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An Ordinance For Measuring of Land
Made Anno 33 Edw. I, Stat. 6, and Anno Dom. 1305
British Statutes in Force in Maryland, Julian J. Alexander (1870)

When an Acre of Land containeth x Perches in Length, then it shall be in Breadth xvi
perches; (2) when it containeth xi Perches in Length, then it shall be in Breadth xiv di. and three
Quarter of one Foot; (3) when it is xii, then xiii, v Foot, and di. (4) when it is xiii, then xiii, v
Foot, and almost an Inch: (5) when xiv, then xi, vii Foot, and almost an Inch: (6) when xv, then x
and di., ii Foot, and iii Quarter of a Foot; (7) when xvi, then x.; (8) when xvii, then ix, vi Foot,
-i'ii g.of a Foot, and almost half an inch: (9) when xviii, then viii, Xiv Foot, and viii Inches; (10)
when xix, then viii, vi Foot, and xi Inches, and di.; (11) when xx, then viii Perches; (12) when
xi, then vii Perches, x Foot, ii Inches, and iii q. of an Inch: (13) when xxii, then vii, iv Foot and
a half; (14) when xxiii, then vi, iii q. ii Foot, and xi Inches and di. (15) when xxiv, then vi and
di., ii Foot, and vi Inches; (16) when xxv, then vi, vi Foot, and almost ii Inches; (17) when xxvi,
then vi, ii Foot, and almost di.; (18) when xxvii, then v., iii Quarter, v. Inches, and di.; (19) when
xxviii, then v, xi Foot, x Inches, and di.; (20) when xxix, then v, viii Foot, v. Inches, and di.; (21)
when xxx, then v, v Foot, and di.; (22) when xxxi, then v, ii Foot, and viii Inches; (23) when
xxxii, then v.; (24) when xxxiii, then iv, xiv Foot and iv Inches; (25) when xxxiv, then iv and di.
iii Foot, and iv Inches; (26) when xxxv, then iv and di. i Foot, iii Inches and di.; (27) when xxxvi,
then iv, vii Foot, and iv Inches; (28) when xxxvii, then iv, v. Foot, and iv Inches; (29) when
xxxviii, then iv, iii Foot, and almost di.; (30) when xxxix, then iv, i Foot, and almost ix Inches;
iii q. and vii Inches; (34) when xliii, then iii, and di., iii Foot, and an Inch and di.; (35) when xliv,
then iii and di., ii Foot, and iii Inches; (36) when xlv, then iii and di., di a Foot, and iii Inches.

Note

Roman numerals are a numeral system originating in ancient Rome, adapted from
Etruscan numerals. This system was used in classical antiquity, and was slightly modified in the
Middle Ages to produce the system that we use today. It is based on certain letters which are
given values as numerals. Statute 6 of Edward I, as it was enacted by the British Parliament in
1305, was originally written in Latin, and therefore Roman numerals were appropriately used
rather than the Arabic numerals that we use today.



"CASES -

ARGUED AND DETERMINED

PROVINCIAL COURT AND COURT OF APPEALS
PROVINCE OF MARYLAND 5

FROM THE YEAR 1658 DOWN TO THE AMERICAN RevoLuTION.

*PROVINOIAL COURT, 1658. Liber S.
WILLIAM STONE vs. WILLIAM BOREMAN.

-A warrant for land must be legally pursued within the time prescribed.

UPON the difference between Capt. Will

William Stone and Wil-
m Boreman, touching the said Borem

an’s land at Nan jemoy,
Boreman did not legally pur-
of land within the time of the
d by this Court that a patent
: am Stone of"the land by him
id Boreman’s right to so much
: ; and the surveyor did, in his own
8, survey and receive pay * for survey of that land at o
jemoy. Tt is ordered also by the Court that the said ~

eman shall Lave 400. acres in some other convenient place, and

surveyor to lay it out without satistaction or pay from the said
Oreman.

1
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2 PROPRIETARY ws. DORREL ET Ar.—1 H. & McH.

PROVINCIAL COURT, FEBRUARY, 1G60.

« WaEREAS Edward Lloyd, maketh it appear to this Court per
draughts and the plots of Jand surveyed for him in Wye River, that
his long lines running S. E. he also having purchased two patents,
next adjoining upon lim; the long lines of which patents, ranning
E. per which occasion he wants much of his due proportion of land,
Upon his motion and the consideration thereof, the Court hath
thought fit and ordered that the long lines of the land purchased of’
William Granger shall run S. E, provided it prejudice no survey
made before these presents.”

At o Court holden in Anne Arundel County, on Tuesday, August 2, 1659.

Present—His Excellency, JosrAs FENDALL, Esq. Goverhor and.
Chief Justice,

s Panurp CAnverm, Bsy. Secretary, :
The Hon. ¢ -Ool. NarganmsL UrYE, BEsq. Councillors,
2 Mr. EDWARD LroyDp, Bsy.

The lands of thoso who had not subscribed the engagement of fidelity or
complied with the conditions of plantation forfeited to the Lord Proprie-
tary.

WERE called before the Board George Dorrel, James Homewood,
aud other tlre inhabitants of the County of Anne Arundel, (being
warped to appear upon special writ) who have not subscribed the
engagement nor wade oath of fidelity to his Lordship according to
the Act of Assembly in that case provided, to shew cause why the

several lands or plantations seated and planted by them should
3 * not be seized into the Lord Proprietary's hands, they having
not performed the conditions of plantatious propounded and gramnted
by his Lordship, whereby they may be made capable and assured
of enjoying the same. )

In answer thiereto, Gegrge Dorrell saith that he hath not sub-
scribed the engagement, neither will he make oath of fidelity to his
Lordship; and further, that part of the land he now enjoyeth was
taken up by him upoun his own right for his trausport, and part he
purchased awvd bought of Richard Young, deceased, before the
engagement was propounded or tendered according to the Act.

James Homewood and Thomas Homewood say the same touching
the engagement and oath of fidelity. Yet they presume to have right
to the land they enjoy; for that they made oath of fidelity in Capt..
Stone's time of government, aud seated their lands upon his Lord. .
ship’s promise. :



: “We got a great buy on the apartment, but, unfortunately, it didn’t include the mineral rights.”
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CriMINAL Law

In subsection (e) of this section, the words
«human remains” are substituted for the former
reference to “remains of any human body” for
clarity and uniformity within this subtitle.

; In subsection (e)(1) of this section, the former
" reference to “Baltimore City” is deleted in light
of the defined term “county”.

The Criminal Law Article Review Committee
notes, for the consideration of the General
Assembly, that a literal reading of subsection
(b) of this section, prohibiting the willful de-

When developers discovered abandoned
cemetery. — When the developers discovered
the cemetery on Lot 20, as alleged, they were
prohibited by law from removing the grave-
stones and could have faced misdemeanor
charges and, upon conviction, prison time
~ and/or a fine for doing so; they could have
- accomplished their goal of developing Lot 20
. put only with the authorization of the State’s

T S RN b s

~ § 10-501. Adultery.

§ 2.

This Revisor’s note comprises informa-

ch. 26.

This section is new language derived without
substantive change from former Art. 27, § 3.

This section is revised in standard language
used to describe a statutory crime. Adultery
was not a crime at common law, although it did
have consequences relating to marriage and
divorce. See Cole v. State, 126 Md. 239, 94 A.
913 (1915).

In subsection (b) of this section, the reference
to being “guilty of a misdemeanor” is added to
state expressly that which only was implied in
the former law by the reference to a “convic-
tion”. In this State, any crime that was not a
_felony at common law and has not been de-
Flared a felony by statute, is considered to be a

. tion related to the revision by Acts 2002,

§ 10-501

struction, damage, and removal of a plant in a
cemetery, would prohibit normal horticultural
maintenance, including trimming of trees and
shrubs and even lawn cutting.

Defined terms:
“County” § 1-101
“Funerary object” § 10-401
“Permanent cemetery” § 10-401
“Person” § 1-101

Attorney for Howard County and by taking the
measures required by statute to remove and
rebury any human remains. It was implicit in
the allegations in the first amended complaint
that they sought to circumvent that process,
and the expenses they would incur, by engaging
in criminal acts to cover up the cemetery’s
existence. Rhee v. Highland Dev. Corp., 182 Md.
App. 516, 958 A.2d 385 (2008).

Subtitle 5. Crimes Against Marriage.

(a) Prohibited. — A person may not commit adultery.
- (b) Penalty. — A person who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor
and on conviction shall be fined $10. (An. Code 1957, art. 27, § 3; 2002, ch. 26,

REVISOR’S NOTE

misdemeanor. See State v. Canova, 278 Md.
483, 490 (1976), Bowser v. State, 136 Md. 342,
345 (1920), Dutton v. State, 123 Md. 373, 378
(1914), and Williams v. State, 4 Md. App. 342,
347 (1968).

The former phrase “in any of the circuil
courts for counties in this State” is deleted in
light of CJ § 4-301, which provides that the
District Court generally has exclusive original
Jjurisdiction of common-law and statutory mis-
demeanors, unless the potential penalty in-
cludes confinement for at least 3 years or a fine
of at least $2,500. The Criminal Law Article
Review Committee brings this substitution to
the attention of the General Assembly.

Defined term:

“Person” § 1-101



With respect to trees located on a boundary line, Adjoining Landowners, 1 Am Jur 2d, §§ 14 —
17, states in part that: A tree standing on the division line between adjoining landowners is
generally considered the common property of both proprietors as tenants in common... Some
states have adopted the view that the adjoining landowners of a tree on the boundary own in
severalty the part of the tree which rests upon their side of the line, with an easement of support
from the other... Neither property owner has the right to damage or destroy the tree without

the consent or permission of the other.




NO
TRESPASSING

VIOLATORS
WiLL BE SHOT |
SURVIVORS
WILL BE SHOT

___ AGAIN

4‘

ey Gy




'.."1

[ PRIVATE
PROPERTY

IF YOU CAN
READ THIS,

YOU'RE
IN RANGE

SURVIVORS WILL
BE PROSECUTED

"8 v/




Q
E
Has rights to / N
74 ~

cut the roots. Q? 3 y
« O
O, o 3
'.\\—// \/ W

/ Hester Thompson

/ {Angry at the idea of

Bob Bronsky cutting

the roots to her

&~ father’s trees. She
yust covlart let it go.

Jake Bronsky She demanded that her

(adimiring the work
tus father Bob did
cutting the roots
that encroached
onto the Bronsky

Jeffrey Kevin Daver,
Hester's boytfriend,
Shot dead by Bob
Bronsky. (He covldnt
Lake Pester’s ranting
and raving about the
tree roots any longer
K, and, goaded on by 0
0 j fer, went next door to O?‘
\Y KRt S, fesr confront Jake about it.)
recently purchased Q— N
at Wal-Mart ) took \\, 079
~ exception to Jeffs d?-
N sttitude and N\
demeanor and shot / « é)\) dﬂ
&9
el

/ Roots Subdivision

March, 2012 No Scale

(a historically imaccurate cautionary tale.)



CHAPTER XV.
RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE SURVEYOR.

THis completes the suggestions which I wished to offer,
but I would like in conclusion to say a few words in a
general manner. This very brief treatise is not intended
as a handbook for surveyors in any way; it is not didactic
— it is suggestive only. It is intended to give a little light
to men thrown, for perhaps the first time, on their own
responsibility or brought face to face with problems which
they have not met in their previous experience. For the
solution of these problems no general rules can be laid
down; each man must work out his own salvation. All
that I hope to do is to give a few suggestions from hard-
won personal knowledge which may make the road a little
easier.

The problems of boundary lie at the foundation of all
surveying, for one must know where a line is before he can
measure it, and the solution of these problems calls for the
same powers of accurate observation and of consecutive
and logical thought that are demanded for successful work
in any branch of modern science. It is needless to say that
the successful surveyor must be accurate in his instrument
work and in his computation; yet, if he would really suc-

ceed, he must go beyond this. He must add to this ‘the
87



88 BOUNDARIES AND LANDMARKS

patience to collect all the evidence which can be found
bearing upon the case in hand, together with the ab1hty to
weigh this evidence to a nicety and to determme clearly
the course pointed out by the balance of probability. If,
in addition, he possesses enough imagination to cast pleasant
lights across the desert of dry details, he should be success-
ful indeed.

The watchwords of the surveyor are Patience and Com-

mon Sense.

The vocation of the Civil Engineer has always been in-
vested with a dignity of its own. But it seems to me that
of late years, in paying him the honor which is his just due,
we are apt to fix a little too wide a gap between him and
his humbler brother, the Surveyor. We give cngineering
the chief attention in our technical schools, but surveying
we are wont to relegate to the Freshman class. Yet the
profession of the Surveyor deals with one of the oldest and
most fundamental facts of human society — the possession
and inheritance of land. Fire, flood and earthquake wipe
out the greatest works of the engineer, but the land con-
tinueth forever.

Curiously enough the Surveyor is isolated in his calling,
and therein lie his responsibility and his temptations. The
lawyer comes nearest to understanding the work, yet of
the actual details of a survey most lawyers are woefully
~ ignorant. The business man who can judge to a hair the
fulfillment of a contract has no eye for the shortened line



RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE SURVEYOR 89

or the shifted landmark. To the skilled accountant of the
bank the traverse sheet is a closed book. Dishonesty in
ordinary business life cannot long be hid and errors in
accounts quickly come to light, but the false or faulty
survey may pass unchallenged through the years, for few
but the Surveyor himself are qualified to judge it. I
maintain that in the hands of the Surveyor, to an excep-
tional degree, lie the honor of the generations past and the
welfare of the generations to come; in his keeping is the
Doomsday Book of his community, and who shall know if
he is false to his trust? Therefore I believe that to every
Surveyor who values his honor and has a full sense of his
duty the fear of error is a perpetual shadow that darkens
the sunlight.

Yet it seems to me that to a man of active mind and
high ideals the profession is singularly suited; for to the
reasonable certainty of a modest income must be added
the intellectual satisfaction of problems solved, a sense of
knowledge and power increasing with the years, the re-
spect of the community, the consciousness of responsibility
met and work well done. It is a profession for men who
believe that a man is measured by his work, not by his
purse, and to such I commend it.



Recent Cases and Some Not That So Recent
A Very Preliminary Third Supplement to the “Brown Book”

Rounds v. Maryland v. Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission
441 Md. 621,109 A.3" 639 (2015)

The Petitioners pled sufficient facts to support a claim for slander of title against a surveyor and
the surveying firm, which are: (1) a false statement, (2) that the false statement was
communicated to someone else (publication), (3) malice, and (4) special damages.

Rushforth v. Kane
Case No. 422196-V — Montgomery County Circuit Court (2018)

The grant of an express easement includes the right to use “the last inch of the land granted as
well as the first inch.” To establish the existence of a prescriptive easement, the plaintiffs must
demonstrate that their use has been adverse, exclusive and continuous and interrupted for twenty
years or more.

Rhee v. Highland Development Corporation
182 Md.App. 516, 958 A.2d 385 (2008)

Subsequent property purchasers brought an action against the developer and the firm which
surveyed the property, alleging that the defendants fraudulently concealed the existence of a
desecrated cemetery on the property. Apart from any personal reluctance to live on top of a
burial site with human remain resting barcly two feet below ground, the desecration and
concealment of a graveyard places limitations and potential obligations on the buyers that they
would not expect, or desire, for residential property.
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VICINITY MAP

SCALE: 1° = 2000

ONNER'S DEDICATION

We, the undersigned, owners of the property shown and
described hereon; hereby adopt this plan of resubdivision, estab-
1ish the minimum building restriction lines.

| 22
1064 - - .
pB.99 Pil . mpany.

v. Declaration of Terms and
ility Easements recorded in Liber 3834

at Folio 457 among the Land Records of Nontgomery County. Maryland.
. There are no suits, actions at law, leases, liens or
: trusts on the property included in this plan of resubdivision except
' for 8 certain deed of trust and the psrties in interest have hereon
! ingicated their assent.

!

Nitness

tnes.

We hereby assent to this plan of rr,a"undj vision.
0’
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SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the plan shown hereon is correct.
that it is a resubdivision of part of the property described in &
conveyance from N.C. and A.N. Miller Development Company, a

N

NOTES:

1.] LOTS APPROVED FOR A HOUSE WITH & BEOROOMS.

3.) MN.C.P. & P.C. PRELIMINARY PLAN NO. /-8403/

2.) S.B.R.L. SUBJECT TO CHANGE AND REAPPROVAL BY HEALTH DEPARTMENT.

\( DOe 1avare Corpnrlt}'an to Brent N. Rushforth and Marilyn R.
SEPTIC EASEMENT DATA Aushforth, his wife by deed dated November 16, 1978 recorded in
maNTEALe Erern Liser"Sets o5 caide s siie beite s Cepoaneizich oot f!
0 i v

A.58-36-8€ | 80 K91755-0 W | 20.8¢ NOTE: THIS MAINTENANCE Block E Great Falls Estates” recorded in Plat Book 99 8s Plat No.
8 S62-34-55 W 15.81 L.S79-31-57€ 25.50 EASEMENT 15 INTENDED TO 11065 all ,.gngtﬁm Lam: j/uca:;ast- :jﬂ mnsgonry ‘L:agn;z, Maryland.
C.NB-58-59 W 15.81 M.N70-43-20E | 31.62 ALLOW THE OWMER OF LOT 54 urther certify that iron pipes marked thus ——e———
DNG2-3¢-55€ | 158! N.s27-24-27€ | 22.38 TO PLACE AND MAINTAIN FOR g Cner et oS e 2 R ith Swction S0-24 (o) of the
E.S57-40-28E | 1877 0.581-01-39w | 70.7! ASSTHETIC PURPDSES LANDSCAPING  Aontgomery County Code.
F.$72-25-05€ | 707! P NT2-24-2TW | 94.67 SUCH AS SHRUBBERY, ORNAMENTAL The total area included in this plan of resubdivision
GN62-34-53E | 3500 QNI7 -10-42wW | 59.11 TREES. ANWUAL AMD PERENNIAL is 5.00000 acres of land.
HS57-40-28E | 69.46 R.NIT-27-06E | 5523 PLANTS, £ND WIULZH WITHIN THE
1.547-19-37 W s7.01 5.577-44-34€ | 204! A SRenT. THIS EASEMENT 7 /-85 8

- 25- -34 - ) Date Charles A. Inish, Jr.
4527-25-05€ | 3000 T.N62-34-55€ | 9% SHALL NOT LIMIT ACCESS OR USE Charim Ay fz,."ym 0. #1008

; OF EASEMENT AREA BY THE

OWNER OF LOT 55

AREA _TABULATION
89, 296 S0.FT. 0A 2.05000 ACRES
128, 502 59.FT. OR 2.95000 ACRES

Lar 121
Lor 122

APPROVED__1-24-85

4.) ZONED: RE-2

5.) APPROVED FOR PUBLIC WATER & PRIVATE SENER SYSTEM.
6.) THERE IS NO STREET DEDICATION 8Y THIS PLAT.

7) LOTS 7O USE COMMON DRIVEWAY

DATE:
PLAT B00K:
PLAT NO..

ToraL AFEF 8Y THIS PLAT___217, 800 S8.FT. OR 5.00000 ACRES

, PLAT OF RESUBDIVISION
! ) LOTS 54 € 55 BLOCK E

BEING A RESUBDIVISION OF LOT 21. BLOCK E

GREAT FALLS ESTATES

285)82 /840316002 230¢ 2Z

MARYLAND NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK & PLANNING COMMISSION
MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD

\

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLANO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

NONTGOMERY COUNTY. MARYLAND 10TH ELECTION DISTRICT

MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

> A approven: MAY B,198S | 4PPROVED: SCALE: 1°= 100°  DATE: JANUARY 1985
g M ENGINEERS - PLANNERS LANDICAPE AMCHTECTS: SURVEYORS
4701 SANGAMORE WOAD
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LOT 55

BLOCK E
(KANE)
PLAT 15339
GREAT FALLS ESTATES
o
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v
/
AREA OF DRIVEWAY ACCESS
1,327 sq. ft. (0.03047 ac.)
‘\
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EXHIBIT “B"

LOT 45
BLOCKE
{SAAS)

PLAT 13688
GREAT FALLS ESTATES

=7 SITE SOLUTIONS, INC.

19508 Amaranth Drive sulte A
Germantows, Maryland E0§74-1211

SKETCH OF DRVEWAY ACCESS EASEMENT ACROSS LOT 55, BLOCK E
11112 CRIPPLEGATE ROAD

PLAT # 15339, GREAT FALLS ESTATES

‘, (301) 54D-7890  Fax [301) B40-7851 » LOT 54, logérim ik
s TOMAC ELECTION X l
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