
HOUSE No. 325.

House of Representatives

The Committee on Towns, to whom was referred the peti-
tion ofAlonzo Davis, Chairman of the Board of Assessors of
the town of Rutland, that certain votes of said town may be
confirmed and made valid, are of opinion that the desired
legislation is pernicious if not unconstitutional. It asks the
legislature to legalize and confirm acts of discrimination in
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taxation; of exemption of specific property from bearing
its ratio of the public burdens. It is claimed that the pro-
posed exemption is for the public good; but it is obvious
that the public good is merely incidental to the private bene-
fits which directly flow from such exemptions. The prop-
erty of the community so acting is called upon to contribute
to the success of a private enterprise as well as to the sup-
port of the government, and by so much as it lightens the
burden of taxation to the one benefited, it increases it upon
the rest of that community. If it operates as aid to a
competitive business, it creates an unfair competition
with that business as carried on in other towns in which
no such exemption is given. Our townships exist for the
sole purpose of the well-being and good government of
the inhabitants. . Opening the door to a race of competition
between them, for the purpose of inviting new enterprises,
even with a view to creating ultimately more taxable prop-

Commomuealit) of iflassacljusctts.

April 23, 1885.



[Apr. ’B5.2 TOWN OF RUTLAND.

erty, is demoralizing and pernicious, as tending to lead
them away from the consideration of the true objects and
limitations of proper town governments. Similar legislation
to that desired, when passed on in other States, has been held
unconstitutional. Under the provisions of the constitution
of this Commonwealth, requiring taxes to be “ proportional,”
no more flagrant violation of that requirement could
be well conceived than to provide that the tax rate
on property of one citizen should be increased in
order that another’s may be wholly or partially
released from it. It calls for arbitrary and unequal
methods of valuation as applied to all property in
any given place liable to assessment, and is destructive of
that primary and fundamental principle of taxation under
our constitution, that all property of the same class liable
to assessment is proportionately liable for the purpose of
sustaining the inherent burdens of the form of government
adopted, and for no other purpose. The legislation desired
is therefore contrary to the true interests of the people as a
whole, and subversive of the law and policy of the Com-
monwealth, and so the committee have considered, and
report that the petitioner have leave to withdraw.

For the Committee,

WOODWARD EMERY


