
Opinion #58, Answered by Letter 
(Ben Ely, J r .) 

Honorable Dan Hale 
Proosecut1ng Atto·rney 
Luchanan County 
3t. Joseph , Mi sour 1 

Dear Mr. Hale: 

We are 1n receipt of yout lett er of recent date in 
which you aBle \fhether the wir e of an attorney can qual1f'y 
as a surety on a bail bond . As pointed out i n your 
letter, Rule 32 .14 of the J.1.1ssour 1 S~preme Court Rules 
ot Criminal Pro~edure pro hi bit s at torneyn at law !'rom 
being bai l bond auret1es . Rule 32.15 of vh~ Mi&wuri 
Supreme Co rt Rul eo of Civil Pro¢edure 4:'equ1x~s 1;b.at 
suret~es, in orcier to quali.ry a s such on tile basis of 
real estate o-fned~ mus t 'be t he oole, l egal and equitabl e 
owner in tee simple of the real es tate involved. 

Sec t ion 451.250, RSMo 1959, paragraph 1 1 provlcius: 

"1 . All real estate and any personal 
property, incl uding r ights in action , 
belonging to an7 woman at her marriage, 
or which may have come to her dur ing 
coverture, by gift, bequost or inherit-
ance, or b y purchaae with her sep ra te 
money or means, or be due as the tages 
of bar 3eparate J.abor , or has g~"'Own out 
of any violation or her personal rights, 
shall , together ~ith all inca~, increase 
and prot'1 ts thereof, be and remain het" 
separate property and under r.er sole 
control , and shall not ce liable to be 
tal<:en by any procesB of latl f or the 
ctebts of her husband . 11 

Under tbe foregoing statute a married woman can own 
property as the sole, legal and. equ1 table owner 1n r .. 



simple thereof. Such property put up by her as seouri ty for 
a bail bond would be a proper basis tor the bond. Her 
husband, if an attomey, would have no interest in the property; 
therefore the prohibition or Rule 32.14 would be inapplicable. 

Yours truly, 

THOMAS P. !ACJIOBl'ON 
Attorney General 


