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o artin L, Neaf, .ssessor, (/7 Yy ,

3%, ‘ouis County,
Clayton, lissouri.

peer Sir:

You have made an orel request of the Attormey Uemeral for an
opinion ws %o the division of powers between a couniy sssessor and a
¢ity assessor for a city of the third cless within such county, in regard
ic the assessment of reel estate within such eity for county and state
purposes, perticularly as to whether or not such eity assessor hes any
eontrol over the assessmerte of such property for county and state pure
roses,

Revised Stetutes visscuri 1929, Ceectiom 9752 provides in part
as follows:

"iyery (county) assessor shall teke an cath * = *
that he will assess the property in the county
in which he assesses at whet he believes to be its setusl
cas: wvalue,"

seetions 9742, 9778, 9792, 9800 and 10003 sll use substantially similer
language in defining the duties of county esssessors and in mone of such
seotions is there any referemte to the rizht of a city essessor of = eity
within a county to have any woice in the assesament for state and couaty
purposes, and in none of such sections is mny exeeption made for cities
within such counties,

The only seciion of the statutes which mizht lead to a conitrary
conglusion is Revised Statutes Missowri 1929, secticn 6779, whieh is contained
in Chapter 30 relating to munledpal corporations, irtiele 4 relating to cities
of the third class. Jeotion 6779 provides as follows:

"ses, 6779. Assessors, duties - levy of taxes., Iu asssessing
property, both resl and personal, in cities of the third class,
the olty assesscr aball, joimtly wiik the count sssessor, assess
ell property im sue:n eity, and such assessment, as mede by the
¢ity assessor and county assessor jJoiatly, and affter the same
hes been passed upon by the board of equaelization, as lereinafter
provided far, shall be taken as the basis from which the eity
ecouncil sihall make the levy for eity purposes; and for the pur-
pose of 4dving citles of the tufrd class representation on the
eounty board of esuslizestion, wien said board is sittiang for the
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purpose of equalizing the essessmeut on such eity property,

the mayor and c¢ity assessor shall sit with the county board

of equalization when the said board is peassing upon the
assessment of such eity propert., and shall each have a vote

in said board, and they shell be pald for such service the

saue awount per day and out of the saue fund as other members
of sueh board of equalization. The assesameni of c¢city property
es made by the eity and eounty assessor shall conform to each
other, and after such board of equalization has passed upon
such assessment and equalized the same, the city assessor's book
shall be correceted in red ink in a¢cordance with thes changes
made by the board of equalizmation, and so certified by said
beard, and then returned to the e¢ity council,"

The use of the phrases "for eity purposes" gnd that "the city assessor's
book * * *vzhgll be "returned to the e¢iiy eouncil" clearly indicate that the
joint assessment provided for by Seetion 6779 is only the assessment of eity
property for eity purposes, and has no bearing on the assessment of the county

agsessor for county and state purposes.

The above conclusion is sirengthened by the statutory metheds provided
for assessing the properiy within other c¢lasses of cities for city purposes,
such statutes being Seetions 6180 for eities of the first class, Z5§9 for
cities of the second class, 6994 for cities of the fourth elass, and 7109 for
towns end villages. Without going into the details of these statutes their
general scheme shows a clear intent of the Legislature to provide for assistance
by county assessors t0 the smaller e¢ities for their sssessments for eity pure
poses begimning with the towns and villages, which municipalities must use
the county assessment unchanged for their city assessments, progressing through
¢ities of the fourth class which must adopt the procedure for towns and villazes
where they have no city assessor but where they have city assessors being
governed as cities of the third elass ere governed, by having the County Assessor
assist the City Assessor in the assessment for city purposes, progressing
further through cities of the second elass where the assessments are made by
boards includin: both the eity and the county assessors, and endin: with cities
of the first class vwhere the city assessor mekes the assessment for eity pure

poses unaided,

Thus, it is our opinion that Seetion 6779 providing for joint assess-
ments in cities of the third class relates omly %o aSsessments for city purposes
and that the eity eassessor within such eity has no voiee of any kind in the assess-
ment by the county asseasor of property within such elty for county and state

purposes.
Very truly yours,

APPRO EDWARD H. MILLIR
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Attornsy General




