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coacermed, hize shown that it was-their understanding thy .
the castern termination of the canal should be abag
Genrgetown. 3. That, in the present situation of the §..
naaces of the company, it is highly inexpedient toincy .
the great additional exoense which this part' of the work
must involve. SRR T
Upon cach of these -heads the committee beg leave.
bricfly to submit their views, anticipating that the result-
will be to -temove much misapprehension apon the sub-
j-¢t, and to produce more unanimity of opinionas well as;
of action, L
1. It is said that the charters of incorporation .confer
no such powers 2pon the company. In the preamble of.
the act ot Vugi ia of January 27, 1824, the first in the:
scrtes, and which has ocea adopted interms by the Uni.
ted States, Pconsylvania, and Mar land, rhe phrascology -
iss ¢ Whereas 2 navigable canal from the tide watrof -
the river Potomac, in the District of Columbia, &
The 4th section vests in the company authority to, exe.
cute such works * as they shall judge neccssary or expe.
dient for completing the canal hercinbefore mentioned
and described,” The 20th section declares that the east.
ern section ‘'shall begin at the District of Columbia on-
tide water.” From these expressiors. it is argued that -
the canal must commence at the head of th- avaiable
tide, and that all other works below that poiat arc unau-
thoiised by the charter. . i
A preliminaryquestion mav here be suggested, Where
is the precise point at which the tide terminate<?: ls it
the point at which the water ceages to fl./w up the stream,
and becomes incapable of carrying in that dircction any
object which may float upon i s surface ? Or, 15 itiwhere
. thé water ceases to swell and nise in consequen’ e of the
obstruction inte.posed by the flood tide to the current of
the stream dowowards ? It way fily be argudd, that
the proposition 1volved o the former of these inerro-
gatorics, is the true onc, and that - the nise above that
puint is merely a backiag of the water produced by the
fluod tide below, but which caonot properly receive itael
the appellation of a ude.  Should this be the correct sig:
nification of the term, the controversy mus: cnd here, 104
from the 1nformation sommunicated t2 i, the commtie
is satisfied that the head of the tide, that is, the point b
yond which there is no upward current, is below the plas
selected as tne site of the camtemplated basin. '
Jnder the slternative view of the case, the commift




