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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
Gents €, Manx

Honorsdle B.N. Whitescre

Gounty Agdmr

Grayson County

Bherman, Texas ;

Dear Bir: Opinion No, O-IM
Re} Authority of
Behool Bups

¥e bave received your lptter ¢
vherein you undertake to point gut ¢

foct, requedt & reconsideratils
quu‘ our opinien upon the add

“Would the depd bé\ 11able in
mch.” ' ‘ L] S I %
Assistantt”

3 opinion on the fol-

. t Qounty School SBuperintendent
5, sign thé name of the County 8chool
pproving vouohers given by the Common

1is sognisant of Opinion No, 0-1507
¥ ‘vouchers issued the Trustees of
60l District may legelly be appreoved
and ai;nod 3ily by the County Superintendent, Nowe-
over if the Qounty Superintendent approves ths vouch-
ers, his Aseistent, upon proper instmictions

BAY per-
form the physical aot of u;a.tn' the Oounty éuporu-
tendent's name to the vouchers,

"¥his to me 18 a conflicting opinicm, the first
sentenece holding that only the County Superintemdent
mey legally sign a voucher, and the sedond sentence
mod{fying the first and hof that the physical set
of signing may be dons dy the Assistantd,

cem s mmne va #4 BE GONSTRULD A8 & OLFARTMENTAL OPIIION UNLESS APPROVER SY THE ATTORNEY STHERAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT

19%0
R inconsistencies or'
confliating statements in our Opix e Opl507, and, in of-
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"I cannot ses hov it would be possible to de-
teraine vherein the County Superintendent had ac-,
tually aporoved a voucher L{f such voucher vas sign-
ed by his Assistant,

*Would the depository bank be lisble ia paying
L“:h::g:%md by the County School Superintenient's
818

We have recansidered Opinton ¥o. 0-1507, and fail to
f£ind in vhat respeat it is inconsistent, As pointed out in
that opinion, the & of the voushers by the Assistant
County Mhooi Superinte t under the oircumstances set forth
in the reguest for the opinion carried with (t the authority
to aprrove such vouchers, This oﬁnion holds, in effect,
that enly the County School Superiatendent in persen may legal.
1y approve vouchers issued dY the trustees of s Comman Sohool
Distriet, dut that after the vouchers have deen approved by
ths Qounty Scheol Superintendent, ths mere sical act of
signing superintendant’s name to the vouchers, being e
purely ministerial or mechanical sot requiring no exeroise of
Sudgment or diseretion, u{ be delogttod to and performed LYy
the Assistant County Bechool) Superintendent, This opinion, a
oopy of vhieh is enclosed herevith for your information, ve
think properly disposes of your first question.

With reference to your se¢ond qusestion, if the vouch-
ors involved are first ap. roved the County School Superin-
tendent, personslly, then if the Superintendsnt'’s name is sign-
od by the Assistant Superintendent, it is clear that the dsposi-
tory bank vould not be lisble in paying same. This presents
the question suggested by you as to hov it willds poasidle for
the depository bank to determine 1f the vouchers have haen ap-
proved by the Supsrintendent 1if such vouchers are signed by the
assistant, I% is the responsibility of the depository bank to
detormine that such voushers have besn approved by the County
Sohool Superintendent,

Yery truly yours
LEDROVECDEC 18, 1940

ATTORNRY GRENERAL OF YEXAS ,
M . N “"‘_-_'_“““‘“ By m&w
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF Y1ii$ ' —
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