INHERITANCE TAX: Ruling on Estate by entirety.

V

ay 9, 1930.

Ure Arel /o Johmson,
itttorney at law,
iandera ™uilding,
Springfield, issouri,

Dear v, Johnepn:

ibis departuent is in roeceipt of your lottor of
4oril 21 in which you recuset & ruling from this offico ao to the
tazation of o will. Your letter is as follows:

vol'ithe 28R ph of heor will is as
follows: *! sive apd bo-ueath to avid ond
ora “chsab, of Springfield, fssouri, the
sue of Five Thousand ollars’.

Jore “elwmb nanad in said decusst 1s o niece
of tte tu::;ﬂx and :m{d m iz her Luge

reln to testatelx \ 4 sarriage
mtu.

‘Eﬁlm: fiow should this de-usst do tozed?

I do not believe there is any cusetion bLut Lhat
the above beu gl ercated an ostate by the entirety in [ovid and Lora
seheab, In thoe 0086 of LOMAX V. CPEroP, 202 0. A 366, the Court
rad :i» for comstruetiocn a bsquest “to =y brother, U.ie “0bingonm,
ond wife 0,000.00°. Im boldiag the bequest to ereate an eotate by
the eatirety, the Court said:

“here is no ‘usstion Lul that in t:is state
Mawmmﬁmm“mmtohg the
antirety they hold not as separate individuals
and moiotios tut as one rorson cach tolding
the 8 of ite TOr this o thay are a
ucit and gpon the death of m tte entire
setato bolongs to the ourviwor. It 1s also well
shed that thero oan be an estate by the
ontirety in pepsonel ee well as in real ProOpertye.
(Gyan ve "omd, 151 ‘9. 4pp. 669; Johnston v, JQL-
stom, 170 "o, Oll. In suth en ssteto the huoband
and wife saeh owns, ot @ pard oF o serarable intaope
cat, but the whole; and therefors, the doeth of




For further autlority see Coldberg 'lusbing

Company Ve Taylor, 200 'oe A., lece 101.

follows:

ttat the becucat Lo taxeld at the

Seetion D78 N,oe of 0. 1929 provides as

Therefore, it 12 the raling of this office
mto of five ner cent =ith no

doductions,
Yours very truly,
m f'. EGF'.""..'\‘.!’I. JI'..
n—— isaistant "ttomney Cenarnl
:‘::‘ L - '
“Tttornoy neneral

J s .‘n




