
Opinion Req_~·-- s:. -~o . 244 answered by letter. 

July 18, 1961 

Honorable June R. Ro3e, Chai~n 
Industrial Commi:ao1on of ?•11ssour1 
Department of Labor and Induotrial Relations 
State Office Building 
Broadi1ay and !Ugh Streets 
Jefferson City, Misoouri 

D~ar f•lr • Rose : 

Thia letter ia 1n ans·.1er to yoll.I' opinion requaot of July 
5 , 1961 regard~ the Prcva111ng ~age Law, Scct1onG 290.210 
to 290 . 310 RSMo 1959. In it you state three questions, aa 
follatts : 

:rFirst : \lhether a school board can lawfully 
proceed in the manneP above-described 1 that 
is, t o employ their own superintendent or 
adviser, and al.:ao employ the t'lork:r:oon tl1.thout 
entering into a Jpecific building contl,act 
~ith a buil ding contracto~. 

'Second: If they do have sueh authority, 
arc they required to pay the worLmt!n not 
lens than the prevailing Liage :fixed by 
the Commission and unappealed fro m? 

11 'lhird : \olhether that portion of Section 
296 .230, above-quoted, meana that only 
employees of contractor!3 or subcontractOl'.J 
ahall be dee~d to be employed upon public 
trorks .N 

In nnawe~ t o your firot quastion wa enclose copies of 
opinions of this office ie..;~ucd to Mr . Hubert Wheeler on 
February 20~ 1>52 and the Honorabla L. Clarl MoNeill on July 
.J , 15,4 8 tthich answer that question in tha afi'irmat1v . 

In regard · to your ~ocond question we call your attention 
to the cas(! cited in your op1111on reque3t~ State ex rel City 



Honorable June R. Rose 

or Joplin vs. Industrial Co~saion of Missouri (1959) 329 
S . W. 2d 687 # which held that the Prevailing 1fage Law does 
not apply to employees of public bodies. 

In ano\'lcr to your third question lfe again direct your 
attention to the above cited case which answer~ that question 
in the affirmative. 

• • 

Yours truly, 

THOMA~ F. ·mrat:rrTOlr ___ _ 
Attorney General 


