THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
OF TEXAS

AUSTIN 11, TEXAN

Honorable M. O. Flowers -
Searetary of State
Travis County

“Austin, Texas

Demr 3ir: Attention of Will Mann Richardson

Opinion No. 0-2452

Re: Requiremsnt as to location of princsipal place
of dusineas of a corporation.

This wil) acknowledge receipt of your letter of June 6, 1940, in which
you request the opinion of this department upon the guestion therein presented.
Tho pertinent parts of your letter are:

"pequently corporations that have given their principal place of
msinoes in one toum change their principal place of business to another

town, and ir such oasve we require that the charter be amended showe
ing that change.

e have an instence, howevor, in whioh & charitatls and benevolent
corporation has this provision in its oharter:

Y:The general chepter of this order is to te loceted and have
its principal office al Fort TWorth, Tarrant County, Texas, with
such subordinate ohapters over the State of Toxas as within the

Judgmont ard under the by-lavis of this corporation it may bte ex-
pedient to orgaanize.t”.

You correct the last paragraph akove quoted b your letter of June 10, 1940,
in which you advize;

"The secretary and the head of the corporation do not live in Fort
Worth, but the annual three day convention of the corporation iz held
ir Fort Worth, where all rocords are kept. All of the business of
the corporation is doxre at that time, The secretery does oarry or
correspondence from enother city, however.™

You desix':-e to know whether or not, under the circumstances mentioned, the
corporation would be required to file an amendment to its charter, -
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srticle 1304 of the Révised Civil Statutes enumerates the informatios; which

must be contained in a charter of a private corporation. Among such re-
quirements is found Section 3 thereof which reads:

"The plece or places vhers its husineis is %o te trensacted."

The quotaticn from your letter of June 6, 1940, .areinabove taken from the
sharter fulfills this requirement.

It was held in the easo of Sanders vs. ¥armers' State Parm 228 o 635,
that the residence of a corporatior is In the state and cou.u'fg ‘where 1{;5
prinoipal office is lceated. This prirciple of law was re-ar.tqu 4n the
oagse of Pittsturg Water Hoater Company vs. Sulliven, 282 57 576, -

A careful examination of the Texas Gietutevs revoals no requirement thm.. e
officers of a corporation must reside in the city where the prineipel plece
of business of the corporatlon is.

Under the facts presented to us, we carnot hold, as a metter of law, that
the fact that the seoretary of tho corporutior in question livec in a city
other than the clty of the prircipal place of business of such eorporatisn is
suffioisnt to require an amendment to the corporate charter.

Yours very truly
APPROV-L Ji%:l 27, 1940
Gerald C, Marm ATTORMEY Ch...RAL G5 97285
Lttorney Genoeral of %exas '
. W Lloyd Avsstrong
LAzawiml Assistent



