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\1e hc.vo received your roquost for an opinion o" thi s 
~e~nr~ent ~9 to whether or not a ~a.ctory bu:lt well drillin ~ 
ri · , us in,... tho oa.rte lllotor f'o.,.. drillin~ and for propelling t ho 
unit fro; ono locc.tiol'l to a.::1other , should ne ro,..tstf'red under 
th('! provisions of the rassouri Jfotor Vehicle Registration T~ awo . 

~action 8367 , ~ . " . r~ . 1939 , re- enacted , Laws of 1 945 , 
pa--:e 1194 , contains t ho followtnr; definitions of ter'"ts used 
in the ··otor Vehicle ':o~istrntion Law: 

"'"'o tor vehicle.' Any solf- propolled 
vehicle not ope~ated excl usivel y upon 
tracks , except fo.rm tractors . 

" ' Vehicle . ' Any nocho.nicc.l device on 
\"heels , dosi n:ned primarily -r9r ~ .Qil 
hi ~hwnyo , except t hose propelled or 
drawn by human power , or t hose used 
exclusively on tro.c~s . " 

(r.nphasis applied . ) 

~s ern bo seen, the s tatutory definition roquiros that o. 
device must bo "desi gned priMarily for use on hi~hways" in 
order to come within the Jfotor Vohi ole ~e ;i strati on Act . The 
particul ar device about which you hnve inquired is desirned 
primaril y for use in drillin~ well s . Tho motor power used for 
t hat purpose is also used to propel the apparatus fron one 
location to another . •toneve:r. , such uoe nould be merely in­
cidental to the primary purpoae for which it wao doei~ned , to 
wt t , tho drillin·· of' well s . 
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In the case of l'eck v . Oklahoma ':'ax Commission, lSP Okla . 
257 , 108 P. (2d) 162 , 164 {4) , the court considered the question 
of whether or not scrapers desi~ned for excavatin~ and removing 
dirt in the construction of hi ;hways wore subject to the Oklaho,a 
Uotor Vehicle License tax. The statutory definit ion of vehicle 
thore involved is not identical with the 'Ussourt defini tion: 
abovo quoted , althou~h tho court , in effect , applied the samo 
text as thst prescribed by the Hissouri statute . In the course 
of its opinion the court said: 

"By ~i vinr" due consideration to all of 
the applicable provisions of t hA Act , 
we conclude that those vehicles which 
aro not desi gned for use ·or used on the 
public hi ~hways o~ the ntate were not 
intonded·to be covered by the Act . The 
property involved herein is primarily 
used for excavation and construction 
work and the inconsequential and in­
cidental use of the hi~hways was not 
contemplated by the lo ·islature in its 
innosition of a tax thereon for ' use 
of the public hi r"hways ' -.~ -i' -:~" 

e feel that the principle apnlied in t~o abovo case would 
be applicable in the situation t hat you havo presented. 

Conclusion. 

Therefore , it is the opinion of thi s dopart~ent that a 
well drillinr- ri g which uses the sa~e motor for drilling and 
for propell1n~ tho unit from one location to another is not 
a notor vehlcle \Tithin tho definition of Sectton 8367 , R. s . 
Mo . 1939 , re - onacted , Laws of 1945 , pa~o 1194 , and such ap­
paratus is not subject to the Motor Vehicle Registration Law . 

APPROVF.D : 
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