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for ﬁn yaur laetur naqnasting ua ep&nien whethnr B 1AW
o Sixty tahh.@uaeral Assenbly appropriating money fer

: gidn iy 1 58, and ending June 30, 1959, may be

by the 8§ tieth Genersel Assssbly to provide that the Rpw
,-miﬂ far tha“pgt&nﬁ.b#giaaing July 1, 1958, and ending

| 1960, or, in other words, for two fistal years 133#0&6 ot
:anﬁ risnal Foary s arisznalj, prev;dad.

Y fhe gaa:”al rula &ﬁ,thnﬁ K
#gt.mn leglalature

ahjeat only o aanstitutianal 1imise
smond eny exisbtlng law of the state.
_:;stataﬁea, suat&en 9 at pages 23.

“Suhsset anlx to eanaﬁituﬁiﬁaal 1imitations
g | ,_uxaapting only th #ub jeobs delegated
to the federal go ¢ or prohiibited by

the federal Gonstitution, & # & wi @ #atate
legislatures have power to endot atatutes or
1awa, wh&eﬁ peuar *}s buen eha»ae#aviaaa 1n

- : aﬂer af & 1eg£nlatzve he&y te wuaet
'-a%&ta o8 or law is & gentinuing one, and the
exeralse of the power once does nob exhaust
it, but Lt may from time to time amend, ex~
tend, or restrict the original ensctment prow
- vided 1t keeps uiﬁhin aanatitntianal bounds ,
- ﬂ-%ﬁ-ﬁ-%

Again, ln 82 Gorpus Juria Seeun&um, Statutes, Seetion 2u3b, at
pages 1112 and 413, 1t 1is stateds
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"Generally, the power to amend statutes resides

in the lawmaking bodyj courts have no power te

amend statutes, and should not attempt te do so.
While 1t 1s as compstent for the people to with«
held from the legialabture the power of amending

an act a8 to withheld the power of amending the
constitution Ltaelf, generally the power te amsnd

or medify statutes resides in the legislature, in
any manner not inconsistent with some provision of
the constitution limiting the leglalative power in
that respeect; and the legislature ocannot vrestrict
or limit 1ltes right to exerciae the power of legiaslas
ﬁiénrgg prescribing modes of provedure for the amendw
ment of atatutes, It 48 competent for the legisla~
ture, abt the same session, to alter, modify, or res
posl a law by & subsequent act, and a succesding
legislature can amend acts passed byﬁiﬁs predecessors

without express autherity. # # & » &

In Birmingham Drelndce Dilstrict vs. Ohlosgo, Burlington & Quinecy
Reilroad Company, Mo., 202 8,W. L0, 409, in dealing with the validity
and effect of & law in the light of previcusly enactedisbtatutes, the
Supremoe Court of Missouri stated with respeot to the previously enact-
ed statutes as followst

s & # #The right to enaot these statutes
includes the right to repesal or modify thean
or to limit their applieation in any manner
not inconsiastent with some provision of the
Gonstitution limiting the legislative power
in that respeot, & # @ # & ‘

See also State ¢x rel, Drain vs, Becker, Mo., 240 8.W. 229,

We find no suthority in Missouri or elsewhere that the rule with
respect Lo the amendment of appropriation laws is any different from
that applicable to the amendmént of other laws; and, therefore, it
appears that the right of a state leglslsture to amend any existing
appropriation law 1s subject only to sonstitutionsl limitations there«
[v 1 5 ™

It will be noted that in the foregoing we have referred only to
the amendment of existing laws and, since questions have arisen in
some juriadietions with respect te a right of a leglalature te amend
a law which has expired, 1t should be stated here that we are assuming,
for the purpeses of this oplnion, that the law making the amendment in
question would become effestive prior to June 30, 1959, so that it is
not necessary to discuss guestions which might arise if the amendment

-l
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did not become effective until after the expiration of the perioed for
which the appropriation was originally made.

Artiole IIX, Bection 1, Gonatitution of Missouri, provides gene
erally that the legislative power shall be vested in the General
Assembly; and wé find nothing in the Constitulon which so limlts that
power as to prevent the améndment of an existing appropriation law in
the manner deacribed above, In this connection, it will be noted that
such an amendment would not confliet with the provision of Artiecls IV,
Becstion 23, Constitution of Missourl, that the General Assembly shall
make appropriations for one or two fiscal years, since the amendment
would simply extend the appropristion period from one fiscal year to
two fiscal years. It also should be noted that the amendment would be
liberalizing in nature and could 4in no wise adversely affect the rights
of persons who had entered inte contracts with the state in rellance
upon the appropriation as originally made.

Finding no constitutional limitation prohibiting the enactment

. of an amendment of the kind deseribed above, 1t 1s our opinion that

the General Assembly has the right and power te enasct such an amend~
ment ., :

It 48 the opinion of this offlce that a law enaeted by the Sixty-
ninth General Assembly appropriating money feor the period beginning |
July 1, 1958, and ending gunﬁ 30, 1959, may be amended by the Seventi-
eth General Assembly, by a law effective on or before June 30, 1959,
to provide that the appropriation shall be for the perled beginning
July 1, 1958, and ending June 30, 1960,

: The foregeing opinion, which I herseby approve, was prepared by
my assistent, Mr. Jehn C. Baumsnn.

Yours very truly,

_ John M. Dalton
FCB s mw Attorney General



