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t a x a b le  p r o p e r ty ;  C hap te r  176 of th e  Laws o f  1914 amended by Chap. 
174 s£  a u th o r i z e s  the  is s u a n c e  o f  highway bonds by v o te  o f the  
q u a l i f i e d  e l e c t o r s  w i th o u t  l i m i t a t i o n .  The Act3 of 1930 p ro 
h i b i t s  boards of s u p e r v i s o r s  from i s s u i n g  any i n t e r e s t  b e a r in g  
d e b t s  w i th o u t  su b m i t t in g  th e  same to  th e  p eo p le  f o r  v o te .  The 
Supreme Court of Miss, in  th e  case  of R osenstock  vs. Board of 
S u p e rv i so r s  o f  Washington County, r e p o r te d  in  th e  73 Sou. page 
S77 s a i d ,  " The p r o p e r ty  canno t be s u b j e c te d  to  th e  burdens which 
a p p e l l e e s  ap p reh en d s ,  u n le s s  they  co n sen ted .  And as  l u n a t i c s  
canno t co n sen t  the  tax p ay e rs  o f  Washington County would be e n t i r e l y  
s a f e .  By t h i s  we san see  no reaso n  why th e  Couaftf shou ld  i n t e r 
vene to  p r o t e c t  th e  ta x p a y e rs  from t h e i r  own f e l l y .  j f  the  t a x 
pay e rs  e l e c t  to  burden them se lves  w ith  c o n f i s i c a t o r y  t a x a t io n  
i t  i a  n o t  w i th in  ou t power to  save them.

I t  would seem from the  above t h a t  no f u r t h e r  bond 
i s s u e  can ce made by boards o f  s u p e r v i s o r s  in  th e  S t a t e  o f Miss, 
w i th o u t  the  consen t  of a m a j o r i t y  o f  the  q u a l i f i e d  e l e c t o r s ,  and 
once th e y  have spoken a f f i r m a t e l y  th e  c o u r t s  w i l l  no t  in t e rv e n e  
to  s o t  a s id e  such a c t i o n ,  even though th e y  be w i l l i n g  to  mortgage 
th e  p r o p e r ty  of th e  county  up to  i t s  a c t u a l  v a lu e .  P resu p p o s in g  
c f  c o u rs e ,  t h a t  :cc> buyer cou ld  be found to  take  the  bonds w ith  
such s e c u r i t y .

Bo no t  u n d e rs ta n d  me as i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  th e  p eop le  o f  
H a r r i so n  County would n o t  be w i l l i n g  to  j o i n  and a s s i s t  in  p u t t i n g  
t r h tu g h  the  S pan ish  T r a i l  p r o j e c t  a t  the  e a r l i e s t  p o s s ib l e  moment 
and I am. m ere ly  c i t i n g  th e  m a t te r s  m entioned above in  o rd e r  t h a t  
you may knew the  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t c  be met. I do no t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  
the  v o te r s  of H a rr ic cn  County, a t  t h i s  time or anytime in  th e  n e a r  
fux.turj; f u t u r e  would vo te  f o r  a bond i s s u e  knowing t h a t  the  m ajor 
p o r t i o n  of the  i s s u e  would be used in  c o n s t r u c t i n g  b r id g e s  a c ro s s  
the  two bays mentioned.

T ru s t in g  t h a t  th e  above in f o rm a t io n  may be of s e r v i c e
tc  you, I am

Very t r u l y  y o u rs .
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