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Can 1t be said that the Legislatures, by which the several tax-
laws were passed, from 1841 to 1847, ever manifested to the Peo-
ple of Maryland the design of p10v1dmcr for the premature pay-
ment of this deb? , by thc extortion of immense tax-revenues from
the capitalists und the industrial classes of the State? I can find
no \(t of the General Assembly, nor Executive recommendation,
in any one of those years, which indicates such a purpose. On
the ¢ orm ary, I find in the Message of the Iixecutive, addressed
to the Le; mlatme, at the December session, 1847, onthe eve of
his retiring trom office, the following dlsnmt enunciation of the
opposite puhc‘, “unless I am deceived in the prospect before
us, 1 shall be disappointed if my successor, beforc the expiration
of his term of service, does not have the privilege to recommend
the decrease of the unect tax, or the repeal of some one or more
of the other taxes, the mposmon of which was lmperatively re-
quired by the extreme necessities of the State. It has been my
unplea .wnt duty to seize upon every expedient by which money
could be placedin the Treasury of the State ; it will,I trust, be his
more agreeable duty to recommend the repea l of those taxes Whlch,
inhis judgwent,have proved mostoppre:snetoth neople.” Such
was the lm<r uage helc i by the Executive, who, during his admin-
1stration, had faced the diflicultics which surroundod Maryland,
and afterwards enjoyed tiie proud satisfaction of sceing her cre-
dit redeemed from the disgrace of insolvency. The Statesmen
who framed the tax-laws, and the People of Maryland who so pa-

tently submitted to them, have never avowed such a policy, as
that which 1s now adv ocated by those, who object to an allevia-
tion of their burdens. Those laws have exceeded, in their results,
the most sanguine expectations. Neit her, have the Internal Im-
provement Comnames (with the exception of one) disappointed
the hopes of the State. 1 do, therefore, gentlemen, earnestly re-
comend that some relief ‘may be immediately extended to a
people, who have borne their necessary privations without com-
plaint ; but, who may not so patmntly cndure the longer continu-
ance of unnecessary sacrifices. I recommended, last year, a re-
duction of only twenty per cent., on the direct t‘V' I nowrecom-
mend a reduction of forty. I also recommend the total repeal of
the Stamp Tax, excepting in so far as it operates upon lottery
tickets. 1 the new qssesunent should add but forty millions of dol-
iars to the existing basis of taxation, it would produce an aggregate
of two hundred and thirty-two millions of dollars ; yleldmcr at the
prescnt rate of the direct tax, a gross annual 1 mcomc ot $580,000.
A reduction of torty per cent. upon that amount, would save to
the tax-payers, in each year, the sum of two hundred and thirty-
two thousand dollars. If to this be added the amount derived
from the tax on stamps, in ast fiscal year, it will be found that
the entire amount of the reduction proposed by me, will not ex-
ceed two hundred and ninety-one thousand dollars,



