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This is in re-pl-:y to Y_Dl!'.lotter of recent date, request­
ing an official Tn Lnlon ~)i tins department, '·1nd re~c~c"llng as 
follOW$ I 

11 Boone Cou.nt.y has an assessed. valuation of 
more than ,;H~,OOC,CV.JO.OO t-mt les;:i than 

·. ')0 ,-.. (JQ 0''(1 l-),-l '1.'' D-v l ''t ._, 1 1 
"' .·co tJ·•' ,;•) ,u ., u ..•. ·. 0 1.18 ... L!)).,l:!. uUUbe O.l ... lS 

county h8s reql.<ested i:Jl·k t 1 hTite yotl for 
an o ;inion rJe:: t.o t,lJG payment of clerks, as­
sistr:.nts and sti.:mop;rs.phers in his office. 
~Prior to tLe: en3ct;ricnt of ?enate Sill 1 o. 
198 by the ::;ixty-third General Assenibly, 
this office vvas. strictly a fee off:Lce •. Our 
County Court s.llowecl to the J-'ro b~; t:.e ,Jw~r~:e 
for stenogr;::.phic and typinr:; scr,Ji c e the sum 
of :;,100.00 per montrt. 'l'his ~~i<'s pD.ic' in ad­
dition to the compens.:::tion of the jlj_de;e and 
clerk which h'e.s derived fro;,: t!·C fees oi' Lhe 
office. 

HUncler th0: provisions of :'cn4te Bill f:o. 191:'., 
11 i ' 1 '1 ''('• 0("' • an a 0\'mnce o·. not to exceec:t -1:· , ' ,J\.:. ; .1s 

mo.de fnr sud1 services. The 1)1·o bbto J·J.dt~e of 
this county t~~;s rnede a r•aquest in Lis bucl.e~et 
for 194-7 for an additional all0wance for 
cleric0l, stenographic and typinz service, in 

,addition to the :.J,$00.00. 'J'hls request is 
bEscd on the provi.si.ons of ;_:ection 2004, .'\. .; • 
!''o. 1939, 1Leh makes it incwilbent upon the 
judge of the Probate Court to scu that the 
records of tlle court are properly kept, and 
on the provisions of ~action 2447, ~. ~. No. 



Honorable Hm,rard B. Lang 2 

1939 which makes it the duty of the county 
to p<o:y cert::dn ex.Pcnscf.:, c1esi.r:natecl "'-s 'neces­
saries.' 

"An opinion ·,·;·:c:_s rendernd in t.hc yeor 1945 by 
your office statinr:, thc:t the ',vord 'necos­
sarie ' included stenographic and typist hire, 
.S~IHl ruled thDt th.e .Probnte Clcrlc could recci ve 
a salary fro~ th~ county for stenog~aphic Rnd 
t.ypin?,: s0.rvice, in adcli tion to the amount re­
ceived hy her as clerk from the Probate Judge. 

rt'l'he qucr:itions ~3ubmitt.ed are: 

"1. Can the County Court make an allovJence to 
the P1~bato Court ~f more than ~l,goo.oo for 
deuuty, clericel, assistants and stenogr1 phic 
help? 

"2. If so, can this be pai~ to the clerk for 
step•:.grr,phic and ty.)ing se1·vice, in a'_~dition 
to tbe amourlt paid her as clerk? 

n3. ·;hat eff(:;Ct, if any, doe~c; ·.ieuate Bill f,:o. 
198 lwve on your prior opinion 'o'Ihieh 1'1c:.:s is­
sued in 1945': 

11 / 1_. If your n.HS':!er t<) question 1\;o. l is yes, 
must the Gounty .:~ourt me:,ke ccm allow:mce above 
~1,aoo.oo upon the proper showing that such 
ex;Jerise is n8cess<cry i11 the proper operation 
of the office and in the l~eeninn; of the records 
1fh~reof? ~ · 

;;Your att.eniion to this Eiat :.er 11lill be grec:ttly 
appreciated, becw1se the County Court is now 
passing on the budcet requirements of the vari­
ous offices of -~;he count.y. u 

~3ection 5 of ,;enate Com:ui ttee · ~3uhsti tute for .!.;::nate Bill 
No. 198 of the 6Jrd General ~ssembly provides, in part, as fol-
lows: 

~'In all counties no1•r or hu·e ft;er having more 
than 30,000 inh~hitants, the probate judge 
shall nppoint their own clerks, assistants 
and stenogrb .. phers, ;:md shall determine their 
number and their s2laries by order of record, 
and may remove them when in the discretion of 
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such judges it is deemed advisable. "All 
saJ.arioe of such judges en~ their appointees 1 

shall be paid monthly by the county, uoon 
requisition issued by the judge of such 
eourt. In all counties now or he:cec fter 
h ,~ "1' "',. ·norE' tl~ 'In ?Q \.'i("l(J '''vl0., le"'"' t'r·la"'l '7'u·· 0· QQ (.. ll- l-1,; .lL. " .. ~.c..... ..) f J.; c.:1J, .~~~J !, J 

inhabitants, the total salaries 9f 8.11 clerks, 
as;;d2.tants end c~tenogrD.phers in the probate 
coul"t Jor a_!:!_Y. o~ cGlerH."1ar year shall not (a) 
:u1 c~unties "lid tn an assessoc1 valuation of 
;;:ut, 000,000 or less .exceed the sum of ,;·1200.-
00; ( l;) in counti.es with ~ assessed valuation 
of ~nore th<:m <iilB ,coo-;uTIC) 5-mcl !.!.£.~ more ~ 
· '"'"-:ooTI 000 e>,ceed t:ihe SUJ..IJ. of .,:1800 · •:' .: ':~ ' 

-_, ... 1 ~----- ' . phas1s our::>. 1 • 

It will be noted the.t the opinion 'r.Jhich you refer to in 
your letter 1a1s not base( uoon either Section 2004 or Section 
24-47, rr. ~;. J·,o. 1939, but vy;:·s based upon the rulin,: of the court 
in the ca.sf-; of HinelJ.art v. Howell County, 34S lfo. h21, 153 D. V;'• 
(.2d) .381. '.l'he oninion held, in part, D.s .follows: 

'·'~'n' e 1i~'l'n.ooh.-:;y,>- C·' ··o 1" c, ··'·U·i·n' Ol'l"ty '._.r, thl"Ili' ...,. ~ ,, 1..~·- ,__,1 v . __ ,,...._~ ~ . _ _, -::-. v .~. , .. ~\·t ··"-j 

for the conclusion thnt if c.: county court de­
tunniner; thDt stnnoP~rD.rJh:ic secvices l'or a 
county officer f',r·e ~lec~ss.::ocry for the prouer 
conduct or the ch:ties or f.:Juch officer~ such 
services can be r>aid fur by the county cou.rt 
out of. tb? count'Y revenues, en:1 fL,rther that 
if stenoe;r:~phic services are i.n fc:;ct indis­
pensable to the proper- f\l.nctio.nint.:: of a coun­
ty office, ;md tJ1c county court rc,fuses to 
pro vi de some, o •1 0 the officer is cowpc:llecl to 
provide them hlmself, then ~uch officer can 
recover fron1 the covntv· his rea:3onable and 
actual exp:::.:nditurer; for s1.<ch services. :,Jheth­
er stenogr~phic services are indispensable to 
any co'J_nty· officer i:3 a que~;t;ioll uf fc.~ct to be 
determined i:l the first. in~~t.ance by the county 
court, : . .:.nd :Lf thDt body acts arbit.rc.~rily in 
such determination, then by D. court of lDw in 
:::•. suit by the officer for rc,cover·y of his ex­
penditures for such services. 11 

The holCin~ in the oninion above quoteJ ~as arrived &t on 
the basis of th~ .f.s.ct thc-c"!~ if :l.t could ··be e.stabli::>hed as a fact 
that such help vms indispensable to. tl".i.e proper .functioning of 
the public office of' probCJte judge, it became the Cl.ut y of the 
county court to furnish such help. 
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:::ena.te C0!Filli tt.ee :::ubsti tut,e fer ''erw.te r~ill i\:o. 198 is 
a direct expression of the le~islative det0nnination of the 
mr.ximum amou~t of ~?ncy ncce~~-sary t ._) be expcndec~ for the pay­
ment of clerx~, ac5lstants ~nd stenographer2 n~cessary for 
the proper conduct of t.I1•3 office o.f :or.)b.C1tQ j,;_c'u,e. · 

However, even if it were held that Jections 2004 and 
2447 R n '•' 103(' tl • ' 1 ·. ' f , • , •. · o. :; /, :J~J- ·•or1 zo or prov:u .. e .?.ny UC:1 s1s or a 
Claim for ~,~-ll'tl'()D-'·'1 ,·':>. ,,.< •. ' ''"' "'1·· '·'<"' <'c·' '~t· t,- ' ' t ' . • · c-l ••. L. '· -·' •. •.C(J<>tt,J.lJ,.•, t; erL.._, J D..CJvla d.ll .. J 2.J1Cl S enog-
raphers, such provisions 1i!0U1,1 be in conflict \vi th that part 
of Denate Com dttee ;3!.J.bstitLlte for .;onate Bill ::o. 198 ".:vhich 
provides th;-'t ·the tote.l s.c1.laries o.f :tll clerko, c;s::·dstants 
and stenoe;r;:phers i:; tlw pr:Jbo.te court for any one calendar 
year shnll not ::< :;, * in cr_mntices ,,<Jith em as0essed valuation 

. of more than :~~lS_,noo,ooo ·ancl nut ·;Iore than ,,,JO,UUO,OOO exceed 
the sum of · ;H~·OO. i! 

A rule of st£tt1.Jtory cor1struct.i.on is .found in :ct:;.tc v. 
Gehner, 280 ;;. • 416, J. c. Lt-1."., ~'.tllETe th(~ Supreme Court o;f 
TI:issouri sc=tid: 

,, T ·1 " . ' d 1' I . h · · .1erc there .Ls one ~->tatutr.~ eu u1g \H t. a 
subject i.n general B.nd cowprehensi ve ·terms, 
and a.nother der;lin,•; 11L th a ~;Grt· of the same 

l • t . - . t ··, ' £'. . t I:"H10JIC'C lD 8 more !<ililU c: t. He• QG. lfll e ';•iG.'f, 

the tv.:o ~~.houlc\ be rE';C.ld together and barmcn­
Jzed, if possible, vlth c.-t viuv: t'.) :~,ivirw ef­
fect to a consist8nt lefislative policy; but, 
to the extent of any necessary r8pugnancy 
between them, tl\e ::~}")c)ci:-:1 will prevail over 
the general ~-;tatute. ':here the special stat­
ute is later, .i. t 1·dll be regarded <-Hi .:u1 ex­
ception to or qualification of the prior gen­
eral one, and, where the gener. l act is ·later, 
the specii:,l c-;ct vij_ll be construed as remaining 
an cxc0ntion to its terms unless it is re­
pc~alcd 'in ex1;ress words or by nccessD.r·.Y inrpli-
c ·t1' o·· ' "6 ···,·c ··) 11r:.1 u i..-c • U • ) l, j , • /. • ".) -· • 

Senate Corn.mittee ~1uhst.it.utc-; for ~··en8te Bill i~o. 19S is a 
specific, cJ.e,J.r w1d c~c:finii~e ci.eter:nination by the 1e(;islature 
of tl1is state ol' tl1e amount to be paid in courtties of a speci­
fied population f,)r clerks, assistants c-md stenogr;~phers in the 
probate court. 'I'hi s bill m1.:u:~t. be r·e: ;ar·decl as a special provi­
sion tr.rhich prevt:~il:::; over the ·provisions of ,)ections 2004 and 
2447, H. s.··::!o. 1939. 3ucl1 bill governs the maximu:ii amount to, 
be paid to such cler: s, assistants and stcnoeraphers in the 
counties covered by the provisions of this bill, and the county 
court cannot increase the amount provided by this sta~ute. 

J 
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The second request in your communication is in regard to 
the right of the r8corder of deeds whose term expired in Janu­
ary, 1947, t,o ~:Ji thhold fr.om the fees received by him an amount 
,:l;rec:,ter the.n ~:;;hOOO.OO plus the nece:::~sary payment for deputies 
and assistants for et..ch yet:o..r. 

-Section 13H57, F. :; • r-r;o. 1939, provides <:1s follows; 

ii'l.'he r8corder of e;:;r:h county in which the 
ofiices of recorder of deeds and clerk of 
the circuit court are separate shall keep a 
fv.ll, true Rnd fEd thful account of all fees 
of every k:ind received, and make e. report 
thereof every year to the county court; and 
all the fees received by himi over and above 
tl.le stvn of four thousend dol ars, for each 
y~_a£_ of his of.fi cial term, .:·fter pa¥fng out 
of suCh fees and emoluments such amountsfor 
d8121lETCs and a:s-G'istants in his oflice ~the. 
county cour~. lllt.i.Y .·~ necessary, sha1J be 

. paid into the county treasury, to form a part 
of the jury fund of t,he county. 11 ( ~~mph."~sis 
ours.) 

Section 1 of House Hill Ko. 772 of the 63rd General Assem­
bly provide·s as follows: 

"The recorder in counties of the third class, 
wherein there sh~ll be a separate circuit 
clerk and recorder, shall keep a full, true 
anG faithful account of all fees of every 
kin(1 received, end. make a report thereof every 
yea·r to the county court; and all fees re .. 
ceived by him, over and above th~ sum of ;4000 
except those set out in 3ection 2 hereof, for 
each year of his official term, after paying · 
out o.f such fees and emoluments such amounts 
for dcouties and assistants in his office as 
the co~nty court may deem necessary, shall be 
pairi into the county treasury." . · 

The maxirrwn amount that may be retained in any one year by 
u-· e recordt"lr of deeds, e.xcl t:.si ve of the amount paid. to necessary 
deputies and assistants, is el"early, then, set out in the st;.at-

'ute, t:'.nr~ sucb payments are to be made out of the fees received 
by such recorder of deeds. It is specifically provided that 
$4000.00 is.tl.1e maximum to be retoined in any one year, and, the 
surplus. over :;~4000 .00 in nnY one yec:.r cannot be applied by the 

• 



recorder of deeds "',o make up the difference between the· ·;}4000 .00 
maximum a11m·~Ted -~- nd. tl'e e.mount of fee::_, ;::>ctnal1y recci ved by him 
durin~ another year of his term of office. 

It is provided ip iection 13187, i\ .• :· .• ,,to. 1939, <:md in 
Section 1 of House Uill l·!o. 772 l,>; t a report u c]J. ycur shall 
be made by th;;: recorder t,J tlH:; cou.nty court-, st:: t;in:. the amount 
of the fees collected. 00vlously, this report is made so that 
the a;·lOUnt, if cm:r, chw the county in'\Y be dctcr:Jined <.md paid 
to the county enc>. year. If t.he Le[tis1ature h;~_,, intended tl1at 
~l surplus of fees over . 4000.00, exclusi ye of tl1u 8tilOUnt paid 
to necessary deputies and nssistants, received in any one year, 
could he av 1lied to r;w 1.<e r,l1;:; fees am<:unt to -ltUOo.;;c <..:'.:.ch ye:,,r 

-~ 't • 

of the term o/ ofE:Lcc of tht:=o h!corder, the J e:Jslature ·would 
p_ ve provided that ~~lw rr,::corder of deeds C\)i_;ld ret;;l;; out of 
tlw fees ol' b'i.s office _,.l<:),O:iC.C·O fen' (:-':ach ter::l, exclusive of 
the pay of :c!.sce:3s-::n:"y dep11ties and assist~-ints, c;,;Jd t!Jat any 
balance shouJ d ~)e •laic; to th~C-) county. ~ 

In the C<-J.src:: of llcu:-rinP;ton v. Cit of ~--t• Louis, 107 l;Jo, 
327, ;:;, similc:.r stHtute vtas con:.:;trv.cd rc•.':ar5inr: this point. 
IJ.'he Supreme Court sc:dd :in. t.; :~t c;:·sc> l. c. 3~-:~)-JJO: 

11 'l'he c:;_ct. of li~79 rclHte:-:> E•lone to t.:.he com­
nerw;:;_tion nJ·· tJ·n r:l--:·e:rifi.· 0t t,hn citv oi' ,';t. 
J. . - - •• 

Lo··Ii s. By tbo first secU. 0n tt if' mack: ·che 
dut• of the sheriff to keen 2 full itemized 

- •' J 

n.:colmt 'of .s.ll fcE~s, comrdssione c.nr] ~,:,ohc-
ment, s ":' •,~:::: :c>,l in.·t to hj_ .• b:,r virt, ur; of hi.::; of 1 icc, 
a;d of r·1l Cl( )C'J:.JE:·~-c, incl•.u inc thr:; pDy of his 
deputi.es, Lncu.rrc.:t h:: him in the disch2,r1;e of 
the dt.tiGs o·C.i:is of:c·ice.' ~-Jection 2 rrcovtdes 
in s·ubsknlce tho.t he shall, at the end· of eacb 
si;{ onthf.?, file in t.hB ci rcni t court a state­
ment of his rGceipts t:md cx_0en~:eD for such 
period ,_)f s lx r: onths; and it is made the duty 
or the court to oudit the account. · 

nrhe third :::;ec t.ion providcfl: '.·_:uc.b :::;he riff, 
out of the fees, C0'11;>ensc:t.ion : ncl emoluments 
of lJls office, may, fer eact'_ y~::'r of his terrn 
o1 oi'fice, recc:i.ve <'mel ret2in the stffi1 of 
:}10, COO, :jver ;rH:_ above ;::.11 rH.-'Ch e:l; ~cn}-;cs as 
shall be allO\ved to hin1· in his Bet.tle:;1ents 
aboi.•r:; -~rovic_er"' fur; <l nd all fees, c:ompensation 
;::.ne_~ c:lol;_;_rnurltfl ~·-rh:Lch ~;!1all he collrctcci_ by 

],_ · " I' ' 1 • .., ..... •· - '· -' - l. n any sHerJ_.:c:, or oy :nc' Sl!Ct.,c.s::--;or J: n· E.LHJ, 

excess of the .•· 11ount. ~·thich .:~veil t;herii'f may 
rccei vr.~ :·;~·hi retEiin, :?bell be p<Lid to the 
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treD.surer of the city of St. Louis, for the 
tise of s2id city.' . 

"T'here cr~n be r..o doubt but the SB.tenwnts for 
e2ch of the two official terms must be made 
the sam~ as if the terms were held by dif­
ferent persons, This the circuit court held, 
But the court held th~t the sheriff could 
combine his accounts for the two years of 
the s::nne teru. The result of this ruling· was 
to allow the sheriff to aggregate the re· 
ceipts for the two years of the same term, 
then deduct tha expenses for deputy hire, and 
retain for his m-vn cot:·;pensation .::20, 000, the 
excess, if any, to be paid over to the city. 
In this ruling the court erred, The section 
of the constitution before quoted declires in 
plain terms that the fees of no such officer, 
exclusive of sularies actually paid to his 
deputies, shall exceed the sum of ~10,000, 
for lny one year. Thiti does "ot mean that 
tfie 'ees, over and above deputy hire, .shal~ 
no"ti exceed .)20, 000 for two year~. '.rhe law 

.itself divides the official term into years 
for all the purposes of applying the limita­
tion as to the amount of fees v1hich the · 
sheriff may retain. Bach year of th~ offi­
cial term stands by itself. It follows that 
the sheriff must render a separate account of 
receipts and expei!ses for eu.ch ye2r.• tihen 
the fees for the particular year reach the 
amount of ,~10 ,ooo, with expenses added, the 
ba~ance must be paid over to the city. ~he 

. excess of one year, cannot be carried into 
another year for the purl>ose of bringing the 
fees of that year up to :~;lQ ,000, with deputy 
hire added. It is not the object of this law 
to make the clear co:;;pe:nsation of the sheriff 
)10,000, per annum. His compensation for each 
year must come from the fees and emoluments of 
the office for thut year, but when they reach 
the clear sum of jlO,OOO, the balance must be 
paid over to the city.f( 

Seetion 13185, rl. ::.1. i'o. 1939, provides as follo\\rs: 

trThe recorder shall not be bound t,o make any 
record for \vhich a fee m~lY be allowed by law, 
unless suth fee shall have been paid or ten-
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dered by the p2rty requirin;i~ the record to 
be made. 11 · 

From the provisions of Section 1)1S5, it is evident that 
no contention can be lnede by the recorder that part of the fees 
received in 1945 or 1946 were earned in prior years but not 
collected until 1945 and_ l9lt6. Therefore, the:: ce.~~o of Allen v. 
Cowan, 96 Mo. 193, is not applicable to the fncts in the present 
case. 

The claim of the recorder thJ_t he is entitled to retain 
fees received in 194..5 and 1946 in exces;::. of the )4000.00 maxi­
mum limit, exclusive of 11ecessary pay for deputies and assis­
tants! because of the fact that he allegedly rendered service 
to so diers ~;vithout cli.e.r1se in vc;.rious years of his trrm, is 
without merit. The gene:al rule regarding the compensation 
any public officer L: enti tJ..ecl to is set out iL r~:odaNe.y County 
v. Kidder, 129 ·~;. ~:J. (2cl) 857, l. c. S60: , 

'
1The general rule is tho.t the rendition of 
services by a public officer is deemed to be 
gratui tour>, unlesc. o com.pensation therefor is 
provided by statute~ If the statute provldes 
co•:!pens,:,tlon 1n n pB.rticulc•r r;~ode or manner, 
then the o~ficer is confined to that manner 
e.nd is entitled to flo) other or further corn­
pensation or to any different •1ode of secur­
ihg same. 8uch statutes, too must be strictly 
construed as o ':C:1inst the officer. State ex 
rel. £va<cs v. Gordon, 245 Fo. 12, 28, 1h9 :~. ,·,. 
638; King v. hiverland Levee Dist., 218 (~. 
App. 490, 493, 2?9 s. ·~.]. 195, 196; :3tate ex 
rel. ',JE"~dekinr~; v. 1\JleCr.J cken, bO n:o. A.pp. 650, 
656. 

11 It is 't1ell established thv.t a public officer 
clai;r,ing compens.:1.tion for official duties per­
formed must point out the ::::tatute authorizing 
such payment. ~)tate ex rel. Buder v. Hr:.ckmann, 
305 I''1o. 342, 265 8. \'. 532, 534; Stnte ex rel. 
Linn County v. Adams, 172 Mo. 1, 7, 72 :) • 'vJ. 
655; Williams v. Chariton County, 85 Mo. 64.5.n 

In State v. Nolte, 1~0 S. "• (2d) 740, l. c. 7L~l, the Supreme 
Court said: 

n o:z >:( ,;~ i·~xtra compens.:Jtion for 
must be expressly authorized. 
County v. Kidder, 344 l'·iio. 795, 
$57. * >:< ~<" 

extra services 
Se·, 1-lodm'lay 
129 r·· 1;0 ( r)~) 

.. J • \V • ....,.u._ 
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' The op1n1on of this office rendered to George Spencer, 
Prosecutin,0~ l~ttiorney of Doone: County, r.wder dt·te of July 5, 
1946, covers specifically the services of the recorder of 
deeds in connection vrith t'~vork c1one for solc1iers ., 11 for which 
the county i:3 .liable and for 1qhich the county pays the re­
corder. 

Under the rule above set out, and in view of the opinion 
of this office of ,Tuly 5, 19h6, it is cleE\r tlwt the county 
is not to pay any fees or to al~ow any fees to the r~corder 
for alleged 11 fre;:.: l'rork donE; f.or soldierstt durinr~; the years 
1942, 1943 and 1944. 

We are enclosin~ n copy of an ODinion of this office 
rendered under d!;te of Noveoi'.lJer. 20, 1945, to Hobert Niedner, 
Prosecutint•:. Attorney of :)t. Charles County, re,·y~.rd.ing the 
payment of adrtitional help in the recorder's office for re­
cording service discharges. It will be noted that this 
opinion holds thc: ... t the payment of such help is to be raade out 
of the fees \·.:l~ich j:.h'?._ res..2.!de1: receive~ for his services. 

In the case of State ex rel. v. Kins, 136 ~o. 309, 1. c. 
319, the Supre'~ie Court s:dd: 

• 

n >:< ;;: •:< l~'our thous,:cn1C1 dollars was fixed as 
t}ie e.v<ount the recorder v.;as cc:tnable of earn-. 
inr~ nt the established cbarr··es; anc1 , vrhen the 
fees fr)r 111!ork required to b"3 done E~xceed that 
sum, it is a f;,JiY; presLuptlon t.bat assist;c,mce 
would be necessaryo If necesscrry, the eonsti­
t•Jtlon anCl statute cle:::~rly intend t.ha.t <?.ssis­
tants should be employed and paid.<~ 

This statement by the court clea.rly shows the construc­
tion of the statute 'o:y the court. t.u be that the oayment of 
assistants in the offic~ of recorder of deeds should be paid 
out of fees rece:L ved by the recorder. ·.·Je are unable to find 
any authority for the pnyment of any assistants to the recorder 
of deeds excopt out of fees r~ceived by him • 

. CONCLUSION 

It is the op1.n1.on of tl1is clepartr11ent that the County Court 
of Boone County cannot make an allowance to the Probate Court of 
that county of n1ore than :)~1800.00 per year for deputy, clerical, 
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assistants and stenographic help. 

It is further the opinion of this department that the 
Recorder of Deeds of Boone County, whose tern1 ended January, 
1947, is liai:;le to Doone County for fees recei vcd by him in · 

.1945.and 1946 in excess of ,:;LI--090.00, e;clus;Lve oi' p<yments 
to necessary deputies and assistants for oa6h year. 

APPHOVED: 

J. J.G. TP.YLOH 
Attorney General 

CBB:HR 

Ees;)ectfully su))mi tted, 

C. I~. TJl;Itl~~3, JI"~. 
J\.ssistant ;\ttorHey General 


