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Ve guote from v

‘Recently

4 the statutes 4iligently
nd any vay or meang to raiere an.

any o{rio}&l by a citizen or group of olitizens
- n viol«tion of the law.*

You strle in effect that uncer exiceting laws the
salary of the county suditer of Orange County ls £125.0C per
month. ¥ithout inveetigsting or cconsidering the population

of said ocounty or the taxable valumtion of the property there-

of, for the purposes of this opinion we assume the above
etatement to be correct.
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The compensation of publiec officers is fixed by
the Constitution and statutes. An officer may not e¢laim or
resach any money without a law autherizing him to 4o so, and
clearly fixing the smount to which he is entitled. An offi-
cer is not entitled to any compenssiion in addition to that
vhich has been fixed by lav for the cerformance of the duties
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reasonable or inadequate. Ee may bYe required by law to per-
form epesific eervices or discharge additional duties for
which no compensstion is provided. The obligation to perform
such services is imposed as an incident to the offioce and the
officer by his acocsptance thereof is deened t0 have engaged
to perform them without compensation. (Terrsll v. Xing, 14
8.W, {24) 786; MoCalla v. City of Rockdale, 246 8.¥W. 6564;
Texas Juris., Yol. 34, p. 631.)

As already mentioned, an officer is not entitled
t0 receive any compensation for his official serviges other
than that wvhich has been provided for by law. He may not re-
cover from third persons compensation for the performance
of an aot within the ecope of his official duties; and effect
will not be given to a oontract whereby he is to receive
from the county or from third persons a 4ifferent, or a greater
or less comzensation for hie official services than that which
bas been presoribed by law. (Crosby County Cattle Company v.
¥oeDermitt, 281 8.W, 2903; Kasling v. ¥orris, 9 £.W. 739; Latti-
more v. Tarrant County, 124 S.W, 205; Gulf, C. snd 8, 8, I.
Co. v. Ume, 27 8.¥. 110.}

The case of Stringer ?. Franklin County, 123 S.W,
1188, holds in effeot that where the law fixes the compeénsa~-
tion which an officer is to recelve for given services, or
imposes upon him the duty of performing his servioe without
specifioally fixing any compensation therefor, he tannot lav-

fully contract or receive from any other source any additionsl
compensation.

: The Supreme Court of Ohio, in the case of Somereet
Bank v, Edmond, 81 Northeastern Reporter, 641, among other
things, holéds in effect that public poliey and sound morasls
alike forbid that & pudlic officer should demand or receive
for servicee performed by hiz in the discharge of official dut,
sny other or further rerzuneration or revard than that pres-
eribed and sllowed by law.
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We quote from Ruling Case Law, Vol. 22, pp. 537-840,
as follovs:

fContraocts for extra ocompensation of pudblie
officers have been adjuiged void on ground of pudb-
116 policy. Not only are they forbdbidden by common
lav t0 receive extra compensation for thelr official
services, but the common lavw 1s not infrequently
reinforced by constitutional provisions. . . . 1t
is & prinociple of the comrton law that an officer
ought not to take money for doing hies 4duty, but that

- he should perform his officlal duties withouf re-

wvard or compeneetion than such 1g fixed and allowved
by lawv. Therefore a public offlcer cannot recover
conpensation from third parties for the performance
of acts within the scope of his officlal duty, even
though the seots vere verformed at their request,
or though they may have expressly prormised to pay
him. A promise made under such circumstances is
contrary to publio policy and cannot be enforced.
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In viev of the fore:oing authoritlies, your guestion,
as adbove stated, is ansvered in the negative.
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