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square, lane or alley in Baltimore City. To provide by ordinance for
the collection of rent or revenuc, which may or can be derived or col-
lected from the occupiers, tenants, or by whatever term they may be
called, for the use and occupation by them, of all building or buildings,
or other property which the city pays for, to the owners thereof, in all
cases of street openings, straightenings, closings or widenings, or in any
case of condemnation for any purposc whatever, said rent to be paid by
said tenants or occupiers of said building or buildings, or other property,
to the city authorities, from the date of pavment for the same by the ecity
to the owners thereof, or from the date of the tender of such payment,
1f for any canse said owners refuse or cannot lawfnlly aceept the same,
until said building or buildings are removed, and until said property
shall be required by the citv for its purposes, under the condemnation
proceedings.
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The city is not compelled to accept any dedicated street. Until accepted such
streets remain private property.
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The doctrine of adverse possession applies to the case of property dedicated to
public use for a highway within the territorial limits of a municipal corporation.
A municipal corporation may be held to be estopped from setting up a claim to a
public highway.
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Widening of Light Street—Rights to build out in the Marbor.
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Chester Street dedicated.
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