| will remind you _.| that you work for the peop of Burnet ¢  1ty.

You all volunteered to be servants of the people. Other than Mr. Wilson
you were all elected to represent the people of Burnet County and you
are all overpaid and under performing employees.

| see very little evidence that any of you actually represent the people
of this county or the individual precincts. From meeting to meeting,
month to month all | see is five men that show disrespect and contempt
in how they interact with the public and do very little other than rubber
stamp the approvals to spend more of the taxpayer’s money. This court
has continued to irresponsibly waste the taxpayer’s money to the point
that Burnet County is over thirty million dollars in debt. In fiscal year
2024 Burnet County spent $9.6 million dollars more than the county
took in. I have not seen any attempt to pay off the massive debt or
implement any program to reduce the debt burden on the taxpayer’s
of Burnet County. You all have responsibility for that.

Now it seems that under the direction of Mr. Wilson, the goal is to
search for new ways to waste as much of the taxpayer’s money as
possible before his interim term has expired, and that date cannot
come soon enough. This is what happens when a well trained
bureaucrat is nominated to be the presiding officer of the
Commissioner’s Court.

All five of you have a fiduciary duty to the citizens of Burnet County.
Because all of you have failed to act responsibly ar “ in the best
interests of the people of Burnet County, you _re in bi __zh of
your fiduciary duties.



This is a warning, as servants of the people, the five of you had
better start steering this Court toward fiscal responsibility,

transparency, and proper behavior towar: ; the people of Burnet
County.
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Abstract

At various levels of government, the conduct of public officials is often
regulated by ethical standards laid down by legislative enactments, such
as ~ leral or state statutes or municipal ordinances. These rules of
government ethics are important landmarks in the field of law that
defines the legal and ethical obligations of public officials. Such
provisions can form the basis for the kinds of government ethics training
that helps to minimize wrongful conduct by public servants and reduces
the risk that the performance of official duties will be clouded by
appearances of impropriety. Codified government ethics rules also
frequently provide mechanisms for the investigation of charges of
misconduct, and for the enforcement of ethical standards through
criminal penalties and other sanctions. However, codified government
ethics rules vary widely in quality and scope. Such provisions are often
incomplete, poorly drafted, and weakened by legislative compromises
made during the adoption process.

This article argues that, notwithstanding the proliferation and usefulness
of government ethics codes, common law fiduciary-duty principles
continue to play an important role in shaping the law of government
ethics. Regardless of whether specific rules of government ethics have
been adopted, public officials have a broad fiduciary duty to carry
out their responsibilities in a manner that is faithful to the public
trust that has been reposed in them. The duties of public officials may
extend beyond minimal compliance with codified ethics rules. Even if no
ethics code has been adopted, or if no code provision is on point, public
officials must act in a manner that comports with their common law
fiduciary-duty obligations. Government ethics laws, criminal
provisions, and other legislative enactments should be interpreted
and applied in light of the de...c .1 3 ._ salty obligations that are
imposed on public officials as fiduciaries.





















