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GERALD C. MANN
ATTCANIY SENERAL

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
Yareh 17, 1939
ur. Joe Zunschik
Conmi ssioner of Iabor
sustin, Texas
Dear S8ir: T

— "

Golnion NO. 0—416\ '

Ne: ‘hether Independant 8eh001
Jistricts come within. the\pro-
visions of .Article 51593.

Your rnquest for ag opinion as to whether an
ndependent sohool district as such would come within
the provisions of irticle 5159a has ‘been received by
this office.

P

AB rqlﬁtos to this opinion Section 1 of
irtiocle 5159§groqd§\gs follows: >

"Rot lees than the general prevalling
rate of per diam wages for work of a
_ similar-character . in the locallity in
/"/ \\_ which. the work is performed.- ssecvenan
>shall be paid to all laborers, worke

men or mechanics employed by or on

( alf Of.......anyu.....diutrict

ngaged in the construction of public
wark56noooo.”

E \u ?he Legislature did not place any limita-
tion bpon the. type of distriect subject to the pro-
visions-of fhe law. An independent school district
would coms withlin the purview of the word diatrict
a8 apod,
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"Fublic works" 1s defined by Article 51359a,
Jeetlon 4 as follows:

“iny construction....dong unier con-
tract, and psid for in whole or in part
out of vpublie funds,....whether or not
done under public supervision or direc~
ticn, or paid for wholly or in part out
of publlio funds, shall he held to be
"public works'eeee™

The construction of a school dbuilding dy an
independent school distriet necessarily involves the
expenditure, at least In party of.publie funds for

- the reason that the costs of oonstruction are paid in
—whole or In part by funds raised or bonds paid for by
taxation. '

It is, therefore, our opinlon that the con~
struetion of a sehool bullding by an independent school
distriet is such as would be zoverned by Artiele 5159a,
Revis<d Civil Statutes 1925.

Very truly ycurs

ATTOR
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