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Personal property shall be assessed in the county 
ot the owner's residence. 

--- -
FI LE D 

Hon. ~ . T. Carter 
County aesaor 
Carter County 15 
Van ~ren , '"isaouri 

uear ciir: 

Your reque t tor an opinion trom thl dep rtr:ent, 
directed t o the Ho~orable Forres t ~th, reads o tol­
lwws: 

-"I ft"ould like to han the Attorney General' a 
op1n1ori t hrouah your department relative to 
n specific case 1n jurisdiction and personal 
T&luation . 

"l>r . Robert I . Darts who reatides at Birch 
Tree, illlannon County, ! 1ssour1 own:s and has 
opera ted the Rose Clitt Hotel t Van Buren, 
Corter County , Missouri . The turn1 ~· and 
tl:rtures uned 1n operating the hotel , aa I 
tnko 1 t, a re pe:nnanentl:r looa ted 1n Vo.n 
Buren. \.hioh county ia entitled to thia 
por3onal Taluation? 

At cornlX)n l aw, the well-reco
1
gn1zed doct rine was 

that the s itus ot the personal pro~rt:r ot every de­
scription, wherever lt i s actually kept or ~ooated is 
sub3ect to taxation at thu domcilo ot the owner. (26 
R. c. L . pace 2'13) . It 1s now beOOJdmg universally 
an accepted rule that personal property i s taxed a t 
the domicile ot t he o\-mer . 

In the case ot ~tate v . Gehner, 8 o . t • ( Bd) l . c . 
1059 1 the Court s 1d : 
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Hon. ~ . T. Carter - 2-

"The principle app:J,ioable a~ thi point 
appenr s in ' mobilia personam sequuntur . ' 
Thi s principl e , applied to the question 
under cons i deration, means t hat personal 
property has its s itus tor the purpose 
ot taxation at tho dacicile ot the o ner • ....... 
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Your attention ia directed to Jection 97<i5, R. ~ . 
ID> . 1929, .relating to personnl property beln[) assessed 1n 
the county ot the owner's residence . Sai d aeotion reads 
as follows: 

"~u.l personal property ot whate..-er :no.ture 
and character, situate 1n a county other 
than the ona in v.h1ch the owner resides, 
sh 11 be nssessed in the county where the 
owner resides, except as otheruise proYI!ed 
by section 9?63; and all notes , bon48 and 
other evidences ot debt made t axable by the 
l aws ot this state, held i n any atate or 
terri tory other than tha t in \'ihl ch the owner 
resides , ohall be assessed i n the county 
where the owner-resi des ; an~tne-owner, in 
1!s t1na;-sKaii spec!tionlly s t ate in wh t 
countY tate or territory it i s s ituate or 
held. i **" 

~ection 9763, R. ~ . Ko . 1929, as mentioned in the 
above eeot1oo, is not apropos in the inotant mntter and 
therefore I do not deem it necessary to 1scuaa the ex­
ception aD mentioned . 

In the cnse ot ~tnte ex rel . vs . Pearson, 273 Uo . l . c . 
78 1 the .3u eme Court , tn ocr.mentlng on ~ectlon 97~5 , supra , 
S81d: 

"Thi s provision 1s a sweeping one so rar as 
it es t ablishes the doctrine that personal 
property , tangible as well as intangible fol­
l ows the owner tor purposes ot taxation. ••ft 
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CONCLUSION'. 

In light of the above, it U's the opinion of this 
department that tba personal property of any person situated 
outs ide or t he county \vhere1n tha t person resides shall be 
assessed nnd t axed at the place ot the dorn1e1le ot said 
person. 

APPROVED: 

totm W. IIUlW.\R • ti' . 
(Acting ) J .. ttorney-General . 

Respoottully submitted, 

RUS.JELL C • S'rO!JE 
Assistant Attorney-General . 

I 


