APPROPRIATIONS ¢ '}  House Bill 65. Section 70, reverts

' an f'ter
BE YNARY IN¢ TUTIONS:) to General Re 1iue Fund &
ELEEHOSTHA v expiration of six months.

way 20, 1941

ir. Ira A, Jones

Prosident, Zoard orf l.anagers
State Elecmosynary In:titutions
Jefferson City, ilissourl

Dear ir. Jonesg

Ve are in receipt of your requsst for an opinion
under date of kay 15th, whereln you state as follows:

"hen kr. Jameson left thls office
i1t seemed to bse his oplnion that

the {12,500 that was in the Omnibus
2111 ellotted to the Board of lian-
agers of the Ileemosynary Institu~
tions for ®PA work had to have
commltments against 1t before the
six months elapsed or the funds
would revert to the general fund,
Please give us your opinion on this."

The appropriation to which you refer is found in
Sectlon 70 of House Bill 66, as follows:

"Section 70. otate Tleenosynary
Institutions -- tor ‘ork Frojects.
There is hereby appropriated to the
coard of lianagers, State Ileeumosynary
Institutions, the sum of Twelve
Thousand “ive .junared Ldlars (;,12,500)
chargeable to the General ilevenue fund,
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to be released and expended at the
direction of tne Covernor and to be
used in connection with Pederal ' orks
Progress fdministration or other
Federal funds to further projects at
the State Uleemnosynar, Institutions.”

A great many sections centained in the above
lHouse Bill appropriating funds to various departments and
.boards are for a "period bvegilnning January 1, 1941 to
June 30, 1941." llowever, no such limitation is found in
Section 70, supra.

The title to sald ilouse Bill provides:

"To appropriate money for the support
of the State Government, lts elective
officers and the payment of certain
contingont and Incicental sxpenses

of the several departizents, bureaus,
boards, educational instltutions and
commisslions for the period beginning
January 1, 1941 and ending June 30,
1941 and appropriating funds for other
purposes for the period betwsen Jan-
uary 1, 1941 and June 30, 1941."

The tltle is more restrlctive than the Act, and
the question arises which 1s to prevail.

In the case of State v. kurphy, 143 S. W. (24)
587, 1. c. 532, the court sald:

"Section 28 of Article IV of our Con~
stitution requlres that the subject of
2 leglslative act shall be clearly cx=-
presssd 1in the title.- The purpose of
this requirement 1s to prevent surprise
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or fraud u»non the legislators by
barrins from the Hody of a bill svery-
tiinz not indicated by the title.
Williasms v. Atchison, etec., Rallroad,
233 wo, 666, 136 S. V. 304, If the
title is restirictive, the Act must
also he restrictive. Hunt v. Aruour &
Coe, 345 Yo, 677, 135 ©. W. 2d. 312;
Sherrill v, Brantley, 33% io., 497, B85
Ce e (2d) 5237

Since the title to the Act limits the a
priation of funds to a perlod between Jaznuary 1,
June 30, 1941, the Act cannot asuthorizs aporopria
funds for a longer period,

pPOYro~
1941 and
tion of

i@ are, therefors, of the oplinion that it is
necessary that comaltments e made against the funds ap-
propriated under Sectlon 70 of House Bill 65 Hofore the
six months have elansed, In ordsr tc provent it from
reverting to the General Jsvenus ‘und.,.

fespectfully submltbed,

APPROVED:

e e ——
VAND Co T 0ol

(Acting) Attorney-General
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