THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

OF TEXAS
AvsSTIN, TEXAS

Honoreble Albert J. Eutson, Jr.
Sesmi, e *
n ’ h
Grovaton, Texss .
Opinton Mo, 0-1696
Dear Biy: Ret Judgment lien -- redenption in
' part by & junioy ilenee.

™his vill sskawwledges receipt of your letter cof
Rovember 10, 1939, sulmitting for s legal c{ainion the
follovwing ¢sse)

| “In Trinity County & mumber of tax judgnents
have heen takenm on property whercin the Federel
Land Bank is involved 88 & lien holder. In quite

s fev chses the Bank holds & liep on omly pert

of the property ilavoived im the judgment. The

Bauk desires to poy the delingeuent taxes coversd

in the judgment on that portion of the entire trect
covered by 1ts lien, and seture A relesse from the
i.:dmlt on that pertion 1% clears of taxes.

he Tex Collegator sscept payment of this liem halder
of the taxes doe on that mﬁ of the whole covered
by its 1ien, leaving the balsnes unpald? In cther
wopds, if & Judguent was secured covering l00-acres,
snd the Federsl Land Bank kas & 1ien on only 50-
seres. of the 100-aors trect, may the Bank pey on
the 50-acres shl sscure & releass from the “‘ﬁ
ment, leaving the balance of the judgment um;l ?
And -im Rank he subrogated in 8 fay ss its
payment of the Yexes {5 concerned?

_ We apsum¢ from your letter that the Federsl Lumd
Bank, ss junicr lienes, claims spd has & lien upon & part
of & trboet or tracta ef land rendored by the owner in
solido. In sush & cese the pight of yredemption in part
spd reledse of the lend pro tanto, does uot exist, o8 ia
the csse vhere the rendition Y%y the owner has been of
gepapate trscts of land, amd the Jjunior clalment elatime
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ome or more of the separately rendered propertien.
In the latter case the right of pertisl payment -
complete payment as to the rerticuler land invclived -
does entitle the junior lienee or oleimont to 2 yve-
lesse - sstisfaction as to Lie lenmd.

Thie kas bean ruled by this depsrtment in
opinion No. 0-928, wherein the longusge of the 8u )
Court in the case of Btote Mortgege Corp. v. Ludw
et a1, 48 £.W.(24) 950, is quoted 88 follows;

"fhe Supreme Court most properiy held ip
Richey v. Moor, 112 Tex. 493, 2490 8.W. 172,
that the owner or his sesign, who had seperstely
rendered and valued sight parcels of land for
taxation, vas sntitled to compel the tax col-
lector tu scéept, snd iasve s recoigt for, the
taxes o5 any one pircel, sipnce the liem attesched;
under the present centtitntion and lews, sgainst
esch lot separetely valued and sasepsed, for the
smount of texes o thet 1ot slome. The ¢ourt hes
never beld that the seme rule ted vhare the
ovner elected 10 tyest two parcels os one for
taxation purposes.’

Thin, ¥ aAre sure, vill ansyer {our inguiries
in & -ctlutnctarz merner, but ila the event our sssump-
tion with respect to tha fasts 18 i{n error, plesse
kindly sdvise us for further opinton.

Yery truly yours
AYTOREEY GENETRAL OF TEXAS

asiMn/ By (Bigned) OCIE SPEER
Armfm P 13,1939 Assistent
s/ GXRALD C. MAMN

ATTORSEY OBXERAL OF TEXAS o |
: APFROVED, Opinion Commities
By $.¥.B. Cheirwes



