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The Baltimore & Ohio Ruil Roid Company,) Tn Chasgsy”
’ : v, - , 18th Janm“,]*
T he Chesapeake & Ohio Canal Company, 1830,;;-;{}

The petition of the defendants filed on the 6th of Decetnpy
last, with the answer thereto, filed on the 30th of Decep\be;_hg'
having been submitted without argument, the proceedings wey
read and considered. , s

It appears from the pleadings, that the route selected by e
plaintiffs for the location of their road, approaches the Potomy
river below, and near a place called the Point of Rocks, g
proceeds thence westwardly along and near to the left bagky
that river, beyond the town of Cumberland, and that the ym
selected by the defendants for their canal, commences in ty
District of Columbia, and passes thence along and near to
left bank of the Potomac river westwardly, passing the. tom
of Cumberland, consequently these two routes, as is
approach, cross, or clash with each other, at various places by
tween a point pear the margin of the river Potomac, at a sh
distance below the Point of Rocks and the town of Cumberu
and therefore it becomes necessary to have such surveys mak
of the routes claimed by each of these parties, as will presentty
the court a clear view of the extent and magnitude of the itz
ference of the one with the other, and how far such interferey:
can be considered as a partial or total destruction by the one, of
the right and title of the other, or how far either of these parties
may have by their own acts, acquired any right of pre-emptio,
or absolute and exclusive title to the lands over which their & &
lected route passes, or whether there be any thing so peciliari
the nature and situation of the land, over which the selectd
routes of the works of these parties pass, as can give to eitr [
of them any right of pre emption or exclusive claim to it.

From the nature of this controversy, 1t is evident, that even
collision compldined of must be represented to the mind by
graphic view of its sitvation, locality, and extent, as well asby

roofs, and a description in words. The plots made and brought
into a court of common law, by virtue of a warrant of resurvj,
in an action of ejectment, and the manner and extent to whid
such plots are regarded, as a part of the pleadings in the cau,
and the mode in which issue is Joined on such plots, is so ger
erally and fully understood, as to require no explanation. Thes
Jparties will be allowed to hand a survey and plot, made and 1




