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8 Hdaz ralesd by the governe
Srowhsville Havigation Distriot,
benident 30hool Distriot snd

X arsens to serve ax a
L of equalization for the three taxe
“he City of Brownsville is sutirely
frownsville Indevendent Sohocl Distriat
- ftirely wishin the bounds of the Browns-
c b L;ntzaa Distriot. It is preposed that
Jersons possessing the qualifications re
i of neaders of the doards of equalization
ef sash of thess thres units be sppointed Wy the
goveraiang bodles of ssld unite to sarve the same
a8 & joint ogualisation board, and that sxab of
the three mesbhers of sudh beard receive es com-
pensation fer sucd services pot aocre than the
szount he osuld de paid for serving on & dosrd
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of oqualiaatidn of any cne of said units, such
sompensation to be fixed and dorae pre ravi by
the tiree taxing units, )

*7his proposal involves the construsction of
Artiele 16, Jeotion 40, of the Constisutioa of
Texas, whioh provides that, with certain exep-
tione, no persca shall hol& at the same time
more than ons olvil office ef smoluxent, and the
rule at ocommon law that the same perscn oannod
held or exereise two inooapatible offises,

"Your opinion is respeetfully regquested on
the rollowing questions, to-wity

“l. Would memlershiy oa a joint doard of
squalisation serving two or mere such overlapping
taxing units constitute the holdiag or exeroising
at the same time of nore than one ecivil office of
snolument where each nexber of such board received
only auch coxmpensation as he ufght be allowed for
;:iztug on She equalisatioa bdboard of any one of iuoh

?

"8, VWould memdership on a joint deard of
squalization sarving two or more such ovtrlazping
tating units eonstitute the holding or exerolsing
of inecmpatidle offices?

*In the event it is your opinion that the
first questioa should de answered in the affirmative,
your opinion on the seocend question will nos be
necessary.”

ne » t.a

From the preliminary statement in your letter, we
take it t0 De that the mexbers of the Board of Equaligation for
sach of the respeetive taxing distriocts hold offiees of emolu-
rent within the provisions of Jeetion 40, Arsiele XVI of the
Conatituticn, from whieh it would follow as of oourse no per-
son sould hofd Eemberaship in more than one of the doards eof
squalisation,

Eowever, the real question presented by your ine
Quiry is not that of dual effices holding, under 3ection 40, dud
rather it is the qQuestion of whether or nos the law authorises
the oreation of a doard of equalization, whose duties pertain
to the equalizatiocn of the valuss of property for the three
taxing units mentioned, Y
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Taxing units, auch as you mention, are creaturss
of the atatute, and muu Just such powers ss are eone
rerred upoa them by and none other, The law expres
aythorizes the ereation of bdoards of equalization ror eso
such respective taxing unit, and defines the duitiea of such
boards, Those dutiea port.dn to the affairs of ths partiocu-
lar unit which they serve, There is no statute euthorizing
the ereation of a board of squaliszation with powers in respect
to property in any munieipality or distriet other than the
one oreating the d»oard-extyra territorisl powers, Such a pro-
vieion in the law might be & wise One from the standpoint of
sconomy and uniformity in weluation of property, but we &re
not concarnad with that question, ¥We are ecaceraned only with
interpreting the law as it is written,

In Opinion Mo, O=3178 we held that it would de lezal
for the bdoard of squalization for a ¢lity and the bdoard of
equalization of an independent sehool distriet whose woundaries
00inoide with thoas of the olty to sit at the same time and
Place ~= 20t as & jJoint board of orgenic union, but for joint
sollavoratidn in the consideration of velues of property
eommon to the two distriets dut rendering sepsrate reports
their respective units or orestors. 3Sueh a would serve
in part at lsast the end souzht by the methods propesed in
your lnquiry without violating any fundamsntsl or other law,

Yery truly yours,
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