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Section 3 of Article 8306 lievised Civil Statutes
reads as follows:

*"Thc ecmployees of the subscriber and the
parcnts of minor employees shall have no
right of action against their enployer or
against any agent, gervant or emplover of
said euployeec for damages for personal injur-
ies, and the representatives and beneficiar-
ics of deceased employee shall have no right
of aotion against such subgscribing employer
or his agent, servant or employoe for dam
for injuries resul ting in death, but such e~
ployees and their representatives and bemefi-
ciaries shall look for compensation solely to
the association, as the ssme is hereinafter
provided for. 41l ocompensation allowved under
the succeeding sections herain shall be' %
from garnishment, atiaclment, judgment emd
othor suits or claims, and no such right of
action and no such compensation and no part
thereof or of either shall be assignable,  eX«-
cept as otherwise herein provided, and sny nt-
tempt to assign the same shau be void.'

The conpensauon recoverahle for the duth of & -u-
ried employce partakes of the nature of commumity property and
is to bdeo distributed as such, if there is s surviving spouse;
no part of the compensation goes to the parent, and i1f there
are no surviving children or desoendants, and no survi
spouse, the surviving father and mother take the oompensation
awarded in egual portions; the fact that the parents are
divorced and that the amployee was living with one of them
in no way aff'ects the right of the other to half of the oone
pensation. Gates v. Texas Employers Ins. Assn., 242 B8.¥.2409,
error refused; Tex. Jur. vol, 45 p. 837.

In the oase of Texas mplayers Ins. Assn. v. ¥illiams
et al, 57 8. Y. (24) 218, the Dallas Court of Civil Appeals,in
passing upon a question identical with the guestion presented
in your inquiry, held in effeot that one of several beneficlar-
les entitled to recover compensation may not assign to the
other his interest in the claim, and that where a divoroed hus-~
band attempted to aseign to his divorced wif'e his claim for
compensation for the death of their aon, such an assignment ald
not come within any of the statutory exceptions.

The cases are agreed that provisions in ¥Workman's Com-
pensation Acts prohibiting the ssaigmment or waiver of any
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claim under the acts, without approval by the court, are
valid, and not an unconstitutional limitation of the free-
dom of contract. Aunerican Law Reports vol. 47 p, 799.

1n the casc of Workmant's Compensation Eoard of Ken-
tucky v. L. ¥. ibbott et al, 212 Ky. 123, 278 S. ¥. 533, it
was held that the Legislature may, under its polico power,
prohibit the assigmuent of claims arising under the act, and
that it nccessarily follows that it would also be competent
to deny the right to settle the claim or award after it was
made, in & mamner diffeorent from the mode provided by the
act itself, since the settlement of 2 claim generally in-
volved an assigmuent or a relinquisiment of a part of it.

In view of the foregoing suthorities you are respect-
fully advised that it is the opinion of this department that
Alfred Lee Love does not have the right or suthority o re-~
1inquish or assign his claim in favor of his divorced wife,
as such an assignment does not come within any of the statu-
tory exceptions. . . :
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