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of four years shall be liable to a'pemfty.
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=y % . Insofar as Section 14, Artiolu 48 of the Baltimu City Code pro=
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videa that water rents are to bo colleocted as taxu, and Seotion 843 of the Bllti-
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‘more City Charter bars the colleotion of taxes after {‘eur yeara, by :lnferonu it

nhiE Einh )
1.1}'.- Iﬂ"‘ql;"‘h:" -l-‘ ;-'ll

s 1 e 5.1 A M

L

night be ‘construed that the collection of ﬂtor' rents 1s burred after the lapse of
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four years, This theory, however, cannot be construed as the law of Marylend, for -
the reason that water rents are not texes, end if Soctloﬁ 343 of the City Charter

_were 1ntended to cover water chargu, the ﬁ'mqrs of the Clty Cha.rtor would hne 80

provided-

l.{oroover! the C_mjt of Appeals of ﬂaryhnd, in the case .of Gould
v8. Baltimore, 59 MNd, 374, in dullimﬂ; with Ehe collection of paving auumntl,r
construed the Act of 1874, Chaptervzlﬁ,"lwhich' authorized the city authorities to
- provide by ordinance for the oollection of such uusamentar"t'm other oity taxes .'-nro
.-colloctod" .to mean tt-mt such paving ‘auessmntla wﬁro _nolt "taxes" within' t;w general

meaning of 'the_ word taxes, The phraseology o'omfrued in thilﬁcue s similar to

tjhatruud in Seotion 14, Article 48, which says that ﬁter' rents "shall be oolleotod

in tho same manner and subjact to thghsm costs that the City Collector is or may bo
nuthoriud to demand in oolleotin; taxes onrduo . Judgo Robinson, in ron:!oring tho
| opinion in this cue, -stated thnt the Act under construction "merely authorizes tho
City to pF;v’idc by ordimoo for oollcoting suoh uuamn‘ts 'as othor olty: taul are
oblle@ited'._'. No ordimqe, however, has been pusg‘d.providing thnt the collection of
sﬁoh luci_nénta shall be ﬁude within l.pruorlb_od time, We are of the opinion, thoro-;-
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‘fore, that the claim of the nppoll& is not barred by the statute”,
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Judge Urner, in th case of St, Paul B*uudmg Company vs, Balti-

more 149 m. 635, in quoting with upproul _ho deoision in Gould Ve, Baltimore, supra, |

|
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: "It was further decided that en Aot
‘authorising the City to colleot paving assess~ -
ments ‘as the other ocity taxes are collected!
would net subject the assessments to the
defense or linitations allowed by the tax
‘statute and the paving olaim in dispute was
 not barred after the lapse of four years, sinoce
" no ordinance had been passed which provided that
moh o¢laims should be enforced within that
~ period, Similar rules have since been made
in Moale vs. Baltimore, 61 Md, 224, and anm
c«-pmtim ve. Mtﬁoﬂ MB Il. 391. - h
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