Yarols 3¢, 1939

Yon. G. I‘enneyy
County ittornoy
Eeea Tounty

Fegeville, Texas

Tear Iir:

Opinion ®o. 0-473
e: Zcngtable may-bs gllowed to.re- -
- ceive ex~officio gslary as intere
prnter for vountye. _
: . This w111 acknowlodsa ‘recelpt of vour 1ettora;
‘Or Yarch S, 193¢, in whioh you ask an opinion of t'#s
Department'w&etner the conatgblu of grec;nct Voe 1,

Bee Cownty, Texas, can be allowed an. ex~olfficio salery
of $72.72 pap month by the Comusisafonera® Court of Bea
County to-serve as interpreter for che count.y am: Jus-.

tice. courts-of auoh oounty. .

.\ il "

‘-i,t._..,
.

. " You 46 Hgt atate in your Tetter but. wé hGVa ‘

‘ dataminad that the population of* Bas County, accord-
ing to tho last Federal census.ig 1fi,721, Subdivision

"1, Article 3883, Hevised Civil Statutes of Texae, 1985,
-provides thet in -counties of less then 25,000 1uhab1--
tapts the-aonstable may retain es his annual fees the

sum of Twelve Hundred {31800 00) Dollars. Article .

%895 prohibits the Commisaicners! Court from allowing
ox-0ffiolo fees whioh wlll make the offiger's totel
conpvnsation exceed. the maxisuyn cstablished in Buction
1, Article 3883, .

In the lostant cwese, howaver, the duties pro-
posed to b3 rendoered by the congtable unler the pontract
with the Commiazi-neras! Court are duties olearly beyond

the soope of uis offloial duties a2 constable and ere
rot connaoted with or incident tc the duties imposed upon
biz by virtue of bls s2lection to . Lhe offloec cf gongta-
ble. The limitotlions ebevementionsd cannct, therefore,
. ’ : . .



Hon. Q. Yennody, “arch 29, 1939, Pege 2

apoly in ‘Ye instant cecse for reason {het fuch limita-
tion ostablishes a maximum salary relatins only to the
duties of “is c¢ffice and hes no relatica to tha exirs
gservicer occntemplated in such ccntireot.

# careful exuaination of the stﬁiltes reflects
no prohibitica arplnst the constadble rendering suoh ser-
wvilces a9 ccnteaplated in the contrezet mude the basis of
this opinion. teoelviab compénsation fcr sueh services
- 80 oountemplated must be tested ty the same rules by whiceh -

" any other ocntract of employment bv the Coun !sqioners'
COurt would be tested._ T '

. There s nothlng in the prOposed covtrnct that
" would bring the employment as interpreter within the -
constitutional prohibition egulinst a person holding more °
than one c¢lvil office of .emolument sinoe tho exerciee
of "the duties of interpreter does vot ccnstitute an-
i "ottice" vithin thc perview of the aonstitution. '

it i.. thererore, the opintion of this bepartf Lo

ment end you are so advised that the constable of Pee - .

. County ocan be allowed extrs compensatiocn by the Come. -
AE ..missioners' Court o act as 1nterpreter for the justice R
‘- anﬁ oounty courta. ':

.‘.‘.
‘,

, Trusting that this aatisfaotorily answors your
1nqu1ry, we remaln

e S . - .Yery trplyfybura v
ATTORNEY CENERAL OF. THYAS
_ : ' By .

| 1loyd irmstrong
. ~ hsalstsnt

FIRST ASSISTART ATTORNEY GENERAL



