PREVAILING WAGE LAW: A construction project in the stafe of
Missouri by the federal government does
not come within the purview of the Pre-
valling Wage Law.

FILET

r7 January 6, 1959

Mr, J. R, Rose, Chairman
Industrial Commigsion of Missouri
Departuent of Labor and

- Industrial Relations

8tate Office Building

Jefferson City, Missouri

Depr 8ir:
Your recent request for &n offiecial opinion resds :

"Under the new Prevailing Wage Law of
1957, béing 8ections 29&.@19 to 290,310,
the Induntrial Conmission ia charged
with making wage determinations on all
needed crafts in the construction of
public works.

"The purpaae of this letter is to inquire
from your office as to whether it is
necessary for the Industriel Commiseion to
require applications for wage determina-
tiona on federal projects, pald for by the
Federal Government, when conatructed in

the State of Mfissouri. It is our informa-
tion that such wage determinetions are

made by the Federal Departmént of Labor in
Washington. It is our thought that perhaps
this Missouri Industrial Commission has no
duty or Jurisdiction in that sort of a
situation, but will be glad to have the ad-
vice of your office.”

Subsequent to writing the above opinion request, you have,
1n responge to our inquiry regarding the meaning of the term
"federal projects," used by you, informed us that the meaning
whieh you attach to those worda is any unit of construction
built wholly by federal funds under federal direction for




x|

fedoral purposes, such as a post office, or a veterans'
h:epig;l, of a federal. ocourt building, or any similsar con-
struction.

Chepter 290, MoRS, Qum. Supp. 1957, whioh sete forth
the so~ealled Pravailing wage Law, declares the policy and
purpose of the law in 8ection 296 220, which resads:

"It is hereby declared to be the poliey of
the astate of Migsouri that a wage of no
less than the prevailing hourly rate of
wages for work of & similar gharacter in
the locality in which the work is performed
shall be psid to all worimeén employed by or
on behalf of any public body engaged in
public works exclusive of maintenance work.”

It will be noted from the ébove that projects which come
within the purview of thias law are thoge in which a publiec
body is engaged in pudblic works, The dame pollcy is declared
in 8egtion 290.230, and indeed throughout this chapter. There-
fore, any construction werk hot doneé by & “public bedy” does
not come within the Prevailing Wage Law, Numbered pavegraph 6
of Section 290,210 defines "public body" tc mean, "the state
of Missouprl or any officer, bear& or eommigsion af the state,
or other palitiea subdivision.” $1n¢a the federal gcvnrnment
does not come within the definition of "public body,” it would
seem obvious that eonstruction work done by the federal govern-
ment would not come within the purview of the Prevailing Wage
baw,

Qther reasons might be adduced sustaining the zbove cone
clusion, but, in view of the faet that the above seems to us
to be conclusive, we see no reason for so doing.

CORCLUSION

It 1e the opinion of this department that a construction
projeet in the state of Missouri by the federal government
does not come within the purview of the Prevailing Wage Law,

The foregoing epinion, which I hereby approve, was pre«
pared by my Assistant, Hugh P. Williamson,

Yours very truly,

JOHN M. DALTON
Attorney @eneral

HP{imlime




