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m'dinmu would not be tppllublo to all vohiwl&r%ufﬂo beoause by its terms

= — —

it !ou‘ld tpply only to one typo of vihiouhr traffio, m.!nly, truoks. On the other

hand, if a oourt Iould use the latter construotion, the proposed Ordinance Iould be

within the soopo of the ponr to presoribe rouoﬂahlc tnftic rogulnlonl. The ques-

o of two
tion, therefore, is by no "um free iru doubt. The City ocan pursue on

ocourses of sotion: (1) It ocould have introuuood an ordinanae along the lines suggested

}
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and litigate the quo:tion 1nvolvcd in a tost oase, or (2) it oould seek from the

u;i_lhwn ol ntttuto ohrifyin; the

¥

nttor, and tluroby put the quouton at rest.
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In my opinion 'the propoul* t0 1limit the application of th? proposed

Ordinance %o truoko ongu;od in 1ntorlhto commerce would be an unreasonable olassifica-|
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tion, and cne whioh mld nbitnrily and unreasonably disoriminate against interstate
]

commerce, in violation of the apposite proﬂuml of the Pederal Conaututlom
p *+4
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" ghould you deem it expedient and desirable, I will be glad %o prepare

B
s draft of & bill making it olear

that Baltimore City has the right by ordmwu to ex~

the
olude truoks frofn such streets as it may daom necessary and will nquut ono or

m;tou to 1ntrodu« the semme in the aonto of the Gononl Agssembly of lnrylud.
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Vory truly yown,

(.u.d) Cm Ce G- “m

City louo{tor
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