
MOTOR VEHICLE 
OPERATORS ' LICENSES : 

Licenses not revocable for conviction 
of three offenses of careless driving 
within t\~ years , when offense occurred 
prior to effective date of Section 
302 . 271 , V.A. M. S. 

J OHN M. DALTOU' 
zxzxzxzxzx 

Fl LED 

16 
March 12, 1953 

Vonoro.bl e Chnrlos B. Cash 
ll8.f"' is tra te 
!"ifth District 
!~15 .a r>t ~'wolf' th r tree t 
K~ns~s City 6, M1~sour1 

Dear Sir: 

You !~ve requested an offici~l opinion of t his 
off ice ns foll o a : 

"This office deoiron m opinion fron 
our of1'ice ..... ,...:"'ar~inc; tl.~.o co'1structioo 

of f-a ction 302 . 270 (6} of tho ne" 
J'otor 1/'ehicle Lo-., , which r eads as 
follows : 

u!"l ec . 302 . 270 . Tht') director shall 
forthwith revoke the license of any 
operator or chauf feur U?On rocoi ving 
a r ecord of such operator ' s or 
chauffeur ' s conviction of any of 
t he follo'f·ing off'lns~s , whon such 
conviction has become finnlr {6) Gon
viction or forfeiture of bail not 
vacated upon t"'lr ~ ch:\r..,os or cnre 
l ons or r ockless drivinr con ittod 
w1 thin a period of t \,o yea.ra . 

" The .,o~ nt that is in question is 
whether or not those throe convictions 
are to be considered LILY r~ (0. : D 
AI'7R t he effective date of t io new 
section ~hich uns Janu ry 1 , 1952, 
or i f convictions or: or to e nid date 
can be considered. h 

We tc.ke your rcforonce of Section 302 . ?70 to have 
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been taken from the original bill a s apnroved by t he governor . 
~1is has now been renumbered by the reviser of statut es and · 
is Sect ion 302 . 271, V. A. J! . S ., and appears in Laws of l.Ussouri, 
1951 , page 688 , ar,ain as Section 302 . 270, a s it \'tas in t he 
oriefnal bill . I t is q.1 oted in your l etter. 

Since ve find no such l aw in effect prior to J anuary 1, 
1952, requiring the r evocation of operators • licenses for con
viction or forfeiture of bail not vacated upon three charges 
of care l os a or reekle ss dr iving comni tted within a period of 
two years , Ttc be lieve that the appl icabl e doctrine of l aw 
may be founi in St ate ex rel . · v . /r ight , 158 S. \1 . 823, 251 uo . 
325, l . c . 344, which is as fo llon s : 

" The a c t by its t erms in no wise purport s 
to l ook backward or to be designed as a 
matter of l aw t o be curative in its-rntent . 
This ! aw-bears none of the outward ear
marks of a retrosp~c tive s tatu te . Unl e ss 
it bears such indicia , a discus sion in the 
l ight of the rul e s of construction would 
seem to be but tneary , stnlo , f l at o.nd 
unprof i tab l e ,• for cur court has said 
in the ease of State ex r ol . v . Dirckx, 
211 Uo . l . c . 577 : 

tt • The settled rule of construe tion in 
t his ~tate , applicabl e a l ike to the con
stitutional and statutory provisicns , 
is that, unless a di ffer ent int ent i s 
evident beyond reasonable question , they 
are to be cons trued as having a prospective 
operation only. {State ox ro l . v. rrreer , · 
78 J.to . l . c . 190 ; St'lte ex r el . v . Frazier, 
98 ?'o . 426; Leete v . Bank, 11:-). llo . 574; 
Shields v . J ohnson County, 144 Uo . 76 ; 
Cooley on Constitutional Lim. {6 Ed . ) , 
page 77 ; Shreveport v . Cole , 129 u.s . 36. ) •" 

We believe that offenses cor:tmi tted prior t o the effecti ve 
da te of the l aw cannot be made gr ounds for r evocati on of an 
operator ' s license . 

CONCLUSIOll 

It is , therefore , the opi nion of t !1is office that t he 
provision of' Section 302 . 271 , V.A.u.s ., for r evocation of a 
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motor vehicle operator ' s license , ~es not direc t r evocation 
of licenso fo r convictions of carel~ ss driving which occurred 
prior to the e ffective date of t he net . 

Tho foregoing opinion , Tlh i ch I heroby approve , wa s pre
pared by my a s sistant , Jr . J nmos \7 . raris . 

J !F' :lrt 
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Respectfully submitted , 

JOHN JJ . DALTOll 
Attor ney Genoral 


