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'File No. 25126

Baltimore, February,

st o L Has the City-the right to tax poles oﬁan public highway

in the new annex,

_(a) City holdingétveetfijtikua,
i o
(b) By dedication?

E

&3

2. Has the City fhe Pirht to tax pqles on a public highwey
in the new annex prior to anua“* l1st, 19197 L

O e How can penalt" of $10.00 on eanh pole provided 1ﬁ the
ordinance for fajlure to list same for faxation be rﬂcoveped*

In nnawer to the first and aecond questions, the City has

_the right to tax poles in the new annex, irveapectivc of whether beds

J

of streets are held in feec or DY dedication.

"mhe Mavor end City ‘Council of Baltimore shall
have power to repulate use of streets, lanes and alleys
in the City of Baltimore by paTIway or other tracks, gas
or other pipes, telegraph telephone, etectric light or
other wires, and poles, in, under, gver or upon the same
and may require all such wires to be placed under ground
after such reasonable notice as they may prescribe."

A
Acts of 1890, Ch. 273, known as Sec. 819-A,
| Paaﬂed and appvoved April 3, 1890.

Theré ia nothing in the above as to. dedicated streets or other-
T —————————————— _...___-—-——---.._...-__-—-—-—.- e —— ————————————— T ————— .

wisa. , =
; On;April 20th;~1893, the Favor”and City Councilfpasaed an or-
dinanoe uhioh.imposed a tax of 2,00 on each teleprnph, telephona,*etc.,

pole which should be used on anb of the ‘streetsg, lenes or alleva of the

oity and 1t furthar pvovided neans of colloction and penaltlea for -

=

-

failure to furnish liat of poles to city authoritiea.
I : s S ‘- _" COde’ Art- 41, 3001 \38"43- - ppi 1210-
| Tho validity of the above ordinance waa upheld by the COurt.

'Bflnﬁpanlegand tho United States Suprd“““Court. T 32




