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Abilene, Texas

Dear Sir: Opinion Ko. 0-35
Re: Exemption of
ings from taxation

requesting our opinion as to whetk
ings used exclusively for 16hg- Ppvu
state and couaty a&d valorem taXxes,
buildings which are used in parg f odge purposes, and
in part for rentals are subjeqt to tion.

Artiole te Constitution pro-
vides that the I aay, by genpral laws, exempt

i Civil Statutes. Morris vs.

ties whelly to #attéra of publioc oharity, yet if a part of
the bullding {s rénted to & person not eo engaged, the ex-
emption cannot be claimed,

In Masonio Temple Assoclation vs, smarillo Inde-
pendent School Distrist, 14 S.W, (24) 128; Ben, & Pro. Order
of Elks vs. Houston, 44 S.W, {2d4) 488; Bouston vs. Scottish
Rite Ben. Ass'n., 230 8.W, 978, 233 S.W, 551; and Morrie vs.
Masons, supra, it was held that if the lodge or other insti-
tution engaged in any other acotivities than those of sharity,
its building would not be a subject of exemption within the
above constitutional provision.
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Description of the bulildingds:-al being owned dy
lodges and used for lodge purposes is, therefore, not suf-
ficient upon which to base an opinion. The question.is
whether such buildings are used exclusively and owned by

institutions of public charity. That question 1s one of
fact.

Yours very truly
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

Glenn R. Lewls
Assistant
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