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LEGI SLATURE: The Legislature has a right to pass a law whlch will be
come effective two years in the future • 

.. J • ,_,. 

April 21, 1937. .. 

F\LED 
/ I 

() 
~. J. D. Elliff, Presi dent, 
Board of Curators Lincoln Univers i ty, 
Jeffer son City, Missouri. 

Dear Sirs 

We have received your request for an opinion which 
rea.ds as folloWB a 

"Please give me at your earliest conven
ience your opinion on the followi.nga 

"Is it legal apd constitution&~ tor the 
Genoral .A.saembly to pass a law and set the 
date when i t ia to become effective two years 
in ad"V8.nee of ita enactment 1 or bel'Ond the 
time of meet~ of the next General Aeaembly·l" 

Art. 4, Sec. )6 of the Constitution of Jlissouri provides 
in part as fo llo111la 

.. No law passed by the Genera l Assembly, 
except the general a ppropr iation act 1 shall 
take eff'eet or go into force until ninety 
days after tho adjournment of the session at 
which it •• enacted, tm.less in case ot an 
emer gency* • •·" 

It will be notod that this clause provides that acts shall not gl:> into 
effect until ninety days at'ter a 'djournment, horever, aa was said in 
State ex rel Brunjes v. Bockelman, 240 s. n. 209 "Tho 14isaouri Consti
tution (1875 Soc . )6 of Art . 4) places no inhibition upon the Legisla
ture as to fixing a future date for a law to becom.e e f fective. It pro
hibits them f'l'om becoming effecthe upon their pflssage and approval, ex
cept in exceptei caaes." 

In the Bockelman case , supra, the law •• approved Ml.y 271 
1919 , and ss to become ei'fective January 1, 1921, a little more than 
one year and aeven months later. The court en bane said (l.c. 211), 



• 

Mr. J. D. Ellitt, 4-21- 37. 

"• • • lfhere there is bo conatitutional 
reatrictiona • the J.er;illatul"8 ay tiz a 
f'uture date upon Tlhich a law shall r;o into 
ettect. 36 Cfc· PP• 1192 and 1200J Ex parte 
Ah Ith, 34 leT, 292, ll9 Pac. loc. cit. 774. 
In the latter authority it 1a a.idt 

•• The Logielature• in the abeence of consti
tutioml restrictions• 11 tree to ti% in •oh 
act the ti.ae it is to taD etteot. and an ex
ami~tion ot our Conatitution reveals no such 
prohibition. ( Citing oases) . • • 

The Legislature baa often asserted ita ri~t to paas a 
law to become etteotiTe JIOre than ninety claya in the tuture, and the 
courts have approved th-. ( State v . Brassfield, 81 l!o. lSl , Sl All. 
Rep. 2J4J State v. Orrick• 106 Yo. lll, 17 S. • 176. 329J State 
ex rel . v . !d-.rda, 136 liD. )60, )8 s •• 73J ll'a•lcel v . Selle, 14 Jlo . 
App. 91J Honeycutt v . St. Louia R.R~ 40 Mo . App. 674) . 

COHCWSIOI. 

It 1a therefore the opinion of thh d•rta.nt that :iJl 
view ot the author ities cited aboft the Lesislature ay paee a law 
111\ioh is to beoo• etteoti'n t.> years in the tuture. 

Reapeottully aublli tte4 • 

OLLIVER NOLEN , 
Ass istant Attorney- General 

APPROVED a 

T. x. TAYLOR 
(Aoting) Attorney• O.neral • 
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