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Lear Sirs Opinion Yo, O-B27
RKe: Will pro;pert{ owners Forwre
1y rosiding in ¢ portion of

& soemon school dipstrict be
required to oontinue paying
an ad valorer tax to thag
dictrict 4n sddition so school
taxsn for the fadependant
sohool 4iatriot to whioch
their property was amnexed?

We recsived your letter of Nevembar 7, 19)2. in
whieh you request our opinien en the following questioms

*If the City of Vernon annsxee the grenter
partion of the Town of West Vernon, will the
property ouners sltuated in the annexed Sorrie
 tory be rejulired to comtinue to pay the ad vale
orem tux of $1.,00 to the remnent of the comuon
school distriot in addition to the taxes ¢
will be reguired to in support of the L T) §
systen of she City of Vernoa,™

Article 2304, Revised Civil Statutes of Texgs,
‘¢hs somstitutionzlity of which wag upheld by the Commiacsion
of Appeals in the csae of City of Houston we, Tod, R76 £, W,
A1%, provides thatt :

»:henever the llmits of any Ilhworpareted
elity or town eonstituting an independsnt school
distriot are so extended or enlarged as to em~
wrace the whole or any part of any independ-
ent or comuon Bohool district sdjacent %0 suoch
fnoorporated elity or towa, thet portion of such
adjacent diztriet s¢ enlraged within the car-
porate limits of such Lincorporated oit{ or town
shall shersafter become a part of the indepanie
ant sshool distriet oconctituted by such incore
porsted sity or town,

»If within the portion of such 4iastriet s¢
snbreoesd there should bes alituated sny resl proe-
perty belonging to such dietriet, such sity or
town may acquire the same wpon such terns 48 may
be mutually agreed upon between the goveraling



sm Y. L. h“’.‘. Pm a

boldy of such eity or tewn ené the sutharities of
sush €intriet,

*7his ertiocle shall not nygly where it shsll)
be detorrined st sn election held within such
oity or tewn by mafority vote of thors voting
thereon that the territory or sny portion thersof
te de 5o eprlrssed sholl not tharel; decore &
prrt of the indepencent sehool district consti-
tuted by such eity or toun, but shell be taken
4nto the oity limits for municipel purpcses

enly, en’ shell reraln for meshool purposcs a
portfon of the adjacent i:.depsncent or com:onm
schoc)l distriet es though =sall sity lipits hel
not besa extended,”

: Yo sssure from your Question that the texes to W
levied for the support of the Sndependent school 4irtrict will
be for maintenance end the propoced annexation will bhe for
sekool an well as munioipel purposaes, :

- The sxtension of the ity limits ipso fasto ex~
tends the linits or the independent &isirict so as to in-
slude the portions of the territory of other schaol distriets
taken into the eity, snd the other territory is, for maetool
purposed within the city limits, 37 Texss Jurlsprudenos 877.

Taxes are “equsl snd umiforzs” xithin the Conetitu-~
tiont whan RO person or class of peraons ian the territory
taxed, is taxed at & higher rute than othars i the supe
- llltrfot apon the same velaes or thing an? whea the objeots
of tazes are the sazme by whozaoever owhel or whatever they
e, V¥ertherly Indepencent School Diatrict vs, Fuches, C.C.A,

Al £, %, (22} K453 Horris va. City of Taco, 57 Tux., 685,

. After the boundarlies af e district have been shenged,
the &istrict may pot assess property that lica bayond its
I{mits and, in turn, eaforee the eherges thus fixed, Ildorede
Indopendcn‘ rehool Distriot va,. Tisdels, Com, APDe, J e %
{24} 420, Tekinc a certein portion of the common school die-
trict out of thst &lstrict sad Lnoorporatiny the portlion that
has been snnexed in the Vernon Indepsndent “chool Diatriet,
sutomatically releases such portion from any taxcs which
risht thersafter be leviod by such common school district of
whioch it i1 no loager = port. That portion o the ecmpmon
school distyiet incorporsted $nto the VYernon lndepsndent fcohool
Distriet will be rejulred o to pay the same maintenance
tax &8 the rect of thet district. Hill vs, “mithville Iade~
pendent Satool Disztriet, C. C. A. 239 %. ¥. 987.

In our opinion your quastion should be snsvered i

the nagative, ‘ Vory truly youra :
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