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_ Was it not in immediate connection with a discussion
as to the suitability of the lot as a site ?
A. T think it was, but not so disjoined from the other as
to have no connection with it.
k()lwocrnd to as being volunteered and not responsive.)
. Your attention has been called to the third section of
’;l\:_‘ t\\'«';my-s)};tn parag raph of the Answer, on page 26. Is
there any averment in the Bill of a knowledge by the
Library Cum'vm\” or any of its Directors, of any promise
made to Dr. Rush?
(Objected to by Mr. Rawle, as the Bill will speak for itself.
Question withdrawn.)
Q. In your answer, after having had this section called to
your attention, did you intend to assert that there was any
such averment?

-A. Tdid not, as T had then no recollection and have now no

tion as to whether there is or is not such an averment
in the Bill.
Did Mr. Williams, at any meeting of the Board of

Directors, fd‘m"tilw to certain p yarol gifts of Dr. Rush’s, say,

=1

recollec

after explaining their nature, that as no one coul 1d object to
them but the Library Company, if they gave their assent
,he w ouH take their pecuniary respo: nsi-
bility and execute ‘the instructions ?

however informally

I do not remember his putting it in that way, for if

T,'!u. Liln'm‘\r “m‘npanv assented, I do not see that there would
be any pecuniary responsibility. T do not think that he said
anything that required any action by the Directors at that
time or at any time afterwards.

(Objected to, as not responsive.)

Q. Do you remember the substance of the words he did
use? If so, please give them.

A. The substance of what he said was an incidental men-
tion of these gifts, and that he was desirous of carrying them

into e‘“xed to which I heard no objection.

Q. Was there a word of response?

A. The statement was made as a part of the general con-




