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Derr Sir: Opinion Ko,

$10,000.00 %o b placed in
& revolving to eponsor
@ plan known as the Fed-

g tranch of the Federal Bur-
plus CommoAity Corporstion,
and releted auestiona?

follows!

mmissiocn:ra! Court have the
the Generpl Fund of Grsy-
0 to be placed in a revoly-

fioes the Commiesionara' Court hesve the
444 to hire & nerson as Grayson County Cheri-
ty Cazse worker" to interrogate relief clents ns

to their needs and 1ssue such Grocery, Druge and
clothing orders as he deems neoeaaary5

NO COMMUHNICATION I8 TO BE CONSTHUED AS A DEPARTMENTAL GPFINION UNLESS APPROVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OR FIRST ASBISTANT
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**. Does the Commissioners' Court have
the authority to vev the ahove County Case
Worker a salary of £150.00 per month out of
the General Fund of the County?

" Said order of the Commissioners'
Court wae dated Februsry 20, 1941, and to be
effective £8 of February 1, 1941, after res-
cinding sn order held invselid by the Distriot
Attorney which wss passed January 30, 1941 of
which you will find copy attached.

¥4, Would the Commissioners' Court have
the authority to allow a salary to the County
traffic officer from February 1, 1941 to Febru-
ary 11, 1941, when such aopolntment was made by
the Commiseionere' Court under article 86898-b,
acting in conjunotion with the Constable rather
than with the Sheriff?

*For your information the Sheriff filed an
injunetlion in the 15th. Judiciel Distriot Court
of Grayson County to prevent sald Commissioners'
Court from carrying out sald appointment, whioch
temporary injunction was granted by said 15th
Judiecial) District Court on Februery 11, 1941,
and the date set by eaid Court for hearing wae
February 28, 1941, and on February 19, 1941 be-
fore esid hearing was held the Commissioners'
Court rescinded theilr order appointing the traf-
fio offlcer and held ssme for naught. Upon no-
tice from the Commiesioners' Court of their ac-
tion the 15th Judicial Dietrict Court dismissed
the injunction as a moot guestion.

"Please inform me the statue of the salary
of sald trafflc officer during this period from
February 1, 1941 to February 11, 1941.

"You will find sttached Commissioners' Court
ordere of all the sbove questions except gquestion
No. 1.

This department has heretofore ruled on the first
question presented in your inguiry, answering the ssme in
the negative, in Opinicns Nos, 0-2013 end 0-2013A conourring.
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Coples of these oplinions ere enclosed for your information,

In anawer to your acueetions Nos. 2 and 3, you are
adviged thet 1t ls our opinion thet both of ss#id questions
should he gnswered in the affirmstive snd are aso answered,
upon the conditions and for the reasons stated in our 0O-
pinion No., 0-2217 (Conference Opinion No, 3099). A copy of
this opinion ias enclosed herewith.

Article 8899-b, referred to ln.your faurth question,
apnlies to all counties in this State having s population of
more than 125,000 according to the preceding Federal census.
It 18 further provided in seid statute that "this Act shall
not apdly to counties of not leeés than 135,000 population nor
mnore than 205,000 populstion according to the last preceding
Federal Census." Greyson County has a population of 69,800
inhabitants according to the 1940 Federal Census. Therefore,
Article 6699-b is not apnlicable to esid county.

This depsritment held in Opinion No. 0-3028 that "It
ia the ovinion of thies department and you are advised that
the county traffic officers provided for in Articles 6699 and
8899-a of Vernon's Annotated Civil Statutes, should be appoint-
¢4 by the ocommissioners' court of the county, acting in con-
Junetion with the sheriff of said county, and not agting in ocon-
Junotion with & sonstable.*

You state in your letter that the traffi¢ offlcer in
question was appointed by the commissioners' court, acting in
conjunction with the constezble rather than with the sheriff,

In view of Opinion No. 0-3028, the commissioners'
oourt 414 not have legeal suthority to appoint & traffic offi-
cer aoting in conjunotion with the constable rather than with
the sheriff. Therefore, 1t 1a our orinion that the traffle
offieer above mentioned was not or oould not be legally ap-
vointed in the manner above stated and had no suthority what-
soever to act =28 such. Therefore, it is our opinion that the
gommiseionera' court hag no authority te sllow & salary to
said “aounty traffic officer.”

Trusting that the foregoing fully anewers your inquiry,

we are
Yours very truly
UPROVEDMAR 14, 1941 ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

UNTY GEWERAT, OF TEXAS commiag APdell Williams

AV¥: ja BYM Assistant

CHAIRMAN




