge of the “line road.”

Milestone No. 34, M. & D., 1766, in fenee line near corner of woods, east
of a road crossing the boundary from northeast o southwest.

Milestone No. 85. M, & D., 1766, “erown gtone,” in fence line on side
hill, a little east of the road leading scuth from Fawn Grove, Pa.

Milestone No. 36, M. & D., 1766, about southwest of Fawn Grove, Pa,
and on north side of “line road,” a little west of its junction with a
road crossing the boundary in a direction nearly north and south.

Milestone No, 37, M. & D., 1766, on south side of same line road, on the
hill east of Big Branch.

Milestone No. 38, M. & D., 1766, at the southeast corner of the intersec-
tion of the line road by the road leading south from Newpark, Pa.
Milestone No. 29, M. & D., 17686, in fence line on north side of farm lane

on west side of road leading from Newpark, Pa., to Norrisville, Md.

Milestone No. 40, M. & D., 1766, in open field just eagt of road leading
from Norrisville, Md., to Draco, Pa.. and where a section of *“line
road” starts westward. Only the base of this old “erown stone”
remaing in the ground, the upper porition of the monument having
been broken off and removed, The pogition wag located by the survey
and the base wasg found in place, but owing to the adverse attitude of
the owner of the ground, it was noi thought expedient to replace the
montment in the same pogition. The bage was left in place and the
monument next to be mentioned was established to take its place as
a visible mark.

43. A “crown stome” brought from Washington County, Md., and placed a

44.

45,

short distanee to the westward of the preceding monument, in the
intersection of the two roads mentioned. If is situated in the grassy
triangle between the wagon tracks. _ )

Milestone No. 41, M. & D., 1786, in a fence line in a valley and just east
of a marshy stream. ’ )

Milestone No. 42, M. & D., 1766, in a fence [ine and & short distance east
of the road leading north from Gorsuchg Mills, Md., to Stewarts-
town, Pa.
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46. WMilestone No. 43, M. & D., 1766, wag in thig vicinity, but the monument
had disappeared and its position was lost. Tt seems probable that it
formerly stood near a read in the bottom of a small valiey, but this
gituation was unfavorable for the preservaiion of a monument on
account of the amount of wash from the hillside and of waler seep-
ing through the soil. One of the monuments brought from Washing-
ton County, Md., was therefore placed on the boundary, at the top of
the hill next east of the road. where It stands in a fence line. The
place is about northwest of Gorsuchs Mills,

47. Milestone No, 44, M. & D,, 1766, in a fence line on the hillside about
half & mile west of the crosging of the houndary by Deer Creek.

48. Milestone No. 45, M. & D., 1766, in heavy woods about a mile northeast
of the village of Maryland Line, Md. The monument was out of the
ground and lying on the steep hillside. It was placed in a better loca-
tion on the houndary on the rocky ridge just east of where it was
found,

49. Milestone No. 46, M. & D., 1766, in an open field, a short gistance east

: of the Baltimore and York turnpike and about half a mile north of
the viilage of Maryland Line, Md.

30. Milestone No. 47, M. & D, 1766, in an open fieid and close to a short
section of road closely following the boundary, about a mile west of
the “pike”

51, Milestone No. 48, M. & D., 1766, in a pasture just west of the road next
east of the Northern Central R. R. The place is about a mile and a
half to the southward and eastward of New Freedom, Pa,

52. Milestone No 49, M. & D., 1766, just east of the eastern angle of a short
section of “line road,” where the same furns northeastward toward
New Freedom, Pa.

53. Marble “crown stone™ replacing the original Milestone No, 50, of Mason
and Dixon. which had been washed out of the ground and subse-
gquently removed to Baltimore, whare it came into the possession of
ihe Maryland Historieal Society, The Society furnished in exchange
for it a duplicate in white marble. Owing to the present unsuitability
of the original site, which caused the frst stone to be washed out,
the new monument was placed on the summit of the hill and just
east of the intersection of the “line road” with the road that leads
north and east toward New Freedom,

" b4. Milestone No, 51, M. & I, 1766, in a fence line on the north side of a
lane and just west of a farmhouse. About three guarters of a mile
east of Stiltz, Pa.

55, Milestone No. 52, M. & D., 1766, in a small orchard on the south side of
the lane leading west from Stiltz.

56. Milestone No. 53, M. & D.. 1766, in a fence line, a short distance west

of a road which crosses the houndary.
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Milestone No. 54, M. & D., 1766, in thick woods, a short distance north
of a road which here runs nearly east and west, bending to the south-
ward as it goes east.

Milestone No. 55, M. & D,, 1766, “crown stone” at forks of road about-

a mile east of the the village of Lmeboro, Md.

Milestone No. 56, M. & D., 1766. This monument is alongside a mill on
the western edge of the village of Lineboro. At the time of the sur-
vey, the monument was found in the basement of the mill, having
been removed from its original position, probably at the time the
mill was built. It was placed on-the boundary just on the west szide
of the mill and in view of the Western Maryland R. R., which here
crogses the boundary.

Milestone No, 57, M. & D., 17‘66 in an open field and near line of fence,
on a rise of ground about a mile west of Lineboro.

Milestone No. 58, M. & D., 1766, in edge of an open glade in woods
two miles west of Lineboro. ' .
Milestone No. §9, M. & D., 1766, in the edge of a farm lane leading
westward from a fork of the road which eastward nearly follows the
boundary. The monument is just west of a small piece of woods,
This monument was out of the ground and itg position had therefore

to bhe redetermined.

Milestone No. 60, M. & D., 1766, “crown stone,” in hollow on west side of
the Baltimore and Hanover turnpike.

Milestone No. 61, M. & D., 1766. Monument in fair condition.

Milestone No. 62, M. & D., 1766.

Milestone No. 63, M. & D., 1766,

Milestone No. 64, M. & D., 1767. This is the iast monument on the
border of York County, Pa. When the work of setting monuments in
the Autumn of 1766 had reached this vieinity, this monument was
omitted, while No. 65 was set.

Milestone No. 65, M. & D., 1766, “crown stone,” on south side of line
road.

Milestone No. 66, M. & D., 1767.

Milestone No. 67, M. & D., 1767. This monument stood nearly in the
middle of a ghert section of line road, southeast of Littlestown, Pa.,
and had been worn down until there was little left of it. For the
better preservation of the boundary at this point, another monument
was set a short distance farther east, on top of the hill, where the
road swerved a little to the southward, leaving the monunment on
the north side of the road.

Milestone No. 68, M. & D., 1767, in fence line, west of the Baltimore
turnpike,

Milestone No. 69, M. & D., 1767. Monument in good condition.

Milestone No. 70, M. & D., 1767, “crown stonhe.” Thig monument was
out of the ground and its position was lost. As the place where it
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was found was in a marshy thicket near Piney Creek and hence of
little service as a landmark, it was moved to the rocky ridge a short
distance west, from which a good view can be had Lo lhe westward,
across the Frederick Division of the Penngylvania R, R.
Mitestone No. 71, M, & D., 1767. Moﬁument wag found broken.
Milestone No. 72, M. & D, 1767. Monument in good condition.
Milestone Neo. 73, M. & D., 1767. Near Alloway Creek,
Milestone No. 74, M. & D., 1767.

Milestone No. 75, M, & D., 1767. In an onen field near the village of
Harney, Md. This monument was very badly broken and was there-
fore replaced by a “crown stone,” in good condition, brought from
‘Washington County, Md.

Milestone No. 76. M. & D., 1767, situated on the north side of Marsh
Creek and west of Rock Creek, in an open field, not far from the
peint where the two streams unite to form the Monoccacy River.

Milestone No. 77, M. & D., 1767, situated on the north bank of Marsh
Creek, a short distance west of a ford.

Milestone No. 78, M. & D, 1767. . This monument was out of the ground

.and its position was lost. This was redetermined and the stone was
reset as usual. )

Milestone No. 79, M. & D., 1767. This monument wasg out of the ground
and was so badly broken up that it ecould not be repaired. Ifs posi-
tion wag redetermined and it was replaced by another monument
brought from Washington County, Md.

Milestone No. 80, M. & D., 1767. A “crown stenme,” This monument
was found lying on the ground, hut ifs former position was plainly
indicated by a depression in the ground near iis base, and as this
position was found to agree with other neighboring monuments ‘the
monument was reset in that pilace. The location is mnortheast of
Emmitsburg, Md., and a litile west of Middle Creek. The monument
stands in a little open glade between c¢lumps of woods.

Milestone No, 81, M. & D,, 1767, in an open field nearly north of Emmits-
burg and west of the Gettysburg road. This monument was lying
on the ground, broken. It had to be repaired and its position to be
redetermined.

Milestone No. 82, M. & D., 1767. Close to a stone wall on the west side
of a small creek called Flat Run. This monument wag out of the
ground.

Milestone No. 83, M. & D, 1767, stands in an open field, on the hill west
of the Emmitshurg and Waynesbore turnpike.

Milestone No. 84, M. & D., 1767. Thig stone stands in the edge of s
thicket, a short distance west of the cad leading from Mount St.
Mary’s to Fountaindale. It has suffered unusual damage from van-
dalg and preserves little of its form.
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Milestone No. 85, M. & D., 1767. 'This “crown stone” is in good condi-
tion and stands in a garden on the nerth zide of the Friends Creek
road, in the eastern edge of the Biue Ridge.

Milestone No, 86, M. & D, 1767. In thick woods on the side of a moun-
tain,

Milegstone No. 87, M. & D., 1767. In a fence line at the foot of the
mountain on the eagtern side of the open, cultivated part of the
valley of Friends Creek and a short distance east of the road. The
upper part of this monument had been broken nearly squarely off.
The upper end of the remaining fragment was dressed to the same
pattern as the original, with the letters P. and M., ag usual, Afier
being so repaired, the monument was reset.

Milestone No. 88, M. & D, 1767. Close to the north gide of a byroad,
in a wvalley about a mile and a half east of Blue Ridge Summit sta-
tion of the Wegtern Maryland R. R.

Milestone No. 89, M. & D, 1767. A monument wag presumabiy placed at
this point by Mason ang Dixon, but no trace of it could be found. The
position was redetermined and a monumenti ohtained in Washington
County was placed here, It stands in a marghy thicket about half a
mile eagt of Biue Ridge Summit station.

Milestone No, 90, M, & I»,, 1767. 'This is a “crown stone” and stands in
a little strip of wooeds on the southeast side of a road, in the village
of Highfield, This monument had been covered with a wire cage to
protect it from the atiacks of vandals. When the monument was
reset this was repaired and refastened.

Milestone No. 91, M. & D., 1767. This stands on a rocky, forested moun-
tain side, a short distance eagt of Pen-Mar station. This monument
has been Dhadly mutilated by vandalg, but is now protected by a stout
wire cage.

Milestone No. 92, M. & D,, 1767. In a field at the base of the Blue Ridge,
on its western gide.

Milestone No. 93, M. & D., 1767. In a fence line, near Midvale, Pa.

Milestone No., 94, M. & D., 1767.

Milestone No. 95, M. & D., 1767. _

Milestone No. 96, M. & D., 1767. Bast of Little Antietam Creek.

Milestone No. 97, M. & D,, 1767, West of Little Antietam Creek.

Milestone No. 98, M. & D, 1767. In fence line, about a mile and a -

half east of Marsh Run.

Milestone No. 99, M. & D., 1767, The monument placed here by Mason
and Dixon had disappeared, having apparently been broken up, as
small pieces of iis peculiar material were found. The pogition was
redetermined and another monument supplied. It stands by the side
of the road leading from Greencastle to Leitersburg.

Milestone No. 100. This is a “crown stone” and stands on the north
side of the road leading from Reid sfation on the Altenwald Cutoff
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R. R. to Marsh Run, The monument placed here by Mason and
Dixon had disappeared and one of those obtained in the vicinity of
Clearspring was used to replace it. This monument was in fine con-
dition and was perhaps the longest of all the old monuments, The
point iocally reputed to he the position of the old monument, in the
middle of the piked road mentioned in the report, dated May 2, 1898,
by Messrs. Hewitt, Moyer and Winddolph, Examiners for the State of
Penngylvania, was found to he out of the proper position both in line
and distance and probably had no better authority than uncertain
tradition.

Milestone No. 101, in a fence line in open ground, about three quarters
of 2 mile west of the Altenwald Cutoff R. R. This was an M. & D.
stone of 1767.

Milestone No. 102, M. & D., 1767. In an open field southeagt of a plece
of woods about three quariers of a mile east of the village of Middle-
burg. The old monument had been broken off below the surface of
the ground and its position was logt. The proper place was rede- .
termined by the survey and the base of the stone was found by
digging. After being repaired with iron ciamps and bands the monu-
ment wag reset.

Milestone No. 103, M. & D., 1767. This monument was found lying on
‘the ground on the south side of the road leading from Middleburg to
Masgon and Dixon station on the Cumberland Valley R. R. The road
runs along the boundary and there was a slight cut at the point
where the stone was found, which probably caused it to be washed
ount. For its better preservation in the future, the monument was
placed on the line at a point a few yards to the eastward of its
former position. It now stands on a solid ledge in the entrance to a
farm lane, on the south side of the line road.

Milestone No. 104, M. & D., 1767. In the fence line on the south side of -
the line road and about half a mile east of the Cumberland Valley
R. R.

One of the Mason and Dixon monuments which had formerly been in
use 28 a horse block at a neighboring farmhouse and now standing
on the east side of the righti of way of the Cumberland. Valley R. R.,
at the station called Mason and Dixon. The railway company had
secured it and had placed it approximately on the line. Its position
was corrected and it was then get in masonry by the railway.

Milestone No. 105, M. D., 1767. A “crown stone,” standing in the back
yvard of a farmhouse on the south side of the road leading west from
Mason and Dixon station and east of the Greencastle and Willlams-
port turnpike.

Milestone No, 106, M. & D., 1767. In a fence line on top of the hill on
the east gide of Conococheague Creek,

Milestone No. 107, M. & D., 1767. In an open field just west of the road "
leading from Hagerstown to Welsh Run, ’
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Milestone No. 108, M, & D>, 1767. In a valley a mile west of the road
mentioned.

Milestone No, 109, M. & D., 1767, On rising ground east of a road Iead-
ing south from Welsh Run. :

Milestone No. 110, M. & D., 1767. A “crown stone.”

Milestone No. 113, M. &'D‘, 1767, This monument was found in the
door yard of a farmhouse near the wesiern border of the Cumber-
Iand Valley. It was much out of line, and ag the buildings and trees
prevented it from being seen from either direciion, it was thought
advisable to locate it on the open ridge next to the westward., It
stands in the line of a fence which crosses the boundary from north
to gouth.

Milestone No. 112, M, & D., 1767. On the side of a small valley at the
foot of the North Mountain.

Milestone No. 113, M. & D., 1767. Omn the Tuscarora Mountain.

Milestone No. 114, M. & D, 1767. A little east of the road running
through Blairs Valley.

Milestone Ne. 115, M. & D., 1767. The “crown stone” which formerly
stood at this point was removed by & former owner of the land and
was sent to Baltimore, where for many years it lay in the cellar of a
mercantile establishment on Cheapside. It -was found there by the
writer and was recovered fdr use on the line, but, as stated in the
preceding report, it was given to the Historical Society of Pennsyl-
vania in exchange for a repliea in white marble, Meanwhile, one of
the crown stones found near Clearspring was set here in plage of it,
The laborer who assisted in the removal of the eriginal monument
was found and poinied oui the place from which it was taken. This

spoft wag found to be in harmony with the survey and was accord-

ingly accepted as correct and the monument was reset there.

Milestone Ne. 116, M. & D., 1767. In thick woods on the eastern
slope of Hearthstone Mountain, just west of the “Panch Bowl”

Milestone No. 117, M. & D., 1767. In thick woods on the summit of
Keefer Mountain.

Milestone No, 118, M. & D,, 1767, In Liftle Cove Valley, on the western
slope of Keefer Mountain. .

Milestone No. 119, M. & D., 1767. On hillside west of Little Cove Valley,
between the Coon Ridge road and the next road eastward.

Milestone No. 120, M. & D., 1767. A “crown stone,” on the small hill
west of the firgt erossing of Licking Creek and near a wagon trail.
This monument had been broken off above the ground. It was
repaired and reset,

Milestone Neo. 121, M. & D, 1767. On hill west of the last crossing of
Licking Creek and close 1o a wagon trail, which runs nearly east and
west,
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Milestone No. 122, M. & D., 1767. Near angle of public road on west
side of Blbow Ridge. .

Milestone No. 123, M. & D., 1787, In fence line on summit of Pigskin
Ridge and about half a mile west of the corner of Franklin and
Fulton counties, Pa. From this ridge an extensive view may he
obtained, reaching as far eastward as the summit of Keefer Mountain.

Milestone No. 124, M. & D., 1767. On the west slde of Ditch Run and
east of Timber Ridge. This monument is rather badly mutilated, the
letter M heing partly broken away.

Milestone No. 125, M. & D., 1767. A “erown stone,” in geod eondition
on top of the steep hill on the east side of Great Tonoloway Creek
and west of the Timher Ridge road.

Milestone No. 126, M. & D., 1767, On-high hill west of Great Tonoloway
Creel and about half a mile southeast of “Dogtown.”

Milestone No. 127, M. & D., 1767. In fence line on the east side of the
public read leading from Hancock, Md., to Worfordsburg, Pa. The
monument placed here by Mason and Dixon had disappeared and no
trace of it eould be found by digging, which was resoried to on
accourt of the theory advanced by some persons, and apparently rea-
sonable, that the monument might have been covered by earth washed
from the siope above. Another monument was supplied and is
believed to e secure in its present loeation,

Wilegtone No. 128, M. & D., 1767. On the west side of a small strsam
flowing southward into Toncloway Creek. This monument is hadly
mutilated.

Milestone No. 129, M. & D., 1767. At the foot of Tonoloway Ridge, on
its east side, and west of the public road which runs parallel to the
ridge,

Milestone No. 130, M. & D., 1767. A “crown stone,” on a lower ridge
west of Tonoloway Ridge and Creek. The original monument at
this place had been broken into many fragments and another was
gupplied from the vicinity of Clearspring. ’

Milestone No, 131, M. & D., 1767. Near the last crossing of Tonoloway
Creek.

Milestone No. 132, M. & D., 1767. Near the eastern base of Sideling
Hill and east of the road leading to the summit of the ridge. This
monument ig badly mutilated. This is the most western of the monu-
ments planted by Mason and Dixon, the rough character of ihe
country westward and the absence of roads having prevented them
from taking wagong beyonrd this point.

A monument newly get in a large mound of stone built by Mason and
Dixon in 1767. It stands on the summit of Sideling Hill and on the

south side of the gap through which the pipe Hne passes. A very

rough wagon trail leads to the place, along the crest of the ridge,
through the woods, from the road which crosses the hill. This point

R R
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commands a fine view, both east and west. The monument placed
here is one of the old Mason and Dixon stones from the Clearspring
distriet.

138. One of the old monuments, placed on the boundary in the open field
on the western slope of Sideling Hill and near its base,

139. One of the old Mason and Dixon monuments, placed at the eenter of a
jarge earth mouné on the gsummit of the ridge between Bear Creek
and Sideling Hill Creek and about two miles west of the summit of
Sideling IIill. This mound is a short distance south of the house,of
George Hoopengardner,

140, Part of one of the old Mason and Dizon monuments, on a high ridge
about one third of a mile west of the mound last mentioned. The
mohument stanrds on the east side of the rcad leading northeastward
from Beliegrove, Md.

141, Stone monument, placed on the boundary in the valley of Sideling Hill
Creek, It stands near the line of a fence in the wooeds on the south
side of the ereek and west of the public read, at Bedine’s Ford, where
the road from Beillegrove, Md., to Barnes Gap, Pa., crosses the creek.

14%. Stone monument placed by the side of the road running northeast and
southwest along the ridge on the west side of Sideling Hill Creek
and aboui three quarters of a mile from the monument at Bodine's
Ford.

i43. Stone monument by the side of the road leading from Barnes Gap, Pa.,
to Piney Grove, Md., along the base of Town Hill, on its eastern side.

144, One of the old Mason and Dixon “crown stones,” set in the center of a
large mound of earth on the summit of Town Hill, the first high
mountain west of Sideling Hill, from which itg distance is about
five and a half miles. This monument standsg at the corner of Fulton
and Bedford counties, Pa. )

145. In open ground on the western slope of Town Hill and near its base, a
little west of the intersection of the road crossing Town Hill from
Piney Grove, Md.,, with the road which follows the western side of
the hiil to Barnes Gap, Pa.

148. Stone monument on Piney Ridge, about three gquarters of a mile from
the last mentioned monument.

147. Stone monument on the summit of Green Ridge, about four-tenths of a
mile from Piney Ridge. This monument stands in thick woods, south
of the pipe line, and near it were some piles of stones which had
the appearance of having been erected as boundary marks, but by
different persons. They did not agree among themselves and were
go far from Mason and Dizon’s line as to preclude the idea that any
of them could have been built by those surveyors.

148, Stone monument in the center eof a large mound of earth on Lick Ridge,
about three quarters of a mile west of Green Ridge. This i a very
large and well preserved mound, but Lick Ridge is so inconspicuous
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an eminence that it seemse strange that Mason and Dixon should have
built & mound here rather than on the very prominent Green Ridge,
s0 short a disiance to the eastward.

Stone monument in thick woods on summit of ridge ecast of Fifteenmile
Creek and west of & branch eniering it from the northeastward.
Public roads run through these valleys. This monument is less than
a mile from the Lick Ridge Mound.

Stone monument in edge of woods and open field on the summit of
ridge hetween Fifteenmile Creek and Bear Camp Branch and nearly
a mile west of the preceding monument.

Stone monunent in woods on ridge west of the Bear Camp Branch and
east of the road which runs northeastward along the eastern bhase of
-Ragged Mountain.

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of stones on the
summit of Ragged Mountain, buili there by Mason and Dixon in 1767.
The monument is one of the old Mason and Dixon “erown stones”
and is the most western of the old monuments now on the boundary.

Stone monument on the gummit of Polish Mountain, which is a ridge
parallel to Ragged Mountain and about half a mile west of it. The
monument stands near a fence, a Httle east of the road which runsg
along the ridse. :

Stone monument on the east side of Town Creek, The monument stands
in the fence line on the east side of the byroad which parallels the
creek.

Stone monument placed at the center of an old mound of stones on the
gouthern slope of a mountain called Little Warrior by Mason ard
Dixon, but designated ag Iron Ore Ridge on the topographic map of
the State of Maryland.

Stone monument on the flat ridge about a mile west of the above mound
and west of the bend of a road leading southwestward to a point on
Flintstone Creek about three-guarters of a mile north of the village
of Flintstone, Md.

Stone monument on the summit of a sharper ridge, sometimes called
Middle Ridge, about three guarters of a mile west of the preceding,

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of stones on the
erest of the ridge where the boundary crosses what Mascon and Dixon
called@ the Great Warrior Mountain, now called Tussey Mountain on
the Maryland Topographie map. This mound was found in rather
bad condifion, having been pulied ép pieces by rabbit hunters, but its
outline was plainly discernible and after the monument had been set
in place the mound was rebuilt around it

Stone monument, standing a little gsouth of fenee line in a field, open
except for some bushes, at the foot of Martin Mountain, on its east
ern side. The location is a litile to the eastward of a farm road,
which forks here.
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Stone monument placed in the center of a mound of earth in fence line
on the summit of Martin Meuntain,

Stone monument by side of road running through Pleasant Valley,
between Martin and Evitts Mountains.

Stone monument in large mound of stones on the summit of Hvitts
Mountain, buf on the western edge theregof. The mound is in thick
woods, a Hitle south of the pipe line, from which opening there is a
fine view east and west.

Stone monument on a narrow ridge northeast of the village of Hazen,
Md., and a little less than a mile from the mound on Evitts Mountain,

Stone monument, cloge to the fence on the northwest side of the road
leading west from Hagzen, at the point where it turns to the south-
westward toward Cumberland.

Stone monument in gmall mound of stones on Shriver Ridge, about five-
eighths of a mile west of the preceding monument. This monument
stands a short distance to the northeastward of the “Centennial
Church.” '"The mound fell in well with Mason and Dixon’s work and
was evidently authentic, though neither very large nor in very good
condition. On the next ridge eastward, sometimes called Pine Ridge,
are some small piles of stones, which, like those on Green Ridge,
geem to have been buiit for boundary marks, but neither agree among
themselves nor with the marks left by Mason and Dixon, One of
these is apparently the mound noted in the report of the examiners
for Pennsylvania in 1898 as “No. i44. Small heap of loosely piled
stones, On Pine Ridge”

Stone monument on the top of a sharp ridge, sometimes called Valley
Ridge, about midway between Shriver Ridge ard Wills Mountain and
on the west side of the road leading southwestward toward Cum-
herland,

Stone monument placed at the center of an oid mound of stones on the

summit of Wills Mountain, built by Mason and Dixon in 1767. It is ~

a very short distance south of the pipe line, The mountain is densely
wooded. ’

Stone monument in an open glade on a spur prejecting from the west-
ern slope of Wills Mountain, about a mile from the summit. Between
this monument and the summit the slope is very steep for a consid-
erable distance.

Stone monument in the fence line on the west side of the main road
leading northward from the village of Bllerslie, Md., in Wills Creek
valley. The monument stands in front of a small chureh edifice sup-
posed to have been 0 built that the boundary should divide it equally
between the States, though this was not found to be the case. This
monument is a “crown stone,” made of white marble, being that
received from the Historical Society of Pennsylvania in exchange
for the old Mason and Dixon monument No, 115, as already explained.




96

170,°

171,

172,

173.

174,

176.

1717.

178.

179,

180.

RETPORT OF TIE ENGINELR

Btone monument on the crest of the high wooded ridge nearly a mils
west of the preceding and about the same distance east of the follow-
ing monument.

Stone monument placed in a small mound of stones on the eastern slope
of the Little Allegheny Mountain, gaid to mark the corner of Bedford
and Somergset counties, Pa. This mound was found to agree with
the work of Masonr and Dixon. The mountain side is here extremely
rough and great difficulty was experienced in moving the monument
to the spot.

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of earth on the
summit of Little Allegheny Mountain, aboui three-eighths of a mile
west of the preceding.

Stone monument near the line fence, on an open spur on the western
slope of Little Allegheny Mountain, about half way between its crest
and hase. .

Stone monument on the east side of the road leading from Barrelville,
Md., to Wellersburg, Pa., at its junction with a road running east-
ward up the mountain,

Stone monument in open field and a litile gouth of the line fence, on
the low gpur about half a mile west of the preceding monument and
just west of the bend of a road leading across the hills toward Mount
Savage, Md.

Stone meonument near the line fence, on the summit of a moderately
high hill about a mile west of the preceding monument. This is a
fine eminence, nearly midway hetween Little Allegheny and Big
Savage Mountains and commanding a fine view all around the valley.
It ig rather surprising that Maszon and Dixon built no mound upon it,
but the omission was probably due to the difficulties which they
encountered in the autumn of 1767, on account of the severe weather.

Stone monument in thick woods on the eastern side of Savage Moun-
tain, at the foot of the steep slope and nearly midway between the
summit of the mountain and the preceding monzment,

Small stone pogt, with driil hole in top, marking the peint where the
boundary between Allegany and Garrett counties, Md., as defined by
the Maryland Geclogical Survey, intersects the State line. This poin:
iz hetween two large rocks on the summit of Big Bavage Mountain,
In the western of these rocks a small hele was drilled, on the State
boundary.

Stone monument in mound of earth on the western edge of the sum-
mit of Big Savage Mountain. This mound marked the 169th mile of
Masonr and Dixon’s measurement from the “Post mark’d West” or
approximately the end of the 166th mile from the Initial Monument
at the northeast corner of Maryland. This is the most eastern of
these “mile mounds.”

Stone monument in thick woods on the low ridge called Little Savage
Mountain, about half a mile west of the preceding moenument.
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Stone monument in earth mound, 167 miles from the Initial Monument.
This is in the edge of a thicket east of the open fields which extend
to the road from Fingzel, Md., to Pocahontas, Pa. This mound was in
zood condition. )

Stone monument in old mound in a2 denge pine thicket, one mile west
of the preceding and 168 miles from the Initial Monument.

Stone monuwment in old mound standing in low ground south of Big
Piney Run and 169 miles west of the Initial Monument.

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of stones on
Piney Ridge, 27 chains west of the preceding, by Mason and Dixon’s
measurement, and near the lumber camp called Biue Jay, Pa.

Stone monumeni in open ground on the ridge west of the crossing of
Big Piney Run, where it turns to the southward into Maryiand.

Stone menument placed at the center of a large mound of earth in the
fence line geparating woods south of the boundary from ihe open
field north of it. Aboul a mile west of the Blue Jay crossing of Big
Piney Run.

Stone monument in small mound of earth marking the 175th mile of
Masgon and Dixor’s measurement, 172 miles from the Initial Monu-
ment. It stands on the edge of a byroad which here foilows the
boundary for nearly a mile.

Stone monument in small mound of stones marking Masgon and Dixen's
176th mile, 173 miles west of the Initial Monument. This stands in
a thicket south of the pipe line, on the rocky hillside east of the cross-
ing of Big Piney Run at the point where it finally passes from Mary-
land to Penmsylvania in its course toward the Castieman River.

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mourd of earth on the
summit of Meadow Mountain, built by Mason and Dixon in 1767. By
Mason and Dixon's measure this mound was 176 miles, 46 chains,
from the “Post mark'd West.”

Qtope monumenis in smaller mound on the west slope of Meadow
Mountain, marking original mile No. 177, 174 miles from the Initial
Monument.

Stone monument on Chestnut Ridge, about a mile west of Meadow
Mountain. .

Stone monument placed ai the center of a large mound of earth on the
farm of T, J. Maust, west of the Chesinut Ridge road.

Stone monument in smaller mound about half a mile farther west.
This marks the end of Mason and Dixon’s 179th mile, about 176 miles
from the Initial Monument, at the northeastern corner of Maryland.

Stone monument in open field, west of the woods and east of the Jen-
nings Luwmber railroad, which here foliows the eastern bank of the
Castleman River. .
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Stone monument placed in mound of sione in woods west of the Castle-
man River, This marks original mile No. 180, 177 miles from the
Initial Monument.

Stone monument placed in mound of earth in maple grove west of the
road- from Niverton, Pa. te Grantsville, Md, This marks original
mile No. 181, 178 miles from the Initial Monument.

Stone monument on summit of slight rise of ground on the west side -

of the road leading north from the west end of Grantsville, Md.,
along the high ridge east of Big Shade Run. Mason and Dixon
deseribe a mound on thig hill but no frace of it could he identified.

Stone monument in earth mound marking the end of Mason and Dixon's
183d mile, 180 miles from the Initial Monument. This stands in
thick woods, about half a mile west of Big Shade Run and a ¢quarter
of a mile west of the public road. The pipe line is here a consider-
able distance north of the houndary.

Stone monument in earth mound one mile west of the preceding and
on the eastern slope of Negro Mountain, about 17 chaing from the
summit,

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of stones on
the summit of Negro Mountain. It stands on the south edge of the
woods and the north edge of an open field, a short distance west of
the wagon trail which runsg along the ridge. By Mason and Dixon’s
meagurement thig mound was 184 mileg and 17 chaing from the “Post
mark’d West”

Stone monument by the side of the public road which runs northward
along the western slope of Negro Mountain, a little more than half a
mile from the summit.

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of earth on the
high ridge sometimes called “Pack Saddie,” about a mile and a half
west of Negro Mountain and next east of Puzzley Run., This is a
large mound, in fine condition, and is immediately west of the road
which runs along the ridge.

Stone monument on Keyser Ridge, about half a& mile west of the pre
ceding.

Stone monument placed at the center of the large and finely preserved
mound of earth on the summit of Bruner Ridge, about a mile and an
eighth west of Pack Saddle Ridge.

Stone monument placed on the site of a former large earth mound on
the north side and near the summit of the high hill leeally called
Augustine’s Point, about two miles west of Pack Saddle Ridge 2and the
same distance east of the village of Oakton, where the boundary
crogses the National Road., This mound has beern almost obliterated
in the building of a “gaie house” for the oil pipe line, whkich here
almost grazes the boundary., This hill is on the eastern edge of the
open ground just west of two miles of forest which covers perhaps
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the most troublesome piece of country on the whole line, there being
in that distance three very deep lavines, with remarkably steep and
slippery sides.

Stone monument, in the north edge of a plece of woods, near a small
schoolhouse about a mile west of the preceding monument and a
slightly shorter distance east of the National Road.

8tone monument at the crossing of the National Road, at the village
of Qakton.

Small mound of stones on the eastern slope of Winding Ridge, a little
west of Oakton and near the pipe line. As a monument was placed
at the crossing of the National Road and another on the summit of
the ridge, only 12 chainsg farther west, it seemed unnecessary to put
.one in this mound, which is in & very rough and rather inaccessible
place, :

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of earth and
stones on the gummit of Winding Ridge and a short distance south
of the National Road. ’

Stone monument placed in the center of a small mound of earth and
stones on the western slope of Winding Ridge, 68 chains from the
summit. This marks the 191st mile of Mason and Dixon’s measure-
ment, 188 miles from the Initial Monument.

Stone monument at crosy roads near Club Ruon and near the site of
Magon and Dixon’s original mile post No. 192, According to informa-
tion furnished by a resident of the district, this was a mound of
stones and was extant until a few years ago, when it was destroyed
by a road-making gang to furnish material for their operations,

Stone monument at the crossing of the road which leads from Addison,
Pa., to Speelman Mills, Md. About a mile west of the preceding
monument.

Stone monument placed at the center of a large mound of earth in the
fence lne on a flag ridge abiont half a mile west of the preceding.

Stone monument by the side of the road which runs north from Speel-
man Mills and about half a mile east of the Youghiogheny River, A
small mound of broken stone on the slope of the hill, g little farther
west, was pointed out as one of the original marks, but it showed so
great discrepancies upon comparison with the other mounds that it
could not be accepted ag auihentic,

Stone monument by the side of the road which rung along the east side
of the Youghiogheny River from Somerfield, Pa., to Speelman Mills,
Maryland.

‘Stone monument on the high ridge west of the Youghiogheny River, on

the farm of Mr. D. Umbel, 'The monument stands in the fence line,
just west of a wagon trail leading along the ridge.

Small mound of gtones, with a good gized tree growing in it, on the
east side of the road which leads southward from Stuck Hollow, west
of Reason Run. This marks the 196th mile of Mason and Dixon’s
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measurement, 193 miles from the Initial Monwment. It was intended
that a monument ghould be set in this mound and one was sent here
for that purpose, but owing to the difficulties pregented by the tree
with its numerouns spreading roots, the assistant who wag charged
with the duty of setting it concluded that it would make too long
and expensive a job and he therefore placed the monument on the
next ridge to the westward, where it will be noted under the next
number. If this had been anticipated, another monument would have
Dbeen }ocated on the high ridge east of the road, as Monuments 218
and 218 are a }ittle more than a mile apart and are not Intervisible.
1t is believed, however, that no serious inconvenience will result.

Stone monument in fence line on the high bare ridge one-fifth of a
mile west of the preceding mound, on the farm of Mr. Jeff Guard.

Small mound of stonss, with a cherry tree growing in it, in fence line
one mile west of No. 217, and helieved to mark Mason and Dixon’s
197th mile post.

Stene menument on the open ridge about a quarter of a mile west of
the preceding and an eighth of a mile east of the road leading from
Markleyshurg, Pa., to Asher Glade, Md. The houndary passes through
a house just west of this point.

Stone monument on the wooded ridge west of Glade Run, about seven-
eighths of a mile west of the preceding monument and nearly a mile
eagt of the next ome. This is the most western of the new monu-
ments placed upen the line.

A large granite monument placed upon the line in 1885 by Commis-
sioners for the Stiates of Pennsylvania and West Virginia and then
stafed {o have been set ai the cenfer of an oléd Masonr and Dixon
mound. It bears inseriptions indiecating that it marks the corner
common to the three States, Pennsylvania, Maryland and West Vir-
ginia, though it seems probable that the corner in gnestion is really
a little farther west, The monuwment stands in the north edge of
woods a short distance west of a gate house of the pipe line. The
stone hag been badly mutilated by vandals,

Tall slim monument of white granite or sandstone, standing in a fence
line just east of the read leading from Somerfield, Pa., to Brandon-
ville, W. Va., locally known as the “mud pike.” This monument is
said to have been placed here before the civil war by Lieutenant
Michler of the United States Army, to mark the northwestern corner
of Maryland. The stone has been very badly mutilated by vandals,
no trace of any inscription remaining,

The above inelude perhaps all of the monuments upon the boundary
between the States of Pennsylvania and Maryland, but inasmuch as
the western boundary of Maryland is understood to be still in con-
troversy, it may do no harm to deseribe two existing monuments on

the Mason and Dixon Iine, farther west, These were placed in

existing mounds in 1880 by the Commisgioners for Pennsyivania and

Wesgt Virginia.
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224, A short monument of dark granite in the center of an old mound of
stones about 1,300 feet west of the “mud pike” and 214 miles south-
west of Markleysbarg, Pa. This is probably the mound noted in
Table XIT as 199 miies and 63 chaing from the “Post mark’d West,”
and south of the latitude station of August 17, 1767. This monument
is No. 171 in the list of the examiners of 1898.

225, A precisely similar menument in the iine fence in woods half a mile
west of Feik Run and a mile and a quarier west of the preceding.
This was no doubt Mascn and Dixon’s mile post 201, 198 miles from
the initial monument. o
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NOTE,

The following plates ars photo-teductions of the original plates
autosigned by the Commissioners and filed with the State authorities
in Maryland and Pennsylvania. The original drawings ave retained
by the U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey.

The present plates arve published on the scale of five inches to
the mile or approximately 1000 feet to the inch. Three miles are
represented on each plate and these should be read, with the page
held lengthwise, from the upper right to lower left corners of the
plate.

The mile posts are numbered from east to west beginning at the

northeastern corner of Maryland.
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HISTORY OF THE BOUNDARY DISPUTE BETWEEN THE
BALTIMORES AND PENNS RESULTING TN THE
ORIGINAL MASON AND DIXON LINE.

BY

Eowarp Benwerr Marmews*

INTRODUCTORY.

The questions of title and proprietorship to the borderland of
Maryland and Pennsylvania were settled to the apparent satisfaction
of the original owners by the running of the original Mason and
Dixon Line but the controversies regarding the justice of the final
decision are still revived, at least in academic circles, and citizens of
Pennsylvania and Maryland now and then show in discussion some-
thing of the warmth which led their ancestors to more violent deeds.
This survival of local feeling makes the unbiased discussion of the
historic problems appear tame or insufficient to the partisans on
either side. The exhanstive study, however, which has been involved
in the preparation of these pages has clearly shown that neither side
has been entirely free from sharp practices and that each contestant
had sufficient grounds io make the solution of the question of
bouridaries appear simple and favorable to himself.

The problem of determining the relative correctness of the con-
flicting views is by no means a simple one. " Iis subsidiary questions
involve the relative rights of European nations to the American
continent, the functional scope of different parts of the British
Government in the seventeenth century and many points of history
from the early voyages of discovery in the fifteenth century to the
beginning of the discontent which culmmated in the American
Revolution,

*The author was greatly assisted by the notes of Mr. Burchard, who gen-

erongly placed all the information gathered by him in the prepara.tlon of the
Biblliography at the disposal of the writer,
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Before discussing in detail the various points involved a summary
statement of the salient points of the ancient controversy is given to
facilitate the uninitiated in following the tangled web of ¢laims and
counter-claims put forward by the contestants during the decades of
attempts to reach a mutually satisfactory settlement.

Every student of American history readily recalls the facts that
by right of discovery North America was parcelled out to the
Spanish, English, and French, and that the Dutch settled on the
English territory, claiming a right to do so from the so-called dis-
coveries of Henry Hudson. The Spanish explored the southern
coast northward to the vicinity of New York, the English the north-
eastern coast as far south as the mouth of the Chesapeake, while the
French explored the interior which they gained by ascending the
St. Lawrence. The explorations of: the English preceded the more
northerly voyages of the Spanish whose territorial possessions were
kept below the present state of Georgia. _

The claims of the Fnglish to the sea-coast between Nova Scotia
and Cape Fear were based on the voyages of the Cabots in 1497-8.
The territory, lying between latitudes 34° and 45°, was known
originally as Virginia and was granted in two parts to the London
and Plymouth and Exeter companies, the dividing line being the
40th degree of latitude. Later in 1624 the Crown reclaimed the
territory assigned to the London Company, that is from 84° to 40°

" north latitude, and régranted a northern portion to Lord Baltimore

in 1632 and a southern portion to the Earl of Clarendon in 1663.
In the meantime the Swedes and Dutch had settled along the Dela-
ware and Hudson rivers. The Dutch were originally regarded by
the English as squatters, and finally the latter successfully asserted
their claim in 1664, and their whole territory was granted to¢ the
Duke of Yorkk who later became King James 1I. He in iturn
granted, sold or leased the territory of New Jersey to Berkeley and
Carteret in 1664, and that of Pennsylvania and Delaware to William
Penn in 1681 and 1682. The Pennsylvania territory had originally
been granted to the Plymouth Company in 1606 and later to the
Plymouth Couneil for New England in 1620 but had never been
settled by them. The Delaware territory was originally granted to
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Lord Baltimore in 1632 but small settlements of Swedes and Dutch
gained possession of the land before Maryland had grown large
enough to need it. '

The gradual occupation of all the territory brought up the question
of boundaries and compelled a careful consideration of the rights of
the Swedes to Wilmington, the Dutch to the Delaware, the Duke of
York to the territory, previously granted by his father Charles I to
Lord Baltimore, and the subsequent rights of William Penn to the
same territory. The final decisions were made without sufficient
regard to the actual facts of the case, many of them having been
overlooked and only subsequently brought to light, and were the
results of numerous compromises by the proprietors in their attempts
to reach amicable adjustments of their claims. The earrying out of
the final decrees involved the interpretation of many obscure points
regarding localities named, methods of surveying proposed, and the
meaning of terms employed in the agreements.

Each contestant used all legitimate, and occasionally rather ques-
tionable, methods to maintain the integrity of what was supposed to
be his own. The Penns usually emphasized the supposed intent of
the grantor while the Baltimores leaned on the letter of the patent
as modified by later knowledge, The final decision of Lord Hard-
wicke was based not on the questions usually considered, such as the
rights conveyed by the grants of Charles I to Baltimore, and of
Charles 1I and James II to Penn, but npon whether the Baltimores
should be compelled to carry out the terms of their agreements of.
1724 and 1732. The major question, so far as it was ever decided,
was passed upon in 1685 by the Privy Council of James II soon after
his ascension, when the decision was favorable to the King and
William Penn. Whatever of debatable character was left to Balti-
more at this time was yielded in the Agreement of 1782. The
properties at stake in this controversy were large, involving as they
did title to Delaware and a strip over 15 miles wide along the
northern border of Maryland, including the sites of Philadelphia,
Chester, West Chester, York, Hanover, Gettysburg, Waynesboro,
Chambersburg, and Myersdale. With so much at stake on the part
of the Proprietors and with all of the holdings of many of their
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respective adherents, it is not surprising that the statements made in
the heat of the controversy should be extreme and often acrimonious,
or unwarranted by the facts. These statements have often been
quoted by subsequent apologists in support of their respective claims
and have been given more weight than they actually deserve.

In the following pages the attempt is made to present an impartial
statement of the facts as they are now known and in the exhaustive
bibliography which follows are given all the documents and author-
ities dealing with this elassic dispute. Many additional incidents of
“local color” may be gained from the brief abstracts in the bibliog-
raphy.,

Tur CHARTEE OF MARYLAND.

The circumstances leading to the granting of a charter to the ter-
ritory of Maryland by Charles I were the result of several incidents
in the life of Sir George Calvert, the first Lord Baltimore, who first
obtained office in Ireland a few years after the accession of James L
Because of his ability and character he rose rapidly in power and in
the esteem of his King until he was appointed Secretary of State in
1618 and created Baron in 1625. During the year preceding his
elevation to a barony, because of a change in religious beliefs which
rendered him somewhat less popular in Court cireles, Sir Greorge Cal-
vert resigned the secretaryship and turned his attention toward the
establishment of a colony in America. The first Lord Baltimore’s
interest in colonial affairs and his knowledge of their conditions was
manifest as early as 1609, when his name is found as a member of
the Virginia Company of Planters who were interested in the James-
town settlement. e was still a member ten years later and upon
the issuance of the quo warranio proclamation which made Virginia
a royal province, he became a member of the provineial couneil in
England. - As early as 1620 Sir George Calvert became personally
interested, by purchase, in a portion of Newfoundland, where he sub-
sequently expended considerable money in an attempt to establish a
colony to which he received a patent from the King dated April 7.
1623. It is of interest to note that this patent, issued a decade before
that of Maryland, contains in its preamble a phraseology similar to
that of the later document and especially the clause “not yet hus-
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banded or planted,” which became of so much importance in the
disputes regarding the settlements along the Delaware.

The spot chosen by Sir George Calvert was not suitable for success-
ful colonization because of the inclemeney of the climate and the
shortness of the summer. He accordingly became discouraged, and
after a visit to Virginia asked the King for land in Virginia not
already granted. At first Lord Baltimore applied for territory “lying
to the southward of James River in Virginia, between that river and
the bounds of Carolana,” or what is now the southern portion of Vir-
ginia and the contignous areas of North Carolina. Finding that
the Virginia Planters were opposed to the establishment of another
colony so near them, and wishing to avoid any difficulty with the old
Company which had been reorganized in 1624, his lordship asked His
Majesty to grant him in lieu thereof some part of the continent to
the northward. This request was granted, and, according to report,
Lord Baltimore drew up his new charter himself, following closely
that which James T had given to him for Avalon. The grant passed
the Privy Seal but objections on the part of the old Virginia Com-
pany caused a delay in its passage of the Great Seal until after the
death of Lord Baltimore, which occurred April 15, 1632.

On the death of Tord Baltimore his eldest son, Clecil Calvert,
became second Lord Baltimore, and to him, as the heir of his father,
was finally issued on 20 June, 1632, a charter for Maryland. This
remarkable instrument contained many liberal and unusual priv-
ileges, and suggests many interesting points respecting the contempo-
raneous views regarding proprietary rights. The portions which
figure in the subsequent discussions regarding the territorial rights
are confined to the first three paragraphs which have been published
in greater or less detail in almost every discussion dealing with the
" Mason and Dixon line controversy. These are practically the same in
the charters for Maryland and for Avalon, with the exception of parts
of the second sections relating directly to the description of the ter-
ritory granted. One cannot read the two instruments without recog-
nizing their practical identity and realizing that slight differences in
phraseology, such as the hacfenus inculla clause, were not inserted
with any specific intent to protect the Dutch along the west shore of
Delaware River,
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It was natural that the scattered colonists of Virginia should object
to the establishment of a new colony, that of Roman Catholies, so
near to them. ‘One may, indeed, find on record a petition of the
Planters of Virginia against the grant to Lord Baltimore. This was
congidered and finally discharged by an Order of Council during the
latter part of June, or July, 1633. Still more serious resistance was
offered to the development of Tord Baltimore’s province by William
Claiborne and his followers who had established trading posts at Kent
Island and at Palmer’s Island (near Havre de Grace) prior to the
landing of Governor Leonard Calvert in the spring of 1634. Clai-
borne’s petition of 26 February, 1637-8, complaining of Baltimore’s
alleged encroachments was referred to the Privy Council and led to

an order issued by that body, or one of its committees, dated 4 April,

1638, favoring Baltimore’s claims. This was subsequently used in
the petition of August 1734 and in the report of the Board of
Trade of February 1734/5 and presented by Lord Baltimore as an
original document in the Penn-Baltimore lawsuits. (See subsequent
discussions, pp. 170, 173, 306.)

SETTLEMENTS UNDER THE CIIARTER.

The Maryland colonists under Leonard Calvert arrived in the
Chesapeake in the early spring of 1634 and chose for the site of their
first settlements the shores of the Potomac River, taking possession
of St. Mary’s on the 27 March, 1634, From this central point the
settlers gradually worked .their way up the Potomac and Patuxent
rivers, and along the western shore of Chesapeake Bay. The
attempts to cultivate on the Fastern Shore were at first very limited.
After the decision of 1638 a sheriff was appointed for Kent Island
where there had grown up a small settlement. It was not, however,
until the sixth and seventh decades of the seventeenth century, after
a treaty with the Indians in 1652, that the settlers were sufficiently
scattered to require the establishment of county courts ini more than
two or three instances. Moreover, the ease of communication along
the Chesapeake and its estuaries determined the settlement of most
of the newcomers on lands bordering either side of the Chesapeake
Bay. TFor this reason little was done in the way of settlements along
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the shores of Delaware Bay which had been granted to Lord Balti-
more as part of the Maryland ferritory. This lack of activity in
settlement along the eastern limits of Lord Baltimore’s grant was
fatal to his interests in that region, as the Dutch and Swedes, whose
sovereign governments had gained no territorial rights by the discov-
eries made during the first quarter of the sixteenth century, seized
upon this river as a favorable spot for establishing colonies of their
owIL.

SETTLEMENTS ON THE IJELAWARE,

The title to lands in America among the early settlers was usually
based on the rights aceruing to the Crown through discovery, which
passed either directly, or through some company or proprietary, to
the possessor. At times, however, the title was derived by purchase,
or otherwise, from the original Indian owners, passing thence
directly or indirectly to the possessor of the land. According to the
view of Chief Justice Marshall, as given in one of his decisions
relating to lands in the middle West, the somewhat predatory title
-of the discoverer is held to take precedence over that of purchase from
the Indian. In the early part of the seventeenth century it was quite
natural for the English and Spanish, who held all the rights of
discovery, to regard the Indian titles as of little or no account; while
the other econtinental powers were equally inclined to act upon the
assumption that Indian titles were sufficient claims to territory in
which they had the established settlements. The practical outcome
of such differences in views regarding the origin of land fitles is
well illustrated in the various incidents relating to the settlements
of the English, Swedes, and Dutch along the Delaware River. The
English claimed control of this territory on the grounds that Cabot
had skirted the coast in 1497 ; the Dutch claimed the right of settle-
ment under the voyages of Henry Hudson, an Englishman who,
under the auspices of the Dutch East India Company, entered
Delaware Bay, and subsequently explored the Hudson River in 1609.
The Dutch, moreover, fortified their ¢laims by the purchase from the
Tndians, made by Godin and Bloommaert, of land on the south side
of Delaware River from Cape Henlopen to the southward. The
Swedish settlers entered upon the territory about Christina (now
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Wilmington) having no elaim whatever under any recognized
international law.

DUTCH SETTLEMENTS.

Prior to the beginning of the seventeenth century the Hollanders
had been too much engrosged with their confliets with Spain to have
any energy left to explore the American continent. It is claimed,
however, though the claim is not well established, that the Greenland
Company, organized about 1596, made a voyage to the North
[Hudson] and South [Delaware] rivers in 1596 and that these
voyages were in the nature of discoveries of unknown lands. A
decade later Henry Hudson, an Englishman under the auspices of
" the Amsterdam Chamber of the Dutch East India Company, sailed
from Amsterdam in his ship the Half Moon on April 4, 1609. On
the 12th of August in the same year he was off the Chesapeake, and
on the 28th of the same mohth he entered Delaware Bay. Ilere he
found the navigation difficult, and sailed northward, entering the
river which bears his name on the 4th of September, remaining there
until the 4th of the succeeding month. The explorations made by
Hudson have always been claimed by the Dutch as discoveries. They
have argued that this portion of the Atlantic coast was unknown until
his voyage was made. A study, however, of the better maps of the
period shows that something was already known of the existence of
Delaware Bay, and also of the Hudson itself, and that Captain
Hudson was himself familiar with the main faets. It is, moreover,
very evident from the diplomatic correspondence between England
and the States General of Holland that the English never recognized
any basis for the Dutch claims, Writing from Holland February 5,
1621/2, the English minister to the Hague, after making inquiries of
various Amsterdam merchants, the Prinece of Orange, and some of
the delegates to the States General, said: “I cannot learne of anie
Colonie eyther already planted there by these people, or so much as
intended, ete.”” This letter probably passed through Lord Balti-
more’s hands as he was Secretary of State at the time. Seven years
earlier than this, in 1614, deputies from the United Companies had
requested from their government the right to trade for three years
(1615-1618) between 40° and 45° on the grounds of discovery, which
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request was granted by the Nineteen on the 11th of October, 1614,
Even on the 28th of September, 1621, the same year that the British
minister had received the disclaimers of the Dutch officials, the States
General granted the right to trade and settle on aceount of discovery
between 38° and 45°. ‘

It is also interesting to note in this conmnection the position of
Charles T, the grantor of Lord Baltimore’s charter, concerning the
rights of the Dutch to lands along the Delaware the very year that
the Maryland charter was granted. A Dutch vessel returning from
Virginia touched at Plymouth and was seized by the English for
unlawfully trading in English territery. Thereupon the Dutch
ambassadors in England filed a protest claiming thut the vessel had
a right to trade in Virginia on account of the Articles of the Fifteen
Years Union and the concessions of freedom granted to the West
India Company. Moreover it was claimed that, as the English had
no posts between New England and Virginia, the Dutch had a perfeet
right there. Charles I replied that on the complaint of his father,
James T, in 1621 their High Mightinesses had repudiated any claims
to American settlement and bad interdicted the Dutch from trading
in those parts. Trom the position thus taken the inference that the
clause “hitherto uncultivated” in the preamble of the Maryland
charter was inserted to protect the Dutch rights is extreme. This
view, however, was brought forward successfully by the Penns in the
hearings of 1683-85, and occasionally in the doeuments of the famous
Chancery suit a half century later.

It is likewise Interesting in this connection fo recall the words of
James IT, who, as the Duke of York, received the Duteh possessions
in America and granted the Delaware portion of the same to William
Penn, as he writes in his secret autobiography: “The Dutch, during
the Civil wars in England, had encroached on the English trade;. ...
Sometime after, the king gave the duke a patent for Long Island, in
the West Indies, and a tract of Land between New England and
Maryland, which always belonged to the crown of England, since |
- first discovered ; and upon which the Dutch had encroached during
the rebellion.”
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The activity of the Dutch, and the unfortunate attempts at coloni-
zation of the English along the New England coast, stimulated the
settlement of the territory north of Virginia by the Hollanders who
had already established trading posts on the island of Manhattan in
1614, and built a small boat near the mouth of Long Island Sound
the same year, the latter forming one of the fleet which in 1616 was
used by Hendrickson to explore the Delaware River as far up as the
present site of Philadelphia. Between 1616 and 1620 there were
many minor conflicts between rival Dutch claimants to lands in
America in their attempts to gain from the States General either a

monopoly of the trade, or the control of the territory. These were,

finally settled in 1621 by the establishment of the Dutch West India
Company to which was given the right to trade between the latitudes
38° and 45°, or between New France and Virginia. Representatives
of the Company under the command of Cornelius Mey built Fort
Nassau, about 4 miles below Philadelphia, on the New Jersey side,
in 1623/4. Tor a few years the trade was good but by 1628 it was
deemed prudent to abandon the few stations on the South or Delaware
River and the colonists were accordingly removed to the more
suecessful settlement at the mouth of the Hudson.

In 1629 Samuel Godin and Samuel Bloommaert obtained a grant

of land from the Assembly of Nineteen on the west side of the .

- Delaware River, which extended northward about thirty-two miles
from Cape Henlopen. Tiile of the land was also obtained by pur-
chase from the Indians, After many mishaps a gmall colony under
Peter Heyes reached the Delaware in April, 1631 and a settiement
was made on the Whorekill, now Lewes Creek, in Sussex County,
which received the name of Swaanendael. This settlement was
unsuccessful and the inhabitants were all massaered by the Indians
and the colony destroyed the same year. A second attempt, however,
was made in 1632 by De Vries who arrived at the South or Delaware
River on the 5th of December, 1632. After regaining the good will
of the Indians, and making a visit to Virginia, where Governor
Harvey denied the rights of the Dutch to make settlement on the
Delaware, the region was again abandoned because of an unprofitable
season in fishing and whaling. Thus at the very time when the

r
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Maryland grant was issued, and a little later, when the first sottlers
landed on Maryland soil, there were no European colonists on the
~ shores of the Delaware.

SWEDISH SETTLEMENTS.

The growing stability and increasing strength of the English,
French, and Duteh colonies in America stimulated Sweden towards
gaining a share in the New World by the establishment of colonies
there. There was no part of the American coast claimed by the
Swedes by right of discovery, but that did not deter their King,
Gustavus Adolphus, from issuing charters to the Australian and Ship
Companies for the purpose of stimulating eolonization, These two
companies united in 16380 to form the South Company. Campa-
narius, a grandson of one of the early Swedish settlers, writing nearly
a century later, claimed that Charles I of England had renouneed
all title to the territory of New Sweden, and that this article of
cession was among the documents destroyed by the fire in the Royal
Archives in Stockholm in 1697 but Sprinchorn in 1878 was unable
to find any evidence of this in the public papers, although the state-
ment i8 made in more than one contemporaneous writing. There
are, moreover, no evidences of such a grant known among the English
papers. The title of the Swedes, therefore, rests on Indian titles and
on possession of unoccupied territory claimed by both the Dutch and
the English.

Campanarius is also responsible for the incorrect statement that
the Swedes settled on the Delaware as early as 1631. TIn this error
he has been followed by such later historians and annalists as
Cronholm, Sprinchorn, Smith, Proud, Holmes and Du Ponceau.

The first of the ten expeditions from Sweden to the Delaware
region landed at Paradise Point, near the mouth of Murderkill
Creek, about 10 miles southeast of Dover, Delaware, in Mareh,
1637 /8. Omn the 25th of the same month their leader, Peter Minnet
purchased from the Five Chiefs of the Minquas the territory on the
west shore of the Delaware from Borntiens Udden (mouth of Duck
Creek near Bombay Hook), northward to the Schuylkill, no limits
being assigned towards the interior.
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Before July Minuet had sent one of his sloops to the English in
Virginia, and to the Dutch at Fort Nassau, and by representatives
of both countries had been regarded as an interloper without terri-
torial rights. On his departure he left in the new settlement only
23 men. These were re-inforeed by immigrants from the expeditions
in 1640, 1641, 1643, 1644, 1646, 1647, 1653, and 1656. At no
time during the period of Swedish ascendency does the colony appear
to have numbered more than 200 souls.

At first the relations between the Swedes and the Dutch were out-
‘ wardly friendly, probably on account of the number of Hollanders
] interested in the expeditions of 1638 and 1640. The natural jeal-
; ousies, stimulated by the struggles between the Dutch Commissary
r Hudde and the Swedish Governor Printz for control of the trade of
the Delaware, resulted finally in an open break in 1646. These out-
breaks eculminated, after the arrival of Governor Stuyvesant at Man-
hattan in 1647, in his attack on the Swedes along the Delaware in
1651. At that time the Dutch erected Ilort Casimir at Newecastle
and finally abandoned old Fort Nassau which had been established
in 1628, prior to the arrival of the Swedes. Two years later, in
1653, the Swedes, under the leadership of Governor Rising, captured
Fort Casimir and go enraged the Dutch of New Netherlands that they
attacked the Swedes in force in 1655. The former recaptured Fort
Casimir and attacked the prineipal settlement of the Swedes at Fort
Christina which was besieged and captured in September, 1655.
This marked the end of the colonization of New Sweden under the
| authority of Sweden. Later unsuccessful attempts were made by

the home government to gain damages from the Duteh and English
governments. The Swedish settlers ultimately become merged with
those of English and Dutch descent.

Tur Frst (onFLIOT.

The subjugation of the Swedes by the Dutch centralized the
interest in the possession of the Delaware and the Duteh grew appre-
hensive lest the English should successfully lay claim to the territory.
: The council of New Amstel in June, 1659, desired to ecommunicate
% with (overnor Fendall, but so little was the imtercourse hetween
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neighboring settlements that the councillors were ignorant of his
name and address and were forced to send their messengers to Colonel
Utie. Soon after, the Colonel received orders from the Maryland
Council, dated August 3, 1659, by which he was to “repair to the
pretended governor of a people seated in Delaware Bay, within his
lordship’s province, without notice given to his lordship’s lieutenant
here, and to require them to depart the province.” Governor Fendall
at the same time wrote to ‘“the commander of the people in Delaware
Bay,” evidently in ignorance of Governor Alrick’s name, to the effect
that he could by no means own, or acknowledge, any other for
governor over the territory lying between 38° and 40° north latitude,
and threatened to use his utmost endeavor to reduce them all to due
obedience. Colonel Utie took advantage of his instructions and left
a great impression upon the local inhabitants, telling them to declare
themselves subjects of Lord Baltimore, and warning them that if they :
hesitated he would not be responsible for the innocent blood which
might be shed. Upon receipt of Colonel Utie’s communications
protests were filed by the local governor and council who regarded
themselves powerless and in duty bound to refer the case to Governor
Stuyvesant. This doughty warrior replied at once, censuring the
governor for his subjection to Colenel Utie and appointing a trusty
commander for the re-inforcements of the militia on South [Dela-
ware] River. A week later Augustine Herrman and Resolved
Waldron, representing Governor Stuyvesant, started on an embassage
to the government of Maryland to demand reparation for Colonel
Utie's actions and the return of such colonists ag had fled in fear to
the Maryland government.

The ambassadors, after a somewhat troublesome trip through the
woods of the Eastern Shore and down the Bay in a leaky boat,
arrived at Patuxent on October 6. On the following day they
entered into diplomatic correspondence, which resulted in a meeting
on the 16th with Governor Fendall, Secretary Calvert, and others.
At a private interview later with the Governor, Lord Baltimore’s
patent was shown the ambassadors, who were allowed to make ex-
tracts from it. When, however, Governor Fendall requested them o
produce their charter they declined to do so, but promised to show
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it at a future meeting. Conferences continued until the 20th of
the month, when Herrman started for Virginia, and Waldron
returned to the Duteh on the Delaware.

Among the propositions presented by these ambassadors was one
suggesting that a commission of six, three from each side, meet at
some point midway between the Chesapeake and the Delaware, near
the head of the Sassafras River, and there settle the bounds and
limits between Maryland and the New Netherlands. Tach side
claimed complete title to the territory which they possessed, Lord
Baltimore claiming his from the English crown, the Dutch by their
grant from the States General of the United Provinces. The Ernglish
claim was then hased upon the discoveries of Sir Walter Raleigh,
while the Duieh fortified the right of granting by the States General
on the ground that they had received territorial rights in America
from the Spanish. The amhassadors also emphasized the peculiar
clause in the original grant to the Virginia Company by which the
gettlements made by the Sounthern, or London Company, and the
northern, or Plymouth and Exeter Company, were not to be made
within one hundred miles of any prior settlement of fhe other.
According to the Dutch ambassadors this meant that there lay
between these areas an unclaimed territory to which they were
entitled by the supposed discoveries of Hudson, Indian purchases,
and rights by discovery inherited from the Spanish.

All of these arguments appear time and again in subsequent dis-
cussions as the followers of Penn endeavored to gain the title to the
lands along the west bank of the Delaware; but the most important
and most fatal exception filed against T.ord Baltimore’s elaim by the
Dutch ambassadors was that which cited the clause hacfenus ineulia,
part of the preamble of the Maryland charter. Ambassador
Herrman quickly saw the possibilities lying in this clause, and
immediately suggested at his conference with the Governor that this
must have been introduced to protect the rights of the few Dutch
and Swedish colonists who had settled along the Delaware. . Neither
side recalled the demands of the English and the disclaimers of the
Duteh in 1621, or the complaints of the Duteh and the firm position
of Charles I in 1632, when the English at Plymouth seized a Dutch
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trader returning from Virginia. Even Charles, nephew of Cecil,
Lord Baltimore, who appears to have been in Ameriea at this time,
seems to have lost sight of the constantly recurring clause found in
Tord Baltimore’s charter of ‘Avalon, his petition for a grant farther
south, and in his earlier charfer to a portion of the Virginia territory.
At least no records have come down fo us showing that these were
produced in opposition to the position assumed by the ambassadors.

The presence of the Dutch ambassadors before the governor and
council of Maryland, with their serious attack upon the integrity of
Lord Baltimore’s charter, quickly aronsed to action all interested in
his Lordship’s claims. The Governor and Counecil immediately
wrote to Stuyvesant claiming that Lord Baltimore was the sole and
absolute lord and proprietary of the territory deseribed in his charter
of 1632, and protesting against the intrusion of the Dutch, or any
others, within their bounds and confines. The equally serious attack
on the claims of the Dutch was reported by Governor Stuyvesant to
the Dutch West Tndia Company, who replied to him on the 9th of
March, 1660, that if the Marylanders made trouble they must be
dislodged from the Delaware territory. Lord Baltimore on his
return from London (July 24, 1660) instructed his agent, Captain
James Neale, who was then in Holland, to protest and to demand
the surrender of the land on the Delaware if the Dutch did not admit
Lord Baltimore’s right thereto.  On the first of September following,
the representatives of the Council of Nineteen had an interview with
(aptain Neale, asserted their right of possession under a grant from
the States General and the peaceful possession undisturbed by any
complainis by Lord Baltimore for a term of years.

1n America the aroused activities of the Marylanders in southern
Maryland caused the abandonment of the exposed settlement on the
Whorekill, and the strengthening of the stronger base at New Amstel,
or Newecastle. The persistence of the Dutch, on the other hand,
stimulated the Marylanders to examine more carefully whether or
not New Amstel lay to the north or south of their northern limit of
40°. The Dutch themselves, according to a deposition of Van
Sweringen, secretary of the council, regarded the latitude 40° as Tying
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above the Schuylkill and consequently north of New Amste!
(Neweastle).

Lest his charter might be wrongly interpreted on account of the
presence of the Dutch along the Delaware Lord Baltimore petitioned
for a confirmation of his charter, which was granted by Charles I1
in 1661.

The aggressive activity of the Dutch fo extend the possessions of
the Netherlanders at the expense of the English, was not limited 1o
the banks of the Delaware. Similar struggles were taking place in the
valley of the Connecticut where the conflict was even more intense.
Charles 1T, with his natural distaste for the Dutch aroused by their
aggressions upon his subjects in America and their struggle for
commercial eontrol, determined to test hy force the Duteh claims to
the choicest part of his possessions in the colonies. Accordingly on
the 12th of March, 1663/4, he granted to his brother James, Duke of
York and Albany, subsequently James II, all the land extending
- from the west bank of the Connecticut on the east, to the easfern
shore of the Delaware on the west. The Duke of York, as Lord
High Admiral, immediately made a naval attack to enforce his
patent. On the 8th of September Fort Amsterdam surrendered and .
the town of New Amsterdam became New York. Toward the latter
part of the month the same forces arrived before the fortifications at
New Amstel, which was at length reduced, and the town rechristened
Newcastle. These acts of hostility were always regarded by the
Dutch as treacherous and discreditable to the English, so that
although the treaty of Breda, entered into July 21, 1667, ceded their
North American claims to England, they readily seized the oppor-
tunity of disturbances in England to retake New Netherland in 1673.
Their success, however, was but as a flash in the pan, for without
re-inforcements the New Netherlanders were obliged in February,
1674, to surrender to the Knglish by the treaty of Westminster all
territory held by England on May 10, 1667.

Lest the temporary successes of the Duteh might invalidate the
title of James, Duke of York, and those who had received lands from
him, Charles IT on June 29, 1674, regranted the original territory
to his brother, and on the last day of October of the same year
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Colonel Edmund Andros received in person the surrender of the
Dutch settlements in Ameriea, and became governor of New York.

The progress of events from 1660 to, 1682 led to a curious and,
for Lord Baltimore, a disastrous eneroachment upon the Maryland
rights. When in 1667 the Dutch ceded their possessions to the
English, they either returned what they had never owned (a view in
accord with the English elaims of rights by discovery, through the
Cabots, for all the territory between the St. Lawrence and the
Savannah), or they conveyed to the English crown for the first time
rights and titles to lands possessed by the Dutch at the time of
cession. The latter form of the matfer has never been urged with
great force, but appears occasionally in the attempts to substantiate
the claims of James, Duke of York, to the territory of Delaware
River. The princely gift of his brother in 1662 conveyed to him
land only to the east bank of the Delaware. The territory on the
west bank, between parallels 38° and 40° either lay in the Dutch
possessors or in the grant of Maryland to Lord Baltimore, according
to the views held regarding the validity of the Dutch claims based
upon Hudson’s discoveries, and the intent of the inculla phrase in the
Maryland charter.

It has already been shown that the English themselves held to the
falsity of the Dutch claims for any territory by right of discovery,
and one at this late date is forced to interpret the incidents from
this viewpoint, 'This brings one to the position that all title which
the English crown had to the west bank of the Delaware, within the
" proscribed limits, depends upon the limiting clause which was sup-
posed to have been inserted by the Xnglish crown in favor of the
few Duich traders who had been massacred after a sojourn of a few
months at Swaneendale. This, by the conquest of the Dutch, would
have been given by inference to the foreign settlement and subse-
quently recovered by their cession in 1667. '

Whatever the shade of view held may have been, the previous
inactivity of Lord Baltimore’s followers along the eastern side of his
territory lost for him what is now Delaware. After the arrival of
the Dutch embassy in 1659 a number of attempts were made to
establish English settlements under Lord Baltimore’s allegiance along
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the seaboard side of Maryland. Instructions were given by Cecil,
Lord Baltimore, to this effect in 1665, and these instructions were
repeated with greater emphasis in 1669 when surveyors were
instructed to survey all of the land mentioned in his patent along
the seaboard side of Delaware, and inducements were offered for the
settlement of this territory. Additional surveyors were appointed,
new counties erected, and inducements for settlements were made
retro-active, in the eager efforts of the Marylanders to assert their
claims and forestall any further expansion of their neighbors. On
the 26th of November, 1669, Jerome White, surveyor general of
Maryland, afier making surveys of part of this seaboard side, wrote
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to Colonel Franeis Lovelace, governor of New York, informing him
that he had found Newecastle to lie at 39° 30" north latitude, or 30"
south of the northern bounds laid down in the Maryland patent. He
accordingly made the claim, in behalf of Lord Baltimore, to New-
castle and the adjacent territory from the bounds of Virginia to the
40th degree. Governor Lovelace, however, continued to grant deeda
to land on the west side of the Delaware river, acting as agent of
the Duke of York. According to a note found on a manuseript in
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the Calvert Papers relating to the purchase of land along the Dela-
ware River from the Indians, the New York authorities expected

orders to surrender Newecastle town and the two settlements helow
the line of 40° to Maryland.

ApvEnT oF WiLrLiam PERWN.

The subjugation of the Dutch and the final possession of the terri-
tory by the English led to the settlement of Englishmen along the
coast of New Jersey, and the territory soon became a prosperous
colony. On the west, along the Delaware River, the inhabitants
were in large measure QQuakers who had settled in the vieinity of
Salem abeut 1675 when Lord Berkeley sold his half of New Jersey.
A year later, through financial difficulties of the owner, the land was
transferred to three trustees of whom the first was William Penn.
For four years he was active in the settlements on the Jersey side,
and became familiar with the territory, and interested in coloni-
zation, until in the spring of 1680 he decided to become a proprietor
in his own right. He asked that in consideration of debts due fo
him, or his father, the Crown grant him letters patent for a tract
of land in America lying north of Maryland. The petition was
immediately referred, on the first of June, 1680, to the Committee
of Trade and Plantations, who ordered on the 14th instant that copies
of his petition be sent to Sir John Worden in behalf of his Royal
Highness, and unto the agents of Lord Baltimore, to the end that
they may report how far the prctentions of Mr. Penn may consist
- with the Boundaries of Maryland, or the Duke’s propriety of New
York and his possessions in those parts. Eleven days later the
Couneil considered the letters from the representatives of the Duke
and Tord Baltimore, and Mr. Penn at the time agreed that Susque-
hanna Fort should be the bounds of Lord Baltimore’s provinee.
Charles, Lord Baltimore, at the time was in America, while William
Penn, in close touch with the powerful Duke of York, was present
in person at the hearings of the Committee. Either through ignor-
ance or intent, William Penn’s charter omitted the clause about
Susquehanna Fort and contained several elauses which were ambig-
uous, and opened the way for differences of interpretation as to their
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meaning with respect to the limits of Maryland. The region under
discussion was in great measure a wilderness, but through the energy
of Lord Baltimore Augustine Herrman had prepared an excellent
map of Maryland, and a copy of this, which had been printed and
distributed in England in 1674, had been filed by Lord Baltimore
with the Privy Couneil in March, 1678. The confirmation of Lord
Baltimore’s charter in 1661, just prior to the granting of lands to
the Duke of York and the attack upoen the Dutch, and the presence
of Herrman’s map in the archives of the Privy Council as a record
of Lord Baltimore’s boundaries, really left little honest grounds for
ignorance. The territory about Newcastle reserved to the Duke of
York, and subsequently acquired by William Penn from him, had
always been claimed as English territory, both in the diplomatic
correspondence of Charles II, and the private autobiography of the
Duke of York, and had been shown by the observation of Jerome
White in 1669 to be many miles south of the northern limits of
Maryland. Moreover, the Duke of York had been granted only to

the eastern shore of the Delaware. Since the conquest of the Dutch,

however, the Duke of York’s representatives, to the discomfort of the
Marylanders, had maintained eontrol over the area. It surely was
not private policy for the members of the Privy Council to antagonize
the heir apparent, who was so soen to become their king, especially
as this gentleman was not over-careful in the means which he
employed to accomplish his ends.

Lord Baltimore was notified of the granting of the Pennsylvania
charter on the 2d of April, 1681, and it was then suggested to him
that he appoint one or more to act with agents of William Penn in
making “a true division and separation of the said Provinces of
Maryland and Pennsylvania, according to the hounds and degree of
Northern Latitude expressed in our said Letters Patents by settling
and fixing certain Land Marks where they shall appear to border

upon each other.”
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CONFERENCE BETWEEN LORD BATTIMORE AND (GOVERNOR MARRHAM.

The orders received from the king. by YL.ord Baltimore and Alr.
Penn to the effect that they should immediately take steps to define
the boundary between their properties were faithfully observed, at
least so far as the ineeption of conferences leading toward the desired
end. William Penn at once issued instructions to his kinsman,
William Markham, and accompanied them with a letter of introduc-
tion to Lord Baltimore, which was to be presented upon Markham’s
arrival in America. Following out his instructions, the deputy
governor (Markham) paid a visit to Lord Baltimore at his Patuxent
home in Aungust, (1681). While here Governor Markham was ill
and for three weeks was carefully tended by Lord Baltimore and
his attendants. The illness of one of the conferees forbade any satis-
factory discussion of the work in hand, so that on his departure
Governor Markham agreed to meet Lord Baltimore at Newcastle on
the 16th of the October following ; in the meantime he was to obtain
from Colonel Morris of New York a satisfactory instrument for
determining the latitude. On the 25th of September, Markham
informed Lord Baltimore that he had been delayed on account of
his journey up the Chesapeake, and asked for a postponement of the
conference until the 26th of October. A few days later he sent word
to Lord Baltimore that his illness would still further delay their
joint work. The season was advaneing, and Lord Baltiniore on the
10th of October wrote to Governor Markham expressing his fear
that the work could not be done then on account of the possible costs,
but that he regarded the delay as due to Markham, rather than to
himself. '

There seems to have been a little misunderstanding, due doubtless
to the length of time taken for the transmission of letters from the
two settlements, and there was, apparently, the growing suspicion on
both sides that the other contestant desired delay. The feeling of
resentment was also more fully aroused by the unwarranted presump-
tion on the part of William Penn when he wrote, on the 16th of
September, to several of Lord Baltimore’s most influential eitizens in
Cecil and Baltimore counties, assuring them that they were residents
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of Pennsylvania, and that they should not pay taxes in Maryland.
This letter was written before any conferences had taken place and
at a time when the conferees were making their first attempts to get
together. Its appearance among the Marylanders changed the entire
aspect of the question, and aroused the snspicion that William Penn
was willing to go to great lengths in order to inerease his holdings in
America. From the fall of 1681 begins the series of mutual reerimi-
nations which mark the entire boundary controversy, lasting for
nearly a century, and evident even now among partisan members of
the States of Maryland and Pennsylvania. From this point to the
close, the records become partisan with skillful omissions of essential
details, or artful warpings of the actual facts, which obscure the
truth and relative culpability of the contestants.

With the opening of the spring of 1682 Markham wrote to Balti-
more on the 17th of March suggesting a meeting. This letter was
not answered until the 14th of May, and the answer was not received
by Markham until the 22d of that month. Such delay scemed
inexcusable to Markham and still further increased the feeling of
ill will toward his southern neighbor. There were, however, good
reasons why the letter had not been answered. DBaltimore’s hands

had been full of domestic affairs at home. The Maryland Assembly
had been in session, it was the time of the trial of Governor Fendall

" and his associates, there were open rumors of an armed attack by

300 to 500 men from Virginia, while the Marylanders along the
northern border had heen aroused to a staie of insurrection by the
ill-timed letter of William Penn. On the other hand, the arrival of
Lord Baltimore’s letter nominating the 10th of June, and Augustine
Herrman’s plantation, as the time and place, for the next conference,
were equally inopportune for Governor Markham, who had negotia-
tions with the Indians, a trip to New York, and the procuring of
instruments to accomplish, before he could take up the matter of the
boundaries. It is at this point that we have the first directly contra-
dictory pair of statements by representatives of either side. In their
respective statements Lord Baltimore states that Markham eclearly
and frankly said he would be at the conference, while Governor
Markham says that he wrote Lord Baliimore that he could not be
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present. The letter itself is no longer extant. Whatever its contents
may have been, Lord Baltimore, unable to go himself on account of
troubles with Virginia, sent a commission cousisting of John Arnold
and others to Augustine Herrman to meet Captain Markham or
other commissioners for Pennsylvania. A letter to this effect, dated
Jine 1, was sent to Governor Markham, and this in turn was followed
by 4 letter dated the 5th of June, replying to that of Markham of the
g6th ultimo, stating that the gentlemen had already been dispatched,
and expressing an unwillingness to postpone further the matter. The
Commissioners likewise wrote a letter to Governor Markham on
Jiune 10. The Governor at that time was absent in New York, and
the letters which should have reached him one by one were received
by him at the same time. He immediately procured Colonel Morris’
sextant, shipping it direct to Newcastle by water, while he returned
by land. In the meantime, the Maryland commissioners, having
waited at Bohemia Manor from the 10th to the 17th of June, during
which time they had taken several observations showing the latitude
of the place to be 39° 45" (which is really 39° 30"), decided, as they
had a curiosity to see Newcastle, to visit that point, While they
_were there, they persuaded the captain of the sloop which brought
down the sextant from New York, to allow them to use the instrument
for determining the latitude of Newcastle. This was done on the
27th of June and they found the latitude to be 39° and 40 odd min-
utes (89° 40°). Tt was now nearly three weeks since the Maryland
commissioners had sent their communications to Governor Markham,
and, so far as the evidence shows, they had heard nothing from him
beyond the evidence conveyed by the presence of the instrnment at
Newcastle. They had made determinations satisfactory to their
proprietor, though really understanding his rights, and apparently
thonght they might as well go home. This they accordingly did.
This was unfortuniate for the settlement of the controversy, for Gov-
ernor Markham arrived at Newcastle the evening of their departure
and the next morning sent Mr. Haige to Bohemia Manor, in an
unsucecessful attempt to overtake the commissioners. After Governor
Markham’s exertions in New York he was chagrined to find the com-
missioners gone. Moreover, the results of the observations made by
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them, which were probably known, were not such as to increase the
kindly feeling in his mind toward the Commissioners whom he
thought guilty of knavery in using the instrument which he had sent
down from New York. A week or more later, Governor Markham
wrote a letter to Lord Baltimore explaining his absence upon the
meetings of the commission, and expressing his surprise at their
appointment. On the 14th of July Lord Baltimore wrote to Gov-
ernor Markham suggesting that they meet in September at Augustine
Herrman’s.  On the 19th of the month Lord Baltimore arrived at
Elk River and sent a letter to Governor Markham, which he followed
up the next day with a second letter. From here Lord Baltimore went
to Newcastle with a retinue estimated by Baltimore to be 20, and by
Markham to be over 40, where they remained until the 23d. Balti-
more, then hearing that Markham had left for Burlington, New Jer-
sey, upon receipt of the letter of the 19th announcing Baltimore’s
approach, left Newecastle and. went to Upland. At 10 o’clock the
same night Markham arrived at Upland, and was surprised to find
Lord Baltimore and his retinue occupying his quarters at Thomas
Wade’s house. The next day, Sunday, after some conversation
hetween Governor Markham and Lord Baltimore, the latter asked to
see the instruments and to have them compared. One of these was
found to be incomplete, as certain of the lenses had been taken by Mr.
Haige. The Morris instrument, however, was brought out and set
up, and an observation of the latitude taken, as it was a elear day.
According to Markham’s account the instrument was set up by Balti-
more’s men, the observations being made only by them and the results
obtained 89° 45", TLord Baltimore’s statement is that the instrument
was set up by Richard Noble, a Quaker, and that the observation was
taken not only by Baltimore’s men, but by Noble, and that they all
agreed that the latitude was 89° 47" 5” (the latitude -of the place is
39° 51°).

Both parties seem to have agreed that Upland was south of the 40th
parallel, but on Monday when Lord Baltimore asked permission to
go up the Delaware River to where the 40th latitude crossed it, Gov-
ernor Markham dissented on the grounds that everything along the
Delaware from 12 miles north of Newcastle to the 43° had been
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granted to Penn, and that, as a loyal vepresentative of his proprietor,
he could not allow any pretense to the territory, and that if the pat-
ents overlapped the question must be referred to the King, and that
he would not discuss the relative value of the two grants. Hoe was,
however, ready to proceed with the marking of the boundaries
between his province and Maryland, along what is now the Delaware
peninsula. At Lord Baltimore’s request Governor Markham reduced
his refusal to writing. During the discussion feeling yan high, and
the repeated assertions of the contestants had not tended to quiet the
more or less evident suspicions entertained on either side. TLord
Baltimore claimed that the territory on which they stood was his,
and that before long he would return and assert his rights according
to the observations which had there been taken. Similar, and even
gtronger, words were said to the inhabitants at Chichester, or Marcus
Hook, where Lord Baltimore ordered the inhabitants to pay no more
taxes to Penn, warning them that he would return to claim his own.
Although Governor Markham had agreed to meet Baltimore at New-
castle the following day, the excitement caused by Baltimore's
remarks was deemed sufficient by him and his councillors to warrant
the breaking of his agreement with Lord Baltimore. In this way
the first conferences were brought to an end without accomplishing
anything more than one or two determinations of latitude, and the
arousing of lasting animosities between the proprietors,

ConrERENCES Brrween Lorp BarTiMoRrE anD WILLiam PEn.

The anticipated arrival of the Proprietor himself, combined with -
the ill-feelings aroused between Baltimore and Markham, made any
further attempts at conference between them unadvisable. William
Penn arrived at Neweastle 24 October, 1682, and at once mnotified
Governor Dungan, the Duke’s représentative in America, and Lord
"Baltimore of his arrival. After paying his respects to Governor
Dungan in New York, Penn proceeded southward to his possessions
along the Delaware. During November occurred the ceremony of
Livery and Seizin, by which he took possession of his gifts from the
Duke of York along the west side of the Delaware. On the 11th of
December following, having already accomplished an act of union
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between Pennsylvania and the Three Lower Counties along the Del-
aware, William Penn visited Maryland, and two days later, on the
13th of December, 1682, began a conference with Lord Baltimore at
Colonel Tailler’s house in Anne Arundel County.

CONFERENCE AT COLONEL TATLLER'S.

The records of this conference now extant are, in great measute,
ex parte reports by Lord Baltimore, one of whose clerks took notes
of the same in shorthand. This is, however, signed by all of his
Councillors, and appears to be a very fair statement of the case,
although William Penn, in one of his letters, writes that he might
have changed a few statements in it.

The conference opened with assurances of good will and neighbor-
liness on the part of William Penn, who presented in the course of his
remarks a letter of the King dated Augunst 19. On reading this let-
ter, Lord Baltimore immediately said that the King must have been
misinformed as to the facis in the case. The letter suggested the
measurement of two degrees north from Watkins Point (37" 55') at
the rate of sixty miles to a degree. TLord Baltimore claimed that
his charter said that his territory went to the 40th degree, and that he
must abide by the terms of his charter. William Penn then suggested
that they overlook the King’s letter, and that Lord Baltimore put
88° at 37° 30, thereby taking half a degree from Virginia and giving
half a degree to Penn. Tt is not quite clear what Penn meant by this
proposal, but the impression left is that Watkins Point (37° 55") and
387 were considered as the same, and that the position of 37" 30" was
a point to be measured from the Capes as proposed later. Baltimore,
still holding to the letter of his patenf, urged that the best way to
determine the position of the 40th degree was to take an observation
near that point with a large sextant, like that owned by Colonel
Morris of New York, which Governor Markham had already for-
warded to Neweastle. Penn, in return, proposed that Lord Baltimore
determine the northern limits of Maryland by measuring 2° 55" from
Cape Charles, which point had long been regarded as situated at
37° 8" North latitude, when it is really 37" 614 .(Fisherman’s Island,
just off the Cape, is 37" 5" North latitude.) If the rate of each degree
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had been correct, and not limited to 60 miles, an agreement on this
proposition would have brought the contestants to the northern
boundary elaimed by Lord Baltimore. There were, however, serious
difficulties involved in attempting to run a line for 175 miles through
the almost unbroken forests and swamps of eastern Maryland, and
across the broad estuaries which, seventy years later, presented seri-
ous difficulties to the local surveyors as they ran the eastern boundary
of Maryland. TLord Baltimore had already stated his decision that
the correct way to determine the position of his northern boundary
was by making an observation for latitude at that point. ITe, there-
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fore, in response changed the subject, asking Penn if he had bought
the Duke of York’s pretensions to Delaware. Penn in reply told him
that he had received the gift of the Duke’s possessions, but that he
did not wish to discuss that question until after they had settled the
northern boundary. The discussion continned somewhat longer, but
no headway was made. Penn apparently realized from what he
doubtless had heard from Markham, that the 40th degree actually lay
north of the head of the Bay, and that if he allowed Baltimore to
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determine his limits by mew and accurate measurements Pennsyl-
vania would be cut off from an outlet into Chesapeake Bay. At the
same time, he may have felt that there was some chanee of his gaining
this desired opening by a determination of the location by the meas-
urement of degrees on the formerly accepted basis of 60 miles to a
degree. By this method there was a chance that he might gain
through an error in the latitude of the eapes, or by errors in the
assumed length of a degree. He certainly appeared averse to a
determination of latitude under the most favorable circumstances for
accurate work which could be arranged in this undeveloped country.
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Baltimore, on the other hand, having found by observations at
Augustine Herrman’s, Newcastle, and Upland, that the 40th degree
lay farther north than he had formerly supposed, held to the method
which was at the same time simplest, most accurate, and most favor-
able to his claim. The impression is also given that Lord Baltimore
feared to deviate from the letter of his charter rights even at the
King’s instigation, lest the proceeding form the oceasion for a review
of his title by the King and his Council, who were antagonistic to
him, and with whom William Penn stood in favor.




134 HISTORY OF THE BOUNDARY DISPUTE

The morning following this conference William Penn and his
party escorted by Lord Baltimore and the Marylanders left for a
meeting with his Quaker friends about five miles distant, whenee
William Penn later passed to the Easiern Shore. The conference
thus ended with little accomplished beyond “a solid eonference
preparatory to a future conclusion,” and the outlining of the positions
held by the two parties, who were to be in legal conflict regarding
their possessions the rest of their lives.

JHE CONFERENCE AT NEWCASTLE,

The conference at Colonel Tailler’s house, already deseribed, had
been conducted with considerable heat, but the feelings which had
then been aroused were only temporary, and on the 23d of April fol-

‘lowing, William Penn wrote Lord Baltimore acking him o name
some place of meeting. To this Lord Baltimore replied that he
would meet him in the middle of May. On the 23d of that month
Jobhn Darnall was despateched by Lord Baltimore to the Sassafras
River with a letter to notify Mr, Penn of Lord Baltimore’s presence
in the neighborhood of Pennsylvania. On the 29th of the same
month the proprietors met near Newcastle and proceeded together to
that town. In the evening, at their conference, Lord Baltimore
asked Mr. Penn what proposal he had to make. Mr. Penn replied by
stating, first, that he now held to the King’s letter of the 19th of
August (waived by him in the former conference), so far as it
required a measurement from Watkins Point to the 40th degree, that
he wag, however, ready to have an observation taken at Watkins Point
to determine its latitude. He also frankly acknowledged that he
hoped by insisting on the measurement that he would gain six or
seven miles, and by that means get to the waters at the head of Chesa-
peake Bay. Our present knowledge of the region shows that he
would have gained about 20 miles, but his sonthern boundary would
have crossed the Susquehanna River near Bald Friars, about 12
miles above the head of the Bay. TLord Baltimore called attention to
the fact that ¥is Majesty’s letter had already been waived by the
former conference, and that if Penn was willing to recede from his
former position and stand by 2 new observation he saw no reason why
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that should not be taken at the northern, instead of the southern,
boundary. Moreover, his charier said nothing about determining the
limits by measurements but defined definite points.

Recognizing that Baltimore was prepared to stand firmly in his

original position, yet anxious to get some settlement of the question

which wounld give him an outlet on the Chesapeake, Penn proposed
that Lord Baltimore name a definite price, or scale of prices, at which
he would sell enough land to assure Pennsylvania’s possession of such
an outlet. On receipt of such an agreement Mr. Penn was willing
to proceed with Lord Baltimore to the determination of the 40th
degree.

This was a new proposition on the part of Mr. Penn which appar-
eutly waived all instructions in His Majesty’s letter, and admitted the
poeition of Lord Baltimore as to how the limils of his territorial
grants should be determined. The proposal was apparently an attract-
ive one to Lord Baltimore, and he wished time to think it over.
Penn, however, would allow him but a single day. On the morning
of the 30th Baltimore apparently declined the proposition, offering in
its stead some other which was equally unsuccessful; so the eonferees
parted, having accomplished nothing definite beyond the recognition
of their differences. '

During the interview Penn referred to his influence with His
Majesty the King and the Privy Counecil, insinuating that he could
obtain orders from them allowing him to proceed as he desired.
Baltimore realized that if Penn could impose his dictates upon the
King and Couneil it would be vain for him to hope to have justice
done. The order of November 13, 1685, shows with what accuracy
the contestants estimated their relative positions.

Tue Tarsor Line anp EMBAssY.

Charles, Lord Baltimore, on his return from England at the time
of his accession to the title, was accompanied by his eousin Colonel
George Talbott, who was destined, in the few years of residence in
the Province, to rise to great prominence and to become what was
probably the ultimate cause of Lord Baltimore’s disfavor at court
and the consequent loss in his contest with the Penns. Two incidents
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in Talbot’s career have more immediate conneetion with the bound-
ary controversy. These are his survey of a provisional boundary line
from the Susquehanna to the Delaware, and his demand upon Wil-
liam Penn, through the latter’s deputy, of all the territory on the west
side of the Delaware River south of the 40th degree.

Colonel Talbot had already received from his cousin the princely
estate, Susquehanna Manor, extending from the North East River to

_W

Fig. 7. Map showing approximate location of first boundary line run between
Maryland and Pennsylvania.

the Octoraro and from the Bay to a point some miles north of the
present boundary between the states. This was shortly followed by
generous, but smaller, grants along Elk River. The impetuous leader
of the new settlement was doubtless given these particular tracts to
forefend against encroachment on the part of the Dutch and English
along the Delaware, who were beginning already to migrate across
the narrow peninsula to the fertile highlands along the Susquehanna.
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Somewhat of the plans in mind may be gleaned from instructions

~issued to Colonel Talbot on the 12 March 1682 /8, but nothing in

them indicates the running of the boundary line. Observations of
the latitude had been made under Lord Baltimore’s direction on
Palmer’s Island on the 10 June, 1682, and that of Bohemia Manor
on the 27 of September, while the commissioners had been awaiting
those from William Penn. It was about this time, when the latitude
was relatively well determined, that Colonel Talbot ran a line from
the mouth of Octoraro Creek on the Susquehanna River to Naaman’s
creck on the Delaware. Although this line was apparently run in a
careless way, without the use of refined methods or good instruments,
and was marked by no monuments more permanent than blazed trees,
it was destined to be of critical value in the contest eondueted by com-
ing generations. It was claimed by the Penns, and apparently
thought by Secretary Cecilius Calvert, to represent, approximately,
the morthern boundary of Maryland as conceived by Charles, Lord
Baltimore, at the time when the controversy between the neighboring
provinces was still in its infancy. - In this view there is doubtless
much truth, for many of the contemporaneous writings show that the
Marylanders had little thought of the unsettled territory beyond the
little Indian fort at the mouth of the Octoraro. That the proprietor
himself did not esteem the line to be his northern boundary, as was
often claimed in later years, may be seen from the cormmission which
he issued to Colonel Talbot on 19 March 1682/3, as the latter
started on his embassy to William Penn. In a preamble Lord Balti-
more says “Whereupon wee to manifest our most loyall and Dutifull
respect to his Majfie and how it was not through any neglect of ours
that his ordre concerning a joint observation were not in all respects
punctually observed, caused two observations to be taken at two
severall times, and an East and West line accordingly to be runn out
and mark’t at greate disadvantage to our Self, being some Miles to
the Southward of the Northerly latitude of ffouriieth Degree.”

The second incident in Talbot’s active assistance of his eousin

respecting the settlement of the houndaries, was his visit to the home
of William Penn with the demand that the latter deliver to Lord Bal-
timore “all the Land upon the West side of Delaware River and Bay,
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and the Seaboard side to the Southward of ffourtieth Degree of
Northerly Latitude, and more pticularly all that part thereof which
lyeth to the Southward of the markt lyine aforesaid.” This visit
appears to have been authorized by two different commissions, the
one dated 19 March, 1682 /3, the other as given by Talbot to Nich-
clas Moore dated 17 September, 1683.

Colonel Talbot arrived on the Schuylkill on 24 September, and
found Mr. Penn away from home. He accordingly made his demand

" upon Nicholas Moore, who, as deputy for William Penn, scarcely

felt empowered to take up such a weighty controversial matter. The
formal demand made at the time has been preserved among the Cal-
vert papers.

The apparent audacity of Colonel Talbot in coming to his home
with such a demand appears to have been too much for the sturdy
Pennsylvanian' proprietor, who replied to the demand by a lengthy
answer, dated 81 October, which by its pettiness and perversion of
previously recognized facts, adds nothing to the luster of his reputa-
tion. Tt is moreover marked by a disingenuousness which certainly
did not increase the friendly feeling between the contestant pro-

- prietors. The impression left upon the recipients of this answer may

be seen in the lengthy analysis found among the Calvert Papers,
which has been published among the Maryland Archives,

The incident accomplished nothing towards the settlement of the
controversy beyond the arousing of greater harshness of feeling and
mutual distrust.

Tur CoNTROVERSY TRANSFERRED TO ENGLAND.

Both eontestants, after their conference at Newecastle, realized that
the subject in dispute could not be settled by them since it involved
a question of the rights conveyed by their letters patent. The refer-
ence of the matter to the Xing and his Privy Council was dreaded
by Lord Baltimore, who had spent the last twenty years in America,
with a single visit to England in 1675, the date of his accession to
the title. Penn, on the other hand, welcomed such a transfer, since
as a business agent for the Duke of York, then heir apparent and
soon to be the King as James IT, he was united to him by bonds of
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intimacy and interest. Moreover, the King at the moment was much
displeased with Lord Baltimore because of his attitude in hindering
the collection of the King’s taxes in Maryland. A letter, in the
nature of a reprimand, forwarded by the King on the 8th of Feb-
ruary, 1681, reached Lord Baltimore in May, 1682.

Before this letter of the King reached him Lord Baltimore, who
seemed to feel himself in disfavor, sent a letter to William Blath-
wayt, the 11th of March, 1681/2, complaining of William Penn’s
letter to several gentlemen in his province, and telling of the court- -
esies he had shown Captain Markham during his illness in Mary-
land. He =also inclosed a narrative of his conference with Governor
Markham, endeavoring to show that he was very ready to have the
line settled between them, On 8 February Lord Baltimore sent to
Lord Halifax, Lord Privy Seal, a letter inclosing accounts of his con-
ference with William Penn and a narrative of the whole proceeding,
asking His Lordship’s favor in the case, He called to His Lordship’s
mind the yearly revenue derived from the provinee, and the vast
trouble and expense which his father, relatives, and friends had
endured to establish the province. This letter was presented on the
17th of April following fo the Privy Council. It was then ordered
that a report should be made upon the several boundaries of the
patents granted to Lord Baltimore and Mr. Penn, and also to His
Royal Highness. It was further ordered that the agents of Lord
Baltimore and Mr. Penn, both proprietors being then in Ameriea,
be requested to attend at the next meeting, and that in the mean-
time application be made to His Royal Highness not to convey any-
thing to Mr. Penn. Lord Baltimore’s agent presented himself ten
days later to their lordships, and was told that “if he has any matter
of complaint he may represent the same by petition to IIis Majesty
and Counecil.” TRichard Burke accordingly presented a petition pray-
ing that a grant which was passing to His Royal Highness adjacent
to Delaware Bay should not pass the Great Seal until His Majesty
should be satisfied concerning the extent of Jands granted to the Lord
Baltimore. After a presentation of the case by counsel representing
the three interested proprietors, Mr. Penn’s agent was allowed to pre-
sent proofs to show that this country was possessed by the Duteh and
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Swedes in the year 1609, or at least, before the date of Lord Balti-
more’s patent. At the same time it was ordered that the whole mat-
ter be referred to the Board for Trade and Foreign Plantations.

About this time (11 June, 1683) Lord Baltimore writes to his
friend William Blathwayt asking that if Mr. Penn should move for
any further order and commands in reference to the bounds of the
two provinces he might have time to be heard in his own behalf,
since he expected to leave for England the following Spring to make
his own defence regarding the northern boundary, and to justify his
claim to the lands on the Delaware. In this letter he inclosed “The
sume and substance’” of his private conference with Penn at New-
castle. At the same time he wrote more formal letters to Sir Lyonel
Jenkins, Secretary of State, and to Lord Halifax. On the same day
that these letters were written in America, the Privy Council in Lon-
don defined the question at issue to be “whether in the year 1632 the
Dutch were possessed of the lands claimed by Mr, Penn.” -

By the first of November Lord Baltimore received word that noth-
ing would be concluded by the Couneil without hearing him or his
agents, and in April, 1684, having appointed a council of nine to
administer the business of the provinee under the nominal governor-
ship of his son, Benedict Leonard, then a lad in his teens, sailed for
“England with the hope that he might soon adjourn to Maryland
where it was his intevest, his inclination, and delight to be. This
hope, however, was never realized, as the controversy before the
Privy Council and subsequent difficulties of his position, together
with hig increasing age, eompelled him to remain in England until
his death on Feb. 24, 1714/15, at the age of 85 years.

Dzeoision oF Novemezr 13, 1685,

The arrival in England of Lord Baltimore preceded that of Wil-
liam Penn by three months, the latier arriving on October 24, 1684.
The cireumsiances under which they found themselves were, how-
ever, very different. Lord Baltimore had been absent from the eoun-
try for a quarter of a century with a single visit to England in 1675
and was out of touch with persons in authority who were nnmind-
ful of the character and good deeds of his father and grandfather,
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who had stood in high esteem among the court following of James I
and his son Charles I. William Penn returned to England after an
absence. of only three years to renew his associations with the prom-
inent people whose interest he had in charge, chief of whom was
James, Duke of York, who within five months after Penn reached
England succeeded to the crown ag James IT. The relationship
between William Penn and his royal patron seemed to have been
close, and the suceess of Penn’s enterprises were of interest to His
Royal Highness, who had been the titular head of the unallotted Eng-
lish possessions in America since the fall of the Dutch in 1663,
During the absence of the proprietors in America, word had
reached England of their difficulties in coming to a settlement, and
the King on the 31 of May, 1683, had ordered that the Board for
Trade and Foreign Plantations report upon the title to the lands
upon the Delaware. In America the two conferences between Lord
Baltimore and Governor Markham, as well as those between the pro-
prietors of Maryland and Pennsylvania, had been devoted exclu-
sively to a determination of the northern boundary of Maryland.
The question at issue under the King’s order was with respect to the
territory along Delaware only, a question which William Penn had
declined to discuss with Lord Baltimore, pending the settlement of
the east and west boundary. :
Members of the Privy Council to whom the question had been
referred by the King received many letters from the contestants set-
ting forth the various points of advantage to themselves. Represent-
atives of the interested parties likewise appeared from time to time
before the Board. Tord Baltimore was represented by Mr. Bnrke,
Mr. Penn by Mr. Ford, and His Royal Highness, the Duke of York,
by the Solicitor-General, Sir Fidward Herbert. The interests of the
Duke of York were indirect, as he had already leased the territory
to William Penn, but the decision of the Privy Counecil was of inter-
est to him in establishing the title which he had already bestowed,
and in lessening the possessions of the most independent of the Eng-
lish proprietaries in America. His interests, such as they were,
however, exerted a profound influence upon the Board before whom
the case was presented. It was perfectly natural that the Privy
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Councillors should do their utmost to satisfy the recently enthroned
sovereign, especially when their own fortunes were more or less at
stake. When the King possessed a character such as that aseribed
to James IT it would have been political suicide for them to do
otherwise. There is, however, little ground for the statement in
Lord Baltimore’s letter to Colonel Taylor, written a few days after
the decision so disastrous to his interests, that the Order in Couneil
“‘was passed unknown to him, without his having had any summons
or notice to be heard any further in that affair.” This is well borne
out by the following summary of the meetings held by the Board
for Trade and Foreign Plantations, to whom the decision had been
referred. Omn the 17th of April, 1683, Lord Halifax laid before
the Board Lord Baltimore’s letter of the 8th of February, with the
inclosures giving Baltimore’s account of his conferences in Maryland.
The request was also made by Baltimore that nothing be done toward
granting Penn terrifory on the Delaware prior to his own arrival in
England. The Board in taking notice of this request directed the
Lord Keeper to examine the boundaries of the patents granted to
Lord Baltimore, Mr. Penn, and His Royal Highness. On May 30
following, a formal petition was presented by Richard Burke; repre-
senting Lord Baltimore, to the same effect that no grant might pass
the Great Seal until the question of title was settled. The following
day the whole question was referred to the Board of Trade and
Foreign Plantations by the King. Two weeks later, on June 12,
the question at issue was reduced to the question whether in 1632
the Dutch possessed the land claimed by Penn. On February 13,
1683/4, Mr, Ford, acting as Penn’s representative, asked for a hear-
ing in behalf of His Royal Highness who had rented the land in
question to William Penn. The Board in reply postponed the busi-
‘ness until the following April when it was hoped Lord Baltimore
might be present. As already shown, Lord Baltimore did not reach
England until some months later, and accordingly, on June 30, the
Duke of York’s solicitor, Mr. Herbert, requested in behalf of His
Royal Highness that there be no further delay and consequently on
July 2 the Board appointed a meeting for Wednesday, the 16th inst.,
upon which date the discussion was deferred for one week. Tpon
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the 23d of July when the Commitiee was ready to take up the ques-
tion Mr. Ford, on behalf of Penn, asked for a postponement on
account of the absence of Sir Edward Herbert, representing His
Royal Highness. Tt would appear from the records that Lord
Baltimore had already reached England at this time, and that he
was present at the meetings. The subject was postponed until the
29th of September. In the meantime, (August 20), Lord Baltimore
was granted copies of the minutes of the previous meetings in so far
as they related to the lands on the Delaware. On September 30 at
the request of the Duke’s solicitor the question was again postponed
in order that Mr. Penn might be present at the hearing. Mr. Penn
arrived in Fngland the latter part of October, and a meeting of the
Board was held on the 9th of December, but the discussion of the
question was postponed until a later day. Matters apparently hung
in abeyance until September 2 of the following year. In the mean-
time, however, William Penn’s petition for the quieting of his posses-
sion had been refused on March 17, and the King’s order of quo
warranto proceedings, (of July 15), had been answered by a petition
of Mr. Penn, who stated that the question involved was not of power
but of title to land, and was consequently not a question for quo
warranto proceedings. The meeting on September 2 when the
matter, already postponed from August 26, was taken up was really

the first in which any progress had been made since the spring of

1683. At this time William Penn produced evidence to establish
the fact that the Swedes and Dutch -inhabited the Delaware prior to
the granting of Lord Baltimore’s patent. Copies of this proof were
given to Lord Baltimore and he was asked to make his defence on
the 30th, but the matter did not come up until the 8th of the suc-
ceeding month when Lord Baltimore cited the accounts of Ployden,
in 1642, and presented copies of the Board of Trade’s decision of
April 4, 1638, and of Van Sweringen’s deposition relating to the
settlement of the Delaware. The argument made by Lord Baltimore
does not seem to have made very much of an impression, as might
be expected from the cvidence as recorded, which he is said to have
presented. The deposition of the Duteh seeretary of Newecastle who
had now associated himself with Lord Baltimore, living at St. Mary’s

B
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City, is so full of inaccurate statements, judged by our present
knowledge, that it.could hardly have been taken as a trustworthy
document by the Privy Council. The copy of a report by the
Commissioner of Foreign Plantations dated April 4, 1638, showing
the opinion at that time as to Baltimore’s right to the Isle of Kent
in his differences with William Claiborne, was not regarded as
authoritative, and Lord Baltimore was asked to present an attested
copy of the same at a later date. Nine days later Lord Baltimore
reported that he was unable to find an original or authentic copy
against which the record could be compared. This failure on the
part of Lord Baltimore was subsequently employed in an effort to
substantiate the charge that he had attempted to impose upon the
Committee a spurious document.

On the last day of October the Committee proposed, in the pres-
ence of Baltimore and Penn, “that the whole Peninsula or traet of
land called Delaware from Xast to West as far as Cape Henlopen
Southward . . . be divided into two equal parts between His
Majesty and my Lord Baltimore,” Baltimore was given a week
to offer any objections to this proposal and on the Tth of November
after hearing these the Committee resolved to report their opinion
to the King. Accordingly the Committee reported on that date that
they found that Lord Baltimore’s patent was for unculfivated land,
and that the land in dispute was inhabited by Christians before the

date of this patent, and that since that date it had been made a colony

distinet from Maryland. They accordingly recommended that the
tract of land lying between the Delaware and the Eastern sea on the
one side, and Chesapeake Bay on the other, be divided into two equal
parts.by a line from the latitude of Cape Henlopen to the 40th degree
of northern latitude, the eastern half to be adjudged fo the King.
A week later on the 13th of Novenber, 1685, King James II
approved the report and ordered that the land be divided forthwith
accordingly. This approval easily might have been foreshadowed
as it, in a way, legalized his princely gift to Penn of lands to which
he had himself practically admitted that he had no title.

This decision was in its terms a compromise between the positions
of Penn and Baltimore, since the question of the Delaware was
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settled in favor of Penn, while that of the northern boundary was
in favor of Baltimore. The question formulated at the beginning
of the hearings several years before was as to whether or not the
Dutch had a settloment on the Delaware prior to the granting of
Lord Baltimore’s title. The questions at issue between Lord Balti-
more and William Penn during their conferences in America, viz.,
the northern limit of Maryland and the method of its determination,
are not mentioned in the minutes of meetings until the decision of
the Committee is reached on November 7. It was, however, prob-
ably under discussion and the Committee clearly placed themselves
on record so far as the 40th degree of latitude was concerned. The
action of the Committee regarding Delaware determined, in great
measure, the present position of the boundary line between Delaware
and Maryland, (finally located by Mason and Dixon) but the dis-
cussions regarding the northern boundary continued wuntil it was
finally located mnearly twenty miles south of the 40th degree of lati-
tude.

Duxke or York's TrrLe To WesT SipE oF THE DELAWARE.

The decision of the Privy Council in the Fall of 1685, to all prac-
ticable purposes, settled favorably the title of Wm. Penn to the
west shore of the Delaware river. As this decision was based upon
the assumed validity of the Duke of York’s title to this territory it
is worth the while to consider the basis for such an assumption. To
do this it is necessary to review somewhat the tangled web of events
relating to this disputed territory, although many of them have
already been mentioned.

The fall of the year in which Cornelius Mey entered the Delaware
witnessed the granting October 11, 1614, by the States General to
the United Companies of the right to trade for three years between
the' fortieth and forty-fifth degrees along the American coast.
During the next few years rival claimants disputed before the States
General for the rights to trade in this territory, which were ultimately
granted to the Incorporated West India Company, according to
whose charter they were entitled not only to trade but to people
America. In 1623 this company took formal possession of the
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Delaware or South river, as it was then called, and Captain Mey
built Fort Nassau at Gloucester Point, N. J., a few miles below
Philadelphia. At that time the Duteh regarded themselves to be
entitled by this act to territorial rights from Cape Henlopen at the
mouth of Delaware Bay to the head of navigation. The enterprise,
however, was not successful and Fort Nassau was ordered abandoned
by the company in 1628, During the following year Godyn and
others obtained a patent for land on the west side of the Delaware
which had been purchased by them from the Indians, while the
Maryland charter was being discussed in England. TIn this way he
and his associates obtained a title from the Committee of XIX to
the south side of Delaware from Cape Henlopen toward the mouth
‘of South river, about eight and a half leagues  [thirty-four miles]
in breadth into the interior to a certain marsh; or the greater part of
the present counties of Sussex and Kent Delaware, In the fall of
1630 they started a colony in Europe which settled at Whorekill
(Lewes creck) in April, 1631, only to be exterminated entirely by
the Indians during the succeeding year. De Vries arrived at the
mouth of the Delaware with re-enforcements December 5, 1632,
where he learned of the slanghter of the first settlers and decided to
give up the gettlement. '

The rights to this settlement were subsequently sold to the Dutch
West India Company.

While the Delaware was thus abandoned by the Dutch the grant
of Maryland was given to Lord Baltimore, and the Swedes made a
settlement at Christina (Wilmington), in 1638. The Swedish settle-
ments at first were successful, and by 1642 their frontiers are
described “from the borders of the sea, in returning south west
towards Godyn’s Bay and then towards the great South river as far
as Manquaaskill, where is consiructed Fort Christina and from
thence again towards South river, and the whole to a place which
the savages call Saneken (Trenton)”. Thus the Swedes claimed the
same territory as the Dutch, although the territory which they bought
from the Indians, covering only a small area ahout Fort Christina,
was different from that purchased by Godyn and his companions.
No attempt to reduce them was made either on the part of the
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English or the Dutch, who both elaimed the right to the territory,
during the first ten years of their presence in Ameriea. With the
arrival of the energetic Peter Stuyvesant as the Director General of
the West India Company, the Dutch asserted their claims to the
Delaware. In 1651 Fort Casimer was erected at Newcastle, a few
miles below the Swedish settlement, to cut off the latter’s approach
from the sea. The capture, or betrayal, of this fort in 1654, again
brought Stuyvesant to the Delaware, when the Dutch effectively
asserted their supremacy over the Swedes by recapturing Fort
Casimer and taking the Swedish settlement. In the meantime the
Dutch- West India Company, after the establishment of TFort
Casimer, sold to the city of Amsterdam the territory from Christina
creck to Bombay Hook. DBy this act it was hoped that the coloniza-
tion of the Delaware would be stimulated, but the appointment of
inefficient governors made matters even worse, as the authority was
divided between the representaiive of the “city colony,” resident at
New Amstel (Neweastle) and the representative of the West India
Company resident at Altena (Wilmington), Each of these reported
to Governor Stuyvesant, but were themselves at odds regarding their
relative rights in the government of the Delaware region. During
the years of contention the settlements waned until New Amstel
contained scarcely a score of families, guarded by eight or ten
soldiers. It was at this time that Colonel Utie in 1639 presented
the claims of Maryland, not to the representative of the West India
Company, but to the Lieutenant-Governor of the City Colony at New
Amstel, who seems to have been overcome by the Marylander’s bold
action. The representatives of both authorities reported the elaims
of Maryland to Governor Stuyvesant who with his customary spirit,
sharply reprimanded them both for their frivolous aetion.

Ignorance of the two-fold character of authority on the Delaware
has ofien led to wrong conclusions regarding the incidents of this
time. At the beginning of the seventh decade the burgomasters of
Amsterdam, having spent large amounts of money in attempts to
establish a suceessful colony at New Amsterdam, realized that some-
thing ought to be done to remove the inefficiency resulting from
divided authority. Accordingly in 1663 they purchased from the
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West India Company the title to the rest of the territory on the west
shore of the Delaware from Bombay Hook to Cape Henlopen and
the West India Company’s representative was ordered to remove all
property of the Company from the territory. Such was the state of
affairs on the Delaware when Sir Robert Carr was commissioned,
September 3, 1664, to subdue the Dutch settled in Delaware Bay.
The instructions given to him by his fellow-commissioners were ag
follows: ‘“You have commands to keep possession thereof for His
Majesty’s own behalf and right . . . and if my Lord Baltimore
doth pretend right thereto by his Patent (which is a donbtful case)
you are to say that you only keep possession till His Majesty is
informed and satisfied otherwise.”

On the 12th of March, 1664, Charles IT granted all of the territory

from the St. Croix river to the east side of the Delawaré bay to his

brother James, Duke of York, nothing being said about the west bank
which had been originally granted to Baltimore in the terms of his
charter which had been confirmed to Lord Baltimore by Charles I1,
as late as 1661. The action of Sir Robert Carr is thus seen to have
been open to question and the title to the west shore possessed by the
Duke of York was one of superior strength on his part, and of
acquiescence on the part of his brother, the king. Tt had no docu-
mentary basis. The views impressed upon the Duke of York by his
subordinates in America and, probably, accepted with satisfaction
by His Highness, may be seen in the letter from Colonel Richard
Nichols, one of the Duke’s commissioners in New York, to Sir H.
Bennet, Secretary of State, written in October, 1664, The writer
says he thinks that Lord Baltimore will be more solicitous now to
secure from his Majesty than from the powerful Amsterdam Com-
pany, and continues by saying “that his lordship will make a faire
pretence to it by his pattent: But I hope that His Majesty will
either Jooke on his pattent for governour as forfeited by act of Parlia-
ment for trading with the Dutch, or, at least, so much of his patient
as has been reduced at His Majesty’s charge.”

The extept of -territory along the Delaware eaptured from the
Duteh may be inferred from the deed of the West India Company
to the Burgomasters of Amsterdam, passed Dec. 22, 1663. This

— ——
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i conveys “the said South river from the sea upwards to as far as the
r river reaches, or at the east side inland three leagues [12 miles]
] from the bank of the river, on the west side as far as the territory
i reaches to the English Colony, with all streams, kills, creeks, ports,
| bays and outlines belonging thereto.”
I No documents prior to 1681 are known granting to the Duke of
i York the small excess of territory captured from the Dutch, not |
| included in the grants to the Duke of York of 1664 and 1674. This |
‘ small area, equivalent to that of the present State of Delaware, upon '
its capture from the Dutch, either passed to the Crown as territory
excluded by the hactenus inculta clause of Lord Baltimore’s charter, !
or clse by that document was restored to Lord Baltimore, who up to |
that time had often asserted, but never exercised, his rights over it.
It is this area which was conveyed to William Penn by a series of
feoffments and became the subject of controversy before the Privy
Council during the year 1683-1685. '

The numerous documents passed to and from the Duke of York,
upon which Penn’s title to Pennsylvania and Delaware rests, are
well enumerated in the brief of the Chancery proceedings filed in
l 1735. The Duke of York first became interested in the Delaware
territory through his grant from King Charles II, dated March 12,
1663/4. By this patent James, Duke of York, received in fee all
that part of the mainland from the St. Croix River to the east side
of Delaware Bay, and all the islands adjoining. And his title to the
country, as shown above, was established by the subjugation of the
Dutch by the English forces. From this time on the representatives
of the Duke of York exereised the functions of government over New
York and the territory on both sides of the Delaware. Subsequent o
to their capture the Dutch ceded to Charles TT all places in his i
possession on the 10th of May, 1667, by the treaty signed in 1672.

The same year (1672) war was declared by the Duteh. In July
of the following year they entered upen their former possessions in
America, only to give them up finally in the following February
16734, when a peace was concluded, whereby all territory taken
from each other since the war broke out in 1672, would be restored.
Lest this temporary occupancy by the Dutch should invalidate the
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Duke’s title to this territory his Majesty, Charles 1T, issued on the

~ 29th of June, 1674, new Letters Patents conveying in the same words

as in the former patent the territory already granted.

William Penn who received his patent to Pennsylvania on the 4th
March, 1680/1, received in August of the same year a release of any
such rights as the Duke of York might have in the territory so

- granted. Subsequently Penn leased the residue of the Duke’s hold-

ings on the Delaware. Four documents were passed to accomplish
this end. Two on the 21 August, 1682, and two three days later on
the 24th inst. The first document is a deed of release dated 21
Aungust 1682 conveying to William Penn, in fee, all the Duke’s claim
to the tract of land granted to William Penn. The second deed
under same date granted and leased to William Penn Newcastle and
all that tract of land with the eircle of 12 miles, about the same,
the Delaware river and all ifs islands lying north of the southernmost
part of said circle. The term of sale, or lease, is ten thousand years,
and the rent five shillings payable at the feast of St. Michaels. The
third document is dated 24 of August, and is the same as the second
one above described, except that it was sealed and delivered in the
presence of witnesses, the former being unwitnessed. The fourth
document is an original deed sealed and delivered in the presence of
witnesses dated 24 August, 1682. According to this, out of consid-
eration for the memory of Admiral Penn and the sum of ten
ghillings, the Duke of York leases to William Penn, for the space
of ten thousand years, at an annual rent of one rose payable at the
feast of St. Michael the Archangel, all that tract of land upon Dela-
ware River and Bay beginning 12 miles south from the town of
Newcastle and extending south to the Horekilns, otherwise called
"Lopen. According to an early document “the Duke of York granted
to the late Proprietor the greatest part of those Counties, with a
Reservation of one Ialf off the Profits to himself and His Heirs,
but when this was done, The Duke had himself no other Title to
them than the possession, Tho’ he obtained one afterwards from
King Charles by Patent taken out at our Proprs charge.” (State-
ment of James Logan.) This grant was dated 22 March 1682-3,
and by it Charles II. granted to the Duke of York Newecastle, the
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12-mile circle about it, and all the land from 12 miles south of New-
castle to Cape *Lopen. This deed, or grant, was immediately trans-
ferred to William Penn for whom it had been obtained in aceordance
with the covenant contained in the deeds of August 24. This docu-
ment is the first one transferring any title to the west shore of the
Delaware since the Maryland Charter of 1632, and its validity de-
pends entirely upon the interpretation of the earlier grant. It was,
moreover, subsequent to the deeds to William Penn and the title, if
valid, obtained by that appears never to have been formally trans-
ferred to William Penn, subsequent to the date of the grant of Murch
92, 1682-3. o

The fact that the Duke of York received this grant at a time before
the taking of possession by William Penn, and also that he beeame
King before any final papers had been filed, introduced many cloge
legal questions. The fullest discussion of these legal points by such
eminent authorities as James Bayard, late Secretary of State, and
Hon. John M. Clayton, may be found in the report of the Hon. John
Sergeant, arbitrator in the case of Pea-Patch Islands.* '

According to the decision of the referee, the Duke of York as a
subject could not acquire any right for himself by conquest, but that
he may have been entrusted with larg'e discretionary power consid-
ering his relations to the king and that he was the heir presumptive.
It was also held that the series of deeds by their deseriptions, and
boundaries, and other features constituted the three lower counties
as a de facfo province, or colony, with a distinet identity, that the

rights of Lord Baltimore to Delaware were decided by the Couneil |,

of 1685, and that the original right has xever been open since.

A Prriop oF QUIESCENCE.

The decades succeeding the strenuous controversy resulting in the
order of the King in Council of November, 1685, were days of rela-
tive quiescence in the contention over the line dividing the properties
of the Penns and the Baltimores. This was not the result of the
final settlement of the boundary, as might be inferred from the

*Ben, doc., 30ith Congress, 1 sess. Exee. No. 21, 251 pp.
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decisive phraseology of the king’s command, but was rather the
product of many cireumstances, political and domestic, which so
altered the fortunes of the two econtestants that only occasional
attempts were made towards the carrying out of the decree of 1685.

CiR(}UMSTANOES ADVERSE TO BOUNDARY SETTLEMENT.

A brief survey of the varying fortunes of the two provinces and
their proprietors will bring out the reasons why for forty years little
was done towards reaching a final settlement. The revolution of
1688 with the attendant ascendency of the Protestants under William
and Mary had a depressing influence upon the gentlemanly Romanist
from Maryland and the sturdy Quaker who had been so closely in
touch with the Jesuitical James IT that many believed William Penn,
himself was at heart a Jesuit. At the same time the political policy
of William was to bring the colonies into a closer dependence upon
the Crown. These two sets of forces combined towards unjust
charges of treason or inecompetency against both Lord Baltimore and
William Penn, and the seizure by legal procedure of their respective
territories. As early as 1686 attempts were made to have the
Attorney (teneral prosecute que warranto proceeding against Mary-
land, New Jersey, and two of the New England colonies, because of
their extreme independence, and in the summer of 1690 the Attorney
General did proceed against Lord Baltimore, with the result that
Maryland became a Royal Provinee governed by a royal governor
from that date until 17156 when the proprietary rights were returned
to the young grandson of Charles Third Lord Baltimore.

The proprietor of Pennsylvania fared only a little better, as his
government was taken away from him on the 21st of October, 1691,
on account of the local disputes between the eolonists of the Three
Lower Counties and those of Pennsylvania whieh gave the excuse
that the Province needed a firmer governmental control. The real
reason of this aet probably lay in the supposed treasonable relations
of William Penn with his old friend and patron, the exiled James
II. The influential friendships of William Penn, including a
personal acquaintance with the King and Queen, and his stout
advoeacy of Protestant beliefs, soon dissolved the suspicions which




RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE 153

had over-shadowed him and on August 20, 1694, a patent was issued
to him by King William restoring to him the government of
Penngylvania.

The domestic and personal vicissitudes of the Proprietaries were
such that neither of the contestants was free to press with vigor for
a sottlement. Lord Baltimore was old, and disheartened because of
his somewhat ostracized position on account of his religious faith;
and William Penn, though not yet aged, was so pressed financially that
in 1708 he was obliged to mortgage his interests in Pennsylvania
for sixty six hundred pounds. He also was harassed by the jeal-
ocusies and evil machinations of his enemies. The decade from 1710
to 1720 marks the exit of the two original and most prominent eon-
testing proprietors, Lord Baltimore dying in 1715 and William
Penn, after several years of mental derangement, in 1718. The
aged Lord Baltimore was succeeded by his son Benedict Leonard
Calvert, who was almost immediately succeeded by the youthful
Charles Calvert, the fifth Lord Baltimore. William Penn by will
transferred his interests in Pennsylvania to his wife Hannah Penn,
who in turn deeded the Province fo her children John, Thomas,
Richard and Dennis. This was contrary to the laws of heredity by
which one half of the estate should have gone to William Penn, Jr.

The rapid changes in proprietorship of Maryland, and the econ-
tested title to Pennsylvania produced circumstances unfavorable to
the successful settlement of the boundary controversies. The period,
however, was not devoid of events of greater or less moment which
were related to attempts to have the order of 1685 reviewed ; incident
to the settlement of the boundary; or as illustrating the attitude of
the proprietaries.

Attempts to Beview the Order of 1685. The feeling of injustice
aroused by the Order of 1685 caunsed Lord Baltimore to press for a
review of the entire question under conditions which he hoped were
more favorable to himself. To this end he petitioned Queen Anne
in January, 1708/9, to set aside the Order on the ground that it was
surreptitiously obtained. Such a charge was answered by a counter-
petition presented by William Penn, who stated that the whole ques-
tion had been examined at several hearings on both sides, and that
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the Order was reached as the result of long deliberation. William
Penn further prayed that Her Majesty should give no countenance
to Lord Baltimore’s petition. On the 27 January Baltimore’s
petition was, accordingly, dismissed. Disappointed, but not dis-
couraged, Lord Baltimore again petitioned the Queen on the 19
May following, declaring that the Order of Council in question had
been obtained by false suggestions on the part of William Penn and
that he had not been heard or notified regarding the Order. "Such
statements may possibly be technically justifiable as Tord Baltimore
may not have received an official notice, or have had a specific hearing
on the order itself. The minutes of the hearings in the fall of 1685

already reviewed show clearly, however, that the matter was brought

to Lord Baltimore’s attention several times before the Order was
finally issued. Thus on 17 October the committee report that in
their opinion the tract of land in dispute does not belong to Balti-
more, but that another meeting would be held before any final
decision was made on the boundaries. On the 81 October following,
the committee proposed to Baltimore and Penn that the whole
peninsula be divided into two equal parts, and Lord Baltimore was
given one week to offer objections. At the end of this time after
bearing Lord Baltimore, the committee resolved to report their
opinion to the king who on the 13 November approved the report and
isgued the Order on which Lord Baltimore elaims he had not been
heard. After hearing all these facts Queen Anne in Council on 23
June, 1709, dismissed Lord Baltimore’s petition, ratified the decree
of 1685, and ordered its execution. No further effort was made to
review the original order during the life fime of the Third Lord
Baltimore.

Attempts gt Settling the Boundary. The establishment of the
Committee of Trades and Plantations for the eonduction of colonial
affairs in England brought up the question of the existent boundaries
between the various colonies, and in August, 1697, this eommittee
gave notice to William Penn and Governor Nicholson of Maryland,
which was now a royal province, that their boundaries must be fixed.
These instructions reached Colonel Nicholson at the same time as
the order transferring him from Maryland to Virginia and, appar-
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ently, nothing was accomplished before he was suceeeded by Governor
Blackistone in January 1698/9. Governor Blackistone in return
was succeeded by Thomas Trench in 1702, and by Governor Seymour
in 1704. The latter petitioned Queen Anne requesting that she
order the proprietors to run the division line. It was doubtless the
activity on the part of Governor Seymour that aroused the elderly
Lord Baltimore to petition the queen in 1708/9 as already deseribed.
Nothing, however, resulted from all these attempts to come to an
harmonious laying out of the boundaries. Lord Baltimore appeared
adverse to following out the original decree, and James Logan, the
American representative of the Penns, was fearful lest the running
of the lines according to the accepted interpretation of the terms
might deprive Pennsylvania of much of the territory which it was
then controlling, ‘

The increasing population in the disputed zone, stimulated by the
grants of the Nottingham and Welsh tracts by William Penn in
1701, emphasized the need of some divisional line between the
provinces. This need was still further accentuated by the surveys of
considerable tracts of land, under the authority of Maryland, in the
vicinity of Conestoga, and certain regulations enforced in the Not-
tingham traet by the Governor of Pennsylvania. A conference was
accordingly arranged between Governors Hart and Keith who met
at Colonel Hynson’s house on the Eastern Shore on the 28 QOctober,
1718. At this time it was agreed that those seated in the disputed
zone should be under the jurisdietion of the province whence they
received their original patent. Nothing final regarding the bound-
aries resulted from this conference although it doubtless temporarily
relieved the tension along the border.

Incidents in England at this time were tending toward additional
attempts at boundary settlements. IXannah Penn through the death
of her husband had come info possession of Pennsylvania. The
death of Charles, Lord Baltimore, followed by that of his son and
successor Leonard Benedict, who had renounced his Roman Catholie
affiliations, had restored Maryland to the Calverts and transferred
the title to the youthful Charles, fifth Lord Baltimore. In Septem-
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ber 1720 Hannah Penn petitioned the Lord Justices of Great Britain
to pass upon her title to Pennsylvania, and to issue a peremptory
order enforcing the settlement of the limits with Lord Baltimore, in
accordance with the order of 1685. This petition was referred to
the Commissioners of Trades and Plantations where it was held
pending the minority of the young Lord Baltimore.

Boundary matters remained quict so far as any attempt to make
a settlement until the summer of 1723, when the independence of the
inhabitants seated in the disputed zome forced the proprietors to
attempt an agreement regarding the distribution of territory in order
that taxes might be collected. As matters stood their representatives
in Ameriea reported that it was impossible to collect the taxes even
by armed force. Tn the briefs presented for the Chancery case in
1735 each party claimed that the advances for this agreement were
made by the other contestant. Such documentary evidence as is now
extant seems to show that both sides were ready to come to an under-
standing, and that there were no grounds for assuming undue eager-
ness on either side. The conferences resulted in an agreement signed
17 February, 1723/4, by which Charles, Lord Baliimore, agreed
with Hannah Penn and the mortgagees to avoid all disturbance of all
persons, and the surveying of all lands, near the boundaries for a
period of 18 months, during whieh time it was hoped that the final
boundaries would be settled. Proclamations announcing this agree-
ment were issued in Pennsylvania and Maryland, but nothing was
done to bring about a settlement of the boundary. KEach side subse-
quently claimed that the failure of the agreement was due to the
neglect of the other. In reality it was probably due to the death of
Hannah Penn, the taking up of the morigage on the part of John
Penn and the other heirs, and the youthfulness of the proprietors on
both sides. THow far this agreement was kept during the 18 months
during which it ran, is not known. In later contests charges and
counter-charges were often made to the effect that it had been grossly
disregarded. The documents now available clearly show that during
the interval between the agreement of 1724 and that of 1732 the
local representatives in Maryland and Pennsylvania pushed forward
with eager and sometimes feverish haste in their attempts to gain
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possession of portions of the disputed territory. The Pennsylvanians
continned to survey grants in the Nottingham tract and on both sides
of the Susquehanna River, while the Marylanders pushed their fron-
tiers northward up the west bank of the Susquehanna in the country
now occupied by York County Pennsylvania. At the same time both
parties to the controversy, through their agents, were busily engaged
in acquiring evidence favorable to their own views for the legal con-
test which appeared inevitable. Numerous letters still exist from
James Logan to John Penn telling of the searching and transeribing
of old records in Virginia and New York, and advising the young
proprietor of the papers collected by his father, William Penn, dur-
ing the controversy of 1683-3. These letfers are full of advice
regarding the way that the controversy should be handled, empha-
sizing the strong points in the contention, and pointing out the pit-
falls to be avoided, .They show that James Logan recognized the
insufficiency of the Penn title to the Delaware territory based upon
the deeds from James, the questionable character of Cape Henlopen
twenty miles below the generally recognized point, and the uncer-
tainty regarding the final decision respecting the rights of the Penns
to the Nottingham tract which they had been graniing to settlers

‘since 1701. They show, moreover, that if they were carefully read

by the recipient he could hardly have been “young & unacquainted
Wt y° old Disputes in 1683-84, & 85, 1708 & y* y° papers relating
thereto were lost or mislaid,” such, however, were the terms employed
by solicitors to describe the Penns in 1731, They are applicable to
the younger brothers Thomas and Richard but not to John to whom
the Pennsylvania affairs had been entrusted.

Borper TrouBLES.

The attempts to settle the boundary were inspired by a desire on
the part of the proprietaries to establish their title in order that they
might gain a revenue from the settlers on the disputed lands and to
stop the border feuds and reprisals which had oceasioned so much
trouble to -the provincial officers in their attempt to preserve peace
and to maintain the rights of their proprietors. Border troubles were
the natural outcome of the dispute regarding the location of the
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boundary line, and began soon after Pennsylvania was granted to
William Penn. They were, moreover, accentuated by specific lines
of action on the parts of both of the contestants. During the early
years while Maryland was a royal province and when Ford Balti-
-more was an elderly man living in England as a recluse out of favor
at court, William Penn, or his agents, seized the opportunity to issue
warrants for the survey of the Nottingham and Welsh* tracts. The
Nottingham lots, according to the warrant, were to begin on the
barrens on the North East and extend up to Octoraro Creek and the
" southern boundary was to be an east and west line parallel with the
southern line of the provinee or territory, already granted a score
of years earlier to George Talbott under a Maryland license. The
land actually surveyed as given by Johnson, after the original plat,
lies, for the most part, south of the present boundary of Maryland,
. and in part south of the Octoraro line run under the direction of
Lord Baltimore, and recognized by him to be somewhat south of his
own limits. The tract was granted by the Penns subsequent to the
decision of 1685 and lies to the west of the center of the peninsula
and south of the 40th degree of latitude, or in territory which had
been reserved to Lord Baltimore by that decree.

The Welsh tract, granted about the same time by the Penns, lies
almost entirely within the present State of Delaware, but on its
western side encroached from one to two miles beyond the limits of
the eircle twelve miles from Newecastle and the tangent line.

The occasion for the establishment of settlers in this debatable
territory is evident, as by that act the land came into the possession
of friendly colonists, and their presence precluded the expansion of
neighboring Maryland settlements. The question of disputed juris-
diction and the validity of the title to their homes and newly won
farms, naturally led to disputes among the rough and ready frontiers-
men of the day, who in their apparent loyalty to their respeetive
proprietors were in reality protecting their own rights to their rude
huts and stump-strewn fields. '

The acts of the Pennsylvanians were not, however, the only ones
which occasioned trouble, although they may have been the first.

*Thie is not the Welsh Tract just west of Philadelphia, ‘but that near the
junetion of the three states of Delaware, Maryland and Pennsylvania.
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Subsequent to 1714 when Lord Baltimore sent over instruments for
new observations regarding the northern latitude, attempts were
made to establish by settlement the rights of Maryland along the |
Susquehanna, particularly on its western bank. At that time the
observations showed that the head of the Elk River was fully thirty
miles south of the northern limits claimed by the Marylanders. The
knowledge of this observation occasioned considerable uneasiness
among the settlers regarding the title of their lJands. In 1722 the
activities of the Marylanders beeame more marked, and their elaims
more extended, their surveyors being active as far north as opposite
the mouth of the Conestoga, some’thirteen miles north of the present
boundary of Maryland, or five miles south of 40 degrees north lati-
tude. In the spring of 1722 Governor Keith, on a trip to the Indians
at Conestoga, found them disturbed by rumors that Marylanders were
planning to settle and develop some mining properties in that region.
The Indians had with Pennsylvania a treaty according to which the
latter were to make no surveys or settlements on the west side of the
Susquehanna, but Governor Keith, out of the kindness of his heart,
to allay the fears of his friends, the Indians, decided to lay off a
large tract for his own use on the west side of the river at the place
where Philip Syng was preparing to survey under a Maryland
license. In this way it was hoped that the Marylanders might be
forestalled. Tinding, however, that Syng and his companions per-
gisted in their efforts and actually surveyed the same territory for
their own rights Governor Keith had the latter arrested for surveying
contrary to an agreement between himself and the Governor of Mary-
land dated the 31st of March. In order to make the matter more
secure Governor Keith issued a warrant for the survey of Springets-
bury Manor for the advantage of the proprietaries. In this way he
attempted to establish a prior claim to all of the territory on the
west bank of the Susquehanna River northward from the mouth of
Octoraro Creek. Although these surveys were made contrary to the
treaty with the Indians they were justified from the Pennsylvania
standpoint in that they tended to allay border controversy, and in
that the territory lay far to the north of the Octoraro line which they
regarded as the southern limits of their province. The aggressive
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position of the Governor was not entirely sanectioned by his Couneil,
who on the 20 June decided that the question of lands involved in the
recent surveys of the Governor was outside their province but that
as the extension of the Octoraro line westward, as suggested by Gov-
ernor Ieith, affected the interests of the people they could express
the opinion that such a line ought not to be run except with the con-
sent of the Governor of Maryland.

On the 29 August, 1723, Charles Calvert, Governor of Maryland,
wrote to Governor Keith notifying him that he expected in Septem-
ber to go up the Susquehanna to observe the latitude at forty degrees.
He received a reply from Pennsylvania to the effect that if the Mary-
Jand officials, either with, or without, the authority of their pro-
prietor, attempted to make any observations, or run any lines north
of the Octoraro, they would be strenuously opposed. At the same
time a request was made that there might be a conference between
the Governors before anything serious occurred. This firm stand of
Governor Keith seemed to have had little, or no, effect on the Mary-
landers, as Governor Calvert wrote on the 19 August, that he planned
to be at Baldfryar on the 9 September on his way up the river to
make the observation. Fortunately before any trouble arose from
this attempt at survey the agreement of 1724 was concluded between
the proprietaries in England.

The miore notable instances of trouble along the border arising
from these aggressive efforts on the part of the respective proprietors
are the Adams Short-Davy Evans case in 1721 ; the arrest of Messrs.
Taylor and Gatchell in 1722 ; the arrest of the Lowe boys in 1731;
the Cresap controversy in 1736-7 ; and that of Digg’s choice in 1738.

TemrorseYy LINE orF 1739-40,

The increasingly serious character of the border tumult culminat-
ing in the Cresap case led the Governor and both houses of the
Assembly of Maryland to petition George I, imploring his protec-
tion and defense and such relief as should seem to him proper. The
narration of incidents quickly produced an order from the King in
Council to the Governors of Maryland and Pennsylvania forbid-
ding all disorders along the boundaries, and enjoining them from
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making any grants in the disputed territory. Such stringent com-
mands stopping the granting of lands brought Lord Baltimore and
the Penns together in an agreement, signed the 4 May, 1738. Accord-
ing to this instrument all the lands then possessed were to remain
a3 they were and the vacant lands were to be under the jurisdiction
of Pennsylvania and Maryland, respectively, until the boundaries
should be finally settled according to temporary lines laid down in
the agreement. The Committee for Plantation Affairs recommended
the terms of the agreement and on the 25 May, 1738, the king
ordered that a temporary line be drawn fiftecen and a quarter miles
south of Philadelphia on the east side of the Susquehanna River,
and fourteen and three quarter miles south of Philadelphia on the
west side, and that these were to be the limits of the two provinces
until their boundary was finally fixed. The peculiar location of this
boundary was due to an attempt to fix the line near that of the agree-
ment of 1782 without giving that docuraent any direct approval.

The receipt of the Royal Order in America was signalized by proe-
lamations issued by the respective Governors. During the Fall of the
year an unsuccessful attempt was made to run the line under the
joint auspices of Maryland and Penusylvania, but as the Maryland-
ers did not attend at the time appointed, Governor Penn hired two
surveyors from the Jerseys to lay out the lines of the agreement.
They began at Philadelphia, running westward, and thence south-
ward to the latifude specified in the agreement, and thence west to
the Susquehanna River. This was an ex parfe line and was of
interest only as the first of the three lines run to determine the loca-
tion of the east-west boundary between the two TProvinees. In
December, 1738, Lawrence Growden and Richard Peters on the part
of Pennsylvania were commissioned to join Levin, Gale, and Samuel
Chamberlaine, commissioners on the part of Maryland, for running
the temporary line. These gentlemen met in Philadelphia on the
5th of the month, determined the position of the most southern point
of Philadelphia, and discussed the methods of regulating the varia-
tions of the compass. Six days later, after having extended the line
about two miles, the commissioners adjourned on account of the
weather, to meet on the 5th of April, 1739, following. Beginning
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the work at that time the ecommissioners reached a point 31 miles
west of Philadelphia on the 23rd April. From this point, supposed
to be of the same latitude as the southernmost point of Philadelphia,
the line was to be measured south fifteen and a quarter miles accord-
ing to the terms of agreement. Before this southerly line was com-
menced, however, a discussion arose between the eommissioners as to
whether the measurements should be made horizontally or super-
ficially, according to the inequalities of the surface. The Maryland
commissioners urged the latter and less usual method of mensuration,
since their joint line was already eighty perches south of the corre-
sponding line run by the Jersey surveyors, and every foot saved in
the fifteen and a quarter miles meant so much more for Maryland
along its entire northern border. The discussion grew somewhat
acrimonious as the Maryland commissioners felt that considerable
territory was at stake. On the other hand the Pennsylvania com-
missioners, through information acquired by their chain-carrier,
Eastburn, who had been with the Jersey surveyors, knew that the dif-
ference was only twenty-five perches. A compromise was reached by
the concession on the part of the Pennsylvanians of this amount.
When the south line had been measured the corner was found to be
no more than twenty perches south of that previously fixed by the
Jersey surveyors. The westerly line was extended by the joint com-
missioners to the Susquehanna River, reached on the 5th May, 1739,
the line running on the south side of a steep rocky point sometimes
called Lindsey's Point. Before extending the line to the water’s
edge, at a distance back from the river of one and a half miles an

- offset was made to the north of a half a mile corresponding to the dif-

ference between the lines on the east and west sides of the river. The
location of the more northerly line on the west bank of the Susque-
hanna River was indicated by a marked tree which was accepted by
all as the beginning of the line on that side of the Susquehanna.
When this work had been completed Mr. Gale, on account of the death
-of his son and the illness of other members of his family, was com-
pelled to leave the party. Mis companion, Mr. Chamberlaine, did
not feel warranted in going on as the only representative of Mary-
land. Anticipating that this might be the case, the commissioners
of Pennsylvania had secured from Governor Thomas authority under




RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE - 163

date of May 1, 1739, to proceed westward with an ex parte line mark-
ing the boundary between the two Provinces. This ex parfe com-
mission began its line at the hickory tree which had been accepted
by the joint commission as the beginning of the westerly line and
continued their work westward, using the same instrument and the
same variation (5° 25"), until their line reached the top of the “most
western hill of a range of hills called the Kittochtinny hills, 88 miles
from the place of beginning.” The line was stopped at this point,
ag the treaties between the Indians and Europeans at that time stip-
ulated that no settlements should be made by the latter to the west
of the Blue Ridge.

This Temporary Line became the accepted boundary between
Maryland and Pennsylvania until the settlement of the controversy
by Mason and Dixon in 1763-68. Even as late as 1773 the Mary-
land Assembly defines one of the county boundaries by this Tempo-
rary Boundary, which had been superseded by the Mason and Dixon
line for several years.

AGsrEEMENT OoT 1732,

The agreement of May 10, 1732, which changed the entire aspect
of the controversy, and marked the beginning of the end in the long
dispute between the successive proprietors, appears to have been the
direct product of a petition preferred on 1 July, 1731, by Lord Balti-
maore to His Majesty, George IT. In this petition His Majesty was
asked to order the proprietor of Pennsylvania to unite forthwith with
Lord Baltimore in ascertaining the boundaries between their respect-
ive Provinees, and that in case of refusal or failure to do this within
a year His Majesty would be pleased to review the entire question
and issue such orders as seemed proper in the ease. In presenting
his petition, Lord Baltimore reviewed the terms of the original char-
ter, and something of the history of the various atfempta to come to
a harmonious agreement. The terms of the petition were not satis-
factory to the Peuns and the whole movement was claimed by them to
have been but an attempt on the part of Lord Baltimore to obtain
advantages through the youth and ignorance of the Penns. As
stated elsewhere this charge may have applied to Richard and
Thomas Penn, but was hardly applicable to John Penn, who had the




164 HISTORY OF THE RQUNDARY DISPUTE

matter in charge. He was of the same age as Lord Baltimore and
already for several years had had his mind directed to the questions
af issue through the letters and adviee of his faithful follower, James
Logan. '

The petition was referred to the Committee of the Privy Council
for appeals from the Plantation in the Colonies, and they in turn
referred it to the Committee for Trade and Plantations. Efforts
‘were soon made to reach an amicable agreement and many meetings
were held during which time the terms of the instrument were dis-
cussed. Each side claimed that the other was the initiator of attempts
to reach an agreement and each claimed, subsequently, that the terms
employed were those suggested by the opponent. The origin of the
map upon which the lines of the agreement were determined,
copies of which were later appended, not only to the agreement, but
algo to the commissions issued by the successive proprietors, scems
to have been the chief subject of eontention. According to the Penns,
Lord Baltimore at one of the meetings produced the original map
from his pocket and drew upon it lines denoting the manner in which
he would have the boundaries run. The Penns in turn also produced
a map and drew upon it the way in which they proposed that the
boundaries should be laid down. This happened on the 20 July,
1731. At the time there seems to have been some dispute as to
whether the northern boundary of Maryland should be fifteen or
twenty miles south of Philadelphia, although afterwards Lord Balti-
more swore that he did not propose or consent to such limits, but that
he had always held that the porthern boundary should be at 40
degrees complete. Two days later the interested parties held another
meeting when the form of an agreement based upon their previous
discussions was considered. It wag then recognized that it would
be difficult to describe the bounds in words, and that there would
be an advantage in annexing to the agreement a map. This brought
up the question as to which map was to be employed. According
to the Penns it was the map first shown by Lord Baltimore that was
ultimately adopted. In 1737 Lord Baltimore admitted that there
was no material difference between the map used in the agreement
and that produced by him. These facts are of interest in considering
the charge subsequently made by the Baltimores that thé map
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ingerted in the agreement was false, and intentionally so, to the
advantage of the Penns. The map employed represents Cape Ilen-
lopen, one of the points mentioned in the order of 1685 and in the
agreement of 1732, at a point fifieen miles south of the point now
known by that name. The origin of this peculiar geographie modi-
fication has been a favorite subject of discussion by all writers on the
Penn-Baltimore controversy. The apologists of Penn have regarded
the interchange as one which developed through subsequent ages and
attempts have been made to give etymological explanations involving
two capes of approximately the same name, Cape Loopen applied to
the southern, or false cape, and Cape Inloopen to the present cape.
This is the explanation of James Logan, whose correspondence shows
that he recognized the extreme difficulty in placing the bounds where
they were of most advantage to his proprietor. Bozman suggested
that the confusion arose by the prefix of the aspirate which in the
Swedish would change the meaning of the word Inlopen from the
interior to the exterior cape. Many other explanations.have been
given as to the cause of this curious transposition, The fact that the
term was used loosely seems now to be established. The explanations
based on different spellings appear to be unwarranted since varia-
tions are found in single documents where only a single spot is under
discussion. The work of Asher on the Visscher map and its descend-
ants shows the accepted usage of the Dutch cartographers during the

~ seventeenth century to have been as urged by the Penns. The Eng-

lish maps at that time followed Smith and Visscher. The Swedish
map of Lindstrom, 1655( ?) is doubtful, but apparently follows mod-
ern usage. The Herman map of 1670 clearly represents the present
cape and probably the modern usage began about that time. The
decision of 1685 was based on the Visscher® map and its terms must

*The map used before the Privy Council in 1685, with autograph note by W.
P., was offered in the Coleman sale of 1870 along with the Penn M3S,
purchased by the Pennsylvania Historical Society. It was subsequently listed
by Allen in 1872 and by Ellis in 1883. Since this report was written this
old map has reappeared in the market. Messrs. Dodd, Mead & Co., who
offer it in their catalogue of April, 1908, write that it is now owned by &
foreign correspondent, who gained possession of it about 1904, Although
the price of the map in the meantime hag materially increaged it is to be
hoped that some library like thalt of the Pennsylvania Historieal Society
may secure it, since it is the means of disproving ons of the most serious
charges made agalnst the Penns during the entire controversy.




166 HISTORY OF THE BOUNDARY DISPUTY

be interpreted accordingly. The change in usage is a natural one.
The well-known term Cape Henlopen with its various spellings, at
first used loosely, became fixed finally on the single well-defined
geographical point. The accurate vsage of the present was delayed
by the error of the Visscher maps. The decision of 1685 oecurred
during the period of uncertain usage, that of 1750, geverations after
the modern usage had been unified.

Coumission oF 1732.

The agreement of 1732 authorized the appointment of commis-
sioners by the respective parties to it who were to be given power
sufficient to execute all that had been agreed upon. Commissions
identical in terms, except so far as differences in authors and recip- .
lents required modification, were issued by the Penns and Lord Bal-
timore, and were immediately dispatched to America on the same
vessel with Thomas Penm, reaching there the 19 August, Governor
Ogle receiving his four days later. In the letter accompanying the
commissions and a copy of the agreement, Governor Gordon of Penn-
sylvania expressed the hope that they might apeedily commence the
fulfillment of their exacting duties, and suggested that the most sat-
isfactory place for meetings would be at Newcastle. Governor Ogle
in turn suggested that the first meeting be held at Newtown (Chester-
town), Maryland, on 6 October. The first meeting was actuaily held
in accordance with this suggestion. Six other meetings of the joint
commission were held before the eighteen months specified in the
agreement elapsed. Most of the time at the meetings was spent in
the discussion of two questions, and the rest of the time was spent
in mutual inmuendoes as to the real intent of the commissioners
respecting the fulfillment of the terms of the agreement. The most
prominent characters in the commissions were Governors Gordon of
Pennsylvania and Ogle of Maryland, men who had seen long serv-
ice in the British army, and who had but recently been appointed
Governors of their respective Provinces. Governor Gordon,
appointed Governor of Pennsylvania in 1726, was a sturdy old gen-
tleman approaching ninety years of age when the meetings were held.
Governor Ogle was somewhat younger, a man of character and matur-
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ity. At their first meeting at Newtown the Pennsylvania ecommis-
sioners announced their readiness to proceed with the survey of the
boundaries, but the Maryland commissioners asked an adjournment
until the 30th of the month on account of the illness of their
surveyor.
From their first meeting at Neweastle on 17 October, 1782, until
the 24 November, 1783, the commissioners met four times at New-
castle, once at Joppa and once in Philadelphia. Two questions were
the occasion of all their discussions. The first developed on the 30
October, when the commissioners re-assembled at Newocastle. At the
time Governor Ogle, admitting that he was empowered to lay off
the eircle, saltl he could not see any power granted him to determins
the center o suah a cirele. The Pennsylvanians held that the greater
included thi less, nevertheless, they allowed an adjournment until
February 1 1732/3, on account of the expected arrival of Lord
Baltimore nd the opportunity thereby afforded the Maryland eom-
missionersjo confer with their principal as to the powers delegated
by him tothem. On the 1 February, when the commissioners met
again at Jewcastle, Governor Ogle attempted to renew the discus-
sion as tgthe powers of the commissioners to determine the center
of the cidle. He was, however, forced to waive the question by the
Pennsylynia commissioners who had held consigtently to the view
that theywere empowered to do everything necessary for surveying
the cire] The second question related entirely to the mize of the 12
miles ctle around Newecastle. The conception of such a circle
originad in the agreement from the terms of the original deeds of
feoffme passed from the Duke of York to William Penn in 1682.
In thegreement, however, the phrase employed was a little more
explic? in that the circle was said to be of 12 miles radius. The
Mmy]id commissioners took the position that the later papers were
dlaWﬁlPO]l the older, that the introduction of the more definite
descrmon wag an madvertency, and that the original circle about
Newcﬂe had been thought of as of 12 miles in circumference (that
is lesihan two miles in radius), and not 12 miles distant from New-
casth The Pennsylvanians in turn held to the sounder position that
the amissions actually called for a cirele with 12 miles radins,

3
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that they must obey this even if the proprietors had made a mistake, -
and that, in all probability, no mistake had been made, as the original
feoffments were clearly based on a circle of 12 miles rading. This
question was discussed over and over again in the various meetings.
Finally on the 24 November, 1733, with less than a month remain-
ing of the life of the agreement, the commissioners signed a joint note
stating that they found themselves unable to agree sufficiently to
make the first step in the actual survey of the boundaries.

The presence of a penalty clause involving the payment of £5,000

_by the party who failed to conform to the agreement caused the com-

missioners on both sides to be careful of their actions 111 order that
they might not be penalized therefor. Af the same timé there seems
to have heen a half acknowledged desire on the part & the Mary-
landers that the attempts of the settlement should com| to nought.
The Penns in subsequent papers go so far as to aceuse he commis-
sioners of being interested in large tracts of land lyingin the dis-
puted zone and of being ready to re-emburse Lord Bﬁmore if a
penalty should be incurred by any failure to carry out the greement.
Apparently with this end in view the Marylanders seizedan oppor-
tune breaking of the quorum by the Pennsylvanian commn,mners as
the occasion for the adjournment with the onus of fsuluY resting
upon the Pennsylvanians. The actual facts in the case arejot quite
clear, as there was much later recrimination on both sis. The
Marylanders claimed that the absence of the Pennsylvanianommis-
sioners was a carefully concerted move on their part whelit was

found that the Marylanders were ready to settle down to \!siness.

Even more serious charges were made by the attorneys of thPenns

. in preparing their brief for the famous Chancery case involng the

honesty of Lord Baltimore, who was charged with connwancqf not
actual instigation, of this attempt to break up the proeeedmgsmhls
however, was subsequently denied by Lord Baltimore on hioath.
The incident probably arose from the over-zealous action of hieom-
missioners who appeared to have received no reprimand frorj;helr
superior. i

|
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Prrrrion or Avcust 8, 1734,

No account of the failure of the commissioners to reach a har-
monious action seems to have reached Europe until late in the sue-
ceeding Spring, when the accounts were accompanied by rumors of
unrest and disturbance along the borders. The state of the province
was such that John Penn embarked for America on 9 July, in the
hope of quieting his people. Within a month Lord Baltimore pre-
sented a petition to Tis Majesty requesting a confirmation of his
- charter. The pefition in turn was referred to the Committee of
Trades and Plantations. A hearing was appointed for the 10th day
of December, 1734. " The Penns claim that Lord Baltimore seized
the opportunity to present this petition during the absence of the
older Penns and that the petition was artfully worded in its narra-
tion of the history of the case. Lord Baltimore in reply has sworn
that he did not know that John Penn had gone to America and that
the petition had been presented without regard to Thomas Penn’s
absence as soon as he, Lord Baltimore, could arrange matters after
his return from Maryland. The charge that the statements of the
petition were insincere was also answered by Lord Baltimore in the
same document in 1737. Neither party had occasion to eriticise
: the other in the artful omission, or modification, of pertinent facts.
1 They appear to have been about equally successful and equally per-
' sistent in their efforts to mislead their auditors.

The petition of August, 1734, was taken into consideration on
the 10th September, 16th and 21st October, 20th and 81st of Decem-
ber, at which times Mr. Paris was actually if not officially, present
as the representative of the Penns. e apparently appeared for the
plaintiffs on the 16th of October and he was present with Richard
Penn on the 21st of October, when he secured an adjournment until
the 30th of December. At the hearing on the latter date, as well as
that held eleven days later, Mr. Paris was also present in his private
capacity, according to the statements of Lord Baltimore, although
one might infer from a brief, doubtless prepared by Mr. Taris him-
self, in the early part of 1785, that the hearings had been in secret
behind closed doors. - On the 16th of January, 1735, the Commitiee
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of Trades and Plantations made their veport to His Majesty to the
effect that since the Penns had refused to present their own case
they had examined the several faets mentioned in the petition and
that they found no reason to doubt that the lands were comprised
within the limits of the Maryland charter of 1632, and that they had
found in the ancient records of their office the Order of Council of

~ 4th of April, 1638, and that the limiting clause hactenus inculla

wasd not inserted by way of restriction, and that in ease the rights to
this land were still in the crown they recommended Baltimore
to His Majesty’s favor. This report and the original pefition were
referred by His Majesty to his Privy Council. While it was under
their consideration Mr. Paris presented a petition seiting up a title
to the Three Lower Counties but praying they might not be obliged
to set forth the same. This petition also asked that that of Lord Bal-
timore might be dismissed and that the possession and title of the
Penns might be confirmed. A hearing was finally ordered on 2 May,
1735, when it was brought out that Lord Baltimore was bound by the

- agreement of 1732. On 10 May the Council made a report to Tis

Majesty, who on 16 May, 1735, ordered that the consideration of the
various petitions and reports should be adjourned to the end of
Michaelmas term, and that either party might have opportunity to
obtain relief in a Court of Equity. This Order led to the famous
Chancery suit which began with the filing of a bill on 21 June, 1735,
and ended with the decision of the Lord High Chancellor 15 May,
1750, ’

Tar Cuoavcery Casm, 1735-1750.

One who would understand the detail of the Chancery Suit by
which the Penns sought to obtain a specific execution of the agree-
ment of 1739, must go at once to the consideration of the documents
connected with the case which dragged its weary course for fifteen
years through an intricate labyrinth of historical and legal details.
All of the general papers relating to the case are available and the
bills of the Penns, together with the documentary evidence which
they presented, have heen published in the sixteenth volume of the
second series of the Pennsylvania Archives. Some of the evidence
for the Baltimores has been preserved and partially published, but
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it is a matter of regret to all who would learn both sides of the case
in their entirety, that the evidence now generally available is so one-
sided. -

In reading the published papers in the Pennsylvania Archives one
must constanily bear in mind the faet that the anmotations are
strongly partisan and often lead to conclusions at variance with the
facts as now known. Similar partisan notes of opposite tenor may
be seen in the manuseript copies of the same documents among the
Calvert Papers. .

An attempt is made in the following pages to present, succinetly
and free from all minor details, a simple statement of the progress
of the legal contest which ultimately led to the running of the Mason
and Dixon line. - '

The permission, or suggestion, of the Privy Council that either
of the contestants might try their success by a suit in equity was
speedily adopted by the Penns, who on the 21 June, 1735, within five
weeks of the date when permission was granted, filed a lengthy and
exhaustive bill in Chancery for the specific execution of the agree-
ment signed by Lord Baltimore May 10, 1732. This document is
a mine of information regarding the entire controversy and appears
to be a model in completeness and brevity, considering the mass of
information involved in the case. To this are appended a list of
nearly a hundred questions which Lord Baltimore, as defendant, is
agked to-answer and several prayers in favor of the plaintiffs. Tour
days later Lord Baltimore was served with a notice to answer this
extended charge. On 1 July, ten days after the Bill was filed, the
Penns asked for snd received an order of sequestration against Lord
Baltimore on the ground of the-latter’s non-appearance. On 29 July
a similar order was received on account of Lord Baltimore’s failure
to file an answer. The bill, as filed, eontained many serious charges
against Lord Baltimore, who on 2 August prayed for and obtained an
crder to refer the bill to a master in Chancery on the ground of scan-
dal and impertinence. The Penns in turn, two months later {Octo-
ber 11), obtained an ovder that the master proceed in the case. We
find that in about a year after the Bill was originally filed Master
Eld reported on 25 May, 1736, that the Bill was neither seandalous
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nor impertinent. Towards the close of that year, on 18 December,
the Penns received permission to amend their original Bill, and on
15 June, 1737, almost two years after the Bill was filed Lord Balti-
more answered the guestions therein proposed. The papers prepared

by the solicitors of the Penns and Lord Baltimore, as represented by

the Bill and its answer, show considerable difference in the ability
with which the case is handled. The presentation of the Penns is
plausible and in accord with the historic facts as they are now known
to us, while that sworn to by Lord Baltimore appears to carry less
weight and is less accurate. By it Lord Baltimore is led to several
positions which are scarcely tenable, as when he denies that the
Three Lower Counties were ever called, or esteemed, as belonging
to Pennsylvania, or that William Penn was ever in quiet possession
of any part of them ; .or where he sees no difference between running
a circle two miles distant from Newcastle and the circle described in
the agreement. IHe is also made fo say that Pennsylvania and the
Three Lower Counties are on the east side of the Delaware. The
Penns took nearly a year in which fo reply to Tord Baltimore's

, answer, their response being filed on 20 April, 1788. To this appar-

ently Lord Baltimore did not reply and he was served on 27 Novern-
ber with a subpoena to make a rejoinder to the Penns.

Realizing that the case was to be stubbornly contested on both sides
and that the witnesses who knew anything of the conditions when the
controversy first arose, must pow be aged and soon unavailable as
sources of evidence, the Penns and the Baltimores were authorized
on 8 February, 1789, fo take svidence in America, the Penns at Phil-
adelphia and Newecastle, Lord Baltimore in Maryland. The latter
commission was modified on 13 March to allow the taking of testi-
mony at Annapolis, elsewhere in Maryland, or in the Three Lower
Counties. The Baltimore commission was executed between 9 April
and 18 September, 1740, while that of the Penns was exccuted from
October 20 to November 28. These commissions were respectively
returned to Lord Baltimore on the 16 Janunary, 1741, and,to the
Penns on 30 July, following. On 14 February and 28 April, 1742,
the Penns obtained orders to enlarge the time of publication and on
the 17 of June and 13 of J uly, following, Lord Baltimore’s solicitors
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received similar orders. Publication was finally passed on August
11, 1742.

Subsequent to the hearing in Chancery upon these depositions Lord
Baltimore’s solicitors found in the Record Office a copy of the Order
of 4 April, 1638, which neither they nor the keeper, Mr. Gallibrand,
had been able to find when the search was made the preceding Sum-
mer. Permission was accordingly given for the examination of wit-
nesses regarding this order on the 9 Jume, 1743. A little later the
golicitors agreed to extend still further the time for taking testimony,
and on 26 October, 1748, Lord Baltimore was allowed to amend the
case, making the Attorney General a party to it. Nothing more seems
to have been done until after the death of John Penn, which cceurred
on the 16 October, 1746. A hearing was held ten days later, but
was immediately adjourned on account of the absence of the Attorney
General and the endersers of the agreement. On 14 May, 1747, the
Penns filed a Supplemental Bill and a Bill of Revisor which was
answered by Lord Baltimore six months later. The introduction of
this new bill cccasioned the examination of new witnesses and further
dilatory movements on the part of Baltimore which seem to have
occupied the time from 1747 until 1750, when on the 15 May, 1750,
Lord Hardwicke issned his decree as High Chancellor requiring the
specific performance of the agreement of 1732.

Lorp Harowickr’s Decisron.

The decision of the Chancellor was preceded by an extensive
review of the case and the reasons for the conclusion which he
reached. Abstracts of this argument are found among the Calvert
Papers and the position of the Chancellor may be summarized as fol-
lows: '

The bill prayed for the specific performanee of the Articles of
Agreement signed on May 10, 1732 and the Chancellor argued that
relief should be granted unless it were shown (1) that the Court
lacked jurisdiction; {2) that the agreement was not proper because
of its effect on the rights of the Crown; (3) that it affected the rights
of the people; or (4) that it was improper for one of the following
reasons: Because the agreement in itself was voluntary. Because




174 HISTORY OF THE BOUNDARY DISIGTE

the time limit had elapsed. Because the agreement was in the nature
of submission to an arbitration in which there had been no award.
Because it was void on account of an imposition on the defendants
in that the latter had been mistaken in respect to their original
righis. DBecanse the terms of the agreement were in themselves un-
certain. Because the Penng had no rights entitling them to an agree-
ment, or because the Court eould not make the degree effectual if one
were issued. : '

The Chancellor argued that the Court possessed sufficient juris-
diction sinee both parties had submitted the questions to it and from
the fact that the agreement, although dealing with Jands in America,
had been executed in England. In the same manner the argument
that there was no occasion why relief should not be granted on
account of any effect upon the rights of the Crown or the people as
the former had ordered a division by the acts of 1685 and 1709 and
the people were left in possession of their private rights. Likewise
all of the eight reasons assigned why the original agrecment was
improper were discussed and decided adverse to the defendants. Tt
i nsually said, and rightly so, that this decision of 1750 was one of
specific performance of the agreement of 1732 and that it did not
touch upon the original rights of the contestants. The Chancellor,
however, did discuss to some extent the question of imposition and
possible mistakes on the part of the defendant with respect to his orig-
inal rights, and the position was taken by the Chancellor that the
Privy Council appeared to be in the right in its interpretation of the
limiting clause of the preamble of the Maryland charter, and that the
locations of the Capes were correct as stated by the plaintiffs, His
argmment was based upon the fact that these were the locations given
on the maps of Visscher, Bleau, Ogilvy, and Deluet. It is now
known that these locations arose from error on the part of Visscher
which was repeated time and again until the incorrect locations were
assumed in Europe to be the proper omes.

At the close of his argument the Chancellor decreed that the agree-
ment of 1732 should be fulfilled and that the specific performance
of the agreement should include the appointment of commissioners
within three months who were to be authorized to run and lay out the
part of a circle and the several lines called for in the original Arti-

R
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cles. Their work was ordered to be completed by the last day of April,
1752. After their work had been completed the proprietors were to
take the second stép towards the performance of the agreement by the
execution of mutual deeds of release and conveyance wherever
necessary at the cost of the party to whom such a release should be
made. The Chancellor further allowed both parties liberty to apply
to the Court whenever occasion demanded. The final point of the
decree dealt with the adjustment of costs of this long-drawn-out and
expensive suit, The Plaintiffs were ordered to pay to the Earl of
Pullot his costs incurred as a defendant, while Lord Baltimore was
ordered to pay to the Penns all costs incurred to the date of the
decree.

In the course of the document the Chancellor decided three ques-
tions which had been oceasions of difficulty with the Commissioners
of 1732, holding that the center of the circle should be in the middle
of the town of Newcastle; that thie circle should be of a radius or
semi-diameter of 12 miles; and that “Cape Henlopen ought to be
deemed and taken to be situated at the place where the same is laid
down and described in the Map or Plan annexed” to the Articles of
Agreement.

Survey or THE TRANSPENINSULAR Line, 1750.

The decree issned by Lord Hardwicke authorized the appointment
of commissioners for the carrying out of the original agreement.
Commissions were accordingly issued by the proprietors on the last
of June, following. According to these documents the commissioners
were authorized to supervise the running of a {ranspeninsular line
from “Cape Henlopen” (Fenwick’s Tsland) to the Chesapeake, and
from. the middle point of the same to run a meridian line northward
as a try line to determine the relations between the middle point and
the center of Newcastle. They were also authorized to run a due
east and west line fifteen miles south of Philadelphia. The commis-
sioners met at Newecastle, Delaware, on 15 November, 1750, and
organized by the reading of their commissions and the appointment
. of two clerks, who were to keep two sets of the minutes. They
decided that the first thing to do was to find the cenfer of Newcastle
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and arranged that the Baltimore surveyors should survey the town
while those representing Penn should attend and take the notes. This
was done accordingly, and the center of the town and ecircle was
agreed upon as at the courthouse. When this was done the method
of locating the circle was discussed. The Pennsylvanians held that

~ the circle should be determined by a series of chords subtending each

degree of the are. The Marylanders appear to have suggested the
very impracticable method of running a series of radii from the
courthouse. The old question of 1739 as to whether the miles should
be measured horizontally or superficially also arose. Care had been

~ taken by Lord Hardwicke to specify that the miles should be English

statute miles, but the commissioners wrangled as to whether statute
miles were measured horizontally or superficially. The Pennsyl-
vanie commissioners finally suggested that two lines be run, one
measured superficially, the other horizontally, and that they then
await the final decision. The Marylanders objected to the running of
such ex parfe lines and suggested that the commissions be examined,
all possible sources of disagreement discussed, and that further
instructions be asked upon matters in dispute. They finally com-
promised by agreeing to meet at Cape Henlopen and mark the begin-
ning of the transpeninsula line. - Even this was later modified o an
agreement that two surveyors should go to Cape Henlopen and settle
the variation of the compass and begin the running of the line west-
ward to the Chesapeake. The commissioners were to meet at Cape
Henlopen in December. The surveyors had a sorry time in their
efforts to start the line, as there were serious storms and their
temporary cabin on Fenwick Island was burned, leaving them only

partially clad on a cold wintry night. They stayed there, however,

and took successful observations at five o’clock on the following morn-
ing. They succeeded during the twenty-two days that they were on
the work in clearing a line some six miles west from Fenwick’s
Island. Then the surveyors of both sides declined to proceed further
on account of the season. The following Spring, on 22 April, 1751,
the commissioners and surveyors met and considered the point of
beginning of Cape Henlopen. They finally decided to take the line

. already run by the surveyors, who, according to the statement of one
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John Bowden, quoted by John Watson, had started this line from an
old stake which had been set up for the making of drum lines, but
which the commissioners and surveyors evidently regarded as an early
land mark. On the 27 of the month the surveyors were sworn in and
began their work, which they extended westward until June 12,
when at a distance of 66 miles they reached Slaughter Creek, a trib-
utary of the Chesapeake cutiing off James, or Taylor Island. Three
days later, at a distance of sixty—niné miles, 298 perches, they came
to the eastern side of Chesapeake Bay. On the following day their
work was approved by the commissioners. The Maryland commis-
sioners contended, however, that as Taylor’s Island was entirely sur-
rounded by water, it was not a part of the peninsula and that the line
should stop at Slaughter Creek. The Pennsylvania commissioners,
on the other hand, held that as Slaughter Creek was but two feet deep
at low water it should not be regarded as a part of Chesapeake Bay.
The commissioners agreed to refer the question to the Lord High
Chancellor and thereby avoid any delay. They then adjourned to
await the decision of the T.ord Chancellor and further instructions
from their proprietors. Accordingly nothing more was done for the
next ten years, as Charles, F'ifth Lord Baltimore, had died in Eng-
land while the line was being run. '

The death of Lord Baltimore introduced new legal difficulties
delaying the settlement of the boundary dispute. In his will the pro-
prietary rights in Maryland were bequeathed to his danghter and not
to his son, Frederick, who inherited the title. Such a separation of
the property from the title was the occasion for legal eonflict, and it
was ultimately deecided that Charles, Lord Baltimore, had no right
- to devise the property away from the title. An even more serious
occasion for delay arose in the refusal of the young Lord Baltimore
{0 be bound by any agreements of his predecessors, on the ground that
Charles by his marriage articles had been only a tenant for life, while
Frederick was a tenant entail. Even Mr. Paris, Penn’s solicitor,
appears to have accepted the legality of such an argument. Frederick, -
Lord Baltimore, was at the time in his minority and under the guid-
‘ance of his uncle, Cecilius Calvert, On this account we find that an
attempt to settle the boundary was opposed on account of the minority
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of his Lordship. Omn the 30 June, 1752, the Penns petitioned the
King to appoint suttable persons to join with their commissioners in
ascertaining the proper boundary lines. At the same time a petition
was offered in which Lord Baltimore asked that the Penns be obliged
to join him in ascertaining the boundary. Late in the year Lord
Baltimore’s guardian urged that the whole diseussion be postponed
until his Lordship attained his majority.

Tae AerzEMEnT oF 1760.

Both parties appeared to have been ready to come to gome agree-
ment but were at odds as to the terms. The Penns were anxious
to retain all the advantages gained from the agreement of 1732,
while Lord Baltimore, recognizing that his father had been bettered
in that agreement, hoped to regain some of the points lost by his
father. As early as the first of May, 1753, there were suggestions
regarding the arranging of a new agreement and some discussion as
to the terms to be employed. But matters, however, did not move
with sufficient rapidity to suit the Penns, who on the 8th of Novem-
ber, 1754, filed a bill of Revisor against Tord Baltimore on which
an order was issued on the 21 November, following. Towards the
last of March in the following year, Lord Baltimore, through his
solicitors, filed his plea to this Bill of Revisor and on 16 of May,
following, the plaintiffs were ordered to file an amended bill. This
was done on 17 September, 1755. A year later Baltimore made

“answer to the bill thus amended. In this answer Lord Baltimore

denies the accusation laid by the bill and states that he is willing to

- quit his elaim to any rights he may have in the questions of the trans-

peninsula survey if the Penns will relinquish all title to cost against
Lord Baltimore or his heirs, and that if thiz were done all the law-
suits should end and that each should pay his own lawyer’s bill. TIn
accordance with these suggestions a draft of an agreement between
the Penns and Lord Baltimore was made as early as the summer of
1757, which after some slight modifications reached its final form on
the 4 July, 1760. It was properly engrossed on parchment, and
signed on the 17 July, 1760.
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During the ten years from the survey of the transpeninsula line to
the signing of this new agreement by the contending proprietors, the
Lord High Chancellor had expressed his opinion in favor of hori-
zonial versus superficial lines, and the circle with the twelve-mile
radius about Neweastle, whose center should be at the court house in
that town. Everything, therefore, was in order for attempting once
more the running of the line between the respective Provinces.
Commissions were accordingly issued on the 5 July, 1760, by the
respective proprictors authorizing their representatives in America
to carry out the terms of the agreement of July 4.

Surveys UNDER THE AGREEMENT oF 1760.

The commissions from the proprietors were received in America
in September and arrangements were made at once for a joint meet-
ing of the commissioners. Their first meeting was held on the 19
November, 1760, and their final meeting was held November 9, 1768,
the term of the commissions having been enlarged from time to time.
There appears at the present time to be but one complete original
copy of the minutes of these commissions which is filed in the Land
Office ‘at Annapolis, Maryland. There are, however, many partial
records, or manuseript copies, among the Penn manuseripts in the
Pennsylvania Historical Society, and the Calvert Papers in the
Maryland Historical Society. The journals of the surveyors are also
preserved either in their original form or as conternporaneous copies,
and it is possible to trace the movements of the workers and the
progress of the various lines from day to day through the seven years
required to reach a final settlement. This has been done by the
writers, but any one wishing such detail must go to the original
authorities, as no attempt will be made to give other than a general
survey of the work in the following pages.™ ‘

The commissioners met at Newcastle on the 19 August, 1760,
and organized, by an interchange of credentials and the appointment
of clerks. Two days later, after considerable discussion, they had
agreed to fix the middle point of the transpeninsula line, and to run

*A few details regarding the Mason and Dizon survey may bhe gleaned from
the Engineer’s report preceding.
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a true meridian, or north line, thence until it was infersected by a
line run. from the center of Newcastle in such a way as to avoid the
Delaware River. From the length of these two lines and the angle
of their intersection they proposed to determine the true course of
the tangent line starting from the middle point and of the radius

Fie. 8. Map showing transpeninsular line and “middle point.”

from the center of Newcastle to the point of tangency. Three days
more were spent in discussing this same question. On the 24, the
commissioners expressed their conclusions in the form of eight reso-
lutions respecting the work to be done and the manner in which this
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was to be accomplished. Then they adjourned to meet at a subse- '
quent date near the middle point of the transpeninsula line.

ESTABLISHMENT OF THE MIDDLE POINT.

When the surveyors of 1751 ran the transpeninsula line they found
the distance from Fenwick’s Island on the east to James Island on
the west to be 69 miles, 298 perches, a value a mile and a quarter
greater than the actual distance. 'This error was evenly distributed,
due to imperfect chaining, so that the methods employed by the com-
missioners in 1760 were not. as disadvantageous to Maryland interests
as might at first appear. Assuming the valne obtained by the com-
missioners of 1751, those of the 1760 proceeded to locate the Middle
Point by going to the 85-mile post and finding a point 11 perches
east of the same where they put up a white cak post at an apparent
distance of 34 miles and 309 perches from either shore of the
peninsula. Several days were spent in marking permanently the
Middle Point and in determining the trne meridian for which two
observations were made. On the 11 December final instructions
were given to the surveyors to run a north line until it should inter-
sect with the line from Newcastle, which they were also authorized
to run. They were not, however, to endanger their health by con-
tinning the work throughout the Winter but were allowed to stop if
the weather became severe.

RUNNING OF THE MERIDIAN LINE.

The first attempt. The day after the commissioners left on 12
December, 1760, the surveyors commenced to'run the meridian line
northward. They continued in this work for a week when they
reached the swamps along the Nanticoke River having run a line six
miles and 8714 chains northward from the Middle Point. THere
they stopped their work and returned their minutes to their respective
£OVernors. ' : _

The second attempt. The commissioners met in joint session at
Chestertown, Maryland, on 25 March, 1761, and examined the
records of the work done the preceding Fall. Finding that the sur-
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veyors had not deviated from the meridian of the Middle Point, they
ordered them to assemble on the 15th of April and io proceed with
the running of the line from the point where they had left off.
Accordingly the surveyors assembled at the Nanticoke River and
extended the line from that point to the 25th mile post which they
reached on 12 June, 1761, At this point they were obliged to give
up the work temporarily, because the star Alioth, by which they had
been taking their meridian divections, could no longer be used, as it
passed the meridian in the day time. The commissioners at their
meeting on the 25th found that the measurements of the surveyors
did not quite tally and accordingly instructed the latter to return
and review their Jine. They were directed also to meet at the place
where they had last taken a meridian observation, and take another
by the use of some other star than Alioth. If the new meridian
coincided with that already run they were to proeceed northward up
the peninsula. Tf, however, they found any diserépancy they were
to wait until Alioth might be observed again. On 6 August, 1761,
the surveyors proceeded to continue the meridian line northward and
on the 24 October they reported to the commissionerwho had been
waiting for them at Newcastle that they had run the iine 80 miles
north of the Middle Poing, and that they hoped to finish the line of
intersection from Neweastle in a few days. On 6 November the
lines were completed and were found to intersect at an angle of 113°
86" at a point seven miles, thirtymine and ninety-seven hundreds
chaing, from the center of Newecastle, and 79 miles 52 chains from
the Middle' Point. From these figures it was estimated that the
tangent line would make an angle of three degrees thirty-two minutes
and five seconds westerly from the meridian line, and that the radius
from Newecastle to the tangent point should be 19.degrees, 3 minutes,
and 55 seconds north of the southwesterly intersection line already
run. The commissioners accordingly gave instruction on the 7
November for the surveyors to run the radins 12 miles on the course
indicated, and to mark the same at various points. On 28 November
following the surveyors report that they had set up a post marked
% which in their opinion was “12 Iinglish statute miles, horizontal -
measure, distance from the spirve of the court house to New Castle.”
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During the following days the line was re-measured from the post to
Neweastle, The field party broke up on 2 December, 1761,

LOCATION OF THE TANGENT LINE.

First attempt. In the following Spring the surveyors repaired to
the Middle Point and began on May 31, the running of the tangent
line. The location of this line was checked by the offsets directed
by the commissioners sonthwesterly from the first and fifth mile post
on the meridian line. As the work progressed other off-sets were
made from the meridian line to the tangent. Work progressed
steadily, though with frequent difficulties on account of the swampy
territory, until September 9, at which time the surveyors had run
and marked a line 81 miles, 74 chains and 65 links. This line inter-
sected the 12 mile radius, previously described, 33 chains and 76

links, or nearly half a mile, east of the post marked il% where they °
had hoped to intersect. Moreover, the angle of intersection was found -

to be 26 minutes larger than the required right angle.

Second attempt. The error in running the first tangent line had
exceeded the limit set by the commissioners by the time the 15th
mile post had been passed, but the cominissioners to whom this fact
had been reported evidently thought the errors were in the meridian
line and that if the fangent line were continued it would not vary
greatly from the line desired. The failure on the part of the first
line was reported to the commissioners on the 15th of September,
when a slight disagreement arose as to whether they should report
the results of this work and proceed to other lines, as suggested by
the Maryland commissioners, should revise their caleulations; or
run a new tangent line as suggested by the Pennsylvapians, who
recognized the possibility of the try line being accepted with the
consequent loss of a narrow wedge from the Three Lower Counties.
On 17 September the surveyors were finally instructed to return to
the Middle Point and to make an off set at the five-mile post equal
to 17 minutes 4114 seconds. They were then to ge to the post
marked xlu and set off an angle of 89 degrees, 55 43 seconds, with
the radius and on this course extend a line northward 157 feet 8

inches, where they were to fix a post marked These instruc-

X
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tions were carried out. In the latter portion of the year the sur-
veyors were oceupied in running a new tangent line morthward to
conform to the mew point which had been determined as above
deseribed. This was not, however, completed until the following
Spring. Then their line was continued northward reaching the west-
erly radius from Newcastle on 19 August, 1763. Here they found
that the new tangent line passed 5 chains and 25 links to the westward
of the post marked %{ . By computation they found that their true
tangent line was about 234 minutes easterly. This was much better
than the former attempt and might, perhaps, have been accepted if
it had not been for the fact that the commissioners had received word
from England of the appointment of the two mathematicians, astron-
omers, or surveyors, Charles Mason and Jeremiah Dixon, who were
to come over and assist them in running the lines. With this infor-
mation before them the commissioners decided to delay making any
reports to their propristors regarding the lines already ron until they
had had a conference with the mathematicians. This decision was
reached on the 22 October, 1763, at the conclusion of a meeting of
the commissioners held at Georgetown. They adjourned to meet in
Philadelphia in the following month.

e

I

Cusrigs Magow AWD JEREMIAN LIXON.

While the work was being pushed with considerable energy in
America, following the signing of the decree in 1760, little seems to
have been done in England. But one of the two principal move-
ments made by the proprietors was of particularly noteworthy char-
acter-—the employment of Messrs. Charles Mason and Jeremish
Dixzon; the other was of minor importance, and was doubtless due
to the reporting of certain disputes regarding the methods of the
work and the accuracy of the lines carried on by the commissioners
in America. The Penns seemed to have gained the impression that
Lord Baltimore was not doing his share to earry out the agreement;
accordingly they made formal complaint that Lord Baltimore had
refused to perform the agreement of 1760. An answer was filed
againgt this charge in the early part of 1762. The proprietors
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finally united in a petition for the confirmation of their agreement
of 1760.

Attempts have been made by Mr. Burchard to gain some additional
information regarding both the character of the surveyors whose
names have become household words and the conditions under which
they were selected to make the survey of the boundary line. To this
end Mr. Robert Tarrison, an assistant secretary of the Royal Society,
searched the Council Minutes of that Society from 1760 to the end
of 1765 in an effort to see if these gentlemen had been nominated, or
appointed, by that organization, which was interested in their work
and appropriated funds for the determination of the length of a
degree of latitude in America along the tangent line. The search,
however, was tmsuccessful. 1t seems on the whole most probable
that the two men were employed by the proprietors of the two
Provinces in a private capacity on the recommendation of Mr.
Makeleyne, the Astronomer Royal, with whom the astronomers had
previously worked. '

Little, or nothing, is known of the personal history of Messrs.
Mason and Dixon beyond the fact that they had been employed in
making observations of an eclipse in Africa whither they had been
driven by the force of circumstances on a journey to India under-
taken for the same purpose. Mr. Latrobe in his History of the
. Mason and Dixon Line has attempted to draw some conclusions from
the signatures which appear so frequently throughout the Journal.
From these he inferred “that Mason was a cool, deliberate, pains-
taking man, & man of quiet conrage,” and that Dixon “was a younger
man, g more active man, a man of an impatient spirit and of nervous
temperament, just such a man as sober-sided colleague.” Dunlop
furnishes the additional information that Mr. Mason after some years
in Europe at work on astronomical tables returned to America with
his wife and eight small children, where he died, in Philadelphia,
in 1787, Dixon died in England ten years earlier.

The engagement of Messrs. Mason and Dixon was decided upon
on the 20 June, 1763. Tt was therefore not the result of the failure
of the Jocal surveyors to run an accurate tangent line on their second
attempt. It seems rather to have been the result of a letter written
by the Pennsylvania commissioners in the Fall of 1761 in which they
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strongly set forth the difficulties and efforts of the loeal surveyors.
A rough draft of an agreement between the proprietors and the sur-
veyors is extant dated 20 July, but it was not until 4 Avgust follow-
ing that this reciprocal agreement was signed by Mason and Dixon’
and 'the proprietors. The disinterested character of the two sur-
veyors with rvespect to the relative rights of the proprictors has been
accepted nsually without question and with apparent justice. There
is, however, among the documents a letter written in the Spring of
1764 in which the insinuation is made that they might, perhaps, be
favoring the Penns who were arranging for the survey of their
northern boundary with the idea that the work should be given to
Messrs. Mason and Dixon as a douceur in case they treated them
right in the survey of the southern boundary.

Tur Worx or Mzussrs. MasoNw AND Dixoxw.

The original survey by Magon and Dixon is more fully described
in the report by Captain Hodgkins, but it is well to review bricfly
the subject at this point. Arriving in Philadelphia in the Fall of
1763 after presenting their credentials to the joint commissioners
Mason and Dixon, under authority of the commissioners, began their
work and their journal which gives a daily account of all that they
did from the 15 November until their return to England in 1788.
They were sworn in by the commissioners on the 6 December having
previously been in attendance since the first of that month. Three
days later they were formally instrueted to determine the latitude
of the southernmost point of Philadelphia and then to go to make
similar observations at a point 30 to 35 miles west of the city, and
to run a dne south line 15 miles at the end of which they were to
determine again the latitude, mark the spot, and notify the commis-
sioners. On the 15 June, 1764, whether or not the other worl was
completed, they were instructed to go to the Middle Point of the
transpeninsula line and run by transit a tangent therefrom, in
accordance with the last course of the surveyors and the hints given
by Dr. Bevis and Mr. ITarris. This line should be marked by posts
at the end of every mile. The usual insiructions were also given
regarding the keeping of notes, record of buildings past, and the
respect for property rights of the owners of the lands they traversed.
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Tn accordance with these instructions Messrs. Mason and Dixon
were occupied in determining the latitude at Philadelphia until 7
January, 1764, when they set out for the forks of the Brandywine.
There they were busy taking a second set of latitude observations
until the 2 April. On the Jatter date they began the measurement
of the 15 miles southward which was not completed until the 12 inst.
After taking numerous observations at the southern end of this line
and establishing the observatory.for closer work the distance was
re-measured and the corrections applied. It was not until the 13
June that the location of this point was established thoroughly and
all of the computations made. On the 25 June the surveyors arrived
at the Middle Point and began the running of their tangent line
which they completed on the 27 August following. Having com-
puted the off-scts necessary for the running of a true tangent line
they returned to the Middle Point, setting off the off-sets to the cor-
rected line. When they arrived at the Middle Point they found they
were 2 feet and 2 inches to the west of their former position. From
the 27 September until the 10 November the surveyors were occupied,
in running the corrected tangent northward and on the 13th, they
record the conclusion “that the Offset Posts in our last Visto, mark’d
MD, are (as far as is practicable) in the true Tangent Line.”

Having made many observations of doubtful character some days
preceding, Mason and Dixon on the 4 April, 1765, placed four marks
about half a mile westward for the direction of the line, and finding
them distant from each other only 18 inches, decided to begin the
western line which has since then been associated with their names,
The measurements in their notes refer to the point marked west,
nearly three miles east of the northeast corner of Maryland and not,
as one at-this later day might suppose, to the latter point. - At this
time they ran the line only to the Susquehanna River which they
reached on the 27 May. Between the 28 May and the 21 June the
surveyors were ocenpied in laying out the lines between the tangent
point and the northeast corner of Maryland, and attending tlic
meetings of the joint commissioners. Work was rencwed on ‘the
western line on the 26 June and continued reégularly with frequent
observations for latitnde until the 28 October when they began-their’
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return to the Susquehanna Rivershaving extended the line over 117
miles from the point marked west, to the foot of North Mountain.
As they returned eastward they set off the off-sets from the straight
line chords, which they had run, to form the curved line required by
the degree of latitude. They reached the Susquehanna on 7 Novem-
ber and were busy with the rounding up of their affairs, or attending

upon the commissioners, who held a meeting at York, until the 21 .

of the month. On the latter day they started for the Middle Paint
to begin the setting up of stones on the tangent line. On the first of
January, following, they reported the stones all set and thus closed
their field season for 1765.

The field season of 1766 was occupied in running a line from the
eastern slopes of North Mountain to the foot of Savage Mountain,
where the surveyors stopped and began the cutting of a broad swath
or visto, through the forest along the true boundary, which had been
determined by the establishment of posts set off from the line actually
run. These offsets were measured every ten chains, although not all
of them were marked. The visto reached the north east corner of
Maryland in the latter part of September; it was at this time that the
remark was made describing the appearance of the line as viewed
from an eminence. The visto, as a rule, was about twenty five feet

wide, and the number of posts which had been set was three hundred

and three. The month of November was oceupied in the setting of
the remaining stones in the tangent line and along the first twenty-six
miles of the western line. These stones were set 73 links eastward
of the mile post so that they would stand an even mile from the north
east corner of Maryland, rather than at mile intervals from the tem-
porary point in Mr. Bryan’s field nearly three miles farther east.
During the latter part of November, apparently without authority
from the proprietors; the commissioners ordered Mason and Dixon
to extend their west line eastward to the Delaware River. This was
done accordingly and the latter point was reached on the first of
December.

Work during the Summer of 1767 was much delayed because of
the fear of Indian troubles arising from their objeetion to the advance
of Europeans beyond the Allegheny Front. The delicate task of
gaining the consent of The Six Nations was entrusted to Sir William

-
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Johnson who was not able to win this until June. According to the
original arrangements five or six Indians were to accornpany the
surveyors as representatives of the Six Nations, but through some
misunderstanding, between 100 and 150 began to assemble in attend-
ance. It was only after further negotiaiions with the Indians that
the commissioners were able to avoid the expense and trouble of .
maintaining such a large following. Tt was not until the 10 July
that Mason and Dixon actually began the continuance of the line
towards the western limit of Pennsylvania. By the middle of
August they had reached the present limits of Maryland, although
at the time there was no notice taken of the fact. From then until
the first of November the entire party was engaged in running and
marking the line between Pennsylvania and Virginia in which Tord
Baltimore had no interests or concern although he was ultimately
to pay one half of the expenses. During the remainder of November
on their return eastward the surveyors were engaged in cutting the
visto, erecting cairns of stone, or earth, and establishing the stones
which had been brought from England. The latter extended only
as far as the one hundred and thirty-second mile from the beginning
of the west line.

The farthest point westward reached by Mason and Dixzon was
933 miles, 17 chains, and 48 links from the post marked west in Mr,
Bryan’s field, or 230 miles, 18 chains, and 21 links from the begin-
ning of the west line. They were stopped at this point by the
Indians who had received permission fromethe chiefs of the Six
Nations to allow the surveyors to extend their work only to a war-
path lying slightly enst of the westernmost point reached by Mason
and Dixon.

The surveyors attended the commissioners at Christiana Bridge
December 24-26 when they were instructed by the commissioners
to draw a plan of the boundaries between the two Provinces. This
was done accordingly and the plans were delivered to the Rev.
Richard Peters on 29 January, 1768. This constitutes the last entry
in the Mason and Dixon Journal in the copy owned by the Pennsyl-
vania Society. The Maryland copy ends on the 4th October 1767,
while the U. 8. State Department copy continues until the 11 Sep-
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ternber, 1768. On the 10 September as Mason was preparing to
embark from Halifax the commissioners met at the Middle Point and
marked with a permanent stone one of the earliest occupied stations
on any of the permanent lines run by Mason and Dixon.

There still remained a few formalities before the work of Mason
and Dixon should be rendered complete. On 20 August, 1768, Lord
Baltimore and the Penns united in a petition to the King for his
approbation of the line, or boundary laid down. On the 9 Novem-
ber, following, the commissioners reported the establishment of the
line between Pennsylvania and Maryland and during the same month
Mason and Dixon presented their bill. The accounts were finally
agreed upon in 1769 and a receipt was given by the surveyors on
the 24 February. On 11 January the King in Counecil ratified the
Magon and Dixon line as the settled boundary between the Provinees
of Pennsylvania and Maryland. The original vouchers still pre-
served among the manuscripts of the Library of the American
Philosophical Society, show that this survey cost the proprietovrs
fully $75,000. How much more was spent in lawyers’ fees, the
gathering of testimony, proseeution of trespassers, and worry will
never be known. The proprietors remained in peaceful possession
of their governments scarccly five years before the encounters ba-
tween the colonists and British soldiery marked the opening of
the. American Revolution -by which these princely domains were
wrested from their Furopean owners. Frederick, the sixth and
last of the Raltimore *barons, died on 4 September, 1771, before
the disruption occurred.

WeEsTWARD EXTENSION.

Less than ten years passed after Mason and Dixon were stopped
by the Indians before the settlements on either side of the prolonga-
tion of their line became sufficiently numerous to arouse a sentiment
favoring its completion. The question now became one between
Pennsylvania and the Virginians, since all the territory lay far to
the west of the meridian of the first fountain of the Potomae. In
1778 the Penns petitioned the King to appoint proper persons to lay
off their western and northern boundaries. To this the King agreed
and the proclamation was issued in 1774, On 7 May of the same
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year Messrs. James Tilghman and Andrew Allen were commissioned
to confer with the Farl of Dunmore, then governor of Virginia,
regarding the settlement of the boundary between Pennsylvania and
Virginia. This resulted in a conference held at Williamsburg, Va.,
in June 1774. The views held by the two constituencies were far
apart and nothing resulted from this conference. On 15 June 1776
Virginia proposed that a line be run from the north west corner of
Maryland to the mouth of Plum Creek, a iributary of the Alleghany
River. This was a northerly line which would have given to Vir-
ginia the Monongahela Valley and Pittsburg and was naturally
rejected by Pennsylvania when considered by the latter in September
of the same year. Amnother attempt is referred to in the history of

-Alleghany County as embodied in the resolution passed by the Vir-

ginia Assembly on 18 December, but nothing appears to have resulted
from this,

THE BALTTMORE CONFERENCE.

Somewhat later commissioners were appointed by the States who
met in Baltimore in August, 1779, and came to an agreement which
was sanctioned by Virginia and Pennsylvania Assemblies in the
succeeding Summer. The Journal of the procsedings of the com-
missioners which is extant has been published by the Pennsylvania
authorities. This shows that the Commissioners met in Baltimore
on 27 August and that, after organizing, their respective claims were
presented in a series of letters. The Pennsylvanians first proposed
that, aceording to their charter, they were entitled to the beginning
of the 40th Degree; that, accordingly, a meridian should be drawn
southward from the first fountain of the Potomac to the beginning
of the 40th Degree of latitude; that thence a parallel of latitude
should be drawn to the western extremity of the State. On August
30 the Virginia commissioners replied that they did not so read the
Pennsylvania charter but that Pennsylvania was entitled to no terri-
tory southward of the Neweastle circle nor westward of a point five
degrees west of the intersection of that circle and the Delaware River,
quoting in their favor many of the arguments which had been
employed in the Maryland controversy. They were willing, how-
ever, to suggest that the Mason and Dixon line be eontinued. The
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response of the Pennsylvania commissioners made upon the same
day was to the effect that they did not feel justified in adopting the
Mason and Dixon line unless this line were extended so as to give
to Pennsylvania as much land as it would have held according to the
original terms of its grant. In other words they were willing to
vield the territory south of the Mason and Dixon line in return for
the Panhandle Distriet of Virginia. The Virginians promptly
responded that they could not consider this idea of compensation but
were willing to compromise on a line running from the western limits
of Maryland fo a point five degrees west of the Delaware on the
parallel of 39° 30" north latitude. This proposition was accepted
by the Pennsylvanians with the additional ¢lause that a meridian line
drawn northward from this point should serve as the western
boundary of their State. The additional proposition was declined
by the Virginians who proposed, in its stead, that the Magon and
" Dizon line extend five degrees westward from the Delaware and that
a meridian from that point should form the western bound of Penn-
sylvania. To this the latter agreed and a formal joint-agreement
“to extend the Mason’s and Dizon’s Line due west five degrees of
longitude, to be computed from River Delaware, for the southern
boundary of Pennsylvania, and that a meridian drawn from the
western boundary therecf to the northern limit of the same State be
the western boundary of Pennsylvania forever” was signed on 81
of August, 1779.

This agreement was ratified by the General Assembly of Virginia
23 June, 1780, and two months later on 23 September, by the Penn-
sylvania Assembly. It was not, however; until 21 February follow-
ing that John Lukins and Archibald McClean (two surveyors wha
had been associated with Mason and Dixon, or the earlier work of the
trangpeninsular line), were appointed as commissioners on the part
of Pennsylvania to extend the Mason and Dixon line, and to run a
meridian to the Ohio River in accordance with the agreement reached
nearly eighteen months before. . A letter was dispatched to Thomas
Jefferson, then Governor of Virginia, by Joseph Reed, then president
of the Pennsylvania Council, informing him of the appointment of
-commissioners. Nearly two months later on April 17 Governor
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Jefferson announced the appointment of James Madison and Robert
Andrews, two professors of William and Mary’s College as the
commissioners on the part of Virginia. In, this letter it was sug-
gested that the five degrees of longitude be determined astronomically
by two observatories situated at either end of the distance. Madison
was assigned to the Delaware end and Andrews to the more arduous
western extremity.

A1l of this oceurred during the Revolutionary War when the colon-
ists were harassed on the west by the Indians, and on the east by the
British and internally by many pioneer settlers who were ready fo
stop with force the running of boundary lines which would mean to
them the determination of jurisdiction and the consequent payment
of taxes arid military duties. The internal econditions demanded that
the commissioners be protected by a strong force of militia sometimes
numbering 250 men, a force which the military conditions at the
time rendered it exccedingly difficult to furnish. It is accordingly
not at all strange that in reply to Governor Jefferson’s letter Presi-
dent Reed should suggest on 14 May, 1781, that a temporary line’
be run at first, to quiet the disorder along the boundary and that the
more accurate astronomical observations be made later. Moreover, it
was at this time after his unsuccessful attempts to overpower Greene
in Virginia and North Carolina that Cornwallis decided to pursue
him no further but to return to Virginia where he hoped to entrap
Lafayette and his forces. In the disordered conditions of Virginia .
the commissioners did not wish to leave their families unprotected
and there was, aceordingly, difficulty in getting the commissioners of
the two States together. The Pennsylvania commissioners, accord-
ing to their original instructions, had been authorized in case of the
non-appearance of those from Virginia to ascertain and mark a line
in strict conformity with the terms of the original agreement, but on
account of the many difficulties their work had been turned over to
Alex. McClean whose instructions allowed him to do the work only
in conjunetion with the Virginia authorities. On account of these
many difficulties nothing was done during the Summer of 1781 to
run even the temporary line. During the Fall a second attempt was
undertaken by the appointment of new commissioners on the part of
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Pennsylvania, but on March 1, 1782, the Pennsylvania Council -

decided mot to run their line by astronomical observations at that

time on account of the great expense involved and the unsettled

character of the frontier where much opposition had arisen with
respect to running any line. In their attempt to come together in
the Spring of 1782 the Governor of Virginia apparently confused the
Mason and Dixon line with the temporary line of 1789 and aceord-
ingly misread some of the Pennsylvania communiecations in which
the term temporary line had been used in regard to the extension of
the Mason and Dixon Line, and this in {urn led to some delay.
When attempts were made in the Summer of 1782 to run an ez parte
line, the inhabitants along the border rose in serious opposition and
stopped the progress of Alex. MeClean, who was acting as surveyor
for Pennsylvania. On the 10 June while attempiing to procecd
from the mouth of Dunkard Creek he was stopped by a body of
armed horsemen who darved him to a trial of resolution. It was,
therefore, impossible for him to make any progress without open war
with the local inhabitants. This he did not feel free to undertake.
Finally in November McClean was able, with Joseph Nemlle, who
had been appointed a commissioner in the preceding August to
undertake the work, and ou the 28 ingt, they reported: “We have
extended Dixon’s and Masoh’s line 23 miles to a small poplar in the
forks of Fish Creek and from thence extended a Meridian of 61 miles
and 236 perches to the Ohie River, which interseets the same in the
Narrows above the upper end of Much More’s Bottom and about 214
miles above the mouth of Yellow Creek.” Towards the last of
February, 1783, the President and Council of Pennsylvania pre-
sented a report with a map explaining the extension of the Mason and
Dixon Line and suggested that a proclamation be issued concerning
the new boundary. The line was confirmed as a temporary boundary

22 March and a proclamation was issued four days later on the
26 Mareh announcing the settlement and running of the Meridian

and Mason and Digon line extension.

EBatension by Astronomical Observation. The same mounth that
the treaty between the English and the colonists was signed in Paris
the Penngylvanians took up anew the question of their western

——————
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boundary. Both States appointed commissioners during the Fall of
1783 and made all their preparations in the line of instruments and
a study of the case to take up the actual survey promptly. The
observations were comuenced on the eastern end of the line, on the
Delaware, on 1 June, 1784, the commissioners having met previously
in the middle of the preceding month. The observations were com-
pleted on the 25 September, 1785, when two of the senior commis-
sioners returned to their home to avoid the hardships and expense
involved in a journey to the western end of the line. A joint report
of the conimissioners was made November 18, 1784, although there
still remained much work to be done. According to a letter of Robert
Andrews, one of the Virginia commissioners, dated March 5, 1785,
the necessary astronomical work had been completed at that fime
and the Mason and Dixon line extended the distance of 5 degrees west
from the Delaware. The only thing remaining undone was the Tun-
ning of the dus north line. On the 23 of August, following, the work
on the meridian boundary was completed and a joint report by the
commissioners was prepared on the same date.

The seazon of 1784 appears to have been rather unsatisfactory
for the making of astronomiecal observations, but the records show
that the commissioners succeeded in making sixty different obser-
vations at the eastern end of the line and between forty and fifty
on the western end, which was situated more than thirty miles
beyond the limits of a settlement on a high hill at a point previously
determined as the western end of the Mason and Dixon line exten-
sion. - All of the observations were made on the eclipses of Jupiter’s
satellite. ‘The results of the calculations made showed that their two
ohscrvatories were twenty minutes, one and one eight seconds of time
from each other, or slightly more than five degrees of longtitude.

Resurveys oF TEE OLD Bovwpary Linms.

The temporary character of the marking of a portion of the orig-
inal Mason and Dixon line and its subsequent extension westward,
together with the ravages of time during the hundred or more years
sinee the original surveyors heaped up their cairns of earth and stone,
asgisted by the vandalism of relic hunters and others, have at places




196 HISTORY OF THE BOUNDARY DISPUTE

more or less obliterated the marks of the original surveyors. Since
upon these depend the exact limitations of jurisdiction, with the eon-
sequent uncertainties regarding title, and the difficulties experienced
by the officials in collecting taxes and exercising the authority of the
law, it has been necessary from time to time o examine the condition
of the boundaries and to resurvey and remark their location. As a
rule attempts have been made to restore the original line by interpola-
ting points between known monuments of earth or stone rather than to
correct any errors made by the original surveyors. The rapid review
of this more recent work given in the following pages serves to
acquaint the reader. with what has been done, and to furnish the
student with some estimate of the accuracy of the original surveys,
viewed from the standards of accuracy employed at the present time.
Prior to the execution of the last and most extensive of these resur-
veys, giving rise to the present report, there have been three distinet
re-examinations along the lines marking the boundaries laid down
by Mason and Dixon. The first of these was the Graham Survey of
1849/50, dealing with the relocation of the boundary lines between
Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania involving the study of the
northern end of the tangent line, a portion of the Newcastle eircle,
the short due north line, and & portion of the west line whese infer-
section forms the northeast eorner of Maryland. The second resurvey
wag the Sinelair survey of the extension of the Pennsylvania-West
Virginia line from the north west corner of Maryland to the south
; west corner of Pennsylvania, This involved a study of the western
! : work of Mason and Dixon, and the extension of the line made under
] the joint auspices of Pennsylvania and Virginia in 1783/4, as well
as the remarking of the western boundary of Pennsylvania. The
’ third undertaking was the survey and marking of the Newcastle
l‘ circle, separating Delaware and Pennsylvania. This involved the
\E - determination of a new line forming & eompound curve including the

few recognizable points of the original Taylor-Pierson Survey of
1701, and the portion of the arc near the tangent point determined
by Mason and Dixon.
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Tuae Oramam ReEsurveEy or 1849/50.

Action was taken on the part of Maryland (February 11, 1846),
Pennsylvania { April 10, 1849), and Delaware (February 10, 1847),
leading towards the survey and determination of the point of inter-
section of the three States, the fixing of a stable mark, or monument,
to indicate the point, and authorizing the appointment of commis-
gioners representing the respective commonwealths. These comimis-
sioners met in Wilmington in October, 1849, to organize and examine
the problems involved in the earrying out of their commission. It

was found wise at the time, on account of the intricacy of the work

involved, to apply to the general government for assistance. This was
furnished by the Secretary of War by the detail of Lieut. Col. James
D. Graham with a corps of topographical engineers. On the 12
November the commissioners communicated directly with Colonel
Graham, indicafing their purpose to remark the following points, viz:

1st. The beginning of the curve, or north end of the tangent
line.

2nd. The meridian of the curve between Delaware and Mary-
land.

3rd. The point, or place, of intersection of the due north Iine
and said curve, being the point of intersection of the
three States; and

4th. The north end of the aforesaid due north line, or inter-
section of said line, with the east and west line of Mason

and Dixon, being “a parallel of latitude fifteen English
-statute miles south of the most southern part of the city

of Philadelphia,” and the boundary of Pennsylvania and

Maryland on the north. -

Three days later Colonel Graham replied outlining the proposed
method of making the resurvey suggesting a preliminary, or experi-
mental, survey to locate all of the then existing boundary marks, or
monuments. From this it would be possible to find out what, if any,
monuments were missing and the points which they should occupy.
With this information at hand the final survey eould be undertaken
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- readily. On the same day, November 15, the commissioners accepted
- the method of work proposed by Colonel Graham and authorized
him to undertake the survey.

The final rcport on this work was muade by Colonel Graham on
February 27, 1850. From this report it is learned that Colonel
Graham commenced his work on October 30, 1849, by a couference
with the Governor of Maryland and an examination of the doecuments
-then placed at his disposal. From these many extracts were made
showing the mefhods in which the original lines were run, and the
interpretation of the various Tocal terms involved in the location.
From November 9 to 12 the tirme was spent in the preparation of
instruments and in a conference with the commissioners at Wilming-
ton. The latter on the 13th and 14th of the same month accompanied
the surveyor in making the proposed reconnaissance of the line and
landmarks within the limits of the povtion of the boundary in ques-
tion. They vigited at this time the northeast corner of Maryland,
examinod the line on either side for two or three miles, and thence
proceeded to the intersection point and tangent point. From the
latter their examination was extended southward as far as the 79th
stone from the Middle Point of the transpeninsula line marking the
tangent line. :

Actual surveying began at the 79th mile stone and procecded to
the tangent point and thence due north to the northoast cornmer of
Maryland. © Then it was found that the line did not deviate two
inches from the center of a stake which was found at the supposed
intersection of the meridian and the east and west line. On 21
November work began at the second mile post west of the northeast
corner and extended eastward until it intersected with the newly run
north line. Having Jocated the reguired point, an excavation was
made in which, at a depth of about three feet below the surface, an
unmarked cut stone, similar to those found on the arc of the circle
sonthward, was found. This was the stone placed by the commis-
sioners on the 18 June, 1765, thirty years prior to the marking of
the point with a stone bearing the arms of the proprietors. The
unmarked stone had probably been buried at the place when the one
bearing the arms was placed in position.
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FI6. 1—ORIGINATL MASON AND DIXON MONUMENT (NO. 22) MILESTONE, WEST OF
CONOWINGO CREEK, REPAIRED AND RESET,

. FIg, 8—NEW MONUMENT (No. 158) or 1902, MILESTONE SET IN OLD MOUND OF
MASON AND DIXON (1766) ON TUSSEY MOUNTAIN, NORTHWHEST OF FLINUSTONE.

VIEWS OF MONUMENTS ALONG MASON AND DIXON LINE.
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During the subsequent work discrepancies were found in the meas-
urements of Mason and Dixon, particularly regarding the length of
the Newecastle radius and the curvature of the small arc between the
tangent point and the point of intersection. These were found after-
wards to be due to inaceuracies in chaining and to errors in some of
the elements involved in the original computations. Amnother error
arose from the acceptance by Mason and Dixon of the radius line run
by the local surveyors previous to the inception of their work. This
radiug, according to Colonel Graham’s work should be revolved about
the center of its eircle by an are of 8.3414 seconds to the south, and
then produced 2 ft. 4 in. westward and the tangent line which was
run by Mason and Dixon, if revolved around the Middle Point an
angle of 1.2 secends would allow the two lines to intersect at right
angles 157.6 feet south of the present tangent stone. As Colonel
Graham remarked, “the slight variation thus required in the azmuth
of the tangent line proves the surprising accuracy of its direction as
determined by Messrs. Mason and Dixon.” The error in the curve
detected by the resurvey is not one of moment, as it abstracts from
Delaware and gives to Maryland only about 1.87 of an acre. It is,

~ however, of interest as being almost the only instance where the errors
in the original surveys favored Maryland. By the error in locating
the northern boundary of Maryland, putting it five chains too far

~ south, Maryland lost a strip of that width along the whole of its
northern boundary, about 196 miles. The area thus included amounts
to nearly 8,000 acres. The error in making the radins from the New-
castle circle which placed the tangent point 108 feet too far from the
center took a strip of that width from the eastern border of Mary-
land as far south as the tangent’ point, while south of that point it
removed a gradually narrowing wedge 8414 miles long and 108 feet
wide at its base. The area involved and lost to Maryland by the
error is approximately 615 acres. '

The field work of this survey was completed on 6 February, 1850,
and the final report transmitted by the commissioners to their respect-
ive Governors on 1 March, following, '
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SincraTR REsurvEY oF TiHE WesTERN ExTnrnsion 1685.

The States of Pennsylvania and West Virginia having provided,
by appropriate legislation, for the appointment of a joint commission
to éxamine as to the true location of the monuments which marked
the boundary line between them, and to replace any monuments
d11ap1dated or missing, the commissioners appointed met in Pitts-
burg, April 10, 1883. It was there decided to secure, if possible,
from the U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey the detail of two of its
officers to do the actual surveying, under the supervision of the com-
missioners. Kor this work the Federal Bureau detailed Mr. . H.
Sinelair with Mr. O. H. Van Orden, as his assistant. The plan of
the survey involved the re-running and location of a true meridian as
the western boundary of Pennsylvania and a subsequent running
and remarking of the parallel of the Mason and Dixon line. The first
part of this resurvey was done between the first of May and June 30,
1883, the surveyors reporting at a meeting of the joint commissioners
held at Pittsburg on July 3, following. At this meeting Mr. Sineclair
was authorized to make the necessary latitude observasions for trac-
ing out the line from the southwest corner of Pennsylvania to the
northwest corner of Maryland, a distance of about fifty-five miles,
and to undertake the tracing of the line according to the funds avail-
able. The entire distance was divided into four sections, by the loca-
tion of five latitude stations, at each of which there were no less than
fifty observations taken. Observations at the southwest corner were
made between the 15th and 19th of August, inelnding 78 observa-
tions, and the determination of chronometer error by the obgervations
of time stars each night. The observations were then made on Lantz’s
Hill near Jallytown, on Mount Morris, at Harvey, and finally, at
the Maryland corner where the observations were completed on Sep-

- tember 6. Sixteen out of the twenty-two nights between the begin-

ning and defermination of the observations were clear, or suitable
for work, enabling the determinations to be made with considerable
rapidity. A few days later it was decided finally to range out the
parallel boundary as far as the funds would permit. Work at this
end was begun accordingly on the 26 September. As the work pro-
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gressed eastward a few of the old marks of the extension survey were
found, and east of Brown’s Jiill the mounds erected by Mason and
Dixon were in frequent evidence. By the aid of these it was possible
to recognize errors in the original survey, From the southwest corner
to Lantz’s Hill the old line is not the agtronomical parallel derived
from the latitude observations, nor does it coineide with the theoret-
ical curve passing through the southwest corner of Pennsylvania.
From Lantz’s Hill to Brown’s Hill the line coincides’ with the
theoretical curve passing through the original station at the former
place. East of the latter point the line bends to the southward in
an almost straight line. This southerly deviation continues to the
first mound west of the Monongahela, from which point the line
bends northerly approximately parallel to the theoretical .curve.
Before the work was completed thirty-five and one-eighth miles were
surveyed, of which twenty-one miles were marked permanently. That
part of the line which was originally run by Mason and Dixon, begin-
ning 21%4 miles east of the southwest corner of Pennsylvania, was
not marked by the Sinclair survey at this time on account of the lack
of funds and increased cost due to the southerly deviation from a

theoretical curve which was found in it. The old line, however,

could be traced without serious difficulty by the mounds which Mason
and Dixon so conscientiously placed at a time when they were har-
assed by the Indians and by the frequent desertion of their laborers.
During the Fall of 1885 Mr. Sinelair, without the assistance of Mr.
Van Orden, completed the resurvey of the extension to the Maryland
corner. 1t was found that the old line bent north quite rapidly until
at the northwest limit of Maryland it is only about fifty feet south of
the theoretical course passing through the southwest corner of Penn-
sylvania. This being the case, no corrections were made in the orig-
inal line, but monuments were set in the old mounds. The final report
of the commissioners was filed with the Department of Internal
Affairs at Harrisburg, July 10, 1886. The report of the engineer is
dated January 16, 1886.

The publication of this report on the western extension served as
the nucleus of the admirable report on the boundaries of Pennsyl-
vania published in 1887, while J. Simpson Africa was secretary of
Internal Affairs. This volume with iis atlas of maps and its eopious
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- extracts from original documents is a fund of information for any

student investigating the history of the various boundary surveys.
In it is published a transecription of the original field notes and
astronomical observations of Charles Mason and Jderemiah Dixzon
made by them during their surveys of the boundary lines between the
various provinces from 1763 to 1768. The three copies of notes of
these original surveyors now known differ somewhat, the publication
following the copy in the library of the Pennsylvania Historical
Society. '

Hopgrins Survey oF THE CIRcULAR BounpDary, 1892,

The ecircular boundary forming a limit between Delaware and
Pennsylvania although often confused with the Mason and Dizon
lines did not form a part of them except along a small portion of the
curve between the tangent point and the point of intersection on the
western boundary of Delaware. The line was originally fore-shad-
owed in the deed of feoffment from James, Duke of York, to William
Penn and the charter of Pennsylvania from Charles I1. Although
the inhabitants of Pennsylvania and the Three Lower Counties were
all under William Penn as proprietor, the feeling between them
became strained. Those who lived within the Pennsylvania grant

. were English Quakers and Germans, who came over under the leader-

ship of William Penn, while those living along the Delaware from
Wilmington southward were Duteh, Swedish, and Finnish settlers,
or their descendants, who had held the land prior to the advent of
William Penn. The diverse interests led to disorders which served
as an excuse for taking the government away from William Penn.
‘When this was restored the inhabitants were able to enforce the estab-
lishment of two distinet assemblies. The line marking the limits of
their respective jurisdictions was the circular houndary. This was
first run out in 1701 by Isaac Tailer of Chester County and Thomas
Pierson of Newecastle County. At the time the line was run, it was
marked in a2 temporary fashion by blazed trees and other local objects,
which as tiwe went on became lost. The original circular boundary
was supposed to be twelve miles distant from Newcastle, but the
resurvey by Captain Hodgkins has shown that in reality it was nearly
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thirteen miles in radivs and that its western limit was within the
present territory of Maryland. Mason and Dixon, in the process of
their work, made an error in adopting the radius line of the surveyors
of 1763, which was slightly longer than the twelve miles required.
The arc which they drew was accordingly of sharper eurvature than
that of the original circle made more than sixty years earlier. The
resurvey by Graham of a small portion of the circular boundary in
1849/50, through the signing of the reports and maps by the Dela-
ware commission pushed back the eircular boundary from its actual
intersection with the Mason and Dixon line to the theoretically
twelve miles circle; the original circular boundary crossing the
east-west line of Mason and Dixon only some 2,000 feet east of the
northeast corner of Maryland. When Captain Hodgkins came to
review the work of his predecessors these differences were found.
Tt became necessary therefore to establish a compound curved line
which should pass through points on the Mason and Dixen boundary
and the old circular boundary of Tailer and Pierson. In this way
the present line was established which, although the radius of curv-
ature of the western part is less than twelve miles, does not lie within
the twelve miles cirele which was originally planned.

The work of Captain Hodgkins' resurvey was, perhaps, the most
intricate of all the resurveys undertaken upon these ancient boundary
lines. Moreover, it changed the allegiance of 2 number of inhab-
itants on either side of the line and occasioned considerable ill feel-
ing, which found expression in the columns of the local newspapers
and occasionally in attempts to thwart the surveyors in their work.
The field work of running the circular boundary and marking it with
suitable monuments occurred in the seasons of 1892 and 1893.
Members of Captain Hodgking’ party entered the field near Newark,
Delaware, on 15 April. His own work was commenced on 11 May,
following, at the same place. There appears to have been some diffi-
eunlty, or misunderstanding, among the State and Federal anthorities
as the work progressed, which delayed somewhat the progress, so
that the line was not completed until the following Spring. The
bonndary was marked by many permanent stones and the final report
was submitted for publication on December 1, 1893.
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There are in existence no eomplete or exhaustive bibliographies of
the surveys relating to the boundaries of Maryland, Pennsylvania,
and the Virginias although many papers have been written descrip-
tive of the boundaries and the boundary disputes which show the
cxistence of a large mass of documents and printed literature availa-
ble for study. Various publications, such as lists of certified evi-
dence called for from America in the suit between the Penns and
Baltimore, have been issued and a partially complete list of papers
in chronologieal order could be made up from the Breviate as re-
printed in the Pennsylvania archives. -

Fortunately very complete cartographies of the States connected
with the Mason and Dixon Line have already appeared in print
which eontain descriptions of the early maps of the American colo-
nies and provinces now comprised in the Middle Atlantic States.

Several comprehensive reviews of the boundary line and the border
disputes also have appeared, but no published work gives a complete
list of all the lines or of all the documents and papers pertaining to
any one line although it has evidently been the intention of some
persons {o summarize all of the material bearing on certain ques-
tions. The following bibliography ineludes practically everything
either in manuseript or printed form which has been accessible to
the authors who have had unusual facilities for gaining access to the
material.




. 208 RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE

Trr Dates EMrLoYED IN THE CALENDAR. |

The Julian or Old Style Calendar,- which went into effect in the
year 45 B. C., began the Roman year in March and the months from
that date were in their present order. In 1582, Pope Gregory XIII
abolished the Julian calendar, substituting the Gregorian or present
calendar, making at the time certain adjustments in days to bring
the vernal equinox to March 21. At the same fime, January became
the first month of the year. This new style was promptly adopted by
Roman Catholic countries and even in certain Protestant ecities. .
Thus the old style in Holland ended Friday, December 21, 1582, and
the next day, Saturday, became January 1, 1683, new style. Here
was an adjustment of eight days. England, however, adhered to the
old or Julian calendar until the first of January, 1752. To correct
the accrued error of eleven days the third of September became the
fourteenth. Many errors in dating bave arisen in transposing old
dates to the modern calendar from the assumption that the difference
between the two calendars was always eleven days without regard
to the century involved. There was a change of one day’s correction
when a leap year Old Style was a common year New Style, as hap-
pened Friday, February 29, 1699-1700. Another error in date has
often arisen from overlooking the fact that the year began at different
dates in different places prior to the standardizing of the calendar.
Thus in England the first month was March, but the year began on
March 25, subsequent to the fourteenth century. This was the legal
year. In Holland, prior to 1582, the year began in some cities on
Christmas, in others on March 25, in others on Good Friday and in
still others at Easter. This has affected the transeription of all dates
written the 1st, 2d, ete. month, since the historical date has involved
not only the month but the correction in days. There was a not
entirely universal custom of writing the dates in figures giving the
day, then ‘the month, then the year. To avoid adding possible errors
the rule adopted in the following bibliography has been io give the
date as found in the original document, transeription or publication,
except that where the date has been added, thus 23d, 11 mo., 1721,
has been written 23d January, 1721/2. In the case of Duteh records
it will be necessary to use corrections appropriate to the time and
origin of the document.




Tast or MANUSCRIPTS AND IPUBLICATIONS.

The following entries are grouped under three main divisions:
SourcE MATERIAL, Maps, and SEconpaRY MATERIAT,

The entries under Source Material are arranged chronologically
according to the dates on the manuseripts or the time of original pub-
lication. While an attempt has been made fo list every item that
might throw light on the progress of events and the motives which
actuated the participants in the controversy, no effort has been made
to present an exhaustive list of republications of the documents, like
the charters of Maryland and Pennsylvania, or the extracts from the
accounts of the various conferences and surveys. Many of these may
be gleaned from the annotations of the Secondary Material.

The annotations vary widely in their fullness with respect to the
length of .the document or pubhcaﬂon discussed. Where the ma-
terial has been published and is readily accessible the notes have been
made as concise as possible; when unpubhshed or more or less inae-
cessible in published form, more extensive quotations have been made,
gometimes the entire document being given in so far as it pertains to
the boundary controversy. An attempt has been made to give imi-
partial abstracts, showing the animus, generous or otherwise, of the
various participants. Concerning the honesty or chicamery of the
dealings of William Penn, controversy has arisen and many extrava-
gant statements of praise and blame have been made. A perusal of
all accessible records of his dealings in this, his most momentous
controversy, shows that the true estimate should be between the ful-
some praise of his admirers and the calummies of his detractors.

The notes dealmg with the documents bearing on the question indi-
cate the character of his acts in the light of the then existing know}-
‘edge.

Under the caption Maps are included such cartographic publica-
tions, original or reprints, as may prove serviceable or supplemental
to the numerouns maps listed in the -Sonree Material.

The entries of the Secondary Material are arranged alphabetically
and include all of the more extensive discussions of the Baltimore-
Penn controversy subsequent to its settlement. These will serve to
show the local influence which marks most of the writers on this
ancient question.




1606.

April 10.

1609.

May 23.

1612.

1614.
Oct. 11.

1616.
Aug. 18.

1617,

July 28.

Aug, 2.

1620.
Nov. 3

1620 /1.
Feb. 12.

SOURCE MATERIAT

SOURCE MATERIAL.
Tag Maryroawp CHARTEE.

Grant of Virginia by James I to Thomas Gates et al.

Ms. 4 Jac, I, 1606, April 10.
I'vB. Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. 16, p. 218 (Abstract).

Enlargement of Letters Patent to Virginia.
Ms, 7 Jac I, 1609, May 23.

Map. Virginia. Grauen by William Hole, 12x16 in.

Pus, In Capt. John Smith’s True relation of Virginia, with a descrlption
of the country. Oxford, 1612.

For critical discussion of reprints of thls map see Mathews: Maps
and Mapmakers of Md. Md. Geol. Survey, vol. 2, 1898, p. 359.

Note. Charles I, as stated by Lord Mansfield in the Penn-Baltimore suit,
“had the map of Captaln John Smith before them when the boundarles of
the Colony were agreed on.” “Smith’s map was the only delineation
then extant of that region.”” Bd. of Arbitrators, Va.-Md. Bdy. Opinlon,
1877, Ya. House docs. v. 6, D. B.

See ful] qQiscussiona of the relation of Bmith’s map to the boundary com-
troversy in the Breviate. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, pp. 91-82, 220-223,
510-511.

Resolution of the States General on the report of the discovery of
New Netherlands.

"Ms. Oriqa. Reg. Btates Gen., Roy. Arch. Hague.

PUB, Doc, rel. Colorniel Higt. N. Y., v. 1. p. 10,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. I, pp. 7-8.

Report of Capt. Cornelius Hendrmkson on his discoveries in New
Netherlands.

Ms. Or1a. Roy. Arch., Hapue, T.oopenda.

. Pup. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist, N. ¥, v. 1, pp. 13-14.

AmgT., Discovers a bay end three rivers beftween 38 and 40 degrees.

Resolution of the States of Holland and Westfriesland forbidding
publication of journals, maps and charts of voyage.

Pue. Doc. rel, Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 1, p. 15.

Resolution of the States of Holland and Westfriesland interdicting
correction of existing maps.

PO, Doc, rel. Coleninl Hist. N. Y., v. 1, p. 14.

Note. Removed Aug. 10, 1618.

Grant. King James I to Plymouth Company.

Ms. 18 Jae. I, 1620, Nov. 3.

Note. Burrendered in 1835.

Petition of the Directors of the New Netherland Company to the
Prince of Orange.

Pun. Doe. rel. Colonizl Hist, N. Y., v. 1, pp. 22-23.
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. B, p. 13.
Amar. Proposal to establish Leyden Pilgrims In New Netherlands.




1621 /2.
Feb.'5.

Feb. 8.

1622,

April 21.

1623.

April 7.

1624,

Dec. 21.

1627,
Sept. b.
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Mar. Jacobsson, A. Americae Septenbriounalis pars, From the
West Indies Paskaert [etc.].

Ms. Orig. on vellnm, I&. B, 0’Callaghan, Coll.
Pus. Deoe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 1, frontigpiece.
Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. 5, p. 16.

Note. Compiled from Smith's map and some other, probably Duteh ma{.\.
Virginia does not include peninsula and 40° runs %&° north of Falls
[Octoraro Creek].

Order of Council agalnst the Dutch trading to New Englaad.

Ms. OriG. P. R. 0. Council Reg. Jac, I, R. 1620-1628, v. 209.
Pub. Doec. rel, Colonial Hist, N. Y., v. 3, p. 6.
I'a. Arch., ser., 2, v. 5, p. 17.

Apsr. English ambassador in Holland ordered to represent Hnglish elaim
to States General,

Letter. Privy Council to Sir Dudley Carlton [Ambassador to
Holland]. .
Ms, Oric. P. R. O., Holland, 1621,

Pus. Doe, rel. Colonial Hist. N. ¥., v. 3, pp. 6-7.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, p. 18.

ARST. Recitlng terms of above order.

Letter. Sir Dudley Carlton to Lords of Council

Ms. Opi¢. P.R. O, B. T, v. 6, p. 19.
Py, Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. T-8. ]
ApsT. "I conld not fynd eyther by such merchants . . . oF by the

Prince of Orange and some of the states of whome I made enquirie any
more in the matter, but that . . . two particular companies . . .
began & trade into these parte . . - but I eannot larme of anle
_Cttxlondied Eyther alpendy planted there by these people, or as much as
intended.

Memorial. Sir Dudley Carlton to the States General [Translated
from the French].
Ms. Omve. P, R, 00, Holland, 1622,

Pup. Dec. rel. Colonial Hist. N. ¥, v. 3, p. 8.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, p. 20.

Ansr. Claims English rights by original occupation pnd requests that
ghips bound thither be stopped by the States General.

Resolutions of the States of Holland and Westfriesland on a
proposed plan of emigration. :
Pos. Doc. rel. Colonfal Hist. N. Y., v. 1, p. 28. .

ABISTd Discusses advisability of promoting emlgration of familles to West
ndies.

Charter of Avalon, James T fo George, Lord Baltimore,

Mg, Orig. British Mugeum. Sloane Ms, No. 170.
Pop. Scharf, Hist. Md., v. 1, pp. 34-40.
ABsT., Interesting as foreshadowing the form of the Maryland Charter,
Eo far ast clreumetances permlt, The phraseslogy being the same in both
ocnments.

Warrent for William Ussling ‘to establish a Company trading to
America, ete., given by King Gusiavus Adolphus of Sweden.

Pus. Doe, rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12 1-Z,

Order giving the Dutch West Indla Company the benefilt of the
Treaty of Southampton. )

Ms. Onig., Privy Council Register, C. R. I, v. 3, p. 127.

Pub. . Dod. rel. Colonial Hist, N. Y., v. 3, pp. 1213,

ApsT. Q@Glves rights to trade but not {o make seftlements.
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1629. -

June 19.

Aug. 19,

1630.
July 11.

July 15,

1630 /31,
March 8.

1632.
April 2.

April 7.

May b,

SOURCE ALATERIAL

Iixtract from the Register of Resolutions agréed to at Assembly
of the Lords Directors of 0Old West Indlan Company at the
Chamber of Amsterdam, 19 June, 1629, R

Por. O'Callaghan, Hist. New Neth., 24 ed. 1855, v.-1, app. 8, p. 479.
AnsT. " 8aml, Godyn-glyes notice of intention of selling -a colony in Bay
of _South River. -

In 8 second extract Patroons deed of Delaware Settlement [Bwaenen-
died] to Comp. in 1634 which they had received by dtwo patenis of 15
July 1630 and 3 June 1631 brought before Council oh account of a letter
of conveyance from the Indians. .

Petition of Lord Baltimore to'Privy"‘Council for changes in loca-
tion of patent grant. o

Ms. Onrd. P, R. O., Colonial Papers, v. 8§, No. 27.

Por, Scharf, Hist. Md., v 1, p. 40,

Md, Arch,, v. § pp. 15-11,
T'a. Arch, ser. 2, v. 18, pp. 87-90.

Patent from Director and Conneil of New. Netherland to Samuel
Godyn for a tract of land on Delaware River.

Mg, CorY. N. ¥, Secy. State. Bk. G. Q.

Pus. Doe. rel. Colonia]l Higt. N. Y., v. 1, pp. 4-3; v. 12, pp. 16-17:-
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 459-460. - .

Note. See next entry.

Confirmation. of Indian Grant. Director and Council of New
Netherlands to Samuel Godyn.

Ms. Onig. N. Y. Secy. Stats, Dutch reeords No. 2, Fol. 3.

Pun. . (Pa. - Archy, ser. 2, v. 16. pp.- 223-284 : v

AgmsT. Land on South river “stretching in lengih from Cape Hinloop to
the mouth of the said South river, about 8 large miles nnd inland half
a. mile in wldth, reaching to a certain low place or valley,” an area
32 1-3 miles long and 2 miles wide on g0uth’ dr wegt shore of Delaware.
See note in Doc. rel, Colonlal Hist. N, Y., v. 12, p. 17.

Commission.” Sir John Harvey to Wm. Claiborne.

Ms. Omte. P. B. O, Virginla Papers, Bundle 75, p. 130,
Iyp. Chalmer's Polit. Annals. pp, 228-229,
Schart, Hist, Md,, v. 1, p. 101.

Arsr. Granting rights to trade with Dutech and English, T

Letter. Captain John Mason to [Mr. Secretary Coke?].
Ms. Onig. P. R. O. B. T, v. 10, p. 1.

Pur, Doc. rél. Colonial Hist. N.'Y., v. 3, pp. 16-17.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pDp. 26-Y8,
Ansr. Narrates history of grants and settlements and disclaimers - of
3totes General when Lord Baltimore was Secretary of State. Also
recounts further colomization by Duich after being warned by English,

Order. States General to.their Ambassadors in England.

"Ms. Onie. Roy. Arch.,, Hague West Indie, -

Pup. Doec. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 1, pp- 46G-47.

AnsT.  Orders them to effect release of vessels held at Plymonth., Angwered
with full account Apr. 10, 1632 (n. 8.). - Cf. pp. 47-50.

Letter. West India Comi)a.ny to States General.

Ms. Or1g, Roy. Arch., Hague, West Indie.
Pup. - Doc. rel. Colonial Hist, N. Y.. v, 1, pp. 5052,
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 35-37.

ABsT. Complains of arrest of their vessel at Plymouth and gives history
of what has been done for its release a3 well ns Dutch view of relative
rights in "America. : ) i

Other papers deallng with this controversy are published in Doc. rel.
Colonial HWist. N, Y., v. 1.




i T

June 20.

June 20,

1633.

June 28.
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Answer by Charles I. to Remonstrahcef of Dutch Ambassadors.

Ms. OriG. Roy. Arch.,, Hapgue, England, 1632,

Por. Doc. rel, Columa] Hist, N. ¥., v. 1, pp. 57-59.

ABsT. Enclosed in report of Ambassadors [1633]. Says Dutch have
usurped parts of northern Virginia which English -held by right of
digseovery, An lmportant document  having-a duect bearing on 1nte1-
pretation of “inculia” clanse in Maly]and charter,

Congiderations upon the Patent granted to Lord Baltimore viz:
as to the matter of Law, Inconvenience, and matter of Equity
for the particular persons of the old Company. 15 folios.

Ms, Cory. P. R. O., Colonial Papers, v. 6, No, 58.°
Pub. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 17-19.

Charter of Maryland. Cha.ﬂes'l to Ceell, Lord Ba.ltiﬁlore.

Ms. Onre. Patent Roll 8. Charles 1, pt. 3, No. 2504,
Ms, Copy. T. R. O, Colonial Papers, v. 5, Mo, 27.
Md Hist. Soc. Calvert Papers, Nos 182 185 184,
I, 0., B. T. properties, v. 13 23, 68 1
Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MES. (Engi]sh text).
. Cf, Noz. 13, 179 Allen, Cat.rFenn Papers, 1870.

i PuB. ‘Md. Arch, v. 1,p ‘85 °v. 8, pp, 3-12; pp. 819-320 (extract)

- /Pa, Arch., ser. 2, V. 16 pp. 88-90; 224 226
. Scharf Hist. Md v P 53-60:
Relatmn of Ma: [étc] Sabline” Repr ‘4to., ser No. 2
R Nelll, Bir Geovge Calvért, pp. 22-23.
+...Charters-and Constliutions ef U. 8., p 811 {Latin text)
“Hazaid, Hist. Coll,, 1792, v. 1, pp. 327 336 (Laiin text).
Machmald Select Chnrters ‘No. 12, pp. 53-69 (HEnglish itext).
Preston, Docs illus. Amer. HlBt, pp. 62-77 (Latin text).
-Chatter of Md., ete. Bradford, Phila., 1725 (Sabin Ne. 45106).
Bacon's Laws Va 1765 (l"nghsh and Latin texts).

Rept. Va, Commlss. on Md,-Va. Bdy., 1873, p. 7 (Latin and English .

.. texts).
" Windsor Narr. Cut E[lst Amer v. 3 pp 517-5621
Kilty. Laws of Md.
Dog ‘}‘;31 Coloma.l Hist. N. Y., v. 2, pp. 85-86 (extract taken by H.
59).
Cf. Sa.bln Nos. 45104, 45165, 12168,

For discussions of the terms of the Charter see:

Mad. Arch v.' 1, 'p'p 16-44,

Pa. Arch. ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 3-8 (for Penn) ; pp. 87-92 (for Balti-
more); also pp 225-228.

Scharf, Tlst. Md., v. 1, pp. 2-3.

Lee, Southern bDundary of Md., Anna'p. 1860,

Md. Commiss. Rept. on Md. -Va, Bdy.

‘;,Bd of Arbitrators on Md.-Va, Bdy. Opinion, 1877, Va, Hounse doc,,

6.
Doyle. English Colonies, v. 1, 281,
Bancroft, United States, cent. ed v. 1, p. 181,
Hildreth, Unlied States v. 1, p. 206.
Neill, English Calonization, :p. 18,
. Browne, Georglus and Cecillug Calvert.
McMahon, Hist. Md., v. 1 pp. 2-5,
Rept. Va. Commiss. ‘on Md.-Va. Bdy., 1873, pp. 79, 84, 94-119,
Houston, Hist. Soe. Del,, No. 2, pp 15-18. .
Johnson, Hist. Cecil Co., Pp.
U. 8. House Rtep., Misc. Doe. 28t}1 Con, 1st Sess. No. 457, pp. 4-T0.
See also annotations of Becondary Material.

Order in Council on Petition of Virginia Planters.

Ms, QOrig. P. IL. 0.. Council Register.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 182-184,
Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 227,

ArsT. Hearing appointed for “Wednesday next."
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1633.
July 3.

July 12.

Nov,

1633 /4.
Mar. 14.

1634,
Sept. 15.

Sept. 18.

Sept. 29.

SOTURCE MATERIAT

Resolution of Privy Council upon petition of Virginia planters
against Lord Baltimore's grant.

Ms, OriG. P. R. O., Colonial Papers. v. 6, No. T6.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert FPapers, No. 230,
Pup. Chalmer's Polit. Annals, v. 1, pp. 231-252,
Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 21-22.
Scharf, Hist. Md., v, 1, p. 104. . '
Votes of the Rep. of Pa.
Jefferson's Notes on Va., Rich., 1853, p. 198.
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 18, p 228,

ApsT, Baltimore to have grant and petitioners to &ry law.

Address of King Charles the First to the Governor and Planters
of Virginia, 5 fol. ‘ '

Ms. Omig. P. R. 0. Colonlal Papers, v. 6, No. T6.
Pos. Ma. Arch., v. 3, pp. 22-23,

ABsT. Itequires themr to sell cattle to Baltimore.

Map, Laet. (Jean de). Novus orbis, sen descriptionis Indiae
occldentalis, Lib. 18. Lngd. Bat. Elnerie, 1633.

Cf. Brevlabe, Pa. Arch., v. 16, p. 656.

“Engraved title and 14 maps, fine copy, calf,” with the armorial bookplate
of Wllliam Penn, Proprietor of Pennsylvonia, 1703 and the following ms.
Ingcription on the map of America: *“This book was shown to FPaul Vail-
lant and Charles Davis, at the respective times of their examinations taken
in chancery on behalf of Thomas Penn and Richard Penn, Esges., and
others complainants agalnst Challes Calvert, Eaq., Lord Baltlmove, in the
Kingdom of Ireland and other defendants. (Signedy BEdward Northey.'

No. 6515 in Putirick and Slmpson [auctlon] catalogue of . . . the
Hbraries of Wm. Penn. London 1872. .

Note. 014 Leyden map marked D. V. . Bought by Thes, Graeme in 1712
at Leyd at auction. “Old Duteh Map.” See 16835, Visscher,

Petition of - 8ir John Wolstenholme and other Planters with
Captain William Claiborne in Virginia to the Lords of His
Majesty’s Privy Couneil, 3 fol.

Ms. Oria. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, v. 6§, No. HT.

Pun. Md. Arch, v. 3, pp. 24-25.

AnsT.  Concerns settlement on Isle of Kent and requests that Bﬁltlmure
settie elsewhere. .

.Order of Governor and Council of the Colony of Virginia [con-
‘cerning Claiborne’s right to Kent Island].

Mg. Cory. P. R. O., Colonial Papers, v. 8, No. 4.
Yus, Md. Arch., v. 3, p. 82. i

Letter. Cecil, Lord Baltimore to Secretary Windebank,
Mg, Omia. P. R. O.. Colonial Papers, v. 8, No. 25.
Pus. Scharf, Hist. Md., v. 1, p. 107.

AngT.  Refers to good offices of (Jov. Harvey and maliclous behavior of
Clalborne.

Letter. Secretary Windebank to Governor Harvey.

Ms. Or. P. R. O., Colonial Papers, v. 8, No, 26,
Pur, Scharf, Hist. Md., v. 1, pp. 107-8.
Md. Arch., v. 3, p. 26.
ApgT. Requests Gov. Harvey to assist Lord Baltimore “against the mali-
clous practices of Clayborne,”

Leiter, King Charles 1 to Goevernor Harvey.

Ms. On1g, P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, v. 8, No. 27,
Pup. Scharf, Hlst. Md., v. 1, p. 108.
Md. Arch.,, v. 8 p. 26.
Amgr. Orders Governor to asslst Maryland Colonists and to give freedom
of trade with Virglnia, :

|
|




1634,
Oct.

QOct. 8.

Oct. 24,

Oct. 25,

1634.

1636.

Sept. 8.

April
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Petition of William Clobey and others of Island of Kent to be
protected, T fol.

Ms. Omig. P.R. 0, Colonial Papers, v. 8, No. 32.
PuB. Md. Arch, v. 3, pp. 27-28.

Letter. King Charles I to Governor and Council of Virginia.
5 fol,

Ms. Ortg, DP. R. 0., Am. and W. I. Va.
Apse, Prohibits Lord Baltlmore from disturbing Claiborne at Ient
Island.

Letter from The Assembly of the XIX to the States General.

M4, Onig. Roy. Arch., Hague, West Indle.
Pus. Dge. rel. Colenial Hist, N. Y., v. 1, pp. 93-85,

ABsT. Desgcribes steps taken to scttle in America and to keep out the
English.

Resolution of the States General on the difficulties with the
English in New Netherlands.

Ms. Onig. Reg. Resol. States Gen.,, Roy. Avch,, Hague.

PouB. Doe, rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 1, p. 95.

ApsT. Hesolve "that this State ecannot by any means Interfere therain

. but . . . permit the Directors [of the West India Company]

to speak and confer . . . with the Regident of His Majesty
the King of Great Britain.”

[Baltimore, comgp.]. A relation of the successful beginnings of
the Lord Baltemore’s plantation in Mary-Land; being an ex-
tract of certaine letters®wriiten from thence by some of the
adventurers to their friends in England. [Lond.] 1634,

Copy in Britlsh Museum, (:‘,f. Babin, No. 453186,
Repr. Shen. Early Southern Tracts, No. 1.

[Baltimore]. A Relation of Maryland; Together VVith a Map of
the Countrey, The Conditions of Plantation, His Majesties
Charier to the Lord Baltlmore translated into I}nghsh Lon-
don, 1635.

PUB. Babin’s Repr., 4to., ser, No. 2, N. ¥,, 1865, pp, 1-65, with appendix
pp. 67-18. Cf. Sabin, Dict., No. 46314,
Shea. DEarly Southern Tracts, No. 1.
Cf, Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 2380-231, 512-518.
Description of Sir Hans Sloane’s copy by his librarian Dr. Stack glven in
Penn-Baltimove suit, 1740.

Map. Nova terrae Mariae tabula. T. Ceelll, sc. 15x111%% in,
Proe. In Baltimore’s “Relation,” 1635 ed.
(Copies, Library Congress, Lenox, Md, Hist. Sec.
Repr. Sabin, Reprints, 1865.
Jones, Colonlzation of Middle Btfates, p, 181,
Mathews, Maps and Mapmakers of Md. {(reduced). )
Cf. Winsor, Narr and Crit. Hist.,, v. 3, p. 563, fooinote.
Note. Rased on Smith’s “Virglnia.” ¥Frequently cited in Penn-Baltimore
sult. See figures 3 and & in present veolume.

Breviate of Captain Claiborne’s Petition tc his Majesty.

Ms. Onrd. PP, R. O., Colonidl Papers, v 8, No. 64, 1.
Pus., Md. Arch., v. 8 p. 52,
ABsT. Prays that Isle of Kent be not included in Maryland.
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1635,

April 25.

1637.
May

May

1637/8.

Feb, 26,

Mar.

1638,
" April 4.

April 30.

May 6.

May 8.

SOURCE MATERIATL

A Declaration of the Council of New England for the Resignation
of the Great Charter.

Mg, Corx. F. R. O, Colonlal I’npels,,v 8, No. 6.

Pun. DIa. Arch, sel’ 2, v.16 p. 2

Apst, Cite troubles under old chn,rter and wisk a new one.

Petition of Cecil, Lord Baltimore to the King.

Ms. Orta. P. R. 0., Colonial Yapers, v. 9, No. 54.

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 43-44,

AmsT, Prays thaft the proposed grant to Virginia may not infringe upon
his rights.

Order of King to Commissioners for Foreign Plantations.
Ms. Orra. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, v 9, No. 55.
Pue. Md. Arch,, v. 3, pp. 55-b7.

ABST. King orders that no patents be pvepared infringing on Baltimore's
rights -amd promises never to permit que warranio proceedings.

- Petition of Captain Wm. Claiborne on behalf of 111mse1f and

partners to the King.

Ms. Copy, Annapolls (Imperfect).
“Proes Council, 1636-1637, le I‘ pp 1-5.
Pus. 8charf, Hist. Md v. 1, pp. 6.
Md. Arch v. 3, pp 65-67.
ABsT. QGives history of his rights and settlement and asks for confirma-
tion of former commission. Iteferred to Privy Council same date.

Petition of Cecill, Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Orig. P. R, O, Colonial Papers, v. 9. No. 87.

Pous. Md. Arch, v. 3, pp. 68-T0

Apsr, Asks that he may be left to his rights a.nd Clalbmne fo the land.
Apainst Claiborne.

Report of the Commissioners for foreign Plantations upon a
- petition of Wm. Clayborne. ]

Ms. OrI@.  (See discussions, pp. 170, 174, also under dates of 1743).
Ms. Copy. P. R. O, B. T, Md., v] B. Cp 34 (0. 5.}

Md. Couneil Proc'eedings "Liber A, pp. 184-195.

Md, Hist, Soc., Cal\rent Pa.pers No. 230 (with annotations’
Pos. Scharf, Hist. Md v. pp. 116-117.

Md. Arch v. 3, pp 7 3.

T'a. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, .pp. 239-233 cf also pp. 70, 80 110,

Chalmer's Polif. An.na.ls . 1 pp 3-234,

Haza~d, Hist. Coll,, v. 1 D-

Bozma.u, Hist. Md., v. 2, p. 584 "note xi.

Report on the Condition of the Co]ony of New Netherland.

Ms. Onig. Roy. Arch., Hague, W. L. No. .
Pus. Doc. rel. Colonlal Hist. N. Y., v 1 pp. 106-107,

AnsT. In answer to the question of the dmlts of possession states "we

occu ¥ Mauritus or the North Itivert, etc.” No mention of any holdings

e Delaware at that time slnee these had been temporarily abandoned.
Protest of 8ir. William Kieft to Peter Minuit,

Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 234.

Letter. Jerome Hawley to Secretary Windebanke,

Pun. Pa. Arch, ser. 2 v. 5, pp.-56-57.

Arsr. Tells of arrival of Bwedes and their proposed settlement on Dela-
ware Bay within Hnglish territory and asks what shall be done. Men-
tions Dutch on North River but nof on South [or Delaware].




DhobeR Y v

1638.
July 14.

Oct. 4.

1639 /40,

Jan, 24,

1640,
May

1642.

May 15.

May 22,

Aug. 16,

1643.
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Letter. King Charles I to Lord Baltimore.

Mz, Copy. T (., Colonial Papers, v. 8, No. 120.
PuB. Schart, Hlst Md., v. 1, p. 118,
Chalmer’s Polit. Annals, v. 1, pp. 232.233.
AnsT. Commanding that Claiborne et ol be allowed o enjoy their pos-
sessions In safety until the case is decided.

Proclamation. Governor and Captaln General of Virginia,

Ms. Corr. Md. Council Proceedings Liber A, pp. 324-325,
Ivs. 8charf, ITist. Md., v. 1, p. 119.
Md, Amh v. 3. p
Va. Commlss. Ru:hmond 1873 pp. 14-15,
AEST. Declares decislon of Commissioners of FPlaniation on petitlon of
Wm. Claiborne that the right and title to the Isle of Kent belong fo
Baltimore. (Contemporary evidence of the order of 4 April. 1638.)

Queen Christinia. Grant and privilege for the establishment of

a New Colony in New Sweden.

Pue. Pa. Arch. ser. 2, v. §, pp. 759-763.

Note. “This privilege was first prepared for Lt. Heorst, but afterwards
given to Henry Hochhammer."”

Deposition of John Butler.

Mg, Onic. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers.
Pos. Md. Arch,, v. 5, pp. 212-220.
Angr. That Palmer Island lies in 41 degrees 30" north latitude on the
authority of Mr. Hayes, a mariner.
See also deposition of John Ford. Md. Arch.,, v. 5. p. 232,

Regolution. Dutch West India Company. To expell certain Eng-
lishmen who have commenced a settlement on the Schuylkill.

Ms. Orie. N, Y. Sec'y. State, Dutch Records, No, 2, fol. 6.
TPue. Doc rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 23.
Pa. Arch., sor. 2, v. T, p. 462 ¢f. seT. 2. 7. 16, p. 235.
Amrgm.  Itefers to the attempted settlement from New Haven, Conn., author-
ized Aug. 80, 1641, similar action taken by the Dutch, SBept. 25, 1642,

Order, according to which Jan Jansen Ilpendam, Commissary in
the Southriver of New Netherland for the West India Company,
will have to regulate himself.

Ms. Onic. N. Y. Sec’y State, Dutch Records, No, 2 fol. 6
Pus. Doc. rel, Colonial Hist. N, Y., v. 12, pp. 23-24
Pa. Avwch,, ser. 2, v, 7, p. 462,
ApsT. Ordered to demand authority of Inglish and If none is shown to
order them to depart.

Instructions for John Printz, Governor of New Sweden.

Ms. Orle. Palmskild Mss. Bibliothelk Akad. TUpsala,
Pus, Doe. rel. Celonial Iist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 28, in part.
Pa. Arch,, ser. 3 v. 5, pp. T66-774.
Pa. Mag. Hist. and Biog., v. 7, pp. 395-419.

AnsT.  Sec. V glves the frontiers as “from the borders of the sea to Cape
Ilenlopen, In returning southwest towards Godyn's By and then tewards
the gmat South river as far as Manguaas kill, where iz constructed fort
Christina, [Wilmington] and from thence agaln towarde South rilver, and
the whole to a place which the savages call Sankekan [Trenton 7] which
is at the same time the place where are the Iast limits of New Sweden.”

Letter, Giles Brent to Governor of the New Netherlands.

Ms. Cory. Md. Council Proceedings, Liker P. R., p. 99.

PuB. Md. Arch, v. 3, pp. 134-5.

Angr. Durlng Governor Calvert’'s absence in agking for return of fugitives
the writer uses this clause: “the two governments so mearly bordering
which are shortly like to be nearer neighborg in Delaware Bay.”
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1647.
June 25,

1649,

July 28.

1650.

1650 /1,
Feb, 22,

1651 /2.
Mar, 15.

1652,
Aug,

1653.
Nov. 6.

SOURCTE MATERIAL

Letter. Director Stuyvesant io Governor Winthrop.

Pur. Doc. rel. Coloninl Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 3940,

ABsT. Asks for a conference regarding Pnglish claims on Delaware.
A_nsvﬁvcr od 17 Aug 1647. Bee also Doc, rel. Colonial Illst. N. Y., v.
pp. 50-561,

Declaration. Showing the illegality and unlawful preceedings cf
the Patent of Maryland.
Ms. Orig., P, R. O, Virginja, v. 2, p. 133.
Poe. Doc. rel. Colonlal Hist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 8-27.
Pa. Arch. ser. 2, v. § pp. 118-123.
Md. Arech., v. 5, pp. 175-181.

Remeoenstrance of the Deputies of New Netherlands.

Ms. Copy. Roy. Arch., Hague, W. I. ., No. 30.
Pur. Doc. rel, Colonial Hist, N, Y., v. 1, pp. 271-318, cf pp. 289-293.
Pa. Arch. ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 124 170, cf. pp. lds—l

ABsT. QGlves an account of gettlements on Delaware shnwmg the insignln-
cance of the Dutch settlement and control at the time,

Maspr, South, North, East, and Fresh rivers wth map, p. 333,
Described in Pa. Arch., ser., 2, v. 5§, p- 143.

News from New England.
Ms. Cory. Roy. Arch., Tlague, W I. C., No.
I'up. Doe. rel. Cnlomal Hist, M. Y., v. 1 7D, 460 461.

ABsT. ““The Inglish iay claim to the S¢uth river against which the Dutch
Governor warmly protested, but the English have -answered that they
would persist in, and retain possession of what they clalm.”

Observations on the Boundary and Colomization of New Nether-
lands.

Ms. Orre. Itoy. Arch.,, Hngue, W. L C,

Pun. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist N, Y., v. 1 pp. 3.:9 362, cf. 543, 544, 5435.

Note. The statement 1s made that “no dlfferemce has arisen between the
Duteh and the English of Virginia on the subject of boundary, because
they have not owned what we ., . . possess”

[Council of State on proposed Dutch-English boundaries in
America.]

Mas. Coiw.2 Roy. Arch., ITague, Verhael van de Ambassade naae Engelandt,
65

PuB. Doc. rel. Colonlal HIst. N. Y.. v, 1. pp. 486-487.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 204-205

Ext. “Wee say that the nglish were the Fuxqt Planters . . and have
plantotions there from the southermost part of Virginia in thirtie seven
degrees of North Iatltude, to Newfoundland in Iiftle two degrees; and
not knowing of any pIantatlon of the Netherlande s there, save a small
number up in [Mudson's Rlver, Wee thinke it not necessary at present to
settle the limits.”

Lord Baltimore’s paper containing reasons why 'ﬂ[aryland should
be separate from Virginia. 5 fol,

Ms. Onre. P. K. 0., Colonlal Iapers, v. 11, No. 65.

Pop. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 280-281.

Letter. West India Company to the States General, including
Deseription of the Boundaries of New Netherlands.

Pus. FPa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 206-207.
Note. Claims the Dutch should have from Cape Ilenlopen (30 leagues
south of Sandy Hook).




el

1653.

1653 /4.
Mar, 18.

1654,
May 30.

Nov.17 /27.

1655 /6.

Oct. 10.

Oct. 10.
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Virginia and Maryland. Or the Lord Baltimore printed case, un-
cased and answered, ec. Q. London, 1655.

Ms. Omic. P. R. 0. State papers colonial, v, 5, No. 27,

Pup. London, 1663.
Force Tracts, rel. to Colonles of N. A, v. 2, No. 9, 1837.
Cf. Allen, Catl. Penn Papers, No. 180.

Ticense. Lt. Governor Wm. Stone to Captain Thomas Adams.
Ms. Copy. Md. Councili I'roceedlngs, Liber B, pD- 558-559,
Pun. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 300-301.

ApsT. Grants anthority to trade “with thoze of the Bwedish Nation In
Delaware Bay or in any part-of this Province.”

Txtract from Propositions made by Director Stuyvesant to his
Council in view of a threatened attack of the English.

rup. Doc. rel. Colenial Hizt. N. Y., v. 12; pp. 75-76. i
ADST. Questions advisability of giving up Fort Casimir, Councll declded
June 2 not to glve up the fort.

Letter. Ambassadors Beverumgk and Nieupoort fo Secretary
Ruysch.

Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 5, v. 5, pp. 216-217.

AngT. Rteferring to Duteh claims, they say they have not been furmished
with satisinctory reasons and argoments though they cannot satlsfy
themselves “of the unsoundness of the position of {hose on this slde.”

Map, Visscher, N. J. Novi Belgii Novaeque Angliae Nic Non
Partis Virginiz. Tabula multis in loci emendata a Nicolao
Joanney Visschero. [Amsterdam, about 1655.1 22" x 19"

Cf. Dodd, Mend & Co., Cat, Americana, Apr., 1908, p. 41, and text under
heading of 1685 for account of copy bearing the endorsement on the back.
“The map by which the Privy Council, 168G, settled the bounds briween
Tord Baltimore & I, and Maryland & Pennsytvenin & Territories,
or annexed Counties.” W. P. Among the “‘emendations” referrcd to is
the Incorrret location of Cape Hinlopen.

The reproduction in Plate LXXV of the text iz from the 1659 edition in
the Library of Congress. See footnote, p. 165.

Repr. Asher., List of maps of New Netherlands, 1855, at end.

Note. The location of Cape Henlopen emphasized by Penns, CI. Breviate,
T'a. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16. Lnater edltions (Actus Mliner, 1680) show line
up peninsula from Henlopen to head of Chesaneake. This 18 copled In
Tra Vol, 1684 ; Lea, 1698 (in Thomas, Pa.); Moll, 1718 ; Nicholls, 1722,

Coleman. Penn Papers, 480. “Sold in FEllis sale London, Nov. 1885 as
No. 282  (Wingor, ¥. &, p. 272. Note 5). Cf. Pa. Avch,, ser. 2, V. 16,
PR. 243-244. i

Report concerning the hostile and treacherous invagion of the
Swedish colony in Nova Sveeia by the Dufch. (Officlal report
of Governor Rising.)

rus.  Ia. Arch., ser. 2. v. 5, pp. 224-229.

Cf. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 88-89.

ABST. An account of the capture of Iilfsberg, Fort Cagimir and Fort
Christina. :

Letter. Richard Bennet and Samuel Matthews to Secretary
Thurlow,

Pus. Thurloe, State Papers, v, 5, p. 462,

Tingard, Hist. Coll, v. 1, p. 620,

ABST. By Baltimore is re-established in hls government people there
shou!d be more secure. .

Objections against Lord Baltimore's patent and reasons why the
government of Maryland should not be put in his hands.. By
R. Bennet and S. Matthews,

Pye. Thurloe’s State Papers, v. 5, p. 482,

Hazard, Hist. Coll., v. 1, pp. 621-623.

Angr. Baltimore was to have only uncultivated land whereas the Isle of
Kent was settled long before his charter.




1656.

1656 /7.,

Jan, 28,

1657.

April 12,

May 27.

1658,
June 7.

1659.
May 23.

June 23.

June 26,

BOURCE MATERIAT.

A paper relating to Maryland.

Poir. Thurlee’s -State Papers, v. 5, p. 483.
Hazard, Hist. Coll.,, v. 1 pp. 623 $28.

ABST. Answering Baltimore that his grant was surreptltious and exorhi-
tent. Refers io Baliimore’s presence with King Charles at Oxford and
Bristol.

Deduction or elear and precise Account of the Condition of the
South River sitnated in New Netherland, and of the unseemly
proceedings: of the Swedes there; presented to the High and
Mighty ILords States General of the United Netherlands.
Received 28th January, 16566 (with 10 appendices of documents).

Ms. Oniec. Roy. Areh., Hegue, W. I. C., No. 9
Pur. ‘Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y. v. 1, pp. 887-592,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. B, Dp. 235263, bee also pp. 390-398.

ABST. - Records purchased from the Indians by the Dutch northward from
Menquaas kill to Bombay Hook.

Deed from Stuyvesant to the Burgomasters of Amsterdam of Fort
Casimir and the lands thereunto belonging. ~

PoB. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 166.

ABgr, Conveys land from west side of Christlna Creek to mouth of Dela-
ware Hiver, called Boomptyes Hoeck, and so far to the landward as the
boundaries of the Minguas' country.

Extract from the Register of secret reselutions, taken by the
Lords-Directors of the West India Company, Department
Amsterdam.

Pue. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 215,

ApsT. Stuyvesant to be directed to get rid of all Emglishmen on South
river and under no circumstances fo receive again any one of the English
nation. Bill of sale doted June 7, 1659. Cf. loc. cit, p. 243

Letter. Directors of West India Company to P. Stuyvesant.

PuB. Doc. rel, Colonial Higt, N. ¥, v. 12, pp. 215-216.
Pa. Avrch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 535 586.

ABsT. Reguest that *“the land from Cape Henlopen to Bomticus Hoeck
should be purchased by our orders and then conveyed to their dlrector
[Alrlchs] there.”” “No time is to he lost herein, but speed is necessary
in order to aniicipate therchy other nations, especially our Tnglish
nelghbors.”’

Letter, Jacob Alrichs to Director Stuyvesant.
Poe. Doc. mel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 242-243,
Pa. Arch.,, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 566-567.

Anst., Notifies Btuyvesant of rumors thet English pretend that this river
and land belong to them and that they are about to send persons to take
possessions. Asks for soldiers or the presence of Stuyvesant. Only 10
soldiers then af New Amstel.

[Letter. Viece Director Alrichs to Governor Fendall.]

Pue. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N, Y., . P. G4,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. b, pp. 314 315

MNote. The first direct communication between the Dutch and Maryland.

~ Letter. Jacob Alrichs to Director Stuyvesant.

Pys. Yoc. mel. Colonial Hist. N, Y., v. 12, p. 245,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p. 569,

ABs®, Agks of advisability of sending cmbassy to Virginia to inguire into
the truth of rumors.




1659.
July 8.

b e

July 8.

July 29,

Aug 16.

Ang. 18.

Sept. 4.

Sept. 9.

Sept. 9.
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Instructions. te Col. Ttie,

Ms. Copy. Md. Council Proceedings, Liber H. H., p. 43.
ros.  N. Y. Hist. Sce. Coll, v. 3, p. 368.
Md. Arch., ¥. 3, p. 365.
ApgT. Ordered to go to Delnware Day settlers to say they are in his
Tordship's Provinee without notice and to require their Governor to
depart the province.

Letter. Governor Fendal to [Jacob Alrichs] Commander of the
People in Delaware Bay. :

Ms, Onie. Amsterdam. Stad. Fuys., V. 8., No. 38.
Ms. Copy, Md. Council Proceedings, Liber H. H., p. 43,
Pun. O'Callaghan’s Hist. of New Neth, v. 2, D. 378.
Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 2, p. 67.
Md. Arch., v. 3, p. 365.
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2 v. b, p. 318.
ApsT. Denles rights of Dutch and lays claim to Delawanre for Lord
Baltimope.

Letter, J. Alrichs to Peter Stuyvesant.

PuB. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 247-248.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. T, p. B72.
AnsT. Confirms belief in rumors and fells of letter sent to Governor of
Maryland, via Col. Jud [Utle]. Utie had already Informed the Duteh
‘of his commission to visit them.

Letter. J. Alrichs to Burgomaster de Graaft,

Ms. Onie. Amsterdam. Stad. Huys, V. 8, No. 65,
Pue. Doc. rel, Colonial Hist. N. ¥., v. 2 pp. 68-T1.
Pa, Arvch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 319-323.

ApsT. Tefers to claim of Lord Balthus Moor sic] thal she berritory Is
in his provinee which is causing mueh uneaslness. Also vefers to estab-
lishment of a settlement at the Whorekill. “The colony is in lengih
along the Bay, about nine leagues, and on the rlver seven; inland, it is
tolerably deep, the next place being about a day’s jourmey off.”

Let‘ger. Jacob Alrichs to Director Stuyvesant.

Pun. Doc. rel. Colomial Hist, N. Y., v. 12 pp. 248-249.

Ansr. Reports that “Mr. Fendal, who is now on behalf of Lord Balthus
Moor {(residing in Old England) Governor of Marylond, hag striet_orders
to make 1 clpse inquiry and investigation concerning the limits and juris-
dletion in his district in these latitudes and In case they are in some-
body's possession, to notlfy the same of it, summon to su render it and
do his further dutieg according fo hls power and the circumstanees of the
case.” This becoming publle caused guch fright as to stop all work.

Letter. Director Stuyvesant to Directors of West India Company.

Pup. Doe. rel, Colonial Hist. N. Y., V. 12, pp. 249-250,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. T p. 574
Apgr. Tears that attack may be made on South river by the Swedes

backed by the Tngllsh. Knows that Baltimore has sent Instruectlons to

his Governor concerning boundarles.

Protest of the Viee-Director Alrichg and Council of New Amstel
against Colonel Utie.
Ms. CoPY. Amste)rdam. Stad. Huys.,, V. 8., No. 42, (Holland Documents
xvi., 7).
pys. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 2, pp. 73-75.
ABsT. Object to Ahis claims and manner of action and demand proof of hls
statements.

Tetter. Jacob Alrichs to Director Stuyvesant.

Pus. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 250-1.
Pa. Arch. ser, 2, v. T, pp- 575-576.
ABsT. Tells of arrlval of Colonel Utie und party and says that unless
Stuyvesant sends reenforcements or comes himself they cannot hold out.
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1659. .
Bept. 12. Letter. William Beekman to Director Stuyvesant.

Sept.

Sept.

Sept.

Sept.

Sept.

Sept,

Sept.

Sept.

Sept.

17.

18.

20.

20,

21.

21.

23.

23.

SOURCE MATERIATL

Poe. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 252-253,
I'a. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. BT7-578.
ABST. Representing the W, I. Co. he reports the demands and sayings
of Col. Utie. o

Letter, Governor Stuyvegant to Directors of West India Company.,
PuB. Doc. rel, Colonial ITigt. N. Y..' v. 12, p. 251,

-Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 7, p. 579,
Ans®, Deseribes  deplorable condition of New Amstel, hardly thirty
families remaining and oaly eight to ten soldiers, with perhaps as many
more at the Heorekil.

Letter. Governor Stuyvesant to Director of West India Company.

‘Tun.  Doc. rel. Coloninl Hist. N.sgd, v. 12, pp. 254-255.

fo, Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p.
ApsT, Encloses letters from South river and asks for men and ammunition,

Letter, Viece-Director J. Alrichs to Commissioners of the Colony
on the Delaware. -
Ms. Orig. Amsterdam. Stad. Huys., V. 8., No, 54,
Pue. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 2, pp. 75-76.
Pa. Arch. ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 328329, .
ARST, Notifies them of Marylmnd clabms.

- Letter. William Beekman to Director Stuyvesant.

'uB. " Doc. rel. Colonial Iist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 255-256,

AnsT. Hears that 500 Marylanders are ready to act on motice but doubts
_it. Hasg sent out spy snd askg for reenforcements.

Letter. Jacob Alrichs te Director Stuyvesant.
Pue. Doe. rel. Colontal ITist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 257.
I’a. Arch., ser. 2, v 7, p. 583,

ABsT. Ilas engnged yacht to convey letter as he has tried twice before
to get word of English demands but has not heard of their receipt by
Stuyvesant.

Letter, William Beekman to Director Stuyvesant.
Tys. Doc. rel. Colenial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 258.
T'a. Arch., ser, 2, v. 7 p. 584,

ABsT. Bays Alvich and d'Hinojossa are much disturbed about Iinglish
while he thinls litile will be attempted.

Letter. Director Stuyvesant to Messrs. Alrichs and Beeckman.
Pous. Doc. rel. Colonlal Flist. N, Y,. v. 12 p. 259,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. T p. 5584,

Anst. Rebulkes the ropresentatives of the Amsterdam Coloney (New
Agstel) and the West India Co. for their frivolous treatment of Col,
Ttie.

Commission of Cornelius Van Ruyven and Martin Creiger to regu-
late affairs at the Delaware.

T'us. Doec. vel, Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12 pp. 260-261,
I’a. Arch., ser. 2, v, T p. 586, '

Note. Commissioners with sizxty men arrived at New Amstel September
26, 1659.
Letter. Governor Peter Stuyvesant to Governor of Maryland.

Ms. Cory, Md. Councll Proceedings Liber TI. 'H., pp. 44-45.
rus. Md. Areh, v. 3, pp, 366-367.

ApsT. Complalns of Col, Utic’s actions and aceredit Merman and Waldron.




1659,
Sept. 23,

Sept. 30.

Oct. 8,

Oct. 7,

Oct. 6-9.

Oct. 16.
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Credentials. Governor Peter Stuyvesant to Augustine Heermans
and Resolveed Waldron.

Ms. Cory. Md. Council Proceedings, Liber H. H. pp. 46-47.
PuB. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12,.pp. 261-262.
Md. Arch. v. 3, pp. 367-369.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. b86-588.
ABsT. Authorlzes them to ask for the return of fugitives and the punish-
ment of Col. Utie and to treat with the Governor of Maryland.

Letter. Willfam Beekmsan to Director Btuyvesant.

PuB. Doc. rel. Colenial Hist. N. ¥. v. 12, p. 264,
Im, Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p. 590.
AnsT. Tells of the refusal of Swedes to aid In resisting English and
justifies hig action in not arresting Col. Utle,

Declaration and Manifestation delivered to Governor of Maryland
on behalf of Qovernor of New Netherlands by Augustine
Herman and Resolved Waldron.

Mg, Orrg, Roy. Arch, Hague, L. No. 49.

Ms. Copy. Md. Council Proceedings, Liber H. H., pp. 48-55.

Pup. Md. Arch., v. &, pp. 369-375.

Pa. Arch., scr. 2, v. 5, pp. 332-337 (omother translation).
N. Y. Hist. 8oc. Coll., v. 3, p. 373 (incorrect tanslation).
Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. ¥., v. 2, pp. 80-84.

Angr. Claims Duich have prior rights through Spanlsh and that England
recognlzed this by keeplng New Ingland and Virginia 100 leagues apart.
TDemands that Dutch and Swedish runaways be returmed. Proposes that
gummlfsioners be appolnted to settle the bounds between the Dutch and
"English,

Letter. Governor and Council of Maryland to Governor and
Counell of New Netherlands.
Ms. Copy. Amsterdam. Stad. Huys., v. 3, No. 49,
Md, Councll Proceedings, Liber H. I1., pp. 53-57.
Pon. Md. Arch., v. 8, pp. 375-377.
N. Y. HIst. Soc. Coll.,, v. 3 pp. 384-385.
Beharl, Hist. Md., v. 1, pp. 250-251.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 340-341.

ABST. Reply to Duteh demands denying Dutch claims and assertlng States
General had denied sanction of Delaware settlements.

Answer. Herman and Waldron to Governor and Council of
Maryland. -
Ms. Cory. Md. Council Proceedings, Liber H. H., p. 58.
Pus. Md. Areh, v. 3, pp. 377-378.
N. Y. Hist. Soc. Coll, v. 3, p. 384,
1'a. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 5, pp. 339-340,
Doc. Tel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 2, pp. 85-80.

Apsr. First time “inculta” clalm is argued against Baltimore's title to
Delaware.

Minutes. Maryland‘ Council. Concerning Mission of Dutch
Embassy. i

Mg, Orig. Md. Council Proceedings, Liber H. H., pp. 44-59.
Pun. Md. Arch, v. 3, pp. 366-378.

ApsT. Contains an account of varlous interviews and copies of above-
menticned papers.

Letter. Director Alrichs and Council to Messrs. Van Ruyven and
Creiger,

Pyn. Doc. rel. Colonial Mist. N. ¥, v. 12 pp. 272-279,
Apgr, Recites former atiempts of Lnglish to show that act of Mary-
landers was not caused by deserters but was result of deliberation (278).




2924 SOURCE MATERIAL

1659. 7
Oct. 21. Journal of Augustyn Herman's journey to Annapolis. Sepl..30,
1659-Oct, 20, 1659,

Pop.  Albany Records, v. 18, pp. 337364, :
Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. ¥., v. 2, pp. 8880,
Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 5 pp. 340-357,
Hazard’s Annals of Pennsylvania (abstract).
Scharf, Hlst. Md., v. 1, pp, 244-248 (abstract).

Note. 18 Oct. Herman reads Ma~yland charter and notes bearing of the
phrase “hactenus inculie’ for the first time.

Oct. 21. Report of Messrs. Heermans and Waldron to Director Stuyvesant.

Mg, Corpy. Amsterdam. Stad, Huys., V. 8., No. 48
PUB. Daoe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. ¥, v. 2, pp. 99-100.

Dec. 12. Letter. J. Alrichs to the Commissioners of the Cclonie on the
Delaware River. ‘

Ms. Onla, Amsterdam. Stad. Huys., V. S, No. 5G. s
Pup. Doc. rel, Colonial Hist. N, Y., v. 2, pp. 112-114.
I’n. Arch., ser, 2, v. 5, pp. 371-374.

ABst.  Gives account of Duich Embassy to Maryland.

Dec. 24. .Letter. Skipper Huys to the Commissioners of the Colonie on |
the Delaware River. ‘ 1

Ms. Oria.  Amsterdam, Stad. Huys., V. 8., No. 51.
Pus. Dwe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 2, pp, 114-118,

ABgr. “The cause and pretence which the Hnglish of Maryland set up,
proceed only from one Baltmo:; and from mgome of our own people who
went thither from here aad afterwards persuaded -the English that they
could take the place without much diffienlty.”

Dec. 26. Letier. Director Stuyvesant to Directors of West India Company.

Pue. Doc, rel. Colonial Hist. -N. Y, v. 12, pp. 288-280.
ra. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7 pp. 617-619.

1659/60 ApsT. Refers to Herman and Waldron embassy and encloses full account,
Mar.9., Leiter. Directors Dutch West India Company to Governor
Stuyvesant. ’
Quorep :  Scharf, Hist. Md., v. 1, p. 251,
i Apsr., “Our claims and rights on the lands wpon South river are in- !

disputalle not so much (which, however, Is the case} as first occupants |
but by real purchase from the natives.'

Mar.15. Letter. Wm. Beeltman to Director Stuyvesant.
! . Poe. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 298-300.
Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. T, pp. 626-628,

| ApsT. Refers to rumor that Lord Baltlmore la in Maryland about to
i‘ . 1660 attack with 500 men and asks for instructioms. - !
¥ .

April 20. Commission. ILord Baltimore to Captain James Neale.

CI, Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 5, p. 378. N

Apsr. Orders Captain Neale to protest to Dutch W. I. Co. and to demand
swhether or not they acknowledge the cultivation of the colony at New
Amstel and it so to demand their submilssion.

May 25. Letter, William Beecgman to Director Stuyvesant.

Pue. Doc. rel. Colenial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 312-313. \

: Angr, Refers fo a letler from Augustine Herrman dated 16-28 Apr. stating 1
thet “they are busy over the separation of the boundaries, to be thus ‘
relieved of further quarrels with those of Deluwaer bay.” |




Lo i

©o S TOREEHT

1660.
July 3.

© July 20.

July 24.

July 24,

Aug. 17.

Aug. 11.

Sept. 20.

Nov.
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Tetter. Charles II to Governor of Virginia.

Mg, Corr. Roy. Arch., Hague, W. I, Comp. No. 48,
Poe. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, p. 380.
Doe. rel, Celoninl Hist. N. Y., v. 2, p. 118.

ABST. Asks Governor to assist in establishing jurisdiction of Lerd Baltl-
more, “as the same existed last Janunary Ii. 'e. before Fendal's revolt}
according to his patent or.charter of said Provinces.”

Instructions. T.ord Baltimore to Captain James Neale.

Ms. Copy. Md. Council Proceedings, Liber IH. H.
Pun. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 427-428.
Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 380-381.

ABsT. Ovdered to train men wllling to attack tememies upon the shore
within the limits of our Province.

Instructions. TLord Baltimore to Capt. James Neale.

Pur. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, p. 881,
ABST. Renews instructions to nsk of Dutch West India Company whether
or not they clalm Delaware territory.

Commission. TLord Baltimore to Captain James Neale.

. Ms. Oria. Roy. Arch., Hagne, W.. I, Comp. No. 48.

Pue. FPa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 380-8381.
Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N, Y., v. 2, p. 119,

ABST. Same commission and order.

Extracts from minutes of the Deputies of the General Incor-
porated West India Company, representing the Assembly of 19,
at Amsterdam, relating to boundary controversy.

Ms. Oric. Noy. Arch., Hague, W. 1. C., No. 48.
1B, Doe. rel. Coloninl Hist. N. ¥., v. 2, pp. 116-123.
Pa. Arvch. ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 377-885.

Contains.. Mlinutes of Meeting 17 Aug.—25 Sept. 1660.
Protest of Capt. James Neale on bebalf of Lord Baltlmore,
Confl mation of Baliimore's rights by Charles IL
Sccond commlsslon to James Neale.

Answer of Deputies to Baltimore's claim.

Proceedings. West India Company.

Pup. TPa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 377-399.

AmsT. Protest of Lovd Baltimore through Captain James Neale lald by
latter before West India Company at Amsterdam, 1T Augp. 1660, demand-
ing surrender of plantatlon of New Amatel disiriet on south slde of De
la Ware Bay wlithin [imits of his patent. Company ask King to
negotiate boundary of South river and North river [N. Y.] settlements.

Letter. Directors Dutch West India Company to Director Stuy-

vesant. .

Puk. Doc. rel. Coloninl Hist. N. Y, v. 12, pp. 326-327,

Apgr. Encloses papers bearing on Baltimore's potest and pretended vights
to the City's colony [New Amstel] and orders that coleny be protected
until this afair shall have been diseussed and setiled Detween the
Tlonble Tnvoys of thls State and the King of England.

Letter. Josiah Cole to George Fox.

Pus. Bowden, Hist, of Friends in Amerlea, v. 1, p. 88.
Quoted In Fisher, I'a., p. 23 Jenkins, Pa.. v. 1, p. 193,

ApsT. Susquehanna Indians tell him there is no land habitable or fit for
gituation beyeond Ealtimore’s lberty till Susquehanna fort.

Note. Cole was commissicned to trent for Fox with the Indians. It Is
believed that this first suggested to Penn, then a student at Oxtord, the
thought of founding a Quaker colony. Cf. Jenking, Pn., v. 1. p. 193,

The deseription favors the locatlon of Susquchannn fort as glven by
Herrman's map and claimed by Baltimore rather than at Octoraro Creek
as cloimed by Penns.
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1660.
Nov. b.

Nov. b.

Dec. 14.

1661,
July 1.

July 21,

1661 /2.

Jan. 27,

© 1662,
July 15.

Nov. 24,

SOTURCE MATERIATL

Remonstrance of the West India Company to the States General.

Ms. Onia. Roy. Arch., Ilague, W. I. C.,, No. 49.
Pup. Daoc. rel. Colonisl Hist, N. Y., v. 2, pp. 151-132.
Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 357-3589.

ApsT. Objects to Inglish encroachments, including that of Marylend,
and requests that Duich ambassadors in Inglahd see that Lord Balti-
more desish or nt least, allow matters to remain in stedz until commis-
sionel's ean agree upon a boundary.

Deduction, or brief and clear account of the situation of New
Netherlands; who have been its first discoverers and possessots,
together with the unseemly and hostile usurpation committed
by the FEmnglish neighbors on the lands lying there within the
limits of the Incorporated West India Company.

Pup. Daoe. rel, Colonlal Hist, N. Y., v. 2, pp. 133-139.

’a. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 890-398.

ABST. Gives history of setilement and discusses character of Baltimore's
claims, from the Duteh viewpoint.

Letter. Lord Baltimore to Captain Neale.

Ms. Copyr. Md. Council Proceedings, 1657-1660, Liber H. H.

Pus. Md. Arch. v. 4, pp. 426-430.

ApsT. *I hope whea he comes you &nd he and my other friends will think
upon gome speedy and effectual waye for Reducing the Duteh in Delaware
Baye. The New Ingland men will be assisting in itt and Secretary
Ludwell of Virginia assured me before he went from hence that the
Virgineans will be soe too But it were well to be done with all Celerity
convenleni because the New Enpgland men fulling upon them at Manhatas
may take it in the head to fal] upon them at Delaware too and by that
meuncs pretend some title to the place”

Minutes on consideration of Captain Neale’s Instructions,
Ms. Onig. Md. Council Proceedlngs, 1660-1661, Liber H. H.
Pun. Md. Arch., v. 4, pp. 426:430,

AEBEST. ‘“Resolved ithnt all attempts be foreborne against the sald town of
New Amstell till such tyme as letters from his lop may agnin be had.”
Position taken on accommt of doubts as to true latitude and the rcsolute
position of the Dutch.

Letter. Director Stuyvesant to Directors of Dui:c_h ‘West India
Company. )

Pup. Doc. rel. Colonlal Iist. N. Y., v. 12 pp. 347-349.

ABST. Refers to Maryland's claim of the south bank of the Delaware and
the fact that Governor Calvert hod been ordered to prosecute his clalm
II;'V ?llll [iglssible means slnee Lord Baltimore's charter had been confrmed

¥ the King.

Letter, Direstors in Holland to Director General and Council.

I'vs. Doe. rel. Colonial Hilst. N. Y., v. 12, p. 359 (extract).

Note. Refers to offer by QGoverner of Maryland to make =& provisionnl
boundary, which apparently was declined without reference to them,
cf, 15 Tuly, 1662,

Letter. Director Stuyvesant to Directors of Dutech West India
Company.

Pup. Doc. rel. Colonlal Hist. N, Y., v. 12; pp. 389-391.

AusT. Bays that offer of a provislonal settlement of the boundary gquestion
had been proposed and made to Director d’Hinoyossa and that this had
not been referred to Commissary Beeckman nor himself.

Letter. Willlam Beeckman to Director Stuyvesant.

PoB. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y. v. 12, pp. 417-418.

Apst,  Refers to conference hetween Governor of Maryland and d'Hinoyossa
at Bohemia Maner and the new patents received by Lord RBaltimore
which Include the Delaware reglon. '




1663 /4.
Mar. 12.

1664.
Apr. 2-26.

' June 24,

Sept. 2.
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Tetter. William Beekman to Director Stuyvesant and Council.

PuB. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. ¥., v. 12, pD. 437-4388.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. T, pp, T04-705.
Apsw.  Charles, Lord Baltimore, visits New.Amstel and Altena with retinne.
Attempts on the pavi of van Sweeringer to sottle a4 boundary are referred
to “Old [Cecil] Lord Baltimoyre” in Iingland.

L.etter. Directors of the West India Company to the Direclior
General and Couneil of New Netherlands.

Pup. Doc. rel. Colonin]l Hist. N, Y. v. 12, pp. 440-442,
Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. T, pp. 707-709.

ABST. Ammounces cession of all South river to the City of Amzterdam and
orders ovacuation of Fert Christlna with rcmoval of Company property
and surrender of all that concerms the Colony. A similar letter under
date of Sept. 13, 1683, was sent to Vice-Director Beeckman,

Deed, transferring to the Burgomaster of Amsterdam, Holland,
all the country on the Delaware.

Pus. Doc. mel. Colgniat Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 449,

ra. Arch., ser. 2, v. T, p. T15. . .

Apgr, Conveys “the said South rlver from the sea upwards to ag far as

the river reaches, on the east side inland three leagues [12 miles] from

the banl of the river on the west side as far as the termitory reaches to

the Lnglish Colony, with all streams, kiis, creeks, pors, bays, and ouni-
lines belonging thereto.’”

Grant of New Netherlands, ete. Charles IT to the Duke of York.

Ms. Ogia. N. Y. Dook of Patents, v. 1, p. 169,
Ms, Cory. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No, 2114
Pus. Doe. rel. Colomial Hist. N. Y. v. 2, pp. 295-298.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 89 (extract) ; pp. 98, 97, 245, 700.

Trel. Registrar, pp. 58-89
Annals of Del., ch. 3.

ABsT. (rants territory eastward fromh east side of Delaware Bay.
Cf, also grant of 1674 (June 29).

Inspeximus of New York Records,

Ms. Copr. Md. Hist. 8Boc., Calvert Papers, :No. 147.

Ans®.,  Contains copies of Duke of York's grant; ecommission of Nicholls.
Made Oct., 1735, under Great Seal of N. Y. [Parchment].

Amnother copy made Oct. 20, 1735,
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 150.

Copy of part of a Deed from his Royal Highness James, Duke of
York, ete., to the Lord Berkley, Baron of Stratfon and Sir
Gep. Carteret, Knight and Baronet taken from the publick
Registry kept in Secy’s office at Burlington, N. J.

Ms. Corr. M4, st SBoe., Calvert Papess, No. 212,
Apgr, 'This is part of the deed -for East and West Jersey.

Leiter. Gov. Stuyvesant to Rich. Nicolls,

Pus. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. xi-xv.

Apgr, Sltuyvesant acknowledges letters of 20 /30 August 1664, States hls
commigsion of 26 July, 1646, based on grant of States General to Dutch
West Indiaz Companry in 1621 as strong ms any granted by Emnglish.
Denies undisputed possession by Euglish. [The dates appear to conflict
o account of. differences in Duiteh and English calendars.]

£, Pa. Aveh., ser, 2, v. 16, p- 248. ¢
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1664.

Sept. 3. Commission to Sir Robert Carr to subdue the Dufch settled in
Delaware Bay.

Ms. Corr. P.IL. O, B. T., v. 16, p. 32,

Pun. Smith, Hist, N. J., 1765, p.. 47,
Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N, Y., v. 3, . 70; v. 12, 1. 438.
Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v, 5, p. 536.

Bept. 3. Instructions to Sir Robert Carr for the reducing of Delaware Bay
and settling the people there under his Majesties . Obedience.

Mg,
Tur, Doe. rel, Colonlal Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. xvi-xvil, 457-458,
I‘a2 %rch., ser. 2, v. &, pp. 536-537; v. T, PP 719-720 5 v, 18, pp. 250-
251.

ABsST, “You have commands to keep possession therof for hiy Maties own
behalf and right . . and if my TLord Baltimore doth pretend right
thereto by his Potent (which is a doubtful case) you are to say that you
only keep possesslon till his Maties is informed and satisfied otherwise.’

Ang. 27. . .
Sept, 6. }Artlcles hetween Dutch and HEnglish,

POB. Doe. rel. Colenial Hist. N. Y., v. 2 p. 250,
Pa. Avch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 2527,

Ansr. This terminated the Dutch Power in America. Prelimlnaries began
Aug. (19) 29 and were concluded by this agreement. Correspondence.
Pub. Doe, rel. Coloninl Hist, N. Y., v. 12,

Oct. 1. Articles of Agreement between Sir Robert Carr and the Dutch
and Swedes inhabiting in Delaware Bay and rivers. 5 fol.
Ms. Cory. P.R. 0, B. T., N. Y., v. 1, p. 169,
PuB. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist, N. Y., v. 3, 71

p. 71,
Pa. Areh., ser. 2, v. 5, pp. o944, 545 547; v. 16, p. 251.
Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, p. 1234,

Oct, Letter. Colonel Richard Nicolls to Sir IL Bennett, Secretary of
State. 5 pp. fol.

Ms. Orig. P. R. O, Am. & W. T. (0. 8.).

Pun. TIa, Arch, ser. 2 v. 5, np. 541-543.

ApsT. Thinks Baltimore will be move solleitous to secure from His Majesty
than from the powerful Amgterdam, “and that his Lordpp will maks a
Taire pretence to it by his pattent: But I hope that His Maty wil] elther
Tooke upon his pattent for Governour as forfeited by aet of Parliament
for trading with the Dutch, or, at least, so much of hls pattent as has
been reduced at His Majesty's charge.”

July 22 ) Inspeximus of New York Records: Letter from Governor Win-
Oct. 1. throp, Commissions to Governor Nicholls and other documents
relating to Du.ch on the Delaware. [Parchment].

Ms. COIPYS.5 Md. Hist. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 151. Made October 20,
735.

Oct. 24.  Commissioners warrant to Colonel Richard Nicholls to go to
Delaware Bay.

Pur. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 5, p. 551,
1665 /6.

¥eb. 16, Insiructions. Cecil Lord Baltimore to Charles Calvert.

166 Ms. Copx. M4, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 213,
6.

April 9. Letter. Colonel R. Nicolls to Lord Arlington.

Pos. Pa. Arvch,, ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 569-571.

Answ, Still hold west side without patent. “Lerd Baltlmore can never
make good hls pretences within twenty miles of any part of the River.’
“All that tract of land to the West side and Bast side of Delaware River
which was recovercd to His Maties dominions from the hands of the
Burgomasters of Amsterdam, which was twenty miles distance from cast
side of the River.”




1667.

1668.
June 16.

1669.
July 28.

Oct. 22,

Nov. 26,

Dec. 31

1670.
Dec. 23.

Dec. 23.
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Mar. Nova Belgica et Anglis, Nova. 194%x15 in.

In Blaau, Le grand atlas, Amsterdam, 1667, V. 12, p. 17.
Note. Shows Cape Henlopen at its present position, not at the “false
cape’”’ as in Visscher, 1659, ete.

Exemplification of a grant on west side Delaware Bay to Isaac
Halme and others. [Parchment],

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Boe, Calvert Papers, No. 140. Made Aug. 18 1735.
Not]g&. tiOne of muny grants by Agents of Duke of York showing practice of
the time.

Instructions. Cecil, Lord Baltlmore to Charles Calvert.

Puns. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. B4, G3.

ApsT. Settlement upon *Scaboard gide of Eastern Shoar apd on Delaware
Bay within the Degree forty Notherly Latitnde and particularly the
Whovekill [Lewes] to be encouraged, and manors for the proprietor to
be laid out at the Whorekill and on the Hastern Shore."”

Order of -Survey. Maryland Council to Jerome White, Slirveyor
General.

Ms. Orre. Md, Council Proe., Liber A. M., pp. 14, 24, 25.

Pun. Md. Arch. v. 5, pp. 57, 58.

ApsT. Surveyor General ordered to make out “Northly bounds of this
province af near ag possible as the degree forty and return his observae-
iions to the Deputy Lleuts. in Couneil.” '

Ordered that the Surveyor General [Jerome White] be accommodated
by Wm. Brookes, Governor's steward, with provisions and men and the
CGovernor's sloop to po up the Bay by the 29th of Det.

Letter. Jerome White, Surveyor-General of Maryland, to Colonel
Francis Lovelace, Governor of New York.

Ms. Corr. Mda. Council Proe., Liber A, M., pp. 23, 24,
Md. Hist. See., Calvert Papers, No. 216.
Minutes of Md, Counecil, Oct. 22, 1669

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. B8.

AmsT. In obedience to orders of Maryland proprietor to sarvey all of the
Jand mentioned In his patent on the sea-board side of the Delaware to the
degres 40, by observation takén this day at New Castle, finds it to lie in
39 degrees and 30. minutes north latitude. which is 30 minufies south of
the pmorth bounds of the patent. TUnderstanding that New (astle, since
the conquest from the Dutch by his Majesty's forees is. claimed for the
Dulee, he is constraihed to aequaint him with the claim he makes for the
Maryland proprietor, i. e., to the New Castle and adjacent territories
from the bounds of Virginia to degree 40. .

Letter. Matthias Nicolls of New York to Colonel Nicolls of
London. 5 fol.

Mz, Opte. P.R.O.,.B. T, N Y, v.1 B. A, p 40.

Pos. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 5, pp. 852-8B63. .

Apsr, “Mr. White, Surveyor General of Maryland, made clalms to the
west side of Delaware river on hbehalf of Lord Baltimore, but did not
succeed in esbablishing obedience.” : -

Commission from William Talbott to Willlam Stervens and
James Weedon.

Ws. Orré. Md. Couneil Proc,, Liber A. M., pp. 43-44,

Pon, Md. Arcl., v. §, pp. §3-64, 79-8B0: : ]

ApsT, Appoints them deputy surveyors for the seaboard side on Delaware
Bay within 40th degree, and particularly at Whorekill.

Proclamation by William Talbot, Secretary of Maryland.
Ms. Orte. Md. Councll I'roc., Liber A. M., pp. 47-48. .
Pus. Md. Areh., v, 5, pp. 63-84, 78-79. ,

ApsT.  According-to instimctions gives conditions of plantation on Eastern
Shore or Delaware Bay.
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1670.
Dec. 24,

1670 /1.
Mar. 21,

May 1.

May 13.

1671.

1671.

' 1672.
April 27.

May 17.

S00RCE MATERTIAT,

1 ' .
Commission from Lieutenant General and chief Governor, Charles
Calvert, appointing James Weedon to be Deputy Surveyor, 24,
Dec. 1670,

Ms. Copy. M4, Council Proc., Liber A. M., pp. 45, 46.
Pun. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 80, 81

ApsT. Jerome White, {he Surveyor-General, being absent from the province
and en account of the necessity for a4 Deputy Governor on the Seabonrd
slde to speedlly settle those parts and the Governor “reposing Especial
trust and Confidence in your abllity 8kill-and Circumspection in the Art
of Surveying in the laying out of Lands and Runhing out of Lines” he is
empowered fo act ag Deputy Surveyor.

Nnte. On -account of his recognized merit as a gurveyor Weedon may have
been the “artist" with Charles, Lord Baltimore, In his obscrvations at
New Castle, 1681, and later. No surveyor’s name is mentioned in reports
of proceedings at these later-times. In other commissions from Wm.
Talbot, seeretary, printed in conmectlon with the above Weedon is to
act jointly with Win. Stevens to grant warrants for the settling of tha
Seaboard slde of the Wastern Shore showing that he was employed in the
region of the boundary dispute. :

Order. Cecil Baltimore enlarges on his instructions of July
28, 1669, making them retroactive as to settlement of Hastern
Shore, [etc.]

Cf. Md. Arch., v. G, pp. 63, 64.

Copy of confirmation made by Colonel Lovelace, Governor of New
York, of land on west side of Delaware Bay. 3 pp. fol.

‘Ms. Cory, Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 220, 221,

Minutes. New York Council. Regarding Whorekill affairs.
Pue. Doc. wel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12 p. 479.
I*a. Arch., ser. 2, p. 734.
ABST. Letter sent to Governor of Maryland asking opinlen of o certaln

disaster whether it occurs in Maryland or his K. If. dominions. This
happened near Cape Henlopen.

Ogilby, (John) America. An accurate description of the new
world and its inhahitants, also the remarkable voyages thither,
the conquest of Mexico, Peru, [etc.]. London, 1671.

“Numerous curious plates, Maps, portraits, ete. Calf gift bound by Clatke
and Bedford, royal folio, The armorial bookplate of “William Penn, ITsq.,
fownder of Pennsylvanin 1705. Inserted.” No. 534 in Puttick & Simp-
son: [avction] catalogue of . . . the llbravies of William Penn and
his descendnnis. London, 1872,

Bee deposition of John Paris. I'a. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 512-516.

Note. The map often referred to from this volume iz probably a modifica-
tion of Visseher's. 18566. See lnfer, under 1685,

Contalns Mar. Novi Belgii quod nunc Novi Jorck voeatur.
1314x1114 in, at p. 168.

Map. Nova terrae-Mariae tabula (a revislon of the Lord Baltimere map of
1635), at p. 183, N

Note. The latter map shows Md. extending to 40th degree, including site
of Phila., ag claimed by Baltimore,
Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 272.

Certificate of William Tom and others relative to the presence of
Mr, Jenkins, a Maryland surveyor, at the Horekil.

Pue. Doc. rel. Celonial Iist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 4986,

ABST. Blmply gives Information of incldent and asks for instructions.

New York Council Minute of Meeting.

Pue. Doc. rel. Colonlal Hist. N. Y., v. 12 pp. 496-497.
ABST. Approve resistance of magisirates to Maryland surveyors,




1672,
June 19.

Sept. 27.

1673.

Jan. 2.

July 11.

Aug. 12.

Dec. 10.

1671/3.

Aug. 12,

1673 /4.
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That part of Maryland beginning at southermost part of Rehkobelh
Bay and thence northward along the seaboard side up Delaware
Bay to degree 40 is erected into a county called Worcester by
Cecil Calvert and proclaimed as such by the Governor his gon.
19-20 June, 1672.

Cf. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 108-110. ILiber A, M., 99-100,
Order. Charles Calvert to Captain Marsh to proceed against any

enemies shown him by Captain Jones commander of the forces
in Worcester County.

Cf, Md. Arch.,, v. 5, p. 111.

Tetter. Governor Lovelace to Governor Philip Calvert of Mary-
land.

Pue. Doe. rel, Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 500.

Pa. Avch. ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 749-7650
Proud, Hist. 'a., v. 1, p. 632,

ARST. REmonstrates against beha,vm]. of Coptain Jones at Whorekill and’

demandg his punishment.

Letter. John Carr to Governor Lovelace.
Pue. Doc. rel, Colonial Tist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 503
ra. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, p. 53.

ABsT. Says valandfcus are levying troops to reduce west side of Dela-
ware as high as degree forty.

Letter. Governor Lovelace to Captain Carr on plunder [ete.] of
Whorekill by Marylanders.
Pun. Doe. rel. Colonjal Hist. N, Y., v. 12, p. 504."
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 5, pp- 624- 6"7

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, . 7 pp. 763-Th4
Yroud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 182- 153,

ABsT, Orders Inhabitants to put themselves in readness for defenge.

Letter. Captain Cantwell to Governor Lovelace.
Pus. Doae. rel, Colonjal Hist. N. Y.. v. 12, p. 505,
P’a. Arcch., ser. 2 v. 7, p. T55.

AngT. Sent to remonstrate in Maryland he says that he saw the Governor
confirm Captain Jones' commission.

Extract from the Regigiry Books kept by James ‘Weeden and
Francis Jenkins, surveyors of land on seaside and Delaware
Bay.

Ms. Cory. Md., Mist, Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 218, 219,

Grants of Iand on or near Delaware. Copy made about 1750. For con-
{tents see Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Publlcations, No. 28, p. 94

Commission to Gov. Colve.

Pos. Proud, Ilist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 134-135.
ApsT. Colve’s control te 15 m. south of Cape Henlopen.

Mar of Virginia and Maryland as it is planted and inhabited this
present Year 1670 Surveyed and Exactly Drawn by the Only
Labour & Endeavor of Augustin Herrman, Bohemlensis. Copy-
rlghted Jan. 2, 1674.

Ct. Mad:hews. Maps and Map Makers of Maryland, 1898, pp. 368-386,

This is the bost map of the Maryland-Delaware region at the time of Penn's
grants and deeds of feoffment. 1L locates the Susguehanna Fort directly
on the 40th degree, cf. Letter, 1680, June 23.
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1673 /4.
Jan, 14,

Feh.

1674.
June 29,

Oct. 31.

Nov. 3.

Nov. 26.

1676.

Sept. 23,

BOURCE MATERIAL

Proclamation by Governor Colve sent to the Delaware on an
invasion of the District by Maryland people. .
Pus. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y,, v. 12, p. 511,
Pa. Arch. ser. 2, v. 5, p, 8527 v. 7, p. 761,

ABST. All refugees fo be cared for and all inhabltants to be under orders
of Commander Alrlgs [Alrlchs].

Treaty between Dutch and English.

Cf. Pa, Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 9.
Note. This restores New Netherlands to the Engligh.

Grant. Charles IT to James, Duke of York.

Mg, Orie. 26 Car. T1., 16874, ¢f p, 10.
Pup. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 2B3 (extract).

ApsT. Confirms grant of 1664 lest title should be affected by temporery
Duteh gecupancy. Same limits to territory as in original grant. No
reference to western shore of Delaware. : !

Cf. also, grants of 16R2 (Mar, 22) and 1683 (May). The lmiter stopped
by Baltimore's petition.

Letter, John Werden to Governor Andros.

Ms. Cory. P. R. O, N. Y. Entries CLI, 24.
Pup. Dee. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 246-247.

ABST. “T phould be glad [if the title to Delaware] were confirmed in the
Duke's posgesslon Ly a better title, yn thls, weh, indeed, te an ordlnary
pergon would not be very secure.”

Dutch New York City surrender to Governor Andros.
Pa. Arch., geT, 2, v, 5, p. 48, '

Letter. Gov. Andros to Governor of Maryland.

Ms. Corx. N. ¥. Secy. State. Records, No. 1, fol. 7.
Fup. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 513-5i4.
Ct. Pa. Arch,, ser, 2, v, 16, pp. 284-285.

Apsr. Informs them of the retaking of New York and the Delaware from
the Duich.

Commission to Captain Cantwell and Mr. Willlam Toun to receive
Newcastle in Delaware and any other part of the country
particularly at the Whorekill.

Pyr. Doc. el Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 515.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p. 764,

Inspeximus of New York Records; Boundaries of neighboring
Colonies, Nicholl’s Commission; Duke of York’s Grant; and
other documents relating to settlements on Delaware. [Parch.
ment].

Ms. Cory. Md. Mist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 152, Made July 29, 1740.

Copy of Paper setting out the payments agreed upon for pur-
chasing land on Delaware River of the Indians, 1 p. fol.

Ms. Cory. MdA. Hist. Soc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 225,

ABST.  “Note. York government purchased of the Indlans such lands only ;
upon west side of ye Delaware as lay to ye northward of the line of 40—
for as to the few settlements below, and New Castle Town, they clearly
expected orders, as I observed in my former, to surrender them up to
Maryland {the Lord Proprietor] 61 years ago.”




1676.
April 10.

April 10.

May 11.

Aug. 31,

16717.
June 11.

Sept. 18.

1678.
Mar. 26.
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A dratt of Qenerall Enguirys to be Sent to the Governors of his
Matys Plantations.”

M. Ores. TUnsigned. Spread upon minutes of meeting of Committee of
Trade and Mlaptations. Whitehall,' April 10.
Ms. Copt. Coleninl Entry Book, No. 104, P. B. O., Liber A. M, 99-100.
Pue. Md. Arch, v. 5 p. 125-12B.
[Query]. 12. What arve the boundaries, longitude, latitude mnd contents
of the land wlthin your Government, what number of acres, patented,
gettled or unsettled ¥

Privy Council Committee of - Trade and Foreign Plantations.
Circular letter to Ld. Baltimore transmitting heads of enguiry.

Ms. Ort¢. Spread upon the Minutes of meeting for April 10 1876,

Ms. Copy. P. R. 0., Colonial Entry book, v. 52.

Pous. Md. Areh., v. 5, pp. 128-130. .

[Query]1. 10. What are the Boundaries, Longitude, Latitude and Contents
of Land within your Province? . . .

ABST. “The Council of Trade and Forreign Plantntlon having been lately
superseded by the above new Committee of the Privy Couneil it 1s found
g:hf.t Hl?_ Majesty cannot be advised about the colonies for lack of
nformation.”

T.etter. Captain Cantwell to Governor Andras.

Pue. Doe. rel, Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 545-546.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. T79-7T80.
AnsT., Asks order to lay out bounds of the Whoreklll, saying old Indlans
can show how faor the Duteh formerly claimed.

Letter. Sir John Werden to Gov, Andras.

Ms. Copr. P, B0, N Y 155, p. 22.

Pus. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 288-240.

AmstT. Duke advised not to pass a patent singly fo~ the Delaware Plants-
flon but to wait for the occasion of altering that of New York. Similar
statements made in a letter dated May T, 1677.

Letter., Hermanus Wiltbank to Governor Andras.

Pus. Doe. rel. Colonigl Hist. N, Y., v. 12, pp. 576-577.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. T88-TBO.

ABgT. Says Marvlanders have recently surveved several thousand acres
wlthin Delaware territory. He can produce & wrltten instrument
between the Christians and Indians showing that the former pought
sgouthward of the Whorekill Creele about the Distance of 18 or 20 miles,
But to the northward of the smpposed Cape Henlopen [?] . . . .
Being called Assawoma Inlett.”

See also lefter of 18, Bept. 1877, Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 7, p. T91.

Letter. HMelmer Wilthank to Governor Andras.

rye. Doc, rel. Colonlal Hist. N. Y., v. 12, pp. 582583,
ABsrT. Refers to surveys north of Cape Henlopen and Assawoman Creek.

Charles, Lord Baltimore. My answer to the Enquiryes sent unto
me by order of the Lords of the Comitte of Trade and Planta-
tions. 22 fol.

Ms. Onie. P. R. 0. Colonial Papers, BB, p. 14.
Pur. Md. Arch, v. 5, pp. 264-268.

ABsT. 10. Boundaries and positions are well described “in a Late Mapp
or Chart of this Provynce lately made and prepared by one Aungustine
Herman an lohabitant of the said Provynce and Printed and Publiguely
gold in London by hig Majestyes Licence” to whlch he refers for greater
certainty and In order not to give “a Tedious description here! -

426 March 1678. Answer of the Lord Baltimore to the Queryes about
Maryland Recd on the 1st of April, 1678 Signed.
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1678.

1680,
June 1.

1680,
June 14,

June 14.

June 23,

June 23,

SOURCE MATERIAL

Note. This shows that a good map of Maryland and the Delaware terri-
tory was known to the Privy Councll before the Charter for Pennsylvania,
waz granted. 'Through the influence of I'enn it seems to have been
thrown out during the hearings of 1683-1685 on the ground that it was
an ez parie map, the Visscher oy Dutch map which was less correct
being used Instead, The present location of Cape Henlopen iz given on
Herrman's map, the incorreet location on Visscher's.

Petition of William Penn to King Charles II asking for grant of
Letters Patents for a tract of land in America, lying north of
Maryland, [ete.]

Pue. Pa. Arch, ser. 2 v, 16, p. 346, cf. p. 11,
Hazard, Annu.]s of Pa., p. 474,
Note. Original in Board of Trade records, mmeh woln and only partly
legible, cf, Rept. of Committee, 1681, Feb, 24,

THE PENN GRANT.

Minute of Meeting. Committee of Trade and Plantations., [Con-
Sideration of patent of Mr. Penn “Referred by order from the
Earl of Sunderland”].

Ms. OriG, P. R. 0., Col. Nutry Book No. 106, p. 173. Uasigned.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 271.
Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. 16, pp. 846-347.

Penn petitions for Grant of Letters Patents “for a tract of [and in America
lying north of Maryland, on the East bounded with De la Ware River on
the West limited as Maryland and northward to extend as far as
plantahle.™” :

Penn satisfied to have northern boundary three degreeg to the northwards
accepts thig grant or will wait the King's convenience In repaying
indebtedness. Copies of this petition ordered to Sir John Werden In
bebalf of his Noyal Hlghness and to Agents of Lord Baltimore that
“they may report how far the pretensions of Mr, Penn may cousist with
the Bowndaries of Maryland or the Dulke’s Propriety of New York.

Letter. Secretary Blaithwayte to Sir John Werden.

Ms. (Rough Draft). P. R. G, B. T., Penna., v. 1, 4 fol.
Ma, Copy, Da. Hist. Soc., Penn MSH. “Boundaries,” p. 2. Botra No. 7,
certified 22 Apr. 1742,
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.

Pun. Ya. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, p. 347.

ApsT, Transmits copy of William Penn’s petition for charter and asks for
1'%pg}'t lgf it intrenches upon the Patent of His Itayal Highness, the Duke
of York,

Letter. Barnaby Dunch and Richard Burk [Apgents of Lord
Baltimore] to Secretary Blaithwayte.

Ms. Omr1ig. P.R. 0, B. T, Penna., v, 1, 3 fol,
Mg. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc., ’enn MSS. “Boundarics,” p. 3, Botrn No. 9,
eertified 22 Apr. 1742.
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pun. H-ousston. Address to Commissioners of Del, Ilist, Soeg., Del., No. 8,
1878, p. 68.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 348-349.
IIazard, Annals Pa., p. 474,
Pa. Votes of Assembly, v. 1.

ABsT, Heporting in behalf of Lord Balthmore on the effect on hig interests
of Mr. Penn's petition for a grant, desiring that ¥t shall lie north of
“Basquahanna” Fort and of all Lands in a direct line between the maid
Fort and Delaware Rlver and of n line wostward therefrom as far as ye
Boundary of Maryland.

Letter. Sir John Werden fo Secretary Blaithwayte.

Ms, Orig. P. R, O, B, T, Penna., v. 1, p. 5.
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc.. Yenn MSHS. ' “Bomndaries,” p. 2. Boira No. 8,
certified 22 Apr. 1742,
Md. Hist. Soec., Calwert Papers, No. 230,
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1680.

PuB. Chalmer’s Polltical Annals, v. 1, 322 655-656.
Pa. Arch., ger. 12, v. 16, pp. 347-348.
Hazard, Annals Pa., pp. 475-476,

I’a, Votes of Assembly, v. 1. . .

ABST, - The boundarles of Mr. Penn's potent seem to agree with the Duke
of York's calony held as an appendix and part of the government of New
York by the name of Dkelawnre or Newcastle colony. If thls be the case
presumes committee will net enderse it; if another parcel of land thinks
it may bhe recommended. Argues duke's interest m Delawape “‘though
it should not prove to be sirictly within the limits of the duke's patent.”

June 25. Committees of Trade and Plantation, Minutes of Meeting. Con-
sideration of Petition from William Penn and letters from Lord
Baltimore’s agent and from Sir John Warden.

Ms. P. R O, Coloninl Eniry Book, No. 106,13. 178.
M=, Cory. Md, Hist. Soc, Calvert I*apers, No. 230.
> Puer. Md, Arch. v. 5, p. 272.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 249.

ARgr, From S8ir John Werden's letter Penn l8 told that a part of the
territory desired by him is already possessed by the Duke of York and
that he must therefore apply to His Royal Highness to adjust their
respective pretensions. Mr. Penn agrees that Busguehanna Fort shall
be the bounds of Lord Baltimore’s province.

Oct. 16. Letter. 8ir John Werden to Secretary Blaithwayte.

Ms. Orte. P. R, O, B. T, Penna., v. 1, 3 fol
Ms. CoPy. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MS8S. “Boundaries,” p. 3. Botra No. 10,
certified 22 Apr. 1742,
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Tapers, No. 230.
Pums. I'a. Arch., ser, 2, v. 16, pp. 349-350,
Hazard, Annals Pa. p. 480.
Pa. Votes of Assembly, 1. 1.

ApsT. Mr, Penn has seen the Duke mnd His Highness Iz now willing that
Mr. Penn may have a grant of land to lle north of Newcastle Colony
west of the Delaware, beginning about latitude 40° and extending north-
ward a8 far as his Mnjesty pleaseth and under such regulatlonsg as their
lordships think fit.

Nov.1l. Committee of Trade and Plantation. Minute of Meeting,
Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pun. Pa. Anch, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 349-350.
ArsT. Tenn petitions that day be appeinted for preparing hls grant.

Nov. 4. Committee of Trade and Plantation. Minutes of Meeting.
Ms. P. R. O, Colonial Entry Book, No. 106, p. 228.
Pue. Md, Arch, v. 5, D. 272.

ABsT. Ovdered that *“Mr. attorney General and my Lord Baltimore's
Apents” have sight of draft of a patent now presented by Mr. Penn.

Nov. 8. Letter. Secrotary Blaithwayte to Attorney-General.

Ms. Copy. Pa. ITist, Boc., Penn MBS. “Doundaries,” p. 5. Botra No. 11,
certified 22 Apr. 1742.
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
PyB. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 350,

ArsT, Transmits draft of grant to Penn and requests him to repert any
objectlon te the powers granted.

Nov. 8. Letter. Secretary Blaithwayte to 8ir John Werden.

Ms. (Roupgh Drait), . R. 0., B. T., T'enna., v. 1. 3 fol.

Apsr. Inecloges draft of grant presented by Penn and asks opinion on It
Nov.11. Committee ot Trade and Plantation. Minute of Meeting.

Mg. Corx. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 350.

ABnsT, Attorney General presents opinion on Penn's grant.
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1680.
Nov. 18.

Nov. 18.

Nov. 20.

Nov 23.

Dec. 16.

Dec. 18.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Secretary Blaithwayie to Sir John Werden [Duke’s
secretary].

Ms. (Rough Draft). P. R. 0., B. T., Penna., v. 1, 2 fol.
Ms. Copy. Pa, Hist. Soc., Penn MSB. '“Boundarles,” p. 8. Botra No. 12,
certitied 22 April 1743, .

Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 350-351.

Arsr, Formerly sent the petition of Penn for a tract of land adjoining
New York and presented hls answer o the committee of planiations.
Now gends by their order an extract of so much of palent as concerns
boundaries in order that he may mnake objectlons in behalf of His Royal
Highness if he gees cause. The committee will roeet for this business on
Tuesday next at 4 P. M. .

Letter. Secretary Blaithwayte to the agenfs of the Liord Balti-
more [Barnaby Dunch and Richard Burk].

Ms. (Rough Draft). P. R. 0, B. T.,, Penna., v. 1, 3 fol.
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSB. “Boundaries,” p. 4. Botra No. 3.
4 pp. fext, 1 8 ., certified 22- Aprll 1742,
Md. Hist. S8oc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pus. Pa. Arch,, ser, 2, v. 16, p. 351.

ABsT. HRecalls correspondence and.gives notice of meetlng.

Letter. Jo., Werden to Wm, Blaithwayte.

Mg, Oni¢. P. R. O., B. T,, Penna,, v. 1, 4 fol.
Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundarles,” p. 4. Botra No.
14, also p. 17, certified 22 April 1742, .
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.

Pus. Pa. Arvch,, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 351-352, E

ABST. 'The Duke's intentlon being that Mr. Pemn’s grant be bounded on the
east by the Delaware river and his south limlt 20 or 30 miles beyond
Newcastle, which is distinct from Maryland, that be-in% under the juris-
diction of Lord Baltimore and may reach northward he guesses, as far
a8 the beginning of the 40th degree of latitude. If Mr, Penn’s patent
is so worded as te lead 20 or 30 miles beyond Newcastle and bounded
-on the east by the Delawmre river, that is all the caution necessary as
o the Duke, who will not concern himself how far north or west Mr,
Penn's patent takes in,

Letter., S8ir John Werden to Secrefary Blaithwayte,

Ms. Orte. P. R. 0., B. T., Penna,, v. .1, 2 fol,
Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soe, Penn MBS, "Boundarvies,” p. 6. Botra Ko
15, cextifled 22 April 1742,
Md. Hist. Boc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pun. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 352,
Hazard, Annals Pa., pp. 482-483,
Pa. Votes of Assembly, v. 1, pp. 269-273,

ApsT. Mr. Penn “having fallen Into dlscourse with him ” objects fo seltllng
his south lImit at 20 or 30 miles north of Newcastle, but is willing that
12 English miles north be his boundary and belieyes that will fall under
40° latitnde. The Duke of York’s only desire is to keep some convenlent
distance north of Newcastle.

Lord Chief Justice North. [Rough draft of statement of Mr. ;
Penn’s boundaries]. i

Ms, Copr. Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 7. Botra No. 17,
certified 22 April, 1742,
Md. Hlst.- Soc,, Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pus. NHazard Reg., v. 1, p. 274,
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 353.
Hagzard, Annals Pa., p. 486.
Pa. Votes of Assembly, v. 1. |

Note. An interlined copy showing changes towards final form.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeling.

Ms. Ortc. P. R. 0., Colonlal Entry Book, No. 106, p. 243. TUnsigned.
Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pun. Md. Arch, v. 5, p. 272,
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 352-353.
Amsm. After conference with Penn and upon reading Sir John Werden's
letter it is decided best for a setflement that the latter and Lord Baltl-
more’s agent be asked to attend the Saturday following.




1680,
Dec. 16.

Dec, 186.

Dec. 167

1680 /1.
Jan. 15.

Jan, 22.

Feb. 24.
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Attorney-Ceneral’s report to the committee for trade and foreign

plantation on Mr. Penn's charter.

Ms. (Rough Draft). P. R. O, B. T, Penna., v. 1, 5 fol,
Mg, Copy. Pa. Higt, Soc., Penn MBS, "RBoundaries,” p. 7. DBotra No. 8
4, p. text 2 p. . Page of ¢opy No. 35, certified 22 April, 1742,
Md, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 354.
Hozard, Annals Pa., pp. 483-484,
Pa. Voteg of Assembly, v. 1.

ABST. Mr. Penn's petition for a grant does not intrench upon Lord Balti-
more's province which is bounded . . . northward, by that part of
Delaware river that lyeth in the 40th degree of latitude, and so by
a direct line westward through the continent., Several Dutch and
Swedlsh plantations are, perhaps, within the bounds of Penn’s patent,
nrhich have acknowledged the protection of His Royal Highness [the
Duke of York] who took_them Erom the Duteh upon the conqguest of
New York, or of the Lord Baltimore, near whose borders they are settled.

Tetter. Secretary Blaithwayte to Lord Baltimore’s agent [Mr.
Burk].

Ms. (Rough Draft). P. R. O, B T, v. 1, 3 fol.
Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 6. Botra No. 18,
certified 22 April, 1742.
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
P. BR. 0., Colonial Entry Book, p. 243,
Pos. Pa. Areh., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 863.
Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 272,

ApsT. Summons to appear before the commitiee on the 18th inst. to hear
the exceptions of the Lord Baltimore apainst the draft of Mr. Penn's
patent,.at which time the lordships will proceed to discuss with him
[Mr. Burk] about Penn's patent ; desires him fo attend on Saturday, the
18th inat., at 4 P. M.

Letter. [Willlam Penn?] to Mr. Lewen, New York.

Ms. Onra. Brit. Mus,, Hgerfon M8S., 2895, ff. 593, 694,
Cf. Andrews, Colonial self-govemnment, p. 172,

ABsT. Sir John Werden and Baltimore's agent attended Tord Chief Justice

North and acguiesced in the bounds “as they stand now described.”

Committee of Trade and Plantation. Minutes of Meeting,

Ms. Opic. P. R. O., Colonial Entry Book, No. 106, p. 248, TUnsigned.
Ms. Copy, Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
PuB. Md, Arch, v. 6, p. 272,
Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 16, pp. 364-356.
ABST. “The boundaries of Mr. Penn's patent settled by my Lord Chief
Justlce North with the Alteratlons of Sir John Werden are read and
approved.”’ Wednesday next appointed '‘to review the whole patent.”

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Orig. P. R. 0., Colonial Bntry Book, No. 106, p. 249. Unasigned.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 230.

Poe. MdA. Arch., v. 3, p. 272,

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p, 355.
Hpzard, Annals Pa., p. 486
Pa. Votes of Assembly, v. L.

Amsr, Chief Justice North asked to take Penm's patent into consideration
and to provide fit clauses for all acts of sovereignty. A request of Lord
Bishop of London who would oblige Mr. Penn fo admit a chaplin of his
lordships appointment. Also referred to Chief Justice North.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Onig. P. R. O, B. T, Penna., N. J. & Carolina Papers, v. 1, “al ye
beglnning of ye Bool.”
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 7. Botira No. 19,
certified 22 Asril. 1742,
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
Pup. Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, D. 189.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 355.
Hazard, Annals of Pa., pp. 487-488.
ABst, Report draft of Penn’s charter leaving name to be suggested by
Kin

g
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1680 /1.

Mar, 4.

Mar. 6.

1681.
April 2.

April 2.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Map. A Mapp of ye improved part of Pensilvania, Surveyed by
Tho. Holme. ILond., Geo, Welldey [16817]. 21x19 in.

Cf. Philllps, Maps of America.
Note. Shows Newcestle Co. on Delawnre but To separailon from Pa.

Charter. Charles II to William Penn.
Ms. Or1@, 4 sheets parchment, 28 by 22 in., Ser'y of State office, Harris-

burg.
Ms. Cory. P. R. 0O, B. T, Tenna., v. 1,
PUB. Pa. Votes of Asgembly, v. 1, p. 18.

Duke of York's Book of Laws.

Charters of Pa., I'ranklin, 1740 ed., Drinley, Nos, 3010, 3011.

Charters of Pa., Franklin, 1742 ed., “Thos, Peon’s own copy with hla
autograph,” cf. Allen, Amer. Carwan, p. 29, Brinley. 3012, 3013.

Pa, Arch.é ser. 2, v. 7, apx.; v. 18, pp. 11, 12, 356-358; ser. 4, v. 1,
pp. 3-18,

Hazard, Annals Pa., pp. 488-499,

Hazard, Reg., v. 1, p, 293

Charters and Comst, U, 8., pp. 1509-1510.

Charters of Pa., ¢f. Sabin, Nos. 59, 969.

Fiske, Duteh and Quaker Colonles, v. 2, pp. 370-386.

Jenking, Pa, v. 1, pp. 124, 225-234

Maedonald, Belect Charters, pp. 183-190.

Jefferson, Notes Va., Richmond, 1853, p. 205.

Preston, Docs. illus, Amer. Hist., pp. 130-145.

Proud, Hist, Pa., v. 1, pp. 171-187.

Pastoriug, Pa. (German text), repr. Crufeld, 1884, pp. 7-12.

Amer. HIgt. leaflets, No. 16, pp. 17-18. -

Discussions.

Clayton, Substance of Argument, Pea Patch Case, Philn., 1848
Chambers, Pa., p. 635,

Banecroft, United States, cent. ed., v. 2, p. 107.

Bryant and Gay, United States. v. 2, p. 487.

Hildreth, United States, v. 2, p. 63.

Shepard, Hist, Propr. Gov't,

See also annotations of Secondary Material.

Letter. William Penn to Robert Turner.

PuB. Hazards, Annals Pa., p. 500
Pa. Hist. Mem., v, 1, pp. 208209,

ABST. Announces passing of grant and tells of the origin of lts nanie,

Letter. Charles IT to the Lord Baltimore about Mr. Penn.
Ms. CorY. P. R. 0., Colonial Entry Book, No. 152, p. 83.

y
've. Allen, Cat. of Ponn Papers, No. 13, p. 111.

Pa. Mag. Biog. & Hist,. v. 6, pp. 414, 415, footnote 2.

Md. Areh., v. 5, pp. 273, 274,

Hazard, Annals, p. 505, ¢f, Chalmer's Annals, p. 657.

McMahon, ITist. Md., v. 1, p. 27,

Smith, Ilist. Del. Co., p. 1¥9,

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, p. 426.

Apsr. Annpunces granting of Penn's Charter giving terms of boundary
and asks Baltimere to assist in establishing houndaries.

Note. Thisz very important letter Penn secured appoarently to his own
interest, but upon finding the true location of degree 40 tried to retire
it while Balt'more was then as eager to carry ouf its provislons. It is
cﬂnstﬁmtly brought forward by the latter in ‘correspondence with Penn,
which see.

Broadside. Declaration of Charles II regarding Pennsylvania
Grant. London. Prinied by the assigns of John Bill, ete., 1681
Lenox Lib., Emmet MSS. No, 14544.

PuB. Proud, ITist. Pa., v. 1, p. 189,
Hazard, Annals I'a,, p. 602,
Pa, Votes of Assembly, v. 1, p. 24.




1681.
April 10,

April 10.

May 1.

May 12,

June 21.

June 30.

July 16.

July 26.

Sept. 9.
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Commission. William Penn to William Markham.
M=, Mass., Sec'y State Off, Colonial Papers, v. 2, p. 473.
PuB. Hazard, Annalgs Pa., pp. 503-504, L

ABsT. Appointing Markham Deputy-Governor with power to settle bounds
with his neighbers,

Letter, Wm. Penn to-Lord Baltimore.

Ms. P It. 0, B. T, K6 M4, v.1, 4 fol.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1068,
Poup. Md. Arch., v. 17, p. 471
Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, pp. 463, 464.
Md. Hist. Soc.,, Fund Pub., No. 28, pp. 322, 323.
Hazard, Annals Pa., p. 500,
Cf. I'a, Areh,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 426.

ApsT. Introducing his cousin and deputy Willlam Markham, asks that zll
‘Ehe %eapatch possible be used in dctermining the ‘‘just limits" of the
oundary.

Letter. B8ir John Werden to Governor Andros.
Msd. Corx.  P. R. O, New York, v. 151, p. 35.
PupB. Doc. rel. Coloninl Hist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 286-287.

AngT, Refers to questions arising from Penn’s patent, urges actions be
aecording to original grants,

Letter. 8Sir John Werden to Governor Andros.
Ms. P.R. 0., N. Y, v. 151, p. 25,
Ppus. Doc. rel, Colomial Hist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 386-387.

Apsr. Ordering motice to officers of Penn's grant and thinks those in
actual possession should not be disturbed.

Letter. Governor Brockholls, New York, to Magistrates within
limits of new grant,
Pun. Pa. Hist. Sge., Mem,, v. 7, p. 195.
Armour, Lives of (Governors, p. 96.

ABgT. Advises that the King's patent to Penn shown hlm by Markham had
been entered on the official records.

Letter. Wm. Penn to Sir John Werden.
Ctf. following.

Letter. 8ir John Werden to Wm. Penn.
Ms, P. R. 0., “N. ¥. Bnt., 355, 356." (Chalmers.)
Cf. Chalmer's Polit. Annals, v. 1, p. 660.
Anst. Says Duke is not disposed to grant londs about Neweastle,

Letter. James Claypele to 2 7
Ms. Claypole letterbook. Library, J. Parker Foulke.
Pope. Hazard, Annals Pa., pp. 520-521.

ApsT. Would walt before buying land of Penn to see that “‘he was not
interrupted by Baltimere in toking possession, Tor this Baltimore 1s a
great governor in Maryland that borders om Pensilvania.”

Letter. Governor Brockholls, New York, to Mr., Justice Whitwell
and John Hilyard at Jones'. .

Ms. Copr. Pa. Land Off, Harrisburg. Txp. from N. Y. records.

Pun. Hyzard, Annals Pa., p. 524 :

ApsT. On proposed invasion by Lord Baltimore.
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1681.
Sapt. 16,

Sept. 25.

Sept. 30.

Oct. 5.

Oct., 10.
Oct. 10.

Dec. 27.

1681 /2.
Feb. 5.

Feb. b,

SOURCE MATERTATL

Letter. 'Wm. Penn to. James Frisby et al.

Ms. Cory. - P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, B. T., p. 44.
Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1070..
Pa. Land Of., Hartisburg.

Pun. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 285. '

Pa, Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 38-39. '
Md. Hist. S8oc., Fund Pub., No. 28, pp. 323-3925,
Hazard, Annals Pa., p. 525.° .

AesT. Addresses them as men of reputation in their part of the province
which he thinks falle withiln his patent and promises easy and Just
government, but cantions them to pay no more taxes or “assessments by
any order or Law of Maryland” and promises them next spring some
testimony of his endeavors to contribute to their happiness.

Subscribed “Your Reall friend.” Posteript: “Pray salute me to all
your Neighbors.” .

Note. This is_the letter, ¢f. Balt. Narr. of the Whole Proceedings, the
sending of which Lord Baltlmore objected to ag being digcourteous,
Letter. Wm. Markham io Lord Baltimore.

Cf. Pa. Mag, Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 427, also 11 July, 1682,
Ashmead, Hist. Del, Co., p. 15 )
Amst. Asks ten days’ postponement of next meeting.
Note. On Markham who was a relative of Pemn, cf, Proud, Hist. Pa,, v. 1,
p. 236, S
Hist. of Markham: family, Lond., 1854, Keith, Provin. Councilors
Pa., 0.1, ) .

Letter. Wm, Markham to Commissioners.
Pus. Pa. Hist. Soc., Memoirs, v, 2, p. 218,

Lefter. Wm. Markham to Lord Baltimoxje.

Pus. Pa, Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 427.

AnsT. Siye that he cannot meet Commissioners at the time appointed.
Not received before Commissioners started.
See also 12 June, 1682, and 11 July, 1682,

Letter. Lord Baltimore to Wm. Markham.
Cf. Pa. Mag. Hist. & Blog., v. 6, p. 427.

Letter. Wm. Penn to Wm. Markham.
Cf. Westcott's Phila., ch, 22, (I"a. Hist, Soc.)

Letter. Ephraim Herman, Newcastle, to Capt. Brockholls.

Ms. Onig. N, Y. Bec’y State Office, Eng. MSS., v. 21, p. 145,

Apst Notes arrival of Gov. Markham and Immigrants for Pennsylvania,
Makes application to lay out the 12 miles above Newcastle. Reports
that Delaware has been granted to Penn.

Letter. Governor Brockholls, New York, to E. Herman.

I'up. Hazard, Annals of Pa., p. 538 (exfract),

ApsT. Not for Magistrates to lay out 12 mile elrcle bui if desirable he
will “appolnt as may be most proper.”

Letter. William Penn to Lord Hyde [later Barl of Rochester].

PuB. Pa. Hist. 8oc, Mem_, v. 1, p. 173,

Amst. Duke of York has proposed *“a natural boundary for the tracr of
land he so often pleased to promlse a patent for.” Urges quickening Sir
J. Werden who can hardly understand the Duke's commands, A draft of
the bounds is in his agent’s hands. Has laid out manors for the Dulke
and will send furs for hats and muffy for King, Duke and Lord Hyde,
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1681 /2.
Mar, 11.

Mar. 17.

1682.
Mar. 26.

May 14.

May 20.

May 20.

May 26.

June 1.
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Letter. Charles Lord Baltimore to Wm. Blaithwait.

Ms. Orig. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, B. T, Md. v. B, B, p. 43.

Pys. Md. Arvch., v. 3, pp. 848-301.

ApsT, Complains of Penn's letter to Marylanders. Says he has been ready
to ron lne but could not on szccount of Markham's illness.

Letter. Wm. Markham to Charles Lord Baltimore.
Pos. TPo. Map. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 427,

Letter. Charles Lord Baltimore to Secretary Blaithwait.

Ms. P. . 0, Colonial Papers.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 3, p. 351.
AnsT. Says Penn had been misinformed as to the limits of Maryland,

Letter. Charles Lord Baltimore to Wm. Markham..

Cf. Pa. Mag. Hist. & Blog., v. 6, p. 428, ‘ .
AmsT. Announces closing of Assembly and plan to meet Markham.

Commissions by Charles, Lord Baltimore to John Dé.rnall el al.

Ms. Cory. Md. Council Proc., Lib. R, p. 325.

Pup. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 104, 105. : :

AmsT. Appoints John Darnall, Clement Fill, Alexander Dennett and Robert
Jones to join with those empowered by Penn to take the true distance
and to mavk 1t when found with “such sufficient dlrable marks’' as to
prevent fufure disputes and to certify to the Couneil at St Marias by the
last day of June next ensuing. Unsigned. -

Instructions to John Darnall ef al. *

Ms. Copy. Md. Council Proc., Liber B, pp. 325-327.

Pus.  Md. Arch., v. 17, pp.. 105-107,

AnsTt. 1. To set sail at first opportunity to Mr. Augusti-n Herman's house
in Bohemla river to meet Captain Markham or other commlasioners
for Pennsylvania. If they are not there motice of arrivgl to be sent to
Pennsylvania,

2. Exchange of credentials.

3. Peunsylvanla commlssionery expected, are themgelves to lay out
and mark the lne with their instruments and “with such of your own
as you ghail take with yon from hence.”

. To pacify Baltemore and Cecil counties, Government of Penn-
sylvania iz to be urged to “come and lay out the lne.”

5. Sherlifs of Cecil and Baltemore counties to be requisitioned fo
transportation and other neccssarles,

6. Agreement reached to be certified and enfered upon record within
this Province.

7. Tirst observatlon to be made on the “Rasternmost side of Busque-
hannah River at the Northermost part of Palmer's Island.”

8. If qupllcates of Penmsylvania credentlals are iacking, copy of them
to be made, sealed and recorded.

Signed by ordr of the Rt honble the Lord Propt. Philip Calveri.

Letter. Wm. Markham to Lord Baltimore.

Ta. Mag. Hist, & Biog, v. 6, p. 428, (Mentloned only.}
Note. It was on this date that Markham obtained use of Col. Lewls Mor-
i’ Instruments.

Requisition on Sheriff of Ceeil Co.

Ms. Cory. Md. Counell Proc, Lib. R, p. 328.

Pun. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 107, 108. .

AmstT. Recites Commission under greaf seal dated 23 May last, appolnting
Messrs. Darnall, Hill, Dennett and Jones to lay out the boundary line:
with Pennsylvania, and orders thelr requests for transportation, pro-
visions And other necessaries speedily granted, at charge of Proprietor.

“Tdem verbatim issued the same day to the Sheriff of Baltemore
county or his Deputy.” Unsigned.
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1682,
June 1.

June b.

June 10,

June 17.

July 7.

July 11.

Aug, 14,

Aug. 19.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore 1o Wm. Markham.

Ms. Cory. Md. Couneil Proc., Lib, R, p. 328,
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, p. 108.

CL Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 6, p. 29,

Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 428.

ABST. TUnable to be present bersonally at the meeting at the head of the
Bay, but not to delay ascertaining the llne, has appointed Mess g,
Darnall, Hill, Dennett #nd Jones to dispatch the business, Public afalra
Pprevented him being present as a spectator according to appointment.

Subserlbed “Sr your affectionate Servtt"

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Governor Markham.

Ms. Md. Hist. Boc., Calvert Papers, No, 1071.
Pun. Md. Hist. Soc., F'und Pub., No. 2B, pp. 330, 831,
Md. Arch, v. 17, pp. 471-472.

ABET. Has received his of 26 ult. Urges haste in seftling bounds. Has
already dispatched gentlemen to meet at time appointed and is unwilling
to postpone oscertalning the bounds with M. Penn becanse the King
and Mr. Penn greatly desive it and beeause he i himself much dig.

leased that Mr. Penn has hinted to Augusti

aryland that they would come within Penn’s government, Regquests
hlm to send at once qualified persons to meet his commissioners already
on_their way.

Endorsed. ‘“His Lordsps letter {o Markham of the § June, 1682."
Markham refers to-this ag 1 June,

Letter. Commissioners of Maryland to Wm. Markham.

Pos. Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 429, "
Cf, Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co., p. 16.

Report. Commissioners of Maryland to Charles, Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Exrrace. I R. O, Colenial Papers, B. T. M., v. 1, B. C, p. 2.
Pus. Ma. Arch,, v. 5, pp. 369, 370

Pa. Mag. Hist. & Blog., v. 6, p. 419, footnote.
ApsT. In three obscrvations have not differed two minutes.
Herman's house lies at 39° 45",
short of Upland.
Note. Ashmead in his Hist. Del, Co., p. 16, states the commissioners met
at HMerman’s plantation and that while waiting for Markham meade the
above observations. ’ .

Find Augustin
The 15” remaining will go not far

Commissions to Wm. Curpin, Wm. Haige, et al.

Ms. Copy. Pa. State Pepers.  Harrisburg.
Fun.  Hazard’s Ann, Ia., 37

Pa. Mag. Hist. & Bxpo'g., v. 6, p. 417,
Letter. Gov. Markham to Charles, Lord Baltimore,
Ci. Ta. Mag, Hist. & Blog., v. 6, p. 428.
ABgT. Ixcusing failure to mept Commissioners.
Letter, Charles, Lord Baltimore to Gov. Wm, Markham
Cf.lé\é]grkham. To answer my Lord Baltimore's letter to me of the 11 July,

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Gov. Markham,
IuB. Pa. Map. Mist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 429,
AmsT.  SBays Commissioners are to eome up end that he will come himself.

Letter. King Charles IT to Charles, Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy. P. It. O.. (olonial Entry Book, v. 52, pp. 84, 88-80.
Pon. Md Arch., v. 5, pp. 3871, 372,

Amgr. Requires thai with all possible speedl Lord Baltimore on recelpt of

this determine the Northern hounds by an admensurement of two degrees
“aceording to the nsuall computation of sixty Bnglish miles fo a degree
beginning from the South bounds of Maryland."”
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Aug. 21,

Aug, 24.

Aug. 24,

Sept. 8.

Sept, 19.
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Note. The King's commands of this date and 2 April, 1681, nvere the basis
of the conference at Celoner Tailler’s house 13 Dec., 1632, between Penn
and ]?ialtimor-e. They were sometimes urged by Penn and sometimes
waived,

Indenture of release between James, Duke of York and Wiliiam
Penn for Pennsylvania.

Ms. Copy. MdA. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.
- Owned by Mr. Rogers, of Newcastle, Del.
Neweastle Roll. O, Llber —, p. 408, 409, 16 Mar., 1724,
Pa. Phil. Rolls Off., patent & Book A, v. 11, pp. 118-120, 28:8, 1701.
Pus.* Jeff., Va., Rlchmond, 1853, p. 206.

Hazard, Reg. 11, 27 (July, 1828), p. 586,

Hazard, Annals Pa., pp. 5B6-587.

Pa. House ltep. & Votes Proc., 1754, £. v. 3. p. 590.

Pa, Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 52-64. See footnote.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 363-364.

Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 200-201.

Cf. Pa. Avch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 12-13,

Deed. JTames, Duke of York, to William Penn of Newcastle and 12
miles circle.

Ms. Cory. N. Y. Ree.

P. R. 0., B. T., Proprieties, v. 5, fol. 72, 14 fol.§

Pa. Roll Of., Phlla. Pat. Book A, No. II, pp. 118-120. Made 28

Mar., 1701.

Newocastle Rec, Off. Made 16 Mar., 1724,

Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 148. Made 17 Oct, 1735,

Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 149, Made 20 Oct., 1735.
Pun.” Laws Newecastle, Kent & Sussex, 17562, p. 3.

Laws Delaware, 1700-1797, v. 1, app. 1.

Hazard’s Reg.,, v. 1, p. 375: v. 2, p. 27,

Hazard’s Annalq, pp. 588-580.

Jeff., Va., Richmond, 183, p. 206.

Poore IFed. & States Const.

Pa. Arch., ger. 1, v. 1, pp. 52-53; ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 13-14; 364-865.

Del. Reglster, v. 1, ch. 5, pp. 245-247.

Deed. James, Duke of York, to William Penn, 12 miles south of
Newcastle to Cape Henlopen.

Ms, CoPY, N. Y. Rec. Secy. Siate, Liber E, fol. 38. Made 21 Nov., 1882,
P. R. 0., B. T., Proprieties, v. 5, fol. 71, 15 fol.{
Newecastle, Recorder of Deeds Off. Made 16 March, 1724,
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 148, Made 17 Oct., 1735.
Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 149. Made 20 Oct., 1735.
Pup.* Laws Newcastle, Kent & Sussex, 1752, p. 5.
Laows Delaware, 1700-1797, v. 1, app. 4.
Pa. Votes & Proe., Repr. XXX, f. v. 3, p. 590.
Hazard, Reg., v. 1, pp. 429-430,
Hazard, Annals, pp. 550-593,
Jeff., Va., 1853, p. 206.
Pa_ Arch., ser. 2, ». 16, p. 14, pp. 366-36T,
Del. Reg., v. 1, pp. 247-249,

Note. The title conveyed by these deeds is the erux of the entire con-
troversy regarding the Ma“yland-Delaware line. The Baltimores clalmed
that James had no title to convey beyond that received from hls grant
1o the east side of the Delaware. 'The Penns claimed he conveyed title
arising from his capture of the Dutch who had settled on territory
claimed by Baltimore. See Pea I'atch Id, Case, Sen. Txec. Doc., 30th
Cong., lst sess., No, 21.

Letter. Governor Wm. Markham to Charles, Lord Baltimore.
Pun. Md. Arch, v. 5, p. 377.

Letter. Lord Baltimore to [Markham?].

PuB. Md. Arch, v. 5§, p- 377-

*Ng attempt has been made to make these entries complete.

i “Presented to the Beard of Trade by Mr. Edw. Randelph with hils
memorial, 19th Feb., 1700 /1.
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1682.
Sept. 25.

Sept. 26.

Sept. 29.

Sept. 29.

Sept. 30,

Oct, 10,

S0URCE MATERIAL

Letter. William Markham to Charles, Lord Baltimore. [Endorsed]
Mr. Markham’s reasons for not laying out the bounds of Pen-
silvania with the Lord Baltimore,

Ms. Corzx. 2|!_;At"tested.] P. . 0, Colonial Papers, B. T., Md. v. i, B. C. .

p. 28,
Poe. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 372, 375; Pa. Mag. Hist, & Biog., v. 6, p. 432,
Ref. in Balt. Narr., 8 Feh., 1683, Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 378.

ABsT. Does not concur in laying ont hounds because he received by the
Penn patent “all that part of the river Delaware heginning twelve ‘miles
above New Castle Towne and soe upwards frem the Government of New
York™ and is so accountable only to His Majesty or His Royal Flighness
for any part of Pennsylvania laying on Delaware Rlver, DBut is willing
to wait on Baltimore for laying out the bounds “towards Chesapeake Bay
and the rlvers on that side' Dated 29 Sept. in Markham's answer.
Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog.,, v. 6, p. 432,

Notes on conference between Charles, Lord Baltimore and Dept.
Governor Wm, Markham held at Upland, 25-26, Sept. 1682,

Ms, Onig, P. R. O, B. T., Maryland, v. 1, B. ¢, p. 28, .
Por. Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v, 6, pp. 429-434,

Md. Areh, v. b, pp. 430-433,
Also under date March 17, 1684 /b,

Letter. Willlam Markham fo Charles, Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copr. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers. Attested 17 Mar., 1684 /5.
Yo, Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 435, R
Pa. Mapg. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 432,

ABgT. Ready to attend says he cannot come on fecount of the Impression
i)'ef:ttlby the remarks of Lord Baltimere and puts the blame on Lord
altimons,

Letter. Governor Markham to Lord Baltimore,

PuB. Pa. Arch, ger. 1, v. 1, p. 20.

Note, Bither a second letter sent the sime day or the original of the oneg
attested Marech 17, 1684 /5. The texts are quite dlfferent,

Commission. James Duke of York to Col. Thomas Dongan.

Ms. P. R. 0, N. Y., 151, p. 39.
Pus. Doc. rel. Coionial Mist. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 328329,

ABpsT. Terrltory described is to the East side of Delaware Bay.
Letter. Governor Thomasg Dongan, New York, to William Penn,

Fus. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 76.

ApsT. Has received his enclosed paper of news and has perused the King’s
letter, ag also Colonel Talbot’s comimission. In the patent in his posses-
gion there is no mention made of the east gide of the Delaware rlver and
bay. Possession should be retained of the Duke’s interest until the
Duke can be acquainted with the matter. .

Oct. 27-28. Record of ceremony taking possession of Delaware by William

Nov. 7.

Nov, 21.

Penn.

Ms. Newcastle Records, No. 11, fol. §2-03.
PUR. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 368.
Hazard, Annals Pa., pp. 596-508,

Certificate of witnesses to delivery of possession.

Ms, CoPy. Harrisburg, Newecastle Records, Patent-book A, No. 2, pp. 120-
121, !

Pup. Hazard, Annals, pp. 602-603,

ABsT. Tvidence that Moll and Herman, representatives of New Yerk, had
dellvered Delaware to William Penn.

Report of John Moll on delivery of Delaware to William Penn.

"Ms. Cory. Newocastle, Recordrr's Office, Rec. B, pp. 407-412,
PUB., Hazard, Annals, pp, 606-607. ’ .




1682,
Nov. 21,

Nov. 21.

Nov. 28,

Dec. 6.

‘Dec. 12.

Dec. 13.

Dec. 16.

Dec. 81.
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Declaration. Governor Brockholls to justices of Three Lower
Counties.

Ms.1 Cory. Harrisburg, Newcastle Records, Patent-book A, No. 2, pp. 117-
118, .
PUB. Hazard, Annals, pp. 605-606 (im part).

ABST, TRecites Pemn's deeds and appolntment of Moll and Herman a8
attorneys to dellver possession and directs obedlence to Penn.

Order of Commander Brockhells and Council, acknowledging the
grant of Delaware to William Penn, and anthorizing John Moll
and Ephraim Hermans to surrender the territory to him or his
agents.

PuB. Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12, p. 669.

Letter. William Penn to Governor Markham.

PuB. Westcott, Hist. Pa. (Pkila. Sunday Dispatch, Pa. Hist. Soc.)
ABsT, Claims river Delaware as his own.

An Act of Union for annexing and uniting of the countiey of New-
castle, Jones and- Whorekills, -alias Newdale, to the province of
Pennsylvania, and of naturalization of all foreigners in the said
province and counties annexed. ) '

Puw, Lows of Del., 1T00-1797, v. 1, app. 8-

Votes & Rep. Pa., v. 1.
Pround, Hist. Pa., v. 1, p. 202,
Hagard's Annals, pp. 611-618.
Del. Reg., v. 1, pp. 249-251.

Grants of Land on or near Delaware.

Ms. Cop¥. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 224. Made about 1760.
ABsr, . TFor contents see Md. Hist. Soc, Fund Pub., No. 28, p. 95.

Letter. William Penn to Charles, Lord Ballimore.
CIL. Clarkson, Mem. Wllliam Penn, pp. 148, 149, 262.

Conference held between the right Ionarsble the Lord Baltimore
Proprietor of Maryland and William Pen Esdre Proprietary of
Pensilvania at the house of Colonel Thomas Tailler on the ridge
in An Arrundell County Wednesday the 13th of December 1682.
40 fol. . ) .

Ms. Ori¢. P. R. O., Colonial Papers, B. T. Md., v. 1, B. C,, p. 3.

Ms. (CorpY.. Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 235,

Pur, Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 382-390.

Janney, Life of Ponn, p. 212
Cf, Hall, Lords Baltimore, p, 116.

_ABsT. A shorthend account which was endorsed by the Maryland Council

Tenn produces the King's letters of Apr. 2 & 19 and Baltimore replles,
An account of the argument of both sides accepted by Baltimore and for
the most part by Penn. See 12, Mar. 1682 /3.

Letter. - William Penn to P. Ford.

Ppp. Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog, v. 6, p. 180,

AnsD. Gives am .account of Penn's movements before and after the
conference. ' . .

Commission, Willlam Penn to William Crispin, Wm. H. Halge,
John Bozer and Nathaniel Atfen.
Ms. OnrG. Pa. State Dept. Parchmen{ very much worn,

Pus. Hazard’s Annals Pa., p. 639. -
Ta, Mag, Hist. and Bleg., v. 6, p. 417,

ABsT. Shows that Penn exercised Jurisdiction over the lands in dispute.
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1682/3.
Jan. 24.

Feb. 8.

Feb. B.

Feb. 9.

Mar. 2,

Mar. 12,

Mar. 19.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter, Charles, Lord Baltimore to William Penn.

Cf. 22 Mar. 1682 /3. DXetter of William Penn to Charles, Lord Baltimore.
Note. Trarsmits copy of narrative of their conference of Dec. 137

[Memo. concerning Maryland.]

Ms. P. R. 0,, Colonial Papers.
Pup. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 344,

ApsT. Short er parte resumg of history of grants.

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Lord Marquis of Halifax,

Ms. Qurg. I, R. O., Coloninl Papers, B, T., Md., v. 1, B. C, p. 6.

Pys. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 301-392,

Apsr. Sends repert of a late Confercnce with Mr., Wm, Penn about the
boundaries and begs for protection of rights “granted by his Charter.
His colony pays fifty thovsand pounds annualiy in tobacco with ne
pxpense to home government. His colony one of the most remuneratlye
of any of hlg Maties, Indorsed. Read at the Comtee 17, Apr. 83,

Letter. William Penn to Marquis of Halifax.

Pus. Pa. Hist. Soe. Mem., vlI, pp. 446-449,

AnsT, Discussions with Baltimore about bounds. Latter's snperabund-
ance of water. Ponn hag led the pgremtest colony into America. Baltl-
mote should remember his province was cut owt of Virginia and not for
repayment of a debt but for mere grace,

Report of observation at Palmer's Island by James Conoway,
Alexa. Dennett, Robert Jones.

Ms. Cory, P. It. 0., Colonia] Papers, B. T. Md., v. 1, B. B, p. 7.

Pun. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 394. '

Apsr. Pind latitude of Palmer's Island [later Watson’s, now Garreti
Isiand] “Situate in the mouth of Susquehance River" observed 28 Feb.
last with “Sextant of ahout tenn foote Semi-diamiter and (to the best
of our Art and skill}) to lie mt 39° 44", Bigned by oll. “True copy C.
Daltimore. R. 11, May '83.”

Note. On Pemn's request this record was produced at the second confer-
ence with Baltimore at MNewcastle 29, May 1633, See “Sume and Sub-
stance” report of Conference by Baltlmore sent to Blathwaite Clerk of
Privy Couvncil Com. of Trade awnd Foreign Plantations, 11 June, 1683,
Md. Areh., v. 5, p. 309,

Letter., William Penn to Charles, Lord Baltimore.

Ms, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1072.

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, p. 472-473.

Md. Hist. S8oc. Fund Yub. No. 28, pp. 325-326.

ABST. Gave no credence to report that Lord Baltimore was with Captaln
Comray at Captain Wards taking an ohservation, also up the Susque-
hanagh Rlver, thinking that word of his near approach would have been
sent him, IIopes that by end of month he may attend Lord Baltlmore,
I desirous of yieldlng to him “in all points not essentially distructive
to my right, and the great and costly merits of my Cause.” [Poat-
script.] “The Narrative inclosed to me had its defects weh onr 2d
interview may help.”

Subscribed “Thy wvery Loving Neighbor & Truwe Frd. Wm. Penn.”
Indorsed: 12 Mar. 1682 [-3] Ite to me from Mr. Penn being in
[answer] to the Ld Baitemores of the 24 of Jan. 1682 [-§].

Commission, Charles, Lord Baltimore, to George Talbot.

Ms. CopY. Md. Councll Proe., Liber R. R. R., pp. 75-T6.
Pus. Md. Arch.,, v. 17, pp. 233-236.

ABST. Is ordered to repare to the Governor of Pen-Sylvanla to demand
the delivery of all the Land upon the West side of Delaware River and
Bay, and the Seaboard gide to the Bouthward of the ffourtieth Degree
of Northerly Latitude.




1682 /3.
Marx. 19.

Mar. 22,

1683.
April 13.

April 17.
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Several commissions and instructions granted by Lord Baltimore
to Colonel George Talbott, all bearing date 19 Mar. 1683,

1. To lay out 200 acres in two munors in Cecll Clounty, cach called
Raltemore Mannor lying between Elk River and North Bast (als Shermor)
TRiver and to opemn the rest for settlement.

2. To dispose of lands in New Ireland and parts adjoining, to the River
and Bay of Delaware on the west side thereof, and southwards of the 40th
degree.

g. To build “a small but strong house close py’ Christine bridge in New
Castle County” with a palisade fort around it and to hire three soldiers
at double pay for six months to defend it.

4. Making him Commissioner for Lands in the counties of Baltemore
and Cecil as by other commission of this date he is Commisioner for New
Treland, Delaware and the Whore Kills, .

Ms. Md. Council Proc., Liber RRE. Dp- B0-G3.
PuR. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 230-234

Grant of Delaware territory. King Charles 1I to James, Duke of
York and Albany.

Mg, Omrig. I R. 0., Colenial Papers. )
N. Y. State Rec.

Mg, Copy. Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MSS. Charters & Trame of Govt, 1683-
1606., 8 pp. Ms. signed by R. Bawyers 13 Apr. 1683, Altest
7 Apro. 1717T.

Pus. FPa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 378-379, ef. p. 17,
Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 426-427.

ABST. Cranted by Chavles II seven months after deeds of releaze had
pogsed from James to Wm, Jerm. The various extracts secm to vary
somewhat.

Note. Two distinet abstraects are given. The first ig distinguished by the
phrase “and bhackwards into the Woods three Indlnn doy’s lournies or 30
duteh miles being formerly the possession purchase or right of the Dutch
or purchased hy them of the matives.” The second hns the clause “nll
that Tract of land and water lying from between (he Boundaries afore-
said or Westward thereof which was formerly the Claime or Possession
of the Biates Generall of the United T'rovinces or any of thelr Subjects.”
This extract is followed in Md. Arch. by a memovrandum, appalently, from
Secrefary Blathwayt in which he states that “the anncxed is the
Boundaryes of His Royal Highness Patent” and that the Counsel who
wgrew il for the Duke is without attending to your Lops I'leasure.”

Report from Sir R. Sawyer to the King regarding grant of New-
castle & River of Delaware to Duke of York on surrender of
his former grant.

MY. Opiz. P.R. 0., B.T. M4, v. 1, B.C, p 48.

Pun. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 302-393,

Cf. Pn. Arch. scr. 2, v. 16, pp- 320-391.

Ans®.  Upon surrender of letters patents of Mar. 22, 16582 /3 His Majesty
is to grant Newecastle, town and fort; the river Delaware with all soil
and islands, “and all that 4ract of Land upon the West side of the River
and Bay of Delawale which [yeth from Skookill Creck upon the said
River untoe Bombays Hook and backward Into the woods so far as the
Menguai Country,” “and from Bombey's Hook on the said River and Bay
unto Cape Honlopon now called Cape James being the South point eof
Asia Warmer [Assawometl] Inlet and backwards into the woods three
indians days Jeurney.”

Commitiee Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting, Tuesda¥.

Ms. Onie.? . R. O. Colenial Entry Book, p. 138.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Seec., Calvert Papers, No. 230.

TuB. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 3%3-304.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 392-393.

ADST. DBaltimore's letier of 8 Feb, 1682 /3 with enclosure of “Conference’
and “Narrative” together with Allegations jn regard-te Penn's letier 16
Sept. 1681 to Jumes ¥rlsby considered; whereupon the Lord Keeper is
directed to “have a view of the severnl Boundarys of the Patents
granted to the Lord Baltemore and Mr. Penn, as also his Royal Highness
of Neweagtle” upon which his Lordshlp iz ordererd to report at the next
commitiee meeting when agents of Daltimore and Penn are to Attend.
1lis Royval Highness is asked not to make further conveyance to Mr. Penn
until the bournds with Baltimore are settled.
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1623.
April 23.

A

April 27,

May 15.

May 23,

May 30,

May 30.

Mey 30.

May 31.

SOURCE MATELRTAL

Letter. William Penn to Charles, Lord@ Baltimore.

Referred to in Baltlmore's “Sume and Substance,” 31 May, 1683.
ABsT. Asks for a meeting at some place in the near part of Maryland.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Ko, 250.
Pup. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 894.
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 18, p, 393,
ABST. Baltimore's agent [attending without] directed to present any
complaint by petition.

Proclamation of Charles, Lord Baltimore for lelting out Iands,

Ms. P, R. O., Colonia]l Papers.
Pus. Md. Avxch, v. 5, pp. 394-395.
Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 265-266.
Note. The issuance of thls proclamation is regarded as a breach of fnith
by Wm, Penn. Lord Baltimore's vindleation is found in P. R. 0., B. T
Maryland, v. 1, B. C., D. 9.

Letter. Lord Baltimore to William Penn. 23 May, 1683.

Ms. Orrg. Da. Hist. Soc.,, Penn MSS. Off. Corr,, v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 3.
Cf. Allen, Catzlogue of Penn Papers, 1870, No, 10h.
AnsT. Expects to be at head of Elk River agreeably to hig letter of 28 ult.
Sends this by John Darnal as a personal visit was not desired by Penn
untll "'we have a privat conference.”

Petition. Richard Burk to King. Cf. report of meeting,

Note. This territory had already been granted fo the Duke on the
22 Mar, preceding but this petifion stopped *“a further and move bene.
ficiel grant.” Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, p. 18.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutesg of Meeting.

Ms, Orig. P, . (., Colonial Entry Book, p. 154,
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Sec., Calveri Papers, No. 230.
PuR. Md, Arch, v. 5, p. 306.

I’'a. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 393-394.

ABST. Rlchard Burk as Baltimole’s representative petitions that new grant
to His Royal Hlghness of parts adjacent to laware river may not
pass the great seal until ITis Majesty shall be satisfied as to the extent
of lands granted Baltemore. The question 18 ag to whether the Dutceh
and tSWedves, Christions, Inhabited the territory before RBaltimore's
grant,

Letter. Wm. Penn to Charles, Lord Baltimors.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Paperg, Mo, 1073,
Pue. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp- 473-474.
-Md, Hist. Boc., Fund Pub. No. 28, p. 327. .
Apsr. Determined to go to Epgland by the first “Conveniency” if his
f?rfuerd-p-roposa]s are not aceepted, or if any of the Lower Countys are
claimed.

The SUuME and SuBsTANCE of what was agreed and spoken by
Charles, Lord Baltimore and William Penn HEsqr. af theire
Private Conference at New Castle on Delaware River, Tuedday
the 29th of May 1683. Signed by T.ord Baltimore,

Ms. Onie. P. R. 0., Calonial Papers, B. 'T. Md.. v. 1, B.C, p. 21,
Ms. Cop¥. Md. Hist. Soec., Calvert Papers, No. 237,

Pur, Md, Arch., v. 5, pp. 2397-400,

. Va. Béundary Comm., App. C., pp. 11-93.

See also under Mar. 17, 1684 /5.




1683.
May 31

June 6,

June 9.

June 11.

June 12.

June 12.

June 12.

June 12.
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Order. King in Council. *“At the Court of Hampton Court.”

Ms. Onte. T'. R. O, Colonial Entry Book, v. 52, p. 105.
Pops. Md. Areh,, v. 5, p. 396,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 304, , .
Amsr. Petition of Richard Burk that grant of Delaware to Dulke of York
may not pass the Great Seal was ordered 1o “the Lords Committes of this
Board for Trade and Forrcign ‘Plantations” for report.

Letter., William Penn to Charles, Lord Baltimore,

Ms. Oprg, Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1074,
Puo. Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Pub. No. 28, p. 329
Md. Arvch., v. 17, pp. 474-4735.
ARg§?, Thinks he hag deme his share in endeavoring to scttle line. Be-
lieves the presence of a FPennsylvania port at the head of DBay Is
advantageous te Baltimore and necessary to him. Answered- 24 June.

Letter. William Penn to Charles, Lord Baltimore.

Cf, angwer 24 June 1683.

Note. Apparently an answer fo letter of 28 May saying he wlll take an
obgervation and withdraws the proposition for admeasurement at 60
miles per degree. Penn belleves it would be an alfront te the King and
Duke to give up Delaware.

Letter. Charies, Lord Baltimore to "My honored Friend”
[Blathwayte].

Ms. Opie. P. R. O., Colonial Papenrs, v. 43, No. 1149,
Ms. Copy. Do Jannetfe Papers. Richmond, Va.
Pus. Md, Arch.. v. 5, p. 307,
Va. Boundary Com, Rept., 1874, App. C, p. 93. )
ApsT. Dncloses “Sum and Substanes” and asks that he may be heard in
person If Mr. Penn makes any furiher move.

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore, to Sir Lionell Jenkins,

Mg, Onie. P. R. O., Colonial Papers, Am, & W. Ind. Md.

T'up. Md. Avch., v. 5, pp. 100-401.

ApsT. Should Penn, bound for England, move for any farther order in
relation te the boundaries, asks that nothing be granted until he himself
can be heard in May or June next.

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore, to Lord Halifax.

Ms, Orrg. PI. R. O., Colonial Papers, B, T. Md, v, 1, B. C, p. 10.

Pur. Md. Arch, v. 5, p. 401,

ABsT. Sent him formerly a “Narrative” of all that passed between Penn's
deputy, Penn and himself; also the Sume and Substance of a Conference
had with him December last. Since then has had a private conference,
Tenn not wishing him to ‘‘discourse cur affaires in Publick.” Bends the
last by this conveyance to Mr. Blaithwate. Asks that Mr. Penm_ be
granied nothing until he can be heard. Will embark for England in
Moy or June pext

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting,

Ms. Onia. P. B. 0., Colonial Entry Book, No. 52, p. 171.

Ms. Copy, Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 280,

Pour. Md. Arch,, v. 5, pp. 401-402.

Pa, Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 394-395.

ARST. After hearing agents and counsel in behalf of Baltimore and Fenn,
the question between them is stated whether in 1632 the Dutch possessed
land eclonimed by Penn. ‘Thie I’enn’s agent will prove n a ghort time
when committee will hear it further.

Letter. Robt. Wade and J. Sanderlane to Governor Markham.

Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 48,

AnsTt. Announces receipt of letter from Lord Baltimore and the presence
of commissioners at Augastine Herman's. ‘"We have given you ye trouble
of these Lymes, yt when ye undersband ye case, you may doe as ye Con-
corne Tequires.”




June 20.

June 24.

July 24,

July 28,

July 29,

July 31.

1683.

Aug. 9.

SOURCE MATLERIATL

Indian Deeds to Wm. Penn of lands between Delaware and Sus-
quehanna below Falls of Susquehanna [Bald Friars, Md.?].

I'a. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 67.

Nate. This -Jooks like atfempts to gnin Indian title to territory kunown by
Penn to Dbe in Maryland.

Letter. Wm. Penn to Governor and Council of West Jersey.

Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 61-62.

ARsw.  ObJects to Thomas Mathews referring to acts of TLord Baltimore's .
goldicrs committed at Lewis als Whorekills “so long ago and out of
date and of his reference to ‘Lord Baltimore’s Claim upon Delaware.’ '

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to “My most Hon'd friend”
[Wm. Penn].
Ms. Oriq. Pa. Hist. Soc.. Pern M8S. Off Corr., v, 1, 1683-1727.
Cf. No. 11, Allen, Cat. Penn Pa_p_ers, 1870.

Anst,  Answers Penn's letters of June 6 & 9 explaining delays. Criticizes
statements in them. Asks I'enn if he avill agree mot to oppose Balti-
more’s title to Delaware on the ground of possession. ITopes they mav
make obzervation on Bay and apologises for harsh speech complained of,
An Important letter especinlly since that of June 9 appears to be lost.

Letter. William Penn to Lord North.

Pup. Mem. IL. 8. Ta., v. 1, p. 411, od. 2, p. 439441,
ARsgr, Thanks him for dispateh in the passing of his patent.

Letter, William Penn to Earl of Sunderland,

Note. Ponns were promoted at Court by friendly aid of L.ord IIyde,
Justice North, Warl of Halifax and Iiarl of Sunderland, ¢f. Dixon, Wil-
linm Penn, p. 179, also

Cf. Mom, Hist. Roc., Pa., v. 2, pt. 1, p. 2438,

Letter. Wm. Penn to John Tucker.

Pus. Pa. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 72.

ABST. Says hls delays are contlnued by “ye Backwardness of ye Ld Balti-
Inove to comply wth ye kings Letter. MMy Friend Braithwait was a brue
I*romit." -

Letter. William Penn to Thomas Taylor.

ToB. I'a. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. T0-72. . .

Argr.  Denies Baltimore's gtory that he allowed Duke’s claim to Delaware
was invalid. TIe refused te buy as Baltimore clnimed. “IFinding this
placo necessary to my I'rovince, and that the presence of the Lord
Baltimore was against Law civil and common, 1 endeavored to gett it,
and have it, and nvill keep it If [ can.”

Petition of Wm. Markham to Duke of York.

FPup. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 78-79.

Apst. Apparently presented by Markham in the fall of 1683. There is n
ques1j;iona,hle statement of facts to warrant his request for an immediate
hearing.

Report of Conference with Charles Calvert at Col Taylor's. Wil-
liam Penn to Committee of Trade.

Ms. Onic,” I*, R. O, B. T, Pa, v. 1, 23 fol.

Pur. Ia. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 74

Ange.  Claimg Calvert sajd Patent was not fo begin by Degrees (ete.).

Evidently a reference to the carlior charter propesed by George Lord
Baltimore led to a misunderstanding. E




1683.
Aug. 14,

Aug. 16,

Sept. 17.

Bept. 24,

Oct. 10.

Oct. 18.

Lo
=t
—
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Letter. Williamm Penn to Committee of Trade and Plantation,

Ms. Onig. P R, O, B. T. Md.. v. 4,

Ms. Copy. Pa Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. Boundaries, p. 8, 12 fol.

I'un. Proud, Hlst. Pa., v. 1, pp. 267-274. .

Chalmer’s Yolitical Annals, v. 1, pp. 601-866.
Pa. Arch.. ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 3958940,
Tist. U. 8, of N, A,, Lond., 1839, pp. 810-812,

ARST. Gives his side of his conferences with Baltimore. Statements are
often directly at variance with other acecounts and sometimes contrary
to what he knew to be the faets, judging from his statements elsewhere,
and also to the faocts as now accepted, e g claims 40° N. latitude is as
low as 59° 17 or 34 miles ‘5. of Upland and 18 miles 8. of Newcastle
whoge latitude had been approximately determined to be 20 miles south
of 40° N, lat.

Letter. William Penn in America to the Committee of the Tree
Society of Traders residing in London. ’

T'up.  Cosgpanorr’s lefters, Bath, Wng.. 1777,
Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 246-234.

ABgm. Refers to settlement of Duteh and Swedes in meeting places of
Wewenstle, Christinia, Tennecnm, Wicoco, The provinee is divided into
six counties, containing about 4,000 souls, About 80 houses in Phila-
delphia. -

Commission, Lord Baltimore to Col. George Talbot.

Ms., Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No, 239.
Pa. Hist. Soc., nttested by Levin Gale, 20 Oct., 1740,
Cf. No. 10a, Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870,
Puw. Proud, Mist, Pa., v. 1, pp. 274-275.
Hist. U. 8. of N. A, Lond., 1839, p. B1.
Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16 pp. 381-382.

ArsT. Ordered to repair to “Skoolkill at Deloware and demand of Wim.
Penn all land lying west of Delaware and south of 40° of northerly
latitude from two obscrvations, the one taken 10 June, 1082, the other
2 Bept.,, 1682, acrording to His Majesty's command In his letter of 2
April, 1681. ’ ' .

Lotter. -George Talbot to Nicholas Moore.

Ms, Cory. DMd. Hist. Soc., Calvert I'apers, No. 239,

Pa. Hist. Soc., attested by Levin Gale, 20 Oct., 1740.

PPus. Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1. p. 275.

Md. Arch., v. 17, p. 14a.

ABsr. Demands all the land [ying on the west side of Delaware river
southward of the fortieth degree of northerly latiinde, nccording to a
line run east from two obscrvations, the one takenm 10 June, 1682, and
the other on the 2 Sept., 1682, in obedlence to his majesty's commands,
expressed in a letter 2 Aprll, 1681, -

Letter, Gov. Thomas Dongan to Duke of Albany, New York,
10 Oct. 1683. ’

Pvs. DPa. Arch., ser. 1, v. T, pp. 76-T7.

Ansr. Has advised with the Council and decided to put a stop to Ienn’s
alffnirs with the Indiaps until hls hounds and limits be adjusted, at the
determining of which he hlmsgelf will elther be present in person or will
gend some one. The business will therefore not proceed until pesitive
aorders are received. My, Haige, Penn's agent, iz to be acquainted with
theA'lcgntcnts of the letter. Iindorsed: “A copy of Col. Dongan's Ietter
to any."

Proelamation of William TPenn to Settlers between Delaware
River, Chesapeake Bay and Susquehannah River to behave well
towards the Indians. 2 fol. ’ .

Ms. Onie. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, B, T. Md., v. 1, B. C., p. 32, 2 fol.

M8, Cory. T.cnox Library, Chalmer's MS8, Pa., v. 1, C. 82.

Poe. Md. Arch., v. §, p. 402.

ApsT, Announces purchase fromy Indions of all land between Delaware
1tiver, Chesapeake Bay and Susquehanna River.




252

1683,
Sept. 31.-

Oct. 31.

Dee. T.

Dec. 11,

1683 / 4.

BOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. William Penn. An answer to a demand made to Nicholas
Moore, my deputy, by Colonel George Talbot, 24 Sept. 1683, in
pursuance of a commission, from Lord Baltimore, proprietor
of Maryland and Avalon, dated 17 of same month,

Ms. Omric. PEfL.]Hist. Soe.,, Penn MSS. Boundaries, p. 11, aute signed,
o

6 p. .
Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penmt MSS. Boundaries, p. 14, attested by
Levin Gale, 20 Oct., 17440.
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 239, attested by C. Baltimore.
Pus. Hist. U. 8, of N, A,, Lond., 1539, pp. 812-814,
Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 146-150.
I'vroud, Hist, Pa., v. 1, pp. 276-283,
ABs®, A reply to Baltimore's demand with many good points more or
less obscured by false or crafty mrgument discreditable to its author.

Considerations upon two sheets signed by William Penn, Proprie-
tary and Governor of Pensilvania. Hntitled [An Answer to a
Demand made to Nicholags Moore as my Deputy by Colonel
George Talbol 24 Sept. 1683. In pursuance of a commission
from Baltimore Proprietary of Maryland and Avalon, dated 17
of same month]. The same being sent under a eover with a
direction to Lord Baltimore, but not under any Seale; There-
fore (as is supposed) sent for any man’s perusal. - 14 pp. fo.

Ms. Coryr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 239,

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 151-167.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 383-380.

ABsT. A strongly partisan, sometimes almost puerile, answer to the letter
of Penn. It does, however, show the disingenuous character of [enn's
communication. s

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to William Blathwait, Dee, 7,
1683. 3 fol.

Ms. Oria. P. R. 0. Colonial Papers, Entry Book, B. T. Md., v. 1, B, C.,
p. 23, & fol.

T'un. Md. Awnch,, v. 5, pp. 402-403.
Doc. rel. Colonial Hist. N. X, v. 3, pp. 339-340,

ABmgT. Roeguests that he continuwe to move for time untll the latter end of
May mext When he can fully satisfy the Privy Council of his right to
Delaware southward of degree 40. He can then meet Mr. Penn’s argu-
ment as to Dutch possesslon previous o Maryland patent and showing
that the Dutek were usurpers and utierly disowned by Holland.

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore,_to Sir Lyonnell Jenkins,

Ms. I’ R. Q. Colonial Papers, Entry Book.

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 403-404.

AnsT. Refers to the grant Penn is endeavoring “by his Agnts in Eagland
to gett past the great Beale of noe lesge than one-third of my Province™
lying east of Chesapeake Bay, on the Delaware south of forty which he
pretends the. Dutech setfled before the Maryland pafent was granted.
Can ptove these to have been usurpers disowned hy Ilolland and asks
for time until May mexf to appear before the council and defend his
rights.

BExtract of Papers transmitted by the Lord Baltimore, Prop. of
Maryland: relating to the Boundaryes of Maryland, Pensylvania
& New Castle.

Ms. Onig. P. B. 0., Coloninl Papers, B, T. Maryland, v. 1, B. 0., p. al.

Pus, Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 456.

ABsT. Baltimore has shown by observations taken by himself alone or
"with agents of Penn that 40° {s about 12 mlles north of Upland
{Chester}, and that he and his fatler had claimed Newcastle justly.

Letter. Sir Lioneél Jenkins to Charles, Lord Baltimore.
Cf. Balt. ackn., Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 405,




1683 /4.

1683 /4.
Jan, 24.

Feb. 8.

Feb. 12,

Feb. 12.

Feb. 18.
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Fight Surveys, Returns and Plats of Land at Assawarmett and
Houth of Indian River for Duke of York, Mr. Penn and others
in date fr. 14 Sept. 1681-1 Feb. 1684. Extracied fr, Surveyor-
General’s office 20 Oect. 1740 for use in Penn v. Balt. signed by
Levin Gale, B. Young, James Stirling, Clement Plumsted, Sam’l
Chew, John Kinsey with 3 original maps attested with Great
Seal by Governor Thomas.

Cf. Allen, Catalogue No. 45, Penn Papers, 1870,

Note. . Shows that actual jurisdletion hnd been exercised by Duke of York
and Mr. Penn over terrliory to Assawoman Bny.

Letter. William Penn to William Clark.

Pup. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p. 6. .
ABST. Objects to remarks regarding the title to Sussex County.

Letter. William Clark to Governor William Penn.

PpB. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. T, pp. T-9.

ABST. Qives his version of speech agninst Lovrd Baltimore in his relation
| to Captain Murffey. Says Baltimore denied sending out proclamation of
15 May, 1682,

Letter. William Penn to Colonel Philson Lloyd.

PuB. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. T, pp. 3-G.

ABST. Complains of Baliimore's ununeighborliness saying he was rendy
to debate the matter at Newcastle but that Baltimore evaded. [The
qguestion refused at Newcastle was not on the merits of the case but the
willingness to sell before knowing the guantity to be sold.]

Narrative of the whole Proceedings betwixt the Lord Baltimore
ahd Captain William Markham Deputy Governor under Willlam

~ Pen Hsare as alsoe betwixt the Lord Baltimore, and the said Pen.

Ms. Oria P, R. 0., Colonlal Papers, B. T. Md., v. 1, B. C., p. 450, signed
by Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Coey. P. R. O, B. T. Maryland, v. 5, fol. 60.
I*'vp. Md. -Arch., v. 5, 1])3p 374-382. -
Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, pp. 414-427.

See also under May 31, and Aug. 6, 1683,

Memorial. Duke of York asks that hearing be aﬁpointed for
agreement on property of the Three Lower Counties [Delaware].
Ms. Qrr¢, I. R. O, B. T. Md,, v. 1, B. C, p. 22,

Prp. Md. Arch, v. b, p. 404,
Pa. Arch., ser. £, v. 16, p. 400.

Ansr, His Royal Hlghness deslres a day for a hearing.
Committes of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Orta.? P. R. 0., Colenial Entry Book, v, 52,7 p. 273,
Ms. Copy. WMd. Hist. Boe., Calvert I’'apcrs, No, 230.

) Pus. Md. Arch., v. §, pp. 404-405.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 400, .
AngT, Tpon reading paper from Penn's agent [My, Ford] requesting time
for hearing Penn-Baltimore argument abont tract in America possessed
by his Royal Highness committee defers the business until April next
when Lord Baltimore advises that he can be present, or earlier if latter's
agent can be ready.

Letter. Wm. Welch to Wm. Penn.

T'UB. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 82-83.

ABST. Refers to Baltimore’s attempts through Talbol te acquire control
of inhabitants on Delawnore.




354 SOURCE MATIRIAL

1683 /4. :
Mar, 12. Maryland Assembly. Minutes.

Ms. Orig.  Md. Council Proc, Liber RRR, pp. 60-63.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 590224,
ABsT. (Grant of De]awme Bay nnd parts adjacent proposcd by Lord Balti-
more to prevent encroachments by Pennsylvanians.
1684. .
April 4. Maryland Assembly. Minutes,

Als, Quwg.  Upper Idouse, Jour., p. 3.

I'vs.  Md. Arch, v. 13, p. 5.

Angr. Daltimore tells TUpper House he is resolved to go speedily to Eng-
lapnd. My stay there will be No jonger than the matters you all knowe
have beeme the Subject of some diferences betwixt Mr., Penn and me.
These once happlly ended, shall soone returne to this place where it is
my ianterest, as also wmy Inclination and delight to be.”

April 6. Letter. Charles, T.ord Baltimore to Sir IL.vonel Jenking, 6 April
1684.

Ms. OrIg. I;QR ., Coloninl Papers, Entry Book (Apwer. W. Ind., v. 5.
. )
Pun. Md. Arch,, v. 5, p. 405.

Anst., Acknowledges his letter received the day before and =ays that after
husiness Jg& despatched by the Assembly, now sitting, he wlll embark for
England (the latter cnd of the month) calling in at York river to pay
his respeets to Lord Hdward. Asks opportunity to appear at Counecil .
board to defend his rights. ‘
i
|
I

Aug. 7. Commisgion from Wm. Penn to Wm. Welch ef el. to raizse forces
to maintain peace againgt any invasion from Maryland.

I'uis,  Pa. Arch., ser, 1. v, 1, p. 85.
Note, Copled from original in I’enn’s handwriting. ‘

April 23. Letter. Thomas Lloyd ,:;md Wm, Welch to Wm. Penn, ,

I'n. Ta. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp, 84-83.

ABgr. Letter from gentleman scent to Governor Dongan of N. Y. to obtain
his frlendly services willh Lord Baltimore. Governor asks that matters
remain guiet until the Duke’s pleasure be learned.

April 23, Letter. Governor Dongan to Lord Baltimore.

Pun. TPa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 86.
ArsT, Asks thnt Lord Baltimore desist from bullding fort [at Christinn].

May Petition. Hph. Herman to the Right Honourable the Lord:Pro-
priefary and his Honourable Council.

Pous. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 484-485.

Apgr.  Humble ]_]ETIthn of Ephraim Herman of the Town of Newcastle |
on Delaware River, Tor confllrmation of patent to land about Newcastle
granted “from his Iloyal Hlghncesses Government of New York.” Con-
firmed upon - his paying according to “conditions of DPlantation now in
force within thig province [Maryland|. Herman was an active adherent
(Efthﬁnn’s but doubted I'emm’s rights enongh Lo wish to male his own
itle sure.

May -9. DPetition. Peter Bayard “of Delaware” to Council at Mattapony
Sewall.

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, pp. 488-480.

ABST. Asks for confirmation of titie to "“several Humocks or small Islands
In 2 marsh at the mouth of Delownve River,” *‘which said Land and
other parls ol sald River up to the Degrec of forty Novthiern TLatitude
Your Petitioner-ig Informed and hath been made Sensible falls within
the Bounds of ihis your TLordships Province of Maryland, ete.”




1684.
May 9.

May 12,

May 30.

June §,

June 12,

June 12,

June 30.

July 2.
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Petition. James Round of Somerset County.

Ms. Md. Council, Llber RRE, p. 108,

PyB. Md, Arch., v. 17, pp. 267-268.

A®ST. Asking for conflrmation of fitle to part of 4.000 neres set agide by
William Penn for his own use, lylng between Wlovekills and Hehobeth
Inlet.

The Relation of Mr. Garrett Vansweeringen of the City of
@t. Maries concerning his knowledge of the Seating of Delaware
PBay and River to the Southward of the 40th Degree of Northern
Latitude by the Dufch and Swedes . . . [Attest.] Mary-
land ss. Att a Councill held at Mattapany Sewall the Twelfth
day of May 1684 The aforegoing deposition then taken before
us. Henry Darnall, Wm. Digges, Nicholas Sewall, John Darnall.

Ms. Orre. P. R. 0., Colenia]l Papers, B, T Md, v. 1, B. C, p. 35.

PuB. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 411-417.
Doc. rel. Colenfal Hlst. N. Y., v. 3, pp. 342-347.

ABST. Reofers to protests by Neale against Duich and the consequent
removal of the Whorekill " scttlement. Not very trustworthy.—Van
Sweeringen had becn active in the Duteh Amsterdam colony where his
gebs were more pr less guestlonable. .

Letter. Samuel Land to Wm. Penn. '

Poe. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, p. BT7. -
Ansr, Reports fears aroused by Col. Talbol’s nggressiveness.

Letter. William Penn to Duke of York.
PuB. Janney, Life of Penn, pp. 242-243.°
Cf. Mem. Hlst. Soc. Pa., v. &, p. 178.

ABsT, Complalng of Talbot invasion will follow Baltimore to England *“as
fast as I can.” .

Deposi-tioi:l of Joseph BoWle regarding hehavior of Colonel Talbott
towards him. :
Pue. 1'a. Col. Rec, v. 1, pp. 61-62,

ABET.  Bays Tolbolit threatened to shorten Penn's tervitory by and by and
that Bowle was not in l’enn’s province,

Deposition of Griffith Jones regarding speech of Willlam Clark
uttered Fth June against Lord Baltimore,

Pun. Pa. Col. Rec, v. 1, p. 61.
ABST, Quotes Clark as saying Lord Baltimore denled, issuing proclamation
cneonraging settlement at Whorekils.

Letter, BE. Herbert [Solicitor to Duke of York] to William Blath-

wayt.

Ms. Omig, I . 0., Colonlul Papers, B, T. Md.,, v. 1, B. C,, p. 25.

I'uB. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 417-418.

ABST. In the canse between Penn lessec to his Royal Highness and Baltl-
more touching a tract of land in the West Indies postponed umtil April
last desires on behalf of His Royal Highpess whose Inferests are dis-
turbed that therc may be neo further delay.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. WMinutes of Meeting,

Ms. Oure. P. R. O., Colonial Papers, Entry Book, No. [107]1, p. 320.
Puy, Md Arch.,, v. 5 p. 418,
I*a. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 400,
Apgr. TUpon letter from Blr Kdward Herbert reauesting speeding of cause
between Ienn and Baltimoere for lands on Delaware ordered that Balti-
more's agenl be given notice to attend on Wednesday the 16th.




1684.

July 18.

July 23,

Aug. 8.

Aug. 20.

Sept. 30,

Oct. 3.

Oct. 4.

1684.

Nov. 3.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Committes of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms, Oria. P. I. 0., Colonial Papers, Entry Book No. [107 %], p. 324,
Ms. Cory. Md. IIlSt Soc. Ca.lv-elt Papers, No, 230,
Pun. Md. Arch, v. 5,

p. 4
Pa. Aleh. ser. 2 . 16 p- 401,

ABsT. Agenis of Ba]t]mme and Penn attendlng the tlme for [further
consideration is set for Wednesdny next at 4 P

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting,

Ms. Onig. P. Rt. O., Colonial Entry Book No. |'107"]. p. 329.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist, Soe., (,a,lvelt Papers, No. 230
Poe. Md. Arch., v. 5, p.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2 V. 1(5 p. 401,

ABST. Upon the difference touching the boundary of Maryland-Fennsyl-
vania Lord Baltimore ond Mr. Ford, agent for Penn, called in. Because
of absence on hig circuit of Sir Edward Herbert, solicitor te His Royal

Highness, the firgt T'uesday in Michaelmas is appolnted for the hearing.
[Sept. 29

Mr. I'o;l{ll aslts delay. Lord Baltimore in Englund Prior to thls his
agent had been representative.

r

Letter, Williarn Penn to Earl of Sunderland.
Cf. Mem. Hist. 8Boc. Pa., v. 4, p. 183,

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Mesting.
Ms. Orig. I R. O.,_ Colonial Papers, Entry Book No. 108, p. 9.
Pun. Md. Arch, v. 5, p. 419,

ABsT, . Baltlmore granted copies of the minutes of the meeting relating to
the lands in Delaware.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Orig. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, intry Book No, 108, p. 11.
Ms. Cory, Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert I’apers, No. 230,
Pue, Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 419,

P’a, Avch., ser. 2, v. 13 p. 401,

ABsT. On statement of Bir Tdward Herbert, His Royal Highness' golleltor,
that proofs in regard to the tract of land about Newecastle depend chiefly
upon Mr. Penn's coming to England; where he is expected, 9 Dec. next
is appointed for hearing.

Penn arrived in Iingland 24 Dec. 1684. Ilearing of 9 Dec. postponed.

Maryland Council. Proceedings.

Ms. Orig. Md. Couneil Proc, Liber RRR, pp. 118-119,
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, 279,

AmsT, Ordered that fort at Christinfa bridge be maintained with four men
for six months longer.
Maryland Council. Proceedings.

Ms. Orig, Md. Council Proc., Liber RRR, p. 123.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 17, p. 284,

Angr, Pay ordered for soldiers at Christinia on motion of Talbott.

Report of a conference between Coll. Talbot and Williamm Penn on
various matters connected with his Government of Pensilvania
and Coll. Talbot’s interference therein.

Ms. Onie. Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No, 240,

Pus. Md. Hist, Mag., v. 1, 1908, pp. 21-32.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.
Nov. 1684,

Ms. Orig. P. I. 0., Colonlal Entry Book, No. 1082, p. 19.
Pun. Md. Arch., v, 5, p. 420

a
2y




1684.

Nov. 4.

Dec. 9.

1684 /5.
Feh. 2.

Feb. 9,

Mar. 17.

Mar. 17.

Mar. 17.

Mar. 17.

Mar. 17.

16856,
July 15.

Aug. 18.
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ARST. Letter from Mr. Penn fo commitiee dated 14 Aug. 1683 read and
copy ordered sent to Baltimore for his information and answer at the
hearing.

Maryland Council. Proceedings.

Ms. Oni¢. Md. Council Proc., Liber RRR.

Pys. Md. Arch., v 17, p. 304.

AnsT. Comett Philemon Murry, late under Talboté, ordered to maintain
the Christinag fort for four months.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Orie. P. R. 0., Colopial Entry Book, No. 1087, p, 54.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Sec,, Calvert Papers, No. 230..

Pre. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 401402,

Anst. Differcnee between Baltimore and Penn appointed for this day
“wag put off till another time’’

Letter. 1683-1685. Williaﬁl Penn to Barl Rochlester?].
Cf. Mem. Hlst, Soc, Pa,, v. 1, p. 414, 2d ed., p. 442

Letter, William Penn to Marguis Halifax.
Cf. Mem. Hist. Soc. Pa., v. 1, p. 418, 24 ed., p. 446.

Information touching my Lord Baltimore at Upland.

Ms. Onie. P, R. 0., Colonlal Papers. Alfested 17 Mar. 1684 /5.
Pup. Md. Arch., v. 3, pp. 430-433.
I’a, Mag, Hist. & Blog., v. 6, pp. 429-434.

ABEIT. Narrates Incidents a8 recorded in notes taken at the time by Mr.
aige.

An Answer of William Markham to Lord Baltimore's allegations.
10 fol, .
Ms. Omia. P, R. O, B. T. Md,, v. 1, B. C., pp. 28-27.

Pue. Md. Arch, v. &, pp. 433-435.
Fa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, pp. 427-420.

ABST. Narrates his view of interview and exphlaing his absences from
appointments.

Account of a Conference between Lord Baltimore and Wm. Mark-
ham. 15 fol. .
Ms. Orlg. P. R. 0., B. T, Md,, v. 1, B. C., p- 28.

Letter. William Penn to Committee of Trade and Plantations.

Ref. to“isn Minutes of Committee. P. R. Q., Colenial Entry Beok No. 108,
p. 116,

Apsr. Requests thot an order for quieting the possessions of the land in
Delaware. Refused by Privy Council,

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Onig. P. R. 0., Colonial Entry Book, No. 108, p. 118,
Ms. Copy, Md. Hist. Soe,, Calvert Papers, No. 23¢.
Pun, Md, Arch., v. 5, p. 433,

Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 16, p. 402.

ApsT. Decide to de nething op requesg of Willlam Penn for guieling pos-
.gessions. on Delaware pending setilemcent of case.

Order of King to Mr. Atiorney General to enter Writts of Que
Warranto against Proprietors of East & West New Jerszey and
of Delaware. ' '

Mg, Exray. P. R. O, Plant. Gen., v, 32, p. 230, 7 fol.
Pus., Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 444-445.

Petition, William Penn to the Lords of Plantation. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Orie. 12 R. 0., Colonjal Papers, B, . Md., B. C,, p, 30,
Pue. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 452,
Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v, 16, p. 402,

AnsTt  Askg that an early day may be set for 4 hearing.




[
ot
|vs}

1685.
Ang. 18.

Aug. 26.

1685.

Sept. 2.

Oct. 8.

Ozt 17,

Jdet. 31,

SOLRCE MATERIAL

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Orre. P. R. 0., Colonial Papers, p. 179, .
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 230,
Punr. Md. Arch,, v. 3, p. 446. '

Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 16, p. 402,

Aps®.  Ordered upon petition of William YI'enn, who states that Lhe gues-
tion is ubout a title of land and not of power, and so not a guestion of
quo warrante, that differences concerning boundaries, ete., be heard 26
Aug. at 4 P. M. . :

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Oriec. T. R. Q. Colonial Entry Book, v. 52, pp. 183-187.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calverf Papers, No. 230,
Pun. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 453 :
Pa. Arcl., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 403.
Apsw.  Baltimore and Penn attend and their Yordships appoint business
for Tuesday 2 Sept.

The case of Willlam Penn, Hsq., as to the Proprietary Govern-
ment of Pennsylvania which, together with Carolina, New York,
ete., is intended to be taken away by bill in Parliament. Lon-
don, 1685. fol, 1 leaf.

Cf. Sabin's Dictionary Ne. 59, GS6.

Commiitee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes.of Meeting.

Ms. Oriz. DI. R. 0., Colonial Papers IEntry Book, v. 52, p, 188.

Ms. Cory., Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230.

P'uB. Md. Avch., v. &, pp. 453-454,

Va. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 403,

ADsT. Baltimore und Penno attending, the latter produces proofs to show
that the Swedes and Dutch inhabited Delaware before the date of Balti-
more’s patent.  Ordered that Baltimore be given copies of said proof
and e prepard to make his defense by (he 30th inst.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Orie. P, R, 0., Colonial Intry Book, v. 52, p. 198.
Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230,
Pon. AMd. Arch., v. &, p. 454.

Fa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 18, pp. 403-404.

ABsT. Daltlinore and Penn atiending, the former attempts to prove that
in 1642 one Ployden sniled up the Delaware rivey and saw 1o house
there, as wag affirmed by I’'enn. DProsents capy of a repolt of the Com-
migsioners of Forelgn plantations 4 April 1638 showing thelr opinion as
to Bultimore's right to the Isle of X ent in his difference with Claybanrne.
Also presents deposition of Vansweeringen. The Committes reguests
Buliimore to present altested copy of the Commissioners’ reports by
Thursday next.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms. Owig. T. R. O., Colonial Lotry Book, v. 2, p. 207.
Ms. Cory. Md. Ilist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 230,
Por. Md. Aveh., v. 5, p. 454,

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 404.

AEBST. Baltimove and Penn called in. Former reports inability to find
the original of the report of 4 April 1638 by which the attested copy
muy be made. The committes thereupor veports their opinion that the
tract of land m dispute does not belong to Raltimorve, but ancther meeting
will be held to make flnal declsion on the boundaries.

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeting,

Ms. Onie.  Colonial Entry Boolk, v. 52, p. 211.

M. Cory. Md. Iist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No, 230.

Pon. Md. Arch, v. §. pp. -454-455. ° .
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 18, pp. 404-405.

Aust., RBaltimore and Penn attending. It is proposed “that the whale
Peninsula or” tract of lund called Delaware from Hast to West ag far ag
Cape Henlepen Sowthward may Le divided into two equal parts between
Ilis Majesty and my Lord Baltimore.* Balthmore given one weck to
offer objections,




1685.

Nov. 7.

Nov. 7.

Nov. 13.
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Mar. [Maryland and Delaware with part of Pennsylvania and
New Jersey, Chiefly Chesapeake and Delaware Bay.]

17 emx 33 cm 1 in =38 miles. No date.

I"agsjmile of original mss. draft in Auckland inss, ot Kings College, Cam-

ridge.

Htevens’s facsimiles, v. 12, No. 1237, )

Boundary dotted from Tenwiclk’s Id. to Maryland Tolnt slanting to S. IS
corner Pennsylvonia and West across Susguehanni.  No cirenlar bound-
ary. Must hove been after division of Peninsule decision and before the
cirenlar houndumry of 1701, Cedar Swamp shown, No isands at Chesa-
peake end of K. and W. line. Compare with Herman's map. The map
of 1732 ig based on this.

Papers transmitted by the Lord Baltemore Propr. of Maryland:
Relating to the Boundarys of Maryland Pennsylvania & New
Castle. .

Ms. Onrie. 1. R. O., Colonial Fapers.

Tus. Md. Areh,, v. b, p. 456,

ABsv. Baltlmore 27 June 1682 determined the lufitude of Newcastle
39e 4’ ohservation by Baltimore and Penmn's agents gave Uplapd as
20° 47 5* whereupon Baltimore claimed.rights te go twelve miles up
Delawars River to where 40th degree cut the river. ’

Committee of Trade and Plantations. Minutes of Meeling.

Ms. Orig. P. B. O., Coloninl Entry Book, v. 52, p. 223,

Ms. Cory, Md. Hist Soc., Calwert Papers, No. 230.

Tur. Md. Arch., v. 5. pp. 455-468.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 405. .

Apgr. RBaltimore and Penn attending. After hearing Committee resolves
to report their opinion to the King that the tract of land between the
Trelaware and the Chesapeake he divided into two equal paris “by a line
from the Latitnde of Cape Heplopen to the 40th Degree of Latitude™
the enstern half ndjudged to His Majesty and the other half to Baltimore.

Committee of Trade ﬁnd Plantations [Report on dividing Mary-
land and Delaware].

g, Copy. Inelosed in letter from Baltlmove, Lomdon, 1 Iec, 1635 to
Deputy Governor of Maryland. I R, O., Tiber B. p. 1.
Ms. Copy. Spread in the King’s order of 7 Nov.- 1685, Colonial Entry
Boek, v. 52, p. 107.
Pus. Md. Arch., v, &, pp. 4ib-456, 458-459.
Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 283-204, -
Angr. Report read from Committee -for trade and plantations. Pursmant
to King's order of 31 May, 1683, have examined into difference hetween
Baltimore omd Penn and find that Baltimore's patent was for unculti-
vated land. that the land in dispute was inhabited by Qriristians before
the date of Baltimore's patent, has since been mwade a eolony distinct
from Marylond. Recommend tlat the tract of land lying bhetween the
Delaware and the eastern sea on the one side nnd Chesapeake bay on the
other “be divided into two equall parts by a line from the latitude of
(Cape hinlopen to the 40th degree of Northern latitude” the castern half
to be adjudged to the King, the other half to Baltimore.
A compromise mensure Avhich waved the King’s reputation, Penn’s
possessions and Baltlmore’s 40°.

Order. Dividing Maryland and Delaware issued by King James IL.

Ms. Onie. P. T.. O., Colonial Entry Book, v. 52. p. 107,
Mg, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 242
1 Dee., 1685, in letter from Lord Baltimore to the Deputy Governor
of Maryland, Md. records. Libex B, pp. 1-3.
Pyp. Md. Arch., v. 5, pp. 456, 458.
Pa. Arch., scr. 2, v. 16, pp. 19-20; 406.

Ansr. The King approved the report of the Committee for irade and
plantations of 7 Nav. 1685, and ordercd that the land “be forthwith
divided accordingly”’ and Baltimore and Fenn and all others to take
notice thereof.

Cf. Confirmation by Queen Anne, 1709, June 23.




1685.
Dee. 1.

1686.

‘May 26.

1687.
May 16.

Qct. 2.

Oct, 25,

1688.
Dec. 10.

April 28.

April 30.

SOURCE MATERIAT

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Colonel Thomag Tailler
[et al].
Ms. CopY. P. R. 0., Liber B, pp. 1-2, cf, also P, R. O,, B. T, Md, v. 1,

B. C., p. b1, 3 fol. \
Pus. Md, Arch., v. &, pp. 457458,

ArsT. Says order was passed unknown to hlm. ({(Cf. 31 Oct., which gave
him one weelk’s notice.) Hopes the Klng will make mndiﬂcatlon of
decree ; In the meantlme wants to keep Fort Christinia.

Letter encloses Report of T Nev., and Order of 13 Now.

Commisgsion of Maryland Council to Captain Philius Murry.
Christina Bridge.

Ms. Oria. P. R. ., Liber B, p. 3.
Pue. Md. Arch., v. 5, p. 459.

ABsT. Ordered to prevent encroachments of foreigners and sirangers upon
his Lordship’s Province without license.

Note. Similar orders sent to sherifs of Baltimore, Ceecil, Talbot, Dor-
chester and Somerset Counties.

Memo. Board of Trade to Attorney General to renew guo warranto
proceedings.

Ms, Hyrey. P. R, 0., B. T., Plant. Gen., v. 32, p. 232, 4 Tol.

Maryland Council. Minutes of Meeting.

Ms., Orig. P. R. O, Liber B, p. 30.
TPor. Md. Arch., v.-5, pp. 484-486.

AnsT. Orvdered that pay fo soldiers at Chrigtlna fort be continued.

Privy. Council Order teo Mr Attorney and Mr. Solicitor to prose-
cute the quo wearrantos issued against the severall Proprietors
and Corporations in Ameriea.

Ms. Orra. P. R. 0, Colonlal Entiry Book v. 32, p. 110.
Pup. Md4. Arch,, v. &, p. 54D.
Letter. William Penn to James Harrison.

Ms. Pemberton MSS.

ApsT. One hearing before the Committee has been had with Baltimore
who had tlme to examine "our Holland proofs.”” Another hearing next
-week, cf. Janney, Llfe of Penn, p. 265.

Letter. William Penn to James Harrison.

Ms. Pemberton MES,

ABgr., After full hearing before the Lords of the Committee with Balt!-
more “he was cast” and the lands in dlgpute are adjudged not within
his patent.

Patent. England, Scotland, France and Ireland. Xing James the
Second, 10 Dec. 1688 to William Penn. Not sighed.

Endorsement posted on back in Parls’ handwriting, "Patent in fee simple

to Penn, 10, 1688, Drafit of a Bill.......... . Sir Wllllam cearranane
Williams Seollr Genl............ ... Wm. Penn, Esq. of
Pensulva, . covcnnnanan.s Origl Bill (each......4 skms) "has Sr Wm

Wms own hand to it, 31 July, 1752, Paris.”

14 p. ms wrltten on one side of the leaf only of copy. Pa. Hist. Soc.,
Penn M

Arnother copy ms. not gigned. Pa. Hist, Soec., Penn M38,, 1683-1696, pp.
11-19.

Bee Logan's reference to this in 1726.




1690.

1691,
June 10.

Oct. 25,

1691.

1692.

Dec. b.

1693.

April 11,
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Map of Ye English Empire in America. W. Binneman, sculp.
Lond. R. Morden, 23x19%. 1 in.—42 mi, In Americas Maps
v. 4, No. 5, Lib. Cong,

Note. North boundary of Md. placed at ] resent 39° hence much below
head of Chesapeake Bay. Apparently fo lowlng Penn’s contentlon that
40° hegan there. Delaware is geparated from Pennsylvania on this map
by a dotted arc from Upland west fo N. I. corner of Md, anticipating
the survey of 1701.

Letter. William Penn to X

Pus. Votes Hep. Pa, v. 1.
Proud, Hist- Pa.,, v. 1, p. 20%Z. .
Apst. “I would also you should Imow I have a patent of the lower
counties some years since; that when there is occaslon for it, you may
alledge so, but not otherwise.”

Commission, King Willlam and Queen Mary Lo Benjamin
Fletcher.

Ms. 4° Wl & Mariae, 1691.

Ms. Copy. P.R. O, B.T., Pa, v.2,p. 26,

Pon. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, V. 16, p. 409.
Proud, Hist. I’a., v. 1, pp. 378-380.

ABst. Appolnting to Governorship of DPennsylvania. This made the
government a HRoyal Province and deprived Wm, Penn of proprielary
control, 'This was restored in less than {wo years (Aug. 20, 1693},

Map. Thomas Holme, Surveyor-General, Pennsylvania.

Repup. I. P. Smith, Phila., 1846.
(h. L. Warner, 1870.
See Winsgor, Narr. & Crit. Hist. Am., v. 3, p. 516,

Asst. A map of the province of Tennsylvania, contalning the three
founties of Chester, Philadelphia and Bucks as far as yet surveyed and
aid out.

Letter. Wm. Penn to a “certain person in Phila.” Extract.

Ms. P.R. O, B.T,Pa, v.1 7 fol.
Anst. They are to insist on the patent with moderation, but steadily.

Letter. Wm. Penn'to Col. Fletcher.

Ms., Corx. P.R. O,B.T,Pa,v.1, 5 fol.

ARsT. Hears he ig to “‘command” Pe. Cautions him *to tread softly.” asg
that country and government is Penn's property, no g¢uo werrainio having
aftected it.

Potition. Chester Ceunty inhabitants to Governor and Council
Pennsylvania to have Chester and New Castle County boundary
run. :

Mg. Onie. Pa, Col. Rec, v. 1, p. 356.
Pre.  Ashmead, Hist, of Del. Co., p. 1B,
Smith, Hist. of Del. Co., D. 187.

Maryland Council. . Proceedings.

Ms. Ort¢. Md. Councll Proc, Liber K (Md. Hist. Soe.).
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 8, p. 518.

ApsT, . . . Susguehannoh Indians peing reduced to a small number
asked liberty to settle upom their own land at the Susquehannech fork, to
which answer is made '“That their Fort as they ecall it falling within the
Limits of another Government as Pensilvania, this Government can take
no cognizance thereof.”




3]
=1
%

1693.
Aug. 9.

1694,

Aug. 20.

1694 /5,

Mar. 6.

1695.

1695 /6.

Jan. 12,

Ieb. 22,

1696.
June 18.

1696 /7.

Jan,

1697.
June 11.

SOTURCE MATERTAL

Pennsylvania Council. Resolution  of 9 Aug.” 1693 defining
Naamans Creek as boundary of New Castle County.

Pue. Pa. 'Col. Rec., v. 1, p. 349. s

Amgr. Upon petition “Resolved thaf (for the present Conveulsncie of the
government, and not for any absolute and fipall proprictarie divi-
sion . . .} the bannds of New Castle Countie shall extend Northward
to the mouth of Naman's creek.”

CE. Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co., p. 18.

Grani Restoring of Provinces. William and Mary to William
Penn,

Pus." Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 1, pp. 403-404.
Pa. Col. Rec., v. 1, pp. 437-438.
Pa, Areh., ser, 2, v.'18, p. 411.
Pa, Arch., ser, 4, v, 1, pp. 71-73.
Annals metion of 1693,

Letter. County Court of Sussex to Justices in Maryland.

Mg, Bussex Records, No. 17, fol. 35, 36,

Tup, I'a. Arch, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 412-413.

ApsT.  Buggest that all acts of violence he avolded until boundary 1s run.

A Map of Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, East and West New
Jersey, by John Thornton at the Platt in the Minories & by
Will Fisher at ye Postern Gate on Tower Hill, London. 30” x 20”
n. d. scale approx. 1 inch to 9 miles,

Md, Hist. Soe,

Deed of Lease. Thomas Dongan to Wm, Penn. -

Pon. Ia. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 121-12%,

ApsT. This together with other letters shows that Penn and Dongan wele
Jointly interestod in acquiring control of the land on both sides of
the Susquehanna “beginning at the Mountaing or head of the said river,
and running ag favrer as apd into the Bay of Chesapeake.” This iy fol-
lowed by n warraniry deed of same date and descriptions,

Letter. Markham to Wm. Penn.

Ms. P.R.O,B. T, v 2R, 2 No 16, 3 fol.

ApsT.  Letters from Mr, Clark that the Marylanders contlnue to encroach
on Po. bounds.

Declaration against Lord Baltimore.
Pup. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 88-91.
Cf. a. Col. Records, v. 1, pp. 59, G2.

Apgr. Drawn up by Thomas Holmes (et al) and approved by Governor
and Council. Objects to proclamntions of May 15, 1683, actlon of
Murfy and Talbot and the buildlng of Christina Fort. .

Petition. 'William Penn to the Great and Excellent Queen Anne of
Great Britain, &ec.

Mg. Cory. Md. Hist, Soe.,, Calvert Papers, No. 249,

Angr. Asks Queen to order both proprietarys to pursue the orders in 1685.

Address of the Council and Assembly of Maryland io the Lords
Commissrs of Trade and Plantations relating to the Bounds of
Maryland.

Note. Title given in Calvert Paper No, 249 and in Acis of Assembly for
this duate. Md. Arch., v. 19, p. 588. Address pot found.




1697.
Aug. 24,

Sept. 1.

Sept. 2.

1698,
May 26.

Aug. 20.

16499,
Sept. 20.

1699.

1700.
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Lords Commisgioners of the Council of Trade by William Popple,
to Mr. Penn [notice of order on tunuing the boundaries]
1 p. me. (4 pp.) 4° folded as wrapper and addressed “to William
Penn, Esa. These.” Red wax seal.

Ms. Ontg. Tenn MSS. O, Corr., v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 15.

No. 16, Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870.
Mz, Cory. Md, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 249,

Angr. To prevent disputes for want of a fixt sottlement of the boundaries
“directions have been given to Coll. Nicholson, Gov. of Maryland for
running the line of Division according to Council” of King James, 18
Nov., 1885. Asks that directions be given for concurrence in that work
on part of Pennsylvania.

Letter. William Penn to Governor Markham,
Mz, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 248,
P. R. 0., B. T,, Iroprieties, v. 1, A52, 2 fol:
A®sT. Authorizes him to proceed under the following letter.

Letter. Lords of Trade to Governor Nicholson of Maryland.

Mg Copy. Md, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 249.

AnlisT. Refers to order of 1685 under which he is to act and incleses pre-
ceding letter and copy of ovrder of 1685,

Memorandum. Several matters relating to Maryland and Pensil-
vania. Dictated to me [Mr. Bladen?] by the Governor of Mary-
land, Patuxent, Maryland, 26 May, 1698,

Ms. Cory. Dridgewater Manuseripis, v. 25.

Pur. Md. Arch,, v. 25, pp. 580-5858. .

Apsr,  Charges Penn wilh jllegal practices regarding trade and injustice
of Quaker couris. ““The Governor thought it not expedienl to answer
M. Fen’s letter or to lhold any corvespondence with him without your
Lordship’s command er direction,” Refers to an address made o the
Lord Commissioncr that the “Divislen Line" Dbe “setled.” “Hls Ixcel-
leney desires that if My, l’enn or any other person have anythin to
object to him that they may put the same in writing, sign it and give
gecurity to prosecute the accusation that he may have his legal remedy
againsi them if they fall to malke it good.”

Letter. Governor Nicholson to Lords of Trade.

Ms. Copy. Mad. Ilist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No, 249.
Note. Used at examination in chancery.
Anst. Claims that he could do nothing because duplicate of order of Nov.,

1685, was lost in transit.

Letter. Lords of Trade to Governor Blackiston.

Mg, Corx. DMd. ITist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 249.

Anst, Orders that boundavies be setlled while Mr. Penn is in the country.

Petition. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Queen against QOrder of
T Nov. 1685. 4 pp. Tol. '

Ms. Corx. Md Tlist. Soec., Calvert Iapers, No. 253,

Note. TUsed in examination in chancery.

An Act for the effectual establishment and confirmation of the
freeholders of the provinee ang territories, their heirs and
assigns, in their lands and tenements ( ) 1700,

Laws of Del., 1700-1797, v. 1, app., p. 30.




1700.

April 29.

April 29,

Dec. 3.

1701.
May 6.

July 20,

Jaly

Aug. 28,

Oct, 31.

" Ansy. Replying to the question of the Governor, The Governor asks

BSOURCE MATERIAT

A new map of Virginia, Maryland, etc. Yondon, 1,in—13 mi., in
Atlas Major of De Wit. Printed and sold by C. Brown, 1700.

Note. Boundaries of Md. entire, showing theoretically the results of the
1685 and 18697 decree. The N, bd. of Md. identical with 40° crossing,
at lat. of Newcastle, the Susquehanna at mouth of Octoraro.

Maryland Council. Proceedings.

Ms, Cory. P. R. 0., Colonial Records Office, B. T, Md., v, 15, p. 10.
PoB. M. Arch. v, 24, p. 42

Counecil “‘whether the charge therefor [the running of the 11ne] in right
ought to be borne by the proprietorys between whom the dispute was or
at the publick charge of this Province.”

Maryland House of Delegates. Minutes.
Ms. Orrg. Md. Hist. Soc., p. 18.
Ma. Cory. P. R. 0. Colenial Records, B. T. M4, p. 11.

apsr. The House decided that the “Publick of this Provinec ought mot
te be at any part of the charge in running this line."”

Letter. Stanford [et al] to [Governor Blackistone],

Ms. Copx. Md. Council Proc., Liber 8 D, p. 275,

Pur. Md. Arch, v. 25, pp. 109-111.

ApsT, ‘““As for the Divislon Line fo be run between Maryland and Pen-
silvania, Pursuant to the Inte Elng James’ Order in Couneil of the 13
November, 1685. We have Sent to the Lord Baltimore That he may give
Instructions to his Agents In Maryland to Concurr therewlth and accord
Ing as we receive Answer from him, We shall Informe you."

Letter. William Penn to Colonel Jinkins and Lieutenant Colonel
‘Whittington, or either of them, in Somerset Co. Maryland.

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 147,

ABST. Desires peace to be preserved and no disturbance among the inhabl-
tants of Cedar Creek nor on this side of Cape Henlopen *for this is
Cape Cornelius that Privy_ Council saw in ye old Duteh mapps and as
was certifyed from Amsterdam under ye Seal of ye Duteh East and 1West .
Indies Company upon ye trial between Lord Baltimove and himgelf,”
ef, 1685,

THE “CIRCULAR" BOUNDARY.

Petition of 20 July, 1701. Pennsylvania Assembly to Penn to
determine boundary line between New Castle and Chester
Counties.

Pup. Itathey and Cope, p. 160,
Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co., p. 18.

‘William Penn. Reply to Pennsylvania Assembly petition to deter-
mine a boundary between New Castle and Chester Counties.
And appointing a conference,

Warrant. To run circulaf line of 1701 1ssued to Isaae Taylor of
Chester County and Thomas Pierson of New Castle County.
Mg, Orie. In Phila, Library, accerding fo Armstrong Records of Upland

Court, p. 200. In Recorder’s Office, Phila. Book, C. 2, No. 3, p. 166,
according te¢ Smith's Hist. Del. Co., p. 2086.

See Extracts in Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co., p. 18; Futhey and Cope, p. 160.
Franklin Inst.,, J. C., v. 4, July, 1842,

Agreement about Charfer. Wm. Penn and the Lower Counties,

Puer. Penn and Logan corresp. Pa. Hist. 8oc. Mem., v. 9, pp. 68, 59,
Amst. Confirms titles of lands and promises a charter of property.




1701,

Deec. 4.

1701,

May 7.

June 3.

Oct, 12,
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Taylor and Pierson. Field notes of survey.

Ms, Orig. TPa. Hlst. Soc.

Note. Formerly in Franklin Inst. Cf. Journal, Franklin Inst, v. 4,
July, 1842,

[Tavlor and Pierson] Report on running of circular boundary
accompanied by attestation of Justice Cornelius Empson and
John Richardson of New Castle Co. and Justice Caleb Pusey,
Philip Roman and Robert Pyle of Chester Co.

Ms. Copy. Wilmington, Recorder of Deeds Office [Book of Surveys].
Misc. Papers, pp. 99, 99. Copied according to Act of General Assembly
from origlnal papers, 1808,

Sece copy of map from Chichester to Western branch of Christina Creek
showing Newcastle branch, Centre amd North line to white oak mnear
forks of Brandywine.

Delaware Circular Boundary. Mé.p of the circle around New-
castle showing property touched by the tangent.
Ms, PaARCHMBENT. 251 x281%5. Colored, 1 mile—1% ln.'
Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc.. Calveri{ Papers, 1047, 1048.
Ttef. to in Armstrong Records, Upland Court, p. 200,

Ses Futhey and Cope, Hist. of Chester County, p. 160.
Ashmead, Hist, of Delaware County, p. 618. .

Map. Illustrations of Thomas Campaning Holm's. “A Short
Deseription of the Provinee of New Sweden,”

Ms. Corr. [By Md. Hist, Soc.] 1888. 28x14%. MNo scale.

Pa. Hist. Soc. [Penrn Ms.]. Off. Corr., p. 213.

Note.t1 Delaware river settlements. Shows circular dotfed line about New-
castle, e

Thomas Holme, Surveyor General. A map of the Province of
Pennsilvania. Containing the three countys of Chester, Phila-
delphia. and Bucks, as far as yet Surveyed and Laid out ye
Division ot distinctions made by ye different Conllers respects
the Settlements by way of Townships. Dedicated to William
Penn by John Thornton and Robert Green.

Copy In possession of Gilbert Cope Winchester shows Naaman’d Creek,
Chichester, Marcus, Hook, Grant and Tracts lying along first lines run.

Facsimile of Holme's map of the Provinee of Pennsylvanla swith the names

of the original purchasers from William Penn begun in 1681. Repub-
lished by Chas. L. Warnoer, Phila., 1870

Letter., Jameg Logan to Wm, Penn.

Pus. Tenn and Logan corresnp. Pa. Hist. Sec. Mem., v. 9, pp. 92-101.

ApsT., Newcastle County disapprove of the new circular beundary which
“‘they say is swept too far around them.”

Letter. Secretary Popple to Wm. Penn.

Ms. P. R. 0, B. T, Proprieties, v, 28, p. 5§, 4 fol.

ABsT. Desires account of hig right and title to the poll and title of the
3 Lower Counties.

Maryland Council. Proceedings.

Ms. Orig., Council Proc., Liber X, p. 293.
PuB. Md. Arch,, v. 25, p. 130.

ABsT. Action on Petition of Jolm Jill and John Stokely of Sussex County
in Pennsylvania postponed “until the dividing Line ig run between the
Province and Pennsylvanin.”
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1701.
Dec. 4.

Dec. 10.

1702 /3.
Feh. 24,

1703,
May 11.

May 12,

May 18,

May 21.

June 8,

June 8.

June 10.

June 18.

1704,
April 28,

SOURCE MATERIAL

Declaration. - Wm. Penn to Board of Trade,

WM&, Onia. . R. O, B. T, Troprieties, v, T, L. 6, 4 fol.
Angr. Bhowlng the Queen’s title to the 3 Lower Counties.
Letter. Secretary Popple to Wm. Penn.

Mg. Exwrry. P, R. O, B. T, Proprieties, v. 28, p. 267, 3 fol,

ABST. Teturns Penn's declaralion of Dee. 4 and requests one conformable
to Order in Council.

Award of Grand Jury by Chester County Court for running cir-
cular line dividing this County from County of Newcastle.

Pus. Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co., p. 19.
Smith, Hist. Del. Co., p. 206.
0Old Court Records. 1st oldest in Prothonolary, 2nd in Clerk of
Court.

Letter. Wm. Penn tc Board of Trade.

Ms. Oxrre. P. R. O., B. T., Proprleties, v. 7, L. 28, 2 fol.

Aerst,  Is willing to resign the government of Pa. to the crown.
Letter, Secretary Popple to Wm. Penn.

Ms. Tntry. P, R. O, B. T, Propricties, v. 28, p. 314, 2 fol.
Ansr. Asks conditions for his resignation of Pa.

Letter. Wm. Penn to Board of Trade.

Ms. Ori¢. P. R. 0., B. T, Propriclies, v. 7, L. 29, 2 fal,

ABsT. No necessity to write down conditlons. Has given enough to ay
before the Queen. .

Letter. Board of Trade to Harl of Nottingham.

Ms. Extry. T R. O, B, T, Proprieties, v. 28, p. 320, 2 fol.
ADsT, Reporting Penn’s proposal.

Letter., Wm. Penn to Board of Trade.

Ms. Omtg. P. R. O, B. T., Propricties, v. 28, V. 38, 12 fol.
ABST. Answers Board's observations on draft of a new charter desived by
him.

Letter. Ear! of Nottingham to Board of Trade.

Ms. Orie. I, R. 0., B, T., Proprieties, v. 7, L. 35, 2 fol.
Answe.  Her majesty is willing to treat with Penn for Pa.

Letter. Secretary Popple to Wm. Penn.

Ms. EBNrRY. P. R. O, B. 1., Proprieties, v. 28, p, 338, 2 fol.
Ansr.  SBubmits proposals for yieldlng Pa, to crown.

Letter. Wm. Penn to Board of Trade.

Ms. Orie. P. R. 0, B. T, Proprieties, v. 7, L. 38, 9 fol.
ALsT, Submlts proposals for yielding Pa. to crown.

Case of Pennsylvania from Coll. [John] Evans [Governor of

Pennsylvania] entered in the Maryland Assembly Proceedings.
Ms. Orig. T, Tt. O, B. T. M4, v. 18, pp. 18-21. '
Yun, Md. Arch., v. 24, pp. 373-376.

ABST, The argumcept is presented with historleal summary to the effeet
that all suits by Marylapd on inhabitants in {he disputed ferritory should
be postponed until the division line be run.




1704 /5.
Jan. 2.

Aug. 22.

1705.
May.

L 1706 /7.
l;' Co Jan. 29.

;i Teb. 5.

1707.
April 15,

April 28.

1707 /8.
Ireb. 20.

Feb. 21.

March 3.

1708.
July 2.
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Letter. Wm. Penn to Board of Trade,

Ms. Onta. P. R. 0., B. T., Propricties, v. 8, after N, 1, 5 fol.
ABsT, Offering to surrender government of Pa. on certain condltions.
Note. He made further inquirieg (Mar. 9). See same vol, N. 26,

Letter., James Logan to Wm, Penn.

PuB. Mem. Pa. Hist. Soc., v. 10, pp. 41-48.

ADnsT, A pathetic digseussion of Penn’s finaneial straits by tha loyal Logan
and the suggestien that conditlons might be lmproved by selllng the
Government of Pennsylvania to the c¢rown,

Draft of New Patent to Wm. Penn on granting of which he will
gurrender government of Pa. -

Ms., Cory, P. R. 0., B. 'L, Proprieties, v. 28, N, 30, 40 fol.

Letter, Wm. Penn io Board of Trade.
Ms, Oriq. P. R. 0. B. T, Proprieties, v, B, 0. 87, 3 fol,

ARST. Hastening consideration of his proposals for surrender of Ta.
Note. Referred to Karl of Sunderland Feb. 5.

Dartmouth, Cecil and others recommending ve-uniting of Penn-
sylvania fo the Crown.

Ms. Cory. Pa, Hist. Soe, Penn MSS., O Corr., v. 1, p. 4L,

Maryland. Aects of Assembly.

Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 18, pp. 422-423.

Ansr. Imposes taxeg on householders rolling tobaceo into Pennsylvania or
the territories thereto belonging.

Pennsylvania Council. Minutes regarding address by Governor of
Maryland to Queen requesting her orders 1o the Proprietor io
run Division lines.

Ms. OrIG. DI’a. Colonial Rtecords, v. 2, p. 362.
PuB. Rept. Sec’y. Int. Afl. Boundaries, 1887, p. 1.

ABsr. DBelieves petition falrly drawn but ovders that another petition be
drawn in Pennsylvania.

Letter. Secretary Popple to Wm. Penn,

Ms. Enrry. P. R. 0., B. T, P'roprietics, v. 30, p. 30, 1 fol.

Apsm,  Asks him to attend Board of Trade about the boundaries.

Letter. Mr. Conway Ratcliff [Radcliffe?] {o Lord Baltimore.

Ms. One. P. R, 0., B. T.,, Md,, v. 5, i, 63, 1 fol.

ADST. On observations made on Palmer’s Isiand.

Letter., Wm. Penn to Secretary Popple.

Ms. Onig. P. R. 0., B. T., Proprieties, v, 9, p. 26, 3 fol.

AnsT. Promises to give an aceount of the boundary prececdings,

Note. Penn was urged Mar. 10 to hasten this report (see same MSS., v. 30,
p. 353) and on Trequesting Mar. 20 (sce v. 9, p. 28) a month’'s fime was
given until April 28th by the Board (see v. 30, p. 36).

Letter. Wm. Penn to Board of Trade.

Ms. Orig. F. R. 0., B. T., Proprieties, v. 9, p. 45, 3 fol.
ABgy. Ineloses declaration of Crown’s right to 3 Lower Counties.




1708.

Aug. 29.

Dec. 18.

1708 /9.
Jap. 9,

Jan. 9.

Jan. 12,

Jan. ‘13.

Jan. 27.

Jan. 27.

Mar, 10.

1769.
April 8.

-April 16.

" BOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Secretary Popple to W, Penn and Lord Baltimore,

Ms, EnTRY, P. R. 0., B. T., Md,, v. 11, p. 54, 1 fol.
Amst. Desires them to come to ngreement about boundary line to lay
before the Board by Oect. 12 next.

Letter. Becretary Popple fo Wm. Penn.

Ms. ENTRY. P. R. 0., B. T., Proprieties, v. 87, p. 71, 1 fol.
ABST. Requests immediate transmission of intended agrcement with Bal-

tlmore.
Petition, Charles, Lord Baliimore to Queen Anne,

Ci. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 22, pp, 425-426.

ABST. Asks that Order of 13 Nov,, 1685, be set aside on the ground that
it was founded on false stalement of facts and that the divislon line be

run and the lower countles be adjudged te him. See Pn. Hist, Soc.
Mem., v. 1, p. 216.

Order Royal Council referring Lord Baltimore’s petition to Board
of Trade. '

Ms. Orra. P.R. 0O, B T, Md, v 25, H. 84, 7 fol.

The cage against Lord Baltimore relating to the bounds. Wm.
Penn to the Board of Trade.

Ms. P.R. 0., B, T, Proprietles, v. 9, p. 52, 9 fol., ¢f. Sabin, No, 59G87.

Summong. Board of Trade to Wm. Penn.

Mé. Bwary. P, R, 0., B, T., Proprieties, v. 37, p, 85, 1 fol.
Apsy. To atlend on Baltimore’s petition.

Petition. Wm. Penn to Queen Anne. Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16,
p. 427.

ABsT. Asks dismissal of Lord Baltimore’s petition of Jan. 9.

Order of Queen Anne in Council in dismissing petition of Charles,
Lord Baltimore.

Cf Pa. Arch., sor. 2, v. 16, p. 23; p. 427.
Puitlck & Simpson [auction] catalogue No. 269, London, 1872, for copy

endorsed by Wm. Penn.
Letter. Governor John Seymour to [Board of Trade].

Ms. Orlg. P.R. 0. B, T, Md., v. b, |
Pue. Md. Arch, v. 25, pp. 267-270.

ABsT. “Hopes to have royal command about rumming out the Northern
Lyne of this province, or to heare my Lord Baltimore and Mr. Penn have
adjusted that matter between themselves."”

Letter. Wm. Penn to Board of Trade.

Ms. Oriz. P. R. 0., B. T,, Proprietles, v. 9, p. 60, 1 fol.
ABST. Desires copies of letlers and orders given on boundaries.

Petition of William Penn to Queen Anne in Council agking that
officers of both proprietors obey the order of 1685.

Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 16, p. 428,
Note. Petition was rveferred to ascertain matters of faet,




1709. o
May 19. Petition. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Queen Anme, 3 p. fol.

1709. .

June 9.

June 23.

July 31.

Dec. T.

1710 /11.
Feb. 13.

[Mar.] 14.

1711,
Dec. 19.
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Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, D. 28, p. 428.

Cf. Coleman Catalogue, Penn Papers, 1870, ‘No. 299.

Amsr. Counter petition to controvert that of Penn (16 Apr. 1709) de-
claring he never was heard in his own defense In proceedlngs of 1G854,
{'this was contrary te the facts amd both petitlons were thrown out by
the Order of 23 June 1709.)

Letter. Wm. Penn to Secretary Popple.

Ms. Orig. P. R, 0O, B. T, Md, v. 5, H. 89, 1 fol.
Apgr. Asks for copy of the part of Baltimore's charter which relates to
boundaries. -

Order. Queen Anne in Council,
Ms. Copr. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn. MSS. “Boundaries.” p. 16.
Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 24, p. 429, Coleman Catalogue, Penn
Papers, 1870, No. 103.

AusT. Dismisging, after a full ‘hearing, a petition of Charles, Lord Balti-
more, praying to bc heard against an OUrder of Council dated 13 Nov.

1685,

Map. North America. By John Senex. London. 3716x25 Col,
1 in~—150 mi. Lib. Cong.

Note. 'This i the first map by Henex ({afterwards employed by ‘hoth pro-
prietors to make the map attached to the Agreement of 1732) and shows
the northern boundary of Md. mbove 40° and extending to Alleghany
Mts. The western boundary of Md. inclines at an angle following the
tops of the mountains. This line by many later map-makers is adopted
as the line between Md. and Pa. thus making a erooked 1ine. In his 1719
ed. the Potomac crosses the boundary at the site of It, Cumberland. Cf,
also his atlas of 1721 and his 1735 map of Va.

Letter. Lord Dartmouth to Board of Trade.

Ms. Onie. P. R. 0., B. T., Proprieties, v. 9, p. 100, 14 fol.
ARsT, Fncloses Penn's memorial proposing to surrender Pa. to the Crown,

Letter. Wm. Penn to Board of Trade.

Ms. Onic. P.R. 0, B. T, Proprietles, v. 9, Q. 4, 8 fol.

ABsT. ORer to surrender Pa. for £20,000 payable in. 7 years,

Cf. Proud, Hist. Pa., v. 2, p. 117 who gtates £1,000 was actually paid on
£12,000 agreed on, confusing this with the original debt of the Crown
to Admiral Penn.

Report. Board of Trade to Lord Dartmouth,

s, ExrrY. P. R. O, B. T. Proprieties, v. 30, p. 254, 17 fol,
ApsT. Representationg to Queen on Penn's propesal,

Letter. William Penn to Governor Gookin.

Pys. Pa. Hist. Sec. Mem, v. 4, pp. 210-212.

ABST. “T hope . . . to get the Divigion Line run between me and
the Lord Baltlmore." Is now treating for surrvender of his government

of Pa.

Letter. James Logan to Henry Gould and Silvanug Grove.

Pue. Pa Arch., ser, 2, v. T, pp. 2B-3Q.

ABST. “TII the Gov, can fully settle the Division lines between him & ye
LAl dBaH:imare, which cannot be effectually done, I doubt, till a sur-
render.




1712.
May 12,

May 27.

1712713
Feb.’ 26.

1713.
June 9.

Sept. 8.

1714,
May 29.

1715.

April 26.

May 28.

June 2.

Aug. 15.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. (Geo. Dakeyne to James Logan,

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser, 2, v. T, p. 67.

ABsT. 8ays Lord Baltimerce's agents have offered him large money to give
them draft of Neweastle County;,that he refused but thnt Sherman,
county surveyor of Suffolk, had given ome.

Will of William Penn.

Tus, Pa. Hist. Soc. Mem,, v. 1, pp. 219-222,
Iroud, ITist, T’a., v. 2, pp. 114-118,
Cf. Pa. Arch,, =zer. 2, v, 16, p. 448,

Note. Will without date confirmed. May 27, 1712. Probated Nov. 1718,

Letter, James Logan to Penn.

Pus. P’a. Arch, ger. 2, v. 7, pp. 31-35.

Apsy. Complains of differences in methods for granting lands in Penn-
gylvania and Maryland to the disadvaniage of the former, Of Cape Hen-
lopen says “nobody herc has any motion of any other, tho’ the old Dutcl
map expresses it otherwise.” Of 40° says “if taken according to com-
mon aeceptatlon, T have more reazon than I care to mention to suspect
that ye line will fall mueh more to Che Northwd than has gencrally been
appelnted.”

Letter. Chas. Calvert to the Deputies at Philadelphia. 3 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1075.

ABST. Recommends neighborly understanding te take 40° N. lat. as Muary-
land’s nortlvern boundary. Denijes having surveyed lands north of this.

Letler. James Logan to Governor Penn.
Pus. Ta. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 86-39.

ARST. Tefers to rumor that Decds from Duke of York to Penn were
passed Dbefore the paient was issued from the King to Fames, [They
were Dy more than six monthT.

Letter. James Logan to Thomas Gray.

Pos. Fa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 41-45.

ABsTr, Concerning Lord Baltimore's observations to fix 40° and line from
Octorare on Busquehanna to Delaware. Says throngh ignorance or intent
they erred on the side that favors them. Says Cape Henlopen is wrongly
placed on Old Duteh map which was then in possesslon of William Penn.

Maryland. Act of Assembly.
Cf. Md. Statute Book, fol. 73,
Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 16, p. 430.

ABST. Une of several acls imposing duties on goods imported from Tenn-
sylvania. Thls was applicd to the Lower Counties as well, indicating
that they were then regarded as ezire Maryiand territory.

Confirmation of Taylor and Pierson Surveys by Pennsylvania
Asgembly. Act of 28 May, 1715,
See: Dallas, Laws of Pa,, v. 1, n. 105.

Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co., gj 19.
Smith, Hist. Del. Co., p. 222,

Note, Confirms survey of circular boundary made in 1701,
Letfer. Hannah Penn to James Logan,

Cf. Armisted, Memoirs of Jas. Logan, Lond., 1861.

AEST. Why perfeeiing of the agreement is dropped for awhile.
Resolution. Committee House of Commons.

Ms, Oric. P, R, 0, B. T, v. 10, Q. 32, 1 fol.

Apst. Calls on Board of Trade for books and papers relating to charter
and proprietary governments in America,




Qct. 28.

Dec. 29.

1715,

1716 /17.
Feb. 13.

Feb. 23.

1717.

Mar. 27.

May 29,

June 13.

RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE

Letter. James Logan to [William Penn].

Ms. DIn. Tlist. Soc, Penn Mss. DIapers ‘relating to the three lower
counties,”” x, p. 113.

AnsT. Has seen an old Duich map of Delawhre. Finds the river being
first digcovered by Corneling May., MHe called {the firgt Cape by his suxr-
name, Cape May, and the south cape, Cape Corpelins. At the same time,
Henlopen was the name of the “false cape,’” 20 miles from there, {cape
Corneling] ; but In the process of time it was transferred to the main
gsouth cape. This is important, for hercupon depends the dlvision of
Sussex from Maryland to the south.

Letier. Secreiary Stanhope to Board of Trade:

Ms. Onig. P. @ 0., B, T., Proprleties, v. 10, Q. 110, & fol.
ABST. Enclosing memorial frem Earl of Sutheriand for grant of 3 Lower
Counties,

Claims of the Proprietors of Maryland and Pennsylvania stated.
Mg, Cory. Amer. Philos. Soec., 32 pp. stitched between parchments with

Minutes of Trade and Plantations, Nov. 13, 1683
Amner. Philos. Soe., 12 pp. Lacks pages 9-12 of preceding and has
additional note en £ 2 (after “than 15 miles over”) in different
handwriting attached Ly pin. Also jnterlineations and verhal
changes in later ‘hand.
Md. MHist Soe... Calvert Papers, No. 255.
TPob. Md. Arch., v. T, p. T2.

Note. Said to have been written by James Logan.

Letter. Secretary Popple to Attorney and Seolicitor Generals.

Ms. Extry. P. R. O, B. T, v. 81, p. 70, 2 fol.
ApsT. Asking opinion on Farl of Sutherland’s petition.

Summons of Edward Northey to Willlam Penn to appear at his
Chambers in Pump Island in Middle Temple to hear considered
the memorial of John Earl of Sutherland for grant of three
Lower Counties.

Me. Onig. Pa. Ilist. Soc., Penn MS8, Off Corr.,, v. 1, p. 51,

Letter. Governor Hart. Interrogations proposed to Charles
Carroll of Maryland by Gevernor John Hart. :

Ms. Ouig. P, R. 0., “Torfeited Estate’ T. 2.
T

Fun. Amer. Cath. Hist. Researches, v. 8, Apr. 1891, pp. 83-86.

Letter, REar] of Sutherland to Board of Trade.

Mg, Onya. P, R. 0, B. T, Prepr., v. 10, Q. 115, 1 fol.

ABST. Desires copy of FPenn's declaration on Crown's right to 3 Lower
Counties.

Letter. James Logan to Mre. Penn and Mr. Goldney.

Pyn., Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. §0-53.
Ansrt., Tlas doubls whether date of King's patent to Duke was prior to
Deeds of Duke to Wm. Penn. [They were not]

Delaware Assembly. To the Honorable William Keith, Esq,, with
the Royal approbation, Lieut. Governor of the Counties of
Newcastle, Kent and Sussex, upon Delaware and the Province
of Pennsylvania. The Honble address of the representatives of
the said counties in Gemneral Assembly at Newcastle, 13 June
1717 [on his first meeting them].

Printed by Andrew Bradford, Pbila. 1717, 3 p. fol., excessively rare.

An intercsting paper giving a summary of the history of the three coumtles
on Delaware.

CfNPuttick & Simpson [auction] catl. libraries of Wm. Penn, London, 1872,
No, 845,
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1717.

Oct. 21.

Oct. 28.

1718.
Oct, 1.

Oct. 28,

Nov. 18.

1718 /19.

Jan. 29,

Jan. 31.

Mar. 6.

1719.
July 21.

BOURCHE MATERIAL

Report on Petition of Earl of Sutherland to King for grant of the
. three Lower Counties. 6 pp. fol.

Ms., Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 258-259.

Note. Petition presented Dec. 29, 1716. [Same as Nov. 18 1725 1

Progress of Karl’s claim can be traced in P. R. 0., B. T., Pronricties, v, 10,
g!. t:-Lnlot; v. 31, p. 70; v. 10, Q. pp. 115, 134. Cf. Dixon, Penn, p. 325,
ootnote. .

Letter and Opinion. Edward Northey and William Thomson to
King. ,Opinion on REarl of Sutherland’s Request for three
Lower Counties.

Ms, Onig. FP. R. 0., B. T, Amer, and W, Ind., v. 288, 60 fol.
Ms. Copy. P. R. O., B. T, Proprieties, v. 10, A 134, 57 fol.
PoB. Chalmer's Qpinions, p. 35,

Ct. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, pp. 432-437.

ABST. "And we do most humbly Certify your Majesty that the said
William I'enn is entitied under the Grant of King (harles the Second
to the Plantation of Pengilvania But that these Countics are not included
in such Grant and His Title to Pensilvania is not now Contested.”

Letter. James Logan to Simon Clement,

Ms. Oni¢. Pa. Hist. SBoc., Penn MS8S, - Off, Corr., v. 1, p. 0.

ABST. Reviews Duke of York’s right 40 3 Lower Counties which 1f severed
“not only the trade and navy of the Province would be ruined but it
might deeply offset the family's estate even in the province.”

[Minutes of a Conference] taken by consent of both parties at a
meeting between Governors of Matryland and Pennsylvania held
at Colonel Hynson’s house, 28 Oct, 1718.

Ms. Corx. Md. Council Proc., Liber X, pp, 72-74.
Pus. Mad. Arch,, v. 25, pp. 407-408.
Pa. Arch,, ser. 3, v. 4, p. 61.
Pa. Col, Rec., v- 3, pp. 51-563.

Ansr, Deals chlefly with the Nottlngham tract. See also Pa. Col. Rec.,
¥. 3, pp. 161,

Deed. Poll of Appointment by Hannah Penn to John Penn
(et al.)
Cf. Pa, Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p. 54; v, 16, pp. 25-26, pp. 489-440.

Opinion. Fra. Amesley on will of Wm. Penn.

PuB. Pa. Higt, Soc., Mem., v, 1, pp. 227, 228.
ABsT, Favorable to Penn.

Opinion. Js. Hungerford on will of Wm. Penn.

Pun. Pa. Hist. Soc.,, Mem., v. 1, pp. 226, 227,

ABST, Devise of Pa. to two trustie earls is good as ig devise of lands to
Hanna Penn,

Letter. Lucian Clements to J. Logan.

Pun. Pa. Hist. Soc. Mem., v. 1, pp. 2383-238.

ABsT. Clement, uncle to Honnah Penn, says Ld. Baltimore will let bound-
ary contest rest until he is of age when he hopes to be accommodated.

“Delaware” Assembly Act of 21 July, 1719, repealing Act of 28
May, 1718 corroborating circular line between Chester and New-
castle Counties, :

See: Ashmead, ITist. Del. Co., p. 19.




1719.
Aug. 7.

Sept. 24,

1719 /20.
Jan. 29.

1720,
Sept.

Sept, 12.

1720,
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Letter. Lords Commissions Trade and Plantatlons to [?]

Pus. Pa. Arch. ser. 1, v. 3, p. 222,
AwgT, Asked to return true boundaries.

Opinion. @. Savage on will of Wm_ Penn.
Pun. Pa. Hist. Soe., Mem., v. 1, pp. 225, 220.

AnsT. Devise to Hanna Penn is void.

" The case of William Penn, Proprietary and Governor-in-Chief of

Pennsylvania and Territories, against the Tord Baltimore's
Pretensions to a Tract of Land in America, Granted to the said
William Penn in the year 1672, by his then Royal Highness,
James Duke of York, adjoyning to the said Province, com-
monly called the Territories thereof. [n. p. 1682-172¢], fol. 1
leaf.

Cf, 8abln’s Dict. No, 59, p. 672.

Letter. James Logan to Hannah Penn.
Ms. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. Off. Corr, v. 6, p. 89

Apgr. Boundary uncertalnties have created such a disturbance that the

inhabitants will nod even by armed force pny taxes iill the decision as to
which is proprietor.

The humble petition of Hannah, the widow of William Tenn,

Esqr., the late propristor and governer of the province of Penn-
gylvania, to Their Excellencies the Lords Justices of Great

Britain.
Mg, Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 17.

Ansrt, Revlews the history of the proprietary affairs of Pennsylvania from
the time of the grant in 1680 by King Charles II to the negotiatlons with
the late Queen [Anne] for the sale of the three lower counties to Her
Majesty, left unfinished by reason of her death. Stabtes that the Penn
family hod been disturbed in the possession of these three lower counties
by the late Lord Baltimore, who lay claim thereto as Iying within the
limits of his patent for Maryland. Notwithstanding the order of the
late King James II in council in 1685, confirmed by the late Queen in
1709, hils lordship’s [Baltimore] agents have never conformed thereto.
Prays that the tract referred to be passed upon in order that the tltle
and inheritance may be strengthened amd confirmed and that a peremp-
tory may be given to enforce the seftling of the limits with the lord
Baltlmore, mccording to the before mentioned order in council. Copy
eneloged with lefter of the Chief Justlce referring the matter fo the
lords and commissioners for trade and foreign plantations. 8 p. text,

7Tp I

Order. The Lord Justices in Council.
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 17.

Ansr. Refers the petition, copy of which is annexed, of Fannah Penn,
praying for peremptory order to enforce the gettling of the Umlts of
{heir boundaries, to the lord commissioners of trade and plantations to
consider the object referring to the houndaries and to report what should
be done. Anuto-signed Temple Stanyan. Stamped with the royal scal

Endorsed. 2 p. text 1, p, fol.

Tenn Hannah. The case of Hannah Penn, the widow and
exeoiutrix of William Penn Esq., late Proprietor and Governor
of Pensilvania [reciting historically the grants to Penn and
others, and protesting against the pretensions of Lord Suther-
land] [Lond. 17201 A. folio broadsheet “a scarce and important

historical paper.”

¢f. No. 549 in Puttick and Simpson [auction] catalogue of the libraries of

william Penn, London 1872,
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1721,
Aug. 21.

1721 /2.
Jan. 19.

Mar. 2.

1722,
Apr. 18.

May 28.

June 18,

June 18,

SOURCE MATERIAT,

Deposition. Adam Short of Christinia River upon Delaware but
late of Cecil County in Maryland. Concerning an unlawful
forece Committed by David Evans of Welch Tract.

Ms. OriG. Councll I'roc., 1721-1727, Liber X, pp. 14-18,
rYuon. Md. Arch., v. 25, p. 370,

Angr, Dealg with a fract of land near the Circular boundary.

Proclamation By Iif. Governor [Charles Calvert].

Ms, Ori¢. Md. Council FProc., Liber X, pp. 58-G3.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 280.

Pus. Md. Arch., v. 25, pp. 398-402.

Axngw.  The proclamation contains the order of Council of 13 Nov. 1685 nnd
clatms that the lands toward the Chesapeake and the Susquehanna
- .. ought in no wise to he taken or deem’d as any part of the land
in difference between the Proprictors of Maryland and FPénnsylvania.

Claims to 40° on strength of Ld. Baltlmore's observations of latitnde

Bept. 24, 1682, at Upland, and again in 1683.

A Plain View of all that has been done or Publickly talked for
the 20 years last by past concerning the Boundaries of the
Provinces of Maryland and Pennsylvania.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 264.
Council Proc, Liber X, pp. 67-74. .
Pus. Md, Arch., v. 25, pp. 404-408.

ABsT. Reviews the trip of Charles Baltimore to the head of the Busqe-
hanna in 1682 the running of the line from Octorare Creek, the escorting
of Mr. Penn in 1700 to the same point and limits of Nottingham erant.
The claim iz made that the astronomiecal observations made by Charles
Carroll with a quadrant were incorrect as the determination has been
examined by Mr. Logan. Recltes how the Pennsylvania Commissioners
had agreed not to grant any land southward of the Octoraro line but
that public surveys had been made, at least 30 miles north of thig line.
It nlso ineludes an account of the -ineeting between Governor Hart of
%\)ﬂﬁa’ry_lls’lzrixg and Keith of Pcnnsylvania .at Colonel Hynson's house, 28

ef, ! .

Penngylvania Council. Minutes.

Yue. Pa. Col. Rec, v. 3, p{n. 168-170.
Pa. Arch,, ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 380-381,

ABST. Speech of Gov. Keith. Sayg he lnid out 500 acres on 'west slde of
Bugquehannah for himself April 4 & 5. Governor lays before hoard a
commisgion {0 Jas. Pidgeon (in which he mentions agrrement between
himself and Governor of Maryland, dated 31, March, that no surveys
should be made by any private person on west side of Susquehannah)
cmpowering him to forbid all such surveys. Agents of the Proprietors
siy they ordered Jas. Steel to lay out lands beyond Susquehannsh,

Commitment of Phil. Syng.

Pun. Pa, Cel. Rec., v. 3, pp. 185-186,

Angr.  Arrested for surveying by a Maryland right, land west of Susque-
hannah which Markham had surveyed for himself.

Letter, Governor Xeith to Council of Pennsylvania.

PpB. DIa. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 3, p. 179.
I'a. Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 188-189,
Ta, Arch,, ser. 2, v 1, p. 391.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v, 1, pp. 391-392.
ABsT., Has suggested to Indians that they survey large tract to Penns

onnoslte Conestogn before it is surveved by Maryland llcense. Suggests
extension of the Octoraro Line westward. .

Wa.rrant for surveying the Manor of Springetsbury.

Pus. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 194-195.

Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, Prop. Manors.

ABsT. Opposite mouth of Conestoga 10 miles W. S, W.; then N. N. w,
12 miles; then BE. N. . te corner of “Newbury” [Keith’'s new survey];
thence 8. 8. W. by lines of “Newbery” fo Susquehennah and thence by
river te beginning.




1722.
June 20.

June 23,

July 19.

July 30.

Sept. 11.

Oct. 8.

Nov. b.

1722 /3.
Jan, b.
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Letter. Pennsylvania Council to Governor Keith,

Pos. Pa. Col. Ree, v. 3, pp. 189-190.

ABST, Will take ne position on survey of lands but think OQctoraroc llne
ghould not be run except with congent of ‘Governor of Maryland.

Letter. Governor Keith to Governor Calvert.
Pon. Pa. Col. Ttec., v. 2, pp. 193-194.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 395-307.

ABsT. Says that at request of Indians he had laid off large tract of land
on west side of Susquehannah for the Penns.

Letter. Philemon Lloyd to Charles, Lord Baltimore, asking for
instruments to observe 40°.

Ms. Ounrg. Md. IMist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 1078.

Pup. Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Puab. No. 34, pp. 25-28.

ADBsT. Tells of events in Maryland and of his expected survey ncar
Philadelphia. B

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Fhilemon Lloyd.

Ms. Md. Hist. ‘Soc., Caivert Papers, No. 29.
ApsT., States he is willing to have law suit with Pennsylvania,

Letter. Philemon Lloyd to [partners?]

Pue. Md. Hist. Soe, Fund Pub. No. 34, pp. 42-54.

Apse. A letter of personal explanations obscurely hinting at an attempt to
get evidence regarding the softlement of Delnware under pretense ol
studying the houndaries of St. Augusline Mabor. [Did this have to do
with arrest of Van Bibber ?]

Letter. Phil. Lloyd to Lord Baltimore. § pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Mda. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Ne. 1081.

ApsT. Tells of hig trlp to Conestoge and offers to survey the Limits of
Lord Bultimore’s provinces on the north and west sides.

Letter. Philemon ILloyd to Copariners.

prn.  Md. Hist. Soc., ¥und Pub. No. 34, pp. 5468,

ADsT. Urging settlements on north and west of Susquehanna, ag Pennsyl-
vanla will take all lands above Octoraro line unless gomething is done.

Directions of Pa. Couneill respecting boundaries.

Ms. Cory. Md. Council Proe., Liber X, pp. 7T9-85.
Pur. Md. Areh., v. 25, pp. 412-414.
Pa. Col. Hee,, v. 3, pp. 223-228.

Ansr. Teanls with the Nottingham tract and also with arrest of Isaac
Taylor and Hlisha Gatehall.

Maryland Council. Proceedings.

Ms. Onie. Md. Council Proe., Liber X, pp. 56-63.
Poe. Md. Arch., v. 25, p. 397-402.

Ansr. Governor Charles Calvert acquaints the Council “with several
Tneroachments of Pennsylvania and purticularly that Isaac Taylor and
Tilisha Gatehell had run out several Lines in this provinec and threatened
Several persong . . . and likewise that very lately they had taken
up Mr. Vanbebber the chief Iustice of Cecil County court for mo other
Offense real or prelended than for runnlng out some lines In the wild
forests, up and dowr the Branches of Appquinomick Creelt In order lo
%i_scogmr the true location of Saint Augustine’s Manners Western

imit."
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1722 /3. ~

Mar.2, Maryland Council. Proceedings,
Ms. Cory. M4, Council Proc, Liber X, pp. 66-90.
Pub. Md. Arch., v. 25, pp. 403418,

ABgr. Includes several papers sich as “A Plain View,”! meeting of Gov-
ernors Hart and Keith at Col. Hynson's house, 28 Oct. 1718; ovder for
the deposition of John Hall and Major Bewsazll; order for papers from
Charles Carroll, instraoctions to Benmett and Nicholas Lowe; extract of
proceedings of couneil held in Pennsylvania 5 Nev, 1722, opinion of
Daniel Dulany regarding Isaac Taylor and Gatchall; ordev {o examine

23 witness against Taylor and Gatchell.
1723.

April 9, Letter. James Logan to Henry Goldpey.

Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 7, pp. 70-73.

ABsT. Sends account of Taylor and Gatchel arrests to be ghown to Lord .
B-a]timore and the King, Says Lloyd pushes all for his own interests.

July 29. Letfer. Charles Calvert to Governor William Keith,
Pop. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 3, p. 222,
Pa. Col. Rec., v, 8, p. 234, :
Apsm.  “On Sept, 10.12 next will observe 40° on West side Susguehanna.”

Aug. 1. Letter. Clement to Governor William Keith, 2 pp. ms. 12 mo,
ungigned. Preliminary draft.

Ms. Pa. Hist. Soe., Off. Corr, v., 1683-1727, p. 131,

Anst. Conference between Penn and Baltimore. Northern boindary dls-
cussed. Penns hold to “peminsula,” Baltimore to 40°?. Planned ob.
servations on  Susquehanna but Penns subsequently decline. Irregular
temporary boundary between settleinents suggested.

Aug. 3. Letter. Governor Keith to Governor Calvert,

TuB. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 235-236

ABsr. It Maryland officials, with or without authority - of Proprictors,
attempt fo make observation or yun line North of Octorare, it will be
opposed. Asks for a conference. :

Letter, Governor Charles Calvert to Governor Keith

Pus. Pa, Col. Ree,, v. 3, p. 237.

ABST. 8ays he plans to be at Bald Fryar on 9, September on his way to
inke chservationg.

Letter. Governor Willlam Keith to Governor Charles Calvert,
Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 3, p. 222,
Pa. Arch,, ger. 4, v. 1, pp. 415-418.

APST. Reply to notification as to proposed re-survey of 40&h degree of
latitude on west side of Susquehsnna.

Case of Isaac Taylor and Elisha Gatchell. Two officers of Penn-
sylvania made prisoners by the Government of Maryland. 2 D.
f. printed at Phila. 1723.
Cf. Coleman Cdll., Penn Papers, 1870, No. 437, Sabin, No, 50957,
Agresment between Charles, Lord Baltimore and Hannah Penn;
Joghua Gee and Henry Gouldney.-
PoB. Ia. Arch, ser. 2, v, 7, pp. 345350 (extract), ger. 2, v. 16, p. 28,
(extract,
Pa, Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 244-245. -
Ct. Pa. Avch,, ser, 2, v. 16, p. 440,
Letter. Hannah Penn to Sir William Keith.
CL. letter of 20 May 1724,




1724,
April 11.

May 23.

May 5.

May 15.

May 20,

1725.

1726.

July 12.

Nov. 18.
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A case stated with opinions of Sir Clement Wearg.

Pup. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 504-507T.
ABST. Quotes charters of Penneylvanin and Maryland and gives ophion
favorable to Penns. '

A case stated with opinion by Sir Philip Yorke.

Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 504, 505, 506.
Ansr. Same cage and similar opinion.

Tetter. Governor Keith to Governor Calvert,

Pus. I'a. Col. Rec., v. 3, p. 245. (See also pp. 232, 224).
Y'a. Avch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 419-420.

ApsT. Encloslng agreement of 1724,

Proclamation of agreement by Governor Keiith of FPennsylvania.

Pur. Pa. Arch,, ser, 1, v. 1, p. 820 i .

One leaf folio printed in Phila,, 1724, Cf. Sabin Ne. 59720; Tvans Am.
bibl., v. 1, Ne. 2577.

ApsT. Announces agreement between the Penns and Baltimore.

Letter. Hannah Penn to Sir William Keith. 4 pp. ms. fol.

Mg, Pa. Hist. Soc., Penu M8S. Of, Corr., v. 1, p. 147.

PuB. Printed in Phila, 1724, ¢f, Evans, Amer, Bibliog, v. 1, No. 2578.

ABwr, In her last of 25 Feb. she inclosed agreement made with Lord
Baltimore for guieting the people of both Provinces as te the borders.
Glves inmstructions on several heads as to the government of the
Province. States thot “We have had lately a meeting with Lord Baltl-
mole upen ye settling ye boundaries & though we cannot yet come to an
agreement therein yeb his Lordsp seems no less disposed than we are to
Determine that dispute some way or other as soom as possible wch we
hope may he done withln the time agreed upen for a Mutnal cessation.”
She directs that possible encronchments of Marylanders be prevented.

The case of the three Lower Counties on Delaware, in America
(claimed at this time by the Penn family) with respect to the
property of the lands, and the government of the people. [Lon-
don 17257] broadside fol.

Cf. Puttick & Simpson, lib, of Wm. Penn, London, 1872, No. 892,

ABET, “This i a brief historlcal statement ngainst the clalms of the
Penn family ns to these Three counties.”

Report of Lord Commissioners of Trade and Plantations on
memorial of William Penn to surrender all his powers of gov-
ernment for a consideration, ete, Harley to Attorney-General.

o Hist. Soe., Penn M8S. Of, Corr, v. 1, p. 147.
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc.,, Penn MSS8. OIE Corr., v, 1, 1683-1727, p. 191.
Cf, Pa, Arch.,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 440.

‘Letter. James Logan to Hannah Penn. 8 DD, ms.

Ms. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. Of. Corr., v. 1, 1683-1727, pp. 194-195.

AnsT. Urgeg that her son John is the fittest [to] *‘collect and digest into
heads” all that has been done in_her affnirs and to concert measures fo
“cnd the digpute with Baltimore by an accommodation or to secure from
the King and Council an injunction agerinst violence or grants of land
while the suit 18 pending.” End your family dispute by able persons or
otherwizse accommodate it by an agreement. f. claims of ignorance
and inexperience made by John Penn in Bill of 1735,

Petition of Iarl of Sunderiand for a grant of the three Lower
Coulities on Delaware in America.
Ms. Cory. N. Y. State Records.
Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MB5.

AnsT. Asked on account of alleged imefficiency of Penn's government
[Same as'QOct. 21, 17177].
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1725 /6.

Jan. 6.

Feb. 1.

Mar. 15.

Mar. 22,

1726.
Apr. 17.

QOct. 17,

SOURCE MATIERIATL

Appointment to meet at the Attorney General’s Chambers in
Lincoln’s Inn to consider Petitions of the Earl of Sutherland
praying for a grant of land “lying upon Delaware Bay.”

Ms. Corx. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 286.

Letter. James Logan to Hannah Penn. 4 pp. ms. Endorsed
“Rec’d 3rd May, 1726, p. J. Penn”

Ms. Oric. Do Hist. Soc., Penn M88. Of, Corr,, v. 1, p. 185.

AnsT. DBecause no mention of the Proprietor IIenn] was made in the
charter, to the ecity of Newcastle, the people thought the three lower
countics belonged solely to the King. A dispute arcose whether the
Chester-Newcastle boundary should be the Circular Tdne run in 1701 or
12 miles measured by the mew 5 mile limits of the town “wwhich would
take in a ring of 3 iles more out of the Province and throw even the
Town of Chester into Neweastle County’” . . . Deslres on account
of failing health to retire but adds “If any Lines however are {o be run
on the Settlement with Maryland you may I hope depend on my
asslstance.” [Note Logan's activity several years later].

Address from the Lower Counties to the King [never pres_ented].

Ms. Po. Hist. Soc., Penn M88., Copy made 1726

AmsT, Asked that no change be made in their condition on account of
doubt in title ox application for granis.

Letter. Charles Lowe to Phil. Lloyd. 5 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy, Md. Hist. Soc., Calwert Papers, No. 1083.
AnsT. Tegards tifle of l’enns to Three Lower Counties as invalid. Asks
%mt evitdences be looked up to plove posgession and jurladiction by Lord
altimore.

Letter. James Logan to John Penn. 4 pp.

s, Cory. Pz Hist. Soc., Perm MS83. Off. Corr., v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 217.

ABsT. DReforring to Lord Sutherlond's application for ithe lower counties,
reviews the Duke of Yorl's gramts (o FPenn and wherein they are
deficient. The Duke had no suflicient title himself from the King to any
land on the West side of the Delaware. *Thy father thercfore was at
ye charge of 4 I'atent from the King to his brother for all these countles
from which he was further to conlirtm them te thy father but King
Charles dying before this could be effected a patent was ordered and
{inished for the great seal where it stopped .

But op these litles all the Iapds of those eounties that were “af value
hawve been taken up . . by people . . _ with no other scruple
than the lands in another part of the King's domion in America . .
One great point to be labored with is the inequality of the thing in
admitting any overhawl of such ancient original settlements in & new
country in order to gratify the avarice of a couriler.”

Letter. James Logan to John Penn. 18 pp. ms. (2 postseripts)
2 pp. blank. O.

Als. Oric. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. OIf, Corr, v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 217.
Angr. Had hoped that by this time everything desired thnt counld be
procured “in this suit” [with Baltimore] would have been furnished.

. Reports that investigution of Mr. Steel in Virginia show Bmith's

mup was the plan from which the Maryland Charler was drawn. Includes
cerlified copies of various documents and explains why others cannot
be found at Va. and Newcastle. “In your dispute with Ld. Baltimore
you know your strength Hes wholly on word Bay or Ostuarium the penin-
sula and therefore on . . and the old maps and
gome ? on ye Ld Baltimore’s own land.” [buok and map?] But Capt
Smith's map Jolntly with the Ld Ballemorc own in Sr I, Sloan's
book o without it will be of vasi importance . n
this that was described in ye patent from Smith’s map on all whch it
sulliciently explained may be of vast advanlage te yoi. And from ye
same map though Delaware is not laid down in It yect those 6 pirchs
to ye Ifustward wch represent the sea or water bent in Westward to ye
Head of Chesapeake Bay to make an Isthmus there ﬂnd therctore to be
regarded so fur asg it can offect you. Any difficulty is that this map
loyes the 40th degree about 6 miles above ye Heed of ye Bay whereas




17286,

Oct. 28.

Dec. 12.

1727.
July 140,

Sept. 23.

Oct. 31,

Dec. 6.
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T.d Baltimore in his book makes them exactly eoincide. But a strong
[inference] from hence that the T.4 Balt. was scngible he was by inten-
tion of the grant beund up to the Peninsula and therefore brought
the latitude to ye very head of the Bay . . . . . . = truly
}ie about § or 6 miles up the river Susgquchamnah from the meuth of
it ...

Letter. James Logan to John Penn Esq. To be left at vye
Pensilvania Cofee House, in Bircher Lane, London, 1 p. ms.

Mg, Onrie. Pa. Hist. Sce, Penn MSS. Off. Corr., v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 251

AnsT, Tast week he sent in a small Dale [deal wood?] box a collection of
papers. Hag since had a conference with D. Lloyd and he mssures him
that about the time of the Revelution he recelved a letter from Phil,
Ford [Penn’s Agt] stating "“that a patent from Klng James to thy father
or the lower counties has been finished for the seal which would have
been passed had not that turn of affairs prevented it- Amnd he ean't
believe (he saye) but it may still be found elther in the Hanaper ot
Turollmt ofiice,”” ef. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16

Letter. James Logan to John Penn. 8 pp. ms.

Ms. Onrig. Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MBSS. Off. Corr., v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 233.
Tast 4 pp. will be found on p. 255.

ApsT. Outlines work dome in gettlng evidence from old records. If Balti-
more when defeated in the matter of the title to the Lower countles
“pleads hardship of the disappointment as a merit entitling him at least
to all his grant will give him besides outside the Lower countles that is
to come up to the true 40 degree and hera you will certainly have a nice
point to manage on that very consideration 1 have mentioned. Yet this
must be seriously lahored with for should he gain thaet peoint you wil
loge a very great part of the settlement of Chester Couniy and every-
thing that is valuable on Sasquehannah. Therefore since you are in
posgession I can think of no other way than to make him some benefit
allowance in Patowmeck.”

Letter. James Logan to John Penn. 4 pp. me. 1 postscript. 1 p.
blank,

Mz. Ogia. Da..Hist. Soc., Penn MBS, Off. Corr, v. 1, 1883-1727, p. 283,
Anse. Al possible endeavors were used at New York to procure the act
of settlement or body of laws passed by the Duke of York, bui they are
not to be found either in the Secretary’s office where all other records
are lkept or in any other hands which very much surprised me. I am
persuaded thy father had them but they were not left here. He left no
papers at Pensbury and but very few with me. WWhat he did leave were
all wvery cavefully’ preserved, They had them [Duke of York’s laws]
ence at Newcastle but a good many of their old records are lost, . . .

Letter. James Logan to John Penn. 1 p, ms.
#s. Orig. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MS8. ORf. Corr, v. 1, 1683-1727, p. 287.

ABsr. Herewlth com»:—-.s’an afadavit which I believe will eflectually clear

up that point of distance between the heads of the Bays and thaé of
Delaware and Susguehannah in the Latitude of Phila. Yet not being
fully drawn to my mind or in a method so intelligible to your lawwyers
who in such matters are almost impenetrable.

Proclamation., Maryland Council Proceedings,

Ms. Onig. Md. Council Pree., Liber X, pp. 195-196.

Pugr. Md. Arch., v. 23, pp, 488-489.

Angr. Charging sheriffs to aid Marylanders In repelling encroachments
and to seize all such aggressors as are found encroaching, who are to
be dealt with according to law. Issued to all the counties op the Easiern
Shore, Prince George’s and Baltimore.

Letter. James Logan to John Penn. 3 pp. ms. 1 blank. Post-
geript dated Philadia 9 Apr, 1728 and signed by J. Logan,

ABST. Calls attentlon to his proposal from Deal [Delawnre] of a large
allowance on Patowmeck to the Lord Baltimore that you may keep
Nottingham. ™hat river ig of great value to him whether it may prove
go to you if you had it is doubtful.
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1728.
Nov. 11.

1728 /9.
Jan. 30.

1729.

1729,
Oct. 26.

1731.

July 1.

July 1.
July 25,

o 1731 /2.
Jan. 10,

Jan. 29.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Leiter. Proprietaries to James Logan,

Pre. Pa.-Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 110-112.
Amsr, Advise the discouragement of gettling on lands towards Maryland.

Instructions, Charles, Lord Baltimore to his agent Matthew
Tilghman Ward.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe, Calvert Papers, No. 293%, pp. 12, 13.

ApsT. “You are to allow my Land-Warranis to such people who apply or
are residing in, or have possessions in that part which is now in dis-
pute between me and the Pennsylvanions.”

Letter. Proprietaries to James Logan.

PuB. I’a. Arch., ser. 2, v. T; pp. 129-137.
ABST. “Thinks boundaries muost wait till their fathel’s debts are paid.

1

Leotter. Governor Benedict Leonard Calvert to Charles, Lord
Baltimore, ’
Ms. Oric. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers. No. 1087.

I'ue. Md. Hist. Soc., Tund Pub. No. 34, pp. 68-81,
Md, Axeh., v. 25, pp. 601-6G10.

ABst. Mentions many papers left with Attorney General after last hear-
ing [durilng Charles' minority] regarding thiee Lower Countles.

Marp. Jonas Siifverlong, Delineatis FPennsylvaniae at Caesereae
Nov. Occidebt sen West Nlersey in America. Jonas Silfverlong,
Sculp. Up [sala?] 1731/2. HEngraved, Scala Millianas Angle
1 in 200 mi. ’

(X*a. Iist. Soe. Of,, 504.)

Note.  Includes Lat. 30°-44° (old Cape Henlopen to above L. . 8d.) and
west off Petomac. Shewn dotted curving line between Sussex, Kent and
the Caecil Cm.

Petition, Charles, Lord Baltimore to King George IL

Pus. Pao. Arch., ser. 2, v. 18, p. 30 {extract); p. 445.

ABsT. Asks that proprietors of Pennsylvania be ordered to join with him
In settling and ascertaining the boundaries.

THE AGREEMENT OF 1722,

Order of Council.

Cf. Ta. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p, 30; p. 445.

Apsr.  Referring petition to Committee on Appeals and Complalnts, Suh-
gequently referred to Committec for Trade and Plantations.

Paper of proposal made by Lord Baltimore to Penns.

Pun, Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 18, pp. 33-34; 446-447,
Apsr.  Gives outline of proposed agreement.

Letter. QGovernor Ogle to Lord Baltimore.
Ms. Orra. Md. Hist, Soec., Calvert Papers, No. 1088,
Pous. Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Pub. No. 34, pp. 31-B4.

ABgT, Fears tangent line “will eut some of the Rivers of the Bay, par-
ticularly Bassafras River, and that the very eircle will ent the head of
Elk River.” Suggests a clause be inserted in Agreement to prevent this
if It is not already signed.

Deposition of Thomas Cresap.

Pus. DPa. Avch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 311-312, .

ABST. Gives an account of him by Beddock and Morgan in their capture
of Chance, Cresap then 28 years old.




1731 /2.
Feb. 2,

Feb, 21,

17327 -

Mar. 29.

1732.

1732.

Apr. 18,

Apr.

1732,

May 1.
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Tatter, Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.

rue. Pa. Arch.,, ser, 1, v. 1, p. 313.

ApsT. Incloges deposition of Cresap and: complains of {reatment and
referring to bribe offered Indions to burn Cresap’s house.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 313-315.

ABsT. Argues that Crosap was not In Maryland and that his deposition
is not to be credited.

Governor Ogle’s observations on the demands of the Penns. 4
pp. large fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Scc.,, Calvert Papers, 330-333.

Angr, Summarizes many poeints likely to arise and suggests lines of argu-
ment against them,

Memorandum of Modification of Agreement proposed by Lord
Baltimore.

Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 448.

Case of John Penn, Thomas and Richard Penn Esqrs., relative to
their Right to the Counties of Newcastle, Kent and Sussex on
Delaware. MS. 2 p. fol.

Ms. Copr. Del, Hist. Boc., Douglas Papers.

Note. Flled in Land Office of Pa. and transf. by act of 19 IFeby. 1801 to
Hon. 8am'l White Del. Agent. Attestation of Tench Coxe Secy. Pa.
Apparently a iegal brief,

Difficulties that the Proprietary Affairs of the Province of Pensil-
vania at present lie under which crave a speedy Redress. 2
p. fol. Mss.

Ms. Copr. Del. Hist. Soc., Douglas Papers.

Land Gff. Pa.

Note. Attested. “I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of an origlnal
paper remaining on file in this office.” Signed at Lancaster 20 May
1800 by Tench Coxe.

Leatter. Governor P, Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Pus. Pa. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 321-324,

Angsr. Referring to the Cresap affair. Ts obliged for f{he notice of agree-
ment between their gevernl proprietors,” but wishes he could lknow the
terms of agreement. Icars a rumor from Maryland that Lord Baltimore
had guitted his old claim to the lower counties and also to some part
of Cecil council [county], for which he is to have compensation beyond
the Suquehanna..........

Opinion of Mr. S8enex on the Articles of Agreement.
Cf, Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 448-449, 567.

Letter. Samuel Blunston to Governor Gordon.

Pup. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 316-320.
AnsT. Deals with Cresap and Higgenbotham troubles. Criticiges the

orders which he hnsg received.
Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.

Pue. Ia. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 326-327.
AmpsT. Refers to Cresap. Answered June 15.




Lo
o]
Lo

1732.

May 10.

May 10.

May 10.

May 13.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Articles of Agreement Indented made and concluded upon this
10th Day of May in the 5th Year of the Reign of our Soverign
Lord George the 2nd by the Graece of God of Great Britain,
IFrance and Ireland King Defender of the Faith, ete. Annoque
Doni 1732 Between the Rt. Honble Charles Lord Baron of
Baltimore in the Kingdom of Ireland true and absolute and
Proprietor of the Province of Maryland and Avalon, ete. of the
ona part and John Penn, Thos. Penn and Richard Penn, Hsq.
Sons and Devigees under the will of Wm. Penn Esq. the Elder
their late Father true and absolute Proprietors of the Province
of Pennsylvania ete. of the other Part in manner and form
following that is to say:

Ms. Copy. MdA. Hist. Soc., Calwert Papers, Nos. 298-209,

Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 299. Annotated in contem-
poraneous writing.

Pup. Rept, Secy. Int. Aff. Boundarvies, 1887, pp. 10-17.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, pp: 36-40 (abstract)
Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 449-460 (complete).
Also published by Franklin In 1733 and 1736.

Pun. PTtd. by B. Franklin, lst edit., Phila, 1733, 19 pp. fol, (Ridgway
ith.,, Phlla.; Lib. Cong,; Williams Coll, Lib.; Pa, Hist. Soe., Md, Higt.
Boc.,, ecf. Sabin, Nes, 456073, 59896, 60743.) Another edition printed
1785, ef. also Holmes, Annals of Amer., 1829, p. 554,

Note. Original executedq in London as were also the Commiszions. Gov-
ernor Ggle was then in London but returned quickly te Maryland. See
letter of Thos, Penn of Aug. 19,

Map anmnexed to the agreement between Lord Baltimore and
Messrs. Penns.

Ms. Onigc. Md. Higt, Soc,, Calvert Papers, No. 226.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No 1042,
Calvert Papers, 1036-1037. Wood cut.
See alse Calvert Papers, No 1040-1041.
Repr. in Pa, Arch., ser. 1, v. 4, front.
Hall, The Lords Baltimore.
A plain wood cut, a colored wood cut, a copper-plate print and Ms. copies
on parchment are in Md. Hlst. Soc.,, copy alzo in Md. Land Office, copy
in Lib, Cong. was used for Articles of 1738,

Note. The map wugually attached to the duplicate Ms. copies of the
agreement are wood cuts. Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 444.

The map shows roughly al]l the lines as finally vun, at least to western
limit of Md. Tor detailed account of the making of this map see Pa-

iirgh., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 560-8576. See also edltiong of 1735, 1736 and
738.

Commisgslon. Charles, Lord Baltimore, to Samuel Ogle, Esq., the

Hon. Charles Calvert, Esqg.,, Philemon ILloyd, ®Bsq., Michael
Howard, Esq., Richard Bennet, Esq., Benjamin Tasker, Hsq.,
and Matthew Tilghman Ward, Esq”.

Same text as next entry, ¢f. Ms. note in printed *“Articles of Agreement”
Ridgway Lib., Phila.

Commission, Pennsylvania, Province, Proprietaries [John Penn,
Thomas Penn and Richard Penn]. Recounting the nine arti-
cles of agreement between the proprietors of Pennsylvania
and Maryland of May 10, 1732 and appointing Patrick Gordon,
Isaac Norris, Samuel Preston, James Logan, Andrew Hamiltorn,
James Steele and Robert Charles commissioners for laying out
the said lines and providing that in case of death, sickness or
absence of any one of them the said Patrick Gordon shall
appoint new commissioners in the place of such absent com-




|
»

1732,

May 13.

June 15.

July 10.

July 26.

Aug. 18.

Aug. 19.
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missioners. Sealed and delivered in the presence of Abraham
Taylor, John Georges, John Shewbart.

Ms. Oniqa. Del, Becy. State Off. '
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penon MSS. Boundaries, p. 29, cf. No. 334, Cole.
man Cat.,, Penn Papers. '
Pup. Hutffington, Annals of Del, p. 260.
Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 106, p. 461, .
Note. Lines, Including circular boundary, to be marked with crown stones
before Dec. 25. 1783.

Same original rough draft interlineated, 12 sheet parchment 29x34
in., seal of Penn’'s. Ms. map annexed, 10x15 in. Showing (in
red) lines to be run.

Del, Higt. Soc., Douglas Papers.

CI, also Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870.

Cf. Penn vs. Baltimore, breviate, testimony of I J. Parigs [Liber A, fol
195, Int. 22, fol 288].

Pue. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 18, p. 576.

ABsT. Describeg in detail the incldents connected with the preparation of
the Commissions to show that the same were seen by Baltimore and his
solicltors and were acceptable to them at that time.

Letter, Governor Gordon to Govermor Ogle.

Pos. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 330-331.

Angr., Is pleased to learn of prospective metflement of the dispuie but
does not know the terms of the agreement. TUnde stands that they will
show Cresap's house to be 28 miles in Pennsylvania, Objects to

activity ¢f Maryland and thlnks new agreement will not apply to settle-
ments mode since 1724,

Letter, Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.

Mg. CoPY. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MBS8. “Boundarles,” p. 28.
Pun. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 336-337.

ABST, As nelther of them intend anythlng but what is fair and reason-
able for their preprietors, he will recount all that he has donmn Hopes
that the reports may be true that his proprietor, in compensation for
the three lower counties and part of Cecil county, was to have so much to
the northward that Cresap might probably be in Maryland and that ithe
line to divide the two provinces was only to run west as far as the
Fgﬁgughann-a, but on the west side of Maryland was to run np to 40 of
atitude. .......

Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 337-340,

ABsT. In reply to his of the 10th instant by Mr. Chew is glad to have a
perfect understanding beiween the meighboring provinces. To discuss
the dispufes between their proprietors would be needless and from his
[Ogle’s] letter of the 6th instant believes that the disputes is nt an end.
It suffices to sny thal the Penn proprietors have claimed below or to the
southwnrd of the 40th degree of latltude and Baltimore having caused
the line to be run about 1682 eastward from the meouth of Qctorare
made that the bounds of his claim.

Letter. Phil. Lloyd to Lord Baltimore. 3 pp. fol.

Ms., Corx. Md. Hist. Soc,, Caivert Papers, No. 1090.

ABsST. Discusses Baltimore's sgreement with Penn, the history of Balti-
more’s claims and the true position of Cape Henlopen. Advises Balti-
morg to claim Delaware lands to 40°

Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Ms. Cory. Pa. Xist. Boe, Penn M83. “Doundaries,” p. 28, No, 2,
Pur. Ia. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 341.

ARgr.  Sends copy of Agreement and asks convenient dnte for meeting of
commissioners, suggesting Nowcastle as a convenient place.
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1732,
Aug. 19.

Aug. 23.

Aug. 23.

Aug. 30.

Sept. 4.

Sept. 13.

Sept. 14

Sept. 19.

~ Sept. 31,

SO0URCE MATERIAL

Letter, Thomas Penn to Lt. Gov. Samuel Ogle.
Mg, Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MS8S. “Boundaries,” p. 28.

ApgT. Bends package including copy of Agreement to Gov. Ogle for Lord
Baltimore and hopes no time will'be [ost in expediting the affalrs,

Letter., Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon,

Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc, IPenn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 28, No. 4,
“Copys of Heveral Letters & Papers relating {o the running Divi-
sion Lines. . . .”

Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 842,

Argr. THas received his Jetter by Mr. Georges and is glad to join in meas-
ures for speedily discharging the business. As it iz inconvenient to
come to Newcasile, asks that a nearer place be selected ; but as he does
not think of the proper place, leaves the matter to Mr. Georges [Pennsyi-
vania's proprietary secrctary].

Letter. Governor Ogle to Mr, [Thomas] Penn.

Mgz, Oria. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn ME8., “Doundaries,” p. 28.

ApsT. Acknowledges hls letter, fogether with the agreement. Will do
everything in his power to seftle all the affalrs as soon as possibie, to
which end has written {o the [Penn's] Lieut. Governor [Gordon] that no
time may be lost In fixing a convenient place to meet In and to apgree
about the time whleh he proposes as the first week in Oect.

Letfer. - Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle. '

Ms, Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MB8. “Boundaries,” p. 28,
Pur. Pa. Arch., ser. 1. v. 1, p. 343.

ABpsT. Newton [Chestertown] is proposed as a meeting place. Has no
objection to this but it would save him mueh traveling if the meeting
could be on the 18th instead of the first meek in October as proposed.

Leiter. Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon. N

Ms. Copv. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSB. “Boundaries,™ p. 28,
Pur. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 343-344.

ApsT. Wishes It were in his power to meet sooner than the tlme pro-
posed-—the firgt week in October-—especially as it would agree with GQov-
ernor Gordon's convenicnce, but as it is better not to proeeed untii the
business is in every way ready believes it will answer the intentions to
.keep the time proposed—the first Friday in QOciober. :

Letter. Qovernor Gordon to Governor Calvert.

Pus. Pa. Arch., ger. 1, v. 1, pp. 289-292,

Angr. Deals with border troubles between David Wherry and Robert Holly
regarding land in Cecil County and of others regarding Kent County
lands.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Ms. Copry, - Pa, Ilst. Boc.,, Penn MB38. “Boundaries,” p. 28,
PuB. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 347-348.

ABsT. Has received his letter of the 4th and agrees to meet at Newton on
the 6th of next October.

Letter., Governor Benjamin Leonard Calvert to Governor Gordon,
Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, pp 292-204.
ABST. Objeets to fhe curt metheds used by Pennsylvania authoritles and
cites faets regarding his side of trouhle.
Pennsylvania Council. Minutesz.
Pur. Pa. Col. Hee, v. 3, p. 496. L
Ta. Rept. Becy. Int, Aff, “Boundaries,’” 1887, pp. 1-2.

ARST. - Agreement announced and pleasure expressed at early scttlement of
dispute.
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Oct. 3.

Oct. 6,

Oct.

Oct.

Dec. 13.

Dec. 15. .

Dec, 23.
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Letter. Samuel Blunston to Robert Charles.

Poe. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1.

ABST. Refers to complaint of Indians against settlement west of Susque-
hanna by Cresap and others, Shows that Logan and he were walting for
a pretext to tale Cresap.

Proceedings of the Cominissioners appointed by the Right Hon-
ourable the Lord Proprietary of Maryland and the Proprietaries
of Pensilvania for running the Lines and Bounds of their
provinces. Oct. 6-Nov. 23, T

Ms. Copy. Md. Hisk Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 302, 80 pp. fol, used In

chancery soit. -

See also I'a. Hist. Soc.,, Penn M88S. “Boundaries.” -

Cf. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 165-218; pp. 463-405: pp. 44-86 (extract).

Note, The published record, based on the Penns copy dlifers in wminor
iliegils from the copy in the Calvert papcrs and stops ot p. 72 of the
latter.

Note, Summariged in full in the “Written evidence proved in records’ im
Pa, Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 462-482. Summarized in brlef in Pa. Arch.,
ser, 2, v. 16, pp. 186-146. .

Deposition of James Logan regarding the very strange Way of
granting Out Lands by the Maryland Officers.

Pue. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 506.

Anst. Mentlons surveys about 1716 as far North as Philadelphla and that
Gov. Ozle in October 30, 1732 insisted that warrants issued by Mary-
land prior to the aciual running of a division line made such surveys
pari of Maryland.

Preston, Samuel. Deposition concerning conversation with Gov-
ernor Ogle regarding allegiance of those seated by Maryland
grants in Pennsyivania territory. '

Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. 18, p. 637. .

James Steel. Deposition relating fo a conversation between the
Commissioners of 1732 to run the boundary line, in regard to
Maryland Warrants, and essentially tpe same answer of Gov-
ernor Ogle as narrated by the previous Deponent [Samuel
Preston].

Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 557.

Mar. Newcastle, Drawn by Arnocldus de la Grange of Newcastle.

Produced by John IHoare Newcasile from office of surveyor and used for
finding center of Circle Qct. 31, 1732,

See deacriptfon in Brevlate Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 16, p. 639,

Jobhn Low. Deposition regarding his arrest by the constable of
Lancaster County,

Pus. Pa. A\rch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 350-351.

Thomas Cresap., Deposition regarding the arrest of John Lowe.

Pus, Pa, Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 352,

Letter. Lord Baltimore to Governor Gordon.

Pos. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 3, p. 502,

Anst, Complains of rieting in Mall'yland by Loncaster County people.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Liord Baltimore.

Pus. Pa. Col, Rec., v 3, pp. 503-504.
Pa. Arch,, ser, 4, v. 1, pp. 498-499.
ABsT., Acknowledges letter of 15th and says he is trying to find out about
the matter,
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1732,

1732 /3.
. Jan. 9.

Jan. 9.

Jan. 11,

Jan. 15.

Jan, 24.

Feb. 1.

Feb. 3.

Feb. 2.

Dec. 25.

Dee. 29.

S0URCE MATERIAL

Letter, Governor Gordon to S, Blunston.

PoB. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1. p. 353.

ABsT. Asking detalled Iinformation of. Lowe's arrest and chavaeter. This
istg'ollowe'd by several depositions which were taken in response to the
etter

Tobias Hendricks., Deposition,
PuB. Pa. Arch., ger. 1, v. 1, p. 362.
See also I’a, Colonial Ree., v. 3, p. 506.

Amgr. Deposes that he has seen the marked trees near the west end of the
west line run from Philadelphia to Susquehanna by Benjamin Chambers
and believes that the lands now in the possession of John Low and
Thomas Cresdap lie, at least, six miles northward of the szaid [ine. .
Attested by John Wllght and 8. A. Blunston, at Hempfield, County of
Liancagter. Bndorsed: “Afft., Tabias Hendticks, Hsq.”" This is one of
several depositions taken at the same time.

Letter. John Wright and 8. Blunston to Governor Gordon.

Pus. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 604-5086,
Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 363-365.

ApsT. Soys they were obllged to make arrests on account.of behavlor of
Cresap and hls company.
Letter. Governor Gordon to Justices of Kent County.

Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v, 1, pp, 499-501,

AnsT, Asks for particulars regarding troubles along east ling and
cautiong officers to aveid broils with Lord Baltimore’s tenants.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Lord Baltimore,

PuB. Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 501-506.

Angr. Claims that the Pennsylvania officers were within their rights at
Lowe's place on Sugquehanna.

Letter. Governor Gordon {o Lord Baltimore,

PUB. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 510-514.

ApsT. Says that after looking inte the case he cannot glve up the "rioters’
as they were doilng their duty ln their own Jurisdiction.

Letter. Lord Baltimore to Governor Gordon.

Pur. Pa. Col. Rec,, v. 3, pp. 514-515.

ABsT. Encloses depositions and agaln asks delivery of persons requesfed,
Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.

Pur. Pa. Col. Ree,, v. 3, p. 515.

AnsT. - Says Baltimore thinks that Gordon's arguments are weak and that
they do not rest on the agreement of 1732.

Pennsylvania Commissioners. [Partial Copy of their Minnteg of
Meetings].

Msa. CorPY. fI;a. Hist. 8oc.,, Penn MBS3S8. ‘“Boundaries,” p. 31, pp. 47-50,
4 p. fol.
Cf. Pa. fl'ch., ger, 2, v. 16, pp. 468-476.

Penngylvania Commissioners. Proceedings at Newcastle.
Ms. Cory. DPa, Hist. Soc, Penn MS8S. “Boundaries,’' p. 32, No. 188,
Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers.  Attested copy made 20 Oct., 1740.

ABsT. Teport on rensons for failure to run the circle a.bout Neweastle,
partlcularly the objections of the Pennsylvania commissioners.

Note. See 1784, letters of Govs. Gordon and Ogle us to a later mission
of Georges and Hamilton.

|
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Feb. 3.

Feb. 15.

Feh, 17.

Feb. 17.

Yeb. 22.

Feb. 26.

Febh. 28.

Mar. 8.

i
h
i

Mar. 21,
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Letter. Pennsylvania Commissioners to Homn. Sam’l Ogle, Hsqr.

M=, Cory. Pa. ITist. Boc., Penn MBS. “PBoundaries,” p. 19. Attested
copy made 20 Oct. 1740. . .

Cf. No. 92, Supp., Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers.

ApsT. Since he has declined meeting them at the eourtheuse they will wait
wntil the S5th inst. to meet there and proceed Jointly with the execution
of their commission [to mark the boundary].

Letter. Charles, Lord Baltimore to Governor Patrick Gordon.

Ms. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MS8S, “Boundaries,” p. 24. Sea also Pa. Arch.,
ser. 1, v. 1; ser. 2, v. 16, p. b6,
Pus.  Pa, Col. Rec., v. 3, pp. 521-523.
Scharr, Hist. Md. p. 386.
ABST. Refers to recent border rlot and care taken to have his commis-
sloners Meet those of Penna. nt Newcastle on the lst inst, Chargeg the
latéer with dilatorincss and relates all of the elrcumstances connecled
with their failures to perform their duties at subsequent meetings of the
commission. Minally sets a meeling at Joppa, in Maryland, because his
commisgigpners have already twice met at Newcastle, “but alzo by reason
of a behaviour of your commsn to some of mine in Neweastle.” Copy
4, pp. F. [Reccived before the following was sent.]

Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.
Pue. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 3, p. 318,
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 509-513.

AnsT. Says he did what was right in the premises and they are trylng to
miseonstrue his actfons. Halds ugreement of 1724 continues in foree in
spite of term clause. Refers back to Octorare line as acknowledged limit
of Maryland.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hlst. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1091,
Poe. Pa. Col. Rec., ¥. 3, pDp. 516-514.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 506-509.
ABtST. S?ys he ls justified In s action and that the commissioners ounght
o meet.

Letter. Governor Gorden to Lord Baltimore

Pun. Pa. Col. Tbec., v. 3, pp. 523-525.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 514-517.

ABsr. Admits errors of some of the borderers in Kent County (Del.}, buf
says that this is upusual.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Justices of Kent County.

Pur. Pa. Arch. ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 517-519.

ABsT. Refers conflicting evidence regarding trouble along the border and
ovders the justices to act with those of Maryland, or alone, in taking
evidence, and to arrest the accused pending actiom.

Case stated with opinion of J. Willes.

Pus. FPa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 504, 507-508.
ABST. Quotes terms of charters of Maryland and Pennsylvania'and gives
opinion favorable to Penns.

Letter. Governor Ogle to Rev. Hugh Jones.

Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 16, p. 477.
Apst. Refors to controversy and proposed leniency of Lord Balti e to
inhabitants of three Lower Counties? v more b

Proclamation. Maryland, Proprietor.

PoB. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 478

AnsT. Ordering all holding land in Maryland under tltles from other than
Lord Baltimore to take out new patents. Both acts were claimed by
the Penng to be unfair.
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1733.

Mar, 28.

Mar., 28.

Anpril 3.

May 8.

May 16.

May 35b.

May 26.

Aug. 19,

Sept. 4.

Sept. 6.

HBept. 10.

SOULRCE MATERIAL

Letter. Governcr Patriclk Gordon to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Cory, Pa. Hist. Socr,, Penn M3S. “Boundaries,” pp. 25-26.
Pon. Pa. Arch, ser, 4, v. 1, pp. 522530
See also I’'a. Areh, ger. 1, v. 1,

ArsT, In regard to border troubles and especially in answer to His Lord-
ship’s charges relating to the conduct of the Pennsylvania commis-
sioners at Newcastle, with & complete version of all the clreumstances
of the meetings from the Ponnsylvania point of view.

Letter. Pennsylvania Commissioners to Maryland Commis-
siomners.

. Pus, Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 177-178 : pp. 478-479.

ABST. Review break at Newcastle on Feby. 34 and sugpest a meeting on
April 16. ’

Letter. Maryland Commissioners to Pennsylvania Commis-
sioners.

I'us, Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 16, p. 178,

Angr., Refers to letter of Lord Baltimore, Febry. 15, 1732 /3.

Pennsylvania-Maryland Commissioners. Joppa, Md. Proceedings.

Ms. Cory. FPa. Hist. 8Soc. Attested.
Amsw. Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. 16, pp. 179-183; pp. 479-480.

Letter. James Logan to Thomas Penn,

Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 140-142.

Anst, Letter on the Maryland affair in which he suggests that Peon visit
ithe outlying settlements and also gend a deputetion to Annapolis to forece
an answer from Gov. Ogle.

Letter, Maryland Commissioners to Pennsylvania Commis-
sioners. . :

Pyr. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 183,
ABsT, Qive notice of meeting on 26th,

Agreement between Commissioners,

PouB. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 183-184,
AT, Agree to postpone meetlings until Sept. 3rd.

Letter. Governor Gordon to Justices of Chester abount boundary.
TPus. In Mowbert, History Lancaster Co., p. 138, 139.

Procecdings of Meeting at Newcastle.

Mg, Cory. Pa. Hist. SBoc, Orig. slgs. of Md. and Pa, Comsrs, 3 p. fol.,
attested. Cf. No. 83, Supp., Coleman Cat. Penn Papers,

Penngylvania-Maryland Commissioners, Newcastle, “Coples of
several papers exchanged at Newecastle by the Commissioners
of Penna. and Md.”

Ms. Cory. TPa. Hist, Soc, Penn MBSS. “Boundaries,” p. 84, attested,

Phila., 1740,
Pub. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v, 16, pp. 185-1_94—.

Benjamin BEastburn. Letter and answers to the questions con-
cerning the circle of 12 miles about Newecastle addressed “To
Hugh Jones and William Rumsey, of the Provinece of Maryland,
Mathematicians.” Including one answer from Benjamin East-
burn. 8 p. F. MS8. Once part of breviate.

Ms. Omra. Del Hist, Boe. Donated by Maj. T. R. Brinkle, a relatlve
of Ramsay.

|
|
'l




1733.
Nov. 1.

Nov. 17.

Nov. 17.

WNov. 19.

Nov, 20.

Nov. 22,

Nov. 23,

Nov. 23.

Dec. 21.
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Letter. James Logan to Thomas Penn.

Pum. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, p. 149,
ApsT, Suggests that Commission and Thomas Teon have a confierence
before -the Meeting of the Commisgion at' Newcastle.

Pennsylvania Commissioners, Newcastle. [Communication] To
the Commissioners appointed on the part of Maryland for run-
ning, marking and laying out the lines....auto signed. 4 pp.
fol. ;

My, Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 38, atiested,
Phila,, 1740.

Pennsylvania-Maryland Commissioners. Minutes. Sept. 6-Nov.
173 10 pp. fol. ’
Ms. Copx. Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,:_' pp. 36-37.
LN

Perhaps Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870, No. 3
Coleman, Cat, Penn Papers, supp., No. 99.

ABST. Minutes of proceedings and communications exchanged between the
Maryland and Pennsylvania commissioners at Neweastle meeting. CIL
Pa, Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 481-482,

Maryland Commissioners, “To the Comsrs appointed on the part
of Pensylvania for running, marking and laying out the lines,
limits or bounds between the Provinee of Md. and the Province
of Pensylvania, &c.” Auto signed. 16 pp. F.

Ms. Copy. Fa. Hist. Soe, Penn M8, “Boundaries,” p. 39. Attested
20 Oct. 1740,

Penneylvania Commissioners. To the Commissioners of Mary-
land appointed on the part of Maryland for running, marking
and laying out the limits. 10 pp. f. .

Ms. Corpy. Pa, Hist. Soe, Penn MSBS. “Boundaries” p. 35, Attested
20 Oet. 1740,

Note, Deliversd next day,

Maryland -Commissioners, Newecastle. Proceedings of meeting.
3 pp. F. Signatures of Maryland commissioners only. Attesta-
tion of Phila. commissioners to examine witnesgses.

Ms. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 302, 303.

Pz Hist, Sec.,, Penn MBS, ‘“Boundaries.”

Note. Probably algo Lenox Lib.,, Emmet MBS., No. 14503, attested before
judges of Pa. Supreme Court for Penn-Baltimere suit but not for that
court as the Wmmet Calendar states.

Pennsylvania Commisgioners, “To the commissioners appointed
on the part of Maryland.” Auio signed. 4 pp. £.

Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MSS. -“Boundarles,” p. 40, Attested
20 Oct. 174G,

Copys of Several Papers exchanged and delivered between com-
missioners appointed for executing the articles of Agreement

between the Proprietarys of Maryland and Pennsylvania. BEx-

hibit No. 8. 24 pp. large fol.
Mg, Cory. Md. Hist. Bece., Calvert Papers, No. 303.

Letter, James Logan to Thomas Penn.

Pun. Ya. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 124-126.

ABS®, Remarks.on proposed letter to Governor of Maryland on bounds,
suggesting modification of phraseology.
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1734.

1738 /4.
Jan. 10.

Mar. B.

1734,

May 14,

May 14,

May 15.

June 17,

June 20,

June 23,

SO0URCE MATERIAL

Letfer. F. J. Paris to John Penn.
Cf. Allen, Curiosa, No. 298,

Pennsylvania Commissioners. Report to the Proprietors,

“The original reports of the commissioners appointed by John,
Thomas and Richard Penn, proprietors and governors of Penn-
syIvania, and tne other commissioners about the boundaries of
said countries. The eommissioners met at Newtown in the
county of Kent. The whole is nicely writfen in a book folio, 93
pages. It hag the name of all the comimissioners in their own
writing and has tne Great Seal of the Province of Penngylvania
appended to it.”

Cf. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, p. 483.

Coleman, Cat, Tepn Papers, 1870, No. 0.
Ptd. by B. Franklin, Phila., 1736, with “Articles of Agreement,” 1732, q. v.

Letier. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle. ;

Pup. Pa. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 417-423.

Ansy,  Claims border troubles come from Maryland design. Cites Octarora
line and agreement of 1724 and elaims there is 4 boundary fixed until
complebe setilement. '

Penngylvania, Lt. Covernor Patrick Gordon, Commission to
Andrew Hamilton and John Georges of Philadelphia, ta treat
with the Lieutenant Governor of Maryland and econclude
meagures {0 preserve peace belween the governments until the
houndaries should be run.

Pue. FPa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 428.

Note. These comupissioners in reality made proposals for running lines,
" Bee letter Gov. Ogle to Gov. Gordon, 15 Sept. 1735.

Thomas Penn. Ingtructions to Andrew Hamilten, Esq. and John
Goorges, on thelr journey to Annapolis, in the province of
Maryland.

Poe. Pa. Avch, ser. 1, v, 1, pp. 420-432.

Bee Pa. Col. Rec, v. %, p. 585.
Apsr. Instructed to devise measures for peace recalling the fact that

Pennsylvania has held to the QOctoraro for fitty years.
Leiter. James Logan to Thomas Penn.

Pue. I'a. Areh., ser. 2, v. T, p. 167.
Apsy,  Buggests transcription and insertion of additional clause in letter

to Gov, Ogle.
Speech. Governor Gordon to Pennsylvania Asgsembly.

I’un, Pa. Arch,, ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 546-G47.
Anst, Explalng convening of Assembly on account of Baltlmore’s petition
for joinlng Delaware counties to Maryland.

Pennsylvania Council. Minutes of Resolution regarding the at-
testation of the three copies of the Minntes of Commissioners
for Pennsylvania.

Pus, Pa. Col. Rec, v. &, pp. 544, HRG.

Rept. Seey. Int, Aff. “Boundaries,"” 1887, pp. 2-3.

Letter. James Togan to Thomas Penn.

Ms. Onig, Lenox Lib., Emmet MSS.. No. 14476.
Pop. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 3, p. 168,

ABST, Suggests - modifleatlon of agreement for Southern Boundary and

admits that “the Cape mentioned in the article [of 17321 will with diffi-
culty, if ever, be found.”




1734.
Aug. 8,

Aug. 10,

Aug. 19.

Qct. 5.

Dec. 19.

1734 /5.
Jan. 16.

1735,
May 10.

May 16.
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Petition. Charles, Lord Baliimore to King George II for a further
charter or letters patents to confirm the whole of the peninsula
notwithstanding the words “haectenes in culta.”

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 307.
1. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 67; 483-485.
Amgr. Asks for confirmation of original charter to Maryland making no
mention of the controversy or agreement of 1732,

Additional Instructions to Samuel Ogle, Esq., Lieutenant Governor
of the Province of Maryland. -Dated August the 10th, 1734,

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 29514, pp. 48-50.

AmsT. “I approve of the Grant for 500 Acres and 200 Acres to Cressap
and the other person, and as it is uncertain when the Determination of
the Bounds In those parts will happen, I am willing, and accordingly
Order that grants in Fee shall be made of all the Land in the North-
ernmost Reserve on Susquchannah: and for that purpose I Direct such
Reserve to be taken of, and further I am willing you should Encourage
the Seitllng Such Reserve, by allowing o many Such Hettlers as you
think fitt to take the Same up without any Cantlon-meney, at 10 shill-
ings the 100 acres; but that same Rent shall not commence or be pay-
able until the Settlement of the Boundarys in thoge parts, and on the
making such grants, the persons takipg them must (if you can prevaill
with them) enter into some Acknowledgement of my Right under their
hands in Such manner as may make them lyable to a penalty in case
they should not alwoys behave themselves as my tenants, or not Act In
support of my Government.”

Letter. Governor Gordon to Justices of the Border Counties.

Pun, Pa. Avch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 539-541,
ABmsr. Cites Attorney-Cleneral's decision that the terms of the agreement
of 1732 nre still pending, and orders that the justices preserve order.

Letter., James Logan to Thomas Penn.

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, p. 170.

AnsT., Tefers to Smill’s Line from Octorora and Noble’s Line from Cone-
stogoe and speaks of 5. Blunsion running a new llne and that the varia-
tion is about 5° 40 minutes westward.

Petition of Richard Penn to King George II.

Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, DP- 486-491.
ABgT. Reviews the history of the controversy and asks that the Petition

of Lord Baltimore he dismissed.

Petition of the Penns to the King with answers thereto. 12 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 308.

Apst. Regarding title to three lower counties.

Lords of Trade and Plantation. Report on Petition of Charles,
Lord Baltimore.

Cf, Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 492-495. See also p. 70.

Note. 'This report favorable to Lord Baltimore’s claim.

Committee of Council. Report on above report.

Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 405-496.
ApgT. Recommend that consideration ef the report and petitions be

adjourned to glve an opportunity to Messrs, Penn.
Order of King in Council.

Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, p. 496. .
Approves report and orders adjournment of case as recommended.




1735.
May 25,

1735,

1735.

June 21,

June 25,

June 25.

.BOURCE MATERIAL

Instructions to Samuel Ogle, our Lieutant Governor & Chancellor,
& Bdmond Jenings, Hsire our Judge of our Land Office,

Ms. Cory, Md. Hlat. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 206%, p. T1.

ABsT. Authorizes the grant of 5000 acres to John Diggs “to be laid out
where he shall think fitt on the remote Borders and parts of our
provinge,”’ .

Meworanda of Evidence read for the Plaintiff. 3 pp. fol.
My, CoPr. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, Nog, 878, 377, 378, 379, 380.

Map of Virginia. According to Captain John Smith’s map pub-
lished Anno 1606. Also of the adjacent country called by the
Dutch Niew Nederlant, Anno 1630, by John Senex. 19x 141,
Engraved. Scale 5% mil.-1 em. Lat. 37-42. No Long.

Mg,  Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MSS. Papers relating fo the 3 Lower Counties,
p. 149, HEndorsed in Ms. [by Thomas Yenn or his counsel] "“Being the
only English map of these parts known to have been extant in the year
1632 when Maryland was granted to Calvert, afterwards Lord Baltimove.”
ﬁasuet})gby the Penn family for the use of counsel. Cf, Puttick & Simpson,

0. N9,

PUB. In SBenex, Short account of Va.-Md., ete, 1735, Sabin, No. 80586,

ABsT. Newcasile is shown ot 40°, Qctorare Junetion aboput 6.miles above,
Cape Hinlopen south of Cape Cornelins ahout 390, Divislon of peninsula
by tangent line marked TV which runs around Circle boundary aa WD.
Area west of this line between parallel 39° ang ghove 40° at Octarora ls
‘washed green. Patowmeck marked as rening off like Aquia Creek, below
39¢. Dotted north and south line drawn Just west of thls bend of
Patowmeck.

Note. The Lib. Cong. copy was an cxhibit in Penn-Baltimore snit as it
bears thls MSS. note in handwriting of Atty. F. J. Paris. *“Phisg is
according to Capt. S8mith’s map by which the King's Grant of Md. was
made. The red shows Md. as orig, granted. The biue shows what
farther Mr. Penn relensed to Ld, Baltimore by the Articles of 1732 in
cong'd of his releasing his pretense to the 3 Lower County’s and all
w'ch we granted hlm then he never had any title to before.” [i. e, on
233“1;mpti0n that Penn’s grant went down to 39° as beginning of degree

On the map In the Lib. Cong. copy of his hook ‘“‘A short account.” ete.,
Sonex notes, “Hitherto Lord Ballimore claims, although all to the North-
'gard of the 80th degree is expressly without his grant and within Mr.

enn's.’”

Cf. alse Senex, Liditions of 1710, 1719, 1736.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Bill John Penn, Thomas Penn
and Richard Penn, Esqrs; the three Surviving Sons of William
Penn Hsq; deceased, who in his Life time was Proprietary of
the Province of Pensilvania, and of the three Lower Councies
called Newecastle, Kent and Sussex, on Delaware, adjoining to
the said Province of Pennsilvania in America, Plaintiffs.

Charles Calvert Esq; Lord Baltimore in the Kingdom of Ireland,
Defendant.

Pogk, Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 388-371; v. 16, pp. 1-88.
Note. I'or answer of defendant see June 15, 1737,
Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Pos. Pa. Arch,, ser. 1, v, 1, pp. 447-453.

ABST. Refers to Cresap and to the embassy of Hamilton and Georges and
ofE]el'}f to confer provided Ogle agrees to run line 15 miles south ¢f Phila-
delphia, .

Letter. James Logan to Thomas and John Penn,

Pon. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 3, p. 178.
AnsT. Mentions ‘revising B. Charless’ Draught of ye Lettr to Maryld.”




1735.
Sept. 15.

Oct. 2.

Oct. 9.

Dec, 19.

1736.

17357

1735 /6.
Jan. 6.
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Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.

Pur. Pa. Arch., ser, 1, v. 1, pp. 481-464.

Apsr., Does not think it pessible to agree upon running any lines, because
he has it uwnder the hands of Hamllfon and Georges [the commissioners]
that they ingist upon a line being run according to Pennsylvania's owa
pretension. Apparently, nothing will content him [Gordon] Dbut actual
running of lines according to Pennsylvania's pretensions.

Letter, Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

Puye. Ta. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 466477.

Amsm, If there is any onme point on which he l1s striving to agree it is
on some lmown limits without prejudlce to either of the proprietors for
their respective jurisdictlon, until such time as the boundaries of the
province shall be truly settled.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Brief. To oppose the Annexed
notice of Motion for the defendani [Lord Baltimore]l. 4 pp. fol.

Ms. Copr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Iapers, Nos. 315-316.

Letter. James Logan to Thomas and John Penn.

Pus. Pa. Arch,, ger. 2, v, 7, pp. 178-179.

Anst., Refers to the finding of a letter from Mr. Dulaney, Attorney General
of Md. to his attormey at Lanecaster; also to an unsuccessful attempt to
take Cresap.

Letter from a Gentleman in Pennsylvania to his friend in Mary-
land. With some reasons why N. Boundary of Maryland cannot
by Lord Baltimore's charter be extended to any part of 40°
Latitude, but is limited by & Line which is 39° compleat from
eguinoctial Line. With a Case stated and laid before Council
relating to constructibn of Lord Baltimore’s charter and opinion
of sald couneil thereon. Together with answer to foregoing Iet-
ter with some arguments showing mistakes therein and proving
that N. Boundary of Marylahd is a parallel of Latitude or Line
at End of 40° or 40° compleat from equinoctial Line. A copy of
map of Maryland according to Lord Baltimore’s map of 1635. A
copy of map of Virginia, according to grant in 1609 and 1611.
Also of sea coast of N, England, according to Grant in 1620. A
copy of Captain Smith’s map of Virginia, made in 1606, being
the only map of Virginia known in 1632.

Ms., Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 1046,
Note. A manuscript follo book with several maps and illustrations.
London, for the euthor (Anon) [about 1735], 12 mo., 15 pp.

Some short observations upon the Pennsylvania Map and ground-
less objections against the undoubted rtights and bounds of
Maryland. 9 pp. fol.

Ms., Copyr. Md. Hist. Boc., Calvert Papers, No. 304.

Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.
Pus. P-aélirch., ser, 1, v. 1, pp. 471479, BSee also Pa. Col. Ree,, v. 2, p.

ABST. Clalmg ng much right to have temporary line run according {o Mary-
land pretensions as to Pennsylvania’s, with a Salvo to the rights of the
proprieior of Pennsylvania. In reply to the charge that the counnty of
Lancaster has always been In the possession of Pennsyivania since its
first settlement and that Maryland did not claim any part of it many
miles to the southward of Comestogoe until 1730, mentions Lord Ha.ti-
more’s claim to the 40th degree of north latitude acknowledged by ihe
order in council in 1685 which took frem him [Lord Baltimore] the
three lower countles.




204

1735 /6.
Feb. 3.

1736.
May 15,

May 22.

Aug, 11.

Aug. 13,

Aug. 13

Aug, 24,

Ang, 31, -

Sept. 7.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Mar. Benix, John, [boundary lines between Pennsylvania and
Maryland]. 1014x16 inches. 1738. London,

Ms, Copy. Cf. In. Hist. Sec, Penn MS8. "Boundaries,” No. 136, Allen,
Cafl., Penn Papers.

Note. Inscribed on the hack: “This is the first proof of the plate to
deserlbe the Bounds between Pensilvania and Maryland grant. 3 Ifeb.,
1756. By My, Senix”. Note by Penn’s attorney on the faee: “1 think
ye length of ye line (or ye width) of Pensilvanies part of ye peningula
(Delawares south Leundary) is about 29? miles and In ye narrowest part
[at Newcastle] is 12 miles and ye length of ye Diagonal line up ye
Ppeninsula [Delawares wesi boundary] is abont 87 miles. All Eaglish
statute miles according to this scale.”

Sce also Senix edition of 1710 and 1733,

Letter. Governor Gordon to Governor Ogle.

PUB. Ta. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 479-487.

AwsT.  Claims border troubles arve in' no way due to Pennsylvania's un-
willingness and reviews the progress of the whole controversy.

Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Gordon.
Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 488.

ABgT. Says Gordon will not answer his proposals and no end to the dls-
pute but “by running the Lines as You would have Us, and upon Our

Ru}flﬁlg'al. a Repetition of the Injuries and Insults we have hitherto met
with,

Petition of Inhabitants along Susquehanna,

Pus. Pa. Col. Rec, v. 4, pp. 61-62.

Note. Different petition from the following but o same intent, dated as
-above,

Petition of 47 Inhabitants of the Susquehanna.

Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pb. 202-203.
Pa. Col. Itec.,, v. 4, pp. 64-65.

ABsT. Say that they settied under Mayryland supposing that the Susque-
lLanna was the aividing line bul now learn that the boundary line is to
he an BEast and West line and ask to be received as residents of Penn-
sylvania. Accepted.

A sgeries of Depositions to show that the attack on Cresap was
officfally made under orders of Sheriff of Lancaster County.
Ms. Cory., Md. Hist. Soc., Calyert Papers, No. 319.

CI’.C Veech, Monongahela. of Old, pp. 229-230 for biographical skeich of
Tesap.

Report of Samuel Blunston to Pennsylvania Council regarding
Germans west of Susquehanna,
Pue. I’a. Col. Ree,, v. 4, pp- 67-58.

ABST. (ives an account of trouble with Cresap and anxiety of Germans to
renew alleglance.

Letter. Governor Ogle to James Logan, President Pennsylvania
Council,

Pun. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 60-61.

ABsr. Transmits petition of Germans to Pennsylvania anthorities and

says border troubles are due to local authorities.
Letter. John Wright to Provincial Council of Pennsylvania,

PuB. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, . 201,

ApsT.  Describes the arrival at Cresaps of the Sheriff of Baltimore County
with an armed force of 200 men,




£ b

1736.
Sept.

Sept.

Sept. 8.

Sept. 10.

Sept. 17.

Sept. 18.

Oct. 21.

Nov. 12,

Dec. 1.

Deec. 2.

Dec. 6.

Dee. 10.
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Letter, Samiuel Blunsion to President James Logan,

Poe. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 63-64.
ABsST, QGives account of armed foree of Marylanders at Cresaps.

Correspondence between William Hammond, Sheriff of Baltimore
County, Maryland and Samuel Smith, Sheriff of Lancaster
County, Pennsylvania, regarding armed force at Cresaps.

Pue. Pa. Col. Rec, v. 4, pp. 66G-T7.
Note. Papers too femote from subiject to be lsted separately, but throwing
light on omne of the border clashes.

Letter. Pennsylvania Couneil to Justices and High Sheriff of the
County of Lancaster.

Poe.  Pa. Col. Bec., v. 4, pp. G65-G6.
Pa. Arch., ser, 4, v. 1, pp. 565-566.

ApsT. Answers petition telling him to keep the peace and to nobe those
persony most active.

Letter. James Logan to Justices of Lancaster County.

Pui. I'a. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 566-667.

Proclamation. Concerning the Invasion of the Provinee by an
Armed Force from Maryland.

PUR. Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 568-570.

Letter. President James Logan to Governor Ogle.

Pun, Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 76-79,
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp, 570-575.

Argr. Claims Mharyland has no rights in territory and that the sending
of an armed force was not justified and that another woulll be reslsted,

Resolutions of Governor & Council of Maryland touching the affair
of Cresap. 14 pp. fol.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 717,

Argr. Minutes of Council meeting held 21 Oct. 1736, includes depositions
of Miles Foy, Elizabeth Lowe, Wm. IHammoend, Proposnls made to pre-
gerve Peace and Quietness In the Provinces.

Letter. James Logan to Governor Ogle,
Poe. DIa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 652-054.

Letter. Governor Ogle to President James Logan,

Ms., Oric. Lenox Lib, Dmmet MHS., No. 145538, 2 pp.

ApsT, Cresap outrage leads him to send Megsrs. Jennlngs and Dulaney to
Pa. Counell to secure reparation.

Letter. James Logan to Governor Ogle.

Pue. Pa. Arch,, ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 654-655

James Logan., Introductory Address to the Asgsembly, treating
egpecially of the Border Difficulties with Maryland.

Pus. I'a. Arch, ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 582-584.

Pennsylvania Council. Answer to demands of Maryland.

Pos. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp, 121.124,
Pa, Arch., ger. 4, v. 1, pp. 584-589.

ABsT. Nefuse to deliver sheriff of Lancaster to Maryland authorities and
assert that his acfion was just.




Dec. 14.

Dec. 16,

Dec. 18.

Dec. 24.

Dec. 24.

1736.

1736.

1738.

SOURCE MATERIAT

Petition. Humble Address of the Deputy Governor and the upper
and lower Houses of Assembly of the Province of Pennsylvania,
To the Kings most Excellent Majesty. 7 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Seec., Ca_lvzen_:1 Papers, No. 320.

Pus. Pa. Col. Bee, v. 4, pp
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp-. 589 598,

Apst. Cemplains of berder troubles and prayg that Baltimore be enjoyned
to desist from viglences.

Letter, Messrs. Edm. Jennings and D. Dulany to James Logan,
President Pennsylvania Council.

Pun. Pan, Col, Ree, v. 4, pp. 130-135.

Letter. James Logan to Edmund Jennings and Daniel Dulany.

Pus. Pa. Col. Reec, v. 4, pp. 137-139.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, . 1, pp. 596-600.

Letter. President James Logan to Governor Ogle. s
Pup. Pa. Col. Ree, v. 4, pp. 140-141
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 601-602,

Apst. Requests Ogle to join In some effectual measures to goniet border
disputes and refers to Pennsylvania petition to King.

Address to Council in Reply to Certain Reflections upon the
President and the whole Government by the Commissioners of
Maryland.

Pur. TPa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 602-605,

Letter. James Logan to Governor Ogle.
T'up. Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 607-616,

Letter. Governor Ogle to President Logan.

Pue. DIa. Col. Ree, v. 4, pp. 156-157.

Ansr. ““You know very well it i8 impossgible for- us {o propose more reason-
able terms than we have already done, . . . if you have now in
Reality altered your Minds and are willing, as you say, to come into Con.
cegslons really reasenable. . . . let us know precisely what the con-
cessions are that you arve willing to come into, and if they are reasonable,
I promise to join with you cheerfully and heartily.” [Some suggestion
that this letter wag anfedated. Cf. Pa. Council Proc. & Governor Ogle's
letter March 16, 1736-T.]

Pennsylvania Council Proceedings. Various papers relating to an
Asgsoeiation formed to oust Duteh west of Susquehannah to
whom the lands were to be assigned in 20 acre lots,

Pun. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 100-118,

Arsr.  Clites the demands made at Philadelphia by Jennings and Dulany
on part of Maryland.

Letter. James Logan to Thomas Penn.

PouB. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. T, p. 193,

ABsT. Couneil of opinion ‘'that Posscssions should be kept on the other
side of Sasquebanna If practicable.”

Letter. James Logan to Thomas Penn.

PuyB. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, p 198.

Anstr. Refers to the drawing up of a letiter to Governor Ogle in reply fo
the latter’s proposition [of ? 1 and says I cannot determine with
myself whether some further delay mny be most advisable . . . . or
nwhether . -. . there should be ng time logt in showing your readi-
ness to enter mto an amicable Treaty.”




1736 /7.

Max. 5.

Mar. 17.

Mar. 22.

. 1737,
Mar. 29.

April 8.

Aypril 15.

April 20.

April 21.

April 30.
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Affidavits regarding the burning of Cresap’s house and the killing
of Maloney and of Cresap’s house being in Maryland Govern-
ment. 36 pp. fol. (No. 5.)

Ms. CoPy. Md. Iist. Soc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 219.

Apsrt. Made to prove that the atiack was made with the official =anction
of Pennsylvanta.

Letter., President James Logan to Governor Ogle.

Por.  Pa. Col. Ree., v, 4, pp. 159-185.

ABsT., Gives review of the various attempts to adjust diferences. Says
they have made all the reasonable propositions they ean but that if Ogle
can propose any rational measures {o render the thing [settlement]
practicable, he will not oppose.

Order of King in Council referrihg Petition from President and
Agsembly of Pennsylvania to Commitiee of Plantation Affairs.

Cf. 25 May, 1738,

Letter. President Logan to Governor Ogle,

Poe. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. . 175-181.

Pa, Arch., ser, 4, v, 1, pp. 618-627,

Apsr,  Consists essentinlly of the usual charges and insinuations of had
faith that marked both sides of the correspondence at this tlme, but sug-
ges{.:t da[legiance of sctilers according to their polnt of departure into dis-
puted zone.

Letter. Governor Ogle to President James Logan.

Pue. Fra. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 186-188. 7

“] must own you have offered something which I hope will do, if you do
not gpoil it by inslsting on such Provises and Txeeptions as may leave
Room, as I said before, for fresh Wrangles & Disputes.”

Letter. President James Logan to Governmor Ogle.
Pun. DIa. Col. Rec, v. 4, pp, 100-104.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 627-633.

ABSIT. Reviews whole correspondence and asks what Ople would do In his
place,

Letter. Governor Ogle to President James Logan.

PoB. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 195-196.

ABSPT, Says he will leave to Penmsylvania all such as first settled under
Pennsylvania and wlll only Jook upon such to be Marylanders at present,
as settled and held under this Government. . ., . if yon will grant
me the same favour it is all I desire.”

‘Letter. President James Logan to Thomas Penn.

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, p. 209.

"ABsT. Returns Governor Ogle’s letter with comment on fuiure action.

Thinks dificulty may arise from the presence of Maryland Constables
west, of Susquehannah earlier than those of Pennsylvania.

Petition of Charles Lord Baltimore to King Geofg‘e il.

Cf. Ta, Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 497-498.

ABsT. Prays that no Deputy Governor be appointed by the Penns and that
directions for quieting the possessions might .be given pending the settle-
ment of the guestions in dispute.

Letter. President James Logan to Governor Ogle.

Pus. DPa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 198-201.
Pa. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 634-837.

ABST. On the bagis that all remaln undisturbed and that no further eet-
tlements he made pending settlement he saya he wlll name commissioner
to act with one from Maryland to determine who first entered the dis-
puted lands and under what governments.
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1737.
May 3.

May 12.

May 14.

May 14.

May 16.

[May 251.

May 26.

May 27,

June 3.

June 15.

July 21.

BOCRCE MATERIAL

Address to Assembly Concerning the Maryland Border Difficulties.
Pus, Pa. Arch,, ser. 4, v. 1, p. 638.

To the Council Concerning . '. . the Appointment of Commis-
sionefs to Maryland.

Pom. Fa. Arch,, ser.4, v. 1, pp. 639-840,

Pennsylvania Council. Instruetions to Messrs, Samuel Preston
and John Xinsey respecting their conferemce with Governor
Ogle.

Pue. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 206-208,.

ApsT. Reviews case and ingtructs them to ille remonstrance if they cannot
come to terms.

Letter. President James Logan to Governor Ogle.
Pue. Pa. Col. Ree., v. 4, pp, 205-206.
Pa. Arch., ser, 4, v. 1, p. 641.

Apsr.  Accrediting Messrs. Samuel Preston and Jehn Kinsey as comjnis-
sioners to conier with Governor Ogle.

Letter, Governor Ogle to President James Logan.

Pus. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 167-171.

Apgr, Charges wilful mlsinterpretation [efc.] and reviews history of
trouble from his view point. Says he iz ready to act if the Pennsylvania
authorities give indleations that they really mean business,

Credentials te Commissioners to Maryland to Seiile Border
Difficulties.

PuB. Pa. Arch,, ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 642-345.

Remonstrance of the Governor and Couneil of Maryland relating
to the Affidavits delivered to Mr. Sharpe May 26, 1737, relating
to Cresap’s aifair. 3 pp. fol. annotated.

Ms. Cop¥. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 321,
Pus. Scharf, Hist, Md., pp. 400-406.

Messrs. Samuel Preston and John Kinsey. Report to President
James Logan and Council with documents appended.

Pus. Pa. Col. Ree., v. 4, pp. 210-223,

AngT. Account of a series of conferemces from Moy 24 to May 27 at
Annapolls. They agreed om everythlng but the manner of finding out
the original proprletor of each setiler. Ogle wanted to settle af once;
Pennsylvania commissioners wished to refer to a commission,

Report of the Lords of Trade.

Poe. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 499-500,

ArsT. HReview case and suggest that King enjoin Governors to preserve
peacs.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Answer of the defendant, Lord
Baltimore to bill in chancery.

Ma. Copeitri. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Noa. 371-375. Two coples
attested.

Pue. TPd. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, pp. 371-393; v. 16, pp. 83-217 (annotated by
Penns).

Note. The notes published are strongly partisan and freguently do not
represent the facts in the case. Similar manusgeripts nnnotated favorable
to the Baltimores are found among the Calvert Papers.

Petition of Lord Baltimore agalnst report of June 3.

. Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 500-501,




1737.
July 21.

July 22,

July 22.

Aug. 16.

Aug. 18,

1737,

1737.

1727 /8.

Jan. 2.

Jan, 4.

17378
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Order of King in Counecil referring petition of Governor and
Council in Maryland to Committee for Plantation Affairs.

Cf. May 25, 1738.

Letter. President James Logan to Governor Ogle.

PUr. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 228-220.
Ia. Arch., ser. 4, v. 1, pp. 645-648.

ApsT. Complains of treatment of Flisha Gatchel whose depesition he en-
closes and asks Governor Ogle to arrest five Marylanders.

Deposition of Hlisha Gatehell,
Pus. Ia. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 220-232,

ABsw. Says he was arvested and harshly treated by drunken Maryland

soldiers who clalmed to be acting under Gov. Ogle's verbal orders. Was
taken to Maryland and released on bail.

Letter. Governor Ogle to Pennsylvania Council,

PuB. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 242-243,

Angr, Denies that failure to reach a satisfnctory ngreement with Messrs,
Preston and Kingev wag his faull: that he will lock into the case of Mr.
Gatchell and do full justice but that the former actions of the latter do
not cause him to fully credit the truth of the deposition.

Order. King In Council to the Governors of Maryland and Penn-
sylvanin to forbid all disorders along the boundaries, alsoc
enjoining them from making grants in disputed territory.

Ms. CopY. Md. Hist. Soc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 2951, pp, 27-28,
Pus. Scharf, Hist. Md., p. 408. Ci. also Gordon, Hist. Pa.. p. 221;
Smith, Hist. Del. Co., p. 247.

MApr. Benjamin Eastburn. Manuscript map of the counties of
Newcastle, Kent and Sussex upon Delaware. HExactly showing
the road from the town of Newcastle to the town of Lewes near
Cape Cornelius and from the said Cape the sea coast to Cape
Henlopen according fo a careful survey made in the year 1737.
Drawn by Benjamin Eastburn, Survey-General of the Provinces
of Pennsylvania and of the Counties aforesaid. The original
drawing [glightly damaged] 3 ft. 2 inches by 2 ft. 4 inches,

Cf, Puttick & Simpson, No. 570. See also Rastburn's map, 1740.
Note. Bastburn kept notes for “Jersey Surveyers,” 1739,

Mar of the town of New-Castle, Delaware, as it appeared in 1656.
Scale 20 perch to inch, 8 x 13 inches.

Note. Copy in hands of Mr. Amos C. Brinton, Wilmington, Del.

Proclamation for the Suppression of Tumulis, Riots and Disorders
on the Maryland Border.

PuB. Pa. Arch., ger. 4, v, 1, pp. 656-657.

Letter. James Logan to Governor Ogle.
Pus. Pa, Arch., ser, 4, v. 1, pp. 657-659.

The case of Messieurs Penn and the People of Pennsylvanla, and
the three lower counties of Newcastle, Kent and Sussex on the
Delaware, In relation to a Serles of Injuries and Hostilities
made upon them for several Years past by Thomas Cressap and
others, by the Direction and Authority of Deputy-Governor of
Maryland. 8 pp. fol. [London].

Cf. Sabin, Nos. 59685, 59962 and Allen, Curiosa, No. 2853.

N
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1737 /8.

Feb, 4.

Feb. 23.

1738.

May 4.

May 4.

BS0U0RCE MATERIAL

Broadside. The case of the Province of Maryland touching the
outrageous Riots which have been committed in the Borders of
that Province by the Inhabitants of Pennsgylvania, To be heard
before the Right Honorable the Liords of the Committee of
Council for Plantation Affairs-upon Thursday 23 Day of Feby.
1737, at Six of the Clock in the Afterncon. 3 pp. fol. Printed.

Ms. Md. Wist. Soc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 323.

PUB,O Printed, London, 1737, ¢f. Sabin, No. 45099, Allen, Curiesa, No.
350.

Committee of Council. Report.

Cf. Pa. Arch.,, ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 501-502.

Amst. Recommend that Lord Baltimore be allowed to withdraw his petl-
tions ns he requests.

The case of the proprietors of the province of Pennsylvania and
the three lower counties of Newcastle, Kenl and Bussex on
Delaware., To be heard before the Right Honorable the Lords
of the commitiee of His Majesty’s Most Honorable Privy Council
for plantation affairs. At the Cockpit at Whitehall, Thursday
23 Feby. 1737. 8§ pp. fol. Printed by W, Murray.

Pop. Hazard Reg., v. 2, pp. 200-214, p. 203. Described the running of
the Octorare line by Talbot, This is a miniature breviate (7). Dliscus.
gion of the length and position of the Maryland-Pennsylvanin Iine and
circle and the IEast and West Line, p. 209. .

Cf. Puttick & Simpson, No. 848.

THE “TEMPORARY” LINE.

Agreement of Lord Baltimore and Messrs, Penn.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, 8oec.,, Calvert Papers, No. 29534, pp. 30-33.
Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 502-503.
See also Order of King, 25, May 1738, Calvert Papers, No. 295145,

ABsT. Asking that the King's order of 18 Aug. 1737 relating to the
granting of land be reveled and agreelng to methods of control pending
final scitlement. This allows all lnndg then possessed to remain as they
are and all vacant lands, exclusive of the three lower counties, on the
east side of the Busquehanna to 1514 miles south of the latitude of the
most southern part of the city of Philadelphia and on the west side of
the gaid Susquehanna Tiver down so far south as 14 miles and 3 of n
mile south of the latitude of the most southern part of the city of I'hila-
delphia to be under the jurisdietion of Iennsylvania and all vacant
lands in the contest between the proprictors on both sides of the Susque-
hanna River south of the above mentioned Southern limits to be under
the jurisdiction of Marylond until the boundaries shall be finally settled.
[These distances were chosen to come as near as possible to the agree.
ment of 1782 without confirming it.]

Mar. Pennsylvania and Maryland [showing boundary lines]
914x14%4 in. No secale. Copper plate, -

Oure. Lib. Cong, (attached to Senex map of 1735) ; Lenox Lib., Emmet
M#S8., No, 5651, Also another copy (but colored) fs in map collections.
ReEruR, Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Pub: 34, No. 2, p. 134,

Note. The Lib, Cong. copy was cvidently used In drawing up the 1738
agreement as a Ms, note in the handwriting of Paris, Penn’s attorney.
“This is Lord Baltimere's own plan annexed (o his articles. The red
shows Maryland 28 we by these articles [1738] have agreed to enlarge
and extend [t.””




i
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1738.

May 25.

Aug. 29,

Sept. 30.

Oct. 12.
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John Penn and Peter Colinson. 9 letiers in the auntograph of
John Penn, relating chiefly to the Baliimore liligation . . .
1738-9.

Cf. Allen, Curiesa, No. 293.

Note, Gibson. Hist. York Co.. p. 75, footnote states that coples of papers
accompanied by “handsomely drawn and colored maps” were sent to
England, cf. map in Pa, Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 695 and map of 1740 in
Ya. Arch., ser, 2, v, 1§, front,

“Order in Council. Confirming the Proprietors Agreement for
Temporary Jurisdiction till the Boundarys shall be finally deter-
mined.”

Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 42.
Md. Hist. Boc., Calvert Papers, No. 295, pp. 33-36.
Pur, Pa. Col. Rec, v. 4, pp. 298-301.
Gibson, Hist. York Co., pp. T3-T6. '
Mombert, Hist, Lanecaster Co., pp. 143-145.
Cf. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 16, pp. 503-504.

ABsT. Actlng on e report from the Committee for Plantation Affairs
dated 4th inst. the Wing orders among other things, that a Temporary
Line drawn 1534 miles south of Pbiladelpbia on the east side of the
Susquehanna and 143 miles sonth of Philadelphia on the west side be the
limits of the two provinces untll the boundary shall be finally settled.

Pennsylvania. Proclamation relating to the Royal order. 3 pp.
1234 x 7% in.

Mg, Orig. OQffice of Secy. State, Harrisburg (7).

Ms. Corx. Md. Land Office. Made 9 May, 1748, .

Ansrt. Proclamation announcing the receipt of an order of His Mnjesty
in Council of May 25th, in which is recited the deliberations of the Lords
of the Committee of Council for Planiation Affairs, upon Hls Majesty's
order of March 17, 1786 /7 end the 21 Joly 1737, directlng the Governors
of the Provinces of Maryland, Pennsylvania and the three lower counties
to preserve the peace along the border; and the eight articles of agree-
ment entered into by the Proprietaries of each Province befere the Com-
mittee.

Letter., Governor Ogle to Governor Thomas.

Answered by the followlng.

Tetter. Governor Thomas to Governor Ogle.

Deals with appointment of Commissloners for Temporary Line.

[Oct. or Nov.] [Record of field work by the Jersey Surveyors].

Dee.

Dec. §.

Note. Not found but would represent the survey from Philadelphia Six
miles west to Ladd's House to the Susquehanna. "“In the fall of 1738
. the Marylands not attending at the time appolnted Penn hired
1wo surveyors from the Jerseys to have the business forwarded. Several
other surveyors attended on them."” Lightfoot Journal, 173%.

Ponnsylvania. Commission to Lawrence Growden and Richard
Peters on the part of Penngylvania to join Levin Gale and Sam-
uel Chamberlaine, commissioners on the part of Maryland, for
running the temporary lines hetween the two provinces.

Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MS8S, “Boundaries,” p. 46.
Pyn., DPm. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 601

Pennsylvania Council. Minute of Meeting. Governor George Thomas
announeces the appointment of Lawrence Growden Esq., and Mr.
Richard Peters, as commissioners and Benjamin XKastburn as
surveyor, on the part of Pennsylvania, to join the Maryland
comimissioners to run a line as provisional temporary limits

, between the two provinces. .

Pub. Pa. Col. Ree., v. 4, p. 313. .
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int. Aff. Boundaries, 1887, p.- 3,
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1738.
Apr, 23.

1739.

Apr. 18.

Apr. 20,

Apr. 23.

Apr. 25,

Apr. 29.

SOULRCE AMATERIAL

John Taylor. MSS. field notes [of Survey from Benjamin Ladd’s
house, 6 miles west of Philadelphia, to the forks of the Brandi-
wine] “in all 31 mile 956p.”

Ms, Orig. Pa. Hist. Soe.,, Taylor Papers D, pp. 86-87.

Note, The lines by Taylor and by the Jersey Surveyors were dlferent
lines run westward from Phila. to clear the streams for measuring 15
mlles southward {cf, Letter, Peters to Thomas, Apy. 18, 1739). Their
work was followed by Mason and Dixon in 1763 in placing the *star
gazers stone’ at the forks of the Brandywine (Harlan's}.

Draught of Fabian’s Marsh, Poor Robin’s Almanac, and other
tracts in Washington county showing position of Temporary
Line,

Ms. In office of Washington County, Md., County Surveyor,

Note. Shows Temporary Line 225 perches north of Masen and Dixon
[ine at Fabian’s Marsh on Mr. Bell's farm,
Cf, Bell, Hlst, Leitersburg Dist., p. 48,

Letter. Richard Peters to Governor Thomas.

PuB. Ya. Arvch., ser. 1, ﬁp 556.
Pa. Rept. Secy lnt A Boundaues, 1887, p. 3.
See also Smith, Hist. el Co., p. 249,
AmsT., Gives progress of work and announces tfhat new line is more favor-
able to Pennsylvania than the others were,

Letter. Richard Peters to Governor Thomas.

PuUB. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 6566, 567T.
Pa Col. Ree, v.'4, 1p, 313, 59,
Pa. Rept. Becy. Int. Aff. Bou.ndaues 1887, p. 4.
ApsT. Bhift In line causes unensiness and the ingtruments are eompared,
Lines believed to be fairly run.

Letter. Lawrence Growden and Richard Peters to Governor
[Thomas].

Pus. I'a. Arch, ser. 1, v %
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int Aﬂ: oundanes 1887, pp. 5, G.

Angy, Line west of Phila. completed. Confllet over superficial vs. horizon-
tal measurements on ling south. Ask advice, privately, whether they
shall coneede or break with Md. Commissieners. New line S0 pr. south
of ‘“Jersey Line.” :

Letter. Lawrence Growden and Peter Richards to Governor
Thomas,

Pus. Pa. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 559-561.

Pa. Rept. Becy. Int. Aff. Boundaries, 1887, pp T7-8.

Ansr., [Maryland commissioners] “have conceded 25 perches, which is
the full diffcrence between the superficial and horizontal measure, al-
though the Maryland commissioners do not know it is.” Believe they
have broughi the Maryland commissloners into such a temper that they
cannot break withont prejudice to Lord Baltimore’s interest.

Letter. Richard Peters and Lawrence Growden to Governor
Thomas.

Pus. Pa. Arch,, ser.
Pa. Col, Rec v. 4 pp 313 339

AnstT. When we came to the end of the line were no more than 20
perches south of the corner the Jersey commissioners had fixed for the
e¢end. TFrom here proceeded wes{ eight mhes to where they are now
and are only 30 perches south of the Jersey Line. Mr. Gale on account
of the death of his son, may return home, Acquainted the Maryland
commissioners that in case of separation lines would be run as far as
the Patowmoc or as far as there were any settlements and wonld receive
a commission for that purpose frem (he Goveinor. Mr. Gole suaies
that he has no Intention of leaving and that 1If he does he will ask
the governor of Maryland lo appoint & new commissioner.

P. 8. Asks that a new commission be sent them for thelr use in case of
separation.




1739.
May 1.

May 1.

May 6.

May 6.

May 6.

May 8.

May 28.
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Letter. Governor Thomas to Lawrence Growden and Richard
Peters.

Cf, Letter of 6 May 1739.

Governor George Thomas of Pennsylvania. Commission to Law-
rence Growden, Richard Peters and Benjamin Eastburn, author-
izing them to proceed with the running of the lines already
begun in the case of the separation of Col. Levin Gale and Sam-
uel Chamberlaine without any new appointment of commission
ers on the part of Maryland: to run all other lines which are
necessary to ascertain and settle the temporary limits of said
provinces and to distinguish such lines by marking trees and
otherwise:; to lay all of their proceedings therein before him in
order that they may be transmitted to His Majesty.

Pups. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 1, 612,
Pa. Col. Rec., v. 5, p. 421.

Commissioners, temporary line. Minutes of proceedings from 5
April to 6, May 1739,

Ms. Copy. Pa. Iist. Soe., Penn ME83. “Boundaries,” pp. 4, 6.
Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 603-611.

Report. Lawrence Growden and Richard Peters, commissioners
appointed by virtue of a commission bearing date at Philadelphia
5. day of December in the year 1728 to join Colomel Levin (ale

and Samuel Chamberlaine commissioners on the part of Mary- -

land for running, marking and laying out the provisional and
temporary limits between the two provinces of Pennsylvania and
Maryland, agreeable to His MaJestys orders in council, 25th
May, 1738.

Poue. Pa. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 600.

ABsT. Describes the manmer of the meeting and of keeping the proceed-
ings. Each set of commissioners provided themselves with a “fair paper
book” in which they recorded the work of each day. This wns slgned
by all of the commissioners. 'These two books were compared and at
their parting, one was delivered fo the Maryland commissioners and the
other to the Pennsylvanla commissioners.

Cf. Deposition, 1740, Apr. 30.

Letter. Lawrence Growden and Richard Peters to the Governor
of Pennsylvania

Poe, I'a. Arch., .1, v. 1, p. 875.

ApsTt. D[Enelose mmutes of survey to Susquehanna river and announce a
going of 110 perches north so that line west of river ls only 50 perches
north of Jersey llne on east side.

Penngylvania Council. Minutes of Meeting.
Pup. Pa. Col. Rec,, v 4, p. 329,
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int. Aff. Boundaries, 1887, p. 8.

Apsr, Governor Thomas lays before the Council the correspondence relat-
ing to the Temporary line.

The report of Lawrence Growden and Richard Peters, commission-
ers, and Benjamin Eastburn, surveyor, appolnted by virtne of
second commission, being dated Philadelphia, May 1, 1739, for
vroceedings ex parfe to finish the temporary lines (already
begun by us in conjunction with the commissioners of Mary-
land) between the {wo provinces of Pennsylvania and Maryland,

Pus., Pa. Arch., ser, 1, v. 1, pp. 575-5786.

¥a. Col. Rec., v. 4, pp. 2313, 529.
Pa. Hist. Soc., Dunlop Mem., v. 1, p. 191,




304 SOURCE MATERIAL

Anst. This document is to the effect that in purswance of the parting
minutes of the commissioners of bolh rovinees, while in conjunction,
the lines previonsly ron were apnroved and we ag ered that the Jines
west of the Susquehsnna shall pegin at a certain hickory tree marked
with four notches on cach side and that the llne should be rom to Loe
river Patomock westward: that in pursuance of this minute, the line
was run, May 8, 1739, wlth the same instruments and the game vari-
atlon (5° 25°) herctofore used, and trees felled and biazrd to 1he top
of a most western hill of a range of hills culled the Kittochtinny hills, !
88 miles from tle plaece of beginning. As no persons arc permitted to
settle heyond that range the surveyors were ‘ordered to end here and ‘
to mark several trees with the initial letfers of the names of the pro-
prietors, as usual at the close of boundary lines, |

!
I

1739, Samuel Lightfoot. Some account of the Temporary Line. Parch-
ment cover, p. 8q. O.

Ms. Orr¢. Pa, Hist. Soc, }

"ABST. A eollection of surveyors notes sent to the Hist. Soe. of Penna. by
Jobn TI'. Watson. gift of gesse Llghtfoot, being the notes of his great-
grandfather, deputy surveyor of Chester County. Lightfoot wnas ap-
pointed to take notes after the Jersey Surveyors had run the line six
miles from Philn.

1739740, Mar. Draft of Nottingham and ye London Tract and Lands Adja-
‘ cent by John Taylor.

Ms. Onig. Pa, Hist Soc., Tayler Papers, Book A, p. 235,

1739/40. Map. “Draft of the line between Maryland and Pennsylvania”
irom the Susquehanna to the Conegochege. 12146%16 in.

Ms. Orig. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. Boundaries.

Cf. also No. 273, Coleman Catl. and No. 135, Allen Catl. of Tenn Papers.

Note. Wm. Parsons transmits “one old draught in Jacob Taylor's hand-
writing copies, I Imagine from the large folio book In the [Pa.] Bur-
veyor General's office.”” 'Wm, Parsons letter to Peters 1749 Febh, 8.

Ci. Pa. Arch, ser. 1, v. 2, p. 41, Ms. note on the map reads: “HFrom Phil.
to Susg, on & W. course is 70 mi. From Susq. to Conegochege is about
90 mi. There also shows on face of the map a list of 27 persons that
live between ye 12 mile cirele and Susq. River near the Southern bound
of Penna,” 121 x16 in .

1739-40. Documents Respecting the Temporary Line Boundary, between
Pennsylvania and Maryland, 1739 /40.

Ms. ORrig. IHarrisburg. See Hazard, Pa. Areh., ser. 1, v, 1,

A series of ten papers with Eastburn's map received fromi England jn 1754.

No. 3. Deposition of Growden and Peters, 30 Apr., 1740, acknowledged
by Lt. Gov. Thomas.

No.. 4. Report of Growden and Peters, 24 Apr., 1740.

No. 5. Commission's report.

Neo. 6. Minutes of procesdings {(commissioners). 12 Dec., 1738-42—
Apr,, 1740, -

No. 7. Minutes of proceedings, 5 Apr., 6 May, 1739,

No. 8. C°ﬁmissi‘?§gﬁ°m Gov. Thomas to Growden, Peters, and Eastburn,

ay, -
No. 8. Report of Growden and Peters to GQov. Thomns, 28 May, 1739,
No. 10. Report of Rastburn to Gov. Thomas, 24 Apr, 1740,

1739/40. Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, “Long list of books, Maps, Deeds,
Grants, Willgs, Acts, ete., produced hefore the House of Lords on
the Trial, commencing with 1609." 24 pages, folio ms, dated
1739.

Allen, Amer. Curiosa, No. 328.
Stack, Thomas. Deposition o prove a certain copy of Lord Balti-
more’s: A Relation of Maryland. [Pub, 1635.1

Pa, Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16, PpP. 512-514G,
Note. Stack was librarian for Henry Sloan who owned the book.

|
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John Taylor, Surveyor, [Records of Survey] of line run ex parte
by Pennsylvania from the Susquehanna westward to the Cono-
gochoge. '

Copy in possesslon of Mr. Gilbert Cope, Wesf Chester, Ia.

Report of Benjamin Bastburn, surveyor-general to Hon, George
Thomas. -

Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc.. Penn MSS. ‘‘Boundaries” 2, pp. F. p. 47.
Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 1, p. 614 with map referved to opposite p. 694,

ABsT, Report of the operations beginning at I’hiladelphia Dec. 8, 1738,
the running of the lines west of Phila, two miles; the adjournment for
the winter; work resumed 12, Apr, 1739, on the west line, which was
run west 31 miles and was finlshed on the 23 Apr.; measurement with
William Rumsey, Maryland surveyor, of the sounth line 15 miles and
a quarter finlshed on” 26 Apr.; the running of the west Hine to the
Susguchanna finished on 5, May 1739; the marking of the tree on the
west bDank of the Susquehanna half a mile to the northward and the
final running on the ew parte line, which was finished on the 28 May,
1739. “All of which lines are repeated on the annexed map.” Map
reduced in Gibson, Hist. York Co., p. 75. BSee next entry.

A map by Benj, Eastburn of part of the province of Pennsylvania
and counties of Newecastle, Kent and Sussex on Delaware, show-
ing the temporary limits of the jurisdictions of Pennsylvania
and Maryland, fixed according to an order of His Majesty and
Council, dated May 25, in the year 1738, Surveyed in the year
1739. Ms. on parchment 213 in. wide and 23 in. length, Scale
1 in=8 m. Includes lat. 38° 30'—40° 45’ N.

Ms, Quig. Office of Secy. Int. AR. for Pa, i

PUB, (Gibson, Hist. York Co. Pa., p. 75 (redueced 4).

Ta, Arch,, ser. 1, v. 1, p. 504,
Present report Plate LXXVII.

Apsr. Shows temporary line of 1739 west to Kittochtinny Mins. alse
parallel of latitude for Philadelphin for same distance. The Newcastle
Circle, the peninsula north and south and east and west lines are also
shewn. Also Octarora line. This is, apparently, the map sent to Eng-
land by Governor Thomas In 1764 where it was engraved by JeReries in
1764. ~I'he origlnal came back to America with other Ms.

Cf. Glbson, Hlst. York Co., p. 25, footnote.

Note, A new edition of map of 1737 with correctlons for survey of 1738.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. John Penn, Thomas Penn and
Richard Penn, Plaintiffs. Charles Calvert, Lord Baltimore, de-
fendant. Plaintiff’s case, [with large copy or plate map dated
Phila,, 20 Qct., 1740, showing all the boundary lines in dispute.]
[London, 1740.]

Angr. “This very important historical, geographical, and ehronological
summary is printed in long lines close type on ecach sgide of 13 large
folio sheets. 1t is entirely dlfferent from the Great Chancery Case in
116 pages printed two or threc years later. Wlth cxception of thab
great storehouse of facts, thig is undoubledly the scarcest and most im-
portant document up to this date relating to the history and peography
of Maryland and Pennsylvania.” Puitick & Simpson, No. 545.

Minnute book of Proceedings of the Temporary Line from 12 Dec.
1738. Lawrence Growden and Richard I'eters Commissioners
for Pennsylvania and Levin Gale and Samuel Chamberlain com-
missioners for Maryland,

Also report of Benj. Eastburn Surveyor (2 pp.) preceded by
copies of their commissions from Governor Thomas and his
Attestation thereto. (17 pp.)

Ms. Orie. Pa. Hist. Soc.
Pur. Pa. Arch.,, ser, 1, v. 1, p. 602,
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1740.
April 1.

April &,

April 30.

1741,
Aug. 18,

1742,
June 17,

July 13.

1742,

1743.

June 2,

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. James Logan to Thomas Penn,
Poe. Pa, Arch, ser. 2, v. 7, p. 220.

Apsr. Itefers to certain papers, Hays affidavit of Amos Nichols is Ffalge.

Refers to Talbot line.

Letter. James Logan to Thomas Penmn.

Pus. Pz Arch, sev. 2, v, 7, p. 221,

Apsr.  Refers to papers propared in 17368 and sent to Proprietors in an-
swer to any argument favorable to Baltimore whieh might be interved
from Order of 1685.

Deposition of Lawrence Growden and Richard Peters, commission-
ers, and Benjamin Hastburn, surveyor, appointed to run, mark
and lay out the provisional and temporary limits between Penn-
sylvania and Maryland in pursuance of his Majesty's order in
Couneil, 25 May, 1738.

Pue. Pa. Arch, ser, 1, v. 1, p. 599.

ABsT. These appeared before Gov. Thomas and swore that the reports
annexed werd true and ithe commissioners declare that the copy of the
commission and the commissioners” minute book and of their -proceed-
ings have been eompared with the eriginal, now in their custody, and
is a true and exact copy. Benjamin Eastburn further says that the map
annexed ig, to the best of his skll] and judgment, a true representation
of the several lines run by the commissioners.

Nofe. Hazard says (Pa. Arch., ser, 1, v. 1), these papers, 10 in all, came
- from England altached together in 1754, cf. 1734, Ieb., Letter, Calvert
‘to Sharpe, also 1734, report and map,

Bill of expenses agalnst Lord Baltimore. Commissions on Tem-
porary Line. 12 p,, signed Richard Peters.

Mg, Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870, No, 41,
Ms. Copy. Certified by Peters and Hamilton, 1751.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Order that Publication in this

cause [Penn vs, Baltimore] be further Enlarged for a month. 1
p. fol.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Order for enlarging publication 3
weeks, 1 p, fol,

Ms. Md. Hist, 8oc., Calvert Iapers, No. 345.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Long list of dates, facts, grants,
books, papers, maps, etc., to be approved in the cause in London.
This long series of documents, maps, books, ete., commenhces in
1606 and continued to 1740. Ms. § p., fol. 1742,

No. 108, Coleman, Catl. of Penn's Papers, 1870.
Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. Peno family, 1768, 1834,

State of case between Baltimore and Penn with regard to his Lord-
ship’s boundaries as found amongst hig Lordship’s Papers. 4,
pp. fol )

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Iapers, Nos. 536, 537, 538, 539, 540,
541, 542. To the great part of it there is no evidence remaining. " Most
of the evidence extant is stated ex perie in the Chancery Breviate,

“Anrgr. History Virginia from 19 Aug. 1629 when Lord Baltimore petl-

tioned Charles I. tor new grant in Virginia. Lord Baltimore will defend
his right granted in Charter.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Deposition of Hugh Hammersely,
John Sharp, respecting finding of Order of 1638,

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 353.

Apsr. Tell how they had trled to find the order but that it did not

alp%ez:]r in the files until after the hearlng in Chancery had been con-
cluded. .




1743.

June 3.

June 6.

June 9.

June 9.

June 9.

June 9.

June 15

Oct. 26.

Oct. 26.

Oct, 2
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Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Affidavit of W. Rowlandson to the
delivery of Notice of motion.

Ms. Copxy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 354.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Affidavit of ¥. J. Paris about
postponements of hearing and the Order of 1638, ]

Ms, Copy. Md. Iist. Boc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 355-368. Neo. 355 attested.

Anse. Claims that Baltimore's counse] could have obtained copy of the
order of 1638 at any time if they had so desired and that there are mo
grounds for postponement. ‘

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Order for leave to exhibit inter-
rogatories to examine witnegses to prove order in Council of 4
April, 1638, made on Claiborne’s claim and on the order in
Council. 1, p. fol,

Ms, Copxr. Md. Hist. Soc,, Calvert Papers, No. 339.

Defendant’s interrogatories to prove copy of Order on Claiborne’s
claim in 1638, with the pature and authority of the book in
which that order is entered, also a copy of the order of Council
in 1696.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. S8cc., Calvert Papers, No. 366 (10 pp.}.
Amnother copy No. 367 (8 p.).
Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Breviate of additional depositions
taken under the order of 9 June, 1743, with a copy of the
Articles. 14 pp. fol.

Ms. Copr. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, Nos. 360-364, 366.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Defendant’'s interrogatories to
prove copy of Order on Claiborne’s claim in 1638, with the
nature and authority of the book in which that order is entered,
also a ecopy of the order of Counecil in 1696.

Ms. Ccopr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Iapers, Nos. 366, 367.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Agreement of solicitors to en-
large time for taking testimony. 1 p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 308, 369.

Notes of the argument made use of by the Attorney and Solieifor

General and the Lord Chancellor on the former hearings of the
cause in 1743. 3 pp. fol.

Ms. Copr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 387, 388, 380,
Notes of the argument made tuse of by the Lord Chancellor on the

former hearing of this ecause in 1743, with a copy of Governor
Ogle’s letter of 1 December, 1750. 3 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. . Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 300.

Chancery. Penn ve. Baltimore. Breviate. “Upon a bill to compeli -

a speecifick execution of Articles of Agreement entered into
between the Partys for settling the Boundarys of the Province
of Pensilvania, the Three Lower. Countys, and the Province of
Maryland, and for perpetunating Testimony, ete.

Ms. 116 pp.. fol. with 2 maps. *“Copy of Lord Balts. Own I’lan, annexed
to the articles of agreement (showing lines in red). Our map eof the
Places In Question proved in the cause by four surveyors; some of which
are of other Provinces.”

Ms, Copx, Cf. Allen. Catl, Penn Papers, 1870, No. 193.

Pug. For the Plaintiffs, London, 1743. 2 maps. Copy handsomely bound
presented Phila. Liby, by Granville Penn. See No. 1624, Ridgway
branch. Copies also in Md. Hist. Soc. and Pa. State Liby.. ITarvard
Univ. Cf. Sabin. No. 34416. and Barlow Americana and No. 361.
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1743.

1743 /4,
Teb. 18.

Feb. 20,

1744,
Nov. 20.

1747.

May 14,

Nov. 7.

Dee. 3.

BOURCE MATERIAL

I'moors. Original -rough corrected proof sheets accompanied by the Lord
Baltimore map revised in 1732. Proofs endorsed by Attorney B. JI.

félé'is. ‘Foul first proofs,” 1743. Cf. Allen, Catl. Pepn Papers, 1870, No.

Pus. Ta. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 16 (entire vol.), with two maps of the original.

Letter. Governor Thomas Bladen to Lord Baltimore.
Ms. Onrg. Md. Hist. Soc., Calyert Papers, No. 1102,
I'oa. . Md. Hist. S8oc.,, Fund Pub, Ne. 34, pp. 97-100.

Ansr, (lad to hear of swccess apalnst Tennsg.  Refers to IPennsylvania
report that Agreement is void and that Balilmore pays 5000 pounds.
This Baltimove says is not so,

Letter. Benjamin Tasker to Charles, Lord Baltimore.
Ms. Copy. Md, Hist, Soe, Calvert Papers, No. 1103.
Pos.  Md. Hist, Soc., Fund Pub, No, 34, pp. 100-101.

ABsT. Congratulates Baltimoere on  victory over I'enn. Belleves Penn
“has granted lands to a very great value since the year 1741.”

Letter. Benjamin Tasker to Lord Baltimore,
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1127.
I'up.  Md. Hist. Soe, Fund Pub. Neo. 34, pp. 114-115.

ApST, Tiefers to Penngylvania encroachments near head of Chester on land
of. Mr. Sewall of Maryland. .

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Depogitions on Plaintiff’s part.
Dp. 44, 110.

Ms. Copy, M4, Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 381,

Imperfect copies Nos. 382, 383, #84. 385.
Note. For analysis of these depositions see Pan. Areh., mer. 2, v. 16.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Proofs for the Defendant. An-
drew Hamiiton, Samuel Steel and Samuel Logan. -

Ms. Copy. Md. Iist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 386.

Apsr. Proofs to disqualify and impeach the credit of several persons
who had been examined as witnesses on the part of the Plaintiff, and
to prevent their depositions (7) being read as cvidence.

Chancery. Penn vs, Baltimore. Absiract of exhibit for Defend-
ant, Nos. 1, 2, 8, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 14 pp. fol,

Ms. Cory. Md, Hist Sec. Calvert Papers. No. 10414,

Exaierr 3. Extracts of attested coples from Council Books.

Exuisrr 4. 1672-1686. Abstracts of several grants on large teacts of
land on west side Deiaware River recorded in Record
Boolks of Md.

Exmisir §. Affidavits regarding printed copy of map.
ExHisrr 7. Minutes of commissioners.
Exuipre 8. 1670-T2. 22 certificates regarding surveys of land on sea-

side of Delaware Bay.
Exmisir 9. True copy of extracts from Secy's office in New York.

Chancery. Penn vs., Baltimore. Supplemental Bill and Bill of
Reviser.

Ms. Coprms. Md. ITist. Soc.. Calvert Papers, Nos. 417, 418, 419, 420,
Note. 419 thoroughly annoted.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Several answers of Charles Cal-
vert, Lord Baltimore, to the Bill of Revisor and Supplemental
Bill of Thomas Penn and Richard Penn. 3 pp. fol. -

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist, Soe.. Calvert I"apers, No. 4122,

ABgT.  Denies unnecessary delays and makes geveral claims, ameng others

that the plaintiffs werce not entitled to Three Lower Couutles through
John IPenw’s will.

Letter. Governor Ogle to President Palmer.

Poe. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 187-188.

Apgy. Intreduces Capt. Chas. Higginbotham who claimed land north of
Temporary Line under a Maryland grant and asks assistance of Pennsyl-
vania in gaining possessions.




1747 /8.
Jan, 23.

Jan. 25.

Jan, 25.

1748.

April 5-6.

Aprilll,
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Petition of Charles Higginbotham with a statement of his case.

PuB. Pa. Col. Rce., v. 5. pp. 100-191.
Apsr. Claims title to 172 actes on north slde of Codorus Creelr under
Maryland grants dated 5, May 1737.

Letter. Richard Peters, Secy. Pennsylvania Council, fo Charlea
Higginhotham.

Pun. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 181-182.
ABsT. Appoint heaving for firgt Tuesday in April when Nichlag Perie
the present possessor may siate his side of the cnse.

Letter. President Palmer to Governor Ogle.

Pug. I'a. Col, Ree., v. 5, p. 192, :
ABET. Announces aciion taken and gives notice of hearing to de held in
pril. - .

Pennsylvania Council. Minute of Meeting.

Pus.  Pa. Col. Ree.. v. §, pp. 218-221,

Ansr. Gives answer to Nicholas Perie, his grant from Dennsylvanla
dated 30 Oct. 1736, and Hlgglnbotham's answer. Also testimony of

Maryland surveyol.

Letter. President Palmer to Governor Ogle.

N

I'vp. Ta. Cel. Rec., v. 5, p. 225.

Apsn, Tind Migginbotham has never seen the land while Perie had had
possession since before the Order of 25 May, 1738, therefore cannot

dlspossess him.

1748 /9. Humble petition of Charlés, Tord Baltimore in Kingdom of Tre-

Jan. 10.

Feh. 10.

Feb. 12.

Feb. 12.

land, absolute lord proprietor of Province of Maryland in Amer
ica, to the Honorable the Commens of Greal Britain in Parlia-
ment Assembled.

Ms, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc.. Calvert Papers, Nos. 428, 429,

Apst. Reviews history of grant and prays Iouse of Commeong that he
may be heard against the bill now before Commens involving prop.
rights in America. ‘Title of Bill—"For the Better enforcing of his
Majesty’s Orders & Instructions throughout the colenies & Plantations.”

Chancei'y. Penn vs. Baltimore. Notice to defendant of an exam-
ination of witnesses, 1 p. fol.

Ms. Cory, Md. Hist. Soec,, Calvert Papers, Neos. 434, 436,

Letter. Governor Ogle o Governor Hamilton.

Pue. Pa. Col. Rec., v. &, pp. 382-383.

Apgr, Complains against the serviee of a writ from Chester County on a
tract of land south of the Temporary Line held under Maryland title,

Letter. Thomas Penn to Governor Thomas.

Mg, Orig, Amer. Philos. Soc.

ABsT, Lewis Evans and John Bartram to reconnoitre bonndaries withont
surveyors about which he desires no time lost. Does not approve the
persons Mr. Peters mentions to be sent.

Letter. Thomas Penn to Governor Hamilton.

Ms. Onig. Amer. Philos. Soe.

AmpsT. Lord Baltimore tells him Ogle has been requested to upnite in
rinning the temporary line further west.
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1748 /9.
Feb. 21,

Feb. 26.

Mar 17.

1749,
April 17.

May 8.

May 15.

June 6.

Sept. 23.

Nov. 30,

1749,

S0TURCE MATERIAL

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Defendant’s instructions to oppose
notice of motion. 8 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, Soc,, Calvert Papers. No. 4204, )
Angr, A history of grants made, ete, from 1680,

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Petition of Lord Baltimore to .

Lord Chancellor to adjourn case till 1st day of cases after HEas-
ter. 1 p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos, 350. 351, 437, 438,

ABsT. Time asked for DPlaintiffs to amend their bill and appoint new
party. To insure the presence of Mr. Henley.

Pennsylvania Council. Minute of Meeting.

Pus. I’a. Col. Ree, v. 5, p. 317,

AnsT. Decide that although Ful‘ney was shot by an TIndian in Diggs'
Patent, which was wunder Moryland jurisdietion, they would consualt
Attorney-General as to what they should do.

Letter. Governor Hamilton to Governor Ogle.

Pus. Fa. Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 383-384.

ApsT. Says he ig looklng into the case carefully and will write more
fully later.

* Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Depositions on Plaintiffs, 45 pp.

fol.

Ms, CorY. Md. Hist, Soe, Calvert Papers; No. 4381.
P'aul Vaillant, p. 2-9, Int. 1. Charles Davis, p. 9-11. [nt, 1. Peter Collin-
son, p. 18-26. Int. 2. John Lewis Hansen, p. 27. Int, 3

Letier. Governor Hamilion to Governor Ogle.

Pa. Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 384-387.

Argr. Thinks the facts show that the Pennsylvania officers were acting
within their righls and sends documents to substantiate his position.

Letter. Thomas Penn to Governor Hamilton.

Ms. OrIG. Amer. Ihiles. Soec.

AmsT. Lord Baltlmore favors extension of line westward but has now
gone to France so that no directions have been sent. Is to propose at
once to Ogle appointment of commisslongrs and surveyors for running
in the plalnest manner the line to Meridan of the first fountain only, and
to sef up a “crown” stome at that corner. .

Letter. Governor Hamilton to Governor Ogle.

Pue. Pa. Col. Ree, v. §, pp. 421-422,

Aepsr. Believes that the Temporary Line should be extended to its western
limit beeause of rapidl development of the country, Hupgests that Com-

missioners be appointed to extend the line to the meridian of the head
of the 1'otomac.

Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Hamilton,

Pue. Pa. Col. Ree,, v. §, p. 422,

ApsT. Recady to do what he can but line west of Busquehanna was run
ex parte by DPennsylvania. Asks additional information before com-
munieating with Lord Baltlmore,

Mar of Pensilvania, New Jersey, New Yorke and the three Dela-
ware Counties: by Lewis Evans. MDCXTLIX, 1. Herbert Sculp.
Engraved 19 x 25 in. Colored or uncolored. Including 38° 13—
43° 45 N. Lat. and 73° 16'—78° 15 W, Long

Ms, Cory, Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 1044, 1043,

Pa. TIist. Soc., Penn MSS. Boundaries, cf, Coleman, Cat. Penn
Papers, No. 273.




1749.

17607

17507

17507

1760.

1750,

17607
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Pun. Philla., L. Evans, 1749 (Lib. Cong.}
Cinelnnati Gazette, 1846,
Qf. Olden Times, v. 1, p. 333, July, 1846; Pa. Arch, ser. 3, Apx.
maps. .

Note. Shows circnlar boundary and temporary llne. Temporary llne run
wwith varlation of 5° 25' W. “This variation has decreased 1" in 18 or
20 yrs, in these Lat's for T0 years past” FEndorsements regarding
boundaries Indicate use in law suit. :

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. List of evidenee for the plaintiff.
12 pp. fol,

Ms, Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 442,

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Mr. Brown’s Notes for his In-
tended Argument. 1% pp. fol.

Ms, CopY. Md. Hist. SBoe., Calvert Papers, No. 440, 441,

AnsT. History of the sett]emcqlt from 1632 when the King granted the
land to Cecilius, Lord Baltimore.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Henly, Robert, opinions of, on
Lines of three Lower Counties. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. S8oc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 453.

AnsT. Clrele must be drawn 12 miles, but must be dome by superficial
meagure. The 15 miles doe South from Phila. can be measured by
same. Point of Cape Henlopen not to be taken from any maps, but
determined by best evldence possible. Disagreements should be settled
by special report to court or chancellor.

Amendments made by Plaintiffs fo their Bill since the argument
of the Defendant’s Plea. 15 pp. fol.

Ms. Coryr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 552, 553.

AnsT. Since 0ld Bill entirely changed from fo. 4895 this copy of the
aihm%-ldf%d llmrtion is forwarded to learn what amendments are proposed
eft. plea.

Chancery. Penn vs, Baltimore. Additional Brief of Penn. 4 pp.
fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Boc., Calvert Papers, No. 439,
ABf61.‘6.4 1632 Md. Charter, Penn’s Title History of the two Provinces from
' \

Observations by way of a Letiter and Answer in relation to the
QOriginal Right. 17 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Boc.,, Calvert Papers, No, 1140, 1141, 1142.

ABST. A Letter, 27 Mar. 1749, from gentleman in Pennsylvania to his
friend in ‘Maryland swith some reasons why Northern boundary of Mary-
land cannot by any words in Charter to Lord Baltimore be extended to
any part of 40° Latltude, but that it is limited by a line which is 39°
Compleat from the equinotial Line. With n case stated and lald bhefore
Counteil relating to the constructlon of Lord Baltimore’s Charter, and the
opinion of Councll thereon. 'Together with an answer to foregoing letter,
With seme arguments showing mistakes therein and proving that North
Boundary of Maryland is and was intended to be a Parallel of Latitude or
Lime nt the end of 40° or 40° Compleat from the equinotial Line.

For yvour Perusal in Order to the giving a joint opinion with the
other Council at a Conference which is desired to be held with
your first conveniency (as a ship is going in a few days for
America) upon some doubts and difficultys which have arisen
between the Comrs.

After careful review of the case guestions are asked regarding

1. What manner are the 12 miles fo be run superficially or horizontally,
by mensuration.




312 . SOURCE MATERIAL

1750.

. Is southermost part of Phila, to be determined as the town wag in
1732, or as in 1751 or at the tlme of laying oul.

. How can the point of beginning for the transpeninsular line be fixed if
“Cape Henlopen is a disiriet” as exploined by the Chancellor?

. If therc are disagreements in laying out the line ought the Commis-
sioners to stand out or give in on aceount of great expense.

. Lord Baltimore and hiz Com. wishing to cairry out the decree wish
instructions so that ‘“their proceedings may upon every oecasion
stand the sirictest scrutiny of the Ceurt.” \

1749/50.

i Jan. 31, Letter. Mr. Gregory, of Philadelphia, to Lord Baltimore,

Ms. Cory., Md. Hist. SBoe., Calvert Papers, No. 1143,

ABST. Tecommends man to whom Lord Baltimore should go for aesistance
in hls case.

O B oW W

Feb. 7. Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Hamilton.

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser, 1. v. 2, p. 40.
Bee ref. in Pa, Col, Rec., v. 5, p. 422,
Amsr., Hopes line will be determlned soon as Virginia and the Ohio Com-
pany are zlso interested in its extension west of Maryland.

Feb, 9. Letter, Willilam Parsgons to Richard Peters.

Pus. Ta. Arch,, ser. 1, v. 2, p. 41, =

ABst. Transmits all of the papers in hls possession referring to the
temporary line.

John Watson ayailable a3 surveyor would never proceed from South to
North on mid-peninsular line and would not begin until Avgust. He
must have two Indiens for extending Temporary line, '

Mar. 16. Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Petition of the Plaintiff on the
Decree. 5 pp. fol,

Ms. Corx. Md. IHist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 458, 450,

AnsT. Petition that Circle round Newcastle ought to he 12 miles from
center according to horiwontal, not superficinl measure. That 15 miles
south of T'hila. ought to be meagured by same. That impartial commia-

: siogeers be appointed, That High Chancellor give final decision on dis-

putes.

May 7. Chancery. FPenn vs. Baltimore. Further evidence read for the
plaintiff on Monday, T May,

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 443;

ABST. 1, July 1731, Lord Baltimore's petitlon to Couneil

2, January 1749{50, Writ of execution for Defendant to produce notes
of Service of Writ of executlon.

24, Nov. 1734. Parting minute.

8. Aug. 1734, Defendant's petition for confirming grant.

16, May 1735, Order postponing commisgion of this grant.

12, Apr. 1737, To show locatlon of Newcastle produced in order to
anthenticate Dutch maps.

THE PENINSULAR LINE.

May 16, Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore., Decree of Lord Chancellor on
Artieles of 1732. 11 pp. fol.

Ma. Orie. 7 38 sheets of parchment, ef, Allen. Cat. Penn Papers, No. 133.
Mg, Copy, Md. ITist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 444, 445, |
Pa. Hist. Soc.,, Penn MSS,

Ansr.  Declares that the Articles arc valid and should be exectted, but said
Articles do not bind any interest of the Crown or any land outside of the
respective Grants. Commissioners be appointed. 'The center ought to he
in the middle of Newcastle. Cape Henlopen should be taken &8 on Map
annexed to Articles. May apply to court at any time.

Cf. Vescy, Rep., v. 1, pp. 444-456 and suppl
McMahon, Hist. Md., v. 1, p. 41,

Smith, Laws of Pa, v. 2, p, 135,

Scharf, Hist. Md.. n. 407.
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1750.
May 15.

May 20.

May.

June 26.

June 28.

June 30.
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Chancery. Penn vs. Batimore. Notes of the Lord Chancellor’s
argument on his pronouncing his Decree in the Cause for Hstab-
lishing the articles of Agreement of 10 May, 1732. 7 pp. fol.

Mg, Copy, Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papérs, No. 448.

ABST. The Relief prayed for is a Common Ordinary Relief and must be
piven, unless sufficient objections are made. I'roves that the Court must
have judged the apgreement and manner of Performing it. That the
Agreement ‘was not voluntary. Gurent natlona] advantages should be con-
sidered, not little minute ndvantages, Lord Chancellor decrees a Specific
Performance of the articles with the costs of suit to be pald to the
Plaintiffs.

Note. Ior early outline of this decree gee: Map, Mitehell, 1755.

Letter. Governor Ogle to Governor Hamilton.

Pun. I'a. Arch., ser. 1, v. 2, p. 46.

Anst. Thinks it unnecessary to go to the expense of appointing commis-
sioners to settle the boundary at present becaunse Govermor of Virginia
[Dinwiddie] has requested appolntment of commissioners. Protests
aga.intst runnlng of ew parte line to five degrees of long. as Virginia may
object.

Note. Read to Pa. Council, July 31.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Copy of minutes on hearing. 8vo.
15 pp. n. . p.
Pue. Vesey Senate reports, pp. 444.456,

See also MeMahon, Hist. Md, v. 1, p. 41.
Smith, Laws of Pa, Learned. Note, v. 2, p, 135.

ABST. Summary of proceedings in Chancery and decree by Lord Hardwicke
as to specific performance of agreement of 1732, position of true Cape
Henlopen, ete. 'The decree covers 38 parchments 227x28" and the whole
contains nearly 2,000 lines of writing.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Penn’s solicitors proposed altera-
tions to the Draft. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Copyr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 447.
ApaT. List of words to be Jinserted or left out. '

Commission for running the Boundary Lines pursuant fo the
Decree. ‘

Ma. Cormms, Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, Nos. 153, 447% (6 p. fol.),
448 (5 pp. fol.).

Anst.” Both parties agree—

That Draught on margin of Agrcement is frue one.

. That 12 miles should be 12 English statnte miles.

. That line be run across Peninsula.

That In exact middle of line a straight line be run North,

. Mhat at the North End 4 line be run within 15 Bnglish statute miles
South of Phlladelphiz.

8. That a Due Iast & West line be run.

Cf. McMahon, Hist. of Md,, v. 1, p. 42, fooinote,

Draft of the Commissions prepared for Mr. Penn to authorize
Commissioners to run the Boundary Lines pursuant fo the De-
cree, b pp. fol.

Mg, Copr. Md. Hist. 8oc., Calvert Papers, No, 449,
Note. Same as Calvert Papers, No, 44734,

TR oo

An aecount of the guesiion in dispuie between Lord Baltimore
and Penns, with a map of Maryland, Pennsylvania, Virginia and
New Jersey.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc.. Calvert Papers, No, 1048.

ApsT, By Grant of Charles II to Mr. Penn, Pennsylvania wag to extend
gouth as far as begloning of 2nd Isthmus and Bay, except Newcastle,
Questions whether Lord Baltimore can claim land N. of Peninsula and
Delaware and Chesapeake Bays, now seitled over 70 years, Questions
swwhether alteratlon of Latitudes is of consequence,
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1750,
July 27,

Aug. 4.

1760.

Nov. 24,

Nov. 24.

Nov. 24.

Dec. 23.

BOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Mr. P. Gregory to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copx., Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1144, .

Amsr. Answers Lord Baltimore that he hns power to make the Decree in
favor of Plaintiffs of very short duration. Advises him never to give
kis own releuse,

Letter. Mr. P. Gregory to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy, . Md. Hist. Boe., Calvert Papers, No. 1145,

ABST. Recommends to Lord Baltimore Mr. Taylor who can explain what
has before becn asserted and proven about rights to 2 Lower Counties.

Map, John Watson. “Plan of the town of Newcastle ag made by
Mr. Emory and other surveyors on the part of Lord Baltimore
in the presence and by the direction of Messrs. Malcom and
Leeds, mathematicians employed by His Lordship’s commission-
ers on the 16th and 17th day of November, 1750."

“I also made a plan of said survey in which was pricked off the place in
which the courthouse [of Newcastle] stood as taken down in the notes,
as the center of said town In respect of emst and west, and north and
south, and found the same about 9.6 P to the northward of the courthouse
and one 1.25 P to the westward; which plan was presented to our com-
mlissioners with this title [see title as given ahove}l. This {itle was
drawn by Wm, Parsons, & very ingenions gemtleman,” Cf. John Wat-
son's diary, Nov. 17, 1750; In Pa, Hist. Soc.

“In the plan of the survey presented to our commissioners by the Maryland
surveyors, they only made a pofnt In the plan which was found to be
destined for the sltuation of the courthonse.”

"The point in the Maryland plan mentioned in these before and sup-
posed destined to represent the situation of the courthouse wag ginee
discovered to be intended for the center of cravity of the town of New-
castle, which, It scems, the Maryland commissioners and mathematicians
attempted t¢ find in this ridiculeus mapner, viz.: Having made an exact
plan of the survey of the Town upon a piece of paper, they carefully
pared away the edges of the drought antil no more than the drought was
left, when sticking a pin through it, they suspended it thereby in different
Dlaces until they found a place wwhereby it might be suspended hoviZontally
which point or place they accepted as the cenfer of gravity.”

John Watsen's diary, Nov, 22, 1750. .

Proceedings of Commissioners of 1760. “Penn agst. Balt. Papers
and minutes of the comrs. proceadings from 15 to 24 Nov,, 1750,
inclusive.”

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papel'é, No. 450,

Pa, Hist. Soc,, Penn MS8. "Boundaries,” pPp, 51, 52. (Incomplete.)
Cf. McMahon, Hist. Md., v. 1, p. 42, footnofte.

Apgr. Commissioners for 1750. Messrs. Benedict Calvert, Wdmund Jennlngs,
Robert Henxy and John Ross, for Maryland; William Allen, Thomas
opkinson, Richard I'eters. Thomas Cookson, Ryves Holt, Benjamin Chew
and Tench Francis, for Pennsylvania, -

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. State of the Commissioner's Pro-
ceedings under the Decree of the case of Penn vs, Baltimore., 12
pp. fol..

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papera, No. 452.

Letter. Governor Hamilton to President Benjamin Taskey,

Pus. Pa. Col. Rec., v. &, pp. 5386-589,
ABsT., Argues that right of jurizdlction has not been proven.

Unsigned Letter [probably from Covernor Hamilton or Richard
Peters to the Penns]. 2 p. fol.

Mg, Orie.  Pa Hist. Boc, Penn MBS, “Boundaries,” p. 64.

Angr. “When the commissioners parted at Newcastle we were all of the
opinion the matters should first be sottled by the proprictors. We con-
sented to give them one open instruclion, viz., to run a true north line,
and if they could 1ot recover their frue north meridian to leave off and
make return of their proceedings to us.”
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1751,

1751,

1750 /1,
Jan. 25,

Feb. 23.

Mar. 1.

Mar, 17.

Mar, 19.
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Field notes of the surveyors employed to run the Transpeninsular
line in 1751. 40 pp.

Ms. Onig, Gllmor, Md. Papers. v. 2, Div. 3, No. 1,
Pup. Md. Higt. Soc., Mise, Pub.

A very interesting official certified document relative to the boun-
daries of the Chesapeake river, signed by John Meakins and
Nicholas Ridley, Hsq., a magistrate for the county of Kent, with
seal of that county. 1751. 4 p, fol.

Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 6.

Reasons by Lord Baltimore’s mathematician for a superficial
measure if that measure is found for Lerd Baltimore's advan-
tage. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 454,

Bill, John Watson., In MS8S. book contalning dratts of surveys.

M4. Oric. In possession of Mrs. Isabella T. Watson, Doylestown, Pa.,
widow of Jidge Richard W. Watson. Surveyor Watszon was a cousln of
Judge Watson’s grandfather.

Amsr, "“25th Jan. 1750 /1 Dr., The Honble. Propt, of Pennsylvania, to John
Watson, Jr. To my attendance on Wm. Pargsons In running the line
between the propn. Penn and Baltimore from 13th Decmr. last to the
25th instant, in all 43 days, at 155 per dlem (£32-5-0) Received of
Richard Hockley the full contents of ahove amount. John Watson, Junr.”

Letter from Gov. Sharpe to Mr. Jennings. 7 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 1146,
AnsT, His oplnion abount running lines of 3 Lower Counties.
1Ist. Approves of superficial not horizontal line in measuring line 12 miles
from Newecastle,
2nd, Same mcasurements muost be used in running the 15 mile line from
southermost part of Philadelphla,
3rd. Ifind exact polnt of Cape Henlopen by surveying the two extremi-
ties of the Cape and then finding the exact center of the line
between the extremities of the Cape.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Depositions of Martin Fokes,
Peter Davall, John Robertson in regard to Agreement of 1732.
15 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 455.

AEB3T. Depose that according to agreement thers shall be the circle men-
tioned in chapter. There shall be horizontal measure used. The cirele
shall be marked at 12 miles from Neweastle according to horizontal llnes.

John Watson [Diaryl. 13 Nov., 1760—I17 March, 1751. 116 p. D.

Ms. Orrie. Pa. Hist. Soc., Gilpin MSS.
Hee Johnson. Hist. Cecil Co., p. 303.
Ashmead, Hist, Del, Co., p. 19,

ABsT. DPresented by the late Wm. D. @Gilpin, of Phlladelphia. Found
among some old papers at his paper-mill in 1841 at Wilmington, Del., by
Thos, Gilpin,

Chancery. Pepn vs. Baltimore. Affidavit of Ferd John Paris con-
cerning commission under decree. 17 pp. fol.

Ms. Con. Md. Hist, Soc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 460.

ApsT. Complains of retention of Ross and Ddmunds and the failure of Dep.
Governor of Maryland fo appoint new commissioners.
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1750 /1,
Mar. 22,

1751.
Mar, 27,

Mar. 29.

April 12,

April 22,

April 29,

SOURCE MATERTAL

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore, Affidavit of John Browning and
Hugh Hamersly. 26 pp. fol. :
Ms, Cortr. M4, Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No, 461.

Copy of same 4 pp. fol. Calvert Papers, No. 462,
Copy ‘of samé 4 pp. .0l. Calvert Papers, No. 462,

ABST. Hamersley drew up Draft & delivered it to Plaintif's Sollcitar wha
signed if. Eniirely new list of commissioners named. Draft of Com.
executed on 28 June. Diispute about name of Jennings & Ross as Com-
missioners. Commissioners instructed to adhere to Decres.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Petition of Baltimore’s Solicitor.
2 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. M4, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 464,

Note. DPetition adjourned till 28 Mareh in order that the Defendant might
be consulted.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Order of Lord Chancellor for
Commigsioners to run the lines horizontally and not superfi-
cially. 26 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe,, Calvert Papers, No. 466,

“Apar. Reecites fdrmer orders and decides that measuotements should be

according to horlzontal not superficial lines. Costs to be divided same
as of Decree.

Agreemeht between Lord Baltimore and Abraham Taylor in refer-
ence to evidence to be furnished. [Parchment.]

Ms. CorY. Md. Hist. 8oc., Calvert Papers, No, 154,

Proceedings in April, 1761, of the Commissioners for running the
line between Maryland and Pennsylvania agreeing to run the
due west line across the Peninsula. ’

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 467, 20 pp. fol.

Pa, Hist. Soe., Penn M8S. “Boundaries,’ p. 52, 9 pp. fol,, attested,
Phlla,, 30 May, 1751, by R. Peters,

See alsp McMahon, Hist. Md., v. 1, p. 43.

Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 52.

Asst. Dispute as to where Cape IHenlopen is and where to begin the line.
Finally agreed 1o begin Iine from “Cape Henlopen’” which g a point on
the verge of the main ocean 139 perches due east from a stone fixed by
Comrissioners on porthern part “of I'enwick’s Island end run  across
Peninsula to Bay of Chesapcake. Adjourned from 29 April to 20 June
1751 in order for Surveyors to run that Line,

Note. All these meetings held at or near Fenwlck's Island, 23-20 Apell,

Directions of Joint Commigsioners {o Joint Surveyors to run east
and west line across the Peninsula. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No., 471 (same ag Ist part Cal-’

vert Papers, 469, 15 June),

Case of Lord Baltimore’s will with Mr. Jedrell’s opinion. 3 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist, Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 472,

Apst. Mr. Jedrell thinks Lord Baliimore had no power to devise the
Province of Maryland away from the present Lord.

Case of Lord Batimore’s will. With opinion of Mr. Wilbraham.
4 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 473.
Be¢ alge Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papels, Nos. 475488 on same subjeet.

ok P

Mo Pt



1751.

May 19.

June 16,

June 15.

Juns 15.

June 17.

June 17,
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Letter, Wil]iam Parsons to Richard Peters, Hsqr. “The latter
part of the surveyors journal and the commrs, approbacon.” 2
p. fol '

Ms. Cory, Pa. Hist. SBoc.,, Penn MBS. “Boundaries,” p. 03.

ABST. Reporting the dificulties encountered in running the transpeninsular
line through the Pocomoke Swamp, the stones set up, the men employed
and the further distance to Chesapeake bay. 19 May 1751. “From Moung
Comfort near Mr. George Heain's, between Broad Creek and Pocomoke
River.” Preceded by o journal of surveyor's procéedlngs for one day,
Tth May 1751 (evidently end page of their journal for a given period.)

Journal of John Emory & Thomas Jones, containing instructions
to surveyors. 20 pp. fol.
Ms. Cforﬁ. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 469, 470 (incomplete, 4 pp
ol,
ABsT. Q@Gives an account of the running of the transpeninsular line.

Mar. John Emory and Willlam Killen, MSS. map of Taylor's
and James’ Island, Dorchester County, Maryland. 21x 37 in,
Scale: 1 in—200 perches.

Msg. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers. No. 1047 (parchment).
Pa. Hist. Soe.,, Penn MSS. “Boundarles,” p. 57.

Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 35,

Note. “And for the better information of the Court [Lord High Chan-
cellor] on this polat [as to the termination of the east and west llne of
the Chesapeake] it is further agreed by the commissioners that such
a general survey or plan shall be taken of Taylor's island, James lzland,
Hills point and the land of other islands, near the same, together with
the waters gurrounding them as may be proper for the purpose; and that
John Emory, on the part of Lord Beltimore, and Wm. Xillen, on the part
of the proprietors of Penmsylvania are hereby appointed by the said com-
missioners to make such survey and plan, copies whereof are to be deliv-
ered te the commissioners of each side as soon as cenveniently may be.”
14 June 1751. Minutes of Comm.

Journal of Survey of trans-peninsular line, 17 May-12 June 1751.
With the approval of the commissioners on the 14th June, 1761,
at Mrs, Pollard’s and order that they be incorporated in their
[commissioners] minutes. A supplemerntary journal for com-
pleting the line to Chegapeake bay, June 14 and 15 and second
approval of commissioners 15 June, 1751 at Mr. Travers. En-
dorsed 8rd December 1757: “HExamined with the original tran-

seript under seal by us. Jno, Towse, Rich. Gilbert.” 18 pp. fol."

Text 8 p.

Ms, Cory. Pa. Hist, Soe., Penn MS8B. “Boundaries,” pp. 54-56.
Cf, Journal of Joehn Emory above.

Commisgioners of 1761, Minutes of Proceedings at Mr, Pollard’s,
in Dorchester County, 14th to 17th June, 1761. 4 p. fol.

Endorsed at end, "A true copy, Richard Peters.” “I14, 15 and
17 June, 1751. Copy of the Commrs. minutes abo. the west Iine,”

Mg, Copy. Tenn Hist. Soc., Penn MBS, “Boundaries,’”” p. 57.
Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 95.

Minutes of the Commissioners for running Lines between Maryland
and Pennsylvania at Cape Henlopen, with a copy of the Com-
missioners’ minutes about the west Line, as received from
Messrs. Penn, For Attorney (General’s Perusal in order that
Lord Baltimore may have an opportunity of Discovering line
thereon for which purpose his Lordship will with Attorney Gen-
eral’s congent wait upon him, 9 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory, Md. Iigt. Soe.. Calvert Papers, No. 468,
Pur, McMahon, Hist. Md., v. 1, p. 43.
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1752,

March 28,

April 16.

April 24.

May 5.

May 15.

May 15.

May 28.

June 30.

S0URCE MATERIAL

Original Map used in Penn vs. Baltimore suit and endorsed “A
little Hand map or Scheme to shew roughly how the two
Provinces (Pa. and Md.) lye to each other,” 1752. :

Ms. Onrg. Pa., Hist. Soc., Penn MES,
Alien, Amer. Curiosa, No. 327. .
Coleman, Caf., Penn Papers, No, 31.
Cf. Map with Breviate, 1743.

Lefter. Willlam Parsons 28 March 1752 [to Richard Peters or
Thomas Penn].
Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 7, p. 240,

ARST, Observatlons on Mr. Jack's letter concerning the method of running
the circle about Newcastle, ete.

Letter, President Benjamin Tasker to Governor Hamilton.

Pus. Pa, Col. Ree, v. 5, p. BAZ,
ABST. Asks that Martin Kitzmiller and family who had murdered Dudly

Pi_g;jlges in territory under Maryland jurizdiction be turned over to him for
rial.

Letter. Governor Hamilton to President Benjamin Tasker,

Pus. Pa. Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 582-583.

ARST. Questions the jurisdiction of Maryland and asks for evidence in
proof of eclaim.

Letter, President Benjamin Tasker to Governor Hamilton.

Pun, Pa, Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 583-586.

Apgr, Tinclosed depositlons of John Lemmon and Robert Owings to prove
that the erime was commifted under Maryland jurisdiction.

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Ogle.

Mgs. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1147,
Pus. Md. Hist. Soc.,, Fund Pub., Ne. 34, pp. 124-132.

ABge, North part of Delaware Bay wag by charter intended fo be North
part of Boundary of Maryland, Asked to state wherein the I'enns over
reached the late Lord Baltimore, in Agreement of 1732. Apparently
holds that Talbot line svas about right and that contentions wwere due to
ohservatlons of 1714 showing 40° to be higher than supposed.

Letter, Ceciling Calvert to Edmund Jennings.

Ms. Copyr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1147,
Pus. Md. Hist. Soe., Fund Pub., No. 24, pp. 132-139.

ApsT. Gives a sucecinct history of boundary controversy, especially since
1732 and asks for advice on what the proper lines sheuld be. Regards
agreement of 1732 as weak and gaye Mr. Paris is afraid old agreement is
void.

Letter. Sharpe to Mr. Penn. 4 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hisl. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 1150.

ABST. Tells what passed between the Mr. Speaker and Mr. T’enn. Mr.
FPenn wanted o urge his suit immediately and Mr. Spenker advised that
he waii till Lord Baltimore was of age. Both anxious for friendly rela-
tions to be restored.

Petition of Penns to King about Commissioners. 3 pp. fol.

Mig. Copy. Md. Hist. Boe., Calvert Papers, No, 488.

ABgT. Ask that King appoint proper persons to join with Penn’s Commis-
gioners to ascerfain bouhdary line of Pennsylvania. [Deals with Northern
boundary in part].

d




1752.
July 30.

Sept. 14.

Sept. 28.

1752.

July 9.

July 9.

' Nov.

1753.

Mar, 22.

May 1.

Mar. 22,
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Letter. President Benjamin Tasker to Governor Hamilton.

rus. Pn, Col. Rec., v. 5, pp. 589-596.

AnsT. Reviews question of jurisdiction over Digges Tract enclosing deposi-
tion of John Logsdon. This is followed pp. 594-596, by the minutes of
the Pennsylvania Council om the case and by the ifollowing letter of
Covernor Hamilten (Sept. 28).

Letter. Edmund Jennings o Cecilius Calvert. 22 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Ilist. ‘Boc., Calvert Papers, No. 1157.

ABsT. A summary of the Mutual Pretensions and Proceedings in relations
fo the Boundary of Maryland and Pennsylvania and 3 Lower Counties.

Letter. Governor Hamilton to President Benjamin Tasker.

Pus, Pa. Col. Rec., v. 5, p. 59¢.

AmsT. Announces that the Kitmmillers will be tried at. York in October
and that the Maryland authorlties may present their claims to jurisdie-
tlon to the court.

Petition of Lord Baltimore, to oblige Penn to join in ascertaining
the Boundary. 3 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 20774,

Letter. ' Ceciling Calvert to Benjamin Tasker.
Mg, Onrig, Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 1147,
Pue. Md. Hist. Soe., Fund Pub., No. 34, pp. 147-161.

ABST. Refers to enclosed copy of Messry, Penn’s petition to the King in
Council concerning the South Bounds of Pensilvania to which the guard.
ians of Lord Baltimore had filed a caveat before the Lerds of Trades and
Plantations.

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Edmund Jennings,
Ms. Orie. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1147.
Pos. Md. Hist. 8ce,, Tund Pub., No. 84, p. 163.

Apsr. Contains additlonnl thoughts concerning the Boundaries. Incloses
a copy of Penn’s petitlon. [See Guard Book for copy of petition.]

Brief on 2 Petitions of Messrs. Penn and The Guardians of the
Right Hon Honble Frederick Lord Baltimore an Infant, For the
Guardians in support of their petition. 22 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos, 489, 490, 401, 492,

“Tg Dhe heard before the Lords Comrs for Trade and Planiations on
Thursda 9th Novb. 1752 between 11 and 12 o’clock in the forenoon.”

AnsT. Frederick Y.ord Baltimore’s guardians petition that the discussion
of boundary lines between Maryland and Pennsylvania be postponed till
Tord Baltimore is of age, They criticise the bringing of Penn's petition
for a boundary commission at thig time and complnin of phe omission of
all reference to Lord Baltimore’s interest in the question.

Petition of Penn. 3 pp. fol.

Ms, Copy. Md, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 456

Amsr. Center of circle ought te be fixed in the middle of Newcastle and
that It be of a radius of 12 miles. Henlopen should be located as on the
maps attoched to articles.

Instructions to oppose Petition of Penns.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe,, Calvert Papers, No. 457, 14 pp. fol.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Instructions for a Conference
with the Speaker on 1, May 1753, In affairs of Lord Baltimore
& Messrs. Penn. 1 p. fol.

Ma. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 496, 497, 408.

ARgT. The questions considered were wiher the former agreement still
held ; whether the Penns had claim to £3,000, what should be proposed or
inserted in new nagreement and whether Baltimore betfer petition sepa-
rately or with Penns for a settlement of the boundaries.
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1753.
May 3.

June 19,

June 21,

July 26.

Aug, 15,

Aug, 18.

Aug. 20.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Proposal from C. Calvert to Thomas Penn, 1 p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No, 4D814.

ABsT,  Trederick, Lord Baltimore, free from any obligations arising from
his Father's Articles, in conmsideratlon of a line across Peninsuia, called
Cape Cornelius, consents that the residue (?) of the Boundary stand as In
the Articltes. The proposal is made wlthout prejudice to rights of orig-
inal grant,

Petition,  Frederick, Lord Baltimore. “To the King's Most Excel-
lent Majesty in Council.” § pp. text 4 p. fol,
Ms. CorY. Pa. Hist. Soc., 'enrn MSS. "Boundaries,” p. 58.
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 5.

ApsT. Recites Hlstory of contention and desires to Join In a commlssion to
settle boundaries of Pennsylvania but wants 1o order passed without a
hearlng and desires King to select commissioners in Americn to join
with those of Md. and Pa.

-Note. Referred to Council, July 19 and by Couneil to Board of Trade,
July 26. .

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Further instructions in affairs of
Penn & Baltimore. For the petitioner Baltimore. 6 pp. fol.

Ms, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc.. Calvert Papers, Nos. 499, 500.

Cf. Latrebe, p. 24 (somewhat differen( title). M, Land Offiee,

ARsT. Council reviews the recent steps in the controversy and prepares a
petition for Fredericlt Laord Baltimore, who is now of age, asking in case
o commission is appointed as a result'of the Perms' petition that he may
have a representative on the commission

Order. Royal Council to Board of Trade.

Ms. Cory. Pa, Hist. Soc., Penn MBS, “Boundarles.”

Arst. Transmits petition of Lord Baltimore (copy of which is annexed
referred to them by Hls Majesty) to the Lords Commissioners for Trade
and Plantations, to whom the petition of the proprietarles of Pennsyl-
vanin has been referred, and to report to this Committee at the Councl!
Chamber, Whitehall, 26 Juoly, 1753, 14 pp. Fol, .

Note. Hndorsed “Referred to the Comtee 19 July, 1753. Referred to the
Bd, of Trade 26 July, 1753. Got out this cop. 30 Novr., 1753, from
Board of Trade, Paris.”

Instructions of Lord Baltimore to Governor Sharpe to aseertain
the state of the northern boundaries of the province either
“horizontal or wheel measurement” and how far north of the
said “circle [of Newcastle] may be a good and reasonable north
boundary of Maryland.” . .

Mg, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc. in Proe, Maryland Provinetal Cooncil, August
15, 1758, Liber J. R. and T, 8., p. 11. :

ABST. The Board deem it prerequlsite to an answer of his lordship’s
gquestlon ““to have n doe north line run by the compass . by
which this Board will be better able to consider . . _ its intersee-
tion with any east or west line which may be Intended for s north
boundary to this province.”

Letier. Chas, Calvert to J. Sharpe.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 83114, incomplete,

ABST. A succinet account of the chancery case with a clear statement of
the main facts of tne controversy.

Letter. Gov. Horatio Sharpe to Cecillus Calvert.

Ms. Copy. Mad, Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook I, pp. 1-3.
P'us. Md. Arch, ¥. 6, pp. 1-3.

AnsT. Refera to Article of private iustrﬁctions regarding houndary con-
troversy, disensses question and refers to & line north from the Middie
point run secretiy by Mr. Emery, also discusses western boundary,

!
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Oet. 20.

17532
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Nov. 20,

[ Nov. 28.

Nov. 29.

Dec. 19.

1753.
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Resolution of Maryland Provincial Counell relating to boundaries.

Ms, Copy. Md. Hist, Sec., Sharpe Letterbook T, p. 6.

Pys. Md. Areh, v. 6, p. 6.

ABsrT. Do not “wish to advise except for a due North line from Middle
point. Suggests observation of latitude at porthern bend of Potomac.

Letter, Gov. Sharpe to Caecilius Calvert.

Mg, Copy. Md. Hist, Soc., Sharpe Letterhook I, pp. 3-6.

Pup. Md. Arch.,, v. 6, pp. 5-6.

Apst. Refers ito Mr. Bmery’s report that the north [ime run by him does
nor cut any of the heads of westward flowing streams and passes east of
Wanrwick, Encloses resolution of Council,

Letter. Lewis_EVﬁns to Governor Sharpe.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, MNo. 1050,

ApsT. Recites Historical Pacts and_ gives guthorities for his facts. Dis-
cusses State of Ameriean affairs when Charter of Maryland was granted.
Northern Boundarles of Maryland and Southern Pennaylvania. What is
galned or lost by Proprietors if Articles of Agreement take place: Dela-
ware Counties; Map attached showing divisions made by Articles of
Agreement, and Deeds of Duke of York.

Petition of Thomas and Richard Penn to the Honorable the Lords
and Commons of Great Britain in Parliament assembled relative
to the long dispute between themselves and Lord Baltimore. 2

jarge pp. fol. Bigs, Thomas and Richard Penn.
Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 143.

Summons from the Board of Trade on Lord Baltimore's petition to
run Boundaries with the King’s Commissioners. 4 pp. text 1 p. F.

Ms. Oria. Pa, Hist. 8oc., Penn MB35, “Boundaries,” p. 60.

ABgr. The petition of Lord Baltimore having been referred te the Lord
Commissioners for ‘'rade and I'lantations  in which petition he proyed
that disinterested persons may be appointed to join with other persons lo
be named by the proprietors for running and marking the limits of the
provinces, he is directed by their lordships to request that Mr. Paris will
attend their lordships with Lord Baltimore's agent in order to apree npon
the date for a hearing.

Note, Sent to the Penn’s attorney, F. J. Parls.

Petition of Penn to the King to hayve line run under the decree.

Ms. Copigs.  Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos, 511-514, 4 copies.

ABST. “Left at Mr, Hamersley's house by Mr. Paris 28 Nov, 1753." Re-
cites agreement of 1752 and decree of 1756; asks for commissloners to
detine Boundary.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Mg, Copy. M. Hist. Soe., Sharpe Letterbook I, pp. 9-16.

Pun. Md, Arch., v. 6, pp. 12-15.

ABsT. Refers to retaining Mr. Evans of Philadelphia to find evidence in
New York and to the grant to the Duke of York obtained 22 March
1682 /3 which he thinks was obtained seeretly.

Maryland Council, Proeeedings.

Mg, Orte. Md. Council Proc., Liber J. R. & U. 8., 1753-1767, p. 17.

Apse, Upon information that certain persons are taking up land on the
Tastern Shore under Pennsylvanlan warrants the Board deems that
enconragement should be given to such persons to take up the same lands
under Maryland warrants.

Memorandum of W. Sharpe, secretary to Lords Commissloners

" of Council on Plantation Affairs, referring to the Lods Commis-
gioners for Trade and Plantations the petition of Lord Baltimorae
of 19 July 1753. 14 pp. text. 12 p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Pa, Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. ‘“Boundarles,” p. 59.
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17542

17547

1754,

Jan. 5.

Jan. 21.

Feb. 2.

April 17.

B0TURCE MATERIAL

Observations & Material Clreumstances relating to Lord Balti-
more’s claims of his Province of Maryland unto the Dgree of
40th Northerly Latitude compleat. The Nature thereof Divulged
[?] by the Messrs, Penn, Proprietors of Penna, His Lordship's
Adversaries who contend for a Line of 40° at or about Newcastle
Town according to Smith’s Mapp as is pretended. 6 pp. fol.

Mg, Coey. Md. Hist. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 543.

Observations. 1 p. fol.

Ms. Copy. MadA. Hist. Soec, Calvert Papers, No. 544.

ABs®. By grant of Maryland Southern Beoundary ig Line from Watking
Point {o Qcean; Northern is where New ¥ngland is bounded. In 1835
Lord Baltimore claimed all the Peninsuln except that part below Waiking
Point accordlng to words of his grant. Degrees of latitunde 1aid down in
1606, 1635, have been same from first settlement of Virginia.

Map. Col. Thomas Cresap’s Sources of the Potomac [1754]. Se.
1 in.—2b mi. .
Ms. Cory. Md. Iist. Soc, Sharpe Tetter-book, v. 1. p. 72, Ms. drawing
of Cresap’s SBurvey sent in letter to Gov. Sharpe of Md.
Reprop. In Browne and Rltchie Mept. of Commiitee on the Western
bowndary of Maryland. Apx. D.
Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Pub., No. 29,

Note. Shows Temporary Line [of 1739-40] dotted abont 8 milex south
but parallel with 40° N,

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.

Ms. Ortg. M4, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 515.
Pus. Md. Arch,, v. 8, pp. 17-32.

Note. A detailed discussion of meny points showing the unecertainty of
geographic knowledge tn England, the fact that Calvert had received legal
opinions adverse to his title to land novth of the Delaware peninsula
with an argument against these opinlens. “On tryal the opinlon of the
Court of Chancery determined not the Crown’s Right of the 40th Degree
Lat: nor Cepe Hinlopen nor concerng the 3 Lower Counties the Divigion
Line of the East Shote, the Court determined only the Private Articles of
Agreemt bet: the Iate Lord & the Messrs, Penn. Hopeless of a compro-
mige Calvert advises Sharpe to observe carefully the Order of 1738
regarding the Temporary Line.

Votes of the House of Commons. 11, pp. (printed).

Ms. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No, 518, pp. 122-124,

ABst,  Petitlon of Fred. Calvert to King “for leave to apply to Parliament
an Act to enable him to bar the Entails subsistine upon Province of Md.”
King consents that House may do as they shall think At Mr. Grenville,
and Lord Hillsborough, and Lord Barrington ordered to bring in the Blil.
The bearlng of Chis guestion may le seen: cf. Md. Ilist. Boc., Fund Iab.
No. 34, p. 122,

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.

Ms. Onrie., Md. Hist. Soec., Portfolio 4, No, 33.
Pun. Md. Arch., v, 6, pp. 34-38,

ApsT. Tells of receipt of Report of Pennsylyanin Commissioners who ran
Temporary Line and asks that bhe report of the Maryland Commisgioners
be forwarded with an opinion as to the correctness of the line west of
the Susquehanna which had been run ew parie
CI, Depositions, Apr., 30, 1740,

Letter. Cecilins Calvert to Governor Sharpe,

Ms. Origa. Md. Hist. Soc., Portfolio 4, No. 33.
Pup. Md. Arch,, v. 6, pp. 44-51,

Apst.  Tis admitted in the Pleadings of the Cause that the Dulte of York
had no Hight to transfer to Penns; and it was also admitted the Deeds
Feofment Grant by the Duke of York to the Peuns were not Valfid, by
reason mno Proof was preduced of the Crown's conferring the same
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May 2.

May 3.

June 6.

Aug. 8.

Nov. 8,

Dec. 10. -

Dec. 10.

1765.
Feb. 13,
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Letter. Governor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copr. Md Hlst. SBoc., Sharpe Letterbook I, pp. 20-34.

Pur, Md. Arch., v. 6, pp. 53-57. ’

ABsT. Refers to & history of the early settlements on the Delawnre which
he has had compiled [by Mr. Evans] from the New York records and also
to a confilet in evidence regarding the rights in the Diggs case,

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook I, pp. 35-6G5.

Poe. Md. Arch., v: 8, pp. 5T-65.

Amgr, Pnid £126 for services and sxpenges of Lowisg Iivans who woTled up
geographical and historical evidence. Gives succinct statement of Diggs
case. Refers to sendlng Mr, Emery to test the effect of lUnes from Indian
river to Choptank nnd Mr. Veazey to examine the distapce and hearings
of the several rivers with respect to Newcastle. Sugpgests an irregular
Hne frem Indian river so as fto clear MNaaticoke, thence from a Middle
point northward to the head of the easternmost river flowing into the
Chesapeake and thence a tangent to the New Castle Circle.

Letter, Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe, Sharpe Letlerbook I, pp. 52-56.

Pur. Md. Arch., v. 6, pp. 69-T2,

ApgT. Reports the Choptank lies south of the position assigned to it on
Emery’s map. Transmits numerous old records to be used in.evidence.

Letter, Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. S8oc.. Sharpe Letterbook I, pp. 59-T%.

Pus, Md. Arch., v. 6, pp. 82-93.

ApsT. Explains why Kvans wans employed to secure cvidence. The Council
after n consideration of Bmery's maps recommend that the beundary “Be
a due East & West Line run as in Emory's map across the Peningula from
Indian River & from a Point of such [ine two Furlongs (or more as
can he agreed) eastward of the North East Fork of Nanticoke where it
is intersected by said East & West line, let a Line be run North or North
iwo Degrees West ot farthegt (variation being allowed for) till it touches
Newcastle Clreil & if Messrs. Penns refuse to have such Line (being a
Second of the Circle) continued direct northward as a Boundary .. . .
Let a due North line be run from the Extremity of a Newcastle 12 Mile
Radiu&; to the present temporary Line or any other Line that may be
agreed on.”

5

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Penn’s Bill against Lord Balti-
more & Orders thereon.
Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. 8oc., Calvert Papers, Nos, 531, 532,
Md. Higt, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 551, annotated.
Apsr, Amended by Order dated 16 May, 1785,

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Edward Lloyd.
Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, S8oc.. Calvert Papers, No. 1169.
Tuys. Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Pub.,, No. 34, pp. 179-186.

ABST. Orders Surveyors to be careful of His Majesty’s orders in Couneil
concerning the Temporary Line, not to transgress it.

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.
Ms., Orrd, Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 535.
Yus. Md. Arch., v. G, pp. 128-136.

ABsT. Says Evans extracts are of no use otherwise Gov. Sharpe’s efforts
seem o be approved.

Map of the British and French dominions in North America with

the roads, distances, limits and extent of the settlements: John
Mitchell, Thos. Kitchin, Sec. Lond. Printed for Jefferys and
Faden, 40x72 in.

Copies in Md. Hist. Soe, and Lib, Cong. .
Rprue. Tn part in Repi. of Va,-Md. boundary, 1872.
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1755.

Note. “The bounds of Pennsylvania and Maryland and Delaware countles
ave here lajd down according to the late decree In chancery; which is
not supposed otherwlse to affect the claims of any.” This note of
Mitchell is reproduced in many subsequent foreign maps.

Mar. Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Notlee fo attend Conference at

Mr. Henley's on 17 March, 1755. 1, p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 548.
AngTt, Defendant's claim to Province by inheritance.

April 27. Letter. Hdmund Jennings to . Calvert. 3, pp. ol

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe.. Calvert Papers, No. 1171,

ABST. Gives observatlons to Invalidate the argument which Penn's Commsel
may give to prove that Order of 1685 was such a lien on the Lands there
Specified thaf no entail eould be made by the Baltimore family to affect
what was bound by Order. Jennings argues that the Order has nothing
to do with the present case.

May 7. Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Plea on behalf of Lord Baltimore.
45 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, Soe., Calvert Papers, Nos. 549, 550.
ARBST. of BIN of Revisor from fol. 1 to fol. 257.
1st. branck (p. 2) contalns minute elrcumstantial Detail of all matters
in Origina! Bill by Petitloners of 1735 against Lord Baltimore, for
specific performance of Agreement of 1732,
ond, branch {(p. 20) From fol, 257 to fol. 406—Gives Lord Baltimore's
anewer to Original Bill. -
ard, branch (p. 28) Prom fol, 407-414. Adjournment of Cause In 1743
for want of partiea Supplt. Bill filed and answers-thereto.
4th. branch (p. 29) From fol. 414 to fol. 444 contains Decree of 1750,
Order of 1751, directing horizonial measure,
5th. branch (p. 32), fol. 444, Here begins new Suppl. matter stating
pretended encroachments subsequent to Flling Original Bill. Proe. of
Comms. after Decree but antecedent to notlee of Lord Baltimore's death
& not yet confirmed by Court.
gth. branch (p. 36) fol. 495, Tord Baltimore's wlll, death and other
matters at which present Plea is Levelled, the preceding Detail of the
Bill being almost unnecessary.

May 16, Chancery, Penn ve, Baltimore, Instructions to move amendments
to original bill [3, November 17477 2, pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 555.

ADsST. History of the bill. ILord Baltimore begs Court to discharge order
for amending the Bill and restore Plea to the Paper, or at least Limit
P{aintiﬂf’s time for amending their Bill as well as for argument of the
Plen.

Aug. Letter. W. Murray, His Majesty’s Attorney-General. “On behalf
of the Peun family.” Relative to the boundaries of Pennsyl-
vania and Maryland.

Of. Coleman, Cat. of Penn Paperg, No. 399.

Dec. 11, Report Board of Trade to the King,

Ms., Orie. Johnson MS8S., N. ¥, State

Poe. N. Y. Hist. Doc,, v. 2, pp. 410-412,

ABgr. Tnfavorable to petition of Thoa. and Richard Penn to grant lands
west of Alleghany Mts. to soldiers as inimical to rights of Indians under
thelr treaty of 1726.

Note. Anticipate reasons of Indian policy that led to the halt of Mason
and Dlron at Dunkard Creek.

Dec, 25, TLetter. Ceeilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.

" Ma. Onie. Md. Hist. Soc., Portfolio 4, No. 23.
PuB. Md. Arch, v. 6, pp. 322-330.
Aunsr., TRefers to postponement of Chancery case due to Amendment of
Plaintiffs Plll. Recommends that Gronts and settlements on the Hastern
Shore be inereased by all jusltifiable menns. .
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1756.
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Aug. 19,

Aug. 23.
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Queries from the Lords Commissioners for Trade and Plantations.

Ms. Oria. Md. Council Proe., Liber 1. R. & U. 8., 1753-67, 0. 82,

AnsT. “1. What is the situation of the province under your government,
the nature of the country, soilg and eclimate, latitudes and lontltude of
the most considerable places In it or the neighboring French and Spanish
setilement. ¥lave those latitudes and longltitudes been settled by good
observation or only by common computation, nnd from whence are the
longtitudes computed? 2. What are the reputed bhoundaries and are
there any parts thereof disputed, what parts and by whom ¥

Mar. Lewis Evans. A general map of the Middle British Colo-
nies in America viz. Virginia, Mariland, Delaware, Pensilvania
[ete.] FPhiladelphia 1755, Engraved 20x2714.

Poun, In his Geog. hisi. and polltical essays, printed by IFranklin & Hall,
Phlla., 1755. :

Cf. Brimley, No. 3251; Barlow, Americana, No. 928, Rev, ed, by Jefreys,
1758 In hls Gen. topog. of N, A, Lond., 1768. .

Rerup. Pa, Arch., ser, 3, apx., v. 1-10, maps,

Pa, Soc, of N. Y.. Yearbook 1904, p. 96.

Note. For engagement of Bvans gee: Letter, Thos, Penn to Gov. Hamil-
ton, 1749, June 6. The boundary is carrvied west io Ohie rlver,

The information for this map was gained in part from special explorations
undertaken for the Pennsylvania government along the yet unsettled
gouthern and western boundaries of that state. (Sce Pa. Arch., ser, 1, v.
2, pp. 47-48). For the influence of this map on subsequent publications,
se¢e Mathews, Maps and Map-Makers of Maryland, pp. 395-208.

Report of the Board of Trade on the petition of Cadwallader Evans
praying for a Grant of all the Islands in the River & Bay of Dela-
ware in Ameriea. 2, pp. fol. /

Ms. CopY. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers. No. 506.
ArsT. DBoard of Trade advises that petition de rejocted.

Letter. Mr. [Thomas] (?) Penn te Lord Baltimore. 1, p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1184,

ABsST. Informs Tord Baltimore that he would not allow Mr. Parls to seal
an attachment against him in case his answer wag not in by Wednesday
next.

Letter. Governor Sharp to [C. Calvert 71 1, p. sm. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Boe., Calvert Papers, No. 1196,

Apsr. States that he encloses Report of Board of Trade on Petition of
BEvans for Grant of Islands in Delaware Bay and River, and a copy of
Petition of Brice, a ship builder, Ashks whether it wllt be proper to
make opposition to Petition while it is before the Board of Trade.

Chancery. Penn vs, Baltimore. Papers exchanged hetween Lord
Baltimore and Penn touching Hast and West Line across Penin-
sula. 1, p. fol.

M5, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. H6R.

ABsr. Mr, Paris' paper as to East and West line.  Accuses the Maryland
Commissioners of setting up ill-founded pretence that the line shenld stop
three miles short of the West Iind at Siaughter Creek and not at Chesa-
peake Bay. Questlons whether or not they agree to last proeeedings of
Commissioners and surveyors. -

Lord Baitimore's answer. Denles firsk accusation and concedes to matters
apecified in Penn’s Papers and will quit claim to any Right he has thereln
if Penns will relinquish all title to costs for Lord Baltimore or his heirs
il]].d that all law shall end and that each shall pay thelr respective
awyers.

Answers to the queries that were sent by Order of the Right Hon-
ourable the Lords of Trade and Plantations to the Li. -Governor
of Maryland,

Ms. CopY. Md. Council Proc;, Liber J. BR. & U. 8., 1753-67, pp. 117-121.

ABST. Gives o statement regarding the charter to Lord Baltimore and the
boundaries under the temporary line.
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1756.
Nov. 29,

Dec.

Dec, 186,

1757,

April 7,

1757 (2)

Aug. 8.

Aug. 8,

BOURCE MATERIAL

Instrument under great seal of New York confirming Penn’s right
to Newcastle and 12 miles around, ete. 12 p. fol.

Mg, Oniac. Del. Hist. Soc., Dounglas Papers.
Note. Bimply a certified copy of the enrlier document? See p. 243,

Map. Province of Pennsylvania by T. Kitehin, Lond., for R. Bald-
win, 1756, 1 in.—43 mi, 814x7 In.

Pus. In Lond. Mag., v. 25, p. 599 (Dee., 1756.}

RrpuB. Pa. Socy. of N. ¥., Yearbook, 1905, p. 145,

Note. Surprisingly accurate contemporaneous map laying down results of
peninsular surveys of previous gix years,

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.
Ms. Onig. Md. Hlist, Soe.
Puve, Mda. Arch., v. 6, pp. 513-51T.

ApsT. Referring to Lord Baltimore's agreement with the Penns he says:
It Chagring me much, T know not the Advice nor motive that so pre-
cipitately hurry’s him to so great wrong of himself.”

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Hints drawn up by Lord Balti-
more's golicitors for better consideration of Instrument of Con-
firmation, Prepared and Rendered by Solicitor of Messrs. Penn.
8, pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 578, 579, 580,

Apsr, Hints in Respeet to the Instrument under consideration. (Lord
Baltimore gives notice for Desiring Accommodation. His only Recom-

pensge is thatl they Relingulsh all past costs and damages, each Party pay-
Ing own lawyers.)

Letter, Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.
Ms. Copy. MdA. Hist. Soec.
Tor. M4, Arch., v. 6, pp. 538-542.

ABsT, “Not apything as yet has been carried into execution bet. Lord
Baltimore & Messrs. Penns with respect to Boundaries, the matter is
undelr reference wlth the Lawyers on both sides. Their doubts have no
regolves.”

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Draft of Indenture. 26, pp, fol
Ms. Corpy. Md. Hist. Boc., Calvert Papers, No. 571.

THE FINAL AGREEMENT.

Yetter. F. J. Paris to Mr. Hamersley [Baltimore’s financial
agent]. London.

Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. SBoc,, Penn MSH. “'Boundaries,”” p. 63, 2 pp, text ls
one page d.
Md. Hist. Soc,, Calvert P’apers, INo. 584.

AnsT. Mr. Paris returns to Mr. llammersley a copy of the Draft of Agree-
ment between Lord Baltimore & Penns. Mr. Paris also sends & paper of
Remarks made by Selicifor General and Mr. Abrahams upon proposed
alterations. Mr. Paris sintes that he will meet Lord Baltimore’s coun-
cll in order to eettle Draft. 1, p. fol,

Chancery, Penn vs. Baltimore. Answers by Mr, Penn’s Counsell
to alterations proposed by Lord Baltimore’s Counsell, 1, p. fol.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 5H87. .
Amst, 1. Mr. Penn’s Counsel bhink 1t proper to take notice of Orders of
Council in 1685 & 1709,
2. Acts ought to be at Jjoint expense.
3. Important that Agrecment be settled with approbation of Counsel on
both sides and this statement is fnserted.




1757,

Aug. 8.

1768.
June 11.

July 9.

Sept. 16.

Nov. 3.

1769.
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4. Proper that Lord Baltimore should submit to a Decree which would
reserva o “Liberty of resoriing back yto the Court.”

5. Proposed that Lord Baltimore should stipulate that he will consent to
an Agreement.

6. No reasonable objection can be made against mutnal conveyance agree-
able to constant Direction of Court of Chancery.

7. ME-. Pendn ought to be required to release eosts till Agreement is per-

ormed.

Chancery. Penn vs, Baltimore. Copy of Objections made by Mr.
Paris to the Alterations made by Lord Baltimore’s Counsel in
the Intended Agreement as delivered on 8 August 1757. With
some short answers thereto. 5, pp. fol.

Ms, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 593.

ATET, % &Drd PBaltlmore’s Commissiconers deem it improper to take notice
of ordars,

. Expense should fall from time to time upon party requiring it.

Can make it permanent without the correction.

This claim superfluons, as ail Decrees have that Liberty.

Has already agreed to this.

. Neither party hed right to make conveyances and they might Ineon-

venience his descendants.

Lord Baltimore thought Penn had already accepted that condition.

%org Bal.tfimore wlll detepmine it himsell without further reference
o Council,

Moo

Chancery. Penn vs, Baltimore. Observations for Lord Baltimore
on Agreement as now adjusted and on Mr. Wilmot's Proposed
alterations. b, pp. fol.

Ms Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 589,
ABST. Various omissions and additions of words and phrases.

Letter. Governor Sharpe fo Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc, Sharpe Letterbook T, pp. 347-350.

Pyp. MdA. Arch., v, 9, pp. 203-205.

ABST. Aclknowledgeg receipt of map which ig forwarded to Mr. Emory for
report on soubbhern and eastern houndnries. -

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Ceciliug Calvert.

M=, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Bharpe Letterbeok I, pp. 356-386.

Tus, Md. Arch., v. 9, pp. 228-234.

ABsT, Refers te former commlsgion and recommends men for new commia-
siom. Also discusses the Taylor and JTames Island question. Agks that
provision may be made for meeting the expenses of the commissioners
and sulveyors.

Letter. Secy. Rideout [?] to Cecilius Calvert,

Ms. Copy. Md. Hlst. Soc, Sharpe Letterbook IV, pp. 1-4.

Pue. Md. Arch., v. 9, pp. 266-26).

ARST. Noies that James and Taylor izlands are not part of the main land
while Ienwiclk’s Island is. Sends Journnl of Commisgioners, Xmery's
Map of Taylor's and James's Islands with notes and the latter’s journal
of the survey. I'ears that the transpeninsular line wlll cut the Nanti-
coke and thus allow waterway in the Chesapeake to Penns.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecllius Calvert.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., S8harpe Letterbook IV, pp. B-11,
Pui. Md. Arch.,, v. 9, pp. 208-208_

Amsr., Sends duplicate and depositions regarding Taylol’s and James's
Islands mentioned above.

Mar. Improved part of Pennsylvania. By Nicholas Seull
Phila., 1759, 5816x29%. 1 in—4 mi.

Ryrus. Pa, Arch.,, ser. 8, apx., v, 1-10, maps. Tor other reprod., e¢f,
Winsor Narr. & Crit. Hist, v. §, p. 240.

Note. Besides showing the words ‘‘Circular line” this map notes *'N. B.
The author of this map in placing of Fort Cumberland has fTollowed
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17589,

May 28.

May 29.

1760.
May 31.

June 4.

HSOURCE MATERIATL

Fry and Jefferson bui is of opinlon that whenever the line is run
between tI‘.ei.'zi:tsj-'h'ania and Maryland it will pass to the southwarvd of
that Fert.”

Cf. with Homan's map eof Va.-Md., ete, same Year, {o see the same
boundarles almost fantastically laid down, following mmany previous
compllations. Benll's I8 another “mother” or source map, Scull was
Burveyor General of Pa.

Chancery. Penn ys, Baltimore, Heads for a Conference between
Attorney General and Solicitor General for the Final Settlement
of the Intended Agreement between the different Proprietors. 3,
pp. fol. s

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers. No. 603,

ARsT. 1. The Draft of new Intended Agreement ag originally drawn by

Fenn's agents avith variations proposed by Lord Baltimore’s counsel

2 & 3. Objections made by Myr. Paris fo variations and answers.

4 & 5. Are Provigionalg to be inserted in Draft instead of acceptions as
proposed by Pemnn's counsel.

6. Is Covenant proposed to be inserted in Agreement for immediate release
%f 'lptast cos(s and damages to Lord Baltimore, Account given by Lord

a

imore of proceedings of last eeting between Penn and Lovd
Baltimore,

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Heads of matters agreed upon be—l

tween Council on both sides. 1, p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, $oc., Calvert Papers, No. 804.
ABsy. 1. As to Covenants to use each others nmame against Tenants who
will change Lerds, they are to be omitted.
2. Cost and pDamages are to be released (o date of present Agrecment,
3. Recital of Possession agreed to by Lord Baltimore.
4. New Bill to be prepared, instead of prosccuting present snit.
Nameg signed are . Pratt & C. Yorke, co

Patent to Alexander McCandless for tract of land called Paw Paw
Bottom on Susq. r., surveyed 25 Dec., 1753,

Ms. In Phila. Records. Nofed in Gibson, Hist. York Co.,, p. 77. Data
furnished @ibson by Levi Cooper, Peachbottom township, Pa.

Note. .Bhows that Temporary Line was 72 perches more sonthward than
present M_ & D. line. T

Chancery: Penn vs, Baliimore. Draft of Agreement [between
Frederick, Lord Baltimore, and Thomas and Richard Penn]. 33,
rp. fol

Ms, Copr. Md. Hist, Soe, Calvert Papers, Nos. 613, 614 (21, pp. fol.)
ABST, These Present Articles witness that each party agree to followlng:
L. That map on margin of Parchments of 1732 is tlme one.
2. That circle shonld be drawn with 12 mile vadins.
3. That East and West Lines should be drawn.
4. That straight Northward Line at middle point of East and West Line
should be run.
. E[&h?th:_a.t North point a Iine shall be run to 15 miles Scuth of Phila-
elphia.
6. That at North Peint a line be 1un to Western extent of Penngylvania,
T
8
9

- Lhat clfcle & Line on map in red ink serve as explanation in present
agreement.

. Tangent Line,
. That Commissioners bhe appeinted,

10. That Lord Baltimore release claim to Penngylvanla as bounded In
Apreement. ,

11. Agreement about old grants in the Drovinces.
12, Further disputes about old grants be settled in mew Agresment.

13. Both parties shall glve friendly support to present agreement.
Observations on Draft, pp. 5-33. -

—
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July 4.

July 4.

July 5.

July 5.

Prohably
July 5.

“July 7.

RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE 329

Chancery. Pennp vs. Baltimore. Indeniure of agreement between
Frederick, Lord Baltimore, Proprietor of Maryland one part and
Thomas Penn and Richard Penn Proprietaries of Pensilvania
and 3 Lower Counties of New Casfle, Kent and Sussex on Dela-
ware. [6 large Parchrents with map attached.] Seals pendant,

Ms. Onic. Pa. Secy. of State, Harrisburg,
Md. Lond Office, Annapolis.
My, Copxr. Md. Hist. Soc.. Calvert Papers, No, 135,
Land Records, Md., 1788, Liber J. (’_‘,., No. 2, pp. 1-24.
P, Hist. Soc., ef. Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, No, 92, lot 3.

Pup. Rept. Secy. Int. Aff Pa., 1887. Boundaries,

Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v..4, pp. 2-36 (from DIa copy), 100 privately
printed for presentation, by Iidw, D. Ingraham (Phila, Klte and
YWalton), 1851, 31 pp. fol. Copies in Library Congress, Rldgway
and Pa. Hist. Soc., libraries, Phila.; Pratt Library, Baltimore,
Sabin, No. 34489. .

Note. The orlginals were brought frem ¥Wngland by Sam'l Riddle. BSee

Benney, v. 1, p- 390 ; Olden Times, v. 1, p. 546; Dunlop, Memolrs.

wThis decd whether for techpical aceuracy, as.a rare plece of econvey-
ancing, legal learning, or for historieal interests, is not surpassed by
any paper of its kind”—Latrobe, Hist, M. & D. Line.

Recorded in Md. Land Records by Orders of Md. Assembly, McMahon,
Hist., Md., v. 1, p. 45, footnote. Cf. Veech, Moncngahela, p. 232;
Olden Tlmeg, v. 1, p. 596, - :

Mzp accompanying agreement between Lord Paliimore and T. and
R, Penn. 9%4x133; in. .

Rmpus. D. Chillas Litho., Phile., 1853, in Lenox Lib. Emmet MS3S., No.
14606 ; Pa. Arch,, v. 4, front.

Notfe.l The original Lord Baltlmore map as revised by Senex for agreement
of 1732,

Chancery. Penn vs, Baltimore. Penn’s release to Lord Baliimore
of past costs and damages. [Parchment.]

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 157.

Commission. Frederick, Lord Baltimore, to Huratio Sharpe, Lit.
Governor Benjamin Tasker, Jr., Edward Lloyd, Henry Jenkins,
Daniel Dulaney, Stephen Bordley, Alex, Malcelm, D, D. to act as
commissioners to fix the boundary line, by Frederick Baltimore.
Parchment good condition. 2 sheets, 3314 inches wide by 27%
long. 77 lines on one sheet. Seal, . Baliimore on hinged bor-
der. Inscribed: Lord Baltimore ads Messrs, Penn. Commission
for Running the Boundary Line. . .

Ms, Orig, Md. Land QR., Annapolis, No, 141,
Ms. Corxr. Md. Hist, 8oc., Calvert Papers, No, 158

ApsT. Decites articles of agreement of 1732, reproduces map of agreement,
and court proceedings and recifes articles of new agreement.

Commission. Thomas & Richard Penn. To extend the time to
settle the boundary of Maryland with Tord Baltimore. - 2 large
gkins of parchment signed and sealed by Thomas and Richard
Penn, 1760. Addressed to Hon. William Allen, Esq., Richard
Peters, Benjamin Chew, William Coleman, and others.

Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 141,

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Ceciliug Calvert.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV, pp. 107-127.

Pur.. Md. Arch., v. &, pp. 423-435. - )

ABE;I‘. Sends journal of the commissioners who ran the East and West
nes,
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1760.
Sept. 15.

Sept. 19,

Cet, 14,

Oct. 21,

Oct, 28.

Oct, 28.

Nov.

Nov, 8.

Nov. 11.

SOURCE MATERIAT

Letter. Governor Hamilton to Governor Sharpe.

Ms. Orig. Md. Hist. Soc.
Poge. Md. Arch,, v, 9, p, 449.

Anst.  Forwards = copy of the Agreement of July 4, 1760, and a commis-
gion from Lord Baltimore to Gov. Sharpe and six others. Amnounces
Penngylvania commissioners and suggests a meeting be held in October.

Letter. (overnor Sharpe to Governor Hamilton,

Ms, Cory. Md. Hist. Soe, Sharpe Letterbook IV,
Pus. Md. Avrch. v. 9, p. 450.

ABST. Acknowledges receipt of commissions and agreement of duly 4;

names Maryland Commissioners and hints at posiponement ol = {irst
meeting, .

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy, Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterboolk IV, pp. 137-141.
Fos, Md, Arch., v. D, pp. 457

ABST.  Acknowledges receipt of Agreement and Commissions and refers to
a journal of what he had done that wuas being sent to Seey. Calvert.

Letter. Governor Hamilton to Governor Sharpe and the Answer,
4 pp. fol.

Ms. Copr. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, Nos. 619, 620.
PuB. Md, Arch., v. 9, pp. 462-463.

ABST. Governor Hamilton appointed the time and place of meeting as
Nov. 12 at Newcastle. Answer. Governor Sharpe says he hopes te be
able to meet, Commissioners actunlly met on Nov. 18

Letter, Governor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV, pp. 143-144.
Pos. Md4d. Arech., v. 9, pp. 463-445,

ABST. Announces the death of Benj, Tasker and the appolnment of Mr,
Rldout as commissioner.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, Soe, Sharpe Letterbook 1V, pp. 145-146.
PuB., Md. Arch.,, v. 9, pp. 465-467,

Apst. Wrltes that commissioners plan to meet on the 12, Nov. [They

actually met a weck later]. Also tell of engaglng Mr. Prof. Graham as
inathematician,

Journal of Proceedings of sundry of Commissioners appointed by
Lord Baltimore to settle Divisional Lines between Maryland and
Pennsylvania. )

Ms. Copry. Md. Hist, Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 616.

Anst. Commissioners hold that method of runinine the line across the
Peninsula is erroneous and projudicial to Lord Baltimore.

Will of John Watson, Jr.
Ms, Onig, Bucks Co. (Pa.) probafe records, Sept. 1, 1761. Descriptlon
furnished by Gen. W. H. L. Davis, Doylestown, Pa.

Apsr. Made because he was about to go to Newcastle to meet the bound-
ary commiss.

Note. Inventery by fellow surveyors John Lukens and Arch. MeClean
filed in Register's office at Newton (Pa.), I1sts “Theodolite and cover, a
protracior, ball and chain and a sliding telescope.”

Instructions to surveyors by Commissloners.

Note. Remained in folee into 1762,
Cf, Minutes of Comsrs,, 1762, Apr. 30.
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1760.
Dec. 11. Meeting of Commissioners at Newcastle. 16, pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 617.

ABsT. 19 Nov. Two clerks appointed to take minutes and keep copies
for Lord Balfimore and Penms. First Iine to be run is between 3 Lower
Counties & Maryland 20, Nov. They decide to fix middle point and run
meridian and tangent 21, Nov. They arrange details of determining lines.
Hequest more time and glve Instruclions to surveyors, 24, Nov.

Dec. 11. Instructions—Comimissioners to Surveyors.

Ms. Copy. Dec. 11 in Minutes Commiss., 1768, Nov. 9.

ABsST. Will lay off a true meridian northward from Middle Point to
intersection with line running west from Newecastle courthouse. To
John Frederick, Aug. Priggs, Thos Garpett and Arthur Emory for Md.
John Watson, John Stapler and Wm. Shankland for Pa.

Deec. Queries on Articles of Agreement submitted by Governor [Sharpe]
to Charles Goldsborough. 4 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 629, 62915,

ABST. 1st. Whether Lord Baltimore has right to receive renis from people
which are due since the dividing lines were made by which ~these
persons’ plantations feli in Penngylvania? )

ond. Whethér Lord Baltimore has right to receive gquit rents from Inhabi-
tants of Worcester County who by Aiticles of Agreement would fall
into Bussex County. .

3rd. Whether if persons in Maryland who by line fall in Pennsylvania
should pay Lord Baltimore guit rents after 4, July last, he would be
obliged to refund same to Pennsyivania ?

4th. Whetther he should be accountable to them if he does recelve them
o1 not.

Gth. Same as No. 3 in 628. [see following entries.] ?

6th. Whether if I'a. has received such moncy they camnot be compelled
to account for same to Lord Baltimore?

7th. Same as No. 4 in 628,

Sth., Same as No. b in 828.

9th. Same as last part of No. 4 in 628,

10th. Have sherifis of Somerset, Dorchester, Queen Anne & Cecil Counties
authority over persons whose Plantatlons are doubtin]l as to what
Province they are in.

Answer to Querles—

1st. Lord Baltimore has no right.

2nd. Lord Baltimore has nop right.

ard. Lord Baltimore may be compelled to refund to Penns.

4th. Lord Baltimore not accountable to Penns for rent.

th. Lord Paltimore has right to receive IMurchase money.

6th. Penns can be compelled to account to Lord Baltimore.

Tth-0th. Sheriff has not authority beyond the line and the two Provinces
are supposcd to be actunally divided.

8th-10th. People belong to their former Provinces until divisions 1=
actually made.

1760. Queries on Articles of Apreement submitted to consideration of
Mr., Dulany. 2, pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 628,
Amsr. 1st. Whether Lord Baltimore has right to reeeive rents from peop'e

which are due sinee dlviding lines were made by which those person's
plantations fell into Pennsylvania?

ond. Whether Lord Baltimore hag right te receive qult renis from inhahi-
tants of Worcester County who by Articles of Agreement would foll
into Bussex County.

3rd. Whether persons helding land in Pennsylvania have not pald orvig-
ina] purchase money must not pay same te Lord Baltimore if fheir
lands #all in Maryland.

4th, Whether inhabitants of Worcester county must pay Marylond Duties
which have become payable since they bhecame inhabitants of Sussex.

. Hag sheriff of Worcester County any authority on North side of Line

at_thig time. )

5th. Whether former inhabitants of Maryland will have to pay Maryland
levies as inhabitants of Pennsylvania before Articles of Agreement
are carried into cxecution.

6th. Questions of rents from persong whose land lies on line of 1T751.

7th. Are persomg having plantatlions on dividing line to pay taxea in
Maryland or not.

Cf. Md. Arch., v. 9, p. 483.
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1760.
Dec. 18,

Dee, 20.

Dec. 22,

1761.
Feb. 24.

Feb,

Feb.

Feb.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Earl of Stirling to Thomas Penn, Esq. 4, p. Q.

Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870, No. 87.
ABST. “Entirely relating to the Penn estates in Americn and the Bound-

aries thereof and the agpressive epcroachments of the inhabitants of the
adjoining counties from 1632-1760. .

Letter. CGovernor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore,

Ms, Copry. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV, pp. 147-153.

Pus. Md. Arch.,, v. 9, pp. 468473

ABST. Dipcusses the results of the meeting of the commlssioners recently
held at Newcastle, and what possible differences mny arise, Asks for
new instructions and enlargement of {ime, The chlef difficulty forescen
is whether an east-west line is straight or curved.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Ceciling Calvert.

Ms, Copy. Md. Hist. Scc., S8harpe Letterbook IV, pp. 153-158,
Pue. Md. Avch.,, v. 9, pp. 480-454.

ARsrT. Qutlines the proposed method of work; asks for advice as to the
running of the Bast and West line and requests certain instruments.

Angwers to queries, by Mr. Bordley. 4 pp. fol.

Msa. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 633,

Apst. 1st.  Lord Baltimere has excluded himself from right to receive rents
which acerued since 4th July 1760 [date of articles] for Lands which
may fnll in Pennsylvania,

2nd. SBame rule applies to all arrears of rent then due.

3rd. Answered in 2nd query. i :

4th. Lord Baltimore having given up right to receive rents cannot be
accountable for declining to do whnt he has no right to do.

th, Owners of land originally in Pennsylvania, but now in Maryland

must pay original purchase money and al] arrears of qulit rents to
Lord DBaltimore.

6th. Proprietor of Pennsylvania vnder some rnle as Lord Baltimore in
Answers 1, 2, 4. .

7th. About Powers of Government—Whatever alterations from original
Limits between Provinces may be brought about by Artlces in polnt
of Territory. Lord Baltimore’s claim to Government to fuil extent
of Territory granted him by Charter, ought to be kept up unti] his
majesty's pleasure can be known.

8th. Rule for Duties and Levies mentioned in querles ; 8, 9, 10, being all
Acts of Government, are referred to preceeding angwer.

1llth. Owner of land on the line shall pay quit rents Lo respective pro-
prietors in proportion to the 2 pieces of land thus divided and the
party who 1s entitled_to the gquit rent must at his own expense ayscer-
tain the quantity of Land remaining or taken ln his Territory,

12th, Answered in 7.

Demonstration by Dr. Robert Smith. “Scheme for runhing the
tangent lines.” 2 pp. fol. with diag.

Ms. Cory. Pa, Hist. Soc., Penn, MSS. “Boundarles,” p. 94.

Note. Dr. Smith was professor of astromomy and Viece Chancellor of
Cambridge Untv. and founder of its Smith mathematical prizes.

Letter. Surveyor Greer to the Pennsylvania Commissioners. 4 pD.
fol. :

Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc.,, Penn MJS, “Boundaries,” p. 99.

ABpsT, Transmits methed “Irer the laying out & Clrele or Part of a Clrele
at 12 Mile distance from the Center of the Town of Neweastle” and
solution, with three diagrams.

Demongtration by Dr. John Bevis for Finding a meridian with a
telescopic instrument. :

Ms, Cory. Pa. Hist. Sd_c., Penn. MSS, “Boundaries,” p. 72,

ABST, Directions for observing the =zenith distance of Capella south of
Philadelphin, Fis own success in measurlng with rods meross Salisbury
Plain. Why the “Trlangular Wooden Instrument” ls inaecuraie.

Note. Dr, Bevis a prominent astronomer and Fellow of the Royal Soclety
publlshed many astron. tables, beoks and papers.




1761.
Feb.

Feb. 24.

Feb. 27.

April 18.

April 28.

April 30.

] May 21.
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Demongtrations. To run tangent to circle about Newcastle.

Unsigned.

Ms. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn, MS8S. “Boundarfes,” DD. 86-85.

Note. TFrom explanation probably by ‘English scientists or by the sur-
yeyors of the llne in Amnerlca.

Additional queries submitted to Mr. Bordley. 1 p. fol,

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe, Nos. 830, 631,

AnsT. Beging at No. 11. To whom do persous pay rent whose plantations
are crossed by line of 1751, at whose expense Is the exact dividing line
to be determined. MNeo. 12! Are persons whose plantatlons are crossed
by dividing line to pay taxes in Maryland or no 7 No. 13. If dividing
line 1runs phrough Lord Proprletor's manors, will he be deprived of all
right te shch as may fall in Pennsylvania ?

Demonstration. Mr, Harris, Christ Hospital. *Becond proposi-
tion.” 4 pp. fol.

Ms. Onig. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MBS, "Boundaries,” p. 66.

ApsT. Solution of a propogition to draw a right line from the point b
in guch manner as to become a tangent to a circle supposed to be de-
geribed about the town “C™ at the digtance of 12 horlzontal miles.

Note. Harris at this time Assay Master of the Mint was an inventor of
mathematical instruments and an author of books on mathematics and
navigation.

John Rebertson’s original proposal for finding the places of the
partition lines between Penonsylvania and Maryland., Signed
Repr. 30 p. MS.

Ms. ORIG. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MS88. “Boundaries” p. 83.

Cf. Coleman, Cat. Penn Papers, 1870, No. 17.

ABsT. Discusses magnetle variation and its effect upon running long lloes.
Proposes o system of triangulation and analyses the work into
problems, .

Letter. Wilmot to C. Calvert. 2 pp. fol

M=, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers. No. 1232,

ABsp, Adviges that neither Lord Baltimore nor Penn grant such londs
ns are ungranted in their own provinecs, which will be in a different
province after lines are run, nor receive quit rents of such as are granted.
As to lands which are uncertain by reason of undelermined lines, the
parties should settle with each other after lines are run.

Note. Wilmot was a witness to the agreement of 1780.

Commission from the Right Honorable Lord Baltimoere for enlarg-
ing the time limited by a former commission of 5th July, 1760,
for settling the boundaries between Maryland and Pennsylvania
with Messrs. Penn. [Parchment.]

Ms. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 160.
. Mad. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 161.

Instructions. Commissioners to Surveyors Priggs, Garnett, Emory,
Watson, Stapler and Shankland.

Ms. Corr. In the field notes and journal of the surveyors after June 12,
1761. pn, 40-42 ; Thomns Garnett and John Hall not slgning this July 10,
1761 ; also copied in the minutes of the commissloners at Chesler Town,
June 26, 1761,

ApsT. Iaving observed errors in the measurements. the surveyors are
instructed to remeasure certain paris of the line, They are also fo make
new determinations of the meridian. If thev do mot colncide with the
?_ld they are to wait untll August 1zt. Auofhorized to run southwest try
ine, -
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1761.

May 22..

June 10.

June 15.

June 19.

June 25,

June 26.

June 30,

July.

July 6.

SOURCE MATERIAT.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Record of Court.

Ms. Onta. P. B. O. “Chancery Proceedings.”

Apgr. Cites Bill of Complaint and recltes final agreement. Proprietaries
to make out commissions for not more than seven and not less than
three persons to conclude the runnlhg of part of the boundary line.

Note, Baltimore’s answer of 27 Avg. 1761 ig nttached to this.

Letter. Ceciliug Calvert te Governor Sharpe.

Ma. Onre.  Md. Hist, Soc.
Poe. Md. Arch., v. 9, p. 519-521.

ABsT, Reports agreement between the proprietors as to enlargement of
tlme and that east and west line shall be va parailel of latltude,

Letter. John Robertson “to Thos. Penn, London.”

Ms, Orie. Pa, Hist. Soc., Penn MES. “Boundaries,” p. G7.

ABBT. Answering a proposal for describing a paratlel of latitude, has con-
sidered ease of the whole operation and exponse,

Letter. C. Calvert to Hammersley. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. ITist. Soec.,, Calvert Papers, No, 1236,

ABsT. Lord Baltimore asks Hammersley's ndvice in regard to Power of
Court and Sheriff of Worcester over People formerly of that County, now
falling north of the ime run n 1751,

Commission. Governor Sharpe to Rev. John Barelay, as commis-
sioner for Maryland.

Note, In place of “HMon. Dan Dulaney now embar

king for England.” Cf
June 25 Minutes Comsr. 1761, June 28,

Minuies of Commissioners Proceedings at Chestertown, Kent
County, Maryland, March 25, 1761, to Jume 26, 1761, together

instructions to surveyors about running the mid-peninsular’
north and south line. § pp. fol.

Ms. Corx. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. "“Boundaries,” p. 71. Cf. Allen, Cat.
Penn Papers, No. 62.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 634 (10 pp. fol.)

ApsT. Merldian taken by the star Aloith and Polar star. Loetters to
surveyors with instruetions as to where and how to run the Iine. 'Chis
1s preceded by an auto-migned statement of Governor James Hamilton
that Richard Tea, clerk, and Richard Petera, secretary of the provinees

of Pennsylvania, have appeared before him and sworn this to be a troe
copy. Dated 22 August, 1761.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.
Ms. Cor¥. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV, p. 206.
PuB. Md. Arch,, v. 9, p. 527.

ABST. Announces that true north line has been run 26 mileg up the penin-
sula and that work will be renewed on July 15.

Queries submitted to Mr, Robertson by Thos. Penn. 4 pp. fol.

‘Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penp MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 81,

Apgr. Querles on the 2nd, 4th and Sth of the original articles between
the proprietors of Maryland and Penmnsylvania and eight questions on
the geodetic problems involved in running the line.

See letter, Robertson, 6 July 1761,

Demonstrations by John Robertson. “Mr. Robertson’s scheme,”

Ms. Onrid. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MB8S8. “Boundarles,” p. 68.

Apgr. Ms. answers to eight queries proposed by Mr. Penn, Method. *“To
describe a Parallel of Lotitude.”




1761.
July?

July 16.

July 15.

July 23,

Aug. 17.

Aug.

Aug. 22,

5 Aug. 27.

Sept. 14.
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“Discussion [probably by Doctor Harris]. 5 pp., and diag. to
ageertain the latitude for the boundary and to continue that
bhoundary westward to any assigned ‘difference of longitude.”

Ms. Pa. Hist. Soc., Pern MSS, “Boundaries,” p. 102.

ABsT. Snggests improvements in the instrument proposed by Doctor
Robertson.

Commisgion. Appointing Jonathan Hall vice Mr. Arthur Emory,
ag surveyor for Maryland.

Ms. Cory. In the‘ﬁeld notes and journals of the Buyveyors of 1761, p. 44,

Commigsion appointing John Lukens and Archibald McClean two
of the surveyors for the proprietors of Pennsylvania.
Ms. Copy, In the field notes and journal of the surveyors of 1761 p. 45.
Addressed to Messrs. Prigg, Garnett, Stapler and Shankland.
Note by Thomas Garnett and John Hall that this wag received July 19, 1761.

Opinion of Messrs. Prait and Yorke on Agreement, 1 p. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 649,

ABsr. Think that Rovndaries now ascertained are real Boundaries and
on this ground the Parties have agreed to apply to King to Ratity Agree-
meni. Recommend Proprietors to carry covenant into Execution by Peti-
tion to King and in meantime instruct their Governments and agents to
Induce tenants te comply with laws agreed upon by I’roprietors.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Ceciliug Calvert.
Ms. Copx. Md. Hist. 8oc, Sharpe Letterbook IV, p. 210.
Pur. Md. Arch,, v. 9, pp. 536-557.

ABST. Refers to the fact tbat the boundary Mne is to be an ave of n
parallel of latitude and pot an mrc of the great eirele, And also that
the surveyors can now use Alioth and are now at work.

Instructions from Lord Baltimnore to Governor Sharpe for his
Conduct in Government of Maryland. 2 pp. fol,

Ms. Copy. M4, Hist. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 630,

ABST. @Gives opinion of DPratt and York (see Calvért Papers, No. 649).
Instructed to use all lawful methods ko induce tenants on each side the
Lines to submit to Government to which they shall fall and to be ohedient
to Agreement,

Letter. John Lukens to Richard Peters, Hsq. 2 pp. fol. Auto-
signed.

M#. Orie, Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MSS, “Boundaries,” p. 70.

ABST. Agks that he may be relieved as he finds Instructions easy in theory
but not in practice over swamps.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Answer of Lord Baltimore to Riil
of Complaini. .

Ms. P. R. 0. “Chancery Proceedings.”

ApsT. Commissions provided for a final agreement had In reallty been
executed 5 July 1760 and progress made, as well as extension of tlme
arranged for from 80 April 1762 to 30 April 1763,

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc,, Shnrpe Letterbook IV, p. 211.
I’'uve. Md. Arch., v. 9, pp. 538-5359.

ABST. Annpounces that the surveyors had run the north line 44 miles and
would reach Newcastle connections sometlme in October.
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1761.
QOct. 22,

Oct. 22.

Oct. 23.

Oct. 24.

Nov. 7.

Nov. 9.

Nov. 12.

Nov. 13.

Nov. 28.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy. Md, Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV, p. 212,
Pye. Md. Arch., v. 9, pp. 548-540.

Anst. Asks that Proprietaries obtain the transit umsed in surveying a
meridian through Salisbury Plain about 1748.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Ca,lvert.-

Ms. Copy. Md. Hlist, SBoc, Shm:‘ge Letterbook IV, p. 213.

Pus.  Md. Areh., v. 9, pp. 549-550.

Ansr. Describes the state of the work and asks regarding the east and
west llne 1f 1t should be extended westward to the vountaln Head of
the Nortih Branches or to the Meridian of the most Western Spring that
runs info the South Branch of Poetomaclk.”

Letter. Commissioners for Pennsylvania “to the Honoured Gen-
tlemen” [Messrs. Penn]. 4 pp. fol. Auto signatures of Messrs.
Hamilton, Allen, Peters, Bwing, Chew and Coleman.

Mg, Omid. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 78. Cf. Coleman
Cat. Penn Papers, Nos. 27, 188. .

Anse. This letter, setting forth, as it does, the numwLrous ercors and diffi-
culties into which the surveyors had fallen undoubtedly led to the appolnt-
%J_ent of new surveyors and the ultimate appointment of Mason and

ixen.

Note. Ewing had been appointed in place of Lardner, gone to England,

Letter of instruction, Newcastle. Commissioners to Surveyors
Hall, Garnett, Lukens and McClean.

Ms. Copry. In Field notes and Journal of the surveyors of 1761, p. 133.

Apgr., They have fixed a stone mear Joseph Tatloe’s house mear which the
surveyors are desired fo set up a post and from whence they are to
measure the ling of infersection according to former instructions. ‘They

are to measure accurately a base from which to triangulate the distance .

from the courthouse to the said post.

Instructions. Commissioners to the surveyors.

M:-:sl: goigé In the Field notes and Journal of the surveyors of 1761, pp.

35, 136.

ArsT. They are to run a straight line 12 miles, horlzontal measure, -from
the center of the courthouse of Newcasile, making an angle of 19°* 3’ 55"
northward with the line of intersection lately run.

Letter. TLord Stirling to Richard Peters, Esq. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soc.,, Penn MS8S. “Boundaries,” p. 74

ABST, States that astronomical transit from Tast Jersey will be of Litile
valne until he can explain its manner of working as the printed Instruc
tions mre lost. Approves Mr. Robertson's method for circle arcund New-
epgtle. Cf. 6 July, 1761.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Sec., Sharpe Letterbook IV, D. 216,

Pur. Md. Arch., v, 9, pp. 651-55Z.

Apdr, Sends map showing what has been done and asks advlce as to run-
ning a tangent line. BSays that Lord Baltimore’s share of expense to
date is £1000.  Suggests that it may be hetter to have other surveyors
rmn the norghern boundary.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV, p. 218.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 9, pp. 66 5. )
ApsT. Describes the work of the surveyors to date and asks whether the

tangent line should be gurveyed or defermined by offsets made each mlle.
Letter. - Mr. Bordley to C. Calvert. 10 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe, Calvert Papers, No. 1227,
Anst. telates what was done towards oxecuting the Commission of run-
ning lines between the proprietora. .
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Jan., 13.
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Dec. 1. Answers by the Maryland Council to the queries that were sent by
- the Honourable the Lords of Trade and Plantations to the Lieut.

Governor of Maryland.
M5, Onig. Md. Council Proc., Liber J. R. & U. 8., pp. 318-320.

ABST., Gives description of physical features of state. charter houndaries
and consequent digputes, and outlines of agrveement of 4 July, 1760,

Dec. 2.  Field notes and Journal, Surveyors of 1761. Auto signed by John
Lukens, Archibald McClean, Thomas Garneti and John Hall.

166 pp. fol. 12 mo. 11 Dec. 1760, to 2 Dec., 1761.

M5. Oria. Land Office, Annapolis, Md.
Note. This iz the only copy of this jourmal that has been found.

here run is the true meridian or north line from which the surveyors of

1762 /3 made offgets to 1run the tangent line
Bee map by Ewing, 1763, and remarks in field notes, 3 Aug. 1763,

Mga, CorY., Pa. Hist, Soc.,, Penn MS8. “Boundarics,” p. 75,

ADBBT, Stateg that the Jersey quadrant is so exact that there will noi be

an error of 20 yards in the entire line.

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Bill of Complaint prepared by

Penn’s attorney. 3 pp. fol.
Ms., Copr. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No, 642,

ABgT. Penn complains that Lovrd Baltimore refuses te perform agreement.

1762. Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Answer of Lord Baltimore to

Complaint of Penns. 2 pp, fol.
Ms. CoPy. Md., Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 644,

ApsT, 1, Believes it true that Artleles of Agreement (10 May 1732) meére
only made and executed by Charles, Lord Baitlmore and John I’enn.
2. Begs leave to refer to Articles of Agreement nnd Ovrders of Counncil

hefore he answers.

2=

enrolled in Court, but begs leave to refer to it again.
. Admits that he executed two commlsslons for running lines.

R

to perform its agreement.

Mg. Oric. Pa. Hist. Sce., Penn MBS, “Boundaries,” p. 65.

AnsT. It wrill not be in their power to carry this agreement inte exesu-
tion unless Lord Daltimore sends word that unreasonable objections shall

be avoided.”
See also Letter, 23 Dec. 1760.

Feb. 20. Letter. John Robertson to Thomas Penn,
Mg. ORig. DIa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 82.

ApsT. Transmits tables for latltude and explains the advantage of the
astronomical method over the offset method for surveying the parallel.

Thls was the plan adopted for {he Mason and Dixon line.

Note. Table with diagram showing offsets on scale of 1000 feet with

explanations ln his handwriting.

Feb. 27. Chancery. Penn ve, Baltimore. Brief for Defendant (Lord Balti-

more). 21 pp. fol.
Ms. Cop¥. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 645, 646, 647,

ArgT. Lord Baltimore Ancwers BII of Penns (1761) praying thet Inden-
ture of 1760 be ratified by Cowrt and Lord Baltimore be bound by the

Decree. Agrees to perform Indenture of Agreement 4 July 1760,

Letter. Lord Stirling to [Richard Peters?] (extr.) 1 p. fol.

. Admits that Indenture of 4 July 1760 was duly acknowledged and

. Willing for Court to Ratify Indenture of 4 July 1760, and consents

"Extl;a.cts of a letter from Pennsylvania,” 13 Jany., 1762. 2 pp. fol.
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1762,
Feb. 27.

Mar. 6.

:April 26.

April 30.

June 15.

June 17.

June 21.

July 23.

Aug, 20.

Sept. 147

SOURCE MATELRIAL

Chancery. Penn vs. Baltimore. Petition io confirm Agreement
between Lord Baltimore and Penns, 36 pp. fol.

Ms. Copr. Md. Hisi. Soc., Galvert Papers, No. 086,

Apst. Reclies the disputes about boundary line and its settlement, from
1683-1762,

Deeree by Lord High Chancellor for specific performance of Apree-
ment of 1760.

Note, Referred to in Broadside issued by Gov. of Pa. 1774.

Commission. Gov. Sharpe to George Stuart to act as commis-
sioner tor Maryland. ‘

ABst. To take place of Hon. Robert Jenkinge Henry, glek, Cf. Apr. 6-29
Minutes of Commiss. 1762, Apr. 30.

Minutes of Commissioners. Proceedings at Newcastle, with in-
atructiops to the surveyors. Autosigned for Maryland by
Messrs., Sharp, Ridout, Leeds, Steuart; for Pennsylvania Ly
Messrs. Hamilton, Allen, Peters, Chew, Coleman.

Ms. CopY. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MSS8. “Boundaries,” b. 73.

Md. IMist. 8oe., Calvert Papers, No. 657.

A®sr. Met at Neweastie; report of surveyors on running line of intersec-
tion; report of surveyors in running tangent line; cammmissioners ask for
more time to 31 Dec. 1764.

Last two pages also in Calvert Papers, No. 663.

Commissioners. Journal No. 1. 88 pp. sm. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 024,
Md. Hist. Soc., Calyert Papers, No, 664,

ABsr. Copy of Imstructions to surveyors and Jowrnal with diagrams.

Letter. Surveyors in field to Commissioners.

Anst. Reportlng deviation of tangent iine at 15 mile post. CL Minutes
of Commiss. 1762, Sept. 17.

Commission. Covernor Sharpe to John Ridout ard John Leeds.
ApsT. Appelnting them commissioners for Md. in place of Hon. Benj.

Tasker, Jr. and Rev. Alex. Malcolm. Cf. July 20 Minutes Commiss.
1762 Sept. 17. :

Note. Ridout was Secy. of Md., Leeds the Surveyor of 1760.

Commission. Governor Hamilton to Rev, Jobn Ewing.

ApsT, Appointing him commissioner in place of Lynford Lardner “lately
salled for Bngland.” Cf. July 29 Minutes Comimiss, 1762, Sept, 17.

Resolution. New Jersey Council. 1 p. fol.

Ms. CoPY. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MBS, “Boundaries,” p. 69.

Apst. The asironomical quadrant wilh the box of instruipents and in-
stroctions belonging to it to be loaned to the proprietors of Fennsyl-
vania, Lady Stirling to deliver the same to Mr. Peters or other person.

Commission. Governor Hamilton to Wm. Coleman.

ABsT. As commissioner for Pa. in place of “Ryves Holt who declined to
serve longer.” Cf. Sept. 14 Minutes Commiss. 1762, Sept. 17.

Note. Coleman was judge of the Supreme Court of Pa.
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Sept, 14. Addition to minutes of 14 Sept. proposed by Maryland Commis-
sioners but objected te by Pennsylvania Commissioners,

Ms. Copy. Md. Hlst. Sec., Calvert Papers, No. 669.

ApsT. Pennsylvania Commissioners proposed a new celeulation for finding
true course of Tangent; Maryland Commissioners suggest that lines be
reported to Proprietors of Penmsylvania and Maryland and let them
decide next step. Finally agreed that calculation be made on suppositlon
that the Line last run is a straight Line, Meayyland Commlssioners
]Ijjlieve error was cemroitted in running last Line as well as in Meridian

ne.

Sept. 16. Extract of Commissioners’ Minutes. 4 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. ITist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 667.

Apst. Further instrucHons of Commissioners and Surveyors about running
& line from middle post of east and west line to make an angle north-
westerly with the line last run,

Sept. 17. Hxtract from Commissioners’ Minutes. 4 pp. fol,

3s. Coryr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 668.

ARsT. Work on tangent line dropped for tlme being, and new line beguw
Same instructlons as in- preceding.

Sept. 17. Minutes of the Commissioners for running the lines between the
provinces of Penmnsylvania and Maryland from the 29th of July,
1762, to September 17th following, both inclusive. 8 p. fol.
- Attested by Sec'y Peters. :
Ms. Copy. Pa. Hist. Soe, Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” pp. 76, 77.
Md. Hist. SBoc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 664.

Amsr, Bigned: for Maryland by Messrs. Ridout, Leeds, Stnart, Barclay ;
for Pennsylvania by Messrs. Allen, Peters, Coleman, Ewlng. Closing with
i’\-;structions to surveyors Priggs, Garnet, Hall, Stapler, Lukens and

cClean.

Meetings ‘held near “Mid-Peint” and at Newecastle.

Oct. 9. Letter. Commissioners to Proprietors.
Cf. Allen, Caf. Penn Papers, No 16.

Oct. 20?7 Commission. Governor Sharpe to Dennis Dulaney.
ABsT. As commissioner for Md, in place of KBdw. Lloyd “disabled from
attendlng.!” Cf. Oct. 20 Minutes Commiss. 1763, Dec. 10.
Note. Lloyd acted Iater as financin]l agent of Md. for the Survey.

Nov. 1. Mar. Philadelphia. By Nicholag Scull. 1 in.= 400 feet, 20x1514 in.

Repub. by Miller and Moss, Phila., 1876.

Igsued one year before Mason and Dixon set up their observatory at South
Street. Plots dwellings at corner of Cedar St. taken at southernmost
point of city from whlich to mensure south to the houndary. For sketch
of the Plumstead and Huddle house where work began see: Emmett
MES. No. 14488, Lenox Library.

Dec.12. Copy of Instructions for Surveyors. 9 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe,, Calvert Papers, Nos. 622, 623,
Amsr, Instructions to run meridian and north line, to use horizontal meas.-
1763 - ures, keep minutes, and keep Governgrs $harp and Hamilton posted,
Feb.15. Mr. Penn’s commission to their commissioners to Enlarge the time
for gettling the Boundarys of Pennsylvania and Maryland with
Lord Baltimore.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soe, Calvert Papers, No, 163.

Note. A similar commission was issued by Baltimore. Cf. Minutes Com-
miss, 1768, Apr. 30.
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1763.
April 27.

April 30,

June 6.

July 20.

July 21.

July 21.

July 20.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Richard Peters to Thomas Penn. 1 p. Q.

Ms. ORriG. TPa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 101.
Cf. Coleman, Caf. Penn I'apers No. 328.

Aust. In spite of Mr. Alexander’s T'ables of Variation of Varlation [varia-
tion repeated] it is impossible to absolutely fix the place where the lines
must run. As this varlation is less as we go westward can it be vight to
run 2 whole westerly line of the Provinece with the same. varlation
especinlly as this 1s all in your prejudice? If on examination of the
wolk by mathematicians in lingland it should be pronounced wrong can
Lord Baltimore procure an order to do it over again? If an error be
made iz running the tangent line of say 1, 2, 3, 4, § miles Nagt or West
may it still be deemed the dividing line or shall the commissioner’s return
the line and set forth the ervor?

Commission. Governor Sharpe to Daniel of 8t, Thomas Jenifer.

ABST. Appoiniing him “elerk to the commissioners of Lord Baltimore.”
¢f. Minutes Commiss. 1763, Apr. 30.

Letter. Chas. Mason to Dr. Bradley.

Ms. Ozid. Radeliffe Obsery. Oxford Univ. Eng.

ABST. Thanks him for his kind wishes in the “North American [boundary]
affair.”” Mr. Penn has been heard from and when Lord Baltimore re-
turns, Dr. Bradley’s recommendatlon will be a great favor. .

Note. Mason was assistant to Dr. Bradley who laid the foundatlon of
practical astronomy. After returning from America Mason remained
with him. When Bradley died 1782 Mason sailed with his family to
live in America.

MASON AND DIXON SURVEY.

Tetter, Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.
Ms. Orid. Md., Hist, Soe.
Pon. Md. Areh., v. 9, p. 105.

AnsT, Refers to failures of surveyors and engagement of Mason and
Dixon.

Minutes of Commissioners proceedings at Newcasile, 22 Apr. to
21 July, together with instructions to the surveyors. 15 p. fol.

Ms, Cory. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” pp. 109, 110, attested
by Sec’y Peters, Phila,, 30 Sept. 1763.

Note. Orig. Ms. was in Custody of Sec’y Teters.

Proceedings of Joint Commission (July 15—July 21, 1763). 17
pp. fol.

Ms, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert TPapers, Ne. 674.

Amst. Commissioners unable to agree as to the accuracy of the Line run
Iast year. Further instructions (o surveyors.

Contract [rough draft] between Thomas Penn, Richard Penn,
Lord Baltimore proprietaries [London} and two mathematicians
[epaces left blank for names], agreeing to pay the latter 10 sh.
6 d. each from the 26th of June, 1763, to the day of their landing
in America; £1 1 sh. for each day during the time they are in
Ameriea and up to their landing again in England; 10 sh. 6 d.
extra each day on their return passage and £1 1 sh. for the
time necessary to complete the work, Provisions are made as to
the time to be allowed for the accomplishment of the work and
stipulation that the expense shall be borne proportionately by
the proprietaries. Unsigned. 10 p. 5 p. text.

Ms. Oriz. Pa Hist. Soc., Penn MBS. “Boundaries.” pp. 105, 106.

Note. 'This contract is apparentily the draft prepared by the =ollclfors
and may have been used as the “copy” for an engrossed instrument, The
date 18 pencilled in only, at the top of the first page. See Aug. 4, 1763,

See alag bill rendered, 11 Nov. 1768.
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Aug. 4,

Aug. 4.

Aug. 4,

Aug. 4,

Aug, 10,

Aug. 10.
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Instrument of Reciprocal Agreement beiween Lord Baltimore and
the Penng and Mason and Dizon. 4 pp. fol.

Ms. Corr. Md. Hist, Soce, Calvert Papers, No. 679.

ABsSt, Lord Baltlmore and the I’enns agree to pay traveling expenses and
one pound one shilling a day for services of Mason and Dixon, Mason
and Dixon agree Lo give their best nssistance. All bind ‘themselves in
penal sum of two hundred pounds for faithful Performance of the Agree.
ment. [Decision to employ Messrs. Masen and Dixon reached 20 June.
Agreement as {o pay 14 July. See memo. with bill of surveyors.
11 Nov. 1768. Mr. Gilbert Coke’s copy.]

Lord Baltimore’s direction to Governor Sharp and council of
Maryland to assist Chas. Mason and Jeremiah Dixon in making
the limits between Maryland and Pennsylvania. [Parchment,]

‘Ms. Copy. M4. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 165, 675, 678.
Same: with colored wood-cut of 1732 map in margin, Calvert
Papers, No. 166. -

Hints from Mesgrs. Bevis and Harris [2 mathematicians} to Lord
Baltimore and the Penns about running tangent Line and Paral-
lel of Latitude. 3 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soe,, Calvert Papers, No. GS0.

ALsT, Discuss methods of running the lines,

Note. These were sent to boundery Commiss. and by them delivered, Dec.
1, to Masen and Dixey who wera instructed, Dee. 10 to rerun the tan-
%&nt line in aceordance with these hints. Of, Minutes of Commiss., 1762,

ec. 10,

Letter. Thomas and Richard Penn to Governor James Hamilton,
‘Wm, Allen, Richard Peters, Benjamin Chew, Wm. Coleman, John
Erving and Geo. Stevenson. Requesting acceptance of Chas.
Magon and Jeremiah Dixon' and extending time for completing
survey. Auto signed Thomas and Richard Penn.  Parchment.
T pp. large fol. '

Ms. Orre. I'a, Hist, Soc., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” pp- 103, 104,

Ms, CoPy. Md. Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, Nes. 164, 677.

AngT. Contract of the proprietaries with Charles Mason and Jeremish
Dixon “iwo persons who. they have the greatest reason to believe, are
well-skilled in astronomy, mathematicks and surveying, of great integrity
and totally unbiassed and unprejudiced on either side of the question o
goe over to America.” Requests and desires the said commissioners to
take the said Mason and Dixon to their aid and assistance to mark, run
out, settle, ix and determlne all such parts of the said circle, marks, lines
and boundaries as are mentioned in the commission. From the endorge-
ment it 18 evident that this was prepared as fair copy for the use of the
engrossers, altheugh theve are numeroug interlineafions. The engrossed
document was presented by Mason and Dixon. as their eredentials. to
the commissioners. See letier of the Pennsylvania Commissioners. Deec.
20, 1763. The date of Aug. 4, 1763 (of the cony for the engrossers) is
penciled In—The rough draft is dated July, Mason is herefn deseribed
as. “late Agst. observer at Greenwich,” and Dixon a8 ‘land-snrveyor of
Cockfield, Durham.”

Letter. Thomas Penn to Colonel [Joseph] Shippen.

REPR. In Balch, Shippen Papers, p. 202.

AnsT. ‘‘Slnce Mr. Richard Peters hag resigned [as secretsry] to becotme
a minister we cannot longer desire him to receive and dlsburse MOneys
for the services of the commissioners and surveyors appeinted for run-
;ﬂnﬁ t]:lc-1 lines between Maryland and Pennsylvania, and desire you to act
n his place.””

Letfer, Thomsas Penn to Jobn Lukens.

PuB. Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 7, p. 273,

ARST.  “We have appoinied twe surveyors, jointly with Lord Baltimors,
to finish all these Lines whio will embark abent fourtcen Days hence.”
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1763.
Aug. 17.

Aug. 21.

Aug. 30.

Aug. 30.

Sept. 2b.

Nov. 3.

Nov. 10,

Dec, 1.

Dec. 6,

Dec. 9.

SOURCE MATERIATL

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.

Ms. Opig. Lenox Lib. Emmet MSS. No. 14480,

ABsT. Porwards Dr. Bevig’ transit instrument by Mason and Dizon and
Eeceigt for £71 paid them. Disensses minutely the new plan of survey
y them.

Letter. BSecretary Cecilins Calvert to Frederick, Lord Baltimore,

Tus. Md. Hist. Soc., Fund Pub. No. 34, pp. 209-215.
ADsT, Tecounts the arrnngements made for Mason and Dizon Burvey.

Field notes and Journal, 21 July, 1760, to 30 Aug., 1763, of the joint
surveyors. Auto signed for Pennsylvania by John Lukens and
Archibald McClean; for Maryland by John F. A, Priggs and
Jonathan Hall. 130 pp.

Ms. Onrie. Land Office, Annapolis.

Ms, CopY, Po. Hist. Soc., enn MSS. “Boundaries” p. 113. (Incomplete).

Pun. Rep. Sec. Int. AF.. Pa. “Boundaries,” pp. 340-301 (ln part). Taken
from authentiented copy in possession of Ferd, Hasgler.

Note. This Is the only complete original or compleie copy that has been
found of this jouma{ The copy of the minutes from July 21 to August
30, 1763 was made for the use of the Pennsylvania proprietorg and is
now among the Penn manuseripts in  the Pennsylvania Historleal
Boclety. See also field notes of preceding year, 2 Dec. 1761,

Journal No. 2. Commissioners. 56 pp. sm. fol.
Ms. Copx. Md, Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers. No. 625. .

Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 664. DIxiracts, 25 pp. fol.
Apst. Journal with diagrams and further instructions to the surveyors.

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Lord Baltimore. 7 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md, Hist. Soe., Calvert Papers, No. 1271.

ApsT. Says he agreed with the Penns that in running lines, agreed Y.ati-
tudes should be ascertained by distance of stars. Also tells of agree-
ment wlth Mason and Dixon and under what conditions they came to
America. .

Commission. Governor Sharpe to Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer.

ApsT. As commissioner for Md. in place of Dennis Dulaney. Cf. Nov, 3,
Minutes Commiss. 1762, Dec. 10,

Note. Jenlfer was already clerk to Md. commiss. as Maurice was for Pa.

Letter. Governor Sharp to Ceciling Calvert.

Ms. CopY. Md. Hist. S8oc., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Pye. Md. Arch.,, v. 14, p. 120,

Ansr. @Qives aceount of mecting at Georpetown and agreement to postpone
further work pending arrival of Mason and Dixon.

Proclamation by Lieut. Gov. Colden of N. Y. of the royal procla-
mation declaring the boundaries of the several governments of
America.

Ms, N. Y. Sec’y Btate, O, English MSS, v. 02, p. 3.
Qath gqualifying Mason and Dixon.
Note. Drawn up by Commiss. Administered this date by Judge Coleman

of the Pa. Supreme Court, one of the Commiss. Cf. Minutes Commiss.
1763, Dee. 10.

Instructions of Commissioners at Phila. to Surveyors Mason and
Dixon.

Ms. Copy. Mioufes Commiss. 1872 Dec. 10,

Apgr, After running Phila. to Brandywine line and line south 15 miles
they are to re.run {angent line from Middle Point. Are to sign two
journals each day. )




1763.
Dec. 10.

Dec. 13.

Dec. 20

Dec. 20,

Dee. 20.

Dec. 20.

Dec, 28.
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Minutgs of the Commissioners from Oct. 20, 1763, to Dec. 10, 1763.
15 pp. fol. .

Ms. Cory. Pa. Hist. Sec, Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” pp. 111, 112,
Md. Rist, 8oc., Calvert Papers, No. 681,

ABST. Minutes of proceedings wibh elaborate instructions to the new sur-
veyors. Messts. Mason and Ddxon, as to the operations they shall first
undertale and the instruments that shall be used. .

Meeting of Oct. 20 held at Georgetown, Md., that of Dec. at Phila.

Letter. Secy Ridout to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Pun, Md. Arveh., v. 14, p. 123.

Aps®t.  Anmounces arrival of Masen and Dixon nnd recites the instructions
given to them at I’hiladelphia.

“Representation of Facts”. By Commiss. John Ewing for the Pa.
Commiss.

Ms. Omrig. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 97: “Draught”
on p. 92.

ABSY, Representation of facts, with draught delineating the two lines last
run. Both are agreeable to a letier written by the I'omnsylvania com-
missigners to the broprietarvies 20 Dec. 1763, being a resumé of Lhe
operations conducted in surveylng the tangent line and from which it
appears that the work has been conducted with mathematical precigion, -
although the second efort to deseribe the tangent line met with little
better success than the first. .

MaPr. [John Ewing.] Draughi delineating the two lines last run
[as tangent lines to the Newecastle cirele], 1 p. fol,

Ms. Onri¢. Pa. Hist. Sec.. Penn MSS., “Boundaries,” p. 92,

Apsm. This shows the tangent line of 1782 and the tangent line of 1763 :
also the offsets from the line of 1762 marked wlth posts and west of the
1762 1line, and the offzet from the line of 1768 marked with posis and east
#! the 1763 line. Ses extract from the commissioners’ Ietter, Phila,
Dec. 20, 1763.

Letfer. Pennsylvania Commissioners [Hamilton et al.] to Thomas
and Richard Penn. 3§ pp. fol. Auto signed.

Ms. Or1g. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MSS. *“Boundaries,” p. 115.

ABST, Announces the arrival of Messrs. Mason and Dixon and acknowl-
edpes the receipt of the Proprietors’ instructions handed them by Mason
and Dixon as well as of the paper of hiniy by Dr. Harris and Bevis.
Helates the proceedings of the l!ast meefing of the eommissioners,
Encloses for Penn's better information “A Representatlon of Facis,” so
that Mr. Penn wwill be acquainted with all of the details of the situation,
Agres with Mason and Dixon that the accepted measurement of g degree
latitnde on_the earth’s surfacc (given in hints) 1s too short and cannot
be depended upon. Therefove, will proceed to measure 15 miles gsouth of
Philadelphia by mensuration. ’

Note. Probably occasioned aeeurate measurement of degree of latitude for
Royal Bociety by Mason and Dixon. See: Roy. Soce, Trans. v. 12.

“Reagons offered by the Maryland Commissioners for deferring the
work” and “The Penngylvania Commissioners’ answer.” 1 p
fol. Unsigned.

Mg, Cor¥. Pa. IHist. Boc., Penn MSS. “Boundarles,” p. 98.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.
Ms. Corv. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 14, pp. 126-127.

ABST, G@ives an account of startlng Mason and Dixon and thinks more
time will be needed.
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1764.
Jan. 7.

Feb. 16.

April 3.

June 2,

June 11.

July 10.

Aug. 22.

Nov. 13.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Richard Peters to Messrs. Mascn and Dixon. 2 pp. O
Auto signed.
Msstoéuc. Bound in the “Mason and Dixon Journal! Library T. 8. Dept.
ate.
Apgr. Deseribes course of the line west from Philadelphin run in 1738 /9.

Letter. David Rittenhouse to Wm. Barton.

Poe. Barton. Mem, Rittenhouse, pp. 146, 147.

ABST. Sec'y. Peters has paid him generously fer his attendance at .New-
castle where he had “to go through a number of tedious and intricate
calculations.”

Cf, alsp Pennypacler. _"thtenhouse” in Harper's Monthly Mag., 1882, pp-
65, 66 and repr. in his Hist, & Biog. Sketches, pp. 59-88.

Letter. Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe.
Ms. Onie. Md. Hist. Soe.
Pos. Md. Avch., v. 14, 1. 129-149.

ABsT, Says Pemns are trying te arrange for the running of their northern
poundary as a_douceur to the New Surveyors [Mason and Dizon] if they
treat them well.

Commigsion from the Right Honorahle Lord Baltimore, Lord Pro-
prietary of Maryland, for Enlarging the time granted by former
Commissioners for setiing the Boundarys between Maryland and
Pennsylvania with Messre. Penn to 31 December, 1765. [Parch-
ment.]

Ms. Copy. M@. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 167.
Cf. Commission 4 Dec. 1765 extending time one year.

Note. Commissioners agreed May 21, 1764 to ask an extension to Dec. 31,
1766. Cf. Mlnutes Commigs. 1768, Proprietors apparently agreed to
sanctlon extengions only 4 year at a time. See entries 1764, Dec. 31;
1765, Nov. 28; 1766, Nov. 1; 1767, Nov. 12.

Tetter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.
Me. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
PuB, Md. Arch., v. 14, pp. 163-164.

ABST. ‘15 mile south line terminates more than a guarter of a mile Norih-
ward of the point to which the temporary Yine run in 1739 inclined us to
think it would extend.”

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecillus Calvert,
Mg, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV,
Pus. Md. Areh., v. 14, p. 167.

ApsT. Thinks Mason and Dixon will be busy all the summer running the
Eangegt line which lies so far west of the old that a new vista must
e Ccut. .

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

s, Copy. Md. Hist. Soe., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Pun. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 173.

Apst. Tells of progress of Mason and Dixon and says no work on the
northern houndary likely before end of summer.

Letter. CGovernor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist, Soc., Sharpe Letierbook Iv.
Pos. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 183.

Apar. Telly of progress of Tangent Line and outlines methods of running
the East and West Line proposed by Mason and Dixon.




1764,
Noy. 217

Dec. 4,

Dec. 15.

Dec. 31.

1765.
Jan. 16,

July 10.

Sept. 12,

Oct. 24.

Nov. 11.
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Commisgions. Governor John Penn to Edward Shippen and
Thomas Willing.

ArsT.  Commissioners for Pa. in place of George Stevenson disabled and
it%g]éarg Peters “now absent beyond the seas.” Cf. Mlnutes Commigs,
- , No. 9.

Letter. Mason and Dixon to [Commissioners?]. 44 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1290,

ArsT., Tells their method of running the tangent line and the result.
Tables of measurements. They conclude that offsot posts made from
first line is in the true tangent [ine escablished on 24 November,

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Ceciliug Calvert.
Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
PuB. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 187.

ApsT. Sends copy of minutes of meeting held 24 Nov., saying “it will be
two years yet before the ahole business can be finished.”

Commission from Lord Baltimore to Commissioners. Inlarging
the time for running the Boundarys between Maryland and
Pennsylvania till 25th December, 1764, Parchment, signed by
Cecilius Calvert, Hig Attor’y.

Ms. Orre. M. Ilist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 162.
Ms. Cory. Md. Ilist. Soc.,, Calvert Iapers, No. 673. (Extracts date to 31
. Dee. 170G4).

Letter. Secretary Cecilius Calvert to Governor Sharpe (7).

M4, Copr. Md. Hist. Soc., Calverg Papers, No, 1191,
PpB. Md, Hisi. Soc.,, 'und Pub. No. 34, pp. 248-255.

Anst, DRefers with satisfaction to work of Mason and Dixon.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert,

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc.,, Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 199.

Ansr.  Says Mason and Dizon commnleted mvork east of Susquehanna June

17, but that they will not reach the liraits of settlement during that field
Season.

Letter. Charles Mason and Jeremiah Dixon to Joseph Shippen,
Jr. 1 p. fol.

Mg, Cory. Ta. Hlst. Boe., Penn MSS. “Boundaries,” p. 114,
Cf. Allen. Cat. Penn Papers, No. 64, lot 2. .

Ansr, Copy of report of progress giving observations taken. They are 45
miles from the peint of beginning, which was 2 miles to the north of
Newark in Newcastle county. The temporary [run in 1739] line was
at first balf a mile to the sonthward, and it is now distant from their
wvigta hall a mile. The next station will be North mountain. They hope
to run far enough this season to determine whether the line will cross
the river Potomac or not. Wrote Governor Sharpe a forinight ago for
£400 or £500, but have had no answer.

Minutes of Royal Sociely, Appointment of Mason and Dixon to
measure a degree of latitude “in the neighborhood of Pennsyl-
vania.”

Ms, Orra. Royal Sec. Lond., Comneil Minutes.
PuB. Mag. West Hist., v. 5, p. 484,

Letier. Governmor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore,

Ms. Copy. Mgd. Hist. Soc., Sharpe Letterbook IV.

Pup. Md. Arch, v. 14, p. 239.

Angr,  Bays commissioners meet at York, Pa., Nov. 18, and that the line
has reached Novth Mountain.

i
;
;
i
|
|
!
!
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1765.
Nov. 11.

Nov. 16?

Nov. 28.

Nov, 28,

Dec. 4.

Dec. 21.

1766,
Mar. 21

April 14.

May 28.

June 10.

SOTRCE MATERIATL

Letter., Governor Sharpe to Ceciliug Calvert.
Ms. Copy. Md. Hlst. Soec., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Pup. MdA. Arch., v. 14, p. 239.

ABST. Soys new line has crossed ‘““Femporary Line” several times and fs
now half a2 mile south, The line wil) not intersect Potomac (pnear Han-
cock) bui will run eight or ten miles north of Fort Cumberland.

Commissions. Governor Sharpe to Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer
and J. Beale Bordley deceased. Cf. Nov. 18, Minutes Commiss.,
1768, Nov. 9.

Draft of commission from Lord Baltimore for emlarging time
limited by former commission for settling Boundaries between
Maryland and Pennsylvania. 6 pp. fol.

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No, 685.
ABsT. Time extended to 31 December 1766.
Note. Applled for by Commissioners, 21 May, 1764,

Commisgsion to Mr. Penn's commissioners to enlarge the time to
settle the Boundaries of Pennsylvania and Maryland with Lord
Baltimore to the 31st Day of December, 1766. [Parchment.]

Ms. Cory. Md., Hist. Soc., Calvert Yapers, No. 168,
Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 169, imperfect.

Commissgion from the Right Honorable Lord Baltimore, Lord Pro-
prietary of Maryland, for Enlarging the time limited by former
Commissions for settling the Boundaries between Maryland and
Pennsylvania with Messrs, Peun to 31 December, 1766. [Parch-
ment.]

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soec., Calvert Papers. No. 170,

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Cecilius Calvert.
Mgs. Copryr. Md. Hist. Soe., Sharpe Letterbook IV.
Por. Md. Arch,, v. 14, p. 250.

Note. Mason and Dixon report that they have run 114 miles from North-
east corner of Maryland and he hopes the svhole affair can be ended in
summer of 1766.

Ingtructions. Commissioners to Surveyors Mason and Dixon.

Ms. Cory. Mar. 21 Minutes Commiss. 1768.

ApsT. To run line from North Mountain to Allegheny Mountaln and re-
port fortnightly through John Darnell, Frederick, Md., and through
Ndw. 8hippen, Lancaster, Pa.

Letter. Mason and Dixon to Governor Sharpe.

Ms, Orrg. Md. Hist. Soc.,, Gilmor Papers, v. 2, p. 3.
‘Pus. Md. Arch.. v. 14, p. 208,
Latrobe, Mason and Dixon line, p. 45,
AnsT, Report that Penns have paid £615 more than Lord Baltimore and
aglk for £600-£700.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Mr. Hamersely.

Ms. Copy, Md. Hist. Soc.,, Sharpe Letterbeok IV.

PuB. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 307.

Apsr., Asks extenslon of time and reports that the line is almost to Fort
Cumberland.

[t

Letter, Mason and Dixon to Governor Sharpe.

Ms. Orie. Md. Hlst. Sce., Qilmor Papers, v. 2, pt. 3.
Yup. - Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 311.

Angr. Announce line extended 165 miles to the foot of Savage Mountaln,




1766.
July 14,
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Letter. Governor Sharpe to Lord Baltimore,

Mg, Cory. Md. Hist. Soc.,, Sharpe Lebterbook IV.
Pus. Md, Arch., v. 14, p. 317. :

ABgT, DReports progress of Mason and DEFon.

July 14. Letter. Governor Sharpe to Mr. Hemersley.

July 24,

July 29.

Aup. 2

Aug. 12.

Sept. 19.

Oct. 1.

Oct. 1.

Mg, Copy. Md. Hist. Soc.,
Pon. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 318.

Angr, Reports progress of Mason and Dixen and thinks it unwlse to
extend the line further ag Indians may take offense.

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to the Pennsylvania com-
sioners,

Ms. Corx. In minutes of the joint cemmissgion of 1760-1768, p. 108.

Angr. As they find that the Messrs, Mason and Dlxon have opened the
vigta tlll October next, and it wlll be very inconvenient for the Maryland
commlgsionrers to meet ak Christina Bridge at the time appointed,
because their provinecial court is sitting, asks if there will be any objee-
tion for postponing the mecting for a few weeks?

Letter, Commissioners for Pennsylvania to the Maryland Com-
missioners.

M=, Cory. In minutes of joint commission of 176G0-1768, p, 109.

ABsT, As the meeting proposed for the 30th Instant will meet no purpose,
they agree Lo have the meeting deferred until the surveyors have fully
exacuted the last instructions of the commissioners, which they think
will be about the 28th of October next. They propose a meeting at
Christina Bridge.

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to Pennsylvania Commis-
dipners,

Ms. Corr. In minutes of the jolnt commlsslon of 1760-1768, p. 110.

Anst. Acknowledging the receipt of their letter of the 28th ulio. and
agree to meet at Christina Bridge on the 28th of October next.

Letter. Mason and Dixzon to Governor Sharpe.
Ms, Or1g. Md. Hist. Soc., Gilmor Paperg, v. 2, pt. 8.
I've, Md. Arch,, v. 14, p. 328,

ABsT. Acknowledges receipt of £500.

Letter. R. H. Allen and Benjamin Chew, Commissioners, fo
Messrs. Mason and Dixon, 1 p.

Ms. Ontg. Bound in the "“Mason and Dixon Journal” in Library V. 8.
Dept. State. Lelter in handwriting of Chew. .

ABRST. The meeting of the commissioners haz been postponed fo the 28th
of next month. Omn reaching the east end of their Iine the surveyors will
discharge their workmen. No objections to thelr measuring a degree of
Intitude for the Royal Scciety, but will expect them fo attend the
commissioners at Christina Bridge, to exhibit thelr books and make
report of their work,

Letter. Mason and Dixen to Governor Sharpe.
Ms. Orig. Md. Hist. Soc.,, Gilmor Papers, v. 2, pt. 3.
Pus. Md. Arch., v. 14, p. 332,

Letter. Mason and Dixon to Benjamin Chew.

Mg, Onig. Lenox Lib. Emmef MSS. No. 14459, 1 p. O.

ApgT. Wil set up mector at Middle point as have advised Gov, Sharpe
and will attend at place of meeting.
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1766.
Qct. 5.

Oct. 22.

Oct. 26.

Oct. 31.

Nov. 1.

Nov. 1.

Nov, 10,

Nov. 14.

SOTURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to Pennsylvania commis-
sioners.

Ms. Copy. In minutes of the joInt commission of 1760-1768, p. 110.

ABST, As Messrs. Mason nnd Dizon have alrendy exeented the instructions
of the 21st of March last, are willing to proceed at once to set up in the
tangent line the circle and east and west line, the 100 boundary stoncs,
shich 'wil] within a few days be conveyed te the head of Chester,
Bohemia, Elk and Patapsco rivers. Ask that the meeting be postponed
until the stones arve fixed, which will be some time in November.

Letter. Commissioners for Penngylvania fo Maryland commis-
sioners.

Ms. Copr. In minutes of the joint ecommisgsion of 1760-1765, p. 111.

Ansr. Conenr with the proposal that the stones be set by the surveyors.
Pregosed the next meeting be at Christina Bridge, the 20th of November
next.

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to Pennsylvania commis-
sioners.

Ms. CoPY. In minutes of the joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 112.

Apst. Belng in doubt whether their proposal would be acceptable, they
Intend ta set off for Christina Bridge in the morning. 'As the pro-

prietors desire that the line shomld be continued ag far westward as
Penusylvania extends, suggest the time be prolonged for running the line.

Letfer. Commissioners for Pennsylvania to Commissioners for
Maryland.

Ms. Cory. In minutes of the joint commisgion of 1760-1768, p. 113.

Anst. Have no objection to the proposal made in fheir letter of the 26th
inst. and will meet at Christina. Bridge on the date agreed upon by
Messrs., Bavelay and Ewing to set boundary stones on Tangent line.

Commission to Mr. Penn’s Commissioners {o enlarge the time to
settle the Boundaries of Pennsylvania and Maryland with Lord
Baltimore. [Parchment.]

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. 8ge., Calvert Tapers, No. 172.

Apgr. DExtends time to December, 1767.

Commission from the Right Honorable Lord Baltimore, Lord Pro-
prietary of Maryland, for Enlarging the Time limited by former
Commissions for settling the Boundaries hetween Maryland and
Pennsylvania with Messrs, Penn to 31 December, 1767. [Parch-
ment.]

Ms. Cory. Md. Hist. 8oe., Calyert Papers. No. 171.

Commissioners for Pennsylvania to Maryland Commissioners.

Ms. CoPY. TIn minutes of the joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 113.

ARsT. Are informed that the boundary stones -will be set before the 17th
of the present month. Request a meeting of - the commissioners at
Christina Pridge on that date, if agreeable.

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to Pennsylvania Commls-
sloners,

Mg, Copy. In minutes of the joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 113.

ABst. Although it i3 not convenient for the Maryland commissicners to
meat at Christina Bridge on the 17th, three of them will be present.




1766.
Nov. 20.

1767.
Feb., 9.

Feb. 24.

Mar. 10.

Mar. 16,

April 21.

May 3.

May 11.
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Minutes of Proceedings. Maryland Commissioners. 1 D. (MSB.,
rough draft.)

Ms, Orra. Pa. Hist. Soc, Mason and Dizon Survey RMSS.

ABsr. Minutes of comm'ssioners asking the governors of Maryland and
Pennsylvanla to apply to Sir William Johnson, His Majesty's agent and
superintendent for Indian Affairs, to secure the good-will of the Indians
clalming an icterest in the lands along the west line.

Letier. Governor Horatio Sharpe to Governor Penn.

Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 4, p. 262,

ApsT. Since Sir William Johnsen cannot expect at an expense of £500 to
get an answer from the Indians in accordance with the commissioners’
Agreement 0t the last meeting and as he seems very doubtful whether he
will be able to prevail upon them mow to give their congent to dividing
lines being continmed to the westermost limits of Pennsylvania, neverthe-
less if it is thought best that immediate applicatlon be made to the
Indians, will direct Lord Baltimore’s agent to defray one-half of the
expense. Should Slr William be apprehensive that the Indians, will be
averse to complying wwith the request which the commissloners agreed
rhould be made, is not in favor of his making any application at all

Letter. N. Maskelyne to Messrs, Mason and Dixon. 3 p. auto-
letter, signed. O.

Ms. OriG. Bound in the “Mason and Dixen Journal” in Its proper chro-
nologieal place in the Journal. Library U. 8. Dept. State.

ABsT. Deals with work done under auspices of Royal Soclety.

Note. Maskelyne wag Astronomer Royal at Greenwich.

Letter. Commissioners for Pennsylvania to Maryland Commis-
sioners,
Ms. Copy. In minutes of joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 119.

ABST. With no word from the Proprietaries or Sir William Johnson they
suggest a postponement of the meeting until the 28th of April next.

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland io Pennsylvania Commis-
pioners.

Ms. Copy. In minutes of the joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 119.

AmsT. They agree to a postponement of the meeting suggested by the
Pennsylvanis Commissioners untll the 20th of next month at Chester.

Letter. (lommissioners of Pennsylvania to Commissioners for
Maryland.

Ms. Copy. In minutes of the joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 119.

ABST. AS mo news has yet been received from Sir William Johnsorn,
whether or not the Indians consent to the econtinuing of the line beyond
the Alleganies, they suggest thnt the meeting be theld at Chester on the
20th of May next, when Sir William may have been heard {rom.

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to Commissioners for Penn-
gylvania.

Ms. Corx. In minutes of joint commission of 1760-1768, p. 120.

ApsT. Regret that the meeting must be put off to a later date, especially
as It will not be convenlent to meet at Chester on the 20th on account
of the sitting of the provincial court at that time. Are willlng to have
Alason and Dixon begin work on receipt of Sir Willfam J ohnson's answer.

Letter. Commissioners for Pennsylvania to Commlssioners for
Maryland.

Ms. Copr. In minutes of the jolnt commission of 1760-1768, p. 121.

ABsr. Commission for prolenging the ilme for running the lines fo the
20ih of December next have been received, but ne adylees from Sir
William Johnson. They, therefore, suggest meeting at Chester on the
16th of June be postponed and copeur with proposal that the surveyors
be instracted to proceed wwith phe dines in case a letter is received stating
that the Indians have given thelr consent.
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1767,
May 17.

May 20.

May. 20.

June 167

June 17.

June 18.

June 22,

July 17.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Commissioners for Maryland to Pennsylvania Commis-
sioners.

Ms. CopY. In minutes of the joint commlssion of 1760-17G8, p. 121.

Angr. They are deslrous that Mason, and Dixon should proceed with the
line as goon as the Indians have given their consent. Apree to the pro-
posal of the Pennsylvania commissioners That the Chesier meeling be
postponed. More boundary stones are aboard a ship just arrived in Wye
river. ‘“These nvill be sent to Baltimore Town to be conveyed by land to
places in the line where they are to be set up.

\

Letter. 8ir William Johnson to Governor John Penn.

Mﬁgl. t.'l'l.me 17, Minutes of Commiss.,, 1768, also letter {o Gen. Gage same

ate.

AnsT. At meetlng of 600 Indlans at German Klats, May 12, got fheir
consent to running of the llnes, several of their people to be present.

Letter. . 8ir William Johnson to Gen. Gage.

Ms. Orig. Johnson MSS. N. ¥. State.
Pun. Doe. rel. Colonial Hist. N, Y., v. 2, pp. 496, 407,

Ansr. Secured from 627 Indinns attending, but with much difficulty, con-
sent to permit the divisional lines of P’a, and Md. to be run to west-
wardl of the Allegany.

Commission. Governor Sharpe to Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer.
Angr, As commissioner for Md, Cf, June 16, Minutes of Commiss., 1768,

Letter. Thomas Penn to Messrs. Mason and Dixon. 1 p. O. Auto
letter pigned.

Ms. Orig. In “Mason and Dixon Journal.” T. 8. Dept. State.

Apst,  Acknowledges thelr letter of January 6th and Is satisfied with their
aecount of the work done,

Instructions, Commissioners to SBurveyors Mason and Dixon.

Ms, Corx. June 18 in Minutes Commiss., 1768.
Pue. Mag. West. Hist.,, v. 5, p. 4566

AnsT, Will continue wegt line fo end of 6 degrees of Iongitude and mark
it with heaps of stones and with the 139 boundary stones they are to-
send for to Baltimore. .

Letter. Commissioners for Pennsylvania to Maryland Commis-
sioners.

Ms. Corpx. Cf. Minutes of Commissioners, 1768,

ABST, - Were surprised to learn that instead of the five or six Indlans Sir
William Johnson announced would accompany the surveyors there was
a much grenter number, not lesg than 100 or 150, who were assembling
for that purpose. As the expense of subsisting go large a number would
be intolerable, after advising Mr. Croghan, Sir Wllllam Johnson's deputy,
they came to the resolution contained in the enclosed minutc. As any
application te the Indians without a small present would be Inefectnal
they were under the necessity of directing one to be made and érust that
this measure will not be disapproved of by the Maryland commissicners.
The minute in the forcgoing letter is of same date and gives steps taken
to prevent Indians from coming below Harrls' Ferry [Harrisburg]
where they weve.

Letter. Governor Sharpe to Pennsylvania Commissioners.

Mg, Cory. Cf Minntes of Commlssioners, 1765,

Ansy, Answer to their letter of the 22nd of last month has been delayed
becaouse Major Jenifer and himself ¢id not return directly frem Chester,
put made a long stay in Baltimore County. Their leiter has been lald
before the other commissioners, who consider the measure taken to induce
the Indiang to return was expedient and that the expense would be
borne by the proprietors jolntly. .




1767.
Oct. 4.
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Journal of Daily Observations, Mason and Dixen, from 15 Novem-
ber, 1765, to 4 October, 1767. 206 pp. 1214 by 8 inches,

Mz, Oric. U. 8. Lib. Sac'y State, '
Land Office, Annapolis,
I'n, Hist. Boe,, MSS. Magon and Dixon Burvey.
PuB. (J‘f.PPa. Rep)nt. Secy. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 59-281 (from
a. copy).

The U. 8. Dept, State original is a folio bonnd velume of but 147 o,
The date on which this Journal beging is 15 November, 1763—the
same date on which the Maryland Land Ofice's and the Pennsylvania
Historical Society’s copies begln. The last date is 11th September where
the following words ocour; “At 11 H. 14 A. M. went on board a Halifax
Packet Boat for Falmouth, H, P. B. & I’ Thus ends my reghless progress
In America. C. Mason.” See aleo enie Dec. 4, 1767, and Bliss in
bibliography of Secondary Material.

The MS, ¢copy of the Am. Philog, Soec., Phila,, taken from an authenticated
COpY in possession of F. R, Hassler, first Supt. U, 8. Coast Burvey.

Note. The Maryland copy Is bound in calf and bears on the side this
title, “Ancient Boundaries of Marylang and Penmsylvania. Orlginal
manuserips astronomical observations and Journal of Mason and Dixon
From Nevember 15, 1765 to Qetober 4, 1767, Property of the State of
Maryland.” On the back of the volume ig this title “Journal of Magoen
and Dixon of 1763 to 1767 The variation in signatore from time to
time is quite apparent, Dixon having signed his gquite smail to begin
with and increasing its slze to nearly three times the initial size before
the book is conecluded.

A comparison of the Maryland and State Dept. copies showa the follow-
ing facts: The Btate Department copy has no signatures. The Marylang
copy onds October 4, 1767, the Pennsylvania copy ends January 29, 176%,
while the State Department copy continues until Sept. 4, 1768. The
State Department copy contazins much fuller deseriptions of the opera-
tions for each day, as avell as numerous interlineations, whereas the
Maryland {ext is evidently a “fair copy.”  The Maryland cepy hagz been
in the officlal vecords of that state since the days of Goveinor Sharpe
and it s evidently, therefore, the official copy_Pprepared by Mason and
Dixon for the State of Maryland. The State De )artment copy, on the
other hand, was discovered In Halifax {cl. Bligs), and it is evidently
the original draft of notes as made by Charles Mason while in the field.
This conclugion is sustained by the fret that interleaved with the copy
are numerous personal documents belonging to Mason.

The Tennsylvania copy has ut some time been in the possession of
Isabella James, Rdward Ingraham, J. Randolph Rogers and T, J. Dyeer.
1t was acquired by the Pa. Hist. Soc. in 18G8 Trom Jsabella James bhene-
fit “for charity.” ~Like the Maryland copy, it is evidently a *“fair copy”
made from Mason's copy. This Ms. has 228 pp. Cf. alsg Veech,
Monongahela of Gld, p. 239 footnote.

Mason and Dixon were directed by the Comtniss. (minutes, Dec. 0,
1768) “to keep minutes of their proceedings in two beoks which are
every day to be slgned by both of them, and to make notes of the
buildings, waters, bridges snd roads passed.” One of these "“two hooks”
ig the Md. copy, the other the Pa. copy. The State Dep’t. copy con-
taining but 147 pages iz Mason's own Journal. He closes it nearly a
year after the “fair” copies are closed. ~Whether he left this volume In
Hallfax in Sept. 1768 as he embarked for Hogland, ov i 1782 when he
returned with his family to settle in Phila. is unknewn. The copy was
discovered among some old papers Ilp the Parlioment building of Nova
Scotia, and was presented by the Assembly to its clerk. It Iater came
inte the possession of Judge James of the Buperior Court of Nova
Scotia who exhibited i at Phila, in 1876, Tt was purchased through
Geo. W. Childs by Sec'y Hamilton Fish in 1877 for $500.00 for the
TU. 8. Dept. of State.

Imporiant extraets from this original have been published in Robert-
son, Original Notés of Mason and Dixon Burvey. See also Bliss, Mason
and Dixon's Line. .

Nov.1. Commission from the Right Honorable Lord Baltimore, Lord Pro-

Prietary of Maryland, for Enlarging the time limited by former
Commissions for settling the Boundaries between Maryland and
Penngylvania with Messrs. Penn to 31 Dec,, 1768. [Parchment.]

Ms. Orig, Md. Hist. SBoc., Calvert Papers, No. 173.
Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, No. 687, 11 pp. fol.
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1767.
Nov. 2.

Dec. 28,

1768.
Jan. 29,

July 1.

Aug. 20.

Aug. 257

Aug. 267

Aug. 277

Sept. 10.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Commission to Mr. Penn’s Commissioners to Enlarge the time to
settle the Boundaries of Pennsylvania and Maryland with Lord
Baltimore. [Parchment.]

Mg. Copy. Md. Hist. S8oc., Calvert Papers, No. 174.

Instructions. Commissioners to Surveyors Mason and Dixon.

Ms. Cory. Dec, 26 in Minuntes Commiss., 1768.

ABST. Are to make a “plan or survey” of the line, sipn and deliver it for
approval by Commission that copieg may be made.

Note. This map was evidently prepared between June 21, when Mason
and THzon completed their work for the Ttoyal Boclety, and July 21, a
period for which the Commisgioners allowed them full wages. Cf Aug.
27, Mingtes, 1768.

Coples of this map in Pa. Hist, Soec., Amer. Phila. Soc., Md. Bist. Boc., ete.

Reproduced here as Plate LXXXII,

Letter., Mason and Dixon to Mr. Hammersely. 3 pp. fol.
Ms. Copx. M. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 1311.
Pun., Md. Hist. Mag., v. 2, pp. 315-318.

ARsT. Proceedings since 12 June. By all accounts from white men and
Indians end of west line will not be above 20 miles from the Ohio in a
West Course and not above 16 miles in a N, W, Course.

Note. Dec. 26, 1767 to June 21, 1768. Mason and Dizon were surveying
the degree of latitude along the Tangent Line for the Royal Soclety.
All records of thls omitted heve for luck of space.

Qriginal order from the Attorney General and Solicitor General to
all parties concerned in the boundaries of Pennsylvania and
Maryland to appear at the Attorney General’s house in Lincoln's
Inn Fields. Signed by Wm. DeGrey, Attorney General, and J.
Dunning lafterwards Lord Ashburnham], Solicitor General.

Ms. Orig, Pa. Hist. Boc., cf. Coleman, Cai. Penn Papers, supp., No. 87.

Opinion of William De Grey and J. Dunping [atiorney general and
solicitor gemeral] on Petition of Lord Baltimore and Penn to
King. 2 pp. fol.

Ms. Copy. Md. Hist. Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 698.

ABST. Not mecessary in point of law for King to comply -with Petition.
But King's approbation would tend to render Boundaries more authentle
and satisfactory.

Comlpission. Qovernor Sharpe to Daniel of 8t. Thomas Jenifer.
Cf. Aug. 25, Minutes Commiss., 1768.

ApsT. Ag commissioner for Mad.
Nofeé A gimilar commission presented in 1767. Se¢e June 16, Mlnutfes,
T68.

Bill. Moses Mc(lean, Steward, to Surveyors Maéon and Dixon.
Cf. Aug. 26, Minutes Commiss., 1768. Also 1770 Dec. 24 Joseph
Shippen’s accounting to Penns.

Map. Mason and Dixon’s plan and survey of lines run in 1751
from Fenwicks Island to the Middle Point.

Note. Ordered made by Commliss., 268 Dee, 17687. Plan approved by them
27 Aug., 1768. Cf. 27 Aug., 1768, Minutes of Commiss., 1768.

Memo. by S. S. Bordley.

Ms. Oria. Md. Lond Office.. Cf. Latrobe, Mason and Dixon's Line.

ABsT, Stone at “middie point” on peninsula east and wesi llne had been
dug up by persons looking for Captain Kidd's treasure.
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Commissioners on the Boundary, 1760-1768. [Minutes of the joint
commissioners] “asg well as on the Part of the Right Honourable
the Lord Baltimore, Proprietary of the Province of Maryland,
&c., as on the Part of the Honourable Thos. Penn and Richard
Penn, Esars, Propristors of the Province of Pennsylvania, &c.”
174 pp. fol. Auto-signed by the commissioners. November 19,
1760, to November 9, 1768. MSS. 174 pp., 1214x%8 inches.

Ms. Ori¢. In Land Office &t Annapolls, Md.

See also minutes recorded under 1760, Dee. 11; 1761, June 26; 1762, Apr.
50, Sept. 17; 1783, July 21, Aug. 30, Dec. 10; 1766, Nov. 20 for copies
tmken from the official minutes apparently o send to proprietors. In
later years of the sulvey ihe commissioners iransacted much of their
business by correspondence, which 'was, however, spread on the minutes.

Note. 'Thig is the only original and only eompiete copy of the minutes of
the commiggioners that has been thus far found. E number of extracts
were copied for the use of the Penn fanmily and eame with the Fenn
papers into the possession of the Lennsylvanla Historical Soclety. The
parts which have thug far been copied are jndicated under their respec-
tive dates. Cf. Graham, 1849,

Report of the commissioners appointed to fix the boundary line
between Pennsylvania and Maryland, signed, 1768. 3 sheets of
parchment with seals. Accompanied by plan of the houndary
(which see).

Als. Opig. Md. Hist. Soc, Calvert Papers, Nos. 1081, 1052.
Pa. Hist. Soe,
Mg, Corr. Amer. Philos, Soc. library.
Pub. Rept. Secy. Int. AR “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 44-38.
Pa. Arch., ser. 1, v. 4, pp. 2-36.
Hart, Am. Hist., v. 2, pp. 107-109 (in part).
Johnson, Hist. Cecil Co.
Heharf, Hist. Md., pp. 407-409.
Apsr, Repeats articles of agreement of 1732 and decree and order of
commlssioners of 1760.

Report. Committee of Council to Committee for Flantation
affairs.

Ms. Copy. Lenox Lib. Chalmers Collee. ““I’apors rel. to Pa.! Ms. v. 2
{1756-69), p. 6.

ABST. On consideration of petition of Md. and Pa. refeired to them 24

Aug. 1767, have secured the opinion from the Attorney and Sollcitor
General which is annexed.

[Pennnsylvania and Maryland Provinces, Proprietors. Joint Peti-
tion to the King asking a ratification of the boundary as Tun.]

Referred to ln Broadside issued by Governor of Pennsylvania in 1774

Letter. Charles Mason and Jeremiah Dixon to Thomas Penn.

Ms. Orig, Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn M88. “Boundaries,” p. 117.
CE. Allen, Cat."Fenn Papers, No. t4.

ARgr. Asking appointment “to settle our Affairs” any day except the 15th
inst. when they have nn engagement at the Royal Observatory on business
for the Loyal Society, and enclosing bills amounting to £3512.08.00, léss
£1098.10.07. Also, corrected bill omitting item “Bill of exchange drawn
upon The Honble Thos. Penn Ksqr.,, when we were at New York, Sept. 10
1768, £10.00.00"" [opposite which Penn ? wrote on the first bill “Don
put in this™].

Bill of Charles Mason and Jeremiah Dixon against The Right
Honble Lord Baltimore and The Honble Thos. Penn and Richd
Penn, Esqrs., Drs. For Wages June 26, 1763-Oct. 7, 1768. “For
our passage to America and passage hence to BEngland ( £84).
Total, £3516.19.00.”

Ms. Orig. . Pa. Hist. Soe., Penn MB38, “Boundaries,” p. 117.

Cf. Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 64, ete. Amount less by £4.10,

Mg, Copy. Mr. Gilbert Cope's library, West Chester, Pa.
Cf. Contract with surveyors, 4 Aug. 1763.
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Pennsylvania Commissioners. “An account of the attendance of
the Commissioners of the honorable proprietors of Pennsyl-
vania, in the survey for running the boundary lines hetween this
province and the province of Maryland.” 3 p. fol.

Ms. Orrg. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MS8. “Boundaries,” p. 116.

Apsr. James Hamilton, 75 days (Nov. 1760-May 1764) ; William Allen, 77
(Nov. 1760-Nov. 1768) ; Rlchard Peters, 126 (Nov. 1760-August 1768} ;
Beénjamin Chew, 179 (Nov. 1760-Nov, 1768); BEdward Shippen, Jr., 55
(Nov. 1764-Nov. 1768); Thomas Willing, 80 (Nov. 1764-Nov. 1768) ;
william Coleman, 288 (Nov. 1761-Nov. 1763); Lynford Lardner, 37
(Nov. 1760-June 1761); Ryves Holt. 30 (Dec. 1760-Oct, 1761); Total
@807 days, total cost £731.17. Rlchard’s share 14, Thos. Penn 28"

Commissioners and others, [Receipts given for monies expended
by the Penn family in running the line between Pennsylvania
and Maryland, 1760-1768.] Original vecuchers amounting to
£12,826.2.1., Pennsylvania eurrency.

Ws. Onig. Amer. Philos. Soc,, Phila,

Note. “IThe vouchers attached are the original rveceipts given for money
expended by the Penn family In running the line between Fennsylvania
and Maryland from the year 1760 to 1768. They were preserved Among
bills and accounts from which they were selected which came into my
possession through one of the descendants of Edmund Physick, who
during his lifeflme was Receiver (General for the Penns. Philada, 1st
mo. 9th, 1844, Geo. M. Justice.” The equivalent in dollars is said fo be
$34,200.28. If the Baltimores paid an equal sum the Mason and Dixon
line cost over §$75,000 and fhe controversy cost this sum added to all
other expenses like the running of the line of 1750, the Temporary Line,
the commisslon meetings nnder the agreement of 1782, and the court
and counsel charges from 1682 to 1769, a perfod of 87 years.

Map. Mason and Dixon. A plan of the boundary lines between
the province of Maryland and the three lower counties of Dela-
ware, with part of the parallel which is the boundary beiween
the provinces of Pennsylvania and Maryland. 1 in—=4 mi. 6814
in. x 26 in. In 5 sections from 2 copper-plates. Showing the width
of three miles on each side of the line and the position of the
crown or {ifth mile-stones, the lines commencing at the Atlantic
ocean and at the former Cape Henlopen and ending at the second
crossing of Dunkard creek in the Alleghenies. This map was
pasted above and around the first map of the parchment MSS.
copy of the report of the commissioners on their running this
boundary in 1768. Upon the same sheet are the signatures of
the commigsioners, with their seals. J. Smither, Engraver.

Ms. Md. Hist. 8oc., Calvert Papers, Nos. 1050, 1051, 1052 (original of
plate LXXXII this volume),

Pa. Off. Heey. Int. AR. with MS8S. note, “Presented to the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, 20 Janunary, 1737, by Benjamin Chew,
Cliveden, Philadelphia ecounty,” which makes this a ceriified copy.

Md. Land Office,

Ms. Copx. Off. Chief Engrs, T. 8. A.

Note, Sept. 3, 1768, to do., pald James Bmithcr for empraving the survey
of the -boundary lines, £12.00.00. . . . Paid Robert Kennedy, for
papers and printing, ete, £20.00.00. Entry in Joseph Shippen’s account
book, Penn MSS8. “Boundaries,” Pa. Hist. Soc.

Another eopy is in the Amer. Philos. Soc. library, where title sheet
“The plan of the west line,” etc,, is mounted as the end of the
picee beyond Dunkard Creek. This copy accompanled by MBS, and
differently mounted from copy pasted in report of commissioners,
1768, in the possesgion of the Md. Hist. Soc. The sheet besring
title “The plan of the West line,™ ete., is, in the latter case
mounted as piece 3 {llling the space at north east corner of the

map.
Pus. Pa. Rept, Secy. Int. Af. “Boundaries,” 1887. Atlas. Plate 1.
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MaAP. Mason and Dixon. Two copies on tracing paper, one sheet

1769.
Jan, 11.

Feb. 24.

Feb. 24,

Oct. 24,

each, were made “from the old engraved map now in the
archives of the Maryland plan of the boundary line, etc., at
Annapolis” December, 1850, by Lt. Col. J. D. Graham. One
copy on iracing paper (3 sheets) were made “off the old plan
of the west lins,” Annapolis, December 1850, also by Li. Col.
Graham. |

Ratification of the Mason and Dixon Survey. King in Council.

Referred to in “Answer to Heads of inguiry from B. T. & P.”’

Pue. I'a. Arch., szer. 1, v. 6, p. 591,
Cf. Smith, Laws of Pa., v. 2, p. 133.
Proclamatlen by Gov. Pa., B Apr., 1775.

Account and Receipt. “The Right Honble Lord Baltimore and
The Honble Thos. Penn and Rich, Penn, Esqr. To Charles
Mason and Jere Dixon for Wages. London Febh. (?) 1769. 2 p.
fol. ms. pages.

© Ms. Onre. Pa. Hist. Soc., Mise. Papers, Penn and Baltimore-Penn Family,

1768-1834. page 1.

Ms. Copx. Md. Hist. S8oc., Calvert Papers, No. 1026.

ArsT. This seems to bhe a4 copy of bill finally agreed upon. The date of
the month s not filled in mor are any =signatures attached. Compare
with Mason and Dixon’s blll for a different amount presented MNov. 11,
1768. The period unaceounted for, 26 Dec. 1767 to 21 June 1768 was
the time occupled by them in measurlng the degree of latitude for the
Royal Society, See Commissioners Minutes Aug. 27, 1768. Endorsed
“Copy I’enn vs. Ld. Baltimore. The mathematicians accomnt and recelpt.
Ingrossed on the back of the agreement.” 'Total Dr. £3516.9.

26 June 1763 to Nov. 15, 1783, 142 days at 10s. 6d. p. day to each.

15 Nov. 1763 to 26 Dec. 1767, 150 days at £1.1s. to each.

91 June 1768 to 21 July 1768, 30 days ot £1.1s. to ench.

21 July 1768 to 28 Aung. 1768, 37 days at 10s. 6d. to each.

11 Sept. 1768 to 7 Oct. 1768, 26 days at 10s. 6d. to each.

“I'or our passage 1o Amerlca and passage hence to England £84.
Total credit £10.70s.7d4.”

“By cash paid said Mason =and Dizon before their departure from
England £142.

‘“‘By cash paid us by the Commissioners In America as -appears by our
certificntes £922.7s.74.”"

Cf. Minutes of Commiss., 27 Ang. 1768 (under O Nov., 1768}).

Letter. Thomas Penn to Governor Iamilicn.

Ms. Onig, Amer. Philos. Boc., Penn Concep., p. 754.

Arsr. Plans to recommend that a law be passed to oblige the sheriffs of
the counties to meet those of Maryland every three years to vlsit the
boundary as well ag to make it penal to remove or deface any of the
stones or other marls made to perpetunte the Divlsion.

Receipt by Mason and Dixon of Lord Baltimore’s moiety.
Ms. Copy. Md. ITist. Boc.,, Calvert Papers, No. 1027,

Letters. Sir Wm. Johnson, Indian Agent to Governor Penn.

PuB. Pa, Archives, ser. 1, v. 4, p. 340.

Anst. Has received his letter of the 16th ultimo and hopes the Indians
have met surveyors at the place appointed, having glven them notlce
since his letter was received upon the subject. . ., .

Note. Tither Johnsgon dld not know surveyors Mason and Dixon had re:
turned to England or Penn was pushing for a survey of the final 21
miles from the Dunkard Creck War Path.
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1770.

Apr. 4. Mar. Pennsylvania. N. Scull. 32x327 in. Printed by Jam=3
Nevilson for the author.

Copy in Pa. Hist. Soc., No. OFf 515,

Rurue. Pa. Arch., ser. 3, Apx. vi-10. With acknowledgments to the var-
ious surveyors.

Note. Shows Mason and Dixon line to Dunkard Creck with several inter-
esting letter-press notes. “The whole line run by Mason and Dixon is
delineated on this map but consgidered as a boundary that line should
have extended no farther west than somewhere about the line A B or
the true meridian of the 1st fountain of Potomack which is the western
boundary of Maryland. Pennsylvania by the royal grant is there en-
titled to run due south by the Iine A B for about 50 miles to the begln-
ning of the 40th degrce and then west to the end of 5 degrees from
Delaware,” 'This seems almost to have been dlctated by the Penns. The
second edition of this map publlshed in Tondon in 1775 strangely omlis
all of the Mason and Dixon line beyond the Maryland corner, evidently
for the reason given nbove by Scull viz., to protect Penn’s claims down
to 39° In Virginia, i. e. the beginning of the 40th degree. Fry and
Jefferson’s map of Virginia of the same year follows this also, but runs
the ling from the corner of Md. southward to Lord Fairfax's [ine. The
Pownall maps of N. A. of 1777 have interesting variations on this.

Cf. discussions under Extension of Mason and Dixon Line.

Dec. 24. Accounis. Joseph Shippen with The Honble Proprietaries of Penna.
monies disbursed by Joseph Shippen, junr for the services of
the comss. . . . and surveyors . . ., appointed .
for running the lines between Maryland and Pennsylvania.”
1763. 32 p. O.

Mg, Orta, Pa. Hist. Soe., M38. Mason and Dixon survey.

Note. Bound in volume entifled “Ms. of Masgon and Dixon Surveys, 1763-
(8. DBeginsg Nov. 3, 1763: ends December " 24, 1770. (Includes all
expenses of commissioners, surveyors and Indian escorts, “for riding
E%mpress" with letters, for transportation and erection of boundary
stones}).

1771,
Mar. 30. Letter. Governor John Penn to Governor KEden. 2 pp. fol

Mg, Or1e. Lenox Lib.,, Emmet M38, No, 14490,

Apsr. Asks him to joln in a proclamation on the establishment and ob-
servanee of the boundary lines.
1773,
July. Answer. Governor of Pa. to gquestions proposed in July 1773 by
the Earl of Dartmonth [as to the bounds, efe.]

Pos. Olden Time, v. T, pp. 549-552.

ABgm.  Gives the latitude and longltude of the chief towns. Statement of
the boundary dispute and the running of the Mason and Dixen line.

Sept. 2. Act., Delaware Legislature.

Anst. Confirms the Mason and Dixon boundary and extends the divisional
llnes of the counfies through the newly acquired strip of territory from
their western termini to the boundary so established, ete. Ci, Houston,
Address on the history of the boundaries of Delaware, p. 105.

1774,

May 16. Letter. Governor John Penn to Governor Robhi. Eden. Ms. orig.

Pup. Md. Hist. Mag., v. 2, pp. 305-306. )
ApsT. Regrets that guardians of Harford will not permit the publication
of a joint proclamatlon extending the jurisdiction of the two provinces
to the Mason and Dixon llne. " States he will issne one ew parte for
Pennsylvania, .
Sept. 15. Broadside. Pennsylvania. Proclamation, Governor John Penn,
Phila. 14 in. wide by 19 in. long. Printed by Hall & Sellers,

1774, )

Ogric. Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MS8S8., “TPapers relating to the 3 lower
counties,” p. 284.
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Lenox Xib., BEmmet MSS, No. 14408,
Cf. 8abin Dict., Nos, 59946, 59949 ; Allen, Cat, Tenn Papers, No, 1613
Hildebum, No. 3038,

ABsT. Recountlng the various articles of agreement and decrees, and
announcing that these lines have been run, marked with vislble stones,
pillars and other Jand marks, and an exact plan or map of the lines
“may at large appear.” ‘‘Whereas in 1769 a joint petition by the pro-
prietors was presented to the Klng, asking his ratification, wherein His
Majesty, by order of the council, Jany. 11, 1769, gave his appreobation.
Therefore, all living westward or northward of these lines are ordered
to yield obedience to_the laws of the povince. By His Lordship's com-
mand, Jos. Shippen, Jr., Secretary. MS. endorsement.’

Proclamation of Governor of Pennsylvania announcing ratification
of Mason and Dixon line. Breadside, Phila.

Pugé 5Hou.-;tou, Address on hist. bound. Del.,, p. 106. Cf. Sabin Dick. No.
1

AXTENSION OF MASON AND DIXON LINE.

Map. Tilghman, James. Pen and ink original including 39°-42°
N. Lat. 8x12%,

Pa. Hist. Soc., Penn MBB. “Boundaries,” p. 118, .

Cf, Allen, Cat. Penn Papers, No. 140 ; also letter 31 Jam., 1774.

Note. Drawn to illustrate the dispute with Gov. Dunmore of Va. regarding
extension of Mason aund Dixon line.

Letter. Geo. Croghan to Arthur 8t. Clair.

Pyn. Smith, St. Clair papers, v. 1, pD. 262-264. See also footnote.

ApsT. Complaing becanse Penn took Do measuare to ascertaln hls bounds.
Textenslon of llne by Mason and Dizon beyond end of Md. was eF parte.
Has written Mr, Tilghman.

Note. 'This dispute led to the sending of Tilghman with Allen to Willlams-
purg to arrange with Gov. Dunmore for running a line.

Letter. Richard Penn to Edw. Physick, Receiver General of Pa.
1p. Q.

Ms. Orig. Lenox Lib., Emmet MSS. No. 14509,

AwWsT, £50 to be paid Avchibald MecClean on hig expenses in_running a

line westward from Masen and Dixon's line to ascertain westing of Fort .

Pitt from the Delaware.

Letter. Governor Penn to Governor Dunmore.
Rup. Smith, 8t. Clalr papers, v. 1, pp. 277-279.
Olden Time, v. 1, ph. 457-459.

ABsT. Describes running of Mason and Dixon line in 1768, the line north
irom the 253d milestone, the caleulations by Dr. Smith and My, Ritten-
house. Huclosed a map illustrating these lines and hopes for peace
until comsmissioners can be agreed on to run a temporary line.

Letter. Governor Dunmore to Governor Penn,

Pue. Smith, St. Clalr papers, v. 1, pp. 285-287.

Apsr. Insists on right of Virginia to country up to Pittsburg and de-
mands npologies of western agents of Pa. for encroachment.

Letter. Governor Penn to Governor Dunmore.

Pus., Smith, 8t Clair papers, v. 1, pp. 287-291,

ABST. Penmsylvania cooperated in 1752 with Virginia to erect forts om
the Ohio to repel the French, but with the nnderstanding it was withont
prejudice to Pennsylvania's title. Quotes correspondence between Govs.
Dinwiadie of Va. apd Hamilton of Pa_ ag evidence. Only a temporary
line had been run at thls time. Yetition for a commission to mark
boundaries with Va. is now before the King.
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Letter. Arthur St. Clair to Benjamin Chew.

Pon. Smith, St. Clair papers, v. 1, pp. 295-296.

Apg'r. Refers to a coertain officinl act of Virginfa's that Chew may usé
when he Eoes to the Williamsborgh conference.

Note. Tilghman and Allen, but not Chew met Gov. Dunmore,

Commissions and Instructions to James Tilghman and Andrew
Allen and their report made to Governor Penn on their return, 7
June, 1774. 3 pD. fol, - .

Ms, Corxr. Pa. Hist. Soc, Penn MS8. “Boundaries.””
Cf, Olden Time, 1846, v, 1, pp. 482485,
Pa. Col. tecords, v. 3, pp. 455-461,
ITening's Statntes of Virginia
Hinsdale, 01d Northwest, p. 109,

Report of Messrs. Tilghman -and Allen concerning thejr conference
with Governor Dummore at Williamsburg, Va., May 23-27 entered
on the Minutes of the Pennsylvania Council, 27 June, 1774,

Ms. Copy. Pa. Ilist. Soec., Penn MSS., “Boundaries,” after above com-
missions.

Cf. Olden Timo, 1846, v. 1, pp. 482-510.

Amsr., Contalns complete account of this conference and enpies of papers
exchanged.

Letter., James Tilghman to Arthur St. Clair.

Ppe. Smith, 8t. Clair papers, v. 1, pp. 313-314,

ABsr. Could not hring Goy. Dunmore “to any more reasonable temporary
lines “Offered the Monongahela which he would hot agree to,”

Proclamation. Gov. Jobn Penn on Lord Dunmore’s intrusion and
the boundary line.

Cf. Allen, Catl. Penn Papers, No. 161.

Letter. Thomas Smith to Arthur St. Clair.

Pop. S8mith, 8t Clair papers, v. 1, p. 3860.

Awgy,  Congress ‘might settle temporary boundaries. The Monongaheln
would preatly favor Virginia by Mr. [Teoper's map according to which
and Bt Clair's and Rittenhouse lines Fort Pltt is 4 1o 6 miles withln
Pa. Hooper is an authority on the side of Va.

Note. Monongaheld as west boundary of Pa. wounld have sholtened the
Mason and Dixon line by 10 miles east of Dunkard Creek where those
surveyors ended. Pittsburg is really 30 miles inside the Pennsylvania
boundary.

Map of the British Empire in North America. By Samuel Dunn,
Lond., Snyder and Bennett. 1776, 1 in.=250 miles. 12 x 1834,
In Jefferys Amer, Atlas. ‘

One of the first maps to show the continuation of the Mason and Dizon
line to the Ohio river. The western boundary of Md. is placed at Fort
Cumberland.

Mar. New and correct map of North America . . . cor
rected from the original materials of Governor Pownall 1777,
1 in=135% miles. 47 x 40 in. in Faden’s Atlas of N. A., Lond.
1777. )

Text on map. “The limits of Pensulvaniz with Maryland are not yet
finally determined."

Note. The boundary ends at the southwest corner of Pa.
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Proposal for a boundary line with Penngylvania, made by Vir-
ginia. Revolutionary Convention.

Cf, Veech, Monongahela of Old, pp. 252-233.

Anst. Began at morthwest corner of Maryland and ran te the mouth of
Plum Creek on the Allegcheny. Rejected by Pa., Sept., 1776.

Rejection of Virginia’s proposal for a temporary western bound-
ary line fo commence at the northwest corner of Maryland by
Pennsylvania Convention.

Ci. Vecech, Monongahela of Old, p. 253.

Resolufion making proposition for the settlement of the bound-
ary dispute. Virginia State Legislature,
Poe. Hening's Stat, Va., v. x, p. 520.

VYa. Hev. (Code, 1819, ch. 18, p. 51.
Cf. History of Allegheny Co., p. 72,

Ansim. For a serpentine west boundary., DIarallel to bends of Delaware
river.

New map of the Western part of Virginia, Pennsylvania, Mary-
land and North Carolina. By Thos. Hutchins, engraved by T,
Cheevers, Lond. 1778. 1 In=20 miles. 43 x 35 inches. Ac-
companying his ‘‘Topographical description of Virginia" ete.
"T. 8. Dept. of State copy in Lib. Congress.

Text on margin “N. B. The southern line of Pennsylvanisa beyond the
western extent of Maryland is laid down only ng a temporary line, the
claimg of Virginia and Pennsylvania about their respective boundaries
. .+ . not being settled.

Note. The continnation of Mason and Dilxon’s line from Dunkard Creek
to the Ohio River is marked differently from the main line which de-
floets somewhat from a parallel of latitude. There is no west boundary
for Pa. “Lord Fairfax line” as on Fry and Jefferson. Dunn’s North
America 1776, nlso shows the continnation to the Ohio and Faden’'s of
1777 stops the llne at the Monongahela river. Hinton’s “New and
acceurate map of Pa., 1780, Lenox Lib. Emmet M38. No. G046, a grotesque
compilation of these lines showing the “Boundary line of Phila. run in
1730.” Hutching was afterwards “Geographer General” of the T. B.
and a surveyor of the western boundary.

Resolution. Va. House of Delegates.

Pue. Hening's Statutes of Virginla, v. xz, p. 520.

ABsT. Governor to inform Pa. commiss, that the Assembly will nominate
commissioners for adjustlng the boundary.

Note. Apreed to by Senate May 21.

Resolution. Va. House of Delegates.

Pus. Henlng's Statutes of Virginia, v. x, p. 520.

Ansr. Three commissioners should be appointed and proceedings passed
upon by the Assembly.

Note. Agreed to by the Secnate.

Proceedings. Va. and Pa. Commissioners at Baltimore.

Pun. Hening's Statutes of Virginia, v. x, p. 521,

ABsT. Credentials shown Pa. commigsioners. Claims to be stated in
writing [see letter I next entry].

Note. James Madison, Robi. Andrews and Thos. Lewis (latter absent)
for ¥a. Geo. Bryan, John Ewing and D. Rittenhouse for Pa.
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1779.
Aug. 28,

Aug, 30.

Aug. 30.

Aug. 30.

Aug. 31.

Aug. 31.

Aug. 81.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Pennsylvania Commissioners to Virglnia Commissioners
Letter L.

T'uB. Hening's Statutes of Virginla. v. x, pp. 521-524.

Pa. Ropt. Sec. Int, Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 282-284,

ARgr, Recite their charter to ghow basis of thefr claims to 59° and pro-
pose “‘that a meridian be drawn from the head spring of the north branch
of Potowmack te the beginning of the forticth degree of north latitude,
and from thence that a parallel of latitude be dvawn to the waestern
extremity of the state of Pennsylvania.”

Tetter. Virginia Commissioners to Pennsylvania Commissioners.
Letter II. :

Pus. Henlng's.Statutes of Virginia, v. x, DP. 524-528, .
Pa. Rept. Bec. Int. AF. ““Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 285-288.
ABsr, Argue that their charter of May 23, 1609, would include all west
of B northwesterly line crossing the Delaware above New Castle, FPro-
pose continping Mason and Dixon line.

Letter. Pennsylvania Commigsioners to Virginia Commissioners.
Letter IIL i

Pue. Hening's Statutes of Virginia, v, x, n. 529-530.
Pa. Dtept. Sec. Int. AF. ‘“Boundarles,” 1887, pp. 238-289.
ABsST. Accept proposal to extend Mason ard TDixon line provided a
meridian be drawn far emough west to glve an equivalent arca of land
to that lest on the south.

Letter. Virginia Commissioners to Pennsylvania Commissioners.
Letter IV.

Pue. Hening's Statutes of Virginia, v. x, p. 530.

Pa, Rept. See. Int. Af. “Boundarles,” 1887, p. 280.

Apst. Proposes line “due west from that point where the meridian of the
first fountnin of the north branch of Patowmack meets the end of the
thiriieth minnte of thirtyninth degres of northerp latitude, five degreed
of longitude to be compufed from thaf part of the river Delawure whlch
lies In the same parallel.”

Letter. Virginia Commissioners to Pennsylvania Commissioners.
Letter V.
Poe, Hening's Statutes of Virginia, v. x, D. 631,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 290,

Amnsr.  Accept proposal provided a “meridian line drawn northward from
the western extremlty thereof [the western lne], as far as Virglnia
extends, (to) be the western boundary of Fennsylvania.”

Letter. Virginia Commissioners to Pennsylvania Commissioners.
Letter VI,
Pop. Hening's Statutes of Virginia, v. x, p. 632.
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. A, “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 290.

ABST. Propose to extend Mason and Dixon line due west five degrees of
lengitude, computed fromr Delaware and erect meridian from that point.
(Present boundary.)

Lefter. Pennsylvania Commissioners to Virginia Commissioners.
Letter VIL
Tup. Hening's Statutes of Virginia, v. x, p. 532.
Pia. Rept. Sec. Int, AR “Roundaries,” 1887, pp. 290-201,
AmsT. Accept last proposal.




1779,
Aug. 31.

Aug. 31.

Aug. 81,

Aug. ()

Nov. 19.

Dec. 27.

1780.
June 23.

Sept. 23.
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Journal of the Proceedings of the Commissioners o agree upon
- eertain boundaries for the state of Pennsylvania. Baltimore,
August 27-31, 1779.

PuB. Henmg s Statutes of Virgmm, v, X, pp 521-533.
Pa. Col. Ree., v, xil, pp. 16, 703-T 05,
Pa, Arch., ser. 2, 7. 9-10.
Pa. Rept, Sec. Int. AF. “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 282-201.
Olden Time, v. 1, p. 451 (Oct., 1B4G).

ABST. The best account of this conference. It shows how each side asked
for a maximum and then by reciprocal concessiong reached the lines as
they now arc. The agrecment was ratified by Virginia June 23, by
Pennsylvania Sept. 23, 17BO.

Agreement of Commissioners for Southern and Western Boundary
of Pennsylvania.
Pun. FHening's Statutes of Virginla. v. x, pp. 521-533.
Pa. Rept. See. Int. Aff., “Boundaries,”” 1887, p. 201.

ApsTt, Agreement under which Mason and Dixon line wag extended and
present boundaries of Pennsylvania determined

Letter. Viee Pres. Geo. Bryan of Pa. to Pres. Joseph Reed.
Pup. Olden Time, v. 1, p. 451 (Oct,, 1846) footnote.

“Draught” of the southern part of Pennsylvania and northern
part of Maryland and Virginia, with notes by the draughtsmen.
Rev. John Ewing and Alex. Stuart.

Pup. . Olden Time, v. 2, pp. 284-285. Notes printed.

Ratification by Pennsylvania Assembly of boundary line with
Virginia.

PUB. Hening's Statutes of Virginla, v. X, p. 534, )

AnsT. Repeats agreement of the Commissioners of Aug. 31, 1779.

Act. Continental Congresé. 27 December 1772 relative to the
boundary line between Pennsylvania and Virginia, and recom-
mendations to the contending states.

Pop. Penton, Hist, Augusta Co. [Va.], p. 126.
Cf. Barton, Memoirs of David Rlttenhouse, p. 284,

‘Resolution. Virginia General Assembly. House of Delegates.
Ratifying the agreement of August 31, 1779, between the Vir-
ginia and Pennsylvania Commonwealths. .

PuB. Va. House of Delegates. Journal, May, 1780, pp. 60-G1.
Calendar of thmla State Papons v. 1, p. 343,
Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 8, pp, 352-353.
TPa. Rept. Sec. Int, Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, pp, 202-293.
Henlng’s Statutes of Virginia, v. x, pp. 535-536.
Cf. Hist. Allegheny Co., p. 73.
ABsT. Authorizes the governor to appoint two commissioners for extending
the Mason and Dixon line.

Resolutions, Pennsylvania General Assembly. Ratifying the
conditions annexed by the legislature of Virginia to the ratifi-
cation of the boundary line as to allegiance and property rights.

Pus. Pa. House of Rep., Jomual 1780, p. 519.
Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. P 570.
Pa. Rtept. See, Int. AE "Bonndaries,” 1887, é)p 203-204.
Calendar of Virginia State Papers, v. 1,
Cf. Hist. Aliegheny Co., p. 73; Veech, Monongahela, p. 255 ; Smlith,
Laws Pa., v. 2, p. 261.
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1781.
Feab. 21,

Fab. 26.

April 4.

April 17.

April. 20.

April 23.

April 23.

May 14,

SOURCE MATERIAT

Resolution. Pennsylvania Council. Appointing John Lukens and
Archibald McClean commissioners to extend Mason and Dixon
line.

Puk. Pa. Col. Ree, v, 12, p. B33, !
Pa. Rept. See. Int. AR, “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 294-205.
Calendar of Va. State Papers, v. 1, p. 531.

ApsT. Appoints May 10 for first meeting and in case of inability of either
to perform their duty Alexander MceClean is to take their place.

Letter. President Joseph Reed to Governor Thomas Jefferson.
Pup. Calendar Va. State Papers, v. 1, p. 542,
Cf, April 17, 1781, letter of Jelierson. -

ABsT. Incloses mhotice of appolntment of commissioners. Asks to be
informed of action of Virginia Legislature.

Letter. Robert Andrews to Governor Thomas Jefferson.

Pup. Calendar Virginia State Papers, v. 2, p, 11.

ABsT., Approves method proposed and says he will be at the Philadelphia
meeting.

Note. Andrews was professor and Madlson president of William and
Mary College when appointed commissioners for Va.

Letter. Governor Thomas Jefferson to President Joseph Reed.
Pop. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 9, p. 78. .
Pa. Rept. Bee. Int. Aff.  “‘Boundaries,’” 1887, p. 2056.

ADsT. Proposes astronomlecal determinatlon of 35° of longitude and
announces appointment of Messrs. James Madison and Rober{ Andrews
commissioners for Virginia.

Note. Jefferson's plan was the one finally adopted in 1784.

Order. Penngylvania Council. Providing escort, munitions and
supplies for commissioners and their attendants.
Pup. Pa. Col. Records, v. 12, p. 699,
Ta. Rept. Bec. Int. Aff,  “Boundaries,” 1837, p. 298.
Apsrt. Provides for escorit of 40 men, making a total field party of over 50.

Instructions to John Lukens and Archibald MeClean, BEsqrs.
Commissioners appointed on the part of Pennsylvania.
Pvs. Pa., Colonial Rec., v. 12, pp. T03-7T05.
Pa.. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff, “DBoundarieg,” 1887, pp. 297-298.

AmsT. Qives orders for running and marking a line in accordance with
the agreement of Aug. 31, 1779.

QOrder. Penngylvania Council on treasurer for £400 to pay
expenses for running boundary line. .
Pous, Pa. Celonial Records, v. 12, pp. 703-704,
Pa. Rept, See. Int. Aff. ‘“‘Boundaries,” 1887, p. 207.

ABsT. The instructions aecompanying order define the line as cut 15 feet
wide and all large trees suitably marked.

Letter, President Joseph Reed to Governor Thomas Jefferson.

Mg, Qrig. Va. State Archives, Richmond. Cf. Creigh, apx., p. 30.
I’ys. Calendar Va. State Papers, v. 2, p. 95

Crelgh, Hist. Wash. Ce. [Pa.], apx., p. 80.
ABST. Agrees to astronomycal determlnation but suggests that n temporary

line be run by cemmon surveyors and that itrees be marked to qulet the
people and to deterimine jurisdiction and military service.




1781.
May 22,

June 3.

July

July

Sept. 13.

Oct. 8.

Nov. 6.

Dee, 17.

RESURVEY OF MASON-DIXON LINE 363

Letter. Governor Thomas Jefferson to President Joseph Reed.
Pue. Ya. Arch., ser. 2, v. 9, p. 160,
Ia. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. ‘“‘Boundarles,” 1887, p. 288.

ApgT. Believes delay Is necessary on account of expected attack by the
British avhich threatens the families of the commissioners.

Letter. Governor Thomas Jefferson to President Joseph Reed.

Ms. OmiG. Lenox Lib., Emmet MSS No. 14573,
FPor, DIa. Arch., ser. 2 v. 9,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. AE “Boundarles,” 1887, p- 299.

ABsT. Concurs In postponement of boundary determination until May 1,
1782, and agrees to the running of a temporary linc.

Letter. President Joseph Reed to Hon. C. Hays.
Pun. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 9, 301.
Pa. Bept. See. Int. AT "Boundaries," 1887, p- 209,

ApgT, 'Tells of postponement of final survey, agreement for temporary line,
anil appointment of Alexander McClean as surveyor.

Letter. President Joseph Reed to Col. James Marshall.
Pur. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 9, p. 304. R

Pa. Repi. See. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 299,
ABsT. Orders guard for surveyors runring the temporary line.

Letter. President Joseph Reed to Thomas Scott.
Pun. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 9, p. 374,
Pa. Rept. Sec. int. Af “Boundarles,’ 1887, p. 300,

Amst, Txplains the rupning of temporary line and postponement of perma-
nent determination.

Letter. Alexander McClean to President Joseph Reed.
Pus. Pa. Arch., ger. 2, p. 402,
T'a. Repl. Sec. Int A&' “Boundaues" 1B87, p. 301,

ApsT. Relates happenings since his appointment including delnyed presence
of Madison and opposition of inhabitants to the running of the line.

Letter, Thomas Scott to President Joseph Reed.
Pus. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 9, p. 489.
Pa. Rept. Sec, Int. Aff.” “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 302,

AnsT. Says delay in running the boundary line ig due to Mr. Madison who
has sent to Virginia asking that the line be not run.

Resolutions. Pennsylvania Council. Appointing Rev. Dr. John
HEwing and David Rittenhouse commigsioners for running the
houndary line,

Pue. Pa. Colonial Records, v. 13, 79,
Pa. Repi. Sec. Int. Aﬂf “Boundaues " 1887, p. 302.

Letter. Lieut. Joseph Marshall io President Joseph Reed.
Pun., Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 9. p. 444,
In. Rept. Sec. Int, AfE “Boundmies“ 1887, p. 304.

Apst. Has had trouble with Indians necessitating & raising of & new guard
gor ahe surveyors which has Dbeen difficult on acecount of unsettled
boundaries.

Letter. President Moore to Gen, William Irvine,

Pus. Pa. Arch, ser. 2, v. 9, p. 468,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. AT “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 304. '
AnsT, Regards it unnecessary to push the temporary line as propositions
are making for running in the spring a permanent line based on astro-
nomical obgervations.

Note, 'This plan failed on account of absence of Va. commissioners.




364

1782.
Feb. 11.

Fah. 22.

Mar. 1.

Mar. 2.

Mar. 9.

Mar. 22.

Mar. 22.

Mar. 24,

Mar. 26.

April 8.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Resolution. Pennsylvania Council. Appointing Owen Biddle one
of the commissioners for ranning the boundary line of Virginia.

Pue. Pa. Colonial Records, v. 13, p. 82 or 192,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. AR, “Bovndaries,” 1887, p. 305.

Resolution. Pennsylvania Council, Appointing James Patterson
one of the commissioners for running the boundary line of Vir-
ginia,

Pus. Ta. Col. Rec, v. 13,

. 205
Pa, Rept. Sec. Int, AE. *

‘Boundaries,” 1887, p. 305.

Minute of mesting. Pennsylvania Council.
PUE. Pa. Colonlal Records, v. 13, p. 209.
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 306.

ABsT. Council decided not to run the line by astronomical observq,tion oh
account of protest by General Assembly beeause of great expense Invelved
while funds were required to meet the enemy.

Minutes of Meeting. Pennsylvania General Assermbly.

PuB. Pa. Assembly Minutes, 17581-84, p, 854.
\ Pa. Rept. See. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 306.

ARS®r. Assembly confirm the agreement between thelr commitiee and the
Commeil o defer running a permanent boundary until close of the war.

Letter. Robert Andrews to Governor Harrison,
Pub. Calendar of Virginia State Papers, v. 3, p. 89.

Letter. Governor Benjamin Harrison to President Moore,
Pus. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 9, p. 518.
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. AF. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 307.

ARST. Agrees to the runmning of the temporary llne to begin from end of
Mason and Dixon line.

Reszolution. Pennsylvania General Assembly. Confirming the lina,

run by Messrs. Nevell and McClean as the boundary until the
final seltlement thereof can be obtained.
PyB. In. Assembly Minutes, 1781-84, p. B50.
Pa. Rept. Sec. Ini. AE. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 815,

ABST. 'This also calls for the communicating of this document to Vieginia
and the lssuance of & proclamation.

Letter. Thomas Jefferson to funknown] Draft (). 2 pp.

Mg, U. 8. State Dept. Jefferson MBS. ser. i, v. 1, No. 99.

AnsT. Describes sentiment of people along Ohio regarding territorial rights
of Virginia.

Proclamation. Pennsylvania. President and Council. Announe-
ing the settlement and running of the Meridian and Magon and
Dixon extension houndary line and calling upon the inhabitants
falling within the state of Pennsylvania to pay obedience to the
lawg of the Commonwezlth.

Pun. Pa. Celonial Records, v. 13, p. 541.
‘Pa Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887. p. 816.

Minute of meeting. Pennsylvania Council.

PeE. . Pa. Colonial Records, v. 13, p. 253,

E Pa. Rept. Sec. Ini. Aff. “Boundaries,’ 1887, p. 807.

ABRST. Orders the treasurer to pay Alexander MeClean for services and
orders assignment of guard for commissioners.




1782,
April 26.

May 22.

May 24.

June 1.

June 27,

June 29.

July b.

July 16.

July 18.

Aug. 1.
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Letier. Governor Benjamin Harrison to President Moore,
Pus, Pa. Arch., scr. 2, v. 9, p. 5338,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. “Boundarles,”” 1887, p. 308.

ABsT. Confuses temporary line of surveyors with ‘‘temporary line” of
1739 and urges that line run must be from end of Mason and Dixon line.

Letter. Governor Benjamin Harrigon to General William Irvine.
Pup. Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 9, p. G85. )

T*a. Rept, Sec. Int. Aff. "‘Boundarles,” 1887, p. 313.
ABST. Notifies of change of date to July 10 for meeting of commissioners.

Letter. Governor Benjamin Harrison to President Moore.
Puyn. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 9, p. 549,
Pa. Repf. See. Ini. Afl.” “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 308.

ABsT, Fxpresses dlssatisfaction with ex pegrie line run by Pennsylvania
and states that matter is now before the Virginia Assembly.

Resolution. Virginia House of Delegates.

Pus., Pa. Arch., ser. 2, v. 8, p: 562.
Ta. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. ‘“‘Boundaries,” 1887, p. 309.
ApsT. Resolutlon empowering Governor to appoint surveyor and farnish
guard for exfension of Mason and Dixon line and running of meridian
line to Ohio River.

Letter. Alexander McClean to President Moore.
Pys. I'a. Arch., eer, 2, v. 9, p. 504,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. “Boundarles,” 1887, p. 309.

Apgr. Explains fallure to run line due to lack of guard, absence of Vir-
ginla, commissloner and oppositlon of Inhabitants, who fear that they will
have to pay taxes on supply DIl etec. “It wlll be impossible to proceed
without open war.” '

Letter. Governor Benjamin Harrison to Preslident Moore,
Pus. Pa. Arch., ser, 2, v. 3, p. 562,
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. AE. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 311.

Amgr. Confirms letter of June 8 transmitting resolutlon of Virglnia
Assembly regarding the running of a temporary line.

Letter. General William Irvine to President Moore,

Pun. Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v. 9, p. 575. A
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. Afl. “Bounderies,” 1887, p. 312,
ARS®P. ATmnounces non-gppearance of Virginia commissioners and refuses
to interfere in a matter between the two states. .

Letter. Alexander MeClean to President Moore.
Pup. Pa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 9, p. 585.
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int Aff. “Boundarics,” 1887, p. 318.

Anst. Inclogses letter from Governor Harrison to General Irvine and says
he is determined to proceed at all hazards.

Minute of meeting. Pennsylvania Council

Pur. Pa. Colonial Records, v. 13, p. 384.
Pa. Rept. See. Int. AR ‘“Boundaries,” 1887, p. 313.
ARsm. Resolved that the 4th of November mext be the tlme appointed for
running the linc and that a guard of 100 militia attend the commis-
sioners while on duty.

Letter. Governor Benjamin Harrison to President William Moore.

Pue. Fa. Arch., ger. 2, v. 9, p. 607, . .
Pa. Rept. Sec. Int. Aff. “Boundaries,” 1887, p. 314,
ABST. Announces appointment of Col. Joseph Nevill as_surveyor and
ordering of guard of 100 militla, If the latter is not sufficlent to over-
come opposition will send more,
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1782,
Aug. 31.

Sept. 10,

Nov. 28.

1783.
Feb. 19.

Feb. 28.

Mar, 19.

Aug. 28.

1784,
April 1,

June 8.

Nov. 18.

Dec. 23.

SOURCE MATERIAL

Letter. Col. Joseph Nevill to Governor Benjamin Iarrison,

Pus. Calendar Va. State Papers. v. 3. p. 283,
ABST. Accepts appointment ng surveyor and reperts ordering 150 militla.

Minute of Meeting. Pennsylvania Commissioners.
Ponr. Pa, Arch., ser. 2, v. 9, p. 36G.
T'a. Rept. Sec, Int. AR, “Boundarles,” 1887, p. 311.
AnsT. Consider protest of Virginia inhabitants to running of the line,

Report. Joint Commissioners.

Pup. Calendar va. State Papers, v. 3, p. 380.

AmsT. Report extension of Magon and Dixon line 23 miles and running of
meridian line to Ohio River.

Minute of Meeting, Pennsylvania Council.
Pus. DPa. Colonkal Records, v. 13, p. 510.
T'a. Rept. See, Int. A, “Boundories,” 1887, p, 314.

ABET. Order laying on the table letter of Alexander MeClean Inclosing
report of proceedings of joint comimission,

Draft of Message. Pennsylvania Council to General Assembly
transmitting report of Boundary Line Commissioners.

Ppe. Pa., Colonial Records, v. 13, p. 518.
Pn. Bept. Sec. Int. AF. “Boundarles,” 1887, p. 314,

Letter. Col. Joseph Nevill to Governor Benjamin Harrison.

Prpe. Calendar Va. State Papers, v. 3, p. 549,

Apsr. Incloses expense aceount and states that Pennsylvania furnished 16
and Virglnia 82 men for a guard.

Resolution. Pennsylvania Assembly.
Argr, Appointing Commiss. to determine the boundary line with dlrec-
tions to provide the necessary astronomical apparetus.
Note. Order of the Council was passed Sept. 11,
r

An Act confirming an agreement entered into between this State
and the state of Virginia. Pennsylvania General Assembly.
Ms. Onie. Pa. Law Book No, 11, p. 332,

1'UE. Smith, Laws, v. 2, pp. 261-262.
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int. Aff. ‘““Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 326-7.

Note. Accepts boundaries as marked.

Letter. Governor Benjamin Harrison to President Moore.
Ct. letter of Junc 29.

Joint report of the Commissioners on the boundary line between
Virginia and Pennsylvania.

Pus. Peyton, Hist. Augusta Co., Va., pp. 132-133.
Creigh, Hist. Wash. Co., Pa., apx., pp. 31-32.

ABsT. Continuing Mason and Dixon boundary to its terminatton, cutting
vistas snd marking it permanently. Signed in Washington Co., Pa., by
Robt. Andrews, John Iiwing, Andrew Ellicott, David Rlttenhouse and
Thos. Hutehing.

Report of Pennsylvania Commissioners to Executive Council of
Pennsylvania.
Poe. TPeyton, Hist. Aungusta Co., Va., pp. 133-136.
Creigh, Hist. Wash. Co., Pa., apx.,, pp. 32-34.

ArsT. Proceedings in full in running permanent extension of Mason and
Dixon's line. Signed by Jobn BEwing, John Lukens, David Rittenhouse
and Themas Hutehins.
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SOUTHWEST CORNER OF PENNSYLVANIA,

Note. The observations of oceultatipn of Jupiter's satellites by
Commissioners Rittenhouse, Loure, Page and Andrews at Wil-
mington, Del,, and by Elliott, Ewing and Madison at the western
ond of the extension of the Mason and Dixen line, were pri-
marily undertaken to determine by the best methods then
known the exact end of the line. The records of this survey
are not included because of lack of space and because this work
was the beginning of the meridian western boundary of Pa.

1785.
Aug. 23. Report of Commissioners of the Penusylvania-Virginia boundary.

Pus. Qlden Time, v. 1, p. 454 (extraet).
Algo text, in part, in Lamblng and White, Allegheny Co., p. 50 (ex-
tract).

1792, Mar. Lawece Brenyel, Jr. Jan 7, 179 12 7

[Northwestern boundaries of Maryland].

Ms, Copy. 1 In~—3 mi. Rivers, roads and boundnries in colors, 3514x20%%
in. In T. 8. Chief of Engineers Ofice.

Ms. Re-CopYy. By B. B. Lebenon of Pa. Dept, Int. Aff.,, May, 1882, in Pa.
Higt. Boc., No. Of 835.

Note. Bhows Pa. line from Wills (reek {above Ft. Cumherland) to N. W.
corner Md. and the west line of Md. thence to Fairfax stome.

“TANGENT POINT” RESURVEY BY GRAHAM.

1846, ' '
Feb, 11. Maryland General Assembly. Preamble and resolutions relating !
to the boundary line between this State and Pennsylvania,

passed February 11, 1846.
Pue. Laws of Md.,, Dec. Bess., 1845, Iles. No. 18.
1847.
Feb. 10. Resolution. Delaware Legislature. Authorizing appointment of i
a commisgioner to mark boundary. i

Ms. COPY. By Lt. Col. J. D. Graham. Im U. 8, Chlef Engr, Office i

1849.
April 10. Pennsylvania General Assembly. Supplement to an Act entitled
“An Act Relative fo the Organization of Courts of Justice,”
passed the 14th day of April, A, D,, 1834, Passed April 10, 1849,

Pat, Laws of Pennsylvania, 1849, p. 623. Sec, 14. !

ABsT.  Anpolntment of Commissioner to survey and determine the point of
Intersectlon of the Btates of Pennsylvania, Delaware and Maryland and
to fix some stable mark or monument whereby the sald peint may here-
after be Indicated.

ArsT.  Appointing him as commissioner to ascertain anq refix, wlth eom-
missioners of Delaware and Iennsylvania, eertain boundaries where the

|

|

Aug. 24. Commisgion, Governor Thomas of Maryland to H. G. S. Key. : ‘
three Slates join each other.

Oct. 22. Letter. Gov. Thomas to Sec'y of War.

Ms. OrIG. 3 pp. T. S. Chief of Ingr. Office. i

ApsT, Cummlssi_oners for ascertaining the beginning of bhoundary of the
Mason and Dixon line at a meeting Wilmington Nov. wounld like the
detail of Col. Hughs or some other officer of the corps of engineers.
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1849.

Oct.

Oct.

Oct.

Oct.

Nov.

Nov.

Nov.

23.

24.

24,

30.

12.

15.

15.

1850.
Jan. 21.

Feb. 1.

Feb. 6.

SOURCE MATERIAT

Letter. Secretary of War Crawford to Governor Thomas,

Ms. Cory. 1 p. U. 8. Chief of Engr. Office.

Apsr, Has delegated Lieut. Col. Graham, Corps of Tepographic Engineers
to report at Newcastle on Nov. § to assist the boundary line com-
missioners,

[}

Letter. Col. J. J. Abert, U. 8. Topog. Engineers, to Lt. Col. J. D.
Graham. 1 p.

Ms, Oriq. U. 8. Chief ¢of Engr's Office.

Ms. Copy. In same oiffice.

ABST. Detailing him on boundary survey and granting use of Burean’s
instruments. Txpense to be met by the states.

Letter, Col. J. J. Abert, U. 8. Topog. Engineers, to Gov. Thomas.
Mg, Copy. U. 8. Chief of Hngr's Office. 1 p.
Enclosed in letter of Col. Abert to Col. Graham, Qct. 29, 1849.

ApsT. Detniling It. Col. Grabam whose first duty will be to inspect the
notes of Mason and Dizon at Annapolis.

Record Report, Notes and Memoranda relating to boundary of
Three States by J. D. G.[raham]

Ms. Omig. U 8. Chief Eng1’s Office.

Angr, Journal of this Survey Oct. 30, 1849. TUnfinished mem. of early
history made at Annapolis, March 11, 1850. Approximate computation
for the angle between radins and tangent line, Feb. 2, 1850. Computa-
tlons for length of radius of Newcastle. Offsets computed between
Tangent stone and “Intersection stone.”” Extracts from proceedings of
commiss. of boundary surveys 1732-1768 loaned by Md.

Letter. Joint Commissioners to Lt. Colonel J. D. Graham,

PuB. Pa. 8en. Jour., v. 2, p. 478.
Pa. Rept. Seey. Int. AR, "Boundaries,” 1887, p. 334.

ABST. ﬂAnnounces readlnass fo proceed and outlines extent of work pro-
posed. .

Letter. J. D. Graham to Joint Commissioners.

T'us. Pa. 8en. Jour., 1850, v. 2, p. 479,
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int. AR,  ‘“Boundaries,’” 1887, pp. 334-846.

Austr. QOutlines plan of method proposed.
Letter. Jolnt Commissioners to Lt. Colonel J. D. Graham,

Tus. Pa. Sen. Jour,, 1850, v. 2, p. 475, .
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int. Aff. “Boundarles,” 1887, pp. 3368-337.

ABsT. Agrees with the plan outlined by Colonel Graham,
Letter. C. Radzimijngki to Lt. Col. Graham. 2 p.

Mg, T. 8. Chief Engr's Office,

AnsT. Will complete erection of signals and trlangulation In 5 days. An
early meeting in Washington suggested to close up the work.

Record. J. D. Graham. Angles observed at Iron Hill. 1 book.
Ms. Orig. TU. S. Chief of Bngineers Office.

Surveying notes of Mason and Dixon's line between Pa. Del. and
Md. [16 Nov. 1849 to Feb, 1850 ?] C. Radziminshi. TUnpaged.

Ms., Orig. VU. 8. Chief of Engr’s Ofiice.
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Journal of Survey. J. D. Graham. 1 ms. 27 sh.

Mg, Ori¢. U, 8. Chlef Eugr. Of.
ABsT. “Journal of survey dated Dccember 29, 1849, to Februnary 9, 1850,
containing miseellaneous notes concerning tne boundary.”
MNote. The memoranda include:—
. Col. Graham's report to the Commissioners, 2 copies MSS.
as printed in the 1830 edit., pp. 18-87.
2. Notes on the surveys of the boundary lines between Mary-
land, Delaware and Pennsylvania from 1732-1763. 34 pp.
. “Mema, in relation to our own work"” Nov. &, 1848, to
Dec., 1849, )
4, Various extracts from state resolutions, Masem and Dixon
Journal, ete., referring ito this work,

Act No. 62. Pennsylvania General Assembly. To provide for the

expenses of the Commissgioners to determine and fix the houn-
dary lines of the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland and Dela-
ware. Passed February 12, 1850.

Laws of Pennsylvania, 1850, p. 61.

Report. J. D. Graham to the Joint Commissioners of the States of
Pennsylvania, Delaware and Maryland in relation to the junction
or intergection of the boundary lines of those States. 171 p.
toolscap, Signed Colonel Graham. Bound in ledger form. Filed
March 25, 1850, A. L. Russell, S8ec. Commonwealth.

Ms. Orra. Pa. Secy. Btate, v. H, No. 20.
i)[el. Secy, Btate.

d.
M=, Cory. 1. 8. Chief Engrs. Off., 2 copies.
Pa. Hist. Soc., Md. & Del. Surveys MBS,
Pus. Pa. Sen. Jour., 1850, v. 2, p. 475.
T’a. Rept. Secy. Int. AR, ‘“Boundarles,” 1887, pp. 339-375.

Note. Map 7% £10% ; on gcale of 1 in.—10 miles. Orig. copper plate{?)
in U. £ Chief Engineer's Office. In Graham's BReport. Which gee.

Mar shewing a portion of the boundaries of Maryland, Pennsyl-
vania and Delaware as surveyed in 1849-1850 under the direc-
tion of Lieutenant Colonel J. D. Graham, U:. S. Topographical
Engineers, at the request of H. G. 3. Key, Joshua P. Eyre and
George Read Riddle, Commissioners of the respective Sfates. 1
in—4 mi. 203, in.x 353 in. Bound at edge with green silk
Drawn under direction of Li. Colonel J. D. Graham by C.
Radziminshi, C. E. .

Certifled copies differing slichtly flled with Md. Land Office; Del, Secy.
State, Fa. Seay. Int. Aff. X
Note, Beging at 79th stone monumeng from the Maryland-Delaware corner
going north, set in 1766. Shows the *segment of cirele as marked by
Mason mnd DHxon” and the “dae morth Iing”’ to north east corner of
Maryland, where & ‘“‘stone monument [was] erected in 1849 in place of
lost monument erected in 1768 (near Lewls Martin's barn, on the road
from Newark to New London)” and as far as stone 32 erccted n 1766
on wesgtern parallel of latitude (near read from Elkten to New London).

Alzo shows lines of triangulation ; radius of 12 miles from “centre oi
Neweastle Court Honse ;” magnetic meridian distances from N. E. cor-
ner of Md. to the circular boundary at several angles,

Mar [Reduced from the above original mss]. Drawn under the
direction of Lit. Col. J. I Graham by Chags. Delisle, C. E. Scale
of 114 in. to 21 mi. or 1:42,240, 1314 x 7% in. .

Ms. Witk Graham’s auto gig. TI. 5. Chief Engr's Office.
Cf. Lenox Lib., Emmet MBS, No. 14431._
1. Copper plate original “belonging to the State of Maryland to he
retulmed if enlled for before Col. Graham's final report i1s made™
m&. note on Wrapper-
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1850.

Mar. 1.

Mar. 7.

Mar. 8.

Mar. 9.

Mar. 11.

Mar. 13.

1852,

SOTUROLE MATERIAT.

2. Wood block essay of the above with Incomplete outline probably
abandoned in favor of copper plate. . .
3. Tracing on tissue for above wood block.
U. 8. Corps of Engineers Office.

Joint report of the Commissioners to Governors of Maryland, Penn-
gylvania and Delaware,
Pubk. Pa. Sen. Jour., 1850, v. 2, PE: 477-478. )
Pa. Rept. Secy. Int. AR. “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 331-333.
AnsT. Gives ghort necount of the work done by them.

Megsage. Governor of Maryland to the State General Assembly,
dated “State Department, Annapolis, Md., March 7, 1850.”
Transmitting report of Commissioners and of Li. Col. Graham,
including map of boundaries by Colonel Graham. 87 p. 0. 1850.
Washington, Gideon & Co.

Rpr, in Lit. Colonel Graham’s rept, ». 1.

COf. No. 45088 in Sabln, Dictionary of Books Relating to Ameriea.

Note, Sabin stntes in a note that “the cover tltle to this differs slightly.’”
He has overlooked the fact that this message was printed by two states,
each Governor having referved the veport to his respective General
iz&ssfg:élaly. The report was also reprinted at Chicago In 1859 and again
n .

Letter. Joseph P. Eyre to Willlam F. Johnston, Governor of Penn-
sylvania. -
Ppr. Ta. Sen. Jour., 1880, v. 2, pp. 475-476.
Pa. Rept. Becy. Int. Aff. ‘Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 330-331

ABST. Transmitting Joint Report of Commissioners, correspendence and
report and map of Colonel Graham.

Resolution No. 94. Maryland General Asgembly.

Ansr. Placing in the temporary custody of Lt. Colonel Graham ‘the
manuseript proceedings of the commissioners Bnd surveyors including
ihose of Mason and Dixon [together with] said articles of agresment’
[between Charles, Lord Baltimore and John, Thomas and Richard Penn].

Memorandum by Sec'y of State Watking. Documents of Md.
placed by Gov. Thomas in the temporary custody of Col. J. D.
Graham.

Ms, Orig. U. 8. Chief Engr's Office.

ABsT, Includes instructioms, reports, records, eic., of surveyors and com-
missioners of 1760-68, and gome previous histerical documents all re-
ceipted for by Col. Graham, .

Message of the Governor of Pennsylvanla transmitting reports of
the Joint Commissioners and of Colonel Graham, U, 5. Engi-

neers, in relation to the boundary lines between the States of
Pennsylvania, Delaware and Maryland. 36 pp. O. Harrisburg,
1850.

Poe. Pa. Sen. Jour., 1850, v. 2, p. 476. |
Pa. Rept. Seey. Int. Aff.  “Boundaries,” 1887, pp. 329-330.

Massages from the Governors of Pennsylvania and Maryland,
transmitting the reports of the Joint Commissioners, and of Lt.
Colonel Graham, U. S. Engineers, in relation to the intersection
of the boundary lines of the States of Maryland, Pennsylvania
and Delaware, being a portion of the Mason and Dixon lina
Map. 95 pp. 0. Chicago, Fulton & Co., 1858.

—Td, 2., Chicago, 1862.
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OTHER RESURVEYS.

Extended lists of the Records of documents relating to the Re-

survey of the “Hxtension” or western end of the Mason and
Dixon line between Pennsylvania and West Virginia made by
Sinclair in 1883, and of the Circular Boundary beiween Penn-
sylvania and Delaware made by Hodgking in 1892 have been
omitted on account of lack of space and their less immediate
connection with the limits of fhe present Resurvey and the
hisforical discussion of the controversy. Information regarding
the Sinclair Resurvey may be found in the Rept. Secy. Internal
Affairs of Pa. “Boundaries,” pp. 379-429, Harrisburg, 1887, and
in the Archives of the T. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey. The
record of Hodgkins survey of the Circular Boundary may be
found in the Rept. T. 8. Coazst and Geodetic survey for 1893
Apxz. 8., pp. 177-222, Washingion, 1894, and Rept. Secy. Internal
Affairs of Pa., 1893, Ofi. Doc. No. 7, pp. A134-A152.
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MAPS.

Significant maps issued during the period of the grants, agree-
ments, surveys, etc., have been treated as source materinl and
described under the appropriate year.

There are other more general but illuminating maps on the bound-
aries, secondary in character, however, that can only be referred to
here. TFor full description see Mathews, Maps and Mapmakers of
Maryland ; Phillips, Maps of America.

COLLECTIONH,

Volumeg of reproducsd maps accorapany the Repori on the Boundaries of
the Commonwealth by the Pa. Secy. of Int. Affairs. 1887; Apx. Vols. 1-10,
Ser, 3, Pa. Archives, and the Rept. of the Commiss. Md.-Va. Boundary,
Richmond, 1873, the latter copied from originals in England by Hon.
D. ¢. De Jarnett in 1871, ’

GENERATL.

A compiled map illustrating Pennsylvania’s boundary disputes appearing in
Bates: Our country, p. 50, 1899, was rep. in Ferree’s Pa., p. 118, Pa. Soc.
of N. Y., Yearbook 1904. Bee also Fisher's Making of Pa., frontispiece,
and Shaefer’s Historical Map of Pa. (Pa. Hist. Soc. Fund Pub. 1, 1875)
which shows all boundary Iines. Johnston’s Hist. of Cecil Co., Md., con-
tains a compiled map by . M. Reese of the upper peninsula, which shows
all the boundaries especially the earliest esgays by the proprietors, and
also those of later surveys.

GRANTS AND EARLY LINES.

Among general maps of the grants are: Hart's Epoch maps illustrating
Amer. history, Nos. 3 and 5, of the Bnglish colonies; alse a map of the
early ceclonial grants, 1620-1681, in Dodd, Mead and Co.'s U. 8. History;
and maps of English grants (1660) and Duke of York grants (1664) in
WMacComag Higtorical geography of the U. 8., Boston, 1890.

A map of “The Palatinate of Maryland” in Fiske's Old Virginia, p. 274, and
the frontispiece to Browne's Maryland compare the. original charter
boundaries with the present bounds of Md.

The earliest delimitation of Delaware from Maryland is illnstrated by Keen's
map of New Sweden, 16381655 (jn Pa. Soey. of N. ¥, Yearhook 1904,
p. 48), showing the line to be drawn by Printz b miles below Cape
Cornelius.

Cf. under Source material maps on which the charter malers based the
boundaries of Maryland and Pennsylvania, For Maerylend: 1608, Smith’s
Virginia; 1621, Jacobson, N. America; 1630, Laet, Nova Anglia; 1635,
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Cecil, Noua Terrae (Lord Baltimore’s map); 1673 /4, Herrman, Virginia
and Maryland. For Peansylvgnig: 1660, South river; 163ab, Visscher,
Novi Belgii (and the 1667 Ogilby ed.); 1667, Blaau, Nova Belgica; 1671,
Ogilby’s new ed. of Noua Terras; 1674 Herrman’s Va. and Md.; 1681,
Holme's Pa.

FIRST DECREE AND AGREEMENT.

Graham compiled the boundaries in map form preparatory to his own re-
survey of the Tangent Point. (Cf. his Rept. 27 Feb., 1860, Hd. 2, Chicago,
1862). This shows in detajl, seale 1 in.—10 mi., the Delaware boun-
daries, the varlous experimental lines and the beginning of the North
boundary of Md. as defined by the agreement of 1732, the Hardwicke
decision of 1750, and the agreement of 1760. .

Cf. also these maps under “Source Material” ¥or jirst decree; 1590, Morden,
English Empire on which the 1685 court decree is laid down; 1695,
Thornton’s Virginia; 1701, circle around Newcastle; and 1752, Holme's
Pa. for the same. The Senex series: 1710, N. America; his 1732, Firat
agreement map; and its 1736 editions, and also 1737, Eastburn's Dela-
ware coulties. For temporary line: 1738, agreement map; 1738, Fabian
Marsh; 1740, Lire to Conegochege; 1740, Hastburn’s official map of the
Survey; 1749, Evans, Pa,

FINAL DECRER AND AGREEMENT.

The frontizspiece to Veech, Mason and Dixon line, 1857, gives a compilation
of the Delaware boundaries, the try-lines out of Philadelphia and the
main Mason and Dixon line,

Cf. these under Source Material. For carrying out the Hardwicke decree:
1750, Watson's, Newcastle; 1752, Original map used in suit; 1766, Emory
and Kellen's Taylor's island; also cf. 1765, Evans’ Middle British Colonies,
and 17566, Kitchen’s Penna. showing unes determined. For tho final
agreement: 1760, Agreemeni map; 1761, Ewing Tapngent line survey.

MASON AND DIXON'S WORK.

Their plan (reproduced in this volume) of the Iines, engraved by Smither
(cf. Source Material, 1768) is of course the official map and shows loca-
tion of each boundary monument. The crown stones every 5th mile are
shown by Lucas, Maryland, 1841 (scale 1 in,—6 mi.), as far ag the
220th at the Monongahela river; also by Melish, Pennsylvania, 1832
{scale 1 in~—4 mi) and by Barnes, Pa., 1849, same scale to 250th stone
at 8. w. corner of Pa.

The county maps, Martenet’s Harford Co., 1878, scale 1% in.=—1 mi. and
Sachge's Frederick Go 1858, scale 1 in.—1 mi.,, show the mile stone on
their borders.

The location of all the stones are shown on the county maps issued by the
Md. Geol. Survey.

The crossing of Susquehanna river and islands touched by the lina 15 given
on Scott’'s Lancaster Co., 1842,

The location of houses on South St., Phila.,, where Mason and Dixon began
their work is shown on Scull's, Philadelphia, 1762, (Ctf. Scurce Material.)

i
|
I
I
1
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For results of their survey compare the following maps: 1770, Scﬁll’s Pa.;
1776, Dunn's British Empire; 1777, Pownall’s No, America; 1778, Hut-
chin's Va.; 1780, Ewing, Boundary; 1790, Brenyel, Bds. Md.

TANGENT POINT RESURVEY.

Several cadasiral maps show the location of the Tangent Point and mile
stones on the circular boundary, viz., Hopking' Newcastle Co., Del.,, 1881,
Kennedy's Chester Co. (Pa.), 1860. Bridgens' Chester Co., 1873. Asp'z
Delaware Co. (Pa.), 1848, and Hopking' Delaware Co. (1376), Rea and
Price’s Newcastle Co. (Del.), 1849, show the circular line in detail.

Cf. under Source Material, 1850, Graham's very accurate and detailed map
of the Tangent Point Survey.
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SECONDARY MATERIAL.

Account of the First RSetflement of Virginia, Maryland, New York, New
Jersey and Pennsylvania, by the HEnglish, to which is annexed a
map of Maryland according to the bounds mentioned in the charter, and
also of the adjacent country. Anno 1630. Q. 22 p. (privately printed)
London, 1735, -

With 'ms. notes by Penn’s agent, I'. J. Paris.
Cf. Allen, American Curiosa, No. 63.

A Particular History chronologically stated of the various Royal Grants of
Land to Wm. Penn, Ld. Baltimore & others and a Map of Same showing
Lands in Digpute. 16621761, T p. large f. map.

Cf. Coleman, Penn Papers, 222, 1870,

AFRroA, J. SiMrsoN. History of Huntingdon and Blair. Phila, 1883,
Charter to Wm. Penn : formation of the three original countfes, pp. 2-3.

AgNew, DAWIEL. A history of the vegion of Pennsylvania north of the Ohio
and west of the Allegheny River, of the indian purchase, and of the
running of the southern, northern and western state boundaries. 246 pp.
0. 1887.

See particularly p. 58 et seq.

Arien, Epwagp G. The Penn Papers. 24 p. D. London, 18740,

“Deseription of a large collection of original letters, manuseript doecuments, char-
ters, grants, printed papers, rare books and pamphlets , . . . dating from
the last part of the 17th to the end of the 18th century, lately in the possession
of a sorviving descendant of William Penn.” Purchased by the Pa, Hist. Soc.,
1871, and now form part of the Penn Mss. of that Society frequently referred to
in this paper.

Cf. The Penn Mss., Pa. Hist. Soc., 3 pp. 0. March, 1871. Algo Coleman, Cat’l
of Penn Papers, and Winsor. Narr. and Crit. Hist.,, v. 3, pp. 506-507.

AmEs. H. V. Outlines of lectures on history with references for collateral
reading. (Univ. of Pa. Dept. of Amer. Hist,) Phila., 1898,

Maryland, The Charter, The Boundary, p. 21. Pennsylvania. Charter, Extent
of Grant, Decislon Boundary disputes, Mason and Dixon’s line, 1763-67, p. 44.

Axprews, C. M. Colonial Self Government. 369 pp. (Hart, The American
Nation, v. 6). N. Y., 1904.

T]l264 Foundation of Pa., pp. 162-184. Maryland and the dispuie with Penn, pp.
7-248.

Anmor, War. C. Tives of the Governoras of Pennsylvania. Phila., 1872.

Proprietary government. Wm. Markham Conference with Raltimore at Upland—
%eterminggion of this line, pp. 66-67. Deeds of foeffment from the Duke of
ork, p, 81.

Anrcaer, G. W. The dismemberment of Maryland. An historieal and critical
essay. FPrepared for and partly read before the Maryland Historical
Society, January 10, 1889.

Md. Hist. Sec., Mund Pub, No. 30, Balto., 1890, 133 pp.
Apst, A strengly partisan statement of the entire history ot the controversy from

the Baltimors standpoint.
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AsHER, G. M. A List of Maps and Charts of New Netherland, and of the
Views of New Amsterdam. New York, 1855.

A close study of the origlnal Duteh maps of the region showing three “‘mother
maps" and many copies. Omne of these is Visgeher's map of 1656 ca.

AsaMeap, HENRY GRataM. Iistorical sketch of Chester on Delaware. 8+336
pp. illug. maps. O. Chester, 1883.

Brief refarence to interview hetween Gov. Marlkham and Lovd Baltimore at Upland
and to the Astronomical Observation lecatlng 40° (p. 13).

History of Delaware County, Pennsylvania. Philadelphia, 1884, pp.
illus. Map. O.

“The eircular boundary line between Delaware County and the state of Delaware.”
(Chap. 3, pp. 15-20.) A detailed account of the steps taken by Messvs. MAvkham
and Lord Baltimare and their respective commlssloners to ascertain the latitnde.
Af}sirse. full sceount of Taylor and Pierson’s Burvey of 1701 and Graham's Survey
L4 44,

—  — (Yrenlar boundary line between Delaware County and the State of
Delaware. Delaware County Republican, 2 May, 1854. '

Incorporated 1n Ashmead’s 'IIistm-y of Delawayre County, pp. 15-20,

Bacon, J. Barnirz, Mason and Dixon's Line. The days of Old in Little
York, Lord Baltimore and the Penn family. The star gazer's stome.
The old survey and the old surveyors. Bamcrofi corrected. The Revolu-
tion. Fort Washington. Ceol, J. D. Graham’s survey.

N. Y. Herald, June, 1658. Repr. by Gettysburg Compller, Jany. 16, 1900,

Barch, Tiuos. Letters and papers relating chiefly to the provincial history
of Pennsylvania. 138312 pp. Phila., 1855,

Commonly called “Shippen Papers.” Disbursing money for Masen and Dixon
Survey, p. 202,

BANCROFT, GEGReE. History of the United States of America. § v. N. Y,
1B95.

¥. 1 Bounds of Baltlmore's grant, p. 157. His eclaims to Delaware, p. 316.
Penn's grant, p. 552. Release of Delaware, p. 555. Meeting with Baltimeore,
p. 5684, Settlement and Survey of the boundaries, p. 570.

Batgs, SamueLl P. History of Penngylvania, (Pt. 1 in History of Crawford
County, Pa. Chicago, 1885.) .

Summary of Penn-Baltimore controversy and running of Mason and Dixon and
Graham's surveys, pp- 95-96.
Qame matter in Hist. Cumberland and Adamg Counties, Pa., I't. 1. Chicago, 1886,
Hist. Columbia and Montour Countles, I’a., I't. 1. Chicago, 1887.
Hist. Franklin County, Fa., Pt. 1. Chicago, 1887.
Hist. Erie County, Pa., Pt. 1. Chicago, 1884.
Hist. Morcer County, 1a., Chap. 10. Chicago, 1B88.

—— Our Country. ¥Yistorical record of Crawford County, Pa. Boston,
Ferguson, 1899,

Controversy over the bounds of the colony. Bounds of the grants. Conference of
Markinam and Penn with Baltimere. The Newcastle Circle, the decree; fhe
survey of 1760; Survcy by Mason and Dixen, 1863 —their records; their last
mopument ; the marking of the stones, pp. 50—56.[

-

Barrik, J. H., ed. History of Columbia and Montoar Counties, Pennsylvania,
ete., por. 0. Chicago, 1BET.
Summary of Penn-Baltimore controversy and running of Masen and Dixon and

Graham surveys. Jdenfical with Bates, Samuel P., History of Pennsylvania
[etc.], pp. 95-06, but adds Penn-Balilmere conference of 1682 on pp. G60-61.
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History of Bucks County, Pa., Phila., 1887.

Introductory, Meeting of Penn and Baltimors ; Talbot’s demand ; Penn's motives:
Division of Delaware; agreement of 1732 ; Commission of 1750; The Mason and
Dizon Swrvey; Extension; Re-survey by Graham, pp. 31-33.

Biographical and (General History of the State of Delaware. 2 v., {llus.
Q. Chambersburg, Pa, J, M. Runk & Co. 1892.

Beginning of Delaware, p. 42: Land titles agaln, p. 45; Lord PBaltimore again,
. 468 Boundary dispute renewed, p. 40,

Biopne, CRA1G. Proceedings of the Historical Society of Pennsylvania on the
presentation of the Penn papers and address of Craig Biddle, March 10,
1873. 38 pp. 0. Phila., 1873.

Papers relating to the boundaries and surveys by Mason and Dixzon, pp. 11-13.

Berr, HereerT C. History of the Leitersbu'rg distriet, Washington County.
Md. Leitersburg, Md., 1898,

Ear]y_land tenure and settlement: the temporary Iine; Mason and Dixon's Survey:
their journal; the planting of stones; their present positlon in this distriet
desertbed In detail, pp. 45-50.

B[vr1ss], P. C. An interesting historieal manuseript. Two articles 1n the “Bos-
ton Post,” 1 column [186171, describing the copy of the Mascn and Dixon
Journal, then in his hands [for examination] found in Nova Secotia.

Copy of clippings in “MSS. of Masen and Dixon Surveys.” Pa, Hist, Soe,

Magon and Dixzon Line. [Aecount of Mason’s Journal.]
Hist, Mag., v. 5, p. 199. Bostou, 1861

BoyrLe, JoEX P. Mason and Dixon’s line, Part played by Alexander McClean.
4An old time deed. Old paper No. 75. % col. Pittsburg (Pa.) News
Standard, 19 Apr., 1902. )

BeeviaTe. John, Thomag and Richard Penn, plaintiffs; breviate, in Chancery,
Charles Calvert, Esq., T.ord Baltlmore, the Kingdom of Ireland, Defend-
ant. For the plaintiffs upon a Bill to compell a Specifick Execution of
Articles of Agreement entered into between the Partys for Setling the
Boundarys of the Province of Pensilvania, the Three Lower Countys, and
the Province of Maryland, and for perpetuating testimony, ete. Mr. At-

-torney General S8ir Dudley Ryder, Mr. Solicitor (eneral Murray, Mr.
King’s Council Noell. Paris & Weston, Solicitors, [174371 T. 2+116 D,
Plaintiffs case. 13 1L Printed on one side only. Articles of Agree-
ment.

An e# parte abstract of all the legal proceedings thai had occurrved sinee the begin-
ning of the boundary controversy down to the date when the matter was brought
into court in 1735 to obtain a specific execution of the agreement of 1732, which
related to Delaware-Maryland and Pennsylvanis-Maryland boundarics. It “eon-
olgis mainly of the minntes of testimony taken in 1740 by the sons of Wm. Penn
to be offered as evidence in Chancery,” All of the papers are not in full,
Cf. T'a, Hist. Boc.,, Taylor Papers, fol. bk. A, p. 42. Copicg In Phila, Library,
Pa, Stafe Library, and Md. Hist. Soc.

Pus. Pa. Areh, ger. 2. v. 16, 790 pp. Harrishurg, Pa., 1890, :
The original corrected proof sheets are mentioned in Allen, Cat. of Penn
Papers, 1870, No. 166.

BrintoN, A. C. The old boundary line; a bit of history relating to Chester
County and Delaware State, Wilmington (Del.} News, 27 Feb., 18%9.
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[BrinTon, Dovaras H.] The Mason and Dixon Line. How the Newecastle
¢irele was run; Boundary stone; trying to fix the difierence; exiravagant
fardy commissioners; Erecting the boundary stones; Well known to
sporting men; Looking for lost marks. 2 columns Oxford (Pa.} Press,
15 Feby., 1500, ‘

A résumé of the history from the agreement of 1732 to 1893, with a reference to
the prize fights near the northeast corner of Maryland.

BrowrEs, Wy, Hawp., Maryland: The History of a Palatinate, Ed, 2, Scud-
der: American Commonwealth, ser. 6, 292 pp. D. Boston, 1884,
Repr. Boston, 1904.

A popular summary, Refers to charter, boundaries and history of Penn-Baltimore
disputes, pp. 18, 96, 126, 137-149, 212-216. Mason and Dixon survey, pp. 238-
239,

BROWNE, WM. Hanp, and RriTomre, ALBErT. Report of the Commitiee on the
Western boundary of Maryland.
Md. Hist, Soc., ¥und Pub. 29. DBattimore, 1889.

Stafement of original boundaries, Maryland resolutlon of 1889 to secure resurvey
of Mason and Dixon line.

BryanT, W. €, and Gay, 8. H. Popular History of the U. 8. 4 v. O. London,
1876. V. 1, Charter of Md., pp. 484-487; v. 2, Grant of Pa., p. 487.

CAMPANITS Horm, TaoMmas., Kort beskrifering on provincien Nya Swerige
uti America. ., . . . Stockholm, 1702,

—T'rench Translation by H. Bertrand. 1843.

— English Translation by P. 8. Du Ponceau. Phila, 1834. 166 pp. Also
Pa. Hist. Soc. Mem., v. 3.

Contning a full account of early settlements and reproduces Lendstrom's map of
1654 /5. The erroneous statements as to first settlements made here 'have been
repeated by many subsequent historians, e. £ 8mith, Proud, Rees.

CanpENTER, W. H., and Arraur, T. 8. The History of Pennsylvania from its
earliest settlement to the present time., 357 pp. illus, 8. Philadelphia,
1851. 2nd edit., 1857.

The royal grant of a province to Penn. Abstract of the charter. Its resemblance
to that of Maryland, Chap. 2. Deed of release from the Duke of York, Chap. 3.
Found&tl'y dis%ute with Lio:sd Balthmore, Chap. 5. ' Boundary dispute with Mary
and, ap, 10.

CHALMERS, GEO. Political Annals of the Present United States from their
settlement to the Peace of 1763. London, 4to, 1780 f.

Maryland’s charter and its bounds, pp. 201-202. Penn’s grant and charter, pp
656-638. Penn obtains Delaware County, p. 643. Report Conference with Lord
Baltimore, p. 847; Difficulties with Baitimore finally settled, p, 651, Division
of peninsula, 1680.

Opinions of Eminent Lawyers, ete. London, 1814, v. 1, p. 59.
—— Introduction to the History of the Revolt of the Americanr Colonies.
Boston, 1845.

Vol. 1, Grant to Lord Beltlmore, p. 61. Charter to Penn, pp. 151-152, Roundery
Question with Maryland, p. 154,

Crarman, T. J. Old Pittsburg days. Piltsburg, 1900,

Appeintment of Commissioners of 1778 and the extension of the Mason and Dlxon
lipe, pp. 112-113.
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The French in the Allegheny Valley, 209 pp. D. Cleveland, 1887.

“Barly Virglnia Claims In Pennsylvania.” Chiefly an account of the coniroversy
with Dunmore and subsequent warfare, pp. 195-209; p. 202 relates proposition
of Commissioner Tilghman,

CrArgsoN, THoS. Memoirs of Willlam Pepn. 16+367 pp. D. New ed.
London, 1849.

Petltions for grant, pp. 96-100; Obtains title to Newcastle, p. 118; Dispute with
Baltimore, pp. 148-140.

Crayrow, JogN M. Substance of the argument of John M. Clayton, of Dela-
ware, for the United States in the matter of “Pea Patch Islands” before
the Honourable John Sargeant, delivered in the Hall of American Inde-
DPendence in the City of Philadelphia on the 2 and 3 of December, 1846,
Containing a discussion of the title of the states of Delawara and New
Jersey to the river Delaware and its islands. 34 pp. O. Philadelphia,
1848, \ ’

See also Wallace Pea Patch Tstand Case. Sen. Exec. Doc., 30 Cong., 1st sess., v. 4,
No. 21, Washington, 1847, pp. 221-256.

CoreMaN, JamEs. Catalogue of original deeds, charters, copies of royal
grants, petitions, original letters, proclamations, old maps and plans in
manuscript and printed of the great William Penn and his family. Extra.
518 items. 32 pp. illus. with cuts of seals and signatures. B, Londomn,
1870.

Suppl. 154 items. 12 pp. 0. London [1875].

Note. The Tepn. Mss. In the Pa. Hist. Soc. include a large share of the above
items and hence very much of the original data described In this paper. Cole-
man, as well as Allen, bookdealers of London, saved them from desfruction by a
K;re‘l?ss &iescendant of the Penn family, as Alexander dld the Calvert paper for

aryland.

Core, GILBERT. See Furmny, J. 8.

ComNELL, J. J., et aif. Heport of the sub-committee of the Representative
Committee of Baltimore Yearly Mesting of Friends on charges against
the character of 'Wm. Penn contained in “Leading events of Maryiand
History.” 16 pp. Baltimore, 1905.

A re-statement of the Penns side which accomplished its end withont, perhaps,
- solving the problem of the righteousness of the contestants’ actloms,

Corverr, W, MagoN. The History of Pennsylvania from the earliest dis-
covery to the present time. 576 pp., illus, por. 0. Philadelphia, 1876.

The charter and bowndaries of the.grant, p. 59. Setilement of boundary and the
Mason and Dixon survey, p. 153.

Cratg, Nevitie B. Lectures [on the controversy over the western terminatioﬁ
of the Mason and Dixon line and the possession of Pittsburg]. Olden
Time, v. 1, Oct., 1846, pp. 433-457.

Contains diagrama of sections of the houndaries,

The History of Pittsburgh, with a brief notice of its facilities of com-
munication and other advantages for commerecizal and manufacturing
burposes. 312 pp. Maps. D. Piitsburgh, 1851,

Apsr. Conference between Tlighman, Allen and Governor Dunmore May 21, 1774,

(p. 115) ; Proceedingy of Commissioners of 1779 (p. 124} ; appointment of com-
mission of 1784 (p. 125) ; running of line May, 1785 (p. 126).

[_ﬁ e i
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CerieH, ALFRep, History of Washington County, from its first settlement to
the present time. . . MHWd. 2 Revised and corrected with apx. 3T6+132
pp. 0O, Harrisburg, Pa., 1871,

The Masan and Dixon Lines, Apz., chap. 2, pp. 24-88. Mason and DIXon survey,
especially the extension of the Mason and Dixon line wlth copies of the reports
of the commissioners of 1784, and of corr:spindence botween Heed and Jeffersom.

CruM=INE, Boyp. The houndary controversy between Pennsylvania and Vir-
ginia; 1748-1785. A Sketch, by Boyd Crumrine, ¢f Washingion, Pa,
Carnegie Museum Annals, v, 1, 1302, pp. b05-524,

ABST, Gives account of running of lines and map showing their location.

DARLINGTON, Wi, Mason and Dixon’s line. In Directory of Borough of West
Chester, Sept. 30, 1867. Rpr. in Hist. Mag,, v. 2, pp. 37-42, Feb,, 1858,

Magon and Dixon line. In Hist. Mag., v. §, p. 14§.

DARLINgTON, Dr. WiLliam, and FuTHEY, J. SMITH. Notae Cestrienses. Pub-
lished in the “Village Record,” Chester County, 1858-1861.

Futhey and Cope: History of Chester County (p. 3).

The “¥illage Record” was searched for thig artiecle but 1t was not found. Mr.
Cope Informs us it may have been published in another ‘West Chester paper. That
he has searched among kis papers and failed to find the referemce.

Davis, A. T, ed. History of Clarion County, Pennsylvania, [etc.] 663+64 pp.
por. O. Byracuse, 1887.

Tenn's eorts to adjust boundaries with Baltimeore, p. 18.
Reference to the Mason and Dlxon sutvey (p. 27).

Davis, W, W. H. The history of Bucks County, Pennsylvania. Doylestown,
Pa., 1876.

Bollil:ds of patent of Mareh 4, 1681. Duke of York grants, p- 64. The Swede's
e.

Day, SEErMAN, Historical collections of the State of Pennsylvania, . . .
relating to its history and antiquities, both general and local, with to-
pographical descriptions of every county and all the larger towns in the
State. 708 pp., 165 illus. O. Philadelphia. e. 1843.

Under Delwware County, Par. relating to boundary dispute and the Mason and
Dixon sucvey (p. 296).

DrErawane. “Lower County Laws.” Laws of the government of Newcastle,
Kent and Sussex upon Delaware, published by order of the Assembly.
Franklin & Hall, Philadelphia, 1752, £, 363 pp.

Derawang., Laws of the State of Delaware from the 14, October 1700 to 18,
August 1797, in 2 columns. Published by authority: Newecastls, Samuel
and John Adams, 1797.

Dixwiontr, Lieur. Gov. Roserr. Official Records, 175158, Note Telative to,
Pa. Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, p. 487,

Printed from MSS. In Va. Hist. Soc.

DixoN, W. H. William Penn. 15, 363 pp. Phila,, 1861,

Admiral Penn's claim on the Crown; Oppesltion to Penn’s grant; Penn's Purchase
of East Jersey, pp. 173-183. The Talbot dispute; Penn’s petition to King and
division of Peninsula, pp. 225-227. Baltimore revives his elaim, pp. 324-325.

3
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Dovoras, James C. Notes on Delaware History. 139 pp. Q.

‘Wiliam Penn, a biographical netice of his arrival in Delaware (p. 7). The “Pea
Pateh case’” decision (p. 14). First dlvision of Upland and Newcastle counties
(p. 15). Notes on pesition of the cape Inlepen as shewn on map at New Neth-
erland, published in Broadhead's History of New York.

In Delaware Hist. Soe, Library.

Dovugras, WiLLiaM. Summary, historical and politieal, of the British Settle-
ments in N. America. 2 v. Boston, 1747-50,

Penngylvania and its territories, p 207. Charter, p. 298, Controversy with M4,
pp. 309-310. Decree and work of the Commissioners of 1750, p. 811. Maryland,
p. 851. Translation of charter, p. 355. Bounds of, pp. 356-357.

Doyig, J. A. The English in America. 4 v. London, 1882-1907.

V. 1, prant of Md, p. 378. V. 4, Dispufes between the Dutch and Mad., p- 104
Charger of Pa., p. 487. Sunderland’s use of Baltimove's claim to gecure Pa.,
p. 548,

“Drowing the line. How Mason and Dixon surveyed the boundaries
between Pennsylvania and Maryland: continued until they reached the
war-path of hostlle Indians: set up stones that still remain as they were
original placed.” 214 columns Baltimore Herald, October 21, 1896,

IBarly history of the line also given.

Dunror, James. Memoir on the confroversy between William Penn and
Lord Baltimore, respecting the boundaries of Pennsylvania and Mary-
land. Read at a meeting of the council of the Historical Society of
Pennsylvania, November 10, 1825. 38 pp.

Pa. Hist. Soc, memoirs, v. 1, pp. 159-196 [1826].
Same with slightly different pogination In second edition. 1866.
In Oédelil Time, v. 1, pp. 529-548, November, 1846. TIntrodmection by N. B.
raig.
Summary of the agreement as to points, lines and directions, as well as to manner
of marking the llne in 1732 {p. 539). Proceedings of the commissioners of
1750 to mark the line according to Lord Hardwicke's decision (p. 544},

Dunant, 5. W. History of Allegheny County, Pa., Phila.,, 1876.
Penn’s grant; York grants, p. 15. Controversy between Pa. and Va., p. 42,

Epmring, CHRISTOPHER DaNIEL. Geography and History of America. Ham-
burg, Carl Ernst Bohn. 1796-1816.

Translated frem the orlginal German in 1883 for the Pa. ITist. Soc., Chap. 1, Dela-
ware. Presented in bound typewritien MSS. of 213 pp. to the Delaware Histori-
cal Boclety. I'rom an autograph letter of Hon. T, P, Bayard, who made the ple-
sentatlon In behalf of the Pa. Hist. Soe. it Is gatherok] that the part which
related to Pennsylvaniz was printed by that society and that Dector Ebeling
received a vote of thanks from Congress of the United States for his work.

“Boundary and Extent” Short history of the boundaries of Delaware and their
surveys. The entire boundary controversy (pp. 175-184)., Refers to the 1782
agreement (p. 196). Refers to the 1760 agreement and survey by Mason and
Dixon (p. 198).

Epwarps, T. Mason and Dixon. line. Harper's Mag., v. 53. pp. 549-551.
Principally based on Latrobe, Illustrations of Mlle and Crown stones.

Ecre, Witttam H, M. D. An illusirated History of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania eivil, political and milltary, from its earliest settloment to
the present time, including an historical description of each county In
the state, ete. 1186 pp. illus. por. 0. Harrisburg, 1876.

]
“The Mason and Dixon’s Line,” The controversy. The running of the temporary
line of 1739, The Survey of the trans-peninsular llne and cirele of 1750 and
mid-peninsular line and survey of 1760, The employment of Mason and Dixon.
Their progress from yeal to year. Their pay. Doctor Maskelyne's observations.
Graham’'s survey (pp. 124-130). -
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Erris, FravgLiN, ed. History of Fayette County, Pennsylvania [efe.], 841
pp. 1 illus. por. Map., O. Philadelphia, 1882,
“Tetablishment of boundaries.” General review bearing chlefly, however, on the

extenslon of the line In 1782 and Dunmore’s coniroversy (pp. 120-122).
1}

BErris, Groree E., and Prasopy, W. B. 0. Makers of American History.
N. Y, 1904,

The Penn charter, p. 78. Duke of York Grants, p. 89. Conference with Balfl-
more, p- 93. Second meeting at Newcastle, p. 103.

ErsoN, H. W. History of the United States of Amerieca. 32+811+11 pp.
N. Y., 1904,

Penn's grant; the disputed boundary ; the Mason and Dixon survey, p. 153,

EMMETT, THos. Avpis, M. D. History of the Boundary line Controversy
between Pennsylvania, Maryland and Virginia. Extra illustrated by

T. A, Emmett, M. D. N. Y.

Lenox Lib. Emmett Mss. 148 pleces, letters, broadsides, documents, maps, por-
traits, views, drawings, etc., were used to illustrate the text of Latrobe’s History
of Mason and Dixon’s line, Cralg's Lecture on the Controversy between Pa. and
Va., Veech’s Mason and Dixon line, and Graham’s Report on the Survey of the
Tangent line, 1850.

F, A. [CoreEsPoNDENT.] That Mascon and Dixon Line. 4 column West Ches-
ter Local News, 1 July, 1892,

Discussion of Tatitnde and General History.

Facts about the famous Mason and Dixon’s line: Why boundary was
established and how it figured in the history of the United States. 3 half
columns. Oregonian [Portland, Ore.] 17 Apr, 1303.

Note. Refers particularly to the re-survey by W. C. Hodgklns, 1902-03.

Fuamousg 0ld Line. Mason and Dixon’s old boundary. 2 columns in Balti-
more American, 23 May, 1886.

Fernow, BErTHoLD. New Netherland or Dutch in North America.

Winsor, Nar. Crit. Hist. of Amer., v. 4, pp 394-442,

ABST, A narrative account of early Dutch settlements togefher with critical essay
on the sourzes of information. It deals chiefiy with New York.

— Documents relating to the History of the Dutch and Swedish
Settlements on the Delaware River. Translated and Compiled from
Original Manusecripts in the Office of the Secretary of State, at Albany,
and in the Royal Archives, at Stockholm. Albany, 1877. Q. 669 pp.
Doc, rel. Colonial Hist. N. Y., v. 12.

FEEREE, BARR. Pennsylvania: a primer. N, Y. The Pennsylvania Sociely,
1904,

The Duke of York grants, p. 60; Boundary adjustments, pp. 118-121; The his-
torical reviews of decrees and docwments; Dispuate with Virginla. Historleal
review; Final surveys; Delaware boundary, p. 129-130; Surveys of 1701 and
1849,

Fergly, BENTaMIN, A History of the Original Settlement on the Delaware
[ete.] 12+312 pp. Wilmington, 1846.

Has & good complled map, showing many locality names now obsolete.

TF1SHER, GEORGE PARK. The Colonial Era. (Amer. Hist. series.) N. Y., 1895.
Grant of Md., p. 63; Dispute with Pemn, p. 73; Grant to Penn, pp. 200-201.
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FrsuER, R. 8. Gagetteer of the State of Maryland. N. Y., Colton, 1852.

Boundaries, p. 1. Original grant to Baltimore, Agreement, Survey of Mason and
Dixon. FExtension of the line in 1783, pp. 15-16. _
RepuB. In Statistical Gazetteer of the State of Md., 185G.

- Fisuwr, Sybney Geomge. The making of Penﬁsylvania.. 364 pp, illug. map.

D. Philadelphia, 1896,
A full account of the controversy about the Mason and Dixon surveye apnd the

g:itension. Frontlspiece, “Map showing Pennsylvania boundary disputes,” (pp-
B-354}.

Fisxe, JoEN. Old Virginia and Her Neighbors. Boston, 1900.

V. 1. The Maryland palatinate. History of the grant, p. 255-285. Map. The
Palatinate of Md., showing orlginal charter boundary and present bounds, p. 274,

The Dutch and Quaker Colonies in America. 2 v. Boston, 1899,

V. 2. Penn's petition, the bounds, Delaware, the Mason and Dixon line, pp. 148-
150. " Apx. 11, Charter for Penmsylvania, pp. 370-386.

Foor, Rev. Grorge. An address embracing the.early history of Delaware and
the settlement of its boundaries and of the Drawyers Congregation.
- - . delivered in Drawyers Church, Del, May 10, 1842. &8 pp. D,
Philadelphia, 1842,

Repr. by the John M. Rogers Press, Wilmington, Del., 1898, with portralt of Foot.

Hlstory of grants, disputes and surveys (Pp. B-12). Boundary surveys, Itefers
te the 1732 map of the llnes (pp. 9-12).

Frosr, Jouw. The book of the Colonles, N. Y., 1846.

Adjustment of bounds by Penn with Baltimore; Limit of 40th degree; Decree of
N0v2.é21685, PP, 221-223. Wood cut of Penn’s Interview with Tord Baltimore,
p. .

[ForaEY, J. SMITir.] William Penn and the Penn family manuscripts.

Series of articles published in the West Chester Village Record, February
15, 1873, to March 1, 1873.

February 22, 1873. (eneral reference to the Penn-Baltimore confroversy. Mason
and Dixon Iine; current controversies over cireular bhoundary.
Cf. also Darlington, Wm.

FurHEY, J. SmrTea, and CopE, GILeerT. History of Chester County, Pennsyl-
vania, efc. 2 v. Q. 782+44 pp. Philadelphia, 1831.

Boundary Lines—*“Mason and Dizon Line. The Clreular Line.” Describes in detai]
t]ﬁlg)Mason and Dixon, the Taylor and Pierson and the Graham surveys (pp. 156-

- Historical Collections of Chester County, Pennsylvania. Series of 159
articles published in the West Chester (Pa.) Village Record. 1868-1877,

Never republished except in the county history (above).

GAMERALL, REV. TEEopoRe C. Studies in the civil, soclal and ecclesiastical
history of early Maryland. N. Y., 1893.
Penn's ambiiions; Baltimore's grant; the 1885 decision, pp. 63-64.

GANNETT, Hungy. DBoundaries of the United States and of the several states

and territories with a historical sketch of the territorial changes. U. S.
Geol. Survey Bull. No. 13, Washington, 1835,

Pennsylvania (pp. 78-80), Delaware (pp. 80-82), Maryland (pp. 82-83), Virginia
{pp. 88-92). A brief résumé sustained by authorities.




884 SECONDARY MATERIAT

—2nd ed. U. 5. Geol. Survey Bull. No. 171, Washington, 1900.

Pe?nsylvz.glsa) (pp. 84-86), Dclaware (pp. B6-88), Maryland (pp. 88-91), Virginia

pp.

Cf. also U. 8. Geol. Survey Bull. Nos. 230, 231, 233 for sepalate garmetteers of
these states. ’

Gencalogy and biography of the leading famlhes of the city of Baltlmore and
Baltimore County, Maryland. N. Y., 1897.

Boundary dlsputes of the York granis; the agreement of 1732 (no paging).

Giesown, JomN. Historical ed., History of York County, Pa., ete. 772+207 pp.
illus. por. Q. Chicago, 1886,

“The boundary line,” with veproduction of map of temporary lines of 1739
(pp. 73-88). Copy of Iing’s order in Council. *“The temporary line”; Dipg's
choice; Case of Nicholas Plerce; Flnal agreement of 1760; Maszon and DIlxzon's
line; Running of temporary line detailed (taken prinelpally from DPa. Arch,
ser. 1, v. 1, pp. 556-575)}. Full statement with origlnal notes as to ngreement
of 1760, The Mason and Dixon survey, recited from the notes of the surveyors.
Full guotations from Graham's report. The Borough of Hanover. Digre's bond
of agreement (p. 673)., The temporary line indicated by deeds and maps of
James Powell (p. 767).

——The history, sketch and account of the Centennial celebration at York,
Pa., July 4. 150 pp. Illus. O.. York, Pa., 1876.

The temporary line (p. 32), Mason and Dixon's line (p. 34).

GoepoN, THOMAS F. The history of Pennsylvania from its discovery by
Europeans to the Declaration of Independence in 1776. 7+628 pp. O.
Philadelphia, 1829.

Boundaries of the Pennsylvanm charter (p. E5). The boundary discussions of
Penn vs. Baltimore (pp. 73-75). Wording of agreement between proprletors in
1739 defining temporary line, p. 223, Gives list of the commlssioners of 1732
and says no records of these commissioners remain. Temporary line of 1739.
Commisgicners of 1760 and their work, (Chap. 9, pp. 108-124.)

GramamM, LT. Cor. J, D. Report to the commissioners [for adjusiing and re-
fixing certain parts of the boundaries of the states of Maryland, Pennsyl-
vania and Delaware.] In “Message from the Governor of Pennsylvania
transmitting the reports of the joint commissioners and of Lieut.-Col.
Graham, U. 8. Engineers, in relation to the boundary lines between the
states of Pennsylvania, Delaware and Maryland.” Harrishurg, 1850, pp.
10-36.

See also source material, 1850 for different editions.
Includes copies of purts of the proceedings of the Commissioners of 1765 and of the

surveyors of 1761 as well as considerable historical matter pertalning to the
evenls preceding the projection and survey of the houndaries,

—Mode of tracing a curve of very large radius adopted in the survey of
the Northern boundary of the State of Delaware in 1701.

Jour. Franklin Inst., See. 8, v. 4, 1842, pp. 11-15. Also published separately.

GRAHAME, JAMES, History of the United States of North America, London,
1827.

The charter and its bounds, p. 56. Pennsylvania and Delaware; Penn's grant and
‘bounds, p. 387, The Delaware grant and bounds, p. 405

GemrrT, THoMAs W. Sketches of the early history of Maryland. 75 P
Illus. O. Baltimore, 1821.

Interview of Markham and Baltlmore. Talbot waits on Penn at Philadelphia [1682]
(p. 30), Relatiug to agreement of 1732. Appeintment of commissloners. DIs-
cussion as to Cape Henlepen (pp. 47-48). Reifers to completion of llne by
Magon and Dixen [1768] (pp. 58, 59).

Sabin Dict. No. 28828,
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Harr, CLaAYToN CoLEMAN. 'The lords Baltimore and the Maryland Palatinate.
Ed. 2. Baltimore, 1904.

Baltimore’s charter, p. ®; Penn grant; Markham's observations and conference
with Baltimore; Penn's efforts to overthrow the Md. charfer, pp. 111-118,
Agrii%elllgo‘af 1782; Division of the peninsula; Survey by Masen and Dixon,
PP -164.

Hawwa, Rev, Witriam. History of Greene County, Pennsylvania. 350 pp. D.
No place., 1882.
Contains an outllne of the state from 1682 until the formatlon of Washington
County in 1781.
Gives an account of the running of the gouthern boundary of Pennsylvanta, refer-
ring to stories of natives of the county, etc., pp. §2-70. History of controversy.
The operations of Masen and Dixon. The Dunmore affalr. The surveyors of the
extension, pp. 84-50.

Harr, A. B, and Cmanwing, Hpw., eds. Documents illusirating the terri-
torial development of the U. 8., 1684-1774. (Amer. History leaflets, No.
16, July, 1894,) N. Y.

-Reproduction of charters of the eolonles.

Hayrs, Manrove, William Penn and His Province.
Papers of the Hist. 8be. Del., xxiv.,, Wilmilngton, 1899, 51 pp.

Hazanp, SAMUEL. Anbals of Pennsylvania from the Discovery of the Dela-
ware. 1609-1682. Phila., 1850. 664 pp.

See also Penmnsylvania Archives. . .
Abstrect of Maryland grant. (General references to settlements on Delaware for
years 1680-1682 ; many origlnal letters and documents are given.

————Historical Collections: State papers and other authentic documents.

2 v. Phila,, 1792-4.

Objections to Lord Baltimore's patent and his proeeedings against the Common-
wealth, v, 1, pp. 620-630.

-—Register of Pennsylvania.

Vol. 1, pp. 269, 271, 273, 274.

Hemrmirn, Junee JosEPHE. Decision in Newcastle boundary case. Johnson
vs. Grossan., TFebruary 15, 1897, The district reports of cases decided in
all the judieial disiricts of the state of Pennsylvania. Philadelphia, 1897
(v. 6, pp. 184-191). ’

Reported in West Chester Dally News, 15 Iebruary, 1897. West Chester Village
Record, 18 February, 1897.

Very full review of the entire boundory histery, especially of Taylor and Peirzon,
1701, and Hodgkins Survey, 1892,

HeNiNg, W. W., ed. Statutes at Large of Virginia., Richmond, 1822.

Resolutions and reports of commissioners on the subject of the disputed boundary
between Va. and Pa.,, v. 10, pp. 619-5637. Cf. U. S. H. R. Rept. Com. on Pub.
Land, 1844,

Heyrin, Perer. Cosmography in four books, 3 £d, London, 166b.

Arter spenking of contested possesslon of New Netherlands and that complaints
were made te the States General by Charles I. says (p. 1016) “They declared
by a public instrument that they were in no way inferested In It but that it was
a private nndersanding of the West India Company of Amsterdam & so referred
it to his majesty's pleasure—Wherenpon o Commission was gfanted to Sir George
1Ef[:atl*.relri:, dL,.prd Baltimore, to plant the Southern parts thereof by the name of

aryland.

Cf. Lenox Library, Chalmer's MS88. Md., 1.
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Hicks, I €. Biographical sketch of Thomas Hutchinsg (in Hutchins, A
topog. desc. of Va. Pa., Md. and N. C., rpr. from the orig. ed. of 1778.
Cleveland, 1904).

Appointment as Comsr, 1783, to extend Mason and Dixon line and his associates.

Astronomical obs. 1784 to determine 8. W. cor. Pa. and his report to Congress
1785, pp. 31-84.

HLoRETH, RIcHARD. History of the United States of America. 6 v. N Y...
1880, ;

V. 1. Charter of Md., pp. 206-208.
V. 2. Penn's charter, p. 63; the boundary dispute, pp. 68-72, 341-342.

HINSDALE, B. A. The old northwest; with a view of the Thirteen Colonies ag ‘

constituted by the Royal charters. 2 v. Illus. O. New York, 1891.

Ponn-Baltimore conflict ; Decree of council ; Magon and Dlxon survey; Pennsylvania-
}’Sgginia. controversy ; Dunmore war; Extension of Mason and Dixon line {pp. 98-
).
The above deseription of the boundary dispute and survey ia reprinted in Larned,
History for Ready Refevence, v. 4, p. 2503.

HinTow, J. H. History of the United States. 2 v. Bostan, 1861,

Pa. a{nads Del. and the charters, pp. 130; Md., 136. Dispute Baltlmore with Penn,
P

Historical and geographical description of the Colony of Maryland, llus-
trated with a correct map of the Province. i

Universal Mag., Feb., 1870, v. 66, pp. 57-58.
Quotes patent to Baltimore.

Historical and geographical description of the Province of Pennsylvania in
North America; itlustrated wich a wholesheei map of the country.

TUniversal Mag., Apr., 1780, v, 66, pp. 169-171.
York grants; Penn grants; boundaries. See map 1780,

Historian, pseud. A famous line. That bearing the mame of Magon and
Dixon. 3% column Wesfchester Daily local news. 23 Jar., 1892, Repr.
from West Grove Independent. .

History of the line.

History of Allegheny County, Pa. 8+790 pp. por, map. O. Chicago,
A. Warner & Uo. 1883,
The boundary dispute. Contents—Discusses territorlal grants, acts of Governor
Dunmove, Connelly and others in attempts to obtain Fort Pitt (pp. 61-74).
An accurate resumé of the operatlons of the purveyors of 1736-68, 1782 and
1786, with reference to the proceedings of the cemimissioners for those surveys
(pp. 71-73). Brlef reference to extension of Mason and Dixon lne {p. 246}.

History of Beaver County, Pa. 908 pp. por. O, Phila., 1888.
The Magon and Dixon Survey, pp. 29-30.
History of Bedford, Somerset, and Fulton Counties, Pa., ete. 672 pp,
por. O. Chicago, Waterman, Watkins & Co., 1884,
Mason and Dlxon's Line. Chap. 7 (pp. 49-57). Mason and Dixon's line. Con-
fllcting land grants. Their boundaries. An early geogranher. Lonhg contloued

disputes. Charles Mason and Jeremiah Dlxon finally establish the line between
Pennsylvanin and Maryland.

History of the Britizh Dominions in North America to 1763, with map.
London, 1773.

Penpsylvania Boundaries ; original grants from Crown to proprietorles, pp. 101-103
Maryland Bounds of the grant, pp- 117-118.

s G
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History of Indiana County, Pennsylvania, 1745-1880. 543 pp. Illus.
Map. Q. Newark, Ohio., J. A. Caldwell. 1880.

“Controversy respecting the houndary between the Province of Pennsylvania and
Maryland™ wlith reference to running of the different lines, pp. 175-176.

History of the Counties of McKean, Rk and Forest, Pennsylvania,
ineluding their early settlement and development. 970 pp. Illus. por.
map. O. Chicago, J. H. Beers & Co. 189%0.

Hlatory of the Mason nnd Dixon, and Graham surveys,.pp. 28-29.

History of Pennsylvania. Darby’s repository, v. 1, No. 2, Oct., 1824,

Terms of charter and bhoundaries of grant, pp. 83-87. The boundary dispute. The
agreements. The surveyors, pp. 98-102.

History of the United States of North America. Comp. from American and
other sources. London, 1834, Part of a gen. hist. of North and South
America. London, 1834.

Tennsylvania and Delaware—the pgront, p, 787, the charter tn full, pp. T88-792;
the order of Council determining bounds, p, 795 ; meeting with Baltimore, p. 797
dispute and survey of observations of 1682, pp. 810-814; division of the
peninsula, p. 816 : Commission of 1732 and completion of work by Mason and
Dixon, pp. 884-885.

Honekins, Witttam C. An historical account of the boundary line between
ihe states of Penna. and Del. Ann. rept. U. 8. C. & G. 8., 1893, pp. 175-
222, Apx, 8. Washington, D. C., 1894. Repr. as separate.

Part I has same title of appendix. Review of history of many lines. Part II,

“Detailed account of the worle on the Tennsylvania-Delaware boundary line,”
executed by W. C. Hodgkings, Asgsistant,

Hormres, Anier. American Annals. 2 v. London, 1813.
V. 1. Maryland grant, p. 219. Pa. grant, p. 383. Duke of York's relesse, p. 884.

HousTow, Jorn W. Address on the history of the boundaries of the state of
Delaware. .

Papers of the Hist. Soc. Del,, II, WilmIngton, 1879. 108 pp.

The early settlement of the Dutch and Swedes (pp. 1-53). The Duke of York's
rights and patent (p. 54). Mr. Penn's efforts for & charter (p. 61). Arrange-
‘ments perfected through the Lords of Trade and Plantations and thelr corve-
spondence (p. 66). Deeds of feoRment from Duke of York (p. 78). Meetings
between Penn and Baltimore (p. 83). Agreement of 1732 (p. 91). Lord Chan-
cellor Hardwick's decision (p. 93). Survey by Maszon and Dixon, and confirma-
tory acts (p. 106).

——Magson and Dixon's line (in Lancaster County Hist. Soc. Papers).

Y. 8, No. b, Mar. 4, 1904, pp. 115-127. Cufs of stones, with Penn arms and Cel-
vert arms.

Howaep, Grorge W. The monumental city; its past history and present re.
gources, 874 pp. lllus. map. O. Baitimore, 1873,

Description of the bounderies of Maryland and reference to the survey of Mason
and Dixon, pp. 8-9.

HuppLEsTONE, JoHN, pseud. Mr. Wynne. A general histery of the British
Empire in America. 2 v. 1780.

V. 1. Patent to Pa. and the Duke of York’s Concesslon, pp. 226-235.
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HuzriveToN, WILriam. Annals of Delaware. (A series of historieal articles
in the Del. Register and Farmers’ Mag., 14 chapters, beginning with v, 1,
Feb., 1838, and ending v. 2, Jan., 1839.)

V. 1. Claim of Lord Baltimore, p. 86. Herman and Waldren papers, pp. 161-174,
Deed of feoffment for Newcastie from Duke of York ta Wm, Penn, pp. 245-247,
Baltimore-Penn conferences, pp. 400-406. Declsion of dispute, p. 413.

V. 2. Commission of Thos, Penn to Isaae¢ Nerrls and others to settle boundary
lines, p. 255. (Copied In full from origlngl in office of Sec. of State). Mason
and Dizxon arrive, p. 280.

JANNEY, SaMUEL M. Life of William Penn., 12+560 pp. 0. Phila, 1852. .

Applles for charter. Terms of grant, boundaries, pp. 154-161. Duke of York
deeds, p. 186. Delivery of Newcastle. Conference with Baltimore, pp. 209-218.
Boundary controversy, pp. 239-243, 265-264.

Account made vp largely from Hazard, Watson, Clarkson and Proud.

JerFERSON, THOS. Notes on the State of Virginia. Written in the year 1781,

Many editions were published subsequent to 1785. That referred to elsewhere in
thls bibliography is the editlon of Richmond, 1855.

JeNEins, H, M., ed. Pennsylvania: Colonial and federal. 1608-1903. g v
Phila., 1903.

V. 1, Bettlement on the Delnware, pp. 52-53. Bwedish and Dutch settlement.
Trouble with Md. Haolenus inculta, THerman and Waldron conference on the
Patuxent. Baltimore’s title discumssed, pp. 117-122. Divigion between Chester
and Newcastle countles, 1678. Description of boundary, pp. 173-174. The
founder of Pa. Penn's grant and stages in its issuance. Importance of Suague-
hanna Fort, pp. 199-204. The Duke of York’s erants, p. 22¢. The charter in
full, pp. 223-285, Markham and Hays meeting with Baltimme and observations
at hée‘év{casgle and Upland, pp. 243-252. Penn-Baltimore meciing at Newcastle,
juH -282,

Jeremich Dizon. The Quaker Butler, in “The Friend” [Quaker Magazine].
Phila., v. 43, No. 33, 7T Mar., 1881
Full blography.

Jounsor, GEoree. History of Cecil County, Maryland, and the early settle-

ments around the head of Chesapeake Bay and on the Delaware River.
12+548 pp. Map. Elkton, 1881.

Maryland charter, pp. 12-14. Settlements on the Delaware, pp. 20-2z2. TUtie's

embassy to the Dutch. Herman and Waldron's mlssion, pp. 31-34. Delaware *

grant to Penn, p. 109, Talbot runs line from Octorara bto Naaman's Creelk, pp.
116-117. Agreement of 1732. Chancery Droceedings. Temporary boundaty,
Hardwick's decree. New agreement and surveys, Mason and Dixon Survey.
Resurvey, pp. 299-317.

A good account of border troubles near the northeast corner of Maryland. Con-
taing a compiled map showing the Nottingham tract, boundaries, ete.

Jomnson, Reverpy, Je. Mason and Dixon’s line again, Correction by Rev-

erdy Johnson, Jr., of errors in article "A triangular state duel” in “Sun,”

16 Dec., 1891. 14 column, Baltimore Sun, 29 Dec., 1891,

The Edgemont crown stone and its protection. Roundary stones set up as far as
Sldeling Hill, Lord Hardwicke’s decision and its effect on the runhing of the
north and south llnes and on the triangular piece of land claimed by Pennsyl-
vania and Delaware.

Jowms, Frepmricx RoBemrsoN. Colonization of the Middle States. 24+521 DP-
D. Phila.,, 1904. (Lee, Hist. of N. A, v. 4.)

Indefiniteness of early charters and land grants. Lord Baltlmore's patent, pp.
57-60. Conferences of Penn and Baltimore and partial settlement of boundaries
pp. 234-230. Penn's charter and boundarles, pp. 265-268. Provisional boundary
line and survey from Fenwick's Island, pp. 429-486. The Mason and Dixon and
Iater surveys, pp. 469-470.
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KrrN, GREGoRY B. New Sweden, or the Swedes on Delaware.

Winsor, Nar. Crit. Hist. Amer., v. 4, pp. 443-502.

AngT. A narratlve history of Swedish settlement, together with a eritieal essay
on sources of information. Includes reproduction of Visscher's map of 1651, as
f(ive‘n by Campanius; also Lindstrm's map, 1654-5, and a compilation map by

een,

~———The Duteh and Swedish Colonies on the Delaware, In Del. Co. Hist.
Soe. Proc., v. 1, 1902, pp. 137-149.

York’s title to the Delaware country.

Krrrir, CHARLES P. The Provineial Councillors of Pa. Phila., 1883.

Markham appointed by Penn, Apr, 10, 1681. His depufy to eall a council of nine
to settle boundaries, etc, p. 1. Goes to England, 1683, to represent boundary
matters for Penn befere Lords in Counell, p. 8. Lawrence Growder’s Survey
with Peters of temporary line, 1738-1739, pp, 228-229.

Kenweny, Joszrr C. G., comp. [Superintendent of Census, 1850]. Histori-
cal account of Maryland (pp. 1-10, in history and statistics of the state
of Maryland according to the returns of the seventh eensus of the United
States). 4+104 pp. F. Washington, printed by Gideon & Co., 1852,

The rumning of the Mason and Dizon survey and the marking of the line. Also
the survey of 1782-3, continuing the line to the ‘western terminusz (p. 4).

[KrausiNng, A. H.] Geschichte der englischen kolonien in Nord-Amerika.
Leipzig, 1776.

Doundaries of Baltimore’'s patent, pp. 176-177.
Krox, N. A, The Mason and Dixon line. Tn De Bow's Mag., n. 8., v. 4, p. 61.

Knozynskr, V. FR. Catalogue of papers relating fo Penn. and Del, deposited
at the State paper office, London.

(Pa. Hist. Soc. Mem., v, 4, pp. 225-885).

Lamping, Rev. A. A., and Waite, Hon. J. W. F. Allegheny County, its early
history and subsequent development. Pub. under auspices of Allegheny
County centennial commission. 176 pp. illus, O. Pittsburg, 1888.

“The boundary dispute between Pa. and Va.” pp. 41-50. Conferences betwaen
Tllghman and Allen, Pa. Commiss., and Lord Dunmore at Willlamsburgh, May
2, 1774, as to extension of the Mason and Dixon line, pp. 43-50, .

LaTroBe, Joun H. B. History of Mason and Dixon’s line. Contained in an
address delivered by John H. B. Latrobe before the Historieal Society of
Pennsylvania, November 8, 1854. (O, Philadelphia, Press of the Society.
1855,

Pa. Hist, Soc. Mise. Pub,, v. 2, 52 pp., 1855.

Repr. by Georglanna Bower, Oakland, Del., 1882,

.Congervative discussions of the cnuses, conditions, and conclusion of the contro-
versies of Penns and Calyerts. Description of Mason and Dixon and their work,
as well as the re-surveys made to the date of delivery.

Lee, J. W. Calendar of the Calvert papers. Penn vs. Baltimore. Court pro-
ceedings, 1677-1768 (Md. Hist. S8oc. Fund Pub., No. 28, pp. 57-126).

The Calvert papers offered fivst by a descendant of Lord Baliimore to the Rritish
Museum came near destroction before being browght to the attention of the Md.
Hist. Soc. by the Maryland historian, J. W. Alexander. -These papers, although
largely duplicating the Penn Papers (Cf. Allen, Coleman, Puttick), contaln mueh
not In the latter.
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Lrwis, How. JosepH, J. “Letiers on the history of Chester county.” West
Chester (Pa.) Village Record, 21 July, 1824,

Chap. 8. “Dispute between DPenn and Baltimore respecting the Pennsylvania and
Maryland llne. Settled 1762, Refers to Masen and Dixon gurvey and the early
line at Octoraro Creek” !

Repr, Village Record, 21 October, 1894.

Lopge, H. C. A short history of tne English colonies in Amercia. 8560 pD.
Map. N. Y, 1882,

Mad, charter, pp, 94-95. Pa. charter, p. 211. Boundary dispute, pp. 213-220.

Lucas, SAMUEL. Charters of the old English colonies in America. London,
1860.

MacCour, TowngeND. An historical geography of the U.S. Rev. ed. Boston,
1890.

The Maryland grant, p. 10. Penn., vagueness of charters ; purchase of Delaware;
Mason and Dixon survey, pp. 12-18.

MaAocDowarn, WitLiam. Select charters, 9+401 pp. N. Y., 1899,
Charter of Md., pp. 5459; Pa., pp. 183-190.

MeoGiLr, A. F. Mason and Dixon line, In Princeton Rev., v. 37, p. 88.

McGINNESS, JoEN F. The story of Delaware. History of the state of Dela-
ware community. 2 v. Illus. por. Q. Chambersburg, Pa., J. M. Runk &
Co., 1899,

Lord Baltimore’s claim {(p. 33). Arrival of Wm. Penn, limita of charter, ete.
(p. 41). Land titles agnin (p. 45). Lord Baltimore again (p. 47). Boundary
dispuie remewed, including the surveys of Mason and Dixon (p. 49). Dela-
ware today. Deserlptlon of boondarles (p. 54). The struggle for possession of
the South River and what became of it.

McManmow, Jorrw V. L. An historical view of the government of Maryland
from its colonization to the present day. 2 v. O, Baltimore, 1831.

Introduetion, v. 1, Of the grant and territorial Iimits of the state of Maryland,
Chap. 1, pp. 1-72. Alleged personal survey of Baltimore. 1683 {(pp. 36, 37).
Provisional line of 1739 (p. 41). Decree of Lord High Chancellor Hardwicke,
1760 (pp. 41-42). Survey of peninsula eatt and west Iine, 1751 (p. 43). Apree-
ment of 4 July, 1760 (p. 44). Iroceedlngs of commissioners under it (p. 45}.
Recital of clauses of their report (pp. 46-48). Footnote explanation and definl-
tion of Mason and Dixon's Ine (p. 49).

McMawUs, BLavoHE, The Quaker Colony. Illus. by the author. Colonial
monographs. 72 pp. New York, 1899,

General references, story-hook style. Scene showing m Mason and Dixon glone as
Just set by the laborer under supervislon of officer wlth staff and sword (p. 46).

M'Caurey, T. H. Historical sketch of Franklin County, Pennsylvania, pre-
pared for the Centennial celebration held at Chambersburg, Pennsyl-
vania, July 4, 1876, and subsequently enlarged, 322 pp. Illus, D,
Chambersburg, Pa. 1878.

Ge?era] :ll'eview of the running of the Mason and Dixon line and its early history
pp. 11-14),
Ed. 2, enl. Harrisburg, 1878, Same art.

MacpHERSON, JaAMEs. Original papers contaihing secrot history of Great
Britain from the restoration to the Accession of the House of Hanover
To which are prefixed extracts from the Life of James II. as written by
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himself. The whole arranged and published by James Macpherson, Esq.,
in 2 volumes. Londom, 1775. v. 1, p. 23, .

“The Dutch during the civil wars in England had encroached every where on the
‘igligh trade; . . , Some time after the King gave to the Duke a patent
for Long Tsland In the West Indies, and a tract of Tand between New England
and Maryland, whick always belonged to the Crown of England since first dis-
covered ; and upon which the Dutch had encreoached durihg the rebellion.”

McSHERRY, JamEs, History of Maryland. Baltimore, 1849.

The dispute with Delaware and Pennsylvania. The York prants. Markham and
Penn ‘meet Baltimore. Agreement of 1732, Decree of 1750. Mason and Dixon
survey, pp. 120-124,

MarsHALY, JoEN. A history of the colonies planted by the English on the
continent of North America, etc. 15+486 p. O. Philadelphia. Abraham
Small, 1824,

Bounds of Md. grant, p. 69 of Pa. grant, pp. 181-1R82,
LRefers to the adjustment of the peningular boundary line (p. 185).

MarTENET, S, J., Warrive, H, F., and Gray, 0. W. New Topographieal Atlas
of Md. and D. C. Baltimore, 1873. .

Description of boundaries. Removal of corner stone N, I eor, of Md. in 1847.
Regurvey by Graham. Imcrease in acreage, p. o

MARTIVN, Jogy Hirr. Chester (and its vicinity), Delaware County, in Penn-
8yvlvania. . . . . 6 530 pp. IMus, por. ©O. Phila, 1877.

Review of the claims relative to the circular boundary of Delaware, “The horthern
boundary of the State of Delaware is the well-known semi-eircular lne called
Mason and Dixen's Line rum In accordance wwith the two deeds of feofiment
above mentlned, dated Aug. 24 1682 (pp. 27, 28). Paragraph on FHuddel
family (whose honse myas the initial point of Mason and Dixon’s overations on
fledar gtreet, Philadelphia} and the entertalnment of Mr. Mason by Joseph
Huddell (p. 32). Biography of Thomans Plersen and reference to his appoint-
ment with Isaac Taylor {o run the cirealar bowndary (p. 499).

Maryiand. Archives of Maryland. Published by Authority of the State,
under the Direction of the Maryland Historical Society, William Hand
Browne, Editor, Baltlmore, 1883,

Vol. I. Proceedinge and Aets of the General Assembly, 1637 /8-1664. Balt,, 1883.

I1. Proceedings and Acts of the General Agsembly, 1666-16768. Balt, 1934,

III. Proceedlngs of the Couneil, 1636-1667. Balt,, 1885,

V. Proceedings of the Council, 1667-1687 /8. Balt., 1887.

VI. Correspondence of Governor Horatio Sharpe, I, 1753-1757. Balt., 1888.
YII. Procesdings and Acts of the General Assembly, 167R-1683. Bait., 1889,
VIII. Proceedings of the Counell, 1837 /8-1693. Balt., 1890.

IX. Correspondence of Governor Harfgio Sharpe, I1, 1757-1761. Ralt., 1890,
XIII. Proceedings and Acts of the General Assembly, 1684-1692. Balt., 1804.
XIV. Correspondence of Governor Horatio Sharpe, III, 1761-1771. Balt.,, 1893,
XV. Proceedings of the Counecil, 1671-1681. Balt., 1896,

XVII. Proceedings of the Council. 1681-1685 /6. RBalt.,, 1898,
XIX. Proceedings and Acts of the General Assembly of Maryland, Scptember,
1693-June, 1697. PBalt.,, 1899,

XX. DProceedings of the Council, 1693-1696 /7. Balt.,, 1900,

XXII. Proceedirjl.gs and Acts of the CGeneral Asgeinbly, March, 1697 /8, July, 1699.
Balt, 1902.

XXIIT. Proceedings of the Council, 1606 /7-1698. Balt., 1903.

XXIV. Proceedings and Acts of the General Assembly of Maryland, April 26,
1700-May 3, 1704. Balt., 1904,

XXV. Proceedings of the Council, 1608-1731. Balt., 1905,

Maryland Provinecial Council Records—1659-1672. Extracts from pp. 62. sm.
fol. Copy made about 17286,

Ms. Corx. Md. Hist. 8oec., Calvert Papers, No. 703.
PUB., Md. Arch, v. 3, 5.

Marylend Provinelal Council Records. Extracts from 1686-1683. ILarge fol.

Ms. Copy, Md. Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. T04.
FuB. Md. Arch., v. 5, 8.
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MagoN, CmartEs. Obituary. In Philﬁ. Independent, Gazetteer, 11 Nov., 1786

Poe. In full in Dunlop, Memoir, Pa, Hist. Soc. Mem., v. 1, pp. 201-202. Mason
dted 25 Oct.,, 1786, in Phila. See also obituary in Phila. Gazetle, 8 Nov., 1788,

Mason and Dizon Line. Md. Hist. Mag., Baltimore, v. 2, pp. 315-318.

Mason and Dizon's Line. Story of the dispute between the Calverts and the
Penns. 114 column, Washington (D. C.) Times, 16 July, 1899.

Origin of the dispute. Penn secures his grant. Surveyors Mason and Dixzon,
John Leeds.

Mason and Dizon Line. %, col. Qettysburg Compiler, 6 April, 1876.
The line in Adams County, with incidents of the work done from 1763 to 1766.

Mason and Dizon's Lime. An interesting review of the work of the two
Englishmen; marked by Crown stones at every five-mile stretch; where
the line runs near here. 34 col., Hagerstown (Md.) Mail, 30 April, 1897,

The dlary of Mason found at Halifax. Intermpt:ion by the Indians and thetr
h treatment, Measurement of the degree of latitude for the Royal Sociely.
Mason and Dizon's Line. Many of the stones marking the famous boundary
are missing. 4 col, Hanover (Pa.}) Record, rpr. in Baltimore Sun, 28
Aug., 1897,

Where the line runs locally. How It was surveyed and marked. Description of
the stones. Examination by York and Adams county commissioners shows many
misglng.

Mason and Dizon Line; Original field notes of the surveyors: Harlier
work about Newcastle. 2% columns Gettysburg (Pa.) Compiler, 3 May,
1887.

Mason and Dizon Line. TFive rare volumes of the old survey in the Land
Office. 14 column, Baltimore Sun, 18 Jany., 1900. '
Describes the copy of the 1732 articles of agreemenf; the minutes of the-commis-

sioners of 1760-68; the surveyer's journal of 1761 : the surveyor’s instructions,

1762 ; the Mason and Dixon original fleld journal, 1763-68. All in the Maryland
Land Ofice, Annapolis.

Mason and Dizon's Line. 3%, column, Phila. Public TL.edger and Daily Tran-
geript, 14 June, 1861.

Meson and Digzon's Line. 14 column, “The Union,” 23 Apr., 1850.
Clipping in Ia. Hlst. Soc.

MaraeEws, EDwarD B. The maps and mapmakers of Maryland. Md. Geol
Survey, Vol. II. Baltimore, 1898, pp. 335-488.

ApsT. Includes discussion of practieally all the ‘mother maps” dealing with the
area of the boundary controversy.
Good history of Smith, Herman and other maps with illustrations.

Note. Bec algo Bibliography and Cartography of Maryland, Md. Geol. Survey,
Yol. I. 1897, for more extensive list of maps.

[MaTaEws, Epwarp B,] Mason-Dixon Line, Boundary Resurvey By A Joint
Commission. The Penns and the Calverts. How they Disagreed and
Finally Settled Their Disputes Over Pennsylvania and Maryland Terri-
tory. Baltimore Sun, Oct. 26, 1800.

The boundary Controversy, Oviginal grants and titles, Difficultles of local points,
Cape Henlopen and Southern Line, The Middle Point, Southern limit of Phila-

delphla, Methods of surveying The Twelve-Mile radius, The parallal of latitude,
Work of Mason and Dixon.

R U
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M[avrer], B. L{ATRoEE]. Mason and Dixon line: random notes for the future
historian. 1 column Chambersburg (Pa.) Tublic Opinion, 2 Feby., 1900.

Lxaminationy by socinl party ealled the “Explorers” In 1883 of the boundary
stones In the Bowth Mountain region. Photographs taken and forwarded fo the
Governor of Pennsylvanla. Aect passed 1887 Lo protect the monuments and for
regular official Inspectlon ; dificultles met with by the commissioners for Franklln
Ctmruty in Andmg the stonss. The strange history of some of the displaced
stones.

Maxwern, H. History of Randolphk County, W. Va. Morgantown, W. Va.,
1898,

The Masen and Dixon survey and extenslon of the line, pp. 68-59. Same matter
as in hia History of Barbour County, and in Maxwell and Swishers' History of
Hampshire County.

Maver, BranTz. Tah-gah-juts; or Logan and Cresap. An Historical Essay.
. i&nnual address before the Md. Hist. Soc, 1851, 1020 pp. Q. Albany,
867.

Gives an account of Cresap’s troubley, hizs commisglon (p. 31) to run the western
line of Md. and of the “Dunmore War" (pp. 73-81). s

MerENESs, N. D. Maryland as a proprietary Province. N. Y. Maemillan Co.,
1901. 29+530 pp., 8vo.

Effect of Penn's granl. Delaware seitlements. York deeds, pp, 29-383. Cresap,
pp. BOB-307.

MEAD, BENJAMIN MATTHIAS, Waynesboro: The history of a settlement in the
county formerly called Cumberland but later Franklin, in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania. . . . Harrisburg Pub. Co., Harrisburg, 1900,
Land titles. Orlgin and nature of Pennsylvanla tenures. Ch. 1, pp. 21-48. Con-

tents: The “New Alblon Clelm.” Penn proprietary grants and titles. Indlan
purchases. Conflict of title. Boundary dispnies. Indivldual grants.

———Mason and Dizon's ILine: Some facts about the Pennsylvania and
Maryland boundary. How the Iimits were fixed finally: A plea for the
preservation of the monuments: Historical points. 1 column Harris-
hurg {Pa.) Telegram, November, 1886,

The Penn vs. Baltimore dispute—the royal patent to Lord Baltimore—the patent
to Penn—Lord Hardwicke's decree—the grant of 1760—Mason and Dizxon—they
run and mark the line—the extension of the line—description of the operations—
Rittenhouse—the boundary monument nezr Blue Rtldge Statlon—destruetion of
the stones by vandals.

MomserT, J. I. An authentic history of Lancaster County. Lancaster, 1869,

Markham confers with Baltimore at Upland; observations taken, p. 44. The
decree, p. 73. Conference of Hamilion and Georges, 1732, p. 137. Royal order,
25 May, 1738, on boundaries, pp. 143-145.

NemL, Epwarp Id. Terra Mariae: or, Threads of Maryland colonial history.
8+260 pp. D. Phil, 18467.
A digressive history. Refers to Penn-Bal{imore controversy, giving part of decree

of lords commisgsioners of W'rade and Plantations 1685, as to east and north
boundary, pp. 165-170.

—8ir George Calvert created Baron of Baltimore in the county of Long-
ford, Ireland, and proprietor of the Province of Maryland, 214 pp. D.
Baltimore, 1869. .

Translation of Md. charter, pp. 22-23.

——Cecil, Second Lord Baltimore and his Relations to the Province of
Maryland. St, Paul, Minn., 1891, pp. 2563-73. 8vo.

Macalester College Contribution, ser. 1, No. 12.
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New York Official Records, 1829-1674. Notfes and extracts taken from the
Dutch Records at New York, 1753. Mr. Jacob Gaelet, Interpreter, By.
Lewis Hvans.

Ms. Cory. M4, Hist, Soc., Calvert Papers, No. 181.

ABST, Relating fo Grants on Delaware and varlons Maryland affairs before Gov-
Delancy by Gaelet and Bvans. Sm. 4°, half-ealf, 176 pp. [Great Seal of New
York attached],

New York. Documents relating to the Colenial History of the State of New
York; procured in Holland, England and France by John Romeyn Brod-
head, Hsq., Agent. REdited by E. B, (O’Callaghan,

Yolume 1. Holland Documents 1603-1856, Albany, 1856, 646 Pp.

Holland Documents 1857-1678, Albany, i858, 771 pp.

London Decuments 1614-1692, Albany, 1852, 862 pp. .

London Documents 1693-1706, Albany, 1854, 1192 pp.

London Documents 1707-1733, Albany, 1855, 985 pp.

London Documents 1734-1755, Albany, 1855, 1028 pp.

London Documents 1756-1787, Albany, 1856, 1006 pp.

London Documents 1768-1782, lbany, 1857, 817 pp.

Paris Documents 1631-1744, Albany, 1855, 1112 pp.

Paris Documents 1745-1774, Albany, 1858, 1167 pp-

General Index Albany, 1861, 686 PP.

Doc. relating fo the History of the Dutch and Swedish Settlements

- on the Delaware River. By B. Fernow, Albany, 1877, 660 pp.

Doc. relating to the History and Settlements of the Towns along the
Hudson_and Mohawk Rivera (wlth the exception of Albany}, 1630-
1684, By B. Fernow, Albany, 1831, 617 %)

14. Doc. relating to the History of the Tarly Colonial Settlements, prin-
cipally on Long Island. Albany, 1883, 800 R

Note. A monnmental repository of hlstorieal docoments transcribed from the
State archives of Enrope. The dscuments relating to Dutch and Tnglish affairs
bearing on the Baltlmore-Penn controversy are found chiefly in vols. 1, 2,8, 12
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N. Y. Historlcal Society Collections.

Volume 3 containa extracts from records In the Council Chomber in Maryland, re-
latlve to the dispute between the government of New Netherlands and the Lord
Proprietary of Maryland, concerning the title of the Dutch Territories on the
Delaware (now State of Delaware) ; taken from the book entitled “Counei), &e.,
H. H. 1658-1688, &c.,” p. 48.

0’CarracHAN, H, B. The Documentary History of the State of New York,
arranged under the direction of the Hon. Christopher Moyan, Secretary
of Siate. By E. B, 0°Callaghan, M. D, 4 vols. Albany, 1850-1851, 4 to
8vo.

0’CarLagnarn, B. B, ed, Calendar of Historical Manuseripts, in the Office of
the Secretary of State, Albany, N, Y. Hdited by E. B. O'Callaghan. 2
parts. Albany, 1866,

OcIrny, Joun. America. London, 1671.

A new description of Maryland. The charter and bouwnds, pp. 183-184. Containg
mag. “Noua terrse-marfae tabula '’

“OrpEsT INHABITANT.” [Darlington of HKast Chester] psend. Historical
sketch of the origin and progress of the Borough of West Chester, Pa.
{In the Directory of the horough of West Chester for 1867). 160 pp. O.
West Chester, 1857.

Very complete history of the boundary controversies and running of the lines, giy-
Ing list of authorities and typographical corrections of thelr works (pp. 48-57).
“The works here referred to are exceedingly interesting, and taken altogether,
may now be regarded as sufficleatly complete, Nevertheless, a consolidation, or
B Plyribus Unum. edition would be a very acceptable performance.*

OLpmixaw, Jouw. British empire in America. London, 1708,

Vol. 1, History of Maryland. Bounds of grant as quoted from the patent, pp.
183-184. History of Pa. Bounds of charter, p. 150.
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ONDERDONK, HENRY. A history of Maryland upon the Dasis of McSherry.
Baltimore, 1868.

Boundary dispufes, Degree 40. Agreement of- 1732. Survey by Mason and
Dixon, pp. 80-84.,

Passages from the life and writings of William Penn. §+512 pp. D. Phila,
1882.

Grant of Pa., pp. 233-236. Deprivatlon of authority, pp. 454-437.
Paissawo, [L. M.] History of Maryland. Dulany, 1901. 246 pp. E&. 2.
“Peg Patch, The.” 14 col, Germantown Telegraph, 1877.

Praropy, A. P. Chas. Mason.
Magzs. Hist Soe. Proc., v. T, p. 104.

Pennsylvania, Secretary of Tnternal Affairs. (J. Simpson Afriea. comp.)
Reports of the surveys and resurveys of the boundary lines of the Com-
monwealth accompanled with maps of the same. Prepared in com-
pliance with a resolution of the General Assembly, approved the Tth day
of May, 1885, 20+260 pp. Maps in separate folder, O. Harrisburz, 1887.

General survey of the history of Pennsylvania's boundarles (pp. vil-xx): Coples of
ledters, ete., pertaining to the survey of the temporary line of 1739, from Penn-
sylvania Archives (pp. 1-8). Copy of Indenture of Agreement, 4th July, 1760
(pp. 9-43). Copy of report of commissioners, Nov. 9, 1768 (pp. 44-58). Copy
of the field notes and astronomical observations of Clharles Mason and Jeremiah
Dixon, 1763-84 (pp. 59-281). Copy of correspondence, reports, etc., pertalning
to the- extension of the Mason and Dizon line, 1782-84 (pp. 282-329), The
Graham survey of 1849, with his résumé of eorrespondence (pp. 329-379}. The
Binclair survey of 1883, with copies of MeClean’s and Porfer's correspondence,
from Pa. Arch., pp. 379-444. Other boundaries (pp. 445-650),

Pennsylvanic. Votes and proceedings of the House of Representatives of
the Province of Pennsylvania, beginning the 4th day of December, 1682,
Philadelphia. Franklin and Hall, 1754, (Various editions). °

Pennsylvania General Assembly. Papers relating to the boundary 'disput‘e
between Pennsylvania and Maryland, 1934-1780.

Pa. Arch,, ser. 2, v, 7, pp. 301-400.

Pennsylvanie Archives ., . . . 1st ser., v. 1-12; 2d dHer., v. 1-19; 3d ser.,
v. 1-30; 4th ser,, v. 1-12; bth ser., v. 1-8. Phila., 1852-1856; Harrisburg,
1874-1906.

Volumes of special inferest ave: 2d ser., vol. v, vii, xvi; 4th ser., val. i-iv.

Pennsylvanieg Colonial Record. 16 vols, Harrisburg, Pa. 1837-1851. Firgt
three volumes reprinted in 1861,

PENNYPACOKER, 8. W. David Rittenhouse. In hig Historical and Biographical
Sketches. Phila., 1883, pp. 59-88.
Rpr, from Harper's Mag.,, May, 1882,

Lald out eircular boundary around Newcastle, p. 66. Ran permanent extension
of Mason and Dixon line, pp. 80-81.

Peoples History of America. 11+720 pp.. N, Y, 1874,

Blographies of Calvert, p. 59; Penn, p. 60; Account of Maryland, pp. 277-284;
Pa. and Del., pp. 323-387.
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Pryrow, J. History of Augusta County, Virginia. Staunton, Va., 1882.

DBoundary controversy between Md. and Pa., p. 12. Mason and Dizon line, the
commissioners and surveyors; detailed account of Mason and Dixon’s progress.
Commissioners of 1784, their reports in full, pp. 124-1386.

PrILes, GEoree Morris, The Mason and Dixon Line. An address delivered
before the Chester County Historical Soclety, February, 1896. Pub. in
the West Chester Daily T.ocal News.

The disputed land refers to the tongue of land between Maryland and Delaware.
Description of the positlon of the *“Star gazer's” stone. Course adopted by

Mason and Dizon for coverlng the 15 miles southward from the forks of
Brandywine.

PrLAskITT, JosHUA. Dulany’'s history of Maryland. Baltimore, 1881.
Boundary dispute. Agreement of 1732, p. 115.

Powwarrn, T. A topographical description of parts of North America con-
tained in the {(annexed) map of the Middle British colonies, ete.
6+16 pp. Map. London, 1776. )

Changes in position of Cape Henlopem, p. 2. Survey by the Pennsylvania sur-
}r.eyurs of 1739, p. 3. The Smither map, engraved map of the Mason and Dixon
ine.

Map is Iivans' map of 1758.

PresTow, H. W. Documents illustrative of American history. Ed. 6, 320 pp.
N. Y., 1902.
Md. Charter, pp. 62-78. Pa. Charter, pp. 130-146.

PresToN, W. W. History of Harford County, Md. Baltimore, 1%01.
History of Palmers Island, taken possepsion of by Baltimore’s agents, 1637, p. 23.

Proup, Roeerr. History of Pennsylvania. 2 v. O, Philadelphia, [e] 1797-98

Charter to Perm and placing llne at 397 44’ instead of 39°, v. 1 (pp. 1B7-18B).
Diseussion of boundaries (pp. 201-202), Meetings of 1682 with Baliimore
(pp. 208-209), Cortroversy, Talbot’s iine (pp. 265-284), Decision on boundary
dispute (pp. 203-294). DPenn’s reason for postponing settlement (pp. 347-377).
Apreement of 1732 and definition of the boundaries and the final survey by
Mason and Dizon in 1762, v. 2 {pp. 208-215).
ProwEeLL, GEOoRGE R. A tale of Hanover. 1 column, Hanover Herald, March
1, 1890.

Description of “Digges choice,’” the rumning of the temporary line and of the Mason
and Dixon Iine, with poem containing references to the survey.

Pusky, PeEnvocE. History of Lewes, Delaware.
Papers of the Hist. Soc. Del., xxxviii, Wilmington, 1903. 35 pp.

PurTtick awp Siveson. Catalogue of hooks, manuscripts, maps, charts and
engravings from the libraries of William Penn aond his descendanta.
. London, 1872. 151 pp. D.

Hrequently referred to In our descriptlon of wource material.

Reap, Jognw MerepiTH, JB. A Historical Inguiry Concerning Hedry Hudson
. . + . and discovery of Delaware Bay. 209 pp. Albany, 1866,

Rercy, Joun T. Conewago: A collection of Catholic local history. 220 pp.
Illus. O, Martinsburg, W, Va. 1885.

Boundary difficulties, particularly 2s to dlsputes with short referemees to the run-
nings of the tempotaly line of 1739 and Mason and Dixon's survey (pp. 17-21}).
‘“Digges Choice” describes the settlements made along the line and the struggle
for titles (pp. 21-26).
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Rerse, Geo. H, See map under Johnston, Geo. H.

RippaTir, J. The New Complete History of the U. 8. 9 v. Wash,, 1805.

The Catholle endeavor, p. 1059. Bounds of charfer, p. 1.063. Pa. charter and
bounds, pp. 1192. Duke of York grants, boundary conflict. Mason and DIxon
line with 1llustration of marker, pp. 1204-1206,

Riey, Buigt S. A History of the General Assembly of Maryland, 1635-1904,
Ba.ltlmore, Nunn & Co, 190b, 423 pp., 8vo.

RoperTsow, Gronee A. The original notes on Mason and Dixon’s Survey.
Mag. West, Hist,, v. 5, pp. 4562-457.

Roeinson, MoraaN Portiaux. The evolution of the Mason and Dixon line., By
Morgan Poitiaux Robinson, Richmond, Va, Oraele Publishing Company,
1902, 1b pp., 2 illus. O. (Rpr. from the Oracle Magazine, Apr. and
May, 1902. Nos. pub. by special request.)

Rupe, I. Dawmen, History of Dauphin, Cumberland, Franklin, Bedford,
Adams, and Perry counties. Lancaster, 1846.

Bounds of grant, p. 27. Boundary line bet. Md. and Pa. as given in the charter;
‘ag agreed on In 1732. Survey of Mason and Dixon. The Digges settlement,
pp. 637-538.

——+—History of Lancaster County. Lancaster, 1844, '

Border troubles, pp. 174-180, 268. The Marvland and Pennsylvania boundary line,
p. 512, Commission of Mason and Dixon.

History and topograpily of Northuinberla.nd County, Pa. Lancaster,
1847.

Bounds of Penn grant and York grants, p. 36. )
Sarrer, W. T. R. Dulaney’s history of Maryland from 1632 to 1892. Pre-

pared for use of scheols In the sta.te 303+104 pp. Illus. D. Baltl-
more, 1892, .

Pe%n;]?a]tlmore controversy (pp. 116-117), The Mason and Dlxon survey (pp. 121.

SANFORD, LAUBA G. The history of Erie County, Pennsylvania 348 pp. por.
Maps. D. Philadelphla, 1862.
Penn's charter. Boeundaries of Pennsylvania. Mason and Dixzon’s llne. Review

of said line by Colonel Graham {pp. 54-58).
In new and enlarged edition, 1894, the same matter is on pp. 66-62.

S0ATFE, WALTER B, American, national and state boundaries. (In America:
its geographical history, Baltimore, 1892),

Summary of history of southern bound-aliy of Pennsylvania (pp. 112, 113).

Beundary dispute between Maryland and Pennsylvania,

Pa. Mag. Hist. and Blog., v. 9, p. 241.
Southern Lit. Mess.,, v. 27, p. 446.

Scrarr, J. THOMAS, History of Baltimore city and county from the earliest
period to the present day. 10+947 pp. Illus. por. map. O. Philadel-
phia, 1881,

“Penngylvania Border Troubles” and the runnlong of tﬁe Mason and Dilzon Line
{pp. 64-66).
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——History of Maryland; from the earliest period to the present day. 3 v.
INlus, Map. PBaltimore, 1379,

Asig%)lmundaty controversy. Boundary disputes and their settlement (v. 1, pp. 398-

——History of Western Maryland, being a history of ¥rederick, Mont-
gomary, Carroll, Washington, Allegany and Garreit counties from the
earliest period to the present day, [ete.] 2 v. Q. Philadslphia, 1882,

V. 1. Boundary lines. Detailed account of Mason and Dlxon’'s surveys and
marking of the line. Cufs of the coat of arms, p. 115. HExbract from Mason and
Dlxon's report, pp. 895-410. See also v. 2, pp. 295-296.

Scmarr, J. Tromas, and Westcoerr, Tmomesor. History of Philadelphia,
1609-1884. 3 v. 0. TPhiladelphia, 1884,

Note on latitude of Philadelphia and of northeast corner of Maryland as determined
by Graham (v. 1, p. 3). The various agreementy are stated. The surveyore of
1761. Mason and Dixon’s survey. The commissioners. The starting point in
Philadelphia [Plumsted and Huddle’s house said to be still standlng, south side
of South Street, between Penn and Front Streets, No. 301]. The line finished and
extended (pp. 259, 260}).

ScHarr, J, THoMaAs and OraERs. History of Delaware, 1609-1883. 2 v, Illus.
por. Q. Philadelphia, 1888,

Boundary dispute and settlement, pp. 108-124.

ScEENE, J. 8., and Rany, W. 8. History of Warren County, Pa. Syracuse,
1887,

Charter limits of Pa. Grants from Duke of York, pp. 43-44. Markham’s con-
ference with Baltimore at Upland and the observations, p. 46. Penn meets
Baltimore at Newcastle and desires to buy land, pp. 53-55.

SENEX, 9. M. Mason and Dixon line stones. TIn Lancaster County Hist. Soe.
papers, v. 8§ No. 4, pp. 127128

SercEANT, HoX. JorW. Referee in “Pea Patch” case, a dispute in reference
to the title of the island of that name in Delaware Bay upon which the
T. 8. erected Ft. Delaware. Philadelphia, 1348,

Exec. Doc., 30th Cong., 1st sess., v. 4, No. 21, Washington, 1847, pp, 221-251.

The review of all the facts in that arbitration was thoreugh, searching, and com-
plete and the decision of the referee which confirmed the title of the state of
Delaware to the Island will probably stand unchallenged.

SmaFeER, Gro, H. A triangular state “duel” 14 column Baltimore Sun, 16
Deec., 1891, :
The running of the Neweastle eirele in conformance wwith Lord Hardwicke's

decision. The work of Mason and Dixon, The gtones set up. Present locatlon
of some stones not get up. Masen and Dixon’s subsequent history. Stote claims
to the triangle. Nobtably, Joseph Seibert's house, Clearspring, Washlngton
County, near It. Frederick. Cf- Johnson, Reverdy, Jr.

SHARPIESS, Isaac. Two Centuries of Pennsgylvania History. Phila, 1900.
(Lippincott educa. ser.)

Boundaries. York grants, p. 48. Observations at Upland. Baltimore’s claim,
p. 45. The peninsular boundary. Agreement of 1732, Final survey, pp. 91-94.

SpepEERp, WILLiaM Roperr. History of proprietary government in Pennsyl-
vania. Columbia University Studieg in History, Eeonomics and Publie
Law. v. 6, 601 pp. O. New York, 1896.

Boundary dlsputes [with] Maryland. A most comprehensive revlew of the varlous

houndaries from Cape Henlopen to the southwest cormer of Pennsylvania, from
original manusecripts (pp. 117-166).
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SmmmmELL, L. 8. A History of Pennsylvania. Harrishurg, 1900.

The Maryland boundary. Years of disputes. Scene of the confliet. Seitlement
proposed. Mason and Dixon's line, pp. 77-81. Exiension, pp. 81-84

SurrH, BENgaMIN H. History of the land titles in Delaware County (in his
| atlas of Delaware County, Pa.). 23 pp. F. Phila, 1880,

Flrst dlvision line at Quarryville Creek and later at Noaman's Creek. Accepted
later as the Delaware boundary. Resurveys hy Isaac Taylor, p. 6.

SMITH, CHanies, ed. Note to “An Aet for opening the Land Office, etc.,”
passed by the Pa. Assembly, 1 April, 1784. Containing “a connected
view of the land titles of Pa. from i{s first settlemeni to the preseni
time.”

Laws of Pennsylvania, v. 2, pp. 105-261, 1810 ed.
This is the famous ‘learned note” on the land titles of Pennsylvania. Running of

the temporary line of 1739 and of the Mason and Dizxon line, p. 134. The
boundaries in general, pp. 129-137,

‘ 8mrrH, George (M. D.). History of Delaware County, Pennsylvania. 8+5HB2
pp. illus. 2 maps. 0. Phila,, 1862,

Full acconnt of the survey of the temporary line of 1738, pp. 247-251; the Mason
and Dixon line, pp. 273-274.

SumrTH, Capraix Jomw. A Cenerall Historie of Virginia, New HEngland and
the Summer Isles, [ete.] London, 1824.

For different editions and republications see Fng. Scholars Library No. 18, pp.
exXXX-eXxxli.
For the map see Mathews, Maryland Geol. Surv., v. li, pp. 347-360.

Smrre, M. 0. History of York County. Hanover Herald, 9 January, 1875,
to December 25, 1875.

January 30, 1875. Proposal of George W. Keith, June 18, 1722, fo run Qctoraro
line to Potomae. July 6, On Ilanover as “The disputed ground.” Methods of
granting lands along temporary lme. “Digges choice.” The first settlers, with
names, along this tract. July 13, Digges attempts at titles from Maryland and
from Pennsylvania. Re-Survey granted 1 Aug., 1745, by Lord Baltimore's agents.
Trouble from Digges re-survey.

SumirH, ROBERT WALTER. Iistory of Armstrong County, Pennsylvania. 625
pp. Illus. por. Q. Chicago, 1883.

Bare reference to Mason and Dixon survey and description of seitlement of other
boundarfes (p. 14).

SMITﬁ, Winniam Heney. The St. Clair papers. 2 v. Cincinnati, 1882,

Correspondence in full between Penn, Lord Dunmore and himgelf on the houndary
difficulties leading to the Willlamsburg conference of 1774 and the extension of
Mason and Dixon’s line, v. 1, p. 227 et seq.

SeervcHorNs, Kasn XK. 8. Kolonieu Nya Sveriges Historia. . . Btockholm,
1878. 102 pp.

¢f. Pa. Mag. Hist. and Blog., v. 7, pp. 895-419.

ABST. Relateg the purchase of land from the Indians, Instructions 156 Ang., 1642,
io Gov. Printz from Queen Christina to “regard ms territory subject to his
directions the whole western slde of the Delaware from Cape Henlopen fo
Trenton Falls.”

SroucHToN, REV. JomN. William Penn. 8:+346 pp. D. London, 1882,

Petltion for grant and dlzcussion, pp. 165-172. Effort of gevernment to purchase
proprietary rights of Pa., p. 348




400 SECONDARY MATERIAL

TAYLOR, REV. W. W. History of Delaware.

In Hist, and Blog. Wncye. of Delaware. B72 pp. Illus. Q. Wilmlngton. Aldine
Pub. and Eng. Co., 1882
“I'hree lower counties on the Delaware. Mason and Dixon’s line. Bounds and
©  area of the State.” Chap. 16, pp. 8, 10.

TromesoN (G.). Colonial boundaries of Virginia and Maryland. n. p. 1899.
1pl. 8pp. 1map. Bvo. Soec, Col. Wars. Dist. Columbia Hist, Papers,
No 1, 1839.

TaoMpsoN, (. W. Virginia. Her ancient title to the northwest territory.
In W. Va. House of Delegates, Journals and Bills, 1881, apx. 6, ». 6.

Bears almost entirely upon the proper locatlon of the boundary line beiween West
Virginia and Pennsylvania.

THOMPSON, WitMuer H. Chester County and its people. Chicago, 1893.

History of Mason and Dixon line. Penn's and Baltimore’s grants. Court decrees.
Surveys of 173% and 1751. Theodolite of Benj. Eastburn. Mason and Dixon’s
observatory at Phila. 'Their survey, their instruments. Naaman's ecreek ac-
cepted as boundary. The Taylor and Plerson Survey; the vesurveys of 1849
and 1892, pp. 74-95. ’

Toxer, J. M. Colonies of North America and genesis of the Commonwealth
of the United States. (Amer. Hist. Assoc., Tept., Washington, 1836, Sep.,
18956.)

Delaware, pp. 560-561 ; Maryland, 567-568; Pennsylvania, 579-582.
TowNsSEND, GEORGE ALFRED, Address on Delaware and Maryland history
before the Sons of Delaware, 7 Dec., 1898, in Baltimore Sun.
“How Philadelphia was once iIn Maryland. Instrument obtalned at New York to
meagute 40th degree of latitude.”
Tre¢o, CHARLES B. Geography of Peansylvania. Maps and plates. Phila,
1843.

Penn's charter and grants, p. 9. Dispute with Baltlmore and final survey by
Mason and Dizon, p. 12.

TRUMBGLL, BENJAMIN. A general history of the United States of America.
1492-1792. 3 v. New York, 1810.

V. 1 only published—1765.
Penn's patent and boundaries, Conveyances from the Duke of York, pp. 185-196.

Tyier, L. G. England in America. 20+355 pp. D. (V. 4, in Hart, “The
American Nation.”) New York, 1904.

The founding of Maryland, pp. 118-132.

Pio Coals of Arms. Copies of carvings on boundary line posis. 14 column.

illus. Baltimore American, 18 Dec., 1895.

Deserlptlon of plaster cast coples (of Crown stones) made by John W. Lee and
placed in the Museum of the Baltimore Woman's College.

Veecm, Joseee. Mason and Dixon Line. A history including the outline of
the boundary coniroversy between Pennsylvania and Virginia. 58 pp.
0. Pittsburg, 1857.

The Monongahela of Qld, or, historical gketches of souithwestern Penn-
sylvania to the year 1800. 1857. 259 pp. Privately printed. Pittzburg,
1858-92. Pittsburg, 1357. )

Mason and Dixon's Tdne, Its pecullarities. Colonlal titles. The Duich dynasty,
pp. 206-248. Boundary coniroversy with Va., pp. 249-259.
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Note. *This unfinished work of the author which has been ‘In sbeets’ since 1858,
is now issued for private distribution only. By the additlon of pagey 241-259
which were inciuded in a pamphlet issued im 1857 entitled ‘Mason_and Dixon's
Line, the chapter relative to the boundary controversy between Pennsylvania
and Virginia is completed.”

Also a very complete account of the extension of the Masom and Dizon line by
McClean and Neville in 1782 and the Axing of the corner point hy the astro-
nomlcal observations of Jupiter's satellites by Rlttenhouge, Ellleoit and others,
In 1784, at the Wilmington end and at the Fish Hill end, near & W. corner of
Pa., on bp. 249-267,

—  Qketchas of the historieal geography of Fayette County, Pa. Introduo—l
tion to Atlas of the County of Fayeite and Pennsylvania, Comp. by G. M.
Hopkins & Co., Phila., 1872.

Résumé of the history of the grants, the Penn-Baltimore dispute, detailed account

of the Mason and Dlxon Survey, of the dispute with Virglnia, and of the
astronomical determinatlon of the 8. W. Corner, Pa.

VivcenT, FRawcis, A History of the State of Delaware. 477 DP. Wilming-
ton, 1870.

Vol. 1. The radii from Neweastle. Mason and Dixen line. Jurlsdletion over the
Delaware for 24 miles. YLatitude and longltude, p. 11. Lord Baltimore's
patent, p. 135, ’

Vol. 2 contains zccommt of Magen and Dizon line

United States. Issne of Script., Report by House Committee on Public
Landeg,

28th Congress, 1st Session, . Doe., No. 457. 66 pp. May 2, 1844.

Appendix “C,” pp. 4-70, contains reprint of the report of the commissloners on the
boundary lines between the states of Virginia and the states of Maryland, North
Caroling, and Tennessee. In this there is a discusslon of the charters and thelr
effect on the boundaries and their reference to the Maryland boundarles.

WALLACE, J. W. rptr. Minufes of the Proccedings before the Hon. John
Sergeant, of Philadelphia, in the matter of the Pea Patch Island Case, Te-
ferred to him as sole arbitrator between the United States on one side
and James Humphrey on the other.

Sen. Hxec. Doe. 80th Cong., 1st sess., No. 21, Washington, 1847, pp. 221-251,

A record of proceedings, including reproduction of many documents, and argu-
menis by Counsel for both sides regardlng the title to the Delaware. Reclies
most of the legal points involved in the title of Penn to Delaware subsequent to
the declsion of 168G,

WALLACE, JouN WiriiaM. Appendix to Case in the Circult Court of the
Upited States for the Third Distiriet containing the Pea Patch or Fort
Delaware Case. 161 pp. O. Phila, 1849,

Cf. U. 8. 8en. Exec. Doc., 21-30th Cong., 1848,
‘WaLToN, JosErpa §., and BEOMBAUGH, MarTiN G, Stories of Pennsylvania; or

School readings from Pennsylvania history, 300 pp. Illus. 0. N. Y.
1897. .

Troubles on the border: Cresap’s capture (Dpp. 99-120)2). Reference to Mason and

Dixon line and small cut of a crown stene (p. 10

WampEN, D. B. A statistical, politieal, and historical account of the United
Gtates. 3 v. Edinburgh, 1819.

New Yorlk, Pa. and Md. The history of Penn and Baltimore meetings and declsion
concerning the boundary.

Warson, Joun F. Annals of Philadelphia and Pennsylvania in the olden
time; being a collection of memoirs, anecdotes and incidents of the city.
. . . . and the earliest settlements of the inland part of Pennsylvania
from the days of the founders. 2 v. Illus. O. Philadelphia,

Enlarged and revised by Hazard, Willls, P., In 3 v. Philadelphla, 1578,
“Mason and Dixon's Line.” General summary, pp. 515-517.

_m
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WATTERSON, ATFRED, V. D. Mason and Dixon’s Line. Some additlonal In-
formation about this Famous Boundary.

Carroll Record, Taneytown, Md., Oct. 5, 12, 1901, . i .
Two columns dealing with history of controversy, especially Digges Choice,

WmTE, J, W. F. The judiciary of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. Pa.
Mag. Hist. & Biog., v. 6, pp. 143-193.

Reference to Mason and Dixon survey and acecount of ‘egal proccedings relative to
boundary controversy and Lord Dunmore’s pretensions (p. 150).

WHITEREAD, WILLIAM, comp. Directory of the borough of Chester for the
Years 1859-60, containing a concise history of the borough. 126 pp. D.
West Chester, 1859.

December 4, 1682, First provineial assessment. [Hazard annals have all]l (p. 14).

Boundary of judicial powers of Upland in 1678. Defining boundary with New-
castle court (p. 17).

—1857 ed. Mason and Dizxon line. Continuation of same subject, p. 6.
Description of Star Gazer's Stone, etc., pp. 48-57.

Wory, Samunt. T. A historical sketch of the [Chester] county, [In Garner,
W. S. Biog. por. cyclo. of Chester county: Philadelphia, 1883.]
Mason and Dizon line, pp. 39, 40,

—A historical sketch of Delaware County, Pennsylvania. [In Garner, W.
5., d. Biog. & Hist. cyclo. of Delaware county, Penngylvania, Richmond,
Ind., 1894.]

Circular boundary line, pp. 46-47. Cf. Ashmead, Hist. Del. Co.
———Higtory of Monongalia County, W. Va. 776 pp. D. Kingwood, W. Va.
1883,
“Btruggle of Virginia with Pennsylvania for the northern portion of its tervitory.”
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the western continuation (pp. 86-94).

History of Preston County, W. Va. 529 pp. D. Kingwoed, W. Va.,
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“Physical history and peography: Mason and Dixon’s line” (pp. 265-269).

Wison, ErasMUs, ed. Standard histery of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania. 1074
pp. Illus. por. Q. Chicago, 1898.

“Origin of boundary dlsputes. Mason and Dixon’s line, Virginia and Pennsyl-
vanig charters, . . . Eforts to seftle the dispute ineffectual.” . . .
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Running of western boundary line. Conclusion of dispute” (pp. 46-57).

Winsor, JusTiv, ed. Narrative and Critieal History of America. 7 wvols.
Bogton, 1884,

V. 3. Srowm, F. D. The founding of Pa., pp. 460-516. Peon-Baltlmore con-
troversy and the southern boundary of Pa., Pp- 513-515, with hibllog. BrANTLY,
W. 1. The English in Md., pp. 517-562. Eoundaries of the charter, p. 520.

V. 4. FerNow B. New Netherland, pp. 895-438. Struggle with Md., p, 404
EKrnN, G. B. New Sweden, pp. 443°502, !
V. 5. TFERNOW, B. and WINSOR, J. Cartography and boundaries of the Middle

Celonies, pp. 233-240. The Md.-Pa. boundary, p. 234, .

Wingor, J. Maryland and Virginla, pp. 258-284. Literature of Maryland’a
-goungary disputes, pp. 272-273, with map showlng charter and present
onndaries.
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‘WinTERBOTHAM, W. An historical, geographical, commercial, and philosophi-
cal view of the United States of America. 4 v. London, 1795.

Penn's pefition. Charter, p. 289. Duke of York, p. 201. New grant of Delaware,
p. 203. Maryland, situation, extent, and boundaries, p. 34.

Young, JoEN Russerr. Memorial history of the city of Philadelphia from its
first settlement to the year 1895. 2v. O. New York, 1895,

The boundary conferences between Markham and Baltimore, 1683, and the instru-
ment used for location of 40° (v, 1, pp. 13-15). The survey by Wm. Haige,
commligsioner, and the conference at Patuxent with Baltimore; also at New-
castle (pp. 24-27).
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Western end of, 62, 189,
Westward extension, 190-1903,
Mason and Dixon, monument near, 90,
Magon and Dixon Survey, 340.
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Will of, 153, 270, 272, 273.
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Que warrante proceedings, 143, 216, 257,
268, 260, 261.
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Radziminski, C., 368, 369.

Ratifleation of survey, 355.

Read, John M., 398.

Reed, Joseph, 192, 361, 362, 363.

Reid, monument near, 89.

Reily, John T., 896.

Releage of costs, 329,

Report of the Commissmn. 17, 21, 23, 25,

36.

Report of the Engineer, 17, 37-102.

“Representation of Facts,” 343.

Resurveys, 195-203, 371,

Resurvey, agreement for, 30-33, T0.
Authorization of, 28, 29, 30, 31, 69, 70.
Operations of, 71, 75-81.

Purposes of, 70.

Ratification of, 21, 81.

Report on, 37, 68-102.
Resurvey Commission, 9.

Regurvey Clommisslon, meetings of, 29,

33, a6.
Riddle, George Read, 369.
Rights by discovery, 106, 401.
Rideout, Jobhn, 327, 838, 343,
Ridley, Nicholas, 314.
Itiley, Elihu 8., 397.
Rising Sun, monuroent near, 84
Ritehie, Albert, 378.
Rittenhouse, David, 844, 359, 363, 366,
395.
Robertson, John, 333, 334, 337.
Robinson, Morgan P., 397.
Rock Springs, monument near, 84.
Rupp, 1. Daniel, 397.

5]
Saffel, W. T. R., 397.

‘8t, Clair, Arthor, 357, 358,

Sanford, Laura G., 397-

Scarfe, Walter B., 397.

Scharf, J. Thomas, 897, 398.

Schenlk, J, ‘8., 398.

Scul, Nichelas, 327, 339, 346.

Senex, Johm, 281, 292, 300,

Senex, 5. M., 398.

Sergeant, John, 398.

Shafer, George H., 98.

Shankland, William, 331, 333.

Sharpe, Gov. Horatlo, 668, 320, 221, 322,
323, 324, 326, 327, 329, 330, 332,
336, 388-340, 342, 343, 344, 345,
246, 347,

Sharpe, John, 306, 318,

Sharpless, Isaac, 398.

Shepherd, William R., 398.

Shippen, Wdward, 345, 346, 354.

Shippen, Joseph, 341, 345.
Accounts of, 354, 356.

Shummel, L. 8., 399.

Silfverlong, Jonag, 280.

Sinelair, C. H., 200, 201.

Sinclair survey, 196, 200-202.

Slate Hill, monument near, 84.

Slaughter Creek, 177-

Sloan, Henry, 304,

Bmith, Benjamin H., 399.

Smith, George, 399.

Smith, Captain John, 210, 292, 399.

Bmith, M: D, 399.

Smith, Rohert, 332.

Smith, B. W., 30%. .

Smith, William ¥, 8399.

Somerfleld, monument near, 99.

Source material, 210-374.

“South” line, 305.

Speelman Mills, monument near, 99.

Sprinchorns, Karl K. 8., 398 ’

Stack, Thomas, 304.

Stapler, John, 331, 333.

States General, orders and resclutions
of, 210, 212, 215.

Stewartstown, monument near, 85,

Stilts, monument near, B6.

Stirling, Earl of, 332, 336, 337,

Stone, Gov. William A., 28.

Stoughton, John, 399.

Stnart, Geerge, 338. :

Stuyvesant, Peter, 117, 218, 220, 221,
222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227.

“Sum and Substance,” 140, 248.

Surveys under agreement of 1780, 179-
184.

Susquehanna Iort, 124, 225, 231, 235,
261,

Susquehanna, settlements on west gide
of, 157, 169, 274, 275, 294, 296,

Sutherland, petition of Barl of, 271, 272,

277, 278,

Swaenendiel, 115, 212.

Swedes and Dutch, relations of, 117.

Swedish settlements, 116.

Sylmar, monument near, 83.

T

Tailler's, conference at, 130-134.
Talbot, George, 136-138.
Talbot, George, commission to, 246, 247,
' 251,
Talbot embassy, 137-138.
Talbot line, 138, 137, 160, 274-275.
Tangent llne, 56, 144, 180, 182,

Angle of, 182, 183.

Length of, 183.

Location of, 183-184, 188.
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Tangent point, 45, 180, 183.

Tangent point survey, 196, 367-370.

Tasker, Benjamin, 308, 314, 818, 319,
329, 330, 338. .

Taylor, Abraham, 316.

Taylor, Howard, BO.

Taylor, John, 302, 304, 305.

Taylor, Isanc, 2684, 265, 275, 276,

Taylor, W. 0., 400,

Taylor and Pierson survey, 196, 202,
264, 2656, 270, 272,

Taylor Island, 1%7, 180.

“Temporary” line, 160-163, 299, 300,
301, 302, 304, 304, 306, 311, 325.

Thomas, Gov, George, 162, 301-303, 306,
200.

Thomas, Governor, 367,

Thompson, G., 400.

Thompson, Wilmer FL., 400.

Thornton and Fisher map, 262,

Tilghman, James, 191, 357, 358.

Tittman, 0. H., 9, 19, 21, 26, 34, 36, B2

Toner, J. M., 400.

Townsend, George A., 400.

Transpeninsular line, 175, 179, 181, 314-
318, 325.

Trego, Charles. B., 400.

Trumbull, Benjamin, 400,

"“Twelve mile circle,"” 151, 167, 175, 176,
182, 202-203, 238, 240, 284, 278,

Tyler, L. Q. 400,

u
United -Companies, {(Dutch), 112-116,
145,
U. 8. Coast and Geodetic Survey, 18, 19,
200.

Upland, conference at, 129.

Upland, latitude of, 129.

Ussling, William, 211,

Utie's visit to Delaware, 118, 220, 221,
222,

- Virginia-Pennsylvania boundary, 357-367,

Worcester County, (old) erccted, 123,

v

Vanbibber, arrest of, 275.

VYan Arden, C. H., 200, 201.

Vangweringen, Garrett, relation of, 143, .
255, !

Veech, Joseph, 400, 401.

Vincent, Francis, 401.

Virginia, original extent of, 106.

Virginia-Maryland, relations of, 109, 212,
213, 214, 215, 214, 218, 219.

380, 399.
Visscher, N. J., map hy, 165, 174, 219,
270.

W

Wallace, John W., 401.

Walton and Brumbaugh, 401.

‘Warden, D. B., 401.

Watkins Point, latitude of, 131,

Watson, John, 177, 311, 314, 315, 330,
338.

Watson, John F., 401,

‘Watterson, A. V. D., 402,

Waelch Tract controversy, 156, 158, 274,

West Indla Co. cedes South river to
Amgterdam, 227.

White, Jerome, 123, 229, 230.

White, J. W. F., 402.

‘Whitehead, William, 402.

Whorekill, 115, 120,

Wldth of peninsular, 181.

Wiley, Samuel T., 402.

Willing, Thomas, 354.

Wilzon, Erasmus, 402.

Wingor, Justin, 402.

‘Winthrop, Gov.,, 218.

Winterbothamn, W., 403.

231.
Worfordsburg, monument near, 92.

b4

Youghiogheny, 57.
Young, John R., 403.




. 3
T R
3

710%

o7 ¢

) Iomor] ea.ij[‘L
247 puw

NP T AN T0 TINIAOTT
usaM}aq

10QUN0
VTId V

74

3

7
I1UnNo

pr

.I'emv'[ac[ UOo §9

.
ffi

e






