The Fence Question.

The question of *'fence or no fence"
was much in evidence before the
Board of Bupervisors at its msatingl
on Wednesday. Three petitions from
the electlon districts of SBaxis, Green-
backville and New Church were be-
for = *~ap;d but the latter was
You are wh
lof the world PP alter a vigorous con-
ey .and tuich the petitionsrs weze
iyorld «ted by Jus. H, Fleteher, Jr,

‘alhiistjose for fence by Bep. T. Gunter
and Juo. R. Rew. The Board deci-
‘ded that a mej~rity of twenty-three
of the qualified voters of the electios
distriet of New Liiusnh were for “'no
fence” und eutered the foiivwivg
order: . !
It appeariog to the Board thata
s jority of the gualified voters of the
election distriect of New Chureh, in
thix county,has petitioned the Board,
to declare the vovudary lines of each
lot or tract of land in said election
district to be a lawlul fence, asto
all animale named in section 2042 of
the Code of Virginla to-wit: horses,
mules, oattle, hogs, sheep and goats,
it is ordered by the Board, that the
bonndary lines of each lot or traet of
land in the said election distriet of
‘New Chureh, Accomae County, Vir-
ginia, to be a lawful fence as to
ihouea, mules, eattle, hogs, sheep and
goats, alter six months from thisday.

Actlon was not taken on the Baxis
and Greenbackville petitions because
po proof was submitted showing
that the signers were qualified voters.




