
(Opinion #356 answered by letter, by General Eagleton 9-25- 62) 

September 25, 1962 

Honorable E,. J. Cantrell 
~mber1 M.1.saour1 House or 

Repreaent.ati ves 
Third 1>1str1et 
St. Louie County 
3406 A1rwav 
Breckenridge Hills, ~tlseautd. . 

Dear r-~r. Cantrell s 

I have your opinton rettuest regard.ing the City of Over­
lan<l (4th Class Ottv, non-chartex») . 

Basically4 you aSked two questione. First, 1s it legal 
for residents ot Overland to petition the Boar4 of Aldermen? 
Second* can the Boa.l.'c1 o£ Alderrden enact an o~nance wlxlch 
would place on the ballot a certain question? 

As to your f irst quoDti,on, the answer 1e .in the a.ffirma• 
tive . As to yow:- second que~t1on, the answer is in the nega­
tive. 

A citizen' s right of petition is "1nallenablo. " I, aa 
Attom~r General, am pet1 ttoned al.tQoat eveey 4q in terms of 
the .U I receive . L1kow1se, a me=er or CongJ"ess, or a 
member or the General AsaelDbl7# or a membe" of the Board of 
Aldenoen. 'l'hia "petition~• nee<J take no preclee f orm. an~ can 
consist or an individual letter, or a. document signed by 
tDanl 1nd1v1d.uala. 'l'horc ie no precJ.se mode ot procedure 
by which such a "pet1t10ntt 1s to be rreee.ived. accepted. or 
f iled. 

liith reapeat t"O the r1Sht o.f a f ourth class city to place 
on the ballot a propoai.tion by way of referendum, I call your 
attention to an opinion or this office wh1Ch ttae 1saued to 
Representative Young on December 1, 1961 (copy enclosed) . 
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Aa you W1ll note rrom reading this opinion~ there 1s no 
statutory authortty tor such a procedure . Also, 1n passing, 
I call your attention to a landmark case entitled M1lls v . 
Sweeney, 114 N.E. 65, which deale with this proposition. 

Yours veey t ruly, 

TBOMAs F. EAGLM'ON 
Attorney General 


