OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

Fonorable Ton C. Xing
ctate Auditor
Auztin, Texas

neasr Mr. ning:

Opinion No, 0-1738
Re! Conpensaticn of HMembera of

' Yexqnon's Anno-
tated Fenal Cib v tethe State
Board of Ha . R@metologiats,
provicdes g

the Board
2 X0), X Dollars
#1C.00 N7 tual expenses

ihourred Nn e #ance of thelr
of piclal an frovided the sale
isg. of each seid memberg shall

ne {1) vear exceed Twenty-
Mred Dollars (#2,500.00),
p:ovi ir4 such expengss shall be
/ ¢ end when sudited, ep-
and allowcd by tro State

wSenate Bill No. 427, 46th Legislaturs,
the Departmental Avprepristicn bill, mekes
no refercnce to this per dlem with moximum
allowance, but siuply yprovides for a salary

BE CONSTRUED AS A DEPARTMENTAL OPINION UNLESS APPROVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT
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Honocrable Toa €. King, page 2

of £2,500,00 for cach member of the Board
during each year of tha current blenniun.

"Your opinion is reSpectfﬁlly re~
quested s follows:

: "l. Xs the appropriation to be read
in the light of the gencral ststutes, 20 as
to conclude that the Leglslature appropriated
£2,5C00.00, or o mnuch theveof as say bs nec-
essary for the paymént Of & por dicm; or

"2, ¥ans there a valil approprietion
of & salary of 1/12 of 2,500 per month
for cach member?Y

| - It is ovur opinlen that the Legisloture, by
rrovidivg in the Deparimental Appropriaticn Bill for
the current bienniwa (Ssnate Bill ¥No. 427, 46th Leg-
islature) en ayppropriation of 42,500 for cach of the
three membsrs of the Stsate Loard of Halrdressers and
Cosmetolozists, Intended that this money should be
disbursed in accordance with the terme of Scetion 7

of Article 73Lb, Vernonts Annotatsd Penal Code, which
you quote in your lstter. The general law on the sub-
Ject would ordinarily vrevail cver a conflicting pro-
vigion in the appropriation bill, ¥e do not, however,
beliceve thet therc is sny conflict between the two,
The genersal rider to the Deparbaentsl Appropriztion
Bill (at bottom of paze 146 of the Supplexzent to the
Cenate Journal for June 13, 1639) contsins the follow-
ing provisien:

"The appropriaticns hereln provided
arc¢ to be construcd ag the asxinun sung
to b2 anproprinted to end for the several
purposes namnad herein® #* #»

) Section 7 of Article 734b of the YTenzl Code
provides that Ythoe members of the Board shall each re-
ceive Ten Dollsrs{#10.00) a day” end scts a naxizmum
of £2,500 per year. The approprintion bill appropriates
72,500 yper yeor for thut purpose. These two provisions
segn to us cntirely corglctent ons with the other, end
they should be s0 conzirucd. As sald by Justice rhillips,
of tha Suprese. Court of Texss in Cole v. Stebe, ex rel.
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Honoreble Toa C. Xing, pase 3

Cobelini, 106 Texas 472, 170 8. ¥W. 1036:

_ "Repeals by implicztion eyc never
favored. Lews are enacted with s view
t0 thelr psrmancnce, end it 18 to be sup-
posed that a purpose on the part of the
lawvmaking body to abrogate them will bo
&iven unequivocal expression. Xnovledsge
of en exigting law reloting to the soae
subject ia likewlse attributed to the
Legisleture in the enattment of a subse~
quent statube; end when the later act
is silent as t0 the oldsr law, the pra-

- sunption is that its continued operation

Vs intended, unless they present a con-
tradiction g0 positive that the purpose
"to repeal is menifest,.”

We aocordingly answer your f:rst question,

“Yes," anll your sc¢cond cuestion, *lp.*

Yours very truly

ATTCRNEY CGEZHERAL OF TZEXAS

%ﬁhc?%m/

Valter R. Hoch
Assistant
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