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Neuhoff & villar
Risl s mll“'
330 8, Fourth U,
Utelouls, Hissouri

uent.enent

ve agknowledge receipt of your letter of recent date
wherein you request an opinion of tois office as tu shether or mot
Senate Bill 80, found at page 433, Laws of Missouri 1933, st
the briaging o!’ sult for taxes for person:l property unth after
secember 31, 1933, TFor convenience e herewith quote that ut!

*In payneat of the taice sssessed ageiast aay
person whose nAme appears upon the personal
delinguent Li=% of =uy y ar or years prior to
Japuary i, 1933, and 1a payzent of the texes
sssessed un% any real estate which appears
upon the lists of delianguent and back tazes of
any year or years pri.r to Jeauery 1, 1933
including delincuent tazes for the year 1953
the collcetors of revemus of the counties and
oities of this state are heredy empowered and
directed to nocept the original asount of said
taxes as coharged sgainst any such son or

real cetate relleved of the penalties, interest
and costs asecrued upon the same; Provi
nowever, that such remissiom of penalties
iaterest and costs shall be im full if nld
taxes are paild not ilater than Jume 30, 1033; 1f
pald after June 30, 1833, and not later tham
August 3lst, 1833, then such remission shall

be 75 per cent of such p-nalties, intorest end
coats; Af d after August 3lst, 1933, and
not later gotober 34, 1933, such remission
shall be 50 Per cent of such penclties, iatercst
and costs; Af pald after Ootober 31, 1933, sad
a0t lLater than Deo, 31, 1933, them such reamiession
shall be 35 per ceat of' such penalties, interest
and coets} Provided further, that after Dee,
3l 1033, all pemalties, ianterest and costs as
aforcsaid shall be restored and be in full foree
and ¢effeot for the full pericd of time since
their socorual and as 1f tois aét had not been
pasged, *




Reuhoff & uillar -l votoder 37,1833

The Gupreme Court of Missouri ia the case of i tate ex rel,
Mexistriok vs. Baly, reported at 63 8. W, (34) p. 64, deter- ned the
subject of your inguiry after noting the sisilarisy of Jsaate 511l
80 and the Aot of 1877 resitting tiea upon delinguent tazes, The
gourt made this statement respecting Senmste 311l 80, l.c. 87:

*So we think that under a proper gumstructiion
of she atatute zssalled 4ia the instant case
the filing of sults for delinguent taxes and
penal ties 1s not preveated, but that pencities
are remitted, in the monner provided in Ho.80.°*

dhiie we agwee that the briagiug of suits upon these deline
aent tazes vae uot in s000rd with the operation of sSemate Bil: 80
on the other hand it is our opiniom thet the Collector is withim his
statutory rigbt in dolug 80 and sugnest thet your clisnts' remedy is
to pay .be tax plus 505 of the interest penaliies sud cos®e whi
have acerued,as under Semate Bill 80 if payweat is nude prior to the
Sist of Cotober your client 1s entitied sc the 50 remission,

Respectfully submitted,

BARRY G. WALTEER, J0,
Assisiant ittorney CGeneral,
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Tttorney General,
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