OPINION NO. 462 answered by letter.

December 26, 18961

Honorable Bdwaprd W, Speliser
E‘mwauﬁmg Attorney
riton Counby

ﬁalmtmvy, Missouri
gﬂﬁ&" mi"p aﬂﬁﬁJﬂWt

' Tnla is in response be yemr letter of Bécamber 26,
m@l sancerning the imposition of penaliies provided
in Seation 202,321 and whether or not sush wmws.es
&13?1:‘1' only to nomresidents. |

Svation 302,381, as amended by the Gensral Assanbly
in 1661, aimﬁty }'.ies to hoth residents snd nonpesi-
denks, A48 ihe yla:m maaning of the 1"'-,1& swaé fudie
cates: “Any poevson whose operator’s oy chauffeuris
llcense, oy x&z‘riving p#ivilege a8 a mnresiﬂenb " m bean
cancelad, suspanded of rovoked as provided in thi® ohapher,
s o o This plouse vefers to three things: (1) BRevoss-
$ion of an aperator's license, (2) revocdbion of a chauf-
feur's Liocense, and ?3 )} revesation of nonvesident driving
;mvneaea.

The seaction gmes o o provide for g penalty of not
more than one yesr in jail, and further provides that the
seation quoted shall not be imposed agsingt thoge whose
oparatorfs license,; chauffeur's license, or ponresident
&mvinﬁngmvuegas have been. ¢aneeled, suspended: or re-
volied or the ferms of Chapter 303, RSMo 1959,

Truabing that this will suffice %o answer your
gqueation, T an

Yours very $ruly,

HiMoPFal | Attorney ﬁsnemi .



