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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN}1
GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL
Honoredle R. 3. Wyche
County Auditor
Gregg County
Longviev, Texas
Dear 3ir: Opinion No. 0-662%
Re: Should th Coun*y uditor
of Ore
the var
' Court
We have received your qu r ap epinion en the
above subject. ¥We also 1vod ou copy of an opin-
ion written by the Hone 1 District Attorney

of Oregg County, vwhi ho da, ce, that the Commis-
sioners' Court has t rtt{: an individual te
take and maintain an county perty and to keep
such individual oup;ofwd -o leng 'as in ir discretion they
deeon 1t noc,s;arv. A o re 1nc 1ined to agree vith Xr. Anglin's
opinien “thi ort thoroof, ve cite Opin-
ion No, C-5863 4/6;gpholding, substance,

or cn a nia todian and inventory clerk

must (be paid f he Oeop:;;/fund of the county. We enclose
horavxth\ghfopy\gf 14 lon No. 0-6M63,

AN
I

N your\\ usst you further ask the folloving Ques-
tion: \\ \\\ e

N\ : .

'I}“tﬁo Court 1is authorized to employ a per-
son te take and maintain such inventory and such
person performs entirely different duties or neo
official duties pertaining to an inventory -
vhat {s the duty, 1if any, of & county auditor
vith respect to ngproval of varrent for payment
of such employee?

NG COMMUNICATION I8 TO BE CONSTRUED AB A DEPARTMENTAL OPINION UNLESS APPROVED 8Y THE ATTORNEY GEMERAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT
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Renorable A. 8. Wyche, Puge 2

Article 1651, Revised Civil Statutes eof Texas, makes
1t your duty te "see to the strict enfercement of the lav gev-
erming county finsnces”. OUsnerelly speaking, yeur duty in such
situations weuld be te satisfy yeurself, first, that the person
se empleyed 1» lnglgod in perferming certain duties as agtho;%gsg
by his centract of employment vith the Cemmissioners’ Teurt, »
second, that suoh duties are in the dischargs ef 'oountg business”.
In this respect ve point sut that the term "ocounty business
should de given a broad and lidvem] censtruction so an net te
defeat the purpose ef the lav., And it is held that the Commis-
sieners’ Court has implied autherity te de what may be necessary
in the exercise of the duties er peovers qgenferred upon them.
(City Bational Bank v. Presidie County, 26 8. W. 775; Olenn v,
Dallas County Beis d4' Arc Island leves District, 275 8. W. 137).
Hovever, in regard te the particular situatien in question, ve
have ruled that such type ¢f empleyment aa contrected for is su-
thorized bY lav; therefore, your duty in this respect is as fel-
love: As Artiocle 1661, Revised Civil Statutss of Texas, provides
that all varrants en the county treasurer, except varrants fer
Jury service, must de countersigned Zg.tho gounty auditer, your
remedy, in the event you determined t such employee i3 net dis-
charging the duties fer which he is empleyed to perform as per

your question, vould be for you to refuse te countersign varrants
on the county treasurer issued to such empleyee.

Trusting the foregoing fully answvers your Question,

ve are
Yours very truly,
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
Robert L. lattimere, Jr.
Assistant
RLL/JCP
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