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Schcola--C i't~ Ex ... enditlS i-c e lii.ai t~ahall~Iuso F'tct J) have the 
ef f L,C~ to ex end the l l. lnl t S Of ~ school dJ:Strict to the same 
extent . - - - - -

§I b-t-.. t-1- 2-1
1 

,e.sll44. (/~~?) 
Maron 10 , 1933 v 

Honor able Jos . L. Gutting 
Prooecuti~ Att orney 
Clark County 
K: hokn., Yi esour1 

Dear ttr . Gutting: 

F I L L u 

Answering your letter of Februar y 27th, 1933, 
rel ative to J ohn Martin who r esides i thin the ci -..y l i .1i ~.o of 
Kahok<l , au incor})or .., t ed Ci ty of the f ourth class , and from 
f ur .. her inforna.tion tho.t 111s proper ty is \n the City of Xehoka, 
will say th&t the ~te tutes of Kis ouri , nanel y, Jection ' 325 , 
ot tes : 

tt••••that every extens i on that has here­
tofore bae,; n tade , 2.!:. t ha t he'reaffi'r ":lay be 
..1ade , Q..! ~ litni tg of any bi ty, iQ:!.B. Q!. 
vill age .!lli!! !.!. B.Q!. .Q.!: I!lC' I .....!! her eafter Q!.­
gani zed under ill ~ of !.!tl& s t te , Jr{I\LL 

\ V •; r ~ 'G'Fl!!CT TO ~X ~ rl > 'll • ,I I 'S OF .1UC'I 
TO 'tl "l JC~lOOL .DI J'f UCT to lli ~ extent. 
and ~ extension of lEJL_limits of any 
city Q!. !2.!!1 school di s trict shall t ake 
effect ~ the f irs t day 9 .. !: Jtgz next f..o_llow­
.!!:!.K tht.. extenai .Jn Q! t he l i ni t s of such 
city, town .Q!. vill~· •••" 

Secti on 9344 i s cooperative , f tne foreg ) i~~· 

I n St te ex r el v. Bro~, Jl B. • (2nd) 
215, 1 . o. 217, the court quoted with a>pr oval from t ie Kansas 
City court of a~peals : 

• that t he passage of t he <' Ct i oso facto 
tr&lsferre l to the school di stric t of the 
City of Nevada so much of the t erritory of 
t he outlying di strict as r.as situ~ted i t h­
in the l i mits of the city of Nevada~ 

Litson v. 3nith , 68 'o. Jlp . 397. 
And t hen held th~ t t he ext ensi on of the city l i lits of the 
city of YirJCwood i uso fao t o ex1oended the l i.1its of the Kirk ood 
school district . 



Hon. Jos . L. Gutti ng - 2-

St nte ex rel V. Bro 
31 s . .1 . ( ~nd) 21 5 l . o . 21 7 . 

J t :,t e ex rel v. Sm1 th 
53 J • . • (2nd) 371. 

Li tson V. 3!:lith 
68 . 'o . Ap. 397. 

Marcil 10, 1933 

Assuwi~~ as your let &cr indiontes th~t your city 
limi ts was extended s everal year s ago , and took i n John Uarti n , 
an~ hi a prope~ty, i t i s our opi nion tha t i pso f <cto he was 
transferrdd t o the sohool di strict of the city of Kahoka, ~ 
well as hi s ur operty in said extension and he i s therefore 
a-iCsrdent not onlJ o1 the mun1o1paJ. ooij)Oration full !::l!.o of 
~ Kahokn SChool d19trict. 

API>H.JV :D: 
~rl~OY~.~~~K~I~r~'I-H~I~C~K~----

Attorney- General . 

G ~0 B. 
Ansi at 
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