
0pin1on No. 464 answered by letter 
by George w. Draper , II. 

December 6, 1963 

Honorable Ralph B. Nevins 
Prosecut i ng Att orntty 
H1ckoey Count7 
Hermitage, Jl1asour1 

Dear .Mr. Nevins a 

This ia in reaponae to 7our letter dated November 23, 
1963, 1nQUirins whether a Conservation Agent 1a authoriaed 
to inspect hunting per.ita under Section 252.060, RSNO 1959, 
and to arrest a peraon tor retuaal to e~b1t hie perait. 
It ia indicated trom 7our itl4U117 that the per•on arreated 
adll1tted having a hunting permit but retuaed to aubtlit i t 
to the agent tor inspection • 

. In the caae or State va. Bennett, 288 s.w. 50, the 
Supreme Court held under the prior Piah ·and Oaae Law that 
b7 accepting a hunting per.1t the 11oensee subjected hi•aelt 
to the reatrictiona and 11•itationa ot the law and the 
regulationa. The aa.e reaaoning ahould apply to the appli­
cation ot Section 252.060 aa the Court ap'lied to the in­
apection ot g .. • under the prior law. MOreover, printed 
on the back ot each hunting and t1ah1ng per.1 t are certain 
conditions agreed to by the licenaee, to•witt "To exhibit 
th1a per.it tor 1n.,ect1on • • • upon demand to any otticer 
authorized to entorce the rulea pertaining to w1ldl1te." 
Theretore, it the person arrested had a bunting l1oenae and 
retuaed to aublti t the same to the agent upon de•and, it would 
appear he could properly be charged With v1olat1ona ot Section 
252.060, RSJio 1959. 

We are a1ao enclosing herewith tor your 1ntoraat1on an 
opinion ot thia ottioe dated December 18, 1942, to Baory c. 
Jledlin. 

TJI5JIIB P. !XOLITON 
Attorney General 


