TAXATION:-Board ol KEgquallzaTtlon ana BOATA OL ApPpEals nave uue
inherent right to adjourn from time %2 time to carry
out the duties imposed upon them by Statute.

Sentember 15, 1934,

!

I et
Kr. Jesse A. Klitehell, i .
Tax Bommissioner, i { :
Jefferson City, lissouri,

Dear 8ir:

We are acknowledging receipt of vour letter in
which y>u inguire as follows:

"The following question has been sub-
mitted to us from three countieg re-
cently and we deeire to have your
opinion before sdvising them,

“The law provides that the County
Board of %Tgualization shsll meet on
the firet tonday in April =2nd the
Board of Appeals shzll meet on the
fourth ¥onday in April. The question
is, in case the Board of Egual ization
is unable to complete its work be-
twveen the two dates above named can
the Board of Equalization adjourn
court in course or adjourn to gome
future date and reassemble again and
transact business nfter the Board

of Appeals hag passed upon the mat-
ters considered by the Board of
Equalization at its firet meeting

and in turn 2djourn the Board of
Appeals to reassemble aftecr the
succecding session of the Board of
Equal ization to care for matters con-
sidered at the second session of the
Board of Equalization?”

We believe that the County Board of Egual iza-
tion and the Board of Appeals have the inherent nower to 24-
journ from time to time until each body haes completed the
business nroperly before it, There is 2 provision in the
Statute, as set out in your letter, which nrovides when
g2id Boards shall convene, but tiiere is no nrovision in the
Statute which 1imite the time the Boards may be in session.

In Black V. MeGonipgle, 103 ¥o. 192, the cues-
tion was raised as to the right of the County Board of
Equalization to adjourn for a sufficient length of time
to correct an erroneous notice. The Court 2%t page 200 says:




Mr, Jesse A. Mitchell, -2 September 15, 1934,

"The guestion then arises whether the
board on discovering the mistake had
the power to order a2 new notice. The
statute recuires the board to meet at
the office of the county clerk on the
first londay of Aoril, The board did
go meet and thie is affirmatively shown
by ite record. The statute does not
gay anything about adjournments, still
it must have been in the contemplation
of the legislature th»t the board could
end would hold its seessions long enough
to dispose of the businese before it,
and in many counties thie would necess-
itate various adjournments., That the
board has the power to adjourn from
time to time, we entertain no doubdt
whatever,”

In State ex rel. Wyatt v. Vaile, 122 ¥o. 33,
the guestion of the Board's power to adjourn wae 2leo
raised and the Court says at page 43:

"The statute says nothing about the

power of the board to adjourn from time
to time, but the want of such a provi-
gion in the law is immaterial; for the
board had the inherent power to adjourn
from time to time as the businees before
it might in {ites judgment demand. It
followe from what has been before said
that the board had the right and power

to adjourn from Kansas City to Independ-
ence ag it did, The fact thot the board
at its firet meeting at Xans-= City de-
clared ite intention to meet at Independ-
ence on the fourteenth when it did not
meet at that place until the twenty-first
is immaterial. The orders of adjourn-
ment made from day to day after the four-
teenth had the effect to modify the or-
der made on the thiwd, "

It is therefore the oninion of thie Department
that the Board of Egualization may adjourn to some date after
the meeting of the Board of Appeals, and that the Board of
Appeale may adjourn to pase upon matters which the Board of
Equalizeation hears at ite second session.

Very truly vours,

FRANE W, HAYES,
AFPPROVED: Assistant Attorney Ceneral.

Attorney General.




