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00I.S: P . of district cannot be annexed to city aistric _
I iﬁi:ég at least thir“y (30) children rema:n th- the districte.

August 21, 1942,

lir. Davis Bennlng :;7
President, Board of bducation

Louisiana, llssouri

Dear Sir:

This will acknowledge recelpt of your recent
reguest for an opinion, which request reads as follows:

"I am writing you for the Loulslana
Board of prducatlon to ask your office
for an opinicn on one provisioan in
section 10484 levised Statutes lils-
souri 1YY,

"The United States Governmeni is con=-
structing an ammonia plant near Loulse
iana and is contemplating the construc-
tion of a housing project for employees
of the plant. The government plans to
acquire a tract of 12 acres for this
housing project, the 12 acre tract lying
near Loulsiena and immediately adjacent
to the Loulslana School District, and
wants this tract annexed to the Louls-
iana School listrict. It now is a

part of what is lmown as the Buffalo
School pistrict.

"Sectlon 10484 above referrod to pro-
vides the method and procedure by
which the annexation can be made and
provlidaes further 'that portion of the
district remaining must contain within
its limite thirty children and thirty
thousand dollars assessed valuation
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or thirty children and nine square
miles of territory.!

"The Buffalo Schocl Distriet only
contains at the proeosent time fifteen
children and would therefore have
less than thirty children left in it
after the proposed annexation, even
though no children would be taken
from it by the annexation of the 12
acres, 7The remaining part of the
distriet would still have more than
thirty thousand dollars in assessed
valuation.

"Query: If all of the provisions of
cection 10484 were couplied with in
the proposed annexation, except that
there would be less than thirty
children left in the remsining portion
of Buffalo District, would the annexa-
tion proceedings be invalid, when there
were less than thirty children before
the annexation?

"The government authorities here are
anxious to have your opinion on this
question as well as the Louisiana
School District as they want to start
the housing project as soon as possible
and w:nt very much to use the proposed
8ite.

S8ection 10484, Re Se Noe. 1939, after providing
for an election to determine whether a part of a district
adjoining a city, town or village school district desires
to be annexed to such other district, provides:

% % wShould a majority of the votes
cast favor such annexation, the secre-
tary shall certify the fact, with a
copy of the record, to the board of
sald district and to the board of said
clty, town or village school district;
whereupon the board of such city, town -
or village district shall meet to
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conslder the advisablility of receliv-
ing such territory, and should a
majority of all the members of aald
board favor such annexation, the
boundary lines of such city or town
school distriet shell from that date
be changed so as to include sald
territory, and sald board shall im-
mediately notify the clerk of sald
district which has been annexed, in
vhole or in part, of 1ts action, In
caso an entire district is thus
annexed, all property and money on
hand thereto belonging shall lmmed-
iately pass into the possession of
the board of said eity or town school
district; but should only & part of

a dlstrict be ammexed thereto, sald
part shall relinquish all claim and
title to any pert of the school
‘property and money on hand bel

to sald original district, and that
portion of the distriet remaining
musat contein within its limits thirty
children and thirty thousand dollars
assossed valuation, or thirty children
and nine square miles of territory. » «"

Tho first sentence of ths foregoing quotation,
standing alone, would incicate that when the nacessary vote
was certified in to the city, town or village district and
the beard of such latter district approved the annexation,
the boundary lines would thereupon be changed. However, the
second sentence provides for a division of the property of
the district so voting to join the eity district, and then
provides that "that portion of the district remaining must
contaln within its limits thirty children and thirty thousand
dollars assessed valuation, or thirty children and nine
square miles of territory." This latter language of the quo-
tation ls very clear and distinct. The Leglslature evidently
did not want a district to be divided up sc that the portion
remaining should be too small either in territory, assessed
valuation or enumeration to carry on a public school. While
the school distriet you iInquire about does not now contain
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thirty children, yet it does contaln the necessary terri-
tory and veluation which the Legislature deemed the mini-
mun for malntaining a school,

It is a well established rule of the courts that
in construing a statute all of the statute must be glven
effect, The rule was stated in the case of DeJarnett v,
Tickameyer, 3238 lio, 153, 40 S, V. (2d) 636, 687, as follows:

"All provisions of the statute
should be considered in deteruining
the wmeaning of any particular por=-
tion thereof, anu efliect given to
every part of the statute where 1t
is possible to do so0."

To give any effect and meaning to the provision
as ' to the amount of territory and assessed valuation and
school enumeration, we must necessarily take the language
for what it says, and such language necessarlly limits the
right of a district to allow a portion of its territory to
be annexed to a city, town or village school district.

Conclusion

It is thercofore tne opinion of this office that a
portion of a school district cannot be adjoined to a city,
town or village school disctrict unless there remain in the
district so desiring toc be annexed at least thirty children.
In addition to saild amount of chlldren thers are requirements
as to valuation or terrilitory, rut these are not in question
in the ease you ingquire about,

respectfully submitted,

HARRY He KAY
Assistant Attorney-General
APPROVED:

T ROY MeKITTRICK

Attorney-Ceneral
HHK 3EG



