File No, 2690, OPINION,

the diserstion of the Water Board te require a bond, it would seem to
be within its diseretion to impose the premium either upon the empleoyee

or upon its general expense ascount, This, of wourse, under the terms

of my opinion rendered to Mr, Quiek, eould met be dene 1T the Water
Board were imperatively required by geeticn 5 of Artiele 54 of the

Ccity Code te exaet bond of its employees.

Under the provisions eof Seetiom 87 of the City Charter, the som=
pensition of suberdinates in the esployment of the Water Beard 13 fixed,
not by ordinanes, but by the Water Eagineer, The enly limitation upon
his power is the prevision that the sempensation of all the subordinates
of the Board is mot to exesed in the aggregate the amount approepriated
by erdinanee. iollc free to fix the salary of a subordinate of the
Board, ﬁ. Yater Engineer would seem to be at 1ivorty to fix it at »
sortain m with the understanding that the premium on the bond Was to
t. paid by the Department, or at a higher sum sufficiont to sover the

ptﬂ-. with the “nmuu that the premium was to be pald by the
either anm-t. the situation of the City would

Truly yours,
(8igned) W, Cabell Bruee,
City Selieiter,
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