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Collsci:cp"a Bond - Township Board may properly accept nw"b'end
under Extra Session Laws 1933-1934, p. 167, where ogd ‘bond doe
not cover full term as required by law.

17- 3
:u?.y 21, 1934, "FTE“EB-
m&m of Vermon County, 77
Hovada, Missouri. '/ /

Dear Sirs
Answering your letter of July §, 1054, which is as follouss

"fhe Tounship Collector of Center Towmship of Vernon County,
Missouri, one Irs. Carr, an enormously large bond a year ago
in order to gqualify for office. A great dcal of trouble was exper-
ienced in obta this bond and the bonding company only gave
it one year, tize has now arrived vhen she must renow
her and she is again going to experience a great deal of
trouble irn getting the
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to be remade for the simple reason tha: the bonding eompany would
not make 1t for any longer time.

given and accepted,
on such a bond for a breach, if

alse a mgohf:ilm ortu; of “lger to n:: :115 3;?2 within the
time preseribe doos no % vaca 8 co. F
‘.g_%xmmgv.ggmﬁf « 2303 State v. Churehi -

In 46 Ca Je m. Soce “. it is gaid:

"The slature has to : the law with regard to
official end to emn new and tional bonds wvariant in
condition, penalty, obligation and surety, from these executed
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CO.




Hon. Dewey A. Routhe-#2-- July 21, 1934.

The new statute of 1934 also reads at the end:

"Provided, the county court or township board shall
annually examine the coblectors or trustees bond as to form
and sufficiency of surety and in case of doubt shall require
additional security."”

It is therefore, in our opinion, eminently proper for the
township board in this instance to require a new bond in accordance
with the present statute, which obviously was passed by the legis-
lature to relieve afficers from the hardship of the excessive
requirements of the old law.

Respectfully yours,

WILLIAM ORR SAWYERS
Assistant Attorney-General

APPROVED:

ROY McKITTRICK

Attorney-General




