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ASSESSORS: Real estate and tangible personal property assessed 
to one person to be ;r-eported to the Department of 
Revenue in aeparate·entries. 

FILED 
July 29, 1954 

~35 
Hono:r'able Douglae w. C'~ef)ne 
Proeoou~ing A1rtorn"J 
~en«J Oountr 
Sprin.gf 1e lttt, ltlis so uri 

J)ear sara 

Referenc& is maa, to your request tor an offio.ia~ opinion 
ot this otriee, wh.ieh~;·request l:'ead.& in part as follows: 

''I would al~o lika to have your opinion 
as to wheth~r, unde:t:> Section 53.110, 
Rt! ·. s. Ho. 1949# real estate and ta+1gible 
persG.nal. prqperty a.ss;HUIS~.d .to one. person 
ahould be r$ported to the Dep$rt:ment o.f 
Revenue in ~eparat& entries or :t:n a cam ... 
bine.d entry~/* 

We aasmne for th~ purpose of this opinion that since you 
reter to Section 5.3.1.10 relating to assessors' fees in counties 
of the s~cond e:le.as, i;hat you are li]{ewise referring to a l:'eport 
to be used by the State Depar,t~~~t :ot Revenue as a basis for 
oomput111g tne State' a .;portion ~t~ th.~. $Ssessors t fees 4> Sect ;ton 
5.3 .110 provide!3, in Pa?.t as toll~ws: . ·•··· 

"The f-ees f<>il s-ervie<U~ ot the county asses
sore in counties of the second class shall 
be thirty o~nts per· list a1:..d six cents per 
ent~ for 1ri.aldng real estate and tangible 
personal books, all the.real a.:nd tangible 
personal property ass.e.ssed to one person to 
be co.unted aa one nam.e; il' -1~ i(·" 



Honorable DoUglas w. Greene 

The Supreme Court of Missouri in bane in the ease of 
State ex rel 11 v, Atterbury, No~ 44,438, April Session 19.54 .. 

. S 10 W. 2d . 1 had before it a substantially simi-
-1-ar_p_r-ovision (Section ~34130 HSI1o Cum.. Supp. 19.53) relating 
to the compensation of assessors in counties of the third 
class not under to:Wnship organization. The court noted the 
provision ther«Jin contained that "all the real estate and 
tangible personal property assessed to one person ·n· -}~ -~~ to 
be counted as one name" and in this regard statedt 

"The purpose of these :provisions referring 
to .. t name ' and. • na.."nes ' is diffieul t of 
ascer:tain:m.ent,. because the compensation 
ot the assessor haa not been based upon 
the nH:mbe:t- or names . since the rape al of 
Section ~l91l'R8I-to 1899 by Laws 1909, 
p; 717 and the enactment of a new section 
providing.· compensation based upon •per 
list and. 'per. entry', * 1r ·i'.~." . 

The court.further pointed out that the terms "name" and 
"entry" as used were not synonymous~ The court said: 

11 * -tl-. oil'- There can be no sound contention 
that the word 'entry' and the word 'name', 
as used here~ are synonymous. * {t- *" 

Therefore, fxaom the foregoing, it is the opinion of this 
office that since the fees of the assessor are to be computed 
on the basis of entries (as distinguished from na.'l'lles} in the 
real and tangible personal books, the real estate and tangible 
personal property assessed to one person should be reported in 
separate entries rather than a combined entry. 

CONCLUSION 

Therefore, it is the opinion of this office that since 
the assessors' fees are computed on a basis of ent;filj;es in the 
real estate book and entries in tangible p eraonal book, the 
real estate and tangible personal property assessed to one 
person should be reported to the Department of Revenue in 
separate ent.ries rather than in combined entries. 
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Honorable Douglas w. G·reene 

The foregoing opinion, which I hereby approve, was pre" 
pared by my assistant, Donal D. Guf£ey. 

DDG/vtl :vlw 

Yours very truly, 

John H. Dalton 
Attorney General 


