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'l'!1i s is t o a c lmo\7led,je :rour letter as !'ollou s : 

"1'ho r oad work and rnaintorJl.Ilce of 
t 1 e rura l r oa.ds of J:Io·,,a r d County 1 s 
di vided i n t o b Distric ts . oads 
a.d. joir.ilJG J la.sc ow are i n what is 
lm0\"1n a s " Jlas~ow :..i [;ht 1 ile rloa.d 
])is~rict" i s nnnaged b., three non
salo.riod Commi s sioners . \ ice r.!a.up1n . 
La.uronco Jackson. a.nd Fr ed Feruu son . 

"For several yoa.rs p:tst uo have been 
ca.rryinu Co~pensation Insurance and 
ul so Public Liability. ·o would like 
vory much y-.>ur opinion a s to whether 
t ho -istrict or County would be 
l oGQlly l iable under tho Compensation 
.Lo.\7S of 1.11c souri . should one of our 
Bmployee ~ be injure d or ldllod whil e 
i t line of duty 't" 

~.o ho.vo not be e n a b le to fi nd any caso directly 
i n poi nt L order to a nS\"ler your c1uostion but b oliove l'te 
can reach u correct conc l u s i on bv tho principl e s of 
a nul o(;Y. l'hore aro t1 L;roa t many co. so s do cidod by our 
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lion . Rice Llaupin - 2- vet. 10, 1936 . 

a p ;ellate courts t o tllo offoct that a 
triet i s not liable for tort action s . 
.... poci al .o.oad District, 201 s. • 890 , 
case a cited. 

special road d1s
I.amar v. Bolivar 

1 . e . 892 , and 

In ....... loul.rp v . Kurth et al ., 245 s . I . 636, the 
St . Louts Cour t of Appeal s said (1. e . 638 ): 

" bsont lec$1 alation ma.~ special 
road districts lia b le for its 
ne~ligcnt acts , it is established 
by a ~ealth of a uthority i n t~ssouri 
that such districts ~e public 
corporations and are qua~i political 
oubdi visions of the county and the 
State and are not liable f or negli
gence i n the buil ding and construe tion 
of public works . such as roads o.nd 
bridges . 

•It is likenise clear that the indi
vidual defendants. being special 
commi ssioner s of the road district. 
are not liable for their cistakes o~ 
judgme nt or their acts of neGligence 
i n doi n g work. " 

: rom tho a oove we conclude a nd it is our opinion 
that the i cht Li le • ~a 1,i strict.. t ho count y .. or the 
coomissioners, would not bo legally liable if an employee 
was injured or killed while i n the line of duty . Bush 
v . State HighVIay Co.-:miss1on of Ui s sour1 .. 46 s. w. (2d ) 854 . 

You request as t o whether or not it is ~ecessary 
for you to c ompl y with t h o .:orkmens' Coc ponsation la\'7s of 
.ussouri . 



uon • . ci cc !..aupin - 3 - Oc t. 10 , 1936 . 

..;ha.ptor 28 ~ R. s . .. 1ssour1 ~ 1929 , and amendments., 
relate t o "::'or kmen ' s Compensat ion . " Sec tion 3303 

provide s i n part as follows : 

" s ections 3300, 3301 and 3;.302 of thl s 
chapter sha l l not a ppl y to any of tho 
folluwiDJ e mpl oyments : 

"Fi r st : ~mployrnents by the state ~ count y ., 
municipal eor por a.tion, township, sc hool 
or road, drainage., swamp and l ovy dis
tricts , or school board , board of educa 
t i on, re3onts , curat ors , managers , or 
control commi ssion , b oard or any o t her 
pol l tical s ubdi vi sio. ,s , corporat ion , or 
qUAsi - corporation t hereof . " 

1•·r om t he above section 1 t is our opinion that t h e 
Ei ght 1:11e Jpeci al Road District is not l iabl e under the 
ork:rn&n ' s Compensation la\7s of Uisoour1 . 

I n t .!J.is opinion '"'e have only under taken t o a nswer 
t he question of t he l iabili t :; or non-11a.b111 ty of t he . 
Ei ght Ui l e SJ:S cial hoad t.,l strict ~ without reg£.rd t o whether 
or not it oas proper for suc h di s t r i ct t o have : orlanen's 
Compensat ion . .:..uffi cc it to ca y that section 3304, t • • s . 
1.!o . 1929 ~ provides that t he \lOrd 11employcr " , as used in 
sai d chapter 28 ~ woul d include tho Gl asgow • .. i ght U1le 
Road Dist r i ct i f i t e l e c ted t o a ccept the provisions of 
said chapt er by l a\1 or ordinano.e • ..o do not knon wether 
tho Glasgow Li ght l~ilo I~oad Di stric t had authority~ or bas 
authority, to acce pt tho provisio 1s of tho ~i'orlonen • s 
Compensa t ion Ac t . I f' it accepted the provisions of the 
chapter relating to aorkmen ' s Compensation. then , of course • 
compliance theret o is necessary. 
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Yours very truly • 

Ja me a L . HornBostel 
Assista nt Attorne y - General 


