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court, and register of wills of said connty, are kept and
held; | | ‘

And the bill reported by Mr. Turner, of Baltimore, en-
titled, An act to provide more eflectually for the repairing
and rebuilding of bridges in Baltimore county, and for other
purposes; e

‘Were severally taken up for consideration, read the se-
cond time and passed.

- The bill reported by Mr. Wright, entitled, A further

‘additional supplement to an act, entitled, An act for quieting
possessions, enrolling conveyances and securing the
states of purchasers, was taken up for consideration;

When on motion by Mr. Handy,
Said bill was laid on the table, and made the order of the
day for Saturday next the 28th inst.

The clerk of the senate returned the bill, entitled, An act
torepeal an act, entitled, Anact to authorise the governor
and council, to appoint an inspector of lumber, for the vil-
lage of Arkhaven,in Cecil county; passed at December ses-
sion 1829, chapter 141, endorsed “will pass, ordered to be
engrossed; o

Also the resolution in favour of the State Librarian; en-
dorsed ¢‘assented to,” ordered to be engrossed;

~ Also the bill, entitled, A further supplement to the act,
entitled, An act to incorporate the Balimore and Pitston
- Coal Company, and the following message:

By the Senate.
January 26th; 1832.

Genilemen of the House of Delegates, -

We havereceived the bill which originated in this house,
" entitled, A further supplement to the act, entitled, An act
to incorporate the Baltimore and Pittston Coal Company,”
and have rejected the amendment proposed by your honor-
- able body, to wit:—to insert the words ‘‘and Pittston,” af-
ter Baltimore in the second line of the first section. In
explanation of our rejection, we beglcave to state; that the
original name of the corporation was ¢the Baltimore and
- Pitston Coal Company,” but that it was changed by a sup-
plement to the act of incorporation to “the Baltimore Coal
Company.” The designation of the corporation in the bill
as it passed our body, is consequently correct. The
amendment proposed in your honorable body, must have
been made without knowledge of the facts we have stated.
And we, therefore, beg leave to ask your re-consideration




