
CORONERS : County liable for fees of coroner ' s inquest 
over body of deceased, dying in County of 
Coroner as result of -i njuries received in 
another County. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

December 20 , 1940 

FILED 
Honorable Edward V. Long 
Prosec~ting Attorney 
Pi ke Ce>unty · 
Bowling Green, ~issouri 

Dear Sir: 

Tl.Ua Department 1a 1n receip t of your l etter 
of D~c«mber 2nd , 1940 , 1n which you request an opinion, 
as follows: 

" A man was injured by a n explosion 
of a gas line 1n PI KE COUHTY , 
IL.u!l.OIS . There was no su spicion 
of foul p lay . This l'IUl.ri was brought 
to t h e Eospital in PIKE COUNTY , 
lliSSOURI , and died 1n this ~tate 
as a resu lt of his i n jury . The 
lrumranc o Company requested the 
Coroner to ho l d an inquest which he 
did . The bill for this inquest ia 
~w p resen ted to t h e County Court. 
Under these circumstances is the 
County Court of PI KE COUl\TY , t.ISSOURI , 
liable for t h ese coats?" 

Inasmuch as the ques tion y ou submit has been ruled 
by this Department on two oth er occasions , and wherein 
i t was d,ecided that the County Cou:-t was l i able, there 
is herewith aubmi tted copies of these two opinions, 
namely , the opinion of Ur . Gilbert Lamb , dated t:arch a, 
1 933, and the opinion of Ur . Aubr ey R. Hammett , Jr., 
dated October 14, 1931• 
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Hon. Eldward V. L')ng (2) December 20 , 1940 

Your request does not so state, but it is 
assumed t hat the Cor oner held the inquest before a 
jury . 

In the event, however, the inquest was not held 
before a jury, i t is the opinion of this Department 
t hat your County would not be liable for the costa of 
the coroner's inquest. This seema to be effect of the 
decision of the Kansas City Court of Appeals in the 
case of Patrick vs. Empl oyers' tlutual L1ab111 ty Insur­
ance Company , 118 s . \J . (2d) 116, and wh erein it was 
said (1 . c. 122): 

"Under the provisions of these 
sections it seems apparent that 
the coroner baa no authority to 
perform an autopsy under the 
circumatances here present, or 
have one performed, except 1n 
connection with an inquest t o be 
held before a coroner's jury." 

CONCLUSIOl~ • 

I t ia,theretore, the conclusion of thia Department 
that Pi ke County , ~1ssouri, is liable for the coata of 
the coroner 's inquest, providing such inquest was before 
a coromer 'a jury . 

RespectfUlly submitted, 

VAilE C . THURLv 

APPROVED: 
Assistant Attorney- General 

COVELL R . HEWITT 
(Acting) Attorney- General 
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