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William T. Paynter, M.

State Health Commissioner
Indiana State Board of Health

1330 West Michigan Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

Dear Doctor Paynter:

This is in response to your r quest for an offcial opinion
as to whether the terminology "unable, to secure," as used in
Indiana Code, section 20- 6 (a), requires a local health
department to provide immunizations for school children
against the diseases covered by that section regardless of
ability to pay.

ANALYSIS

Indiana Code section 20- 6 (a), as added by SEC-
TION 4 of Public Law 103 of the Acts of 1976, provides the
following:

The parent of any child who has not received the
required immunizations shall present the child to a

physician and request him to administer the immuniza-
tions. If the parent is unable to secure the immuniza-
tions, the local health department serving the area in
which the child resides shall provide the immunizations.
These vaccines provided by the local health department
shall be furnished by the local health board or the state
board of health.

This subsection plainly states that the parents of school
children must have their children immunized against those
diseases specified in Code section 20- , namely, diph-
theria, whooping cough, tetanus, measles, rubella, poliomyeli-
tis, and any other diseases specified by the State Board of
Health. Only if parents are "unable to secure" those im-

munizations does the statute require the local health depart-
ment to provide the immunizations.
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A similar provision with respect to tuberculosis is found at
Code section 20- 12. Parents are required under that
statute to furnish evidence that their children have been tested
for tuberculosis. However, if a parent "is financially unable
to pay" for the testing, the school corporation is required
to pay.

Although the 1976 General Assembly, in enacting Code
section 20- 6, did not use that same specific language
in referring to financial need, the intent appears to be the
same. Moreover, well-established rules of statutory construc-
tion require that statutes relating to the same general subject
matter be read together. See, for example State v. Young
(1958), 238 Ind. 452, 151 N. E. 2d 697 and City of Muncie v.

Campbell (1973), - Ind.App. -, 295 N.E. 2d 379.

CONCLUSION

It is, therefore, my Offcial Opinion that the phrase "unable
to secure " as used in Indiana Code, section 20- , means
financially unable to secure. In such situations of financial
inability, the local health department is authorized to provide
the immunizations without charge.


