OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Honorable Morris W. Hassell
County Attorney

Cherokee County

Rusk, Texas

Dear Sir: Opinion No. 0-7019

Ret Issuance of warra

from this department on the above subjeét u;ttér is, in
part, as follows:

"This County has been

of warrant for pay
rant for December s

"'NO. 30104

By /8/ 7. ?1nan Smith | Melvin Sessions,County Clerk
County Auditor /a/ Ophelis Fleming, Deputy

NG. Cluss
Registered the day ot 194 .

PAYABLE AT PAR AT FIRST NATIONAL BANK
JACKSONVILLy, TLXAS
/8/ Leah P. Williems

Gounty Treasurer?

O COMMUNICATION 18 TO BE CONSTRUER AS A DEPARTHMENTAL OPINION UNLESS AFFROVED BY THE ATYORNEY GENERAL OR FIRET ASSISTANT




"This warrant in ilssued by the Qounty tlerx, then
approved by ths County Auditor end then stamped with
& rubber staxmp and signed by the County Trsagurcy
and tissd o3 & ohwok. The warrants we have in ques~
tion Lave the semy furnm &8s this exoept that thsy ere
payahle out of 4iflsrent funds fOr sesrvices reudered
and zaterial bought for the County.

*&hen ounse of these werrunts Or checks 1a lost efter
delivery to the party saans is payables to, then what
is tlLe procsdure for {ssulng & new ons in plags of
the iost warrant or obeoky 'Fhen lessued should the
new warrast or chesk besr tad Ausber of tos 014 (loat)
warrant or eheek or should it besr e new nuzber and
should sams be dmtsd as the ¢old warrant or sheck or
should it bear the date as 0f the tinme Of the new
iesuanest In ths event that the nusder and dats or
eithsr of tham upaoh the new warrsut or oheok is
dvterained by the officilal fasuing sazw then which
official deteraines this matter, that is the County
Clark, County Auditor, or Opunty Tressursery phould
a bond be required of tHd person getting tne new
warrant end ir so {n whet smoumt?*

*The duty or.thé Conmissaionerst Jourt is to trnnuiot
the business, protect tis iliterest azd protest the welfare

of the county es & whole.* Stoval v. Ghivers (Com. 0f Apjeals),

103 5.%.{24) 363, The Commissioners' Gourt iz eles veated
with the power Lo manage ens dirsct the fluanclial effalirs of
the ocounty. See Loosean v. County of Harris, 58 Tex, S511,514;
Coloreds County v, Hesthe, &L Tex, 447, 450] Balley v, Arscsas
County, 102 ¢, #x, 1159, 1160t 1i Tex. Jur. (03,

It L8 therefore our opinion thet the Csaxiseionsrs'
Court, under the gerersl powers coaferred upon.it to manage
and Airect the finencial affaire of the County, oould in their
diccoretion pase en oréer suthorizing tne Gounty Clerk to issue
& dupliecste warrant, besring the aswe Gste and nuzber of the
loast warrant. Tis Coaaiesichers® Jourt would be suthorizel to
require auok proof as it deens negessary to show thet ths old
warrent is lost and has not besn peid, assigned or negotisted,
The Coamissionsrs' Zourt would also be sutliorized to taxe
such steps ees 1t deems adviseble to lndesnify thLe County
agalnst poseible 1oss &8 & result of the issusnocs of said
duplicste warrant or oheck.




Hon. Horrie i, iisssell, page 3

In view of our disoussion edove we dees 12 unueceod~
sary to eunswer Your qusstions ostegoricalliy.

Yours very tyuly
AT oRLLY Lalla.o sl OF Takal
ny _ 9 N s I )g\,

Y. o Davis, JTe
Assletant
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