
RECIPROCITY :. 
MOTOR VE.'HlCLES : 

Complete r e ciproci ty as r epards r egistration cP 
mot or vehi cles does not exist between the state~ ~r 
Missouri and Indiana ; then a motor vehi cle 0\med and 
rer!·istered i n Indi ana and leased to a Mis..>ouri 
r es i dent for a per iod of more than thirtv days must 
be .register ed in Missouri . 

LICti:I'!SBS : 

F l LED 
June 23, 1953 

~I '--·---
Major E. I .• Hockaday 
Assistant Superintendent 
Missouri State Hi ghway Patrol 
Jefferson City, Missouri 

Dear Sir: 

This department i s in receip t of your request for an 
officia l opinion. You thus state your request: 

"Attached is a l ette r head on the Contra ct 
St eel Carriers , Incorporated, which is a 
Missouri corporation. This company opera t es 
from Chicago to Kansa s Ci ty, Missouri . They 
l ease tractors on a yearly ba sis and these 
vehicle s a re licensed in the State of Indiana . 

"We request an opinion from your department 
as to whether or not t heir operation in the 
Sta te of Mi ssouri is l ega l , or must they 
purchase Missouri l icens e p l ates for these 
vehicles ." 

The above letter raises the issue of whet her there i s 
reciprocity between the states of l.Ussouri and Ind iana as t o 
the re gistra tion of motor vehicles . The reciprocity law of 
Mis souri is found in Section 301.270, RSMo 1949, and r eads as 
follows: 

"A nonre s ident owne r , excep t as ot herwise 
herein provided, owning any motor vehicle 
which has been dul y reg i stered for t he 
current year in the state, country or other 
place of which the owner is a resident and 
which at all t imes when operated in the 
state has displayed upon it the number plate 
or pl a tes issued for such veh i cle in the 
pl ace of residence of such ovrner may opera te 
or permit the operation of such veh icle with­
in this s t ate without registering ~uch 
vehicle or paying any fee to thi s s tate , 
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provided that tho provisions of this 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 r ranted to vehicles 
registered under the laws of and owned by 
residents of this state . " 

From tho above it will be soon that a motor vehicle which 
is owned by a resident of Indiana , and which has been duly 
registered for tho current year in and by the State of Indiana , 
may be operated by such owner or operated by his permission, in 
the State of Missouri, without re~istering ouch motor vehicle 
in Uinsouri or payinr any rogistretion foe in Uissouri , provided 
that a motor vehicle duly registered for the current year in 
Missouri would have tho same privilere in Indiana . 

At this t~e, we would direct attention to the definition 
of "ovmer" of a motor vehicle in J'isaouri and in Indiana . The 
Missouri definition is found in peragraph (19) of Section 301 . 010, 
Missouri Revised Statutes Cumulctive Suppl ement 1951, and reads 
as f ollows: 

11 ' 0wner ," the term ownor shall include any pornon, 
firm, corpo~ation or association, who holds tho 
lersl title of a vehicle or in t he event a vehicle 
is t~e subject o1 an agreonont for tho conditional 
sale or lease thereof ~ith the ribht of purchase 
upon performance of tho conditions stated in the 
agreement and with an immediate riGht of possession 
vested in tne conditional vendee or loosee , or in 
the event a mortgagor of a vehicle is entitled to 
possession, then such conditional vendee or lessee 
or aortcagor shall be deemed the ormor for tho 
purpose o~ this l ow. " 

The Indiana definition is found in paragraph (o) of Section 
47- 2402, Burns Indiana Statutes Annotated , 1952, and reads a s 
follows: 

"Ownor. --A person who holds t he lega l title of 
a motor vehicle or any person renting or l easing 
a vehicle and having oxclusive use thereof for 
a period lon~or t hon thirty LJQ7 days , or in t he 
event a vehicle is tho subject of an arreement 
for the condi tional sa l e or l ease theroof, with 
the right of purchnoe upon the performance of 
the cond i tions s tated in the arreo~ont and with 
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an immedi ate r ight of possession vested in 
tho c onditional vendee or l essee, or in t he 
event t he mort~gor of a vehicle is entitled 
to posoossion, t hen such conditional vendee 
or l e ssee or mort~agor shall be deemed to be 
tho owner for tho purpose of this act . " 

It will be noted that by the Indiana definition "any nerson 
rentin~ or leasing a vehicle a nd hav i~ exclusive use thereof 
f or o. period l onger than thirty (30} days" i s held to be the 
O\mer of such vo""ticle . I t will also be noted that t:1.e Uissouri 
definiti on contains no such provision. As a r e sult of this 
difference, the follow~OG woul d be true: A Miss ouri registered 
motor vehicle l eased on an annual basis in Indiana would have 
to be r o ~isterod in Indiana , Nbereao, in view of the llissour i 
reciprocity s tatute and the Miss~uri definit ion of owner, such 
a require~ent i s not now made in Missouri of an Indiann regis ­
tered motor vehicle l 0ased for a period of mor e than thirty days 
in Uissouri . The situation thus created ~eprosents a disparity 
which i s incompatible >it~ reciprocity, ~nd in vier. of this fact , 
we would feel that a motor vehicle ro~istered in Indiana and 
leased to a Missouri o~~r for a period of over thirty c ay s 
should be re ;;.i.stered in l!issouri,, unless the1•e is pre sent soae 
additional elo~ .. nt which woul d a l '.;er this situation. 

I n thi s l'e@:ord , we would d iroct n ttention t o i;he fact 
that tho St3 te of Ind i ana ha s a rc c l~roc ity co~~insion (Section 
47- 202, Bu_·na Indiana Statuto~ Annotated 1952 ) hich is author .. 
izod to enter into r eciproc ity comnacts with other s tate s . That 
statute reads in part : 

"{:· ·•• i• If such other stoto, com:nonwealth or the 
District of Col ucbia has no commission or 
official authorized to e nter into such recipro­
ca l a e ement, but does have in force a law or 
ota tute wh ich contains a reciprocal '1rovision 
for the benefit of tho citizens of this state, 
then the co~ssion hereby creatsd, if i t be · 
of the opinion that it would bo benefi cia l to 
th~~ s ta te or tho citizens thereof is author­
ized to consent to tho provisions of such 
reciprocal law or s ta tute , and to notify the 
pro~or authority of such other state, common­
wealth, or Dis trict of Columbia t hereof. " 

On Doceaber 31, 1943, the Reciprocity Commission of Indiana 
entered into a reciprocity agreomont wi th tho State of Uissour i , 
said agr eement to become effective January 1 , 1944, to "rez:m i n 
in full force and effect until c ancol:Jed by either parties upo:1 
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thirty days written notice to tho other . " No such notice of 
cancella tion h.ns been given by either party. Signing this compact 
for Indiann were the members of the Reciprocity Comcission of 
Indiana , and signing for Missouri was tho Chairman of the !':!.snouri 
Public Servico Commission and the Commissioner of Uotor Vehicles 
of Missouri . Tho pertinent parts of this a~eement are: 

"I . The under signed do solemnly covenant and 
agr ee that the motor vehicl es , t r ailers ~ud 
eemi- trailors , while ongared sololy in interstate 
co~1erce for hire or in carrying tho pr operty of 
tho owner of such vehicle , and owned or operated 
by a resident of either> sta te shall he QXompt in 
the state of non- dot::llcile frot::l the payment of any 
and all fees and taxes lovied by such s tate against 
sa~d owners or operators by reason of tho operation 
of st,ch t:totor vehicle~, tra.:.l ers and semi - tra ilers 
upon the hi2hways of t~e States involved heroin; 
subject , however , to the liaitations and exceptions 
in the followinr, subparagr aphs : 

"A . The fees and taxes from \7hich said onnors or 
opera tors ahal 1_ be oxcm:r t iL the etc to of non ­
docicilo shall include any and all taxes or fees 
of wha ~ever namo o1.• doscri "'>tion which may be 
loviod or ~posed ~y r 3ason of the operation of 
motor vohiclos, trailers or seci - trailars on tho 
highllays of tho roc~o~ocatin~ state or any polit­
ical subdivision thoroof, including the applica­
tion f" ling foe ~or coomon, contract or private 
operating authority rayable to said state . 

"B. ""'rovidod, howovor , that vmenevor an o'tiner 
or operator ~hall caintain a ve~iclo at any 
terminal upon an interstate route , which vo­
hicle for other l egal uurposes mirht ordinarilT, 
be regarded as onga odin ninterstato commerce ' 
by rea son of the character of its oper ations , 
but '"lich is engaged in rmch operations ox­
elusively within the state of non- domicile , 
such vehicl e shall not be exenpt under this 
agreement , but shall be rogistered in, and 
subject to taxation by the state of n~n-domicile . 

"C. For the nurposos of this agreement any 
individual, corporation or other w gal entity 
who had his or its principa l place of bu3iness 
in either of said states on or before July 22, 
19L3, and vho has cocplled uith the laws of such 
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state vith respect to r egistr a t ion and payment 
of all fees and taxes for his or its motor 
vehicle , t r ail er or scni - trailer, at s aid 
tico , shall, in addition to s uch persons as 
fall within the common and l ega l definition 
of t ho t101~d frasident·', be deemed a resident 
of t~e state in which such principal place of 
busi ness was so situated on sa id date , enc 
such state shqll l ike~ise be regarded as his 
or its ' domicile ' . 

"D. Reciprocity shal l not kno~lingly be 
extended by either state t o any owner or 
operator whose authority to operate is not 
in full force and effect in the s tate of said 
o¥mers ' or operators ' residence . 

nri . This acreement shall not affect or impair 
t he pew er , author! ty and discretion of tho 
regula t ory bodies or other competent authori ties 
of either the state of l!issouri or Indiana , 
actin'"' \71..t hin the territorial linits of their 
particular state , to ~ke and enforce l~ws , 
rul es and re[Ulations governinr motor carrier s 
genorallv, or to ~~~nt or deny certificates 
or ,ormits to motor carriers, and such power , 
authority and discretion of srid bodi es and 
authorities shall not be suncrseded or sus­
pended 1n any re spoct by rea son of ti'lis af!reo ­
ment , and all motor carrier s of either state 
when op0rating in either state shall compl y 
with and conform t o all tho l aws , r ules , 
r egulations and safety measur es as to opera ­
tion including the filin~ of proper insurance 
or ot her required undertaking for dama~e to 
per sons or property, imposed by tho particula r 
state wherein operations are being conduc ted , 
save and excepting tha t insofar as snid l aws, 
rul es and regulations deal wit h or require 
among other things t he ~ayment of fees and 
taxes , compliance t herewith as t o such pay­
ment only shall be fully waived by t he reci­
procating state as elsewhere prov ided in thi s 
agreon ent . 

" III . ~he par t ies heret o further covennnt a nd 
agree t o extend to each other full cooper ation 
in tho exchange of information as to the 
domi c11e of owners or operator s of vehic1e s 
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registered in their respective states as of Jul y 
22 , 1943, and any ro all other information deemed 
necessary or essentia l to t he establishment of 
said or.ners ' or operators ' ri~hts to the recip• 
roca l orivilo~es a~fordod by this agreecont, or 
to t he denia l of ouch privileges upon ascerta in­
ment of his or its leek of qu~lifications therefor . " 

Tho question to ~hich the above co~pact gives rise is to 
\7hat extent, if any, it affect::- tho dlsparnte situation existing 
bet~eon lliosouri an Indiana in re~ard to the registration of 
~otor ve'~icles di scuAeed nhovo . 

A study of tho co~pnct lndlcatoa to us that it doos not 
cover t~ d. sparete situation which results from the different 
defini tions of rro•mor" of motor vehicles 1n .lis so uri and 
Indiana . It i s , t~erefore , the opinion of thi~ de~Drtmont tha t 
the di~p~rato s itt~tion which we havo discusoed is not a~fected 
by the reciprocity eompnct . 1o here note that Pe are rul!ng on 
t he specific situation &tttlat'!im Tlhich you nro ... cnt in your 
l etter of inqui~y, and not u~on any othor nhaso o~ reciprocity 
between tho statoo of !~ "onuri and Inalana . 

·" • COlfCLUSI ON . 

It is tho opinion of this de'P!lrtnent that complete 
r ecipr ocity ns reG&rds rq~istration 0f motor vo~:cloo doe s 
not exist betwoen tho statoo o~ llisaouri ~~J InJlana , and 
that as a result of this fact , a motor ve~icle ownod and 
regis tered in I ndiana a!ld leased to a ·usnouri rooidont for 
a poriod of more than thirty day~ muot bo rog·stered in 
rt.issouri . 

The foregoing opinion, ~hich I hereby approve , was prepared 
by my Assistsn t , Ur . Hugh P. \".illiamoon . 

HP :am:sw 

Yours very truly, 

JOHN lJ . DALTON 
Attorney Genoral 


