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Hon. E. 8. Foroomn
County Auditer,
Bemsuont , Texas

Dear 8irg

- ,atathoMthat

pal any laws or pertg of
conflict therowith ¥

B1l1 Neo, 598 provides that in cortain coun-
ties uwi cortain population linits with cities situated
therein of certain population limits the Sosmlsgioneret
Court may appoiut & county purchasing agent.

The quastion el is whethar B. B, 890 1s
valid, in view of tho fact that it does not undertake to
in any wise repeel sny of the geperal statutes with refer-
anse to the duties of the County Anditor, or the duties of
the Comeigsioners' Courd.
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This guostion has deen censidered by the Cop-
sdgsion of Appoals of the Stats in Bunt v. Atkinsem, 12
8. V. (2) 142. In that epimien Judge Specr, spesking
 for the of Appeals, saids
*Ihare is snother conglderstion

31
§
i

4
|
1
i

;
it
gsg :
it
gl

]
]
4
i

g

oA
i
gE
il

;
E!
;

ggs

's
s
1

;
;
:

SERRE.
a1
)
I ggz?P
éiggzﬂ
sgagﬁgﬁgg
zzﬁggég :

oe
:
g
e

i

&

E

8
%
g

i
!

000
the wethod te be by
« Both statutes thus

in 1ts proper place.
Fortinberry v. (Tex. Com. App.)

283 8. ¥. 148,

Yo ansvor your question that H. B. No, 598 18 not

invalid becaneo of thoe fact that it does not repeal any lavs
or parts of laws in conflict therewith.

This opdnion is limited to the question submitted.

Yours very trly
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