RECORDER OF DEEDS:

To issue certified copy of records free of .
charge to veterans when such-rascrds are to be
used to claim henefits under vhe Service len's
Read justment iAct of 1944.
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‘[oriorable L, lMadison Bywaters
Progecuting Attormey

vlay County

Liberty, lMissourl

Loar Sirg

Recelpt of your requost for an opinion {rom this
oif'lce, under the date, Octcobor €, 1945, is hereby aclnowl=-
cdpged and which request roads as followsi

"I should 1like to have an official
opinion from your ofiifice on the
following mattor,

"Should a Recorder of Desds furnish
certified coplos of recorda free of
charge when they are to be used to
secure certaln privileges granted to
veterans wnder the G-I Blll of Rights;
also, arc any cuch certifiled coples
requested by veterans to be used in
securing loans, schooling, otc., under
the G-I Blll of Rights considered to
be in the senso of a claim upon the
povermment of the Unlted States so
that Sectlion 156077 of the Revised Ctat-
utes for 1939 would applyt"

Your aquestion comes directly to the point of whother
or not the beneflts offered veterans in the Servicemen's .o~
adjustment ict of 1944, vetier lmown as the GI Bill of ..ights,
could be the subject of a "claim upon the Government of the
United States" as 1s contemplated in Section 15077, Re S lice
1939, whlech roads as followss
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"henever a cortificd copy or coples

ol any publlec record in the state of
Missourl are requlrud to perfect the
claim of any soldier, sailor or marinsg,
in service or honorably discharged, or
any dopendent of such soldler, sallor
or nmarine, for a United States pension,
or any other claim upon the govornment
of the Unlted States, they shall, upon
request be furmished by the custodian
of such records without any fee or compen=
sation therofor,"

In a search for the legal definiltion of the word
Uelaim®™ we £Ind in theo caso of lellus v. Potter, 91 Cals Anp.
700, 704, 267 P. 565, 564, thoe following:

i #9Clalin,' in its primary meaning, 1s
used to indlcate the assertion of an
oxisting right., In 1ts secondary mcan-
ing, it may bs used to indicate the
right itself."

Also in the case of idamson v. Wolfe, 139 L. We (2d)
674, l. Co 679, 200 Arice 360, as to the meaning of the word
"claim" we find the followings

"y #¥The term has bean specifically
defined as nmeaning a demand of a right,
or of an alloged or supposed right; a
calling on another for something due

or supposed to o duey an active asser=-
tion of a right and the demand for its
recognition; an assertion, demand, or
challenge, of something as a right; « #"

The term "rights" in tho case of Lonas v. State, 50
Tenrie (3 ilelsk,) 287, l. ce. 306, is definoed as:
% # The word rights, 1s generic, com-
non, 9oubracing whatever may be lawfully
claimed, # #"

And in the case of Atchlson & Re 3¢ Co., ve Daty,
29 .!"h.fﬂ- .I.'I.epc 3!_)6’ 6 ..Oba 57’ l. Ce 1‘:0:
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"x % the term 'right' in clvil soclaty,
is deflned to moean that which a men 1is
antltled to have, or to do, or to re-
celve from others within the limits preo=
seribed by law,”

There can e no deubt that the lervicemen's llocad-
jw tment Act of 1944 does confer rights upon veterans of
World V“ar II. These ripghts are subjoct to demand on the
part of such vetorans and when such demand ls made a claim
1s to be constituted, In ordsr to be able to clalm vonoefits
under the GI Bill of Rights, oxcept employment beneflts, a
man or waman must have sorved in the actlve forces of the
Arnmy, Navy, larine Corp, or Coast Guard, or one of thelr com=
ponents, at any time from ‘eptember 15, 1940, to the cessatlon
of hostlllities, Ile or she must have served nirety (90) days
excopt 1f discharged for a disabllity suffsred in the line of
duty. .iolsase from active sorvice must be under conditions
other than dishonorable. iAmployment benefits, excepted above,
aro freoe tc veterans of all the wars of the United States,

It has been held in the case of lorvik v, Unlted
States, 52 Fed. (2d) 406, 1. ¢, 410, that legislation passed
{for tho benefit of veterans should be construed llbeorally in
the favor of the veteranss

"And in measuring the quantum of evi-
dence nocessary to sustain a possible
verdict for the plaintiff, we must

bear in mind the remodlal purposes of
the Viorld Viar Veterans'! ict (38 USCA
Sece 421 ot seo.), which the courts
have repeatedly held should be llberally
conatrued in favor of the veterans. '
Unitod States ve Cllasson (Ce Ce A. 9)
20 F, (2a) 821, 824; Unlted Stotes v,
S1ligh (C. Ce Ae 9) 31 F. (24) 736, 736,
certiorari denied 280 U. S. 559, 50 S,
Cte 18, 74 L, Ilde 6143 United Siates

ve Phillips (C.CsA. 8) 44 F, (23) 689,
6923 Clazow v United States (C.CsAs 2 )
50 Fe (24) 178."

In the case of People ex rel, licDonough v, 1l1lls
Hovelty Coe., 192 11, E, 236, it was I® 1d that legislation that
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1s enacted to the bensfit of veterans 1s not to be resirded
as relief, but as a recognitlion of an oblligation owing to
those falling within the law for services rendered in de-
fonse of the lation,

It is our bolief that the recorder of deeds should
furnish certified copies of records free of charge when they
are to be used to secure the rights granted to veterans under
the Servicemen's Readjustment ‘ct of 1944, and that these
privileges constlitute rights of the serviceman to which he
may make a claim upon the government of the United Gtates as
provided in Section 15077, Re S MO.’1939.

Conclusion

A recorder of deeds should furnish certified coples
of records free of charge to veterans when they are to be
used to secure beneflts of’ered veterans under the Servicemen's
Read justment Act of 1944, Such beneflgs as ars offersd under
tils act are rights and as such constltute a *elaim upon the
government of the Unlted States" by veterans, as 1s contemplated
In Section 15077, Re Se lioe 1939, ‘

resp ectfully submitted,

Je MARTIN AHDERSON
Assistant Attorney General
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Je L. TAYLOR
Attorney General
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