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Re: Nep m Law
This Office is in receipt your request f an opinion
in response to the following que 'th P
N
1., Is the employmen of brqther of a county com-
missioner's wife prohibited e )
9 Py
2. Is the employment of" tﬁe Misband of & sister of a

county commissioner's wire prohibited%

You do not pecifically say that under the employment
ated the e 2&91“53 would be pa%; out of county funds, but
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Article 2 of théﬁfﬁpal\Code provides:
,N’“brficer of thi e or any officer of any
i

s prechuct ™ et + shall appoint etec. any

ed with second degree by affinity

h ird de es by consanguinity to the
1ng atec."

N Tha brother ¢gf the commissioners wife would be related
to the ééngi“\io er By affinity in the first degree. T. T. R.R.
S
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Co. v. Oveon, 1 App. C. C. Para. 533, Baker v. McRimmon (Civ.
App.) 48 . 742; Ex parte West, 60 Cr. R, 485, 132 S, W. 239;
2 CQ tT. 5'79- el

' Relating to the second question, two men who are not
otherwise kxin to each other do not become related by affinity
merely by marrying sisters, 2 C, J. 379 and cases therein cited.
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It follows that your first questy. v
the sffirmative, and the second question in .
Yours very truly
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