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This is 1n reeponee to you.r recent requeet tor an OJ)inion 

ot this otrtce, wh1oh request reada as followas 

'
1Befere a person can become licensed to 
practice barber1ng in this state, he ~uat 
first paaa both a written and practical 
exam1nation given b7 thia Board. 

"At times we have applicants, usually 
foreigners, who ean neither read nor 
write the ~lieh language. 

"We would like· rour opinion aa to whether 
or not we are required by law to permit 
auch appl1cante t~ have interpreters. " 

A search of the statutes relating to the examination or 
applicants tor registration as barbers 1n this state tails to 
shed any direct 11ght upon your 1nqu1ey. However .. it 111 oler 
that ·the content atld mode ot giving the examination ia left 
la~g~).y to the Board within the broad eu14el1nes aet out by the 
statutes. See Se.ct1ons 328.070 and 328.o8o~ RSIIo 19;9. F~r 
example, there ia no apeeitic requirement t~t the examination 
be in whole oX' in part in writingJ and tbe Board cou:ld., 1t 
tt so deeired, administer auch examinations ~rally. 

However, it ,,a clear that upon a ahowing of (lualif'1ca­
t1ona to take the examination and the filing of the required 
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fee, an applicant has the right to be exam1ne4. Section 
32B.o8o, RSMo 1959.. Since the statutes relating to the examina­
tion and, indeed, the praet~ce o~ barbering do not require an, 
degree ot tacllity vith the Bngliah language, 1t m~et be con• 
eluded that the applicant's right to be examtned 1a not contingent 
upon his knowledge ot Rngliah. 

Conaequentl7, 1 t 1a OUl' opinion that an appl.icant who can­
not read or Wl'ite Bngliah ahould be permitted to have an inter­
preter to aaa1at hlm ~n the exam1nat1on. Tbe Board uy and 
should exercise stringent controls over the uae ot interpreters 
to insure that it 1a the a,ppl1cant and not the interpreter who 
1e taking the examil'lation. ~o this end, the Board could properly 
establish a llat of approved. interpreters •d require that any 
interpreter employed to assist 1n an examination be selected trom 
that liat. The means which the Board uaea are, ot course, entirely 
up to the BoardJ b~t we believe that the principle remains that 
the Board should examine all applicants vho poaseae the statutory 
qualifications and, where necessary, permit th• ~•e or interpreters. 

COHCLUSXOH 

It 1s, therefore, the op1n1on ot thia ottioe that the 
State Board or Barber ~a.inera ebould permit applicants for 
reg1etrat1on who do not read or wr1te the Bngliah lang~age 
to have 1nterprete~a preaent during such parte of the examina­
tion as required by euch appl1canta, and turther that the Board 
may 1mpoae any reasonable requ~reme.nte ae to the character, 
honeaty and other qual1f1cat1ona of the interpreters that it 
te ... neceaaary to preeerve the integrity er the examination. 

The forego~ng opinion, whiob I hereby- approve, was prepared 
by my Asa1atant, Albert J. Stephan, Jr. 

Very tru17 yours, 

THCIUS P. EAdLifOil 
Attorney General 


