
COU NTIES. 
COUNTY C~-.1\SSIFICAT ION : 

t\ th: ;·d c.l3ss county wliich h3ct an 
asse;:;sed valudti on of mvre th <1n 
$70,000,000 and less th~n $300,000,000, 

us determined by the :-:) t;Jtc Tax Cornmis sion fo r the yea r s l<;r; ·: . i%0, ;'}G ~. 

:~n o anc~ 11::7 :, will bcc...orrh.' a sec... .. ..J,,d c itlss c c:.1nty on J<:m;~:.-y ! , IS71. 

Honorab le Cht·istop!l er S. Bond 
State Auditor 
State Capi tol Bu ilding 
J e fferson City, Missouri 65 101 

De a r rvk . Bond: 

OPiNION NC. 327 

F \LED 

3:l7 

This is in response to yow· reques t fo r a n opin ion fr~m thi s office 
in p art as follows: 

"On Ja~uary 19, 1971, t!IP llf! s~cud S~c:t£ Ta~: 

Commission no tified the State Aud itor by lette;· 
{copy att2ched he ;·eto ) that t ile assess-:>d 
vi'ltuation of Cass County for the year 1971 
was $83,404,67C. 

11 Since the Sta te Tax Commission had previou s ly 
d etennined that the ~ssessed valuation of C-3ss 
County exceeded $70,000 , 000 for the yeat·s 
196 7 tht·ough 1970 , inclusive, the yea r 1971 
was the fifth successive year Cass County had 
an asses~~ed va luat ion exceed ing $70, 000, 000. 

11 Pursuant to n otifi cation by the State T ax 
Commi ssion of the 1971 assesst~d vc;luatio:'l of 
Cass Cour.ty, llle Slate Auditor, on Febn.:ary 
17, 1972 , notified o ffi ce t·s of Cass County 
of a change in cl assificat ion from third to 
second class status, effective January I, 
1973 , as n :;qu ired by Chapter 48, RSMo 1969. 

11 1n the afo1·ement ioned Jetter of J anuary 19, 
1972, the Sta te Tax Commission st<Jted the valu-· 
at ion of Cass County , and other· counties, 1 as 
determined by this Commission as of December 31, 
1971 fot· the yea r 1971. 1 



Honet·ab le Chri stopher S . Bond 

"The quc..,tion has rlri~Pn Wh'i'!thct· the ' date 
of the certi fication• by the State Tax Com­
mission to the State Aud itor was December 31, 
1971 , or J anuary 19, 1912 . Thi s d ate, of 
cour se , would determine w hether the change 
of cla ss i frc.<Jtion of Ca::.s County from third 
to second class ·,.,rol id be eff~c.t i ve January I , 
1973, or J anuary I, ln5. 

" We ask fo r you r intl'rpt·cta t:on of Sect ion 
48.0 30 to determ ine the effecti v e date of 
the change of classi f i cC:Jtion o t Cass County 
from third to second c lass . 11 

Section Ll8.030 (Senate Bill No . 271, 76t h Genera l Assembl y, Second 
Regular Sess ion) , prov ides as follows : 

" No county shall move from a low e r class to 
a hi gher class or from a higher class to a 
lower class until t he assessed v a l uation of 
the county is such as to p i C!ce it in the othct· 
c lass for five successi ve years; except that, 
a county of the second class may b ecome a 
county of the first class i f the assessed valu ­
ation of the county i s such to pl ace it i n the 
first c lass for three success i ve y ears. The 
change from one class ifica tion to anothe r shall 
become effective at the beginning of the county 
fi sca l yea r fol lowing the next general e lection 
after the certification by t he state equa lizing 
agency for the r equ ired number of successive 
y ears that the county possesses an assessed 
valuation p lacing it i n another cl ass . If a 
gener a l e lect ion i s he ld between the date of 
the certifi ca ti on and lh'=! end of the current 
fi sca l year, the change of class i fica tion shall 
not become effec~ive unti I the b eginning of the 
county f isca l y ear fo ll owing t he nex t succeed­
ing general election. 11 

Secti on 48.040, RSMo, provides as follow s: 

11 lt sh al l be the duty of the state auditor, 
as the supervisor of county audits , to exam­
ine annuall y the assessed v aluati on fi g ures 
of the v arious counti es immedi ate ly upon the 
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Honorable Christopher S. Bond 

certification of same by the sta te equalizing 
agency nne! to asccn ;'~ if .:>'1:' county sha ll 
have changed classi ti •.c.tions as determined in 
thi s chapter. In case it shall be found that 
any county has met the r equ : rernents of reclas­
sificati on as se t forth in th is che1pter 1 it 
shal l be tile duty of ~he sta~e auditor with in 
thi r ty clays afte r s:-~i(1 <:c~rti fkation to noli fy 
offici <JIIy all county c ..... cted oificer5 and the 
county officials charged with the supervision 
of e lect ions of the diuPgc in ~talus of the 
county. 11 

You state that the State Tax Commi ssion had pr·eviously determined 
the assessed valuation of Cass County exceeded seventy mi Ili on dollat·s and 
was less than three hundred million doll;;ws for the yeat·s 1967 through 
1970 inclus ive and that the year 1971 was the fifth s uccess ive year Cass 
County h ad an assessed va luali on exceeding seventy mi Ilion do llat·s and 
less than three hundred million dollat·s which unde r Section 48.020, RSMo, 
qualifi ed it to become a second cl as s county. 

You further state that on J:muary 19, 1972, the State Tax Commission 
notified the State Auditor that Cas5 County h<:~d a valuation 11 

••• as 
determined by this Commission as of Decembe t" 31 1 1971 for the year 19"/ 1. 11 

The determination of such assessed valuation of property in the county was 
contained in the annual report of the State Tax Commission provided for in 
Section 138.440, RSMo. You inquire as to the "date of certification" by the 
State Tax Commission as such phrase is used in Secti on 48.030, RSMo. 

Section 50.010, RSMo, provides as follows: 

11 Unless otherwise provided in a charter adopted 
by a county under the provisions of sections 
18 or 31, 32 and 33 of article VI, of the con­
stitution of this sta te, the fiscal year of 
the several counties of the s tate shall com­
me n ce on January first and te rminate on the 
thirty- firs t day of December in each year, and 
the books I accoun ts and reports of a ll county 
officers shal l be made to conform thereto. 11 
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Honorab le Christopher S. Bond 

It is ou r view that under ~:t•ct i o~ L\ ~:.030 , su~~~· tile "c.ettificat ion 11 

requi red i s the certification of the> tota l nssessed valua tion for the year i n 
which the determination is maJc !Yf tire '> t ~•te Pqua!iz ing <.~gency . The 
11 certification" as such wor·d i s use:d i11 ~..!cti on 48 .030, RSMo, in oUI- opinion , 
i s the State T<.x Commissi on n'·-(wl r: pursuant to Sect'on 138 4!10 . Tl.c 
change in c lassification of such < cout t'y i s not dependent on t i-le tt·ansmi ssion 
of i nformatic. . .., to ~:.:.".sed v~'''.',ld • ' / t.ll.:! S'<'te Tax Cor.,,r,i.~:civn to tn · 

State Auditor or by the State Aud;tot· to county officials. See Opinion No . 72, 
d <l tcd Novernber n I 1954 to S t"'::l_';W!l ~~' 1-'r<ltt , attached . 

If the State Tax Commiss ion hud not on January 19, 1972, ot· any other 
date, given information to the Sta te Auditor as to the assessed valuation of 
Cass County the change of class ifi c<tticn would nevertheless take p lace by 
operation of law . 

If the Sta te Auditor had not on February 17, 1972, or any other· date, 
nuti lied the county officials of Cass County that 1971 was the fifth successive 
y ear t hat Cass County h ad an assessed va luation of more than $70 I 000 I 000 
~nd l ess t han $300, 000,000, the ch<:mge o f c lass ificat ion would n everthe less 
take place by operation of law. 

It foll ows that the cet·tification in the premi~es was as of December 31 1 

197 1 and therefore Cass County wi II become a second class county Januar· y I, 
1973. 

CONCLUSION 

It i s t he opin ion of th is office that a thi rd class county which hGd an 
assessed va luation of more i.han $70 ,000 , 000 and less than $300, 000,000, 
as determi ned by the State T ax Commi ss ion for the years 1967 , 1968, 1969 , 
1970 and 1971, wi ll become a second cl c.ss county on Januat·y I, 1973 . 

T he foregoing opinion, which I hereby approve, was prepared by my 
assistant, Moody Mansur. 

Enclosure: Op. No. 72 
11 /22/54, Pratt 

' Very truly yo~~ # _,_,,.'"'~ 

~L~~~ 
JOHN C. DANFORTH 
Attorney Gene ral 
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