TAXATLION & REVENUES:

Chunvy Court need not reasdopt each year

method theretofore sdopted as to collection
or revenue under Section 92787 R.S. 1929,

April 6, 1937

lire willard H.Guest

sssistant Prosecuting Attorney
LteLouis County
Clayton,lilsscuri

Dear Sir:
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This office is in receipt of your letter of

sebruary 20, 1937, in whicbhb you request an opinion as
to the following:

is thisg

"Tn se2c.9787 R. 3. ¥o. 1929

it is provided that when coun-
ties have already adopted
methods of plats and abstracts
to facilitate the assessmsnt
end collection of revenue

that in that event they are
not amendacle to preceding
sectiona with reference to
lend lists and various re-
corders and asasessors methods.

"St.Louls County has been
operating under 9787 and we
would like to get an opinion
as to whether it is neces~-
sary to reaffirm this

adoption each 'nd every year,
in other words, if for example
the County Court ordered the
lists to be made up under Sec-
tion €787 for the year 19536 1is
it necessary for the Court to
order these lists to Le made
up under that section for the
year 1937%"

This question stated more conclsely, we think,
"iust the county court of St.Louis County re-
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affirm, sach year, by an order of record, the mode 1t
has heretofore adopted under Section 92787, Revised
Statutes 1929, as to the collection of the revenue?”

This 18 a question which does not appear to
have precedent in this state; therefore, we nmust ascer-
tain, if possible, what was the legislative intent
when this section was adopted.

Tn State ex rel.Norvell-Shanleigh Hardware Co.
Ve Cook 77 S. Wie 559, la ce 560, a case concerning the
construction of a statute, the couvrt sald:

"It 1s ocur opinion . . .
that the construction of

a constltutional or =
statutory rrovision should
never be adopted which
results in the recuirement
of nseleas and absurd acts,
excert where its terms are
positive end unavoidable."

In State v. St. Louis-3an Francisco Xy. Co. 300
Seio 274, 1. ce 276, unother case involving the con-
struction of a statute, the court said:

"i construction should nsver

be given to a statute or a
constitutional provision which
would work such confusion and mis-
chief, unless no other reason-
able construction is possible.”

In Bowers v. Missouri Mut. Ass'n. 62 S. . (24)
1058, 1. ¢« 1083, the court said, when interpreting a
statute before them:

"Laws are passed in a spirit
of justice and for the prublic
welfare 2nd should be so in=-
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terpreted if possible as to

further those ends and avoid
g ving them an unreasonable

effect.”

In the case of Sragg City Special Road Dist.v.
Johnson et ale 20 Lo e (2d) 22, 1l ce 25, the Supreme
Court said,in ruling on the construction ol a statute
before them:

"It has been ruled by this
court many times that in

the construction of statutes
which are not clear in mean-
ing the results and conse-
quences ol any proposed
interpretation may properly
be considered as a gulds as
to the probable intent of the
lawmaksr from the language
used."”

with the rulings that are set forth in the cases
guoted from, supra, in wind let us proceed to a discus-
sion of what was the intention of the legislature in
- adopting Section 9787, Levised Statutes 1¢20., This sec-
tion provides for the county court, in those countiles
having a population of more than 40,000, to adopt by an
order of record any suitable method for securing a full
and accurate assessment of all property in said county
liable to taxation. It cannot be construed, we think,
to require the county court to reaffirm this adoption
each year, to do so wculd be uaeless and absurd and place
a burden upon cur county courts, and would hinder, rather
than further, the public welfare of our county organi-a-
tions. "hat would be the result of such a construction?
It can be seen that it would not facilitate the collection
of revenue and with this as a gulde as to the intent of
the legislature, this section cannot be interpreted to
place an additional burden on county courts. Also in
the first sentence of sald Section 9787, Revised Statutes
1629, 1is provided a means by which those counties having



Mr. Willsrd H. Guest -l April 6, 19237

less than 40,000 in population mey adopt a method of

collection of revemue, contemnlated by this aection,

by a ma jority vote of the reopls at a general election.
It would be a greater absurdity to construe this sec-

tion to require, in those counties which have adopted

a method to collect revenue, by ma jority vote, an

election each y:ar and resubmit the plan to be reaffirmed

by the voters.

Therefore, we think the only reasonable con-
struction which can be given this section is, that
once adopted by an order of record by the county court
the method of collection of revenue requires no re-
affirmance unless there is a material change made in
the plan or method heretofore adopted.

Hespectfully submitted,

COVELL R, HEWLTT,
issistant Attorney General
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J. i. TAYLOR
(Acting) Attorney General
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