
TAY_'\ TJ ON A lD REVENUE: ) 
DELI NQUJ!;l~·r LAND SALES : ) 

O·wner of land ha s two years in which to 
redeem; if last day falls on Sunday , 
fo llO\'Ji l'lG Monday is in t i me . 

November 17 , 1936 . 

1~ . B. P. Burnham 
Col lector of the Revenue 
Iron Count y 
Iront on, Missouri 

Dear Mr . Burnham: 

J;l 
' J 

This i s to a cknowledge your letter of November 
13 , i n ?'lhich you request our opinion on t he question therein 
submitted. Your letter i s as folloVTs: 

"We are up a t,;ainst a situation here 
relative t o issuing a deed on a tax 
certificat e , ~nd t he Coll ector Mr . Hall 
would like to have your opinion on the 
matter . 

"A party purchased a_ tax ~ertificate 
on November 8th, 1934 and if you will 
note t hat November the 8th this year fell 
on S'L'.nday so t he morning of the 9t h a t 
n i ne o ' clock A. 1~ . the party that owned 
the land came in and tendered t he money 
to redeem the land. contendi ng tha t 
Sunday \~uld not count as tho date of 
expiration fell on Sunday therefore he 
~ould not redeem until the office open
ed on the morning of the ninth . 

"The man that holds the certificat e con
tends that t he owner of the land lost 
his right by not r edeemine; on or before 
t he 8 th t he day of expiration of the 
date of the Certificate . 

"You will note that See. 9956a 1933 
Session Acts says that ' may redeem the 
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same at any time during t he two years 
next ensuiP.g ' The quest ion is when 
did the two year a end on the 8th or the 
9th in some ina ~ruments we find t ha t 
SUnday d oe's not count i n others it does . 
\'iha t is your opini on on t his matter." 

Your quest ion per tains t o the sale of la nis sold 
for delinquent taxes under the pr ovi sions of Laws of Missouri• 
1933 , at page 425 et seq. sect ion 9952a of said laws provides 
i n part as f ollows : 

"All l and s and l ots on which taxe s are 
delinque nt and unpai d shall be sub ject 
to sale to discharge t he lien for said 
delinquent and unpaid taxes as provid e d 
f or i n t his a c t on the first L..tondaz 
of Nov ember of e a c h year , * * * * ~." 

section 9952c provides i n part as f'ollOTTS : 

"On the day mentioned i n the notice , 
the county collector shall commence 
the sale of such l ams. and shall c on
tinue t he same from day to rz until so 
much of each parcel asscase or belong
Lng to each person assessed, &hall be 
sold as will pay the taxe s , i nterest 
and c har ges t here on t ·l- * * *·" 

Section 9956a se ts forth 1!1 wh.a t manner and hovr lands 
so l d a s aforesaid may be redeemed , ru1d provides i n part: 

"The owner or occupant of any land or lot 
sold for taxe s , or any other persons hav
i ng a n interest t herein, may redeem the 
same a. t any time during t he two years next 
ensuing , i n t he followi~nner: * * ~ 

It wi l l therefore be s een that a perso n may redeem 
t he la 1d so sold duri no the two years next ensui ng . 1'/e t hink 
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that the person so redeemi no has ~to fUll years f r om t he time 
of t he sale . 

You s t a te i n your letter t hat a party purcha sed a 
tax certificate on Nove mber 8 , 1934 , and t hat November 8 t his 
year- f ell on ~und.ay . Your quest i on i s whether the- per son who 
desi r es t o redeem may redeem same on Monday, November 9 , fol l ow
ing Sunday llovember a. IJ: wo years t'TOU l d , unier or dinary 
cir cumstances , be up on November a. 

The f ourth subdivi sion of Sec t ion 655 . R. s . Uo . 1929 , 
7 Ui ssouri Ann . Stat . page 4899 , relative t o the construc t i on 
of sta tutes , reads as follous : 

"four t h . the time within whi ch an a c t 
is t o be done shal l be computed by 
excludi no t he first day and i ncluding 
t he l ast, if the l ast day be Sunday it 
shall be excluded . " 

Thi s part of Section 655 , supra . has been constr ued many t imes 
by the courts of our State . 

In the case of Keys v . Keys ,. 217 t·o -. 1 . c . 64 . follow-
i ng t he case of Bank v . Wi l liams, 46 Uo . 17. i t is said: 

" the statute was cons t r ued to mean that 
i f the last day for the per formance of 
an act fell on Sunday . ~'unday shoul d be 
excl uded from t he computat ion of the 
time i n whic h it might be done and t hat 
the act might be done on the succeed.iDg 
I!onday . Bank v. VJi l l i ams has been 
a pproved and f ollowed in Cattell v . The 
Dispatch Publi shing Company , 88 i.Co . 
356; State v-. Harris . 121 Uo . l . c . 447; 
1.!a l oney v . Railroad. 122 Ho. 1 . c . 115; 
St ate v . t!a:y , 142 Mo . 135; am in .t:vans 
&. Hol linger v . Railroad, 76 r:o . App . 468 . '" 

To the same ef f ec t i s the ca se of &tut z v. camer on, 254 :.:o . 1 . c . 
340 . 

In the case of The State ex rel. Bul ger v . Sout hern. 
278 !.lo . 610 , t he cour t he l d that where the s t atute requires t hat 
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"the time Vl1 thin \7h ich an act is t o be done shall be computed 
by e xc l uding the first day and inc luding the last. if the 
l a st day b e Sunday i t Shall be excluded, " the last day if it 
be s nday is not to oe ! nc l uded i n computing the time. bu t 
is t o b e excluded f rom t he computa tion . and t he t i ne named 
ends on the f ollowi ng Monday and not o n the preceding .Saturday • 

And i n t h e ca se of Spring v . Giefing. 289 s. w. 827 , 
the court said: 

" here the l ast day wit hin whie h t o do an 
net falls upon Sunday . t hen tm f ollowing 
:.onday is within t he time . Bank v . '.iilliams , 
46 Mo . 17; Keys v . Keys , 217 r.!o . 1 . c. 64." 

e t hink that the last mentioned statute a nd the 
ca ses cited above are a ppl icable t o the question a sked in 
your let t er . The person r e deeming the land has t\7o years to 
r edeem and if the l a st statutor y day for rede mption fa lls on 
Su nday he may redeem on t he follo1'11ng Uonday • 

It is , therefore, our op i nion that unier t he .fa cts , 
as stated i n your letter , the land may be redee med on Morxlay, 
November 9 , 1956 . 

Vor y truly your s , 

COVELL R . HEWITT 
Assis tant Attorne.y- Ge e r a l 

APPROVED: 

J . E . TAYLOR 
( Acting ) Attorney- Ge neral . 

CRH :EG 


