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Eonorable George H., Sheppard N

Conptroller of Pudlie Aocgounts
Austin, Texas

Dear

our opinion in response to the f£s

lowst

8irs Opinion Ko, 0=2

Article 7211, vt:od ivi) Stat-

utes,

In your letter of Oatol

"Is the Tax Assessq 3T riquired to

ihe assesszent
z{tt§d t0 place
asgesssnant is

“9rth on the inventory at “the
is made by the owner, or is\l
his value on the

taken, 1if he fe¢ r hag rendered
same fOr an amg : aotdal value, and
then refer thd hq Board“of iqualiza-
tiont"

- y person, firm Oor sorpora-
tyon renders » tholZ or its property in tais
Skate for t ti to any tax assessor, und nmakes
oath as to the.kiny, oharacter, quality and quane
tity of ‘such opety, and tne sald officer ag-
cepting sald -Tendition from such person, firm or
corporution of duch projerty is satisfied that it
is correcotly.and prouperl; valued acocording to the
Teesonavle cean usrket value of such prozerty on
the-marketl at tae tize of its rendition, he shall
list the ssue eccordingly; but, if the assessor
1s satisfied that the value ils delow the reason-
sble cash market velue of such property, he shall
et once place on =aid rendition opposite each
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plece of property so rendered an smount equal
to the reasonadble oash nmarket valus of such
property at the time of its rendition, and 1if
such property shall be found to have no merket
valus by such offioer, then at such sum es said
officer shall deen the real or intrinsic value
of the property; and if the person listing

such property or the owner thereof is not satis-
fied with the vzlue jplaced on the property by
the assessor, he shall 80 notify the assessor,
and if desiring so to do make cath before the
a880ess0r that the valuation so fixed by said
orfficer on said property is exceasive;} such
oi'rfioer to furnish such rendition, to,ether with
his valuatiorn thereon and the Oatu of such per-
son, firm or officer of eny corporation, if any
such cath has bdeen made, to the comniesioners’
eourt of the ocounty in which said rendition was
zade, which court ahall hear evilence and de-
ternine the true value of such propsrty oo
January First, 19 {here give year for whieh
assesanent is mnde) as 18 herein provided; such
officer or court ehall t.ke into oonside.ation
vhat seid property ocould have been sold for

any time within six :aonths next before the
first deay of Janualry of the year for whioh the
property is rendered.,”

Your qQuestion conoerns the meaning of the wards "at
onoe"” as used in the abtove statute, The term has been defore
the courts frequently in the construction of eontracts. GSes
#ords & Phrases, Permanent idition, Vol &, pp. 682-688}
5C. J. 1439, it should not be ta:en 1n its striotest literal
sense, when to 40 80 would reguire 1lu_ossidle instantaneous
Ke Joj Foré v, Friedaen, 20 o, 2, 930, , Va, In many ce&ses
it hece been held to re.uire sction "within such res&asoinable
tize as shall be reuuired, under zli the cireunstances, Ior
doiz the particulsr thiac,” .ords . rhreses, supra, p. 638,
ani cases taere cited, It 1s sonetl:es sald to require
~recter celerity of action than 1c ordinerily co.uprebended
by a reasonetle tirme., 5 C. J. 1439, footnote U, Ia J{irginka
Hardwood Lumber Co, V. Hu-hes, 124 o. 2. 283, Va,, it was held
to deaote "a proapt and immediete” shipment, In Gladney dill-
ins Co. v, ~ement, 230 S, W, 1632, tie tera whien used 1in a
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econtract was reld to be andiguous, subject W paral testimony
as 0 ites weaning. 1t was there seid that "such orders heve

s far zoTe restricted meaning than the term 'reasonadl: time'."
The court oites Howser v, Atkinson,lLd S, W, 75, ¥o. Appa.

From the opinion in the Micsourl case we quote as follows:

*Our conolusion is that the term 'at once',
forthwith,' or any simiier term when used in a
ocontract for the purchese of goods, to deaignate
the time when the goo0ds are to be nhip?od has a
inore reatriocted moaning then the term 'roasonable
time,' We 40 not taink it should be held to amean
a time simultaneocus with the exscution of the
contraoct, for that would often be Lapossible; but
it Coes neen, 1o the absence ol anything to qualify
it, that all reasonable hasts consistent with falr
businsss sotivity should ve used 4in filling the
order and making the shipment, . « "

In the situation which you inquire about instantaneous
aotion eould hardly bde contemplated. In many instances the
tax assessor will not de preparsd to fix the value of & piece
of property the moment it is rendered, He may have a very
good reason for belleving that the property owner is under-
valulng the property, but some investicatlon or inQuiry may de
nec¢essary before he will be satisfied to set down thLe value,
Sinoe Artiocle 721), Hevised Civil Statutes, pronounces tae
fallure of the tax assessor to oomply with the concerned
provision s nalfeasance and makes it ground for bis reaovel,
manlfestly the ~ords “at onoe™ canaot be given suweh & msaning
as t0 nmake conmpliance on the jpec-t of the &ssessor impo:sibdle.
On the other hand, we think reasunabvle hagte is required. Tue
tize within whickh the as8essor may _eridora this function way
concelvably very slisghtly under diiferent cireuastunces, I
the assessor is prepared to fix the velue et tihe time tae
rendition is made ne srould then iiake the ovetion, If zot,
in ecoordance with the shove eu sestiuns, he cen & Bo l:ter,
dut, he aust bvesr in mind toet under no circumstonced cur e
delay his asction & ac o pregjullce e ri nt ol tie voxiaser
to zake Lie controvertlo, affidevit ond have the zane dellv:irs
ed to the coilal. eloners' court o use :hea si-ti.g 3: w
Joard of equalization,

Yours ver; truly
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