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Attention: Honorable Ralph c. Lashly 

Dear Mr, Jacksonf 

Thia opinion is in reaponse to your letter 
recently reca ved,. which letter is a.s follows: 

"I have a copy of your opinion to 
Mr,.Hinkle Statler, Motor Vehicle 
Registration Unit, construing the 
position of taxicabs under Section 
8470ol5 Mo, R,S.A. 

"Would you please advise this Div1-
a1on whether taxicabs, exempt from 
the provisions of the Public Service 
Cowuission Act and licensed to operate 
within municipalities having no regu­
latory ordinance requiring bond, or 
inauranc~,·are subject to the provi­
sions of the Motor Vehicle Safety 
Responsibility Act," 

Neither "common cari•ieratt nor atax1caba 11 are 
defined 'in the MOTOH Vl!liiCLE SA:fl'ETY RbSPONSIBILI'l'Y ACT. 

According ~o·the holding in the case of State 
ox rol. Anderaon va. Witthaus, 102 s.w. (2d) 99, l.c. 
101, cited and quote~ in t~e ~ormer opinion supplied 
to· Mr. Hinkle Statler by this Department,. that case, 
doea point out and defines what q.onstitutes a "common 
caz·rier". We refer you to that case as cited and quoted 
on pag., 2 of the former opinion frOJQ this Department,. 
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Sub.aection (d) of Section 5720 of Article 8 1 
Chapter 35., l.o. 253, Volume 15, Mo·. R.s.A. ot the . 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ACT definea the term "taxi­
cab't as f'ollows: 

tJ(d) The term •taxicab' when uaed 1n 
thie article, shall mean every motor 
vehicle designated and/or constructed 
to accommodate and transport passen­
gera, not more than five 1n,number., ex­
clusive or the driver, and ritted with 
taximeters and/or using or having some 
other device, method or ayatem, to indi­
cate and determine the passenger fare 
charged tor distance traveled, and the 
principal operations of which taxicaba 
are confined to the area within the 
corporate limits of c1t1ea of the state 
and suburban territory aa herein de­
fined.-11 

Section 5721 of $aid Article, Chapter and Act 
exempts taxicabs from the terma of said PUBLIC SERVICE 
OOMMISS.ION ACT. For the sake of brevity we do not deem 
it necessary to quote said Section 5721, but respectfully · · 
call attention to the Section• However, said Section 51721 
doe a state, as a part thereof, the following: 

"tr- * * No provision of this article 
shall be so construed as to deprive 
any county or municipality within 
thia state of the right of police 
control ·over the uae or its public 
highways,· or the state highway com­
mission or the right of police con• 
trol over the use of atate h1gh.waya. 
ir * *", 

· , Your apeo1f1c question to be considered is whether 
if ta~1oab• are exempt from the terms of the PUBLIC S~~VICE 
COMMISSION AC'l'• and ,if taxicabs are operated and licensed 
in municipalities having no regulatory ordinance rel~ting 
to taxicabs requiring bond, insur•ance or proof of financial 
reapona1b1lity 1mpoied by such regulatory authority having 
jurisdiction ove~ the carrier's operations, they are subject 
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to the provisions of the Motor Vehicle Safety Responsi­
bility Act. 
" 

We think the anawe~ to the solution o~ the ques­
tion Yies in sub-section (b), poCket edition to Mo. R.s.A •• 
page 119 of Volume lB, Section 84'70.15, Article 5, Chapter 
451 also .found aa Section 4, Laws of Missouri, 1945, l20i7, 
l.e. 1210, 1211, of the MOTOR VNIICLE SAFETY RESPON~IBILITY 
ACT. 

' The former opinion of this Department to ~uw;. Statler 
on page 1, seta ·out and quotes in .full said aub-aection (b) 
of said s~ction 8470.15. · 

--
The only basis upon wnich taxicabs, as will be ob-

served by reading aub-section (b) of said 3eotion 8470.15 
and alao of said. :Jection 4 1 Lawa of Missouri, 1945, l.c. 
1210, 1211, \are exempted from the terms of the "MOTOR V~IICLE 
SAli'ETY I!BSPONSIBILITY ACTtt is that taxicabs are l~ft there­
by to be governed by regulatory ordinancea o£ munic1pali• 
ties aerved by 8Uch eomrnon carriers, it the facts show they 
are common carriers, arid whiab shall have satiafied such 
mun1c1palit1ea. 1n obedience to such ordinance~ or ordi· 
nance,., that they have provided. bond1 insurance, or proot' 
or .financial responsibility imposed by such ordinance, or 
ordinances. 

This br1nga ua at once to a further consideration 
of said Section 5721 of the PUBLIC Sh~VICE COWnlSSION ACT 
whereby said Section exempts taxicabs from the provisions 
or said Act, and further states, among other provisions, 
that county or municipalities within this State shall not 
be deprived by aaid Act of the right of police control 
over the use of ita pub~ic highways, etc. 

Taxicabs being exempt from the terms o:f the PUBLIC 
S:t!~VICE COMMISSION AGT by said Section 57211 l~aTes them sub­
ject only• according to the terms o£ aaid sub-section (b), 
Section 4 1 Laws o£ Missouri, 1945, l.o. 12101 1211, and Sec­
tion 8470.15, Mo. R.s.A., pocket edition, Volume 18,. page 
119, to municipal ordinance regulations, and if not regulated 
b-y' municipal ordinances 1n the particul~a named in aaid 
aub•aection (b), supra, they ar& subject to the terms o'£ 
the .MOTOR VElliCLE SAPETY R:E;SPONSIBILITY ACT. So oC oourae 
the question woul~ reaolve into thiaz 

We have in Section 5720 of the PUBLIC SERVICE COM· 
MISSION ACT, •upra, a definition of ~tax1cab 11 

• 
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We have a decision and definition in the Anderson 
case# quoted in the former opinion o£ this Department, that 
taxicab• are conmon carriers. 

We have the question in your letter whether taxi­
cab.s operating within municipalitiea having no regulatory 
ordJ.nance x-equiring bond, insurance. and which have·not 
made proof' of fina.ne1al reaponaibility, are subject to the 
~erms of the MOTOR VB~ICLE SAFETY RBSPONSIDILITY ACT. We 

'think there ia but one answer to this question under the 
statutes quoted and under~ cond1tiona you submit; and 
under the· holding o£- the t'ormer opinion of thia Depart­
ment.to ~~.Statler, that taxicabs are,under such oond1-
tiona, subject to the terms and provisions of the MOTOR 
VTI!IIICLE SAFETY RESPONSIBILITY ACT. 

CONCLUSION. 

It is, there :fore" .the opinion of this Department 
that taxioaba licensed by and operating in municipalities 
of thia State and their respective suburban territoriea­
aa common carriers., 11' the .facts show they are common car­
riers, and whiah munieipal1t1ea do not have in force regu­
latory ordinances supervising taxicaba by requiring bonda, 
inaurance or proof o£ financial responsibility, are sub­
ject to the provisiona o:r the MOTOR VEJfiC..'LE .SAli'J!:TY Rh:SPON­
SIDILITY ACT. 

APPROVEX>: 

J. E. TAYLOR 
Attorney General 

GWCair 

Hespeotf'ully submitted, 

GEORGE W. CROWLEY 
Aaaistant Attorney General 


