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history of the time, the contemporaneous circumstances, and
the conditlions leeding to the enactment of the amendnent,
to ascertain th: purpose and meaning of the smendment,

and the lancuage will be construed tc further that purpose,
Murnme v, Narrs, 170 Tex, 383, 40 S, . (2nd) 31; San
Antonie Independent Sochool Distriet v, Ctate, (Civ. App.)
173 8. w. BI%; -1l1isms v, Carreoll, 18- S, 7. 29. 7The
thing to be sou ht 18 the thought exyreesed, (Cardova v,
State, 6 Cr, K. Z07) with the view of ascertaining and
glving effect to the intent of the psople who adopted the
exendment. Collingsworth County v, Allred, 120 Tex. 473,
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It 8 a natter of cormon knowledye that tle anend=-
ment was soucht in this instanoe solely to eliminate the
obeolete dueling ¢lause, There wes no susrestion of any
other purpose to be effected, 1In fset, the very langusre
of the smendnent indlicates that the people intended that
*all officers™ chould take the oath of office, *all offi-
cers” includes both elective and appointive officere,

Yet we should not impute to the veople of Texas an intentiecan
that aprointive officers should take cn oath embodying
langueze wholly inepplicadls to the ranner by which they
soquired their office.

Applying the rules of ¢onstitutionsl construction
atove stated, the conolusion is clear. ''e therefore hold
that, in order to glve effect to the intention of the
people in voting this amendment, all sppointive officers
in thig State, including notaries publie, must take the
constitutional ozth of office provided by the amendnent,
but thet the oath as to them must conclude, efter eliminst-
ing the viorde, "..., for the giving or withholéing a vote
at the election at whioh I was elected,™ after the word
"reward ,” with these words, "...to secure my sppolintrient,
S0 help me God."
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