RIS I .
- , @y
& *a

“

TAXATION: . - Personsl property located without the city limits
MUNICIPALITIES: but belenging to a resident of the clty is subject
. S 7 . to taxation for municipal purposes.

S

March 25, 195k

...HBomorable N. Elmer Butler
Prosecuting Attorney
Stone County
Gelene, Misgouri

Dear Sirt

. Reference is made to your recent request for an official opinion
.of: this office which reads in part as followst

"The owner of certaein personal property
lives in Reeds Bpring, Migsouri, which ig

a clty of the fourth class, In sddition’to
personeal property within the city limite
where he resides, he owns certain other
personel property located outside the ecity
limits in Stone County, Misscuri, Hey the
city assessor assess personal tengible
property tax on such property being outside
the corperate limlits of the City of Reeds
spriﬁg} and may the collector collect such
bax? : .

In enswer to this quéstion we need only refer you to the case

of Stete to use of Diving v. Oollier, 301 Mo, 72, 256 S.W. 1155,

The question presented in that csse was whether personal

- property located without the corporate limits of a elty of the
fourth class was taxable by the city wherein the appellant resided,
Bult wes brought by the city collector to collect taxes against
seid property loceted without the eity limits and the circuit
court allowed recovery. The defendant in that action appealed
to the Supreme Court, and in its opinion, insofar as it is
pertinent to the question at hand, said:

"II, The stipulation heretofore set out,
contains the following: .

"17he property forming the basis of the
aggessment upon which the levy for these
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‘Hon, N. Elmer Butler

taxes was made consisted of horses, .cattle,.

mules, " ‘sheep, hogs, implements and machinery

cwned by the defendent, and kept and used upon

a farm owned by him located outside the corporate
limits of the city of Greenfield, but within the
bounderies ‘of Dade County, Missouri, and not used

in any way 1n ‘eonnection with hig home in Greenfield,!

"We are of the apinion that the trial court reached
a correct conclusien in.its disposition of this
caseé and that Lts ruling is susteined by the
following authoritiest 26 R.C.L, sec. 2il, pp.
273=ls State ex rels V. Pearson, 273 Mo, l.c, 78,
199 S.W. 1eCe h3w&; State ex ral» Ve Shepherd,
218 MCH 656"‘7. »

"It is conceded in the foregolng stipulation that,
tdefendant herein is an actual resident of said
city(Greenfield), residing within the corporate
1imits thereof in whlch place he has resided for
more than ten years.!

"The judgment bslow is accordingly affirmed."

We have reviewed this opinion and the suthorities referred to
therein and are of the opinion that the decision in that case is yet
controlling. (See also Stabe ex rel, v. Timbrook, th Mo. App. 368,)

CONCLUSION

Therefore, it is the opinion of this office that a éity essessor
of a cilty of the fourth class may assess and the collector may collect
taxes upon personal property having an actual situs without the city
limits but belonging to a person who resides therein,

. This opinion, which I hereby approve, was written by my assistant,
Mr. Donsal Ds Guffey.

Yours very truly,

DDG tmw , JOEN M. DALTON
Attorney CGeneral



