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Honorable Clarence r. Lehnen 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Jlont&cael'7 county 
llellav1lle .. m•eoun 
JJear llr. Lehnen s 

!'bia 1a 1n fUrther response to your request tor an op1n1on 
ot 3anual"J' th1e veer. 

You aet out two spec1t1o queations• 

1. Kay a defendant vho tails to .-tee payment• 
under the unttorm support ot dependents act be 
pun1ahe4 aa tor conteapt? 

2. l:a the eourt, 1n a uniform support matter, 
obligated to appoint countsel £or an indigent 
deferu!antt 

Queet1on number 1 baa been the albJeot or lengthy research 
1n tbl.a ott1ee and 1a not yet resolved. We shall 1ntor. and 
ac1V11e 7ou at such t11le a a we do arr1 ve at an opin1on on that 
sUbJect. 

W1th reference to queatton nwaber 2, we pre•UDa you refer 
to the c1v11 prov1a1ona ot Chapter ll5'l. It the 4etendant 1& 
being proeeede4 ap1nat 1n a e1v11 ~~atter, we f1n4 nothing 
lltl1ch makea 1t mamatoey tbat the court appoint cOW\eel, bUt at 
leaat the St. Lo\11a Court ot Appeal• takee the poa1t1on that 
th1a 1a perm1sa1ble 1n an analqoua a1tuat1onJ aee In Re Barger, 
365 a.w. 24 89. 90. Cha~>ter 454, the act e•tabl111h1ng the 
enforcement o~ aupport • .-Jtea no prorta1on t~ tbe appointment 
ot counsel to repreeent an 1nc11gent detendant. 

HLM:BJ 

Veey truly Tours, 

tikNI , • ilULHOII 
lttorney General 


