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County Jail Comportg With the requzrements ©f Ahrens

V. Thomas, 570 F.24 286, 28g (8th Cir, 1978); Camgbell
V. Cauthron, 623 F.2g 503 (8th Cir. 1989) .
——=2Uthron

a sexua) a@ssault jp 1977, but diq not report the incident _
because of fear, One Kay Brown, @ social Worker, testifjeq

“that ghe °nly knew of ©ne assayjlt (the one reported




. held hearinqs durlng which argumentg °of coun-
Bel were heard, stlpulations of Counse] were made upon the
Tecorq, evidence was introduced and Teceived and teS£imony was
heard, Teceived and conéidered by the Court
8. On or about the 23rd day of July 1981 the MAGs.
TRATE's REVIEH AND RECOMMENDATION with r

was fileg with this Cou

Ted an Order‘in Cay
) Plaintiff, vs,




.

order as to the future movement of the detainee. The
jailer has no discretion as to whether or not or as
to>what terms any detainee can be released from his
cus%ody.l”Obviously then, any guestion of unconstitutional
pretrial detention should be directed to the County Court
by said inmates requesting acceleration of judicial
process. Inasmuch as there is no reason to censure

the jailer or require direction in this area, the reviewing

Magistraté makes no observations on the length of pretrial

detention.

Therefore, the reviewing Magistrate, recommends
that the above observations coupled with the stipulation
of the parties, be posted in the St. Louis County Jail

to invite objection, if necessary, pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

Uhin, § Pl

§636 (b).

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE

Dated: June 21, 1983
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