
OPINION REQUEST NO . 199 ANSWERED BY LETTER 

June 12~ 1963 

Honorabl e Iierman 0 . Kidd 
Representative, Randolph County 
t~ssouri Legisl ature 
Jefferson City, M1snour1 

Dear r-tr. K1dd 1 

FJ LED 

CJ9 
In your r equest you raise the quea~ion or whether 

the county court of Randolph County i~a authority to issue 
an order striking from tho assessor ' s book the current 
year ' s taxes or taxes for prior years, under the procedure 
and authority ot Section 137.270, RSMo 1949, where the 
real estate assessed is o~med by a charitable institution 
and actually and regularly used exclusivel y for purposes 
purel y anari t abl o and not hel d for privata or corporate 
profit . 

Under tho facts stated, i t is presumed that the 
property invol ved is exempt froo taxes under Section 
137 .100 R~o 1949 and Art . X, Section 6, Constitution of 
I~eaour1 , but has been erroneousl y assessed for taxes . In 
an op1n1on dated February 12, 1959, this of'fice held that 
the charter ano by-laws of the Community f.femorial lioap1 tal 
would be consistent \'71th its operation as a tax- exempt 
charitabl e 1nst1tut1on 1f, as a matter of tact, the operation 
of such hospital was such as to entitl e it to be considered 
a charitable 1not 1tut1on . We assuoo that the aace institu­
tion and charter are invol ved in the instant requeat and 
nc are enol oa1ng a copy or that opinion f or your convenience . 

In an opinion dated J anuary 15, 1944, this office hel d 
that the county court has jurisdiction t o correct t axes 
extended against exempt property, but no authority to change 
taxes extended before the property became exempt. We are 
encl osing a copy or thia opinion since it appears to bear 
directl y on the question invol ved . 

The onl y rema1n1ng quest ion, then, ia whether Section 
137 . 270 RSMO 1949 aut horizes the county court t o oorroct an 
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assessment under the o1rcumstanees herein involved . In 
other woros, do the oircum.atanoes herein invol ved con­
stitute an erroneous assessment under the above cited 
statute? An opinion issued by tnia office on August 12~ 
1946, carefull y analyzes the tam "erroneous assessment ' 
and indicates that this term has reference t o an assess­
ment that deviates from the l aw. This opinion 1nd1eates 
that the term "erroneous asoeasrnent n is sufficiently 
broad to authorize a correct ion by the county eourt where 
exempt property has been assessed by mistake . We are en­
closing a eopy or this opin.ion . 

In conelusion, we bel ieve that t-he three above- men­
tioned opinions prev1~usly issued by this office are in 
substance correet and that 1f the b.(}spital is properly 
tax- exemP-t under Section 137.100 RSMo 1949, and Article X, 
Section 6, Constitution of M1ssou~1, then the county court 
would have jurisdiction to strike from the assessor ' s book an 
assessment made as a result of error or mist ake . 

CB:df 
enes . 

Yours very truly, 

THOMAS F . EAGLETON 
Atto~ey General 


