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Mro La Lo Raberts
County Auditor
Stinnett, Imxss
Pear Mr. Robearts: Opinion No., 0=-2% .
ke: Office expense of ﬂgﬁ
Assepsor-Culilactor o]
Teputies,

Your requast for ez opiniop on the questifdn,
*wWould the tax amsessor-collsctol o kis deputies he al-
lowed to cherge Ior the wae o7 thedr oar or cars other
then gesoline end o0ll?", hes hpep received by this office.

Texes Jurisprudenoe, ?bJ. >4, page 544, Section
121, provides:

fen ofMeer 1s pot entitlsd to
oradit for tha exdenss of hiring or
operatils sutomgbilses used by him
in pev.orsing the duties of his of-
fice -unlesh the gtatute 8o provides,

"The wrficer 18 entitled to ored-
¥t for ectusl gphd neosssary exponss
inocusded in tie conduct of his office.
The olpuse of the neoessary eipense
reend ot)er expanee similsr tc ticse

expyoss)y specified."

The ebovx sutberity c¢iting the ceses, Hexmond vs. Harris
County, 247 £.v, 1008; Cameron County ve. Fox, 42 L.V,
(za) 653,

Aarticle 5309 of the Fevised Civil Stetutas of
Texes, 192%, sy smended, doesd not provice for such ex-
penss Tor the use of eutomoblles for the tex assessor-
collector und his deputies,

In the absence of e ststutory 2roevision for
such expense the same would not be ecleimed as expenses
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ol office.
Trusting that the above answers your inquiry,
I remein
Yours very truly
ATTORNTY GTInAL OF TEALLS
By AKDELL VILLIAMS (Ligned)
Assistant
ATILAW
APZROVID:
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