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Sec. 48_5.06,5 of H.B. 384, 68th General Assembly 
comprehends court reporters of St. Louis Court of 
Crim.inal Correction authorized by Sec. 485.140 
of said law. · 
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' July 12, 1956 
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J!ono-..abl• Newton Atterbury 
Oomp,,..ller and Bu4get Dir&etor 
S\a't.e J)epartnte-nt ot ltevenue 
Qap1tot . Building 
lette·raon 01 ty, · M1auioll1'1 

Dear ·stl' • 

!he following opinion is rendered in reply to your 
request of recent date posing a question which we restate as 
t'olltnfat 

••Does &e.otion 4.S".o6S or ]iouse Jill 384, 
passed bJ the 68th General Assembly com• 
prehend covt reporters of the St. Louis 
Court of Criminal Correction authorized 
by Seo.tion 485.140 of said law?" 

Section 465.06.$ of House Bill )84, supra; prov1dest 

"Thrett-fourthe of the salary of the court 
reporter.shall be paid out of the county 
treasury and one-fourth ou.t of the state 
treasury. Where a judicial circuit is 
composed of more than one county, the county 
part of the salary shall be fdivided among 
the counties and be paid by them propor
tionately as the population ot: such county 
bears to the ent1r$ population of the 
e1rouit." 

From language contained in your letter of inquiry it 
stands conceded that the appropriation made by .the 68th 
General Assembly, Special Session, House Dill No. $, Section 10, 
does make special reference to ooux-t J;'eporters'ot Oourts or 
Criminal Correction, and suoh reference oan be to none other 
than the St. Louis Court or-crim,lnal Correction and its 
divisions. House Bill 384, supra; is directed to Chapter 48$, 
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RSMo 1949, as amended, which is the basic law applicable to 
eourt reporters and atenographers atten~ing oo'Ul"ts ot reoor~ 
m$ntionea therein. 

We aurmaarize oust ••v1•w ot Houae i11l .364, supra.~ Section 
4-85,04-0 of :House Bill )8t4;· $m,Rd&4, by_ repeal and reHtn&ctment, 
S~o~1o». 4.8S.040 RSMO 1949 ... $0 •s to ol0the courts ot common 
pleat, a.,_<l a.l.1 d1v:t•!on• of sue~ oG\lJ.'ft•, with autho~1 ty to 
appoint an ofttoial ":Po~ter., The putieular statute betore 
amendment onl7 reter:J:iie4 $a etr'ouit CJGVt;a and their divtsions. 
louse &ill )84 -end•«• by repeal and re•naotm.ent, · &ectioa 
h.Sl•l-40 ·fl$Mo 1953 Supp., wh1ch was 1)be •P••1al statute 1n 
Ohapt•~.4~S' R.SMo.·l94.9 11 v'at1ng .a.uthott.·11iy1 .. n judges ot. each 
division ot the st. Louta. Oourt ot C~1ndna1 Correction to 

, appoint a. OOUI't reporter. The 1955 amendment to Section 485.140 
contains the following prev1a1ona 

" * * *Baeh ot such ::reportertt shall receive 
an annual ••l.at7 ~t s1x thouaand t'ive hundred 
dollars, parable in equal monthly in!ltallinenta 
on the, oe:rtitleate of.the Judge of the court 
c&rt!fy111f •• to the time s&rV'ed by the 
repo~ter.·· . 

Before th• 195$ amen~nt of Section 4,8$.140. supra, the 
f0l'egotng quoted p%'0vis1on read as tollowet 

". ott ~• *Eaeh of st..1eh report.era shall receive an annual sals.r;y or £1y:e t.hou•and. dollars, 
payable in equal semt"'"'monthly installm.ents 
out o.t thEft t'eaaur:r of the ~itz or St. I.ouis 
on the ce.,tFlcate of the. clerk of said court 
certify1X1f as to th~ tilue served by said 
repol"tar. (Emphasis supplied.) 

It is apparent from comparing the two above quoted pro~ 
v1s;l.ons of the statute that the 195$ amendment raised the 
salary of the reporters of the St. Louis Court of Criminal 
Oorreeu1on1 :made provision for paying them monthly rather 
than semi-monthly, and deleted·theprovision making speoifie 
reference to the trea&Ul"f of the O:ttr of St. Louis. This was · 
obviously done to OcS.USe this particular statute to become 
germane to ~eetion 48.$.06) of House Bill 364 which provides 
how court reporters appointed under Chapter 48$ RSMo 1949, 
as amended. are to be paid. No problem is presented due to 
the fact that Section 48$ .• llt.O of liou.se Bill 384 no longer 
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contains a provision providing that the :tteporters for the 
st. Louis Court ot: Crtminal Correction are to be paid aut a'£ 
the. treasury of th~ Citr a£ at .. Louis.· •. ~n MoOlallan v. City 
of St., Louis, 170 s.w.. 24) l)l, l.o. 132, the St. Louie 
OQurt ot Appeals spoke as .follows• 

"The City of St .• LOuis haa a dual character 
arul acts in a dual capacity. It $xero1aes 
county functions and municipal functions. 
Like other m.Ur11o1pal1ttes in tbe state it 
may as a m.un1cipal1ty ·~•l'etse sovernmental. 
functions. Aa i. county .tt ta a political 
subdivision of the s11ate.* 

OONCLUSIO)l 

It is the opinion of this office that Section 48).06$ 
of Hotise Bill }84, passed by the 68th General Assembly.com
prehend court reporters of the st. Louis Court o:f' Criminal 
Correction authorized bJ Section 485.140 of said law. 

The foregoing opinion, which I hereby approve, was 
prepared by my assistant, Julian L. O'Malley. 

Very truly yours, 

John M. Dalton 
Attorney General 


