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Ee To Ucﬁcu‘h. MHe De . . " s
State Health Commissioner, , F' L E |

Jefferson City, Missouri, ////
Dear Sir: ‘\ﬁ:)

A request for en oplnion has been received from
you under date of Octoder 24, 1930, sueh request belng in the
following terma:

“Under the date of July 27, 1834 furnished
to br. X, T, MeGaugh, astete heelth commissioner, sn
orinion relative to ‘coroner's ceses’', 1 should like
at this time a supplementary opinion in regurd to .
coroner's casee,

If u death certificate is algned by the sttend-
1:{ {hystainn under the conditions outlined in the
opinion on July 27, 1934, ere there any conditions
under which a coroner can compel an inquest”

“"hat deathe ere to be referred to the coroner
for un inquest by sn attending physiclen whe is guali-
fled to rign u death certiricate”

On what deaths Jdoes a coraner hold sn inquest?”

I
CAuLBS POR ccmsﬁn' nl l}”’r AP’"E

Re 3, Wissouri, 1920, jection 11808, provides in

part as follows:

"A goroner shall be & conservator of the peece
throughout his county, and shall take ingquests of
viclent en! casual deaths happening in the =ame, or
where the body of any person coriing to his death chall

* be discovered in his county,”
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The phrase “"casual desths” in such zection apperently mesans
"death dy * * cesualty”, for the latter phrase is used in
R. S.i’{b., 198’. ’..tlon 11618.

It will be observed that Seetion 11608 does not make,
and . jone of the sections in the chapter in whieh such sec-
tion is found, namely Chapter 76, entitled "Inguests and
Coroners”, makes the holding of inguests by coroners depend-
ent upon whether e physiclan was in attendance on the deceased
or not, Our previous opinion, dated July 27, 1904, releted
primarily te the statutes relating to the sigaing of certiri-
cates of death, In that opinion we mdvised you thet _eetions
$046 and 9047 of M. 8. Yo., 1929, releting to certificates of
deatlh in cases where there is und ¢ases where there is not an
attending physician, respeotively, spplied to mutually exelu-
sive situations, ani we elted to you the case of U'Donnell v,
“ells, 222 Mo, 1170, £1 H.%. (24) 762 (1929). It might appear
on the face of these two stetutes and in the light of our op-
inion and this decision by the Supreme lovet of Hissourl that
no inguests are to be held under the statute in cases where
an attending physiclian sign the certificste of death, decnuse
only in Jeetion H047, providing for cuses in whieh en attend-
ing physielan does not sigms the certificate of deanth, lsthere
eny provicion for refersnce of cases L0 coroners, However, as
guoted in our opinicon of July 287, 1934, the case of ('lLoannell
v. ‘ells contains the rfollowing statement:

“In osses calling for en inquest it would be the
duty of the attending physiclan to notiry the
coroner.” (21 2,4, (24) 765)

Purthermore the Court in that cese says thet the duty of a
coroner to sign & certificete of death,in ceses 1in wshieh his
signing such e certiricate is required by statute, "is inei-
dental to the duties of & coroner under Chapter 48 (Zeectlions
$916, 5SPEY7) Rev, 5t, 1919, whieh provides rfur teki inguests

of v{olont end essusl deaths.” (21 S,i, (24) 768), Therefors,
even though the statutes provide no machinery ror the refer-
ring to a coraner of a case in which an attenéding physiclan
signs the certiricate of cdeath, nevertheless jection 11608,
‘which defines the dutles of coroners in holding ingquests, con-
tains no qualirication, say ' ng thst inquests shell only be held
where no physiclen was in sttendance, and in our opinion, coron-
ers should hold iaguests in connection with the deaths describded
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in Seotion 118608, whether e physicien signs the certificste
of death or not.

11

DUTY OF PHYSICIAN SIGNING CERTIFICATS
r p 0 _REPGRT CERTAIN DEATHS TO CORONER

In the 1ight of the rforegoing, in snswer to your
second question, although no statute requires the physician
signing the certificate of death to refer this matter to the
coroner, in view of the languege of the Supreme Court of ¥is-
souri above quoted from the case of C'lDonnell v, ells, we
belleve that physiclans signing certificates of death, in whielh
the desth falls within one of the elasaifiostions of Leotlon
11608, should refer osech sueh case to the coroner,

I11

The ana rer to your third gquestion 1s contained in
our answer to your first question, set out under 1 ebove,
lliowever, wa c¢all your attention to R, i, Mirsouri, 1985, tee~
tion 11834, which proviies in part as follows:

"ihenever any kmown person shall have dled from any
eause other then violenee or cesuslty, and & certi-
fieate of the cnuse of death is necessery for the
burisl of the body of zuch persom, the coromer shsll,
at the recuest of the relatives or friendcs of such
person, hold e view or inguest on the body, and the
person making suech request shell pey all costs, fees
and expenses of sueh inaguest or view,”

This section relestes to & speciel situastion, la ineppliesdle to
desthe from violence or casuslty, end also to ¢sses in which en
attending phy:ielan has signed & proper certificate of death,

In conclusion, it is our opinion that a corcner can,
and 1s under duty to, hold an Inquest whenesver such coroner has
reasonable ceuse to belleve, and does believe, that a death hes
been csaused by violent or cesuel means, or where the body of
any person coming to his death shall be discovered in his county,
and also in cases where a certiricate of death is necessary and
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is requested under the provisions of [.H, llssourl, 18288,
Section 116343 it 1s our further opimion that phyaiclua-

signing certificates of desth should report to the coroner
all such ea@ses in which the Gesth hes in thelr opinion been

due to violence or ecasusliy.
Very truly yours,
snsistant Attorney Uenaral

Approved:

JOHN W, HOFFMAN Jr.
(Acting) Attorney General




