" dial feelings of riendship. on- the part of this company to.

o el

#gtérate«opppéi‘tion on the part of the Chesapeake and Ga:. '

canal compapy, chiefly.. through its President,a member of

~the House of Representatives, and at the time of the first ap-

- plication, the chairman of .the committee of Internal Improve-
- ment, to which the subject was referred.. -~ —
- On February 26th 1829, the Chesapeake and -Ohio canal
* ‘company memorialized Cotgress .in opposition to the sub-

scription which this company- was seeking to obtain, in which

'memorial; this company is. charged with haviag chosen the

‘Potomac route, in order “to arrest the progress of:the Chesa-
peake and Ohio canal op its twice designated route. along the
valley of the Potoma¢ river, Whatever may have heen the . Ji

* effect of this opposition fram the Chesapeake and Ohio canal

company; whatever influence, if any, the strenuous, untiring J

and unceasing eflorts of its President, may have had, in pre- §¥

. .venting the consideration of the bills which had been report. B
ed, as above stated, such a course of proceeding was_ cer- B

tainly but ill calcubated to-chetish; or give rise. to, any cor-

wards its self constituted opponent. Among other steps B
which the Chesapeake and Obie- capal company deemed it |8
necessary to take to obstruct and defeat” the application of
this company to Congress in the winter of 1829, 3Q,.was. the
publication of the argument delivered by one of their. coun-

-sel, on the motion to. dissolve, before the Chancellor. This.
was prepared on the application ‘of the President of the ca
nal company, and handed to him-on,the 10th March, 1830.
The exact daie~of its publication is not known—it was not

- received by the rail rozd company until the 14th of May,

and as it formsa large volume, with its appendix, it must

have taken some time to complete’it. It was laid on the §
desks of the members of Congress towards the close of the [
session, at a time when it was best calculated to.injure the in-
terests of -the rail road compzuy, ,and wheao it was obviously.
too late for this ~ompany to have prepaced before the close
of the session of Congress, an answer to the €xparte state:
mpents and arguments which it contained. Relying, no doubt, |
~ upon the information given to him by his clients, the counse! ¥

reiterates the charge which the facts hereinbefore stated, so J§

fully dispreve, that the rail' road company sought “to pro- |

- tract the litigation, to obstruct the canal company as. long as |
- possible in the execution of their work,—to annoy and wea



