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' delayed much longer than th « intermediate pags.of the road,
were botl to be-c.» men el Sintitaneously, 1 heobject 6f
this policy was, to secure the’ uninterrupted progression of
‘the road, from the time when the first rails wers laid in the
- ¥icinity of Baltimore; which could only be effected, by pre-

viously reducing the difficult points to an equality, with re-
gard (o the labour to be bestowed on them, with " the rest of
the road.  These poinits, after passing Ellicott’s Milig west.
wird, were principally, if not entirely, the rocky pagses of
tie Potomac river. Wherever, therefore, the narrowness of
these left but little choice for a location, the road was laig
. down by metes and bounds, legal titles were: obtained, and
- every thing prepared for the system ol ‘measures above de-
scribed. The agents of the Company were openly employ-
ed in'making these preparatory arrangements from’ the 14th
or 15th of May, to the 12th of June; whea,- Just as'they had
comleted the obhject of their appoiatment, they were eg-
jorded from proceeding further, by an injunction issted from
Wasliington County Court, at the suit of the Chesapegke
and OQhio Canal company, and the Potomac cempany, asd di-
rected to the Baltimore and Ohio Rail Roatl company, their
sgents and attorneys, enjoining them fromi ‘making any con.
tracts or agreements for the conveyarce of land, which
- might interfere with the alleged rights of the complainants,
whd enjoining all justices of the peace and sheriffs, from issy.
- ing'dr executiog warrants to condema such lands for the use
of the Baltimbre and Ohio Rail Road company. The ige
junction came too late to effect the purpose for which it wasc
designed; bat it laid the foundation of a controversy, the
-continuance and consequences of which, form an important
and interesting feature in the situation and relations of this
company, S ) : |
 The Potomac company, the body upon which the Chesa-
- peake and Ohio Canal company was engrafted, was incorpo-
- rated as far back as the year 1784, for the purpose of open-
ing and extending the navigation of the Potomac: Fiver; not
by means of a contiguous canal, but by deepening the bed of
the stream, and coustructing sluices and locks around the
- otherwise ‘impassable falls. . This company wae the constant
subject of legislation, and continued to exist with but indif.
ferent success, until the year 1824, a period of forty years,
‘When the Chesapeake and Ohie Canal company was incorpo-
‘Tted, aud provision wade for the merger in it of all the



