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Deer Sir: Reeonsider@” Opinion No. 0-2142-i

an emergency by Sectiw
ticns of the originel

1l of Article § iMGode, that all of the sections
of said Artiele we ‘ by seid smendment, thus making -
Artiole 952, s ¥hole) appliecsble teo ¥ilson County.

lature, @ 18 nothing in tne bod of the amendatory Bou‘
Bili 432 46th legi-letureg, to show thst other sections of the
Act depsndent on this seetion would not remein depsndent upon
the a2mendstory s@etion. Drewing from the lasngusge used in the
Shipiey cssa, supre:

*# hen a new scction heg been intradugced into
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Hon. . richerd Voges, Pege

8 lew, 1t nust b. construed in visw o the original
stetute as it stands aftor the amendment is intro-
duced, end it end sil t:se sections of the old law
must be regerded es a harmonicus whole, all sections
mutuslly ecting upon each other.”

%e have concluded that the legisleture 's Intenticn
wes, ae stoted in the emergency cleuse of House Bill 43, 56th
legisleture, "to plece Wilso:n Count; ir the same stetus as the
edjcining countise."” Heving recaeched that coms.usion, there is
1ittle significence to be attached to the lengusge of the title
tc tre blil, "To Amend Section 1™ of Article $EZ of the Penal
Code of Tsxee, when th: other ssctions are so expresgly related
to Section 1 end being germanc to the subjeét of Article 9¥EZ2,
supra, same ere pecessary in the maintaining of Wileon County
in equal status wit: the adjoining counties,

4 reference tc en erticle in s code, such &as the Re~
vised Clvil statutes, 1s suffieient in the title of an sct
emendatory thercof to sllow any am=ndment germane to the subjeot
treated in the article referred to; the reeson therefor bxing
that the naming of the srtiecle or iau tec be smended directa the
sttention of the Legislators to all of the proviesions therein,
as ths subjeet of the amending act, and thet such provisions can
be ascertained by reading the articles to be emended. Cernoch
et ux. vs. Colorado County, 48 S. ¥. (24) 471; Ex perte Erck,
128 3. ®. (24) 77%.

Heving moted upon your request for a receomnsiderstion
of Opinion No. 0-2142, we respectfully advise that in our opln-
ion it is correct.
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