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Honorable i, He. Thompson
County Auditor
Abilens, Texeas

Derr 8ir:

you request our opinion ix
tion:

Of z. of the Comstitution of Texss
vl in paxt as follows:

ugillstuu nay hmmnl laws
oa taxetion « o ulldings
exolusively snd owned by persons or
ejations of persons for school purposes
} ealso the sndowment funds of sush
itutions of learning and religion not
used with e view to profit; and when the
sane are invested in bonds or mortgeges or
in land or other property which hss been
and shall hereafter be bought in by sush
institutions under fored¢losurs sales made
to satiafy or proteot such bonds or mort-
gages, that such exemption of such land
and property shell ocontinue only for two
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yeers efter the purchase of the same at
such sale by such institutions eand no
longer, and institutions of purely publio
charity; end all laws exempting property
from texation other then the property a-
bove mentioned shall be null end void."

Article 7150, Revised Civil Stetutes of Texas, de-
scribes the property whioh shall be exempt from taxation and
Section 1 thereof, as smended in 1931, contains a description
of the following property es being s0 exempt:

"All public colleges, public scad-
enies and all endowment funds of institu-
tions of learning snd religion not used
with a view to profit and when the seme
are invested in dbonds or mortgages and
all such buildings used exclusively and
owned by persons or assooiations of per-
socns for #£chool purposes; provided 'that
when the land or other property has
been 0> shall hereafter be bought in b
such institutions under foreclosure sales
made to satisfy or protect donds or mort-
geges in which said endowment funds are
invested, that suoh exemption of such land
and property shall continue for two ysars
after the purchase of the same at suoch
sale by such institutions end no longer."

If the property which you mention is not to be taxed
authority for the sxemption must be found within the expressed
provisions of Article 8, Section 2 of the Constitution. The
burden of showing that an exemption froz taxation exists rests
upon the party who claims it, Morris v, Lone Star Chapter,
No. &, Royel Arch Masoms, § S. W. 519. 7The above constitu-
tionsal provision permits the Legislature to extend the exemp-
tion from taxestion to only two classes of real proparty be-
longing to educationel institutions, to-wit, bulildings used
exclusively for school purposes and for a period of two years

after PUrchase those lands whioh have been bought in follow-
ing fereclosure thereon of bonds or mortgages in which en~

dowment funds hed been lnvested. Unless land belonging to .
en oeduoational institution fells within one of the above two

o
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classifications, it is not exempt from taxation. Such ex-~
emption 18 not extended to lands constituting a part of the
endowment fund of eny such college or school. An interpre-
tation which would bring about such en exemption is pre-
cluded by the fect that the constitution exempts the two
classes of resl property mentioned sbove end then provides
thst all laws exompting property from taxation other than
the property above mentioned shall be null and veoid. In
the case of Morris v. Lone Star Chapter No. 6, Royel Arch
Mgsons, § 5. W. 519, it was held that the exclusive use of
2 building for charitabls purposes meant the aotual and
direct use for the purposes of the associetion end not a
use by others rfor revenue although that revenue may have
been exclusively sppropriated for the objeots of charity,
Our answer to your ‘question, therefore, is pecessarily in
the negative. :
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