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extent of the power conferred by our charter, and, where doubt exlstis,
the well knowr. rule of law controls, .

"Mhat all charges upon the citizens must be 1imposed
by clear and unambiguous language, but in case of doubt,
that construction which is most beneficial to the clti-

zens must be adopted". ,

Adams vs. Bancroft, 3 Sawyer, 384, 3587. W

United States vs. Wigglewitch, 2 Story Reports, o669 .
Seville vs. Jones, 9 Pick, 41l%<.

Cambridge vs. Water Co., 99 NMd. S501.

=5
The ochief difficulty, however, it seems to me, in the way of

the City imposing a licoﬁhe of this character;.1is presented by the
fact that the Maryland Lﬁginlature has adopted and 1s now enforcing &
comprehensive scheme of automoblle l1icensing snd regulatien. This '
_ legislation 48 known as the "Motor Vehicle Law” and is embodied 1in
= Chapter 207 of the Acts of the Legislature of Marylend, passéd in the
year 1910, whioch repealed and re-enacted and made moro*uniform.and com=

plete prior and more orude legislation upon this sub ject.

In Haryland, as in a great many other of the states, as auto-

moblles oamo-lnto more general uso,'fﬁ6FE‘wEH—frnm—ttmo—tﬁ—%%meT—}eg-

{slation enacted attempting to control, regulate ¥md license them. PFor
the most part, however, these laws, although 1n many cases adequate
at the time of thelr adoption, were aoon'outgrown; and their provisions

rendered 1napplieabio by reason of the tremendous growth and wonderful

‘development of tho automObilé {ndustry. In our state, the earliest
legislation along these lines was in 1904 and that was subsequently
repealod, enlarged and re-enacted in 1906, which lattor loglslation in
turn finally gave way to the "Motor Vehicle Law" or 1910, above quotod.

The Second section of this law expressly provides:

"rhat all Acts and parts of Acts and laws inconsis-
tent sherewith or ocontrary thereto, be and the samé. are
hereby repealed to the“%xtont of such {nconsistenoy”

Assuming therefore, for the sake of the argument,
that the 'Ejuadem.aenorisﬂulo' did not apply, and that

the City had power to impose & license under its charter,
{t appears that such power hes been taken wway and ro-

poalod by the anactment of the "Motor Vehicle Law"

In support of this- view, ) { deairo to diroot yonr attention to
tho case of'tho Glty of Buffalo vs. Lewils, dooidod May 19th, 1908, md*

roportod in 192nd Now York, page 199, ‘tho faots of which were as ral-.

by’ ohnptor 31,.Ltwa.of 1004, effective March lat, 1904, the
t.horoor & pro-

lowst
-dhnrter or Butt.lo*was tnondodﬂby adding to Section 17

viuion'vhioh tpthortlod and cnpoworod the City,

“ #po impose and levy & tax upon the owner or owners
or hlqhu mﬂuos, mxgm, ”"e _sutomobiles, #mmotor
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