
SetiOOL DISTRICTS:--Where single owner owns land located within 
· three different school distric ts, county clerk, 

in assessing the amount of school taxes, should 
take the value of the land located in each dis­
trict , in arriving at the amount of taxes due 
each school district • 
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October ao, 19 33. 

llr. Thoma.a &. l!athen, 
Prosecuting Attozney, 
1 armington , ~issour1 . 

Dear Sir: 

We are acknowledging rece ipt of your letter in whieb 
you inquire as follows: 

•&t t he requeat of o~ County Court, Assessor 
and Flat River and Eather School Districts, I 
herewith write you with the view and purpose of 
obtaining an interpretation of Sections 9260, 
9261, 9780, 9792, 9805 and 9876, ReTised Statutes 
of the State of Missouri for the year 1929. In 
reading those aectione, two points will arise, and 
on whioh ve would like to have your opinion. 

First: H.ow s hall t he County Clerk extend and 
asaeas the amount of school t axes on receipt of 
t he estimates of the various distriGts. For 
illustration , if a man owna 1000 acres of l and, 
and wh ich ia asse•sed by the A.sseeso:r at a certain 
Talue and aseesaed Taluation, and 200 acres o£ 
t his tract of land is in s chool distr~ot No . 1, 
300 in school d1striot No. 2, and 500 acres in 
aohool district No. 3, ahould the Y&luation be 
carried out according to an acre88e •aJ.ue or accord­
ing to a real Yal.uation o.f each a-cre in each s chool 
district. 

It seems t hat our County Asses•or has arbitrarily 
outlined t o the County Clerk, what he consi dered 
a fair Yalu&"ion of the number of acres of the 
indiYidual owner in each sebool d i strict, and upon 
t hie certified Yaluation of the County Assessor to 
t he County Olert, t hat the County Clerk has used in 
carrying out and extending the taxes. Or should 
the County Clerk haYe ca~ried it out according to 
the acreage Yalue based upon the total assessment 
of t he 1000 aore trac~. • 

We haTe examined t he sections of t he statutes to which 
you call our attention and do not belieYe that any of them 
t hrow s.ny light upon the question whioh you ask . You inquire 
aa to ho• to assess the amount o'f school taxes due seYer8.1 
school districts where the ae•eral d1str1.ets together encompaaa 



llz.. !'hoaae .L Jla:then , -3- October 20~ 1933... 

a traot of land owned by one individual .. 

Tfe shall attempt to anner your inquiry by ueing the 
example gi'fen 1nyou:r inquiry.. You state that it a man own• 
1000 acree of land which is asseseed by the Assessor at a 
certain Yalue, and 200 acres of t his land ie in district No. 
1, 300 aores in dietr1c1 Wo .. 2, and 500 &ere• in district Ro. 
3, ehoul.d the 'faluation be carried out &cco:rding to the 
a~reage 'falue or accorcUng to the real Yaluation of each aor~ 
in the s chool district_ As we understand the law, eech school 
district is entitled to the school taxee on the valuation or 
useasment of the land found an4 located within 1 ts particular 
district,. do not underatand that any 4ietrict might inoNaM 
the 'faluation of land in t his dietrict by taking into consider­
at i on pro~ertiee located outside of the district. Such being 
true, we are of the opinion that if there are 200 acres of land 
belonging to t~ia tract in dietrict No,. 1, that the 'faluation 
upon which the aehool taxes for that yea% for that district 
ahoUld be aseesse4, would depend upon the aatual value of the 
200 acres located within the dietriot~ 

'faking the example 1t1ieh you gave in your inquiry, 
assume th&t the *-dire 1000 acres 1e woHh $1.0 , 000 . Assume 
aleo that upon the 500 acres are located the impt'Ovoments and 
that the 500 aorea are ,.orth 7 ,ooo. 00; that t he aoo acrefl are 
worth $1,000. 00 and t he 300 ac:res are worth 2 , 000. 00. If it 
were possible, in -.king the ~sseesment in district H0 • 1 fo~ 
the aoo acres to i nclude a 'falue which was located in district 
•os. 2 and 3 for the nu rPose of raising taxes 1n district No . 
1, then the ta%es in diatriot Uo . 1 would be based upon a 
Yalue which was not found within diatr1et No. l. We must , 
therefore, conclude that the County Clerk, inextending and 
aseessing the 2:mount of school taxes due the -various districts, 
be should base t hose taxes upon the actual 'fal ue of the land 
located within the particular district . To adopt t he met hod 
of apportioning the Talue according to the ratio which the 
number of acres in a part icula r diotriot bears to the total 
numoer of acres in the tract would be to include within the 
district a value Yhlch 1s not 1n fact found t '.erein. All of 
t nis land a.PDa.rentl y is 1 ooated w1 thin t he s ame county and must 
be assessed in the name of owner according to the valuation of 
the tract. When it comes t o the assessment, howe•er, of school 
taxes for the various e istricta, we belie'fe that the assesaor 
is correct in pl acing a fair 'faluat1on on t he number of acres 
of t h 1s individual owner found within eacb 1nd1Y1dual district. 

• It is t herefore the opinion of t t is ne~ertment that 
where an indivic!ual. owned 1000 acres of la."'ld, all of w!lic~ is 
l ocated within t hree separate school distri cts, th t the County 
Clerk, i n assessing the amount of s chool taxes, s houl d adopt 
for the valuation the value of the 1 a.nd wh ich is located in 
e~ ch individual district; tha t it would not be proper to adopt 
the valuation of the ent i re tract and proportion the taxes 
among the various districts according to the number of aeres 
found therein. 



IZ. Thomas A. Mathews , - 3- October 20 , 1933. 

Very truly yours, 

s::i?::J~ 4, ~ 
Aesietant Attorney General. 

APPROVED: 

ittorney General. 
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