Opinion No. 406 (1964), and No. 31 (1965), answered by Joseph
Nessenfeld, by letter.
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January 26, 1965 3 /

Honorable Paul D, Heass, Jr. IR
Prosecuting At
Magon, Missouri 63552

Dear Mr., Hess:

This is in reply to your recent request to this office to
review the Attorney mmummn&m 28, 1933,
expenses

Your letter states that two t defendants, while
in custody of the Macon County » in the Macon County Jail,
received medical attention under the provisions of Section
221.120, and that said defendants were ultima sentenced to

terms of ment in the Missouri State Penitentiary. The
1ler's Office has refusfd to approve for t the med-

i expenses, basing said rejection on the forego opinion.
We have ¢arefully studied the statutes, together
#,af.md

because of the that such
costs be taxed 1ir e gtate aty .

1!! M g e hel, T . P t ﬂl‘ cf
Fe 28, 1033, is correct and remains the of this



Honorable Paul D, Hess, Jr.

With respect to the case of Miller v. Douglas County, we
mhthntminwuﬁummmmwm’

- the medical services and medicines, and
mmwmwznumsmmﬂmﬂvmu.
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therefrom, we can find no basis upon which the state can be held
liable for the medical expenses. 8o too, the county cannot be
mumwmwmmvgumww
inplied. statute makes it the du

The of the sheriff to
the nececssary medical attention., It is unfortunate
thwse who the necessary medical attention to the

prisoners are without remedy against either the state or the






