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RWon. Masurioe Bullosk Yl L
County Attorney
Fort Stockton, Texas

Dear Mr. Bullock:

Re: Salary of deputy mhe
is rural 1111 ocarrier

¥ three guestions as

Your request for an up!
8L . y this office. TYour

heresinafter stated has )
 questions are as rolld

;-e £ to ulnlgt

"l. the
end pay a salary y who Is at the sans
time employed a oarrier for tho
United States

/fop/the Ocunty to pay part
oe/Vfficer alao employed by

in their numer £ai order.

1. 8Seoction 741 of the Postal Laws and Regulations
of 1913, provides:

*Phat a rural mall carrier shall not hold any
steate, oocunty, municipal or a township offioce.”
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The case of Groves ve. Borden, 84 SE 1042, Holds:

"A rural mell carrier appointed by the Post-
master General, a member of the ocabinet and head

of his dapartment s an officer "
Al L ]
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The cases, Murray v8. State, 60 SW (2nd) 274; State
va. Brooks, 42 Texas 62 and Travis vs. Harris, 13 Texas 507,
hold that a deputy sheriff is a public officer.

Artiole 14, Seotion 2 of the United States Consti-
tution and Article 16, Seotion 40 of the Etate Oonstitution
probibites a person from holding two incompatible offiges.

In view of the foregoing authorities, your témst
question must be answered in the negative.

2. The Comnmissionera' Court may employ an offieer
of the oity to perform servicds which are not required of
him by law and may contract to pay him additional compensa~
tion therefor. Howsver, the Commisegioners' Court has no
authority to pay such officer for duties performed whieh are
required of him by law. Lattimore vs, Tarrant County, 184
SW 205, Texas Jurisprudenece, Vol. 34, page 535, Ssatiom 117.

~ You are respectfully advised that it is unlawful
for the county to pay a peace offiocer of the City of Yort
B8tookton for services rendered by him for the aounty other

~than those not required of him by law.

3. Article 3805 authorizes the Commissioners?! Court
t0 allow an officer compensation for ex officio services pro-
vided that such compensation, together with fees retained by
him, does not amount to more than the maximum fee allowed by
law.

On Kovember 9, 1928, the Hon. H. Gredy Chandler,
Assistant Attorney COeneral, rendered an opinion holding in
effect that Justices of the Peace may be pald ex officio oom-
pensation,

You are respe octfully advised that the Oommlggionerc'
Court may pay ex officio sslaries to Justices of the ace
provided that such ocompensations together with the fees re-
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tained by them does not exceed the maximum fee allowed by
law,.

Trusting that the foregoing answers your inquirles,

I remain
Very truly yours
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
By 2ele el a/m.,m
Assisztant
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