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gon. L. A+, Yoods

State Superintendent of
Public Instruction
Austin, Teoxas

Dear 8iry

Opinion KXo,
Reg Artiele 27503 i

®Requtst
investigite ghe bil) crdating Article
1) 01711 tatytes, and advise

of the nwody\of thg bill.

Ve\respco ly call to your attention the case of
Austin Independert Schoel District et al vs. Marrs by the Com-
nission of AppTals, and found in 41 S. ¥. (24) p 9, which case
we believe 1s in point on the questicn presented. We qucte
the language of the court in passing upon the Act of the Legls«
lature then in guestiong ‘

®The languagc of the title thereof not
clear in some respects is sufficient we think to
apprise the ordinary mind of the subject matter
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of the body of the dot. The contention that
the subject of the Act is not expressed in
the title is overruled.®

The ¢aption of the Act defore us, though at var-
iance in the last part of it, is sufficient as to the
vhole of it to give notice of what the Act contains.

¥e therefore held that the Article in question has
been properly enacted by the Legislature.

Yery truly yours

George 8. BerryJ'dJ,
Assistant
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