APPENDIX..

)

- No. 1. S
Estract of aletter 19 ihe Presidens of the Rail Road Company,
- Jrom the Counsel, dated 15¢h, May, 1830. -,
- “As regards the bill filed in Washington county court, by the

canal company, we have alwways been under the impression, that
- both parties considered th

8 : tagy thing’'should be done wih the case in
" Washington county., And accordingly, all the subsequent pro-
. ceedings have been in the Chancery court, and no step has been
" taken on either side, in the case in Washington county,
"~ When the icanal company, even at-the Jate day above men-
- tioned, put in their answer, it was jn their power, by stating the
whole of the’ facts in the case, fairly and fully, to bave eqabled
the rail road company to demur to. the answer, and thus to bave
brought the case at once to findl hearing. But the answer cen<
tains allegations against the rfail- road company, the teuth of
which they positively deny—and it omits.some facts, and mis-
 tates others, which aterially. in cur judgment, aflect the inter-
- est of that company.  We could not demur to this answer, be-
i uth of every fact
and would have

was therefore, i mpass
< hearing in that form
donable saerifice of ti
o1 After we meét at An <
injunction, and found that the counsel for the capal company,
insistec that the case was thep ripe for hearing on its merits,
v apd that no fur!ther testimony on either could affect the decision
" of the controversy, we offered over and over again to pufin a
general replication,and immediatel ¥ to set down the case for fipal
- hearing, ‘This offer, if accepted, would have excluded only such
' ; e ot responsive to the bill, but rest.
, s of the canal compapy—and would
have left to tb.;a't. eompany, the benefi: of every thing of which
 they had adduced proof, or of whick the court could haye taken
§ - . - . .




