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August 28, 1941 

Honorable James P. Fim1egan 
Prosecuting Attorney 
MlUlicipa.l Courts Building 
City of St. Louis 

FILE 
St. Louis, Missouri 

Dear Sir: 

We ar~ in receipt of your request for an opinion 
from this department lUlder date of August 23 1 1941, which 
reads.as follows: 

11 I would like to have your opinion on 
the following matter which has been 
directed to our attention by several 
of tho Police Officials of this City: 
·vl'here an automobile owned by a foreign 
corporation and bearing State License 
Plates of that foreign jurisdiction, 
is used in this State by an employee of 
that corporation, ,which employee is a 
resident of this ~tate. the problem has 
arisen of whether or not that car should 
bear Missouri State License Plates? 

11 To be concrete, the company manufact­
uring Gat's Paw Heels is a Maryland 
corporation, and their automobile bears 
Maryl~nd State License Plates, and a 
resident of the City of St. Louis, Mis­
souri, is an employee of that company, 
and uses that automobile in and out of 
the State. I-s that person required to 
have Missouri Stnte License Plsttes on 
that car?" 

The statute of Missouri pertaining to reciprocity 
betweon states on the question of the registration of motor 
vehicles is set out in Section 8375.- R. s. Missouri 1939 1 
which reads as follows: 
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"A noP...resident ovmer, except as other• 
wise herein provided, owning any motor 
vehicle which has been duly registered 
for the current year in the state, 
country or other place of which the 
owner is a resident and which at all 
times when operated in the state has 
displayed updn it the number plate or 
plates issued for such vehicle in the 
place of residence of such mmer may 
operate or pe;romit the operation of 
such vehicle within this state with­
out registering such vehicle or pay­
ing any fee to this state, provided 
that the provisions of tb.is section 
shall be operative as to a vehicle 
owned by a nonresident of this state 
only to the extent that under the laws 
of the state, country or other place 
of residence of such nonresident owner 
like exemptions are granted to vehicles 
registered under the \laws of and owned 
by residents of this ;state." 

Under tho above section it mentions that it is ap­
plicable to nonresident owners and applies to the _operation 
of a motor vehicle by t:p.e om.er or his permission.to another 
to operate the vehicle within this state when propex-ly 
registered in the state of the nonresident owner. 

Section 8369, R. s. Missouri 1959, which is the main 
section fdr the registration of motor vehicles in the State 
of Missouri, specifically states "every owner of a motor 
vehicle or tl"a.iler•" ,Section 8367, R• s., Missouri 1939, 

. def'ines the word "owner" as follows : 

"* * The term owner shall include any 
person, firm., corporation or associa­
tion, owning or renting a motor vru1icle, 
or having the. exclusive use thereof 
under lease, or otherwise;. tor a period 
lZ:reater than ten de.ys sucoea•ivo1:~,r. 
TPerson.• Includes firm, corporation, 
partnership or association. * * .:• ~~ " 

Under Section 83751 supra, it specifically sets out 
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this. clause "-~ -::. when operated 1n the state has displayed 
upon it the number plate or plates issued for such vehicle 
in the place of residence of such owner ->~- -~." 

In your request you state that the motor vehicle in 
quGstion is owned by the Oat's ·paw Heels and is a Maryland 
Corporation and bears Maryland State license plates. You 
also state that the operator of the car is a resident of 
the City of St. Louis. The fact that the operat.or of the car 
is a. resident of this state does not alter the law of reci­
procity for the reason that Section 8369, supra, only pro­
vides that the owner shsll register each and every automobile 
operated in this state which section does not apply _where 
under Section 83?5, supra,a.nonrosident owner is exempt under 
that reciprocity section. 

The only question involved in this opinion is whether 
or not equal reciprocity has been gPanted. by the State _of 
Maryland as is granted nonresidents in the State of Missouri. 

Article 56, Section 187, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
Volume 2 of 1939, partially provides as .. follows: 

"Any p_erson or operator not 8. resident 
of this State, who shall have complied 
with the laws of the State in which he 
resides, requiring the registration of 
mo'l30r vehicles and licensing of operators 
thereof, and the display of identification 
or registration nmnbers on such vehicles, 
and who shall cause the identification 
.number of such State, in accordance with 
the laws thereof and none other, together 
with the initial letter or letters of 
said State to be displayed on his motor 
vehicle as in this subtitle provided, 
while used or operated upon the public 
highways of this State, ~may use the 
highways of this State without obta:tn• 
1ng a registration certificate or 
operator's license fram the Commissioner 
of Motor Vehicles as hereinbefore pre­
scribed; provided the State of which 
he is a resident and the registration 
certificate which he displays shall 
ext-end the samE;_privilege to residents 
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of this State; * -:~ ~\- .;~ ·::· : ·::· <- -:~ " 

The above section has several provisos which are not 
set out in the above partial quotation, but these provisos 
do not apply ltnder the facts set out in your request. An 
examination of the reciprocal law of Maryland., the state 
where the corporation, the eat's Paw Heels is a resident, 
and also an examination of the Missouri reciprocal law in 
that respect on its face shows that they are very similar 
and tmport the same meaning. 

CONCLUSION 

It is, therefore., the opinion of_ this department 
that the motor vehicle owned by the Cat·ts Paw Heels, a 
Maryland Corpbration, which motor vehicle bears Maryland 
state license plates, and the driver or operator of said 
motor vehicle is a resident of. the City of St .• Louis, Mis­
souri, the corporation has complied with the motor vehicle 
laws of this state and the operator of said motor vehicle 
is not required to have Missouri State license plates on 
that car. 

.. 
We base our opinion upon the comparison of the 

reciprocity laws of Missouri and Maryland and on the 
.further fact as stated in your request that the operator 
of the ear is a resident of this staje and is used for 
interstate business •-

Respectfully submitted 

W. J. BURKE 
Af' ~'ROVED: Assistant Attorney General 

VANE C. THURL6. 
(Acting) Attorney General 
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