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Nt I8 such an exemption authorized
vTt. 2960 R.C,8. wherein it is pro-
ind person is entitled to an ex~

artlc)s 2060, Vernonts Civil statutes, provides:

"Every parson who is more than sixty years
©ld or who 1s dlind or deaf or dumd, or iz per~
manently disabled, or who bas lost ome hand orx
foot, shall bao entitled to vote without deing
rsquirsd to pay a poll tax, if he has obtalned
his cartificats of axemption from the county tax
collector when the same 18 required by the pro-
visfons of this title,»
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Yon. L. 2. Alvise, ir., page 2.

This question was passed upon by the Court of Civil
Appeals of Tex:s in the case of !eCormick vs, JFestar, 113 S.¥.
278, wheraln the court held: : ‘

vThe court erred in holding the vote of J, D,
Filkington st the Re box wvalld, and in falling to
daduct the same from the votes cast at sald box
against prohidition., 7This voter 4id not have'a
poll tax, Fe was 42 years old. He claimed to
be exemit from paynent of a poll tax by reason of
being dlind, or at lesast disabled, The statute
exenpts thosa from the payment of a poll tux who
are permanently disakled or dlind, Cen., laws
1805, p. 521, ¢, 11, 8 6, This voter kept a o0ld
drink stand at Re., He testirfied: *I walted on
my trade and customers nyself,! ¥honever a CulSe
tomer would call for any certaln drink 'y would
glve 1t to him, and when he would hrand =me the
money 1 would give hin back the ohange, I would
put oy s0da water bottles {n the loce box and
a3gort them out myself,!' He could wait on hils
custorers, get the right article called for, and
make his own change, He was not blind, nor per-
manently 4disabled, within the msanirg of the eleo-
tion law, xots Leg. 1905, pp. 521, 523, ¢, 11
i 204 12§ Bighax v. CLUBY (Tex. civ. asp.) ds
3. W. 6 '”

Therefore, you are respectfully advised thst it la
the opinion of this department that an indlvidual who 1s
blind in one eye, but has good vision in the other, is not
blind within the neaning of .rticls £060, Vernon's Civil
statutes, and is not entitled to a poll tax sxemption under
8aid Artiele due to blindness,

A8 requestad dy you, we are enclosing herewlth cop~
1es of our orinion ¥Wos. O=- 741. 0~2434 and 0-2155,
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