OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GERALD C. MANN

ATTORNEY GENTRAL me 5' 1939

Fonorsble T, i'. Trimble "
First .s8sistant Stete Buperintendent |
sastin, Texus

ar Sir:

Hovised Civil Statutes, reads as

hat trustees of any common sohool
3oy consolidsted common school
gtishall have authority to make con-
B for a period of time not in éxcess

wo (2) Ma with prinoi s Superine -
tondenta. and tddfhers of sald corsam school
¢istriots or conso%d common sohgol,
districts, wovided such contraats
£hall be approved by the County Superinton
dent, ¥N¥o contract may be silgned by the
trustees until the newly elacted trumtee
has qualified and taken the oath of office.,™



26
Tpnorable T, 17, Trimble, June 5, 193¢, Tage C

ablicle T, Lection 1€, of thc Stote Constitution,

rexds as follovs:

"o bill of attalnéder, ex post facto
law, retrozctive liw, or any lew irpalire
Ings the oblipgation of contruacts, shall be
mde;“ -

Tre muidng of the contract to vkich you refer was
expressly uuthorized by statute as noted above. Ve assume
that the contract was executed and approved by the county
superintendent in such manner as to make the same a valid
contract of the school district for whom the trustees were
acting. It 1s probable that this district 4did not entirely
lose 1ts corporate identity when it was grouped with others
for rural high school » but that same is still in
existence Insofar as maintenance of en elemsntary school
therein is concernod. Chastain vs, Mauldin, 32 S. W. (24)
235; County Board of School Trustees vs, ¥Wilson, 5 S, ¥.

(2) 805; ucPhail vs. Tax Colleotor, 280 8. ¥, 260; Article
2922s-f, Rovised Civil Statutes., Whether this be true or
not, however, it is our opinion that the suyperintendent
could not be deprived of his contrect by the grouping order.

: - Constitutional rrovisions against the passage of
. laws 3mpairing the obligations of existing contrects apply
to contracts made by the State as well as by individuals,
8 R.C.L. 333; 12 C.J. 996 and 1014, The same likswise ap-
plies to contracts of mumniclpalities. Young vs, City of
Colorado, 174 5, ¥, 988,

Msﬁnlng that the superintendent has done nothing
to surrender his rights umder the contract, our answer to
your question is that the same is valid for the rulining

year, .
Yours very truly
ATTORREY CENERAL OF TEXAS
By (Signed)
Glenn R. lewls
Assistant
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