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E:Ji;ECTI0NS: ... : · ··· :Bef()re there c~ifi. be a valid election to in-
SGij§),GL :Pl:STRIC';f'S! . .··· :ep~;B,se the scho\~1 d.istrict tax levy. there 
rrAX BEVY. 'fNGREA'SE: ·· ·\m'i:ist 'be suffict.ent notice 0f such election 

· · . . < · . ~tidirpurposes. ·.··;cFer purpose of increasing scnool 
· .. ·te.rm from'.S td: 9 ·months, there need not be 

no:tice of sue~ election . 
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~.t. •. ,~ .... t ~}.i.; •• Jlq:ca•£~: ·- l;voiit ot 3 

. ~0 ·1 ..•. :),. • ., .• , 'ft •. ao ·"'· •t"t ..... ~~.a.. W' •..• Ud.lar' vote 
·t•~•••J:$he·"Mttoplr••• ~--'.trom·8 tot •ntuj• · · · ·· · ··· · ·· 
... A ttutitlol'l b$8 · 't$efl · "-'• ·as . to wh6lther or not tht 
•t•o·~·n: ... ya:at-4' :t~~ ~·on t~ti tlle ntt'-•• apeottl ... 

. :n.l..J, •••• ~t the· l.t~w:.~~ •••~·f1~to. 'btiirtM.t 
~ ,l\t.fl <>t <te.,ft •'-• t~~Jllt'ted, · ·atl! to~ .~ '·~n.r t:teaion 
11~~. u _ -.w>t1oec ue : .. 8~tt.WJl. · •• · te • 4biull• ~f ~· acnoo.l 
H~ tr•. 'IJJH> .9.Mni~~. ·., .· .. · . . ·.· . . 
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'NllN·U · .4\vi.•• 4a to 'WlletbeJt 'tne •1eeti.Q:1'f!lill a va114 
"p, ..... etoo-M:•s t~ whe~~t' the tax 11$7 be ••••••• 
1·r there ta no .of.t>nt••t ot tne $lct4)t:1~•·" · 



diol-able Richard M. W•b•ter 
··.·-:-·t, '• 
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We first ohoo&e to diacusa the matter of the voting of the 
· leY¥ ot $2.20~ W& a*'e eneloas.ns an opinion dated A.,1ril 11 1948. 

which expreJaes the l$W' with l'elpect to the nec$$11ty ot notice 
requ1"d by · $t)ct1ona, ~65 .oso and , 165 .;IQO,. · RSMo .•• , when t;b.ere ·1$ to 
be· an election pe.rta1ning. to the 1ne~~e4ae ot ~he school d1$t:r1ct 
.l,.·tq ~ I~ is to .be. oba.rved that: Section 165~0.60, JtSMo. t1 ·Ounl\1-­
lative SUpplement 1957, c"at•• a aitl.latiqn in. which notiee 1e to 
be.a1-..en1n accorda~ee·nth seot1on.l65.200 When there 1s to be 
an inoreaee in the tax levy. · We teel that thi.s previous opinion 
sutf'1c1entl~· e~atabl1sb.es the lawand the. policy which 18 to be 
followed in this s.natanoe. 

With respect to the notice ot th• •etirJ& your letter an<1 
en,eloR~• ·ra&ke· tt clear that notice waa given, .. to ~be ettect that 
there would be an election tor the purpose ot tncreutng the achool 
levy. Ho.-ver.; it 18 our belt•t· that euch not:tee ·•• not sutt1-
c1f!mt to be deemed qompltance with Sections 165.080 and 165 .200~ · 
and because ot Sl.lCh 1n•utt1a1ency ot tl'ds notice that part of the 
election ievo14. 

In oonolucUng that this notice ia inautticient we look to 
th$ baet~a for any notice of elections witb regard to tax increases, 
and it would seem>obv1ou$ that aueh notice 1«1 to provide tb• voters 
with knOwledge ot the· subJect ot the election ao they may educate 
themselves as to its desirability. In the case ot Peter v. Kauf­
man~, ;8 s.W.2d 106$, the oo~t stlltes: 

11It ie theae .not1oea which the voters see and 
conaul t 1n o~er tQ detet'lll1ne what propoes1-
t1orts are to be voted on and. decided at the 
annual meeting, and, i.t the notices impart 
intelligent 1ntormation as to this, that is 
all that is ~qui:red." . 

It is our belief that notice of an election to increase the 
tax levy in accordance wi.th Bect1c:m 165.080, in order to impart 
1ntell1sent information, must state the exact amount that is to 
be voted upon, and. the purposes for which the epeeitio sums are 
to be levied. 

We call youx- attention to the ease of State ex rel. School 
District ot Attton v. Smith, 80 S.W.2d 858, 1n Which the propo­
sition voted on was consolidation ot school d1atr1ets. As is 
pointed out 1n a previous opinion, the court held tbat where the 
stat-utes require notice any action takep by the voters without 
notice, or with an 1nsuftieient notice, is void. Therefore, we 
reel that altho\iih there was notioe t9 vote an increase in the 
tax levy ot the Erie School District there wae not a sufficient 
notice to authorise the increase to $2.20. The notice that has 
been submitted to this ot'fioe shows the levy required to raise 
local taxes to be $1.90. Inasmuch_. then .. as there was 1nsufti­
c1.ent notice the Smith case is applicable and this portion or the 
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•1ee1J1-0n la vot4 • 

. · .· You ~tU.e$4 b7 NO~ lettez. tO. 4\lSutti.on Wbet•l' ttt:te tlee·· 
.ton. WO~d lMt. ·VOl~ Q_._ V0-1dal)le 1 &l\4 . ~t ~- Q\q' /b«ll~t:f', 11•. ex~ ·. 

!. M~nd. t.n t-. .-:161)44 ·. •P1~1on: 6t ·~ ft;, 1916'; · t~t ·u. •tto• 
4411 11 y<>ld· •••• t-.a v0-14&\)let • · ·~· tttte l$i4 Qplnia au~· 

... t~Ut1t.11¥ ·tts• ._.. <1\Utetlon. •• . t•l'oive4 •• .,.. p:r.Mnii. ~t.a 
optuo·Jl, cttiD'.$ •• _.., <ieWl'l!ttaftd iM1u · · ·. · · 
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~OMCLUSX$1 

It 1a the oP1111on ot thiJt ottice that that part ot the eie4ltlon 
conducted by . the ··Jxtie Scl'iool· Dlat~iC.t of J'aspe,r County, M1atotw11 on 
the let day ~t April. 1958, to1! th• purpoae o~ laeX"easing the eol14ol 
ta• levy ta · invalid and void becaus.:t ot 1n.w'ticlenoy of not1ce. 

With ~'•speet to that part ot the eleetlo~. upon which an 1ncna•t 
ot thf!t eohoQl. tet'm from ei&ht to nine .nwnthe wat VQttd.; there w.a 
notice in compliance with the law; and thta nll be Upheld• 

John M. ])alton 
Attorney G•neral 


