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JOHNSON v. BEEDE. 

4-2747 
Opinion delivered November 28, 1932. 

1. CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—VESTED RIGHTS.—Acts 1931, No. 44, chang-
ing the time limit for filing petitions to exempt townships from 
the provisions of the general stock law from six to three months 
held not to deprive petitioners of vested rights. 

2. CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—VESTED RIGHTS.—One does not have a 
vested right in remedies or matters of procedure. 

Appeal from Jackson Circuit Court ; S. M. Bone, 
Judge ; affirmed. 

J. Fred Parish and Coleman .c6 Reeder, for appel-
lants. 

F. M. Pickens and Jones (E. Wharton, for appellees.
HUMPHREYS, J. The sole question presented by this 

appeal is whether the circuit court of Jackson County
erred in dismissing appellants' petitions to exempt Rich-



woods and Cow Lake townships from the county-wide 
stock law adopted by the voters of Jackson County at 
the general election on November 4, 1930, because said
petitions for the exemption thereof were not filed before
the county court within three months after the adoption 
of the county-wide stock law. Under the law, as it existed
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when the county-wide stock law was adopted, a majority 
of the voters in any township in said county were privi-
leged by petition within six months from the date of the 
adoption to exempt the township from the provisions of 
the stock law. A majority of the voters in each of said 
townships filed petitions for this purpose on February 
23, 1931, more than three months after the adoption of 
the stock law by the counties ; but, in the meantime, and 
before the petitions were filed, act 44 of the Acts of 1931 
was passed amending § 324 of Crawford & Moses' Digest 
as amended by act 206, Acts of 1925, by allowing peti-
tioners in the several townships in said counties only 
three instead of six months in which to petition to exempt 
the townships after the adoption of the general stock 
law. The circuit court, on appeal from the county court, 
dismissed the petitions of appellants for the reason that 
they were not filed within the three months after the 
adoption of the general stock law. 

Appellants contend that the court erred in dismiss-
ing the petitions for the alleged reason that the effect of 
the amendment changing the time from six to three 
months in which they might file petitions to exempt their 
townships from the provisions of the general stock law 
deprived them of vested rights. This argument would be 
sound if amendatory act 44 of 1931 swept away any con-
tractual obligation or title, legal or equitable, to the en-
joyment of property. The amendatory act operated upon 
a remedy only by changing the time from six to three 
months in which appellants might file petitions to exempt 
their townships from the provisions of the general stock 
law from the date of the adoption thereof. One does 
not have a vested right in remedies or matters of pro-
cedure. Steers v. Kinsey, 68 Ark. 360, 58 S. W. 1050; 
Little Rock Railway & Electric Company v. Dowell, 101 
Ark. 223, 142 S. W. 165. 

No error appearing, the judgment is affirmed.


