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. mades no payment, &8 roquired by law, since.

I conrtesy to the Governor, wo give his tet-

ter, as.above, in full, though we can hardly re-.

gard as legitimate or pertinent any portion of

it except that which explains why he did not.

take action against the rallroad company for its
default, But, really, we had no idea when we
referred in the temperate terms we have here-

tofore employed to the controversy now pending |
between the State of Maryland and the Baltl |

meore .and Ohio Railroad Company that wd
should involve ourselves in 80 extensive a corres-
pondence with his Excellency. In singling us
out the sécond time for his Executive rebuke,
the Governor does us -too much honor entirely.

He guotes from-our attlcle of. Wednesday last,
and accuses us of having, in the passage quoted,

misrepresented his motives. 'We cértainly lo-
tended nothing of the. sort. ‘We thought we
were discussing his acte, not his motives. He
bas been Governor since the ‘18th of January,
1869-——over a year. . The raljroad company has

July, 1868—a perfod of eighteen months. We
8imply expressed our inmability te understand
why, tawith his decided convictions as to he
rights and dnty.of ths State in the premises,”
the Governor had falled during all this time to

Institute proceedings against the road for the

purpose of compelling payment. He now states
as wthe reason why,” «that I was not aware of
the failure of the company to pay the money to
the State uatil shortly before my: letter . of the
4th.of November to Mr. Garrett demanding the
payment, and unanswered until about the mux

 of Pecember, a few days before the: meeting of

the Legislature, when, for the first time, Mr
Garrett indicated to-me hig refusal to pay."’—
This i8 an cxplanation of the Governor’s failare.

to act which, we confess, had not occurred to

S

us, and°- which we certainly should never have
ventured to suggest.

The Governor further says that had he taken
action it might not have bcen ‘in the way pre-
ferrcd by The Sun and the Baltimore and Ohio
Railroad Company.” We are not aware of
having expresged any preferences on the sub-
jeet. “In the veryartizle from which the Gov-
ernor qnotcs we stated briefly the subatance

both of the resolutions reported by Judge Mer- .

rick, from the committee of ways and means,
and those offerod by Mr. Hobliitzell, of Balti.
more city. Wo then said it was a question for
the Legislature, consulting the iuterests of the
whole community, which of the two modes of
procedure to adopt. ‘Thepreferencc” of the
railroad company we ruled out of consideration
altogether. Wo 8aid «it ia not usual for the
debtor to dictate to the creditor, particularly

wiing

il




| when that creditor is a sovercign State, the
choice of remedics by which It shall proceed to
enforce its claims.” wBut,” says the Qovernor,
«+The Sun is the recognized organ of this com-
pany.”' The Governor's commion sense teaches
him botter.than this., He knows that ‘The Sun
- is «“nobody's" organ. Probably that Is where
the great trouble lies.

The fact is—aund here {s the-explanation doubt-
less of the Governor's extremedissatisfaction of
The Sun—that although we ourseives have ex-
pressed no preference as to the course which
the Legislature shonld adopt, boing perfectly
contont to leave the question to that body. and
to ablde by its decision wwvhen mdde, the Gover-

Qovernor made the refusal of the railroad com-
pany to pay over the money which ft has col.
lected to the State the subject of elaborate dls-
cuesion in his meesage. e couplod therawith
a rccomimendation to the Legislature to ro.
peal the clanses In the charter of the Bsitimoro
and Ohio Rafiroad Company exempling tte prop-
erty from taxation. This, then, was the Gover-
nor's preference. We at once declared onr

the law, and that however much we deplored
the fact that esuch an exemption should exlst,

‘it was in the natore of a contract protécted by

the constitution, and which, according to
repeated decislons both of the Supreme
Court and of our own Court of Appeals,
the Legislature hnd no power to repeal
- Any lawyer could have told the Gover-
nor as much. That upon this point we but
expressed the sentlment of the whole commu-
nity is rendered highly probable by the fact
that amid all the discussion to which the
subject has given rise, not a voice has beén
raised In advocacy of the Governor's recom-

it practical effect.

We may add here, In reference to the Gover-
nor’s intimation that we may have known of
the company’s delinquency even before he did,
spitc of his official relations to all the -partics,
and the regular attendance of a Statc delegation
in the board of directors, that such is not the
facte  The company I8 a close corpora.
tion, -and we admit that we knew noth
ing of its action In the premises until
about the time of the official publication
of the report of its financo commitco on the
234 of December last, disclosing the reasons
why the company declined further to pay the

| alleged woapitation tax." Wae then referred to

mendation, nor any measare introduced to give

nor has exprcssed his preferences, and The
Sun had the misfortane not to ngreo. The

Y

dissent from the Governor's views. We showed
that they were founded in o partial misappre-
 hension of facts arnd a total misapprehenston of




] the subjcet, dissentihg to the Frounds assumed
by the campany, and sxpressing the belfuf that |
the State would coutest the maiter in the
1 courts.
'~ 'With refyrence to the last sentenoce of the
‘Governors lettor, we hardly know to whit o *
refers,. We are oertalnly as uncomsclous of
having used languxge with Tegardto Mm which
was «improper Aud untrne™ as e axs of Naviag
received the censure of «the Dprees of Balti-
more” on that account. If we have doue. o, it
is the first we have heard ofit. - If the Gévernor -
allitdes to our little jokos week or 80 ago nbout
the suppoted eagerness ol the Washlngton peo-
ple to put money,into new roada through Mary- |
land leading into their city, and our remsrxk
.that perhaps he (the Governor) would like a
little of it, we can only say that whoever coon-
strued our words to refer to the Governot ¢
personally has a muach worse -opinlon of hh'n,,,1
tban we have. We, of course, meant—we conid
not poseibly have meant anything elss than.
that—if Washington capital was eeeking such In-
vestmeénts, the prestdent of the Baltimore and_ }
Potomiac. road (the Governor beiag that in,
dividual) would dotibtless like t4 see wome o
it . employed in ¢ompleting that work., For ‘
our own part, we thiuk it wonld be both & very
natural and & very semslble thing for the people
of Washington to du. Theéy Wete scarcely.
fricnds of thve Ggverrior who soughtto twist
i our words intd any other meaning. Q
' B S sttt it Guian de




