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Baltimore, March 25th, 1922

To the Permanent Board:

The Committee on Face Track Gambling would report, that
the result of the proposed Anti-Face Track pambling lepislation |
in Maryland, is still uncertain, |

The Bill passed the House of Delegates by a large majopr-
ity and has beer, within the past week, reported favorably by
the Senate Committee with certain amendments to postpone its
going into effect until June 1st, 1923,

There is still strong opposition to its passage, in any
shape, based primarily uvon the logs to the “tzte of Maryland of
the $700.000 annual revenue from the Pace tracks, but your Com-
mittee is assured by William Silver, who is workine in /nnapolis
for its passape, that there will be a majority for the Bill when

it is reached for final action,

On behalf of vour Qommittee.
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