
NEPO'r I SM: Publ ic officer rece l ving personal s ervi ce 
from daugh,;er does not violate Section 13, 
Article XI V, where daughter is not appointed 
to an off ic ial pos i t •on. 

Septeober 2B, 1936 

Honorabl e w. R. Tilson 
Circuit Clerk 
Noda\1ay County 
Maryvill e, Ui esour1 

Dear Sir: 

I am in receipt of your letter of Se9 t ember 23 , 
1936 , directed t o Gener al KcKittrick, requesting inf ormation 
on the following oatter: 

"Am t aking the liberty of wri t ing you 
for some informat ion r egardi ng the 
llepoti em l aw? 

Can I have my dau&hter who has been 
living with us f or 3 or 4 years do my 
work in oy office where thoro is no 
appoi nt ment and no compensation gi ven. 

As my office i s on a fee baais and am 
a l l owed only one deputy, 'flhich is paid 
by t he County , and the f ees do not 
warr ant me in hiring ext ra help but there 
are times that I would like to t ake a 
f ew days vacation which I h ~ve not done 
s ince this office was put on a tee baoi s , 
my daugh t er woul d gl adly help the ;)elJUty 
in my work without any compen"ation what ­
eoevor , but I have boen told that abe 
could not even do any work in my of fice 
whethor t her e waA atzy anpointoent or 
compensa t ion to her, which she would not 
expect , 1t would be a grea t f avor t o me 
it I was allowed to l et her do oy work in 
rout i ne oatters so l could t ako a few days 
from th~ o~fice , but do not uant to 
viola t e any of the Dt a tut es r egarding the 
l aw. 



I 

Hon. w. R. Tilson - 2- September 28, 1936 

There would be no apnointment made as to 
deputy or any compen· ation and if the 
office wmtld permit me to be able to pay 

· tor extra help whan I wanted a vacation 
would p~ for same. 

I , would be nl eaeed to hoar from you soon 
as I would like a few days off soon, my 
daughter i s co"!llpetent for any work in cy 
office and the public would not suffer for 
the prooer work done in my office. I do 
not want to violate any of the provisions 
of the law. n 

Sometime ago we had occasion to pass upon the i ~sue pre­
sented by you: communication as the same applied to the of fice 
of County Collector and on tha t occasion t"fe issued an opinion, 
dated October 4 , 1936, directed to Hr . Sam ll. UcKay, Prosecuting 
Attorney, DeSoto, Clssouri, wherein we concluded as follows : 

11 It i s therefore the o inion o f this 
Department tha t the Collector of your 
county is not guilty of violating s~ction 
1~ of Arti cle XIV by permitting his 
daughters t o render to him personal aervioe 
where the daughters are not holding an 
official position and are not, as of ficials , 
2endering service to the State. 11 

There are no facts which distinguish your r equest rrom the 
situati on proRented in the onini on toUr. UoKay. We are therefore 
f'orvrarding you a copy of Ur . JlcKay ' s opinion wl th the suggestion 
thPt the ooini.on properly describes the l aw as applied to your 
case and tha t under the circUtils tances outlin~ you nould not be 
guilty of viola ting Section 13 of Article 4 of the Constitution 
of Missouri . 

APPROVED: 

JOHN • HOFFMAN, J r ., 
(Acting) Attorney ~neral 

HG\'f : W.t 
Enclosure . 


