) FEDE,RALLY p ‘SSESSED PROPERTTES : Immunity of Goverﬁrﬁental agenciles
L /, - A and instrumentelities from paying
- T AN - motor fuel tax.

T
b i

‘. May 2, 1945 ﬁyﬁ‘

Honorable George Metzger
Inspector of 01l Inspection
Jeffergon City, Missourl

FILED

Dear Mr., Metzger:

: Your letter of April 25, to General Taylor, requeste
ing an opinlon on the matter of the United States Government
end its agencies and instrumentalitles being liable for motor
fuel tax, and in which letter you quote a letter to you dated
March 12, 1945, from Mr., Ellls T. Longenecker, has been receiv~
ed,

Your letter states:

"I am in receipt of letter dated March 12,
1945, as set out below, from Ellls T,
‘Longenecker, Federal Manager of Motor Car-
rier Urensportatlion Systems and Properties,
324 Hodgson Buillding, Minneapolls, Minnesota.

"1Mr, George Metzger, State Inspector.
of 0Oils ,
Jefferson Clty, Missourl

"1Following 1s a list of Federally pos-
gesgsed propertlea In the operation of
which United States Government Tax Lx-
emption Certificates on Treasury Depart-
ment Form No, 1094 will be executed, to-
gether with the name of the Federal Op=~
erating Manager who 1ls authorlzed to exe~
cute such certificates:

"trederally Possessed Properties Federal Operating Manager
Century Motor Freight Lloyd P, Davis

Healzer Cartage Company Nels Goeson .

Janke Transfer Company Harry C. Thornton
Matthews Frelght Servlice, Inc. Lloyd P. Davis

Midnlte Ixpress, Inc. : James F. Ahearn

R«B Freight Lines, Inc, , Harold L. Jones
Toedebusch Transfer, Inc. ' Jack Otterson

Wllson Storage and Transfer Co, Norman Nold
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"17ax Exemptlon Certificates per-
taining to Missouri taxes will be
filed principally by the Federal

"~ Operating Managers of the Proper=
ties of Healzer Cartage Company and
Toedebusch Transfer, Inc. Photo-
statlc coples of the authorilty of
each of these Federal Operating
Menagers to execute Tax Exemption
Certificates are enclosed herewlth,
The slignature of the authorized ,
person appears on sach such photo=-
statlc copy. :

(Signed) Ellis T, Longenecker,
Federal Menager,!" :

"In line with our telephone conversation
today, pertaining to this subjeect, I
respectfully request your written opinion
regarding the question of exemption of the
Misaourl Botor Fuel Tex, In connection wlth
the operation of Federally possesged proper=
ties, as named in Mr, Longenecker's letter."

The matter out of whilch your request for thls opinlon
grew 1s Presidentiel Executive Order #9462, issued by the Presi-
dent of the Unilted States on August 11, 1944, whereby the Direc-
tor of the Office of Defense Transportation through or with the
ald of publle officers, Federal Agencles or other governmental
Instrumentalitieas, that he may deslignate, to teake possession,
assume control of, and operate or arrange for the operation of
the Motor Carrler Transportation Systems named in a llat thereto
attached, the nemes of indivldual units of such Motor Carrier
Trensportation Systems which are contalned in Mr, Longenecker's
letter to you, end as copied on page 1 of your letter to this
Department, being included in the list of Motor Caerrier Trans-
;ortation Systems attached to asald Presidentilal Executive Order

Sald Presidentilal Executlve Order #9462 1s as follows!
"No, 9462
"9 F.R. 10071

"POSSESSION AND OPERATION OF CE.TAIN MOTOR CARRIER
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS.,
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- "WHEREAS after investigation I find and proclalm that the
motor carrier transportation systems of the motor carrlers named
in the 1list attached hereto and made & part hereof are equipped
for the transportation of materials of war and supplies that are
required for the war effort, or useful in connection therewlth,
and are now engaged in such transportationj that there are threat-
ened Interruptlons of the operation of the said transportation
systems as a result of a labor disturbancej that the war effort
will be unduly impeded or delaysd by such Interruptions} tha t
1t has become necessary in the national defense to take posses-
sion and assume control of the sald transportation systems for
needful and deslirable purposes connected with the prosecution
of the war and that they be operated by or for the United States;
end that the exercise, as herelnafter specifiled, of the powers
vested In me 1ls necessary to insure, in the iInterest of the war
effort, the operation of the sald aystems:

"NOW, THEREFORE, by virtue of the power and authority vest-
ed in me by the Congtitutlon and laws of the Unlted States, in-
eluding the act of August 29, 1916, 39 Stat, 645, (17) the First
- War Powers Act, 1941, (18) and section 9 of the Selective Train=
Ing and Service Act of 1940 as amended by the War Labor Disputes
Act, (19) as Presldent of the United States and Commander in Chief
of the Army and Navy, 1t 1s hereby ordered as followst

l., The Director of the Office of Defense Transportation 1s
suthorized and dlrected, through or with the ald of any publiec '
offlcers, Federal agencles; or-other Govermment lnstrumentallties,
that he may designate, to take -posseeslon and assume control of,
and to operate, or arrange for the operation of, the motor carw
rier transportatlion systems of the motor carriers named In the
list attached hereto and made a part hereof, including all real
and personal property and other assets, wherever situated, used
or useful in oconnection wlth the operation of such systems, in
guch manner as he may deem necessary for the successful prosscu-
tion of the wary aend to do anything that he may deem necessary to
carry out the provislons and purposes of this order, :

2. SubjJect to applicable provisions of existing law, in-
cluding the orders of the Offlce of Defense Transportation lassued
pursuant to Executive Orders 8989, as amended, (20} 9156, (21)
and 9204, (22) the sald transportation systems shall be menaged
and operated under the terms and condltlons of employment in ef=
* feet betwesn the carrlers and the collective bargeining agents
at the time possession ls taken under this order, During his
operation of sald transportation systems the Director shall ob=-
serve the terms and conditions of the directive order of the Na- -
tional War Labor Board, dated February 7, 1944; provided, however,
that In the case of each sald transportation system the Director
is authorized to pay the wage Increases provided for by the sald
directive order of the National War Labor Board,' which accrued
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prior to the taklng of possegsion of the said system under this
order, only out of the net operating revenue of the sald system,

3, Except with the prior written consent of the Direstor,
no attachment by mesne process, garnishment, execution, or other-
wise shall be levled on or against sy of the real or personal
property or other assets, tangible or intangible, in the posses-
sion of the Director hereunder, .

-4, Possession, gontrol, send operation of any transpor=
~tation system, or any part thereof, or any real or personal proper=
ty, taken under this order shall be terminated by the Director
when he determines that suech possession, control, and operation
are no 1onger necessary for the auccoauful prosecution of the
wWalr,

5.' For the purposea of paragraphn 1 to 4, inclusive, of
this order, there are hereby transferred to the Dlrector the fune=-
tions, powers, and dutlies vested In the Secretary of War by that
part of section 1 of the seid act of August 26, 1916, {23) read-
ing as follows:?

"The Pre.ident, in time of war, is empowered, through
the Secretary of War, to take possesalon and assume control of
any system or systems of trensporteation, or any part thereof,
and to utilize the same, to the exclusion as far as may be nec-
essary of all other traffis thereon, for the trensfer or trans~
portetion of troops, war materiesl and equipment, or for such
other purposes in connectlon with the emergency as may be need-
ed or desgirable,

' 6e Upon the request of the Director of the 0ffice of
Defense Transportation the Secretary of Wer 1s authorlzed to take
eny action that may be necessary to enable the Director to oarry
out the provisions and purposes of thils order,

FRANKLIN D. RonEVELT.

' The White House
Auguﬂt 11, 1944,"

It will be observed that gald Presldentlal Executive
Order #9462, recltes that it 1s made pursusnt to the prosecution
of the war effort, and that such Order 'i1s based upon the authority
glven the Presldent of the Unlted States to exéerclilse such powers
as are in sald Order set forth in Section 1361, Title 10, U.S.C.A,
‘passed August 29, 1916, and the mnendment thereofl by the Act of
February 28, 1920. .

Sectlion 1561, supra, appears at page 233 of aald Volume
or Title 10, and is as follows:
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"The President, in time of war, is empowered,
through the Secretary of War, to take posses-
sion and assume control of any system or sys-
tems of transportation, or any part thereof,
and to utillize the same, to the excluslon as
far as may be necessary of all other trafflc
thereon, for the transfer or transportatlion
of troops, war materlal and equipment, or for
such other purposes connected with the emer=
gency as may be needful or desirable,"

Sectlon 1361 was amended by the Act of Februery 28, 1920,
with the further additional proviso found in the Pocket Part at
page 151 1in Volume or Title 10, and 1s as follows:

" % & 'nothing in this act shall be construed
as affecting or limiting the power of the Presli~
dent in time of war # # # to take possession
and assume control of any system of transporta=
tion and utilize the same' under section 1 of
Act Aug, 29, 1916, clted to text,"

The above quoted amendment of February 28, 1920, i1s con=~
tained in U, S. Statutes at Large, Volume 41, Part 1, Public Laws,
page 456, Chapter 91,

That the President in the exerclse of his constitutional
war powers has the power of requisitioning privaete property in
the Interest of the war effort, 1s well stated in 67 C.J. 373,
in Sections 82 and 63, That text states the rule as follows:

"The power to requisition private property
- for war purposesg ls an essentlal attrlbute
of soverelignty; s # "

® W % 9 3

"In time of war, by virtue of the consti-
tution, and usually by statutory enact-
ments of congress, comprehensive powers
reside 1n the president, as commander in
chief of the army and navy, to requisition
and appropriate property needed for the
prosecution of the war or the maintenance
or transportation of troops and munitions
of war, and every presumption is in favor
of the legallity of his acta, or the acts
of those exerclsing his authorilty, # # # "
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"Under Statutes, In time of war statutes
have usually been enacted which provide

for the requisition of private property

for war purposes, the authority of the
congress to enact such statutes not beling
confined to property dlrectly needed in
war, but extending to other property need-
ed or useful 1n connection wilth wer activi=-
tiem, # # # "

Executive Order #9462 1s identieal in purpose and auth=
ority and identlcal in the right so to do, with the Order of
the President of the United States In taking over the railroads
of the ocountry in 1917, under the Act of August 29, 1916,

Both toxt suthorities and court decisions hold that in
s0 taking over the railroad systems, as stated, the United States
acted 1n its sovereign capacity, and that during its tenure of
control 1ts property righte in the instrumentallty and agency of
. the aystems weas equlvelent to ownernhip, frho same rule 1s appll-
cable to Executlive Order #9468,

v 81 Csds 448 and 449 1n Sections 76, 77 and 78, states
the rule as follown:

"Bagis of Control, By the act of econe
gress approved August 29, 1916, the
president was given power 'in time of
war! to take possession and assume cone
trol of systems of trangportation with=
in the boundaries of the continental .
Unilted States, and in pursuance thereof
issued his proclamation declaring that
he took possession and assumed control
of each and every sgystem of transportae
tion within such boundarles, conslsting
of railroads engaged in general trans=
portation, including terminals and all
other equipment and appurtenances commone
ly used upon or operated as & part of
such rall systems of transportation, By
a subsequent statute rights and 1lisbili-
ties under the federal sontrol were de=
fined and the manner of such control prew=
serlibed. In teklng over the control and
operation of such rallroads the United
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States acted in its sovereign capaclty,
under a right in the nature of eminent
domain, end the statute providing ﬂnere-
for was not unconstitutional,

"Seope and Extente During the period
of federal aontroi of railroads com=
plete possession by the United States
replaced the ordinary incidents of pri-
vate ownership, and 1lts control exténd-
ed not merely to the physical property
but to the entire organization, inolud-
ing offlcers, directors, and employees,
who thereupon bscame agents and employees
of the government rather than of the

" respectlve rallroad companles. So the
railroads became mere agencies or ine
strumentalities of the government, and
it was a ballee of property belng trang=-
ported thereby, # # #& i 'T he relations
between the companies and the United
"States being analogoun to those of lessor and
1eaneo. % ¥ #

"In W Veated, By the president's
proclams tIoﬁ assuming possession and con-

trol of the raillroads a dlrector genersl
of railroads was appoinited and authorized
to take possession and contrcl of the sys-
tems of trensportation embraced by the
proeclamation and to operate and administer
them, Sueh appointment and delegation of
authority were within the power conferred
upon the president, and by virtue of it
the possession, control, and management of
such rallroads became completely and ex=
clusively vested 1n the director general,
who was not a carrier, but rather an oper
ator of carriers, # 4 # "

The création of properties such as the Transportation
Systems here as governmental agencies and Instrumentalities
may be elther by requisition or contract, such as a leasge,

This rule of law is stated in 67 C.J., pages 374, 375,
Section 65, as followstl

"A mandatory order for, or requisition of,
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private property by the government or a
governmental agency for war purposes need
not be in any particular form, Iin the abe
sence of statutory requlrement, and may be
couched In the form or terms of a mere
request, or may be in the form of a con=
tract between the partiesy # # # "

It will not be controverted, we belleve, when 1t 1s said
that Article 6 of the Constitution of the United States and the
Laws of the United States made in pursuance thereof, and all
treatles made ghall be supreme over State law,

, That part of Article 6 of the Constitution of the Unilted
States o stating, 1a as follows: o

"Supreme Law of the land,-- Thig Conasti~
tution and the laws of the United States-
which shall be made in pursuance thereof,:
and all treaties made or which shall be
made under the authorlty of the United
States, shall be the supreme law of the
land; end the judges In every State shall
be bound thereby, anything in the Constie
tution or laws o6f any State to the contrary
notwithstanding,"

. The case of Gibbons vs., Ogden, 22 U.S. (9 Wheat,) 1,

was & case where a State law conflicted with an Act of Congress

'regarding the use of navigable waters in the State of New York,
The Supreme Court of the United States, in an opinion delivered
by Chief Justice John Marshall, holding the New York Act invelld
and that the State laws must yleld to the Constituilon of the
Unlted States, and the laws of the Unilted States enacted under
the Constitution, l.c. 209, 210, sald:

* "Since, however, in exercising the power
of regulating their own purely internal :

- affairs, whether of tradling or pollice, the
States may sometimes enact laws, the validity
of which depends on thelr interfering with,
and being contrary to, en asct of Congress
passed In pursusnce of the constitution, the
Court will enter upon the inquiry, whether

- the laws of New-York, as expounded by the

“highest tribunal of that State, have, in
thelr appllcation to thls case, come into

i
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collision with an act of Congress, and de=-
prived a cltlizen of a right to which that
act entitles him, Should thils collision
exlst, 1t will be immaterial whether those
laws were passed in virtue of a concurrent
power 'to regulate commerce with foreign
nations and among the several States,! or,
in virtue of a power to reéegulate thelir
domestle trade and ptlice., In one case
and the other, the acts of New~York must
~yield to the law of Congress; # o8 "

The Supreme Court of Missouri has expressed itaelf
respecting the right of the Unlted States Government, under
the Constitution and the Laws of the Unlted States, to prevent
any interference with 1ts free exercise of 1ts governmental’
funetions by and through its agencies and instrumentalities,
In the case of Preston vs, Union Pacifiec Railroad, 239 S.W.
1080, l.c. 1085, in speaking of the scope and extent of cone
trol over railroads under a Preslidentlal Order, the Court sald:

"The power of the President under the
act of 1916 to take over the rellroads
cannot be denled, and the fact that

they were taken over and went into the
control and possession of the Director
General at 12 o'eclock noon, on December
28, 1917, 1s establlghed by the explicit
language of the proclamation by whleh
they were taken overy HRespondent's ine
Jury, therefore, occurred during federal
control, The result of federal control
was absolute excluslon of the raillroad
companles, as ownersa; from the use and
management of thelr property, # # #"

2 C.J. 419, contains the following definition of "agency",
to-wlt: , '

"tAgeney! in its broadest sense ine-
cludes every relation 1In which one
person acts for or represents aenother
by his authority, In the more restriect-
ed sense 1n which the term 1s used 1n
the law of principal and agent, agency
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may be defined as the relatlion which re-
sults where one person, called the prine
c¢ipel, authorizes another, called the
agent, to act for him, with more or less
discretionary powerf in business dealings
with third persons,”

The same volume of Corpus Juria, on page 420, further statea:

" ™t 3% # The term 1s also used in the
sense of the 'instrumentalitg' by
whisch a c¢ertaln act is done,

Webster's New International Diotlonary on page 48, de-
fines "ageney" in definiltion 1, as: "faculty ér state of actin
or of exerting powery sotlion; instrumentality",

o The seme suthority, page 1288, defines the noun "instrue
mentality" as: "Quality or state of being instrumental; that
which is instrumentel; means, medium; agency."

Consistently, since the case of McCulloech vs, Maryland,
et all, 17 U,S. Repe (4 Wheat.) 318, it has been held by both
Federai and State Courts that the States have no right to tex
any of the constitutional means employed by the United States iIn
the exeoutlion of its constitutional powers, or otherwlse, to
burden the operstion of its agencles or instruméntalities used
to carry Into effect 1ts governmental functions, On this sub~

Ject the MeCulloch Case, supre, l.c. 426, sald:

"This great principle 1s, that the con~-
stitution and the laws made 1in pursuancs
thereof are supreme; that they control the
congtitutlon and laws of the respective

States, ﬁnd cannot be controlled by them.
o '

And ageln, l.,c, 430, sald:

"We find, then, on jJust theory, a total
fallure of this original right to tax
the meansg employed by the government of
the Union, for the execution of 1ts
powers, The right never exlsgted, and
the question whether 1t has been sur=
rendered, cannot marise." '
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And again, l.c. 432, sald:

"If the States may tax one Instru-
ment, employed by the government in
the executlion of 1ts powers, they
may taxz any and every other instru-
ment., They may tax the maill; they
may tax the mintj they may tax patent
righte; they may tax the papers of the

- ecustom~house; they may tax Judiclal
process; they may tax all the meana
employed by the government, to an ex~
cess which would defeat all the ends
of government. This was not intend~-
ed by the Amerlcan people. They did
not design to make thelr government
dependent on the States,"

There are numerous deolisl ons by the Supreme Court of
the United States and other Federal Courts, holding that Con=-
gress must give 1lts express congent by legislation, for any
agency or Instrumentality of the United States, to be regulated
‘or texed before any such regulatlon or the Imposition of a tex
may be Imposed by any of the several states., The case of Posey
ve, T.V.A.,, 93 Fed, Rep. (8d) 726, 1s a case announcing that

rule, where, l.c. 727, the Court held:

"t % # The great functlions of the
Authorlty are governmental in nature
~and might have been performed direct=-
ly by the officers of government,

But a corporation consisting of three
publliely appointed officials was creat-
ed, and by section 4(b) of the act, 16

U.S.C.A. Sec, 831lc(b), 1t was glven pow=

er to sue and be sued In 1ts corporate
name, Notwithstanding the corporate
entlty and its subjection to sult, the
Authority 1s plaeinly a governmental
agency of the United States, and ex~-
cept as Congress may otherwise consent,

1s fres from state regulation or control.

- MeCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat, 316, 4
L, Bd, 5793 Johnson v, Maryland, 254
U.S. 5%, 41 s, Ct. 16, 65 L, Ed, 126,
%9 # ' : L o
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The same rule was astated in ﬁha case of Owansboro National

Bank vs. Owensboro, 173 U.,S. Rep, 684, l,c, 688, where the
Court saids : : ' ‘

"It follows then necessarily from these
conclugions that the respective States
would be wholly without power to levy
any tex, either direct or indlrect,
upon the natlional banks, thelr property,
assets or franchises, were 1t not for
the permissive legislation of Congress,"

- The Supreme Court of the United States in the ocase of
Mayo et al, ve. United States, 319 U.5, Rep., 441, a case Iin=
volving the 1dentieal prinoiple and question here involved,
whether the States sould require an inspection fee or stamp
tax to be pald by an instrumentality or agency of the United
States in operating such agenoy or instrumentallty, was befors
the Court, The Supreme Court of the United States held that
such agencles, instrumentallities and property of the United
States used by it in governmental activitles were immune from

~ 8tate taxatlion, The Court, l.c, 445, said:

‘"Since the United States 1s a government
of delegated powers, none of which may
be exeraised throughout the Natlon by
any one state, 1t 1s necessary for unl-
formity that the laws of the United
States be domlnant over those of any
state, Such dominancy is requlired also
to avoid a breakdown of asdministration
through possible conflicts arlsing from
~Inconsgistent requirements, The supremscy
clause of the¢ Constltution states this
essentlal prineciples, Article VI, A
corollary to thils principle 1s that the
activitles of the Federal Government are
free from regulation by any state. No
other adjustment of competing enactments
or legal principles 1s possible,"

Agaln the opinlon, l.c. 446, states:’

"It lies within Congressional power
to authorilze regulation, including
taxatlion, by the state of federal
Instrumentalities, No such per=
mlssion 13 granted hers, # # % "
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The case of Unlted States Spruce Production Corporation
vs., Lincoln County, et al,, 285 Fed, Rep, 388, was a case where
Lincoln County, in the State of Oregon, passed an Act levying
e tax upon property of the Government, ineluding lands, timber,
saw mills, rights of way, and manufacturing pleants operated by
the United States for war purposes. In holding that the tax
wag Invalid for lack of State authority to tax governmental agen=-
cles, and holding that the enterprise was a governmental agency,
l,0, 390, the Court said:

"By the celebrated case of MecCulloch
Ve State of Maryland, 4 Wheat, 318,

4 L, Ed, 579, 1t was held that the
state of Maryland eould not lawfully,
in view of the federal Constitution,
-levy a tax upon the currency of a ‘
bank incorporated by ect of Congress,
but that 1t might tax the resal proper-
ty of the bank, The same dostrine
was held and applied in Raillroad Co,
Ve Penistcn, 18 Well, 5, 21 L, Ed4,
787, where a tax upon the raillroad
was upheld, The cases seem to be
uniform in support of tle principle,
whlch 1s goneretely stated in Thomson
Ve Union Peelfio Rallroad, 9 Wall,
579, 8591 (19 L, Ed, 792), in the fol=-

lowing languaget # -3 "
' IR R IR

- "tThe exemption of agencles of the
federal government from taxation by

- the states 1s dependent, not upon
the nature of the agents, nor upon
the mode of thelr constitution, nor \
upon the fact that they are agents,
but upon the effect of the taxj that
18, upon the question whether the tax
does In truth deprive them of power
to serve the government as they were
Intended to serve 1t, or hinder the
efficlent exercise of their power,!'"

- The Courts of the several States have recognlzed, as
they must, the rule that the States have no authority to levy
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8 tax of any character upon any instrumentallty or agensy of
the United Statea Government. There were three cases involv-
ing almost the 1dentlcal facts here involved, declded by the
Supreme Court of South Carolina, 173 S. E. 284, There a tax
was levied for license plates to be attached to automoblles
used by the United Stetes Government. Here the question 1s
whether the United States Government shall pay for the motor
fuel used by the Transportation Systems now being operated by
1t under said Presidential Executive Order #9462, The three
South Carolina cases were oonsolldated and heard together by
the Supreme Court of that State, because they involved the
seme question, The Court, in pronouncing ssid tax invalid,
l.c. 289, saldt . C - ‘

"It is clear that the state mey not
tax the instrumentallties of the genw
eral government, But 1t is urged by
the highway department that the llw=
cenge fee for automoblles 1is not a
tax, but is a valld exercise of the
police power of the state, If the
force of that argument be admitted,
that does not save the gltuation,

It would still be a burden lmposed
by the stete upon an instrumentality
of the general government." ‘

The Constitution of the Unlted States, the Laws of the
United States, the declslions of the Supreme Court of the United
States, and other Federal Courts, the declsions by State Supreme
Courts, and text writers, are all in harmony upon the subject
matter here beling considered; in stating the law to be that
the United States Government 1s Immune from paying State imposed
taxes for the operation of its agencles and instrumentalities,
used in carrying out its constitutional authority. No case,
statute, or text authority holding to the contrary has been found,

_ "The State of Milssouri, however, has gone directly to the
problem, and ingofar as motor vehicle fuel taxes are concerned,
Laws of Missouri, 1943, page 675, expreasly exempts the United
States Government from paylng such fuel tax, in sub=section (f)
of Sectlon 3 and in Sectlon 2, where it is said:

"(f) No tax shall be imposed, charged
or c¢ollected with reapect to the follow=
ings 4 # # "
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"(2) Motor fuel sold to the United
' States of Americs or any ,agenoy or
. Anstrumentality thereof.

The authoritles oited and quoted herein, including
our own statute just quoted, effsctively establishing the
law that the United States Government end 1ts agencies and -
instrumentalities are immune from paying State levied taxes,
are all binding upon end admonitory to all Departments of the
State of Mlissouri, and persons administering or executing the
laws of the State to act in obodionoo thereto,

CONCLUSION,

It 1s, therefore, the opinion of this Department that
the United States Government snd its agencies and ingtrumen=
talitlies are lmmune and exempt from the payment of the Mlssouri
Motor Vehiole Tax in sonnection with the operation of the Fed-

: erally possessed propertien referred to in your 1etter.

Respectfully submitted,

GEORGE W, CROWLEY _
Asslstant Attorney~General

APPROVED:

Attorney=General

GWCtir




