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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

' ' Karoh 1, 1909
s.g eseaL

Pon. John O. Farmer

Assistani County ~ttornoy
Fonnin County
Jonhsn, Texas

Bear Sire

Opinion Nc. 0=3G7
Re: Duty of Jomrzissioners

t m—

, s vt of vour letter
ol Pebruary 16, 1%39 in eqizat the cpinion
of tnhis Dumartamont on thoafo yoosstions:
/ “y}e. Is
a mendatery M

adlow tlhe aa aocoant 2 v at is
e.zed ro t“L rounuv cf”ieiala n\ucd in

_ rop/do noet state In vour inquiry bui it 6
ceternined that ¢ve population of “annln County, as re=-
fleoted by the lset Yederal scensus, ls 41,105, hence

vour cfficinls ere recolviny ocapensation on a salsty
basig.

Parecrech L of Seotion (b} of srtiole 30559,

LWL P

“eviced Civil :iitotutas of Texas, 1925, reads in part &8
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Tollous:

"Each officer namad in this act, vherae
ho recceived a salary g couponsation for his
gervices, shall bo empoviered and veruitted
to purciiase and have charged to his county,
all reasornacle exponses hecessury in the prov-
cr ané le-cl canduet ¢f tls office, premiuns
on officinls? Lounds, prermiun on fire, bur-
glary, theft, robbar; ingurance pro‘ceting

publle ands ané Includirng the costs of suroty
bonds for hls doputics * » & "

Tae very language of sueh hareinzbove ~uoted
articlo ;ives the officinls govarned ithercity absolube .
aulliarity Vo linve charsed to Uio eounty such reascpnable
CENCLLES L u-c necessary for the suscessful corduet of
s utlice. cannet ho .aasumed thut the nrowiu. for
officianls? buu&u nor for the bonds to te vrovicod by
thie derutios is anyithing htul & neccssary sxpengse for
reason that they are by lavw re-suireé tu rive tond beforo
entering into tie excention of thedr Qutics, This par-
tioalar axticlo furither rrovides that:

*51) cuch anoroveld clainas and aczounts
s*all te nuid frou the OTTicers' Sulury Fund
unlags ctiicrwise provided hereln.™

There anreqrs Lo be no olher provigion of the

statute that would Justify the payment of trese iteuns oub
¢f any other fund,

It 1ia furthor providcd in parasrach 2, Sece
tion (b) of .ixllele Suu9 that in the rejection oif clnlms

iade and asserted Ly officl:nls compensuated on a galary
b’l@is ? &ll-q.t H

" 4 % Such iton nay Le aajudicnted in
eny court of coxputcﬂt Jurisdiction.”

It ia, thercfore, the opinion of %iis édepart-
rant, ané you are so acdvised that iArtlele GL39 s az.ené-
c¢d in 1997 is randatory insofar s the duty of tae Comn-
id.sioners! Court is conearned Jith respaet to the
paynaent of premiwss on officimls' bonés ané Londs of

Eialitar o aaon
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their deputies, and that the ansver to your seeond and
tlird cuestious ls i in the affirmitive. TYou are further
tadvised, in resmhonse to your question loe. 4, thabt in the
event tuo Co:zilssionerst Court rzfuses to ailow the ite's
vw.:.ieh constitute the basis for thls opinion, to-wlt, lonad
proviiuzs for ofrfleials and denwulles, thut ihey have their
resedy, 3 nwrovided by 1lav, to f1le sait in a cowrt of .

coupatest juriséiction to réquire-‘the pﬁymn't or the ftems
unéer considerztion.

Prusting that this satisfact.orily angyors your )
inq4irf, «¢ re:ain

, Yours very tr.ly.
.! . .
TC& iEY GRITRAL OF TIXAS
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LI Lloyé armsirong
LAV - Asgistast
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