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Janmuary 19, 1939

hre Js L. Fassie
Gounty Aiuditor, wildbarger County
Vernon, Texas

Bear kr. Kassie!

Opinion Noe 0=356 ~H

de! Nussher scunty liable for
telsplone, stationsry, postage,
preaiims ean boands of preginet
eificers oan fee basis,

¥hethor County Commissioners!
official bonds paid by sounties,
Nhethar precinet ofiicers may de
pald ex-0ificio sompensation,

Cn January § you wrots us for eur opinioa on several
matters, and en Janurry 13 we mailed you eur epinion sonstru~
1ng_Ar11¢10 1955, CeCoPy, and purported amandausnts thereto,

_ You yrofeundnd three additional questions, ¥e ahail
state them 48 follews: ' ’

1. In silbarger County, in whisk all
reciagt afficers sre on the feo basls, 1is
he sounty liable to pay telephons, stationery,
p;;:agn :nd presiums on boads of such preciast
eflicers

2, I1a she tcuatzolinblo for, or may the
remiius o2 ofiisial bonds 9of Gounty Coaxissionars
puald by She county?

3, May ¥ildarger County pay an ex-af{iclo
salary %o preeinct officers wuan sush ex-offielio
ané {osg do not exteed tis maxisum provided wnder

she law?
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Article 3899, R.G.3., us smended, supplies ths ans-
wer to the first question. The pertinent parts sre as follows;

"At tue glose of exsu month of hLis

tenurs of office esash offiser
who is eompensated gn 3 fee shall make
as :.rt of sus report now required by law,
an f{teaised and sworn statement of all the
astual and asgessary sxpenses incurred b
by him in sbhe scacduet of his effice, suc
as ASEYy » felephone,

“seee ADC OLDOr REsEsBArY
SXPENses s.ee ¢ amount of such sxpsnses,
together with Sie amount of salaries paid
to Assistants, Deputies and Clerks be
mmnsﬁammum .

Sho0d

Thersfors, it is our opinion the sounty is not liadble
to pay any of the itexs included in she question,

~ In answer to the ssguond question, you are respsstfully
advissd that the sounty is unauthorised to pay ths premiuc on
official bonds for tie mexbars of the Comilssioners® Court, The
reason for sinis statezent is the fact that she Coamissiocners'
Gourt has enly suci authority se is expressly granted by law, or
is messasarily implied from tue expressed grant,

The County Commissioners do not come within the pro-
visions 6f the Offiecer's Salery law, wiersby suck sharactsr of
expenss soulc be legally c¢harged as an expsnss of offisse,

This Department has eocnsistently and over a laong period
of sime maintained tuis opiunlon,

witn reference to the tuird question listed, you are
agv;u;d that Arti:lo 3895 a.c.s.frua ancnd::. zrevidnn or :x-
of{ici¢ sompensation to ggggsx 8 when tue ¢ompensation
and exgess fees 40 ROL ¢ NE6E tﬁo_%n provided under ths fee
®ill. Tae question maturally arisss whethesr justices of tae
psate or sonstables are sounty officlals wit the meaning of
the statute, During the sdministration of former Attoraey General

Cureton an opinion was written holdiny them t0 be sush offisers
eiting mumerous asutnorities, See Article 5, 5ec. 24, conatitution
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of Texzs; Mendricks v, State, 49 S.%. 70%; Kimbrough v,
Barnstt, 55 8.%, 120, Tast de rtasntal ruling was adnered

to in Conferenae Opinion Neo. 2753, written in 192¢ Assistant
Attorney Gensral K. Grady Coandler., We agres with the gone
elusion reacied in esaclL of thess epiulons,

Therefore, wo are ‘of the opinjon the third question
abovc siiould de cnsuar-d in the affirmative,

Yery sruly yours
ATTOREEY GEMERAL OF TEXIAS

(84gned: Benjamin Woodall)
| Assistant

BY

PitRStere

APFROVED:
(signed: Gerald C, Mann)
ATTUANEY CENEZRAL OF TEXAS



