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I 'SCHOOLS: School districts affected by Senate Bill No. 286,
< SCHOOL DISTRICTS: 68th General Assembly, should not revise estimates
' -~ " TAXATION: and tex levies until after October L, 1955,

September 8, 1955

Honorable H, K. Stumberg
Prossouting Attorney
8t. Charles County
Courthouse -

Bt. Cherles; Missouri

Dear Mr, Stumbergs

 This s in responss to your request for opinion dated
August 2k, 1955, which reads as followst

"I will apprecliamte your rendering your
officiel opinion to me on the following
questionst - :

. "If the electors of thres director school.
distriect at efther the annual or a speclel
meeting vetes e minimum levy of £1,00 for
teacher and incidental purposes in order
to qualif’y under the provisions of Benste
Biil No. 3 should it become lew?

"(an) Will that distriet be forced to
reduce 1ts levies below $1,00 under Senste
Bi1l No. 286 in light s county wide in.

erease of more than 10% in assessment
ordered by the 8tate Tex Commisslon after
the school meeting? :

"{b) May the district in submitting a
revised estimete under Senate Bill No,
286 incresse thé ellowence for en operating
balance to offeset the districts 'entlicl.

- pated! reduction in the apportionment of
State School moneys under the provisions
of Senate Bill No. 3 should 1t become lew
even though such an estimate would produce
substentially more texes than wes pre-
viously estimated to be produced under
the originel levy?"
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When you refer to a special meeting at which a levy of one
dollar for teacher and incidental purposes is voted, we essume
you mean a meeting held prior to the effective date of Senate
Bill No. 286, 68th General Assembly, for otherwise saild bill
- would not be applicable, . : o

Senate Bill No, 286 expressly provides thatt "No levy for
public schools or libraries shall be reduced below a point that
would entitle them to participate in state funds." Senate Bill
No. 3, 68th CGeneral Assembly, to which you refer and which will
be voted eatbg the people on October L, 1955, provides in
Section & thatbst . _ ,

"A gchool district shell receive state nid
for its educational progrem only if it:
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"(3) Levies a property tax of not less
then one dollar for current school purposes
on each one hundred dollars assessed valua=
tion of the district." ,

"School purposes" 18 also defined therein as meaning "teacher
and ineidental funds." . _ o , :

If a school dlstrict levying a tax of one dollar on each one
hundred dollers assessed valustion were required at this tim to
reduce its levy below one dollar on the basis of the present law,
it would thereby be rendered ineligible for state ald 1f Senate
Bill No., 3 is approved by the voters on October li. We cannot }
believe that this was the intentlion of the Leglslature in enaéting

Senate Bill No, 286,

. It has been held that ects pazsed by the same session of the
Legislature relating to the same subject matter must be construed
together in order to arrive at the true leglslative intent., In
Hull v. Baumann, 345 Mo, 159, 131 S.W. (2d4) 721, 725, the court
~ quoted from State ex rel., Karbe v. Bader, 336 Mo, 259, loc. cit.

268, 78 8.,W, (2d4) 835, loc. eit. 839, as follows:

"1We think the applicable rule is: "That
where two acts are passed at the same v
gesgion of the Leglslature, relating to
the same subject-matter, as here, they.
are in peri materie, end, to arrive at
the true leglslative intent, they must be
construed together. Forry v. Ridge, 56
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. Mo, App, 6153 Stete ex rel. v. Clark, . .
Bl Mo, 2163 State ex rel, v, Klein, 116 - = . .
., Mo. 289, 22 S.W. 6933 St. Iouls v, Howard, = ..
119 Mo L1, 2l 8.W, 770, 41 Am. St, Rep.
6&q # % @ Gesconade County v, Gordon,
C 2;1_ TM@‘Q 569; wﬁ S;Wﬁ“ilé@:;al};é@y ‘The -
- opinion in which cese spys furthery

- "1"In Black on Interpretation of Laws,
in spesking of statutes in pari meteris,
1t is said: ‘'Especially 1s it the rule
that different leglisletive enactments
passed upon the same dey or.at the seme .
segsion, and relating to the same subject,
are to be read as parts of the same act,'"'"

S8ince these acts in respect to the question under considera-
tion deal in part wlth the same subject matiter, 1.,e,, state aid
to sthools, we believe they should be construed together as if
they were parts of the same law. o :

Reading the two acts together leads one te the obvious
conclusion that the Legislature did not Iintend by Senate Bill
No. 286 to deprive eny school district of state aid, At the
seme time, i1t is not known whether Senate Bill No, 3 will or
will not become law, The Legislature must have also recognized
that the tex books are not required to be turned over te the
collector until October 31 (Bee. 137.290, R8Mo 1949), and there~
fore did not Intend to require school districts to revise their
tex levies until after Oectober )} when it will be known whether
or not Senate Bill No, 3 4s to become law, .

Senate Bill No. 286 elso provides that: "Where the taxing
euthority 1s a school distriet it shall only be required hereby
to revise and lower the rates of levy to the extent necessary to
produce from all texaeble property substentielly the same amount
of.taxei as‘pravisugly as?tmat&d to be preguced by the originel
levy, plus such edditional amounts as mey be necessary approxis
mately to olfget selid district's reduo’%i‘%nﬁx_m.the spportionment
of state school moneys Gue to its increased veluation." (Lmphasis

o —

ours,)

We are not prepared to essume that If Benate Bill Wo. 3
becomeg law thaet thers would be & reduction in state sid because
of the increased valuation, but assuming that there would be,
we do not belleve that a school distrlet would be Justified in
revising its estimate on the basis of "antlcipated" reduction
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in apportionment of state.school moneys under Senate Bill No. 3.
Rather, we belisve that school districts affected by Senate Bill
No. 286 should wait until after October l, 1955, to revise their
estimates and tax levies in eccordence with Senate Bill No, 286
in an smount dependent upon whether Seriate Bill No, 3 1s approved
by the people or not, S ,

CONGLUSION

It ie the opinion of this office that school districts
affected by Senate Bill No, 286 of the 68th General Assembly
should wait until efter October ki, 1955, to revise their esti-
metes and tex levies, at which time it will be known whether
Senate Bill Wo. 3 of the 68th General Assembly is to become law,

The foregoing opinion, which I hereby approve, was prepared
by my Assistant, John W, Inglish, : '

Yours very truly,

JOHN M. DALTON
Attorney General
JWItml



