TAXATION: Personsl property of iorld «er Vet
from tnxntiog: y e eteran not exempt

vovember 9, 1074,

FILED

H“. &b‘ "h.:'r. J!‘..
Judge, County Cou't,
lvt%e City, Uisscurl.

Daar Sir:

A requsgt lor an opinicn "es been regelved from yom
under date of fovenber I, 1734, suek request deing in the follow-

ing terms:

"A questlion has arieen whether or not certeln
Teal snd ! ersonsl ! roperty of a Coldier is
ta:abla, In this instance the Zoldlier  eg dls-
sblad in the ¥illtary  eorvice during the world
war, lle hes been permanently andéd .otally dls-
abled since the war, and has beon confinsd in
the 7eterens loapitel et 'moxville, lowe, ['is
dise™i1i{ty is mental, T'leas2 ren'er sa opinilon
regurding thie matter, and odllige.”

The question presented in your letter hss deen ruled
on hy us in an opinion dated Ootodber 10, 1932, addressad to
Honoredble Ceorge ., '‘oore, .ssessor of Jefferson County, "ills-
boro, ¥issourl, In thet opinion the issue slso was whether resl
and personel prorerty in this State delonging to e disabled soldier
who, &8 & persom non compos mentis, was under the cere of a guerd-
{an, was aud Jeet to ta:ation under the lawe of this dtate, In the
opinon to Yr, ‘ioore, ¢ copy of whie® we enclose, the e-nolusion
of this Department is stated as follows:

"jie are therefore of the opinion that the funds

of the vard whether invested by the guardlen ia

real property or in personsl property are 'reo-er
eud Jeets of taxation,”

Very truly yours,

XD«ARD R, MILLIR

Assistant ittoraey-Goneral
APF"OViDs

ROY MerIT™TnICK
Attorney=-General



