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Austin, Texas

Jentlemeni Attentions
Opinion No.
Re: Payman

Your letter of Januup
lowins Question for the opin

Whether the spe
Bill 427, Aets of the Reg 6f the 46th Legis~

Jature, appropriating the fe unexpended balanoss
which have been recejnsd and wi my be received dy

tue of House Bill 500, Reg sidp of the 42nd o
lJature, as smendaef Aots of the Regular
Session of the 44 other expenses inei-

dent tn the pro ' nirira' on of the abova Acta"”
authorizes the U«

e Ssaretary of State, the oath
onstitution of this State,
ive'e sood and surficient bond in
s thousand dollars (§1,000.00},

/1 5%6 rovernor of the State of Texua
ioned for the feithful performance

of the duties of suech offioe,”

This Act makes it the duty of the ifnspectors to
furnish bonds. There is no provisicn ir the stetutedor in

he cur ent approzriation bill providir e jmburseman
o the nspeoggr for the exp&nsg andxiodugy h! gn ?urn sh-

ing the tcnd requlred by the statute,

NO COMMUNICATION 18 TO BE CONSTRUED AS A DEPARTMENTAL OPINION UNLESS APPROVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT



- waae,

Department of Agriculture, Page 2

It 1z the rule that an officer or agent of the
State is allowed only such compensation and emoluments as
are oxpressly oonferred upon him as remuneretion for the
discharge of his official duties as an agent of the State.
YeCalla v, City of Rockdele, 112 Tex, 209, 246 3. W, 654,
It follows that any public officer or acent who demands
mileage, fees or expenses rust point out some statute au-
thorizing its allowance, Where a duty requiring an exe
penditure of money is imposed upon a pudblic officer or
agent, and no provision is made for reimbursement to the
offiocer by the State for the expenses incurred, such offi-
car or agent is deemed to be repaid for the expenses in-
curred in the disoharge of suoh duty by whatever ocompensa=-
tion is allowed and paid to him for his services as sueh
publio agent,

Sinoce there is no provision of the statute or
of the apprapriation bill conferring the right to reime
bursement upon the inspectors for the expenses incurred
by them in furnishing the bond required by law, you are
advised that, in the opinbton of this dopartuon£ suoh
bond premiums oannot be paid out of the uppropriation %o
which you refer,

Yours very truly
ATTORNEY GINERAL OF TXXAS

(Jotpondctd

R. W, Fairohild
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