
Honorable Joe R. Ellie 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Bar.ey Countr 
cassv1lle1 ~ssour1 

Dear S1rt 

Opinion Request No. 93 answered 
by lett~r by Howard L. McFadden 

!h!e 1a 1n reaponee to your raqueet tor an op1n1oo as 
to the division or aalar,J between 7our old C1r~u1t Clerk/ 
Recorder and the new one who took ot.f1ce Januaw 1, 1963. 

Spec1t1oall7 the7 each cla1Jil ent1 tlement to the PQ" c!u 
tor the til'et week 1n J&nWlr'Y'. Obviously they cannot both 
be paid tor the eountf 1e onl7 liable to P8¥ a specified 
amount annually to whoever holds the o.ftice. 

!be etatutor,v amount eetab11aned tor tho oft1ce merely 
£1Xea the rate or P8J per annum an4 doea not entitle the 
bolder or tliit ott1ce to a tull year • a ~ Where be serve a 
less than a ,ear. 

!h1a means that the ottieeholder gets paid tor the 
exact ttme that be is 1n otf1co - no more, no leaa. 

Surpr1e1ngly we find no law 1n thia state upon the 
eubJect, perhaps beeauao the practical solution eet out 
above 1e universally accepted. 

We are a4v1aed b~ the State Caaptroller that thia ia 
the 1118nller in llhich the pay 1e d1v14ed between the 1neom1ns 
and outsotns Govemora. 

HLM:BJ 

'1'IIMD ' . fliJLifRSR Attorney General 


