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FALLS TURNPIKE 

The Falls Turnpike Road Company was chartered in 
1805 because people living along Jones Falls were not 
"accommodated with a good road, affording an easy trans- 
portation for their produce to the city of Baltimore, and 
. . . a turnpike would greatly add to the interests of the 

farmers generally. . . ." 
The company's organizers were John Hollins, William 

Cooke, James P. Boyd, Thomas Dickson, and James Ellicott. 
Capital stock was to be $30,000, in shares of $100 each. 

John Taggart, William Clemm, Sr., John Hosselbach, 
George Grundy, and Edward Johnson were appointed to 
lay off the road beginning at the ford near Patterson and 
Stricker's mill, then north as near the Falls as practicable 
for a good road, over the Bare Hills, west of Benjamin 
Bowen's house, west on or near Job Hunt's land, to the 
crossroads near Richard Caton's limekiln ( this was near 
Green Spring Valley Road, Brooklandville ) .1  

A year later, the state legislature, at the request of the 
turnpike company, permitted some changes to make the 
route straighter, less expensive, and "entirely out of the way 
of freshes" (flooding). Under the amendment, the road 
was to follow a specified route, beginning at a tree in 
George Stephenson's field, in crossing the Bare Hills. When 
it entered Thomas Johnson's land, it was to cross to the 
east side of the Falls at Monk's old mill dam and go 
through Johnson's woods to a corner of Nicholas Ruxton 
Moore's property, then through Thomas Johnson's meadow 
and woods to a tree on the "old court road leading to 
Joppa (Old Court Road), through the fields of Phineas 
and Job Hunt, to the crossroads near the limekiln. Thomas 
Rutter, Dr. John Cromwell, Robert Porter, William C. 
Goldsmith, and Benjamin Talbot were to review the lo-
cation of the road and make any further changes in its 

location that proved necessary. 
The amendment also provided that Job and Phi,neas 

Hunt and their wagons, carts, and stock could cross the new 
road without any hindrance. In addition, the turnpike com-
pany was required, whenever Phineas Hunt might request 
it, to build a stone arch under the road wide enough for a 
wagon so that Hunt's stock could get to and from the water 

of the Falls? 
The company's charter provided that the Falls Turnpike 

was not to be extended to intersect with the York Turn-
pike. This would be unfair to the interests of the stock-
holders of the York Turnpike Company since some people 
travelling on the York Turnpike might use the Falls Turn- 

pike to reach Baltimore.3  

The Falls Turnpike Company's officials argued that the 
turnpike should be extended northward because it would 
provide the shortest route between Baltimore and Han-
over, Pennsylvania, and points to the north. They asked 
the legislature for permission to build a good road from 
the end of the Falls Turnpike to another road nine miles 
away that went to Pennsylvania. This new road, it was 
proposed, would be given free of charge to Baltimore 
County. The legislature had refused permission because 
it was thought that trade would be drawn from the Reis-
terstown Turnpike. The Falls Turnpike officials believed 
that in time "good sense" would prevail and their request 
would be granted. It was not granted, however; the 
portion of Falls Road north of Brooklandville was a free 
road and not a part of the turnpike. 

Though tolls were not being collected in 1807 because 
the road was not yet completed, the company's president 
predicted that the enterprise would be very lucrative. The 
turnpike was a short one, and he said that as a general rule 
short roads were profitable and long roads were unprofit-
able. More important, the Falls Turnpike passed a number 
of flour mills and quarries. The mills received wheat and 
sent flour back to Baltimore daily and the quarries sup-
plied most of the city's building stone. Such regular traffic 
would be expected to produce good revenues for the com-

pany. 
The wagons from the mills and quarries were, in addi-

tion to the tolls they would pay, expected to benefit the 
turnpike in another way. They would have wide wheels, 
it was predicted, since the tolls were lower for wide-
wheeled vehicles. Heavy, wide-wheeled wagons would 
help keep the road in repair. Maintenance costs would 
also be kept low because there was an abundance of stone 
nearby for the road; in no case would stone have to be 
hauled more than half a mile.4  

A Baltimore guidebook of 1832 reported that the turn-
pike "passes over a most romantic and beautiful route, and 
makes one of the pleasantest rides in the neighborhood of 

the city."5  
The first tollgate was just north of North Avenue. The 

gatekeeper's house was at 141 Falls Road in the 1890's. 
George W. Davis was the gatekeeper until 1845, when he 
was removed. The company's board emphasized that his 
removal did not result from any loss of faith in him but 
was "purely on the ground of public policy." The policy 
seemed to have to do with saving money since at the same 

time the gatekeeper's salary was reduced to $250 a year. 
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The tollgate on the Falls Turnpike about 1860. 

Mr. Davis was to continue as a gatekeeper for another six 
weeks; he was also offered the job of maintaining the 
turnpike from the city to the three-mile stone for $250 a 
year, but he apparently did not accept. 

Edward Lynch replaced Mr. Davis as gatekeeper, and the 
job of maintaining the lower part of the turnpike was 
given to William Born or Boon. In the fall of 1846 Mr. 
Lynch Was authorized to employ some men and have re-
pairs made to the turnpike between the tollgate and the 
city because an inquisition was pending on the condition 
of that portion of the road. The following year the super-
visor of the lower part of the turnpike was dismissed and 
his duties were given to the gatekeeper, who was to receive 
an additional $50 a year for this extra work.6  

According to the 1850 census, the gatekeeper was Wil-
liam Lynch, who was born 1804-05. Mr. Lynch resigned 
in the fall of 1850, and Thomas Cooper, born 1797-98, 
was chosen to replace him.7  He remained the gatekeeper 
until about 1867. In 1870 the gatekeeper was James Stew-
art, who was born 1825-2.6 in Ireland.8  He continued as 
gatekeeper until 1890; subsequent city directories showed 
his occupation as runner, superintendent, and salesman, at 
the same address.9  

Another tollgate was located just north of Cold Spring 
Lane. Isaac Burkins was the gatekeeper in 1886.10  

Ralph Humphreys was the gatekeeper from 1901 to 
1904. He lived at 2652 Huntingdon Avenue during that 
time, so he must have travelled to the tollgate each morn-
ing and left it open at nighttime after he had gone home. 
City directories of later years show that he continued to 
live at the same address.11  

The northernmost tollgate was just south of the Rock-
land Bleach and Dye Works, near Old Court Road. The 
gatekeeper in the early 1900's was Henry Ritter, who also 
kept a store at the tollgate.12  The gatekeeper's house, 7007 

Falls Road, is now rented as a residence. 
Two milestones remain. The seven-mile stone is north 

of Coppermine Terrace, and the eight-mile stone is in 

Rockland on the northeast corner of Falls and Old Court 
Roads. 

The company's presidents were Richard Caton in 1807, 
Thomas Johnson in 1809, James William McCulloh 1828-
34, John Kelso 1835-45, John Hanan 1845—died 1865, 
Henry Mankin in 1866 and 1867, Samuel H. Tagart in 
1870 and 1891, and William Fell Johnson in 1896 and 
1904. John Hanan and Samuel H. Tagart were also presi-
dents of the Baltimore and York Turnpike Company at 
about the same time as they had the presidency of the Falls 
Turnpike Company. 

Treasurers were Thomas L. Roe in 1809, W. H. Murray 
in 1828, James William McCulloh in 1833 and 1834, John 
Kelso 1835-45, Aquilla P. Giles 1845-55, J. M. Buck 1856-
63, and Charles Goodwin in 1864 and 1865. Secretaries 
were H. Murray Hanan in 1865 and J. Scott in 1882.13  
H. Murray Hanan was also secretary of the York Turnpike 
Company. 

In the 1820's the company became indebted first to 
Thomas Johnson and later to Richard Caton for a total of 
$27,500. It was decided in 1827 to commute these debts 
by issuing five-percent stock to these two creditors. Rich-
ard Caton died in 1845 and his widow the following year, 
and in 1849 and the 1850's his five-percent or preferred 
stock was transferred to his four daughters, the Marchioness 
of Wellesley (wife of the Duke of Wellington's brother), 
Lady Stafford, the Duchess of Leeds, and Mrs. MacTavish. 
It is of some interest that two shares of the company's 
regular stock were owned by Elizabeth Bonaparte, who 
many years earlier had married Napoleon's brother Jerome. 
Thus, the stock of the Falls Turnpike Company was owned 
by sisters-in-law of both Napoleon and the man who de-
feated him, the Duke of Wellington. 

When John Hanan died in 1865, Henry Mankin, then 
a member of the company's board of managers, took charge 
of the company's affairs, and the following year he was 
elected president. He stated that his predecessor, Mr. 
Hanan, because of his business interests in Baltimore had 
found it impossible, without a more adequate salary, to 
give the turnpike the attention it needed. As a result, the 
road's condition had deteriorated so much that people 
living along it were generally hostile toward the company, 
and the part of the turnpike east of Jones Falls, south of 
the tollgate, had been so neglected that people living there 
had "lost all sense of any ownership over it, except their 
own." The bridges were old and in danger of being washed 
away by a flood, and there was no money to replace them 
if such a disaster occurred. The company was in debt for 
a small amount, and the stockholders had not received any 
dividends for years. 

Mr. Mankin proposed to give the turnpike his close 
supervision, make a number of improvements, and to build 
up a reserve fund of $500. In October 1867 he reported 
that during the previous year he had tried without success 
on a number of occasions to call the board together. In 
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spite of the lack of cooperation, he reported that he had 
accomplished a lot in his first year. The previous year's 
debt had been paid and the company now had a part of the 
$500 reserve he had proposed. The most travelled part of 
the turnpike, the part closest to the city, had been put in 
better condition than it had been in for 20 years, he said. 
Good relations had been restored with people living along 
the turnpike to the extent that the Mount Vernon Mills 
had even sent, at no charge, a horse and cart to help trans-
port material to repair the road and arrangements were 
made with property owners in Hampden to help repair 
the part of the turnpike through their village. A few of 
the obstructions on the company's right of way had been 
removed and he had prevented some other obstructions. 

He said he had so far neglected the upper part of the 
turnpike, but he proposed to improve it in the future. An-
other proposal was to improve some of the roads leading 
to the turnpike in order to bring additional traffic to the 
company's road. He suggested cooperating with the county 
commissioners to improve the county road to Shawan be-
cause at that point a good deal of the Falls Turnpike traffic 
passed to the York Turnpike. This, he thought, would 
bring southbound traffic from the York Turnpike down the 
Falls Turnpike. Finally, he suggested increasing the tolls 
as soon as the improvements would justify it. 

Mr. Mankin was prevented from carrying out his plans 
by disastrous floods and difficulties with other officials of 
the company. In 1867, after a hard winter and spring 
which damaged the turnpike, a flood washed out the road 
in many places and damaged or carried away several 
bridges. There was some difficulty in getting workmen 
right away, but temporary repairs were made. The presi-
dent wanted repairs done right, declaring his intention 
that no bridge under his direction should ever wash away. 
However, a bigger flood occurred in 1868 which was 
described by Mr. Mankin as follows: 

[It was] the greatest freshet in the Falls which had 
been known for many years. The damage on the road 
was immense. Every bridge on the road was washed 
away including the new bridge at Wrights, and in 
many places nearly the entire bed of the road washed 
out. 

Previously, there had been a question about Mr. Mankin's 
re-election as president. Those who opposed him said the 
election was invalid due to a technicality. Chief opponents 
seem to have been Samuel H. Tagart and H. Murray 
Hanan. Following the 1868 flood, Mr. Mankin wrote to 
Mr. Tagart and asked his cooperation in restoring the 
turnpike. He proposed that the turnpike either be turned 
over to a new company or to the county commissioners if 
they would accept it and put it in order. Mr. Tagart ex-
pressed his willingness to do whatever was best for the 
turnpike, and Mr. Mankin proposed that at the next elec-
tion he would relinquish the presidency and become one 

— John W. McGrain 

Gatekeeper's house south of Rockland, as it appears today. 
C_197 

of the company's managers. Mr. Tagart was to be nominat-
ed as president and Mr. Hanan as treasurer. Mr. Mankin 
thought this ticket would be elected but, to his surprise, 
found that another was. The new ticket apparently did 
not include him as a manager; thus, he severed all con-
nections with the company and turned its records over to 

Mr. Tagart early in 1869. 

About 1882 William Fell Johnson of Rockland decided 
that it would be to his advantage to control the turnpike 
since it went through his property and was his means of 
access to Baltimore. He already owned a considerable por-
tion of the company's stock and made efforts to acquire 
more, especially from the estate of a relative in another 
state. He probably succeeded, because he became the com-
pany's president in the 1890's and ownership of the tollgate 
lots passed to him when the company went out of exist-

ence." 

The southern portion of the turnpike, from Jones Falls 
and Maryland Avenue northward to North Avenue, then 
the city boundary, was ceded to the city of Baltimore in 
1885. A few years later the Baltimore grand jury indicted 
the company for not properly maintaining the portion of 
the turnpike from North Avenue to the new northern 
city boundary, and the city commenced action to compel 
the company to put that portion of the road in good order. 
The company lacked the funds to comply and in 1891 
ceded that portion of the turnpike to the city.15  

By 1898 what remained of the turnpike was in bad 
condition. The Baltimore American published a picture 

of the road just north of the city limits with the comment: 
"Toll is charged on this road." A county paper said "the 
idea of charging toll on it looks like a joke." The road 
had been in "a simply fearful condition" ever since streetcar 
tracks had been laid along it, according to the county 

newspaper, and it seemed impossible that any kind of 

vehicle could travel on it.16 
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Ralph Humphreys, the gatekeeper near Cold Spring 
Lane, complained to the company's president in March 
1904 that the turnpike was in awful condition and people 
were refusing to pay tolls until repairs were made. In 
August 1904, Marshall Winchester of Baltimore wrote the 
following letter of complaint about the turnpike:17  

Wm. Fell Johnson, Esq. 
Rockland, Balto. County 

My dear Sir: 
It was recently my misfortune to be obliged to drive 

over the Falls Road from Bear Hill [Bare Hills] to 
Rockland. 

My duty to myself & my fellow-man requires that 
I enter a most vigorous protest against the barbarous 
custom of collecting toll from those unfortunate  

enough to use a road in such an abominable condition 
as is the Falls Road. 

I am yrs. very truly 
Marshall Winchester 

In June 1905 Sylvester J. Roach of Mt. Washington filed 
suit in the Baltimore County Circuit Court alleging that 
the turnpike was not in proper condition for travel and was 
kept in a manner that violated its charter. The sheriff was 
directed to summon a jury to meet on the road to hold an 
inquest. The proceedings resulted in the court's issuing an 
order forfeiting the company's charter and transferring own-
ership of the turnpike to the county. The forfeiture was 
agreed to by the turnpike company, and the 41/2 miles of 
the turnpike was acquired by the county about August 
1905.18  

1 
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