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Dear Sir: ' Opinlon Ko, 0-183
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opinioh in response to the
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1. Yhether lot s
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sxes during period of tir t spfe ayre leased to
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" hut the atatutes rnovhere attexpt to

el o property which is privately omed,
though usaed by thg wi‘aﬂd Stutes or a federzl agency. othlag
in the Conatitut Inited States exenpis such m:o;mrty
from taxation by the st.aw nd county.

, A8 8514 in Bosrd of Trustees vs, Clty of itlanla, 44
Le Re 4¢ 808, 113 Georgla £83:

2 7That private pmparty i3 used exclupiveoly

for pudlic purrcsss doss not change the nature of
the property or the title therato BO a5 10 convort
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it into public property.”

It may be urged that the rental required to be paid
by Works iTogress idministration will be more with the state
and county taxing the property than it would be otherwiss.

If so, the burden lald on the Federal Covernment is at most
only an indirect one and not such as to forbid the levy and
collection of such taxes, In ths case of Jomes vs. ITavo Cone
struction Co., 302 U, S. 134, oplnlon by Chief Justice Hughes,
{4t was held that an occupation tax measured by gross income is
not invalid where imposed by a state upon a contractor with

the United States as laying a direct durden on the Federal Gov-
ernment, even though the imposition of the tax mey increase the
cost to the government of the work contracted to be done.

Frnilure to tax this prorerty would bde to violate Ar-
ticle 8, Section 1, of the Constituticn of Texas, providing

that:

nPaxation shall be ejual and uniform. Al
property in this state, whether owned by natu-
ral persons Or corporations other than munici-
pal, shall be taxed in proportion to 1its value
'ghigg shall be ascertained as may be provided
y law," .

The properties mentioned in said guestions are sub-
jeot to tax by the county and state and both of your questions
are answersd in the negative. Correspondence atteched ta your
request would indicate that there may be some cuestion as to
whather Works Irogress .dministration is paylng any rental on
one piece of this property, or is recelving the use of it gra-
tis., .8 may be gathered from what we have already said that

18 an immaterisl comsideration. Ths property is npone the less
privately owned,
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