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Honornole K. Je. Huffman
Prosoouting Attorney

: t County
Hartvlllo, M¥lssourl

Dear S1ir:

e have your request of May 23, 1635 for
an opinion, which requeat 1s es followa:

"1 would appreciate it very much if you

will senéd me your interpretstion of parae
aph 14 of “ection 9854, Revised Statutes,
029

"The County Court of this county take the
positlon that the township sssessors nre
only entlitled to thelr necessary expenses
when celled to the county sent teo meet

with the offlcisl of the :tate Tax Come
misslion es they did iIn this county some

few cpys agoe However, the ssressors claim
milerge and per dlem of (5,00 for the time
spente”

Since your oplinion calles for e construction of
subdliviasion 14 of .ection 9854, H. 5. Mo, 1920, and since
t%at section conls with two classes of offlecers, namely,
"eounty asscssors" end "townshilp assessors", each will be
considere’ separ-tely.

I.

The sprlleable portlon of the stntut.o to county as-
seasors reads as follows:
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"The commisslon is empowered to osll =
group meating of two or more sssessors

et such time and place as 1t may deslgnate,
due notice of which shall be given by the
commlssion: ¢ # Fopr sttending such meetings
assessors shall be allowed a per dlem of
five dollers for the time actuslly spent,
including coming to and returning from
such meéeting, and thelr reilroed fare
neces=4rily spent in golng to snd returning
from said annual meetinge, + « "

The term "assessor" 1s defined in Jection 9976,
le Se Moo 1929 s follows:

"The term 'sssessor'! or wssessors,' wherever
used in this chapter, shell be held to mesn
and refer to county, township, ecity, town
or dlstrict nssessors, ns the case may re-=

guire,"

It 1s, therefore, the opinlon of this office that
county eascessors, under the shove end foregoing statute, are
entitled to a per dlem of (5,00 per day for attending such
meetings when ealled by the State Tax “ommission, together
with rsliroad transcortation both ways.

Il.
TOSHEHIF ASD) D80RS,

The applieable portion of the stotute to township
asseagors reads as follows:

" « # PROVIDED, in countles under township
organization the commission shall esll a
meeting of the townshlp eassessors at the
county seat of sald ecounty at which meeting
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a rerresentative of the commission shall

be pregent; and rprovided further, the town-
ship ascessors shall recelve no com ation
other than thelir necessary 3zp.nlen
nttending ssild meeting, = & "

Z2tatutory terme with reference to g&mggnlatlon
nre to he strictly construed, snd the folliowing excerp

from Stote ex rele o+ 'atilerson, 152 Ho. Arpe 264, l.ce
268 18 & terse statoment of the rule:

“The rhnle 1s well settled that a publiec
of flcer csnnot demand sny compenastion for
his services not specifically mllowed by
statute, snd that ststutes zroviding such
compengation must be strictly construec,"

Furthermore, sn of{ icer in Missour: is presumed
to render hls services gratultously unless some specifie
statutory authorizatlon 1s found for the psyment of such
gservicese King v. dlverland Levy District, 279 &, W,
195, l.ce 196 ?198@).

It 1s, therefore, the opinion of thils office thst
township assessors are not entitled to s per dlem for nte
tending group meetings st the county seat ealkd by the State
Tax Commlssione

Respectfully submitted,

E‘h‘f-'HKLIN L. R:-..t': GﬂN
sgslstant /ttorney General

:Gﬁﬂ Ve nﬁ Lﬂﬂ. :I‘.
Aeting Attorney General. FERSFE




