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Distribution of Private Car Tax. 

December 5, 1938 

Mr . B .. r on B. Sconlon , Jr., 
Deput y County Clerk 
s t.Joseph, Mi ssouri 

Dear Mr. Sconlons 

Your l etter of October 24, 1938, addresse d to 
Mr. Lloyd King, State Superintendent of Schools, has been 
referred to this Department for attention. ~our l etter 
states as follows s 

" tt few days ago we received a s tate 
Treasurer ' s draft f or $1,119.82 listed 
as Private car Tax and apportioned to 
Buchanan County on its t otal enumeration. 

"As we unde rstand s ections 10062 and 
10063 R. S. Mi ssouri, we are to distri­
bute t his money on a basis of enumerati on 
to the different townships i n the County. 
I f t his i s true, will the Cit y of 

t . Joseph be entit l ed to i ts portion 
in Washington Township or s houl d the 
money be u sed for roads in washington 
Township outside of s t.Joseph only. 

"So as to avoid any transfer of funds 
l ater, please a dvise as t o the correct 
method of di stributing said Private 
car ·Tax." 

.. ~ . ... 

The s olution of your question r es ts on the con­
struction to be given Sections 10062 and 10063 n.s . Uis souri 
1929, without any aid from the Courts of Uissouri, inasmuch 
as the problem you state has not been passed upon by our 
courts . 



.-

Mr. Byron B. Sconlon, Jr. - 2- December 5, 1938 

In view of the f act tha t the meani ng i nt ended by 
these sections is exceedincl Y obscure and confUsing we 
are cast on the presumption that by r eason of that portion 
of the fund Buchanan county received £rom the sta te in 
the f irs t ins tance, under Section 10061, being contri buted 
to, or created, as it were , by all the school children of 
s t . Joseph, it would seem both logical and fair to conclude 
\hat where the county 1n turn comes to apportion the amount 
received trom the s tate to the respective townships in the 
county baaed upon the rmmber of all the school chi ldren 
in each respective township, oach such townahip receives 
its portion as a whole, or aa a township, inespective ot 
whether such township does or does not cont ain a c ity within 
its boundaries . 

Hence , th& school children of s t . Joseph being .an 
aid in procuring the portion ~f the fund due Washington 
Township by reason of the provision of Section 10062, we 
r epeat , i t appears both logical and fair that s t . Joseph 
a .ould share in the part which is due Washington Townahip. 

While tm f'und is allocate d and earmarked for a 
specified purpose, yet we do not beli eve that any part of 
it is to be distributed or tu.rned over to the city, but 
on the contrary ia hel d by the County as a separate fund 
to be used throughout the township by the road commissioners, 
road overseers or street commissioner, as the case may be , 
as and when the count y Court may direct for the purpose 
named in Section 10063. 

APPROVED: 

J . E. TAYLOR 
(Acting) Attorney General 

JWBsllM 

Respectfully s~bmitted, 

J. \'1 . BUFFI NGTON 
As sistant Attorney General 


