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Prior to O~tober 9, 1951, there· existed no legal f­

,authority under whieh the county court could pay 
:f'rom county funds the.compensation of clerical 
assistants in the office of the assessor for ser• 
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. ,,I . 'rices performed prior to' said dateo 
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October 17, 195.5: .· 
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lttt,.~· ~tJ -.a. to 1ow "taueei' t•r c ortteial opinloa 
or tnu · otttoe:. · which reque•t reads a toUow••· 

·:\{"' 

~t •••ire 1m opinion ·.on ·.tn. . loU~nc queition, · 
·t..,ltt •• ·IuteN: Wooe ... ·the A'Uesf'w tor 
· Medietor. COuntY tor the ·~ ·19$1. !he neor4s 
of Madi4tm C'olm~, Mtafao'tlrt $holt. tb•t ··he wu 
pald t~ 8.- o1 'lOO.OO·ter Olerl~4 u•t.•t- . 
. attO& tOJ: tbe 7\fl,r 19.11•. :At. thtt .·tiM$; Mr. W<»o4 

. bas • tQ.t;d aip.eti "'cetpt. ~ tn ittdlV1d ... 
. ~~ ·ou in ·tfut ~u.nt ot tL:30~4$ end the otber 

·. ·. ~~ef.pt .lit. tt. . amt:tunt. of' #11$•001• )Jt4tb.S ·that 
t• the amo~t 't snoney whieh .be· p•14'th4ta for 
Ol.rtcal Aae~stanco in the:•,.•r 1:1A• . la:s ~c;g. 
nt~t ot fOl:lt' opildott dated -~!."' 21, li'S'l.. 
·!ft. qtte-stton u, wh•tb.er ·Pi'. ·•~· the OouniV CO\tri 
~•.n :now 1egr41$'.t>at Ml'~ WoOde .ttr Cletl<t.-1 A•• 
eist~Qs reruh'lre:d. ~ 19)1 ta .dew .or the tact 
that . QM ~n.t tn tl\e sum ot tloo.oo vu &J* 

. parentl7 preTtous:q ma4e.; and al&o in view ot · 
. the .fac:t tb4t the r&-4etpt$ W$1'$ !llOt fU•d antl 

• ····.· · : ·the ~•t .tor-. Mill'bllrsement · toi4 · thte, O.lerieai · 
.. Aes~etlmoe liu· not made unt.U A:ugu.st; ·l9$S•" •· 

. :'"·.: . ·., . '- . 

· :Subsequently; ve 1nq_ulre4 ot l'Qti 4$ 'bo the period$ durbg 
19$1 .lfhtn the ·el.ertcai· • .,tst.nce to. which' rott. reter vai pertonne4. 
%n :reply by letter ®,wd Ootooer 7; 19~5. YoU stat• that pqmnta . 
..,.. wa oJ1:June·l.6; ·19$1 and July 12,. 1951• ·. ~fore; W. ..... S\Uat 
tor :the p~se ot 'this opinion tba.t said ·services v~ :rendered 
prior to said date. · · · · 

. triO!" to 19$1; there existed no authority for the county COUrt-
of a. oOu.nty ot the thtrt! class to pq f'r.cml county funds the COIIlpell ... 

' "'~·-



Honorable J. :a, Schnapp 

sat ion of deputies or clerks employed by the aeiessor. This eon• 
elusion i.e tul:cy' developed. in an opinion ot this office to James D. 
Clemens, Pl"Osecutb~g Attorne:r of Pike Counv, under date ot J'ebrua.ry-
4, 19)0~ a copy of which is enclosed herew1.th. for your int'o:rmation. 

In l9Sl, the· 66th 6eneral Assembly',. by the e.nactment ot 
House Bill 701 authorized the assessor in counties of the third 
clue to appoint such elerieal asaistant8 ae mq be necessary tor 
the efficient performanee ot the duties or his office and further 
proVided. that the compensation of such assistants, in an amount 
not to exceed six mmdred dollars, shall be paid from tb.e county 
tMUU%7~. · Said bill· is now round as Section ;3.09) :run-to Cumulat.ive 
Supplement 1953, and more fully provides as follows: 

"Th• couri~ assessor in each county or 
classes three and. four .m.ay- appoint and 
fiX the compensation of eueh clerical 
or stenographic assistants as may be 
necessary tor the efficient performance 
ot the dutieP ot ·hie office. The ·com­
pensation of eu.oh clerical or stenO<'o! 
graphic usutants shall be .paid hom 
the count:y trea&ury and shall.not exceed 
·aix·hundred dollars. per annum. in. ooun.ties 
ot class three nor six hundred. d,ollars 
per annum in counties o£ class. tour.~ 

Said bUl was .approved by the Governor on June 25; 19~1 and 
beoame effective ()c)tober 9; 19$1 (by Laws of Missouri 19,1). 

It is a fundamental rule of statutory construction that; in 
the absence of clear legislative intent to the eontl'SJ."Y'.t the effect 
of statutes is prospective only. Clark Estate co. v. Gentry1 .162 
Mo. 80; 240 SW2d l24o Stated in other Words; statutes lllUst be held 
to operate prospectively only ut'lless the intent is clearly e.xpressed 
that they shall act retrospectively or the language of the statutes 
admits ot no other construction. Lucas v. Murphy, )48 Mo. ~078; 
156 SW2d 686. See also; Minter v. :Bradstreet Co., 174 Mo. 4441 7) 
Svl 668. In view of this rule. of oonstru.ction and the tact that 
presu.mabq the services referred to were performed prior 1;1:\ the 
etteotive date or Section $.3.09$ l1SMo Cumula:t>ive Supplement 1953; 
we a:re compelled to the conclusion that the county court would not 
be authorized to reiw.burse the oou.nty assessor for said clerical 
hire under the authority of said section. We are enclosing harewi th 
an opinion of this office to Robert B. Osborn. Assistant Prosecuting 
Attorney, Reynolds County, under date of November 27, 19$1,. which 
also reaches the same conclusion. 



Honorable J.• · B.· Sctuu.,pp 

further, as we have hereinabove ·noted, there ·.u no authority 
tor · tb,e ~l1nty eourt to pay the compensation ot clertoal ld.l"e in 
the ott~••·ot the as8esaor prior to the effective date ot said 
eeetioa.· 

. 'l\8Ntore1 . in the preidses, it is the opinioa of this Ot.tl• . 
that. there is no legislative autbOrltq udfir ~lob. the oounty court; 
ot a oo\Uity ot the third cla•a· can pq .trom.co•ty h.~ds the ·oom.­
peua,tiorf ot clerical assistants in tb,e ottioe at ~he Msesso~ lor' 
aervtqaa pertorme4 prior to October '• 19Sl. 

. . . . . . 

fte foregoing Opinion, which I ·hereby- app:ro1'e1 waa prepat-e4 
b)" IV' A.aat.etant,. Mr. Donal ~. Guttey. · 

DlBt8Jil " 

Enc. Opinions to .. 
James »• • Clemens• 2-4-)0J 
Robert B• Osborn, U-2?-)lo 

Yours very :.t.r-~, 

John M. Dalton 
Attorney General 


