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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
GERALD C, MANN
ATTORNEY GENERAL
Honorable william Celvin Yontromery A

Chairman, Committee on Countieas
House of Representatives
Austin, Texas

Dear 8ir: Opinion Number 0O-

Re: Does a gointy have authdrit

al bullding
hg $0 house agri-
ther agencles of

'H’. ‘q & F 5" - - '
recent date and % ledter as follownt

g jon of a ocounty agri-
ding or a building to house
And otbher agenocies of the -

Yisgdasing the zatter with you and Rapresentative
Jewell Helpinstill we understapd that this bullding will de
used to house the offices cof the County Agent, Eowze Temonstra-
tion sgent, F.We.A. and AJA.A.

In order to 1ssuve valid bonds to pay for rudblie im-
proverants the Legislature must specifioceally rrovide thers-
for. The mode outlired by the lLeglslature for the 1ssuamse
of bonds must be strictly followed, This propoeition was
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estoblished by the case of obertson v. 3reedlove, 61 Tex.
316, £nd has been ccnatently recoznized epd followed. Strate-
ton v, Coxmissicners' Court c¢cf Xirney Co., 137 3, », 1170;
Lasater v. lopez, 217 3, ¥, 373; sdaxs v, MoGill, 146 5, W,
(ed) 332,

‘fe have found no constituticoal or atatutory authority
authorizing the issuance of bonds for the purrose of bduilding
a dbuilding to house the offices c¢f the various azents named

in your request, Therefore, it ia ocur opinion that bonls cen~
not de issuved for this purpose,

- The restriotion atated in the above proposition, how-
over, doces not preveat a ocounty from entering into contracts
for authorized pudlie improvements 2nd issuing ron-negotiable
interest~-dearing warrants in rayment therefor. lasater v.

Lopes, supraj Bridges v. City of lLampasas, 249 3, ¥, 1083;
Adems v, HoGlll, supra,

The only provision in our statutes that we have been
able to fird that might possidly give the Commissicners' Court
yower to construct the type dulldinrg you mention in your re-
Quest im Seotion 7 of Article 2351, Vernon's Anpotsted Civil
Stetutes, whioh reads as fcllows:

*{3ec.?) shall provide and keep in repair
courthouses, Jails end a1l necessary publie
buildings.” )

However, this department has held in Opinion Number 0-1952
(e copy of sald opinion 1s enclosed herewith) that a dullding
to house the looel offices of the /4,Ai,A, and the County 4Agent

418 not & pecessary public dbulldirg, within the meaning cofSec-

tion 7 of Article 2351, end that the County Coumissionars?

- Court bas 1o oonatitutional or statutory authority to employ

county funds for the ereotiocn of such & building.

Basing our conolusions upon the reasons set out in
the encloased opinion, we 4o not believe that the Commission-
ers' Court has authority to construot an agrioultural duilde
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Honorable William Cslvin Montgomery, passe #3

icg ¢o house the ofrfices of the County ~gent, Home Pexon-
stration Agent, T,W.A, and A.A,A. It necessarily follows
that the county does not have the authority to issuve time

warrants for such a purpcae.
Trusting that this answers your question, we are

OVED MAY 23, 1941

Yours very truly
L LR ATTCRNEY GENERAL CF TiIA3

¥IRET Ig
ATTOENEY GENERAL
BY
Claud O, Soothman
Agaistant
COR.s
~nel.




