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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GERALD C. MANN . . Q

Honorable George H. Sheppard
Comptroller of Public-Accounts
Austin, Toxas

Dear Mr, Sheppard: Opinjon 1o: 5

r contracting
ettorndy-should have
made & new\bonlyor ob-
tained an exterision of-
he term of the previous
bopd uwpon renswal of
delinguent tax contracs.

In your lotter oR Oc¥obo? 17, 19%0, you adviso
us of the following £ daXgo County and Harry Hall
vore parties to 1 %X contract deted Novenmber
29, 1938, coverihg the puriod fdgm Lscember 1, 1938 %o
bond r the psrformznce of
ﬂs rmade by Fr, Hall and
approved Janu y h 19)9 Dzcember 11, 1939, the
contract vas ¢ ! the psriod Descember 31,
‘ou requsst our opinion in
eJtion- “Should not the bond

ip. Hall, It 1o in the puval sum of $5,000
ongd Tnihat the underasigned Havrry Hall shall
Spoc¢f aldy rerform the terms of the ebove-mentioned con-
tract, 1 cind g the mking of reports of collections outb.
of vhich hs 48 entitled to commission, and further con-
ditiored that he shzll forthwith pay over to the Tax Col-
loctor any moneys or comaissions paid him by mistako or
through error to vhich he 13 not entitled iunder the terns
of this contracty and 1f the said Harry Hall shall falth-
fully do and pﬂrform faid dutioes placed upon him by said
contract, then this oblipation ohall be null and void,
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othorvise to remain 1p full force and efféct."

The contract was mado under authoriiy of Articles
7335 and 73352, Vornon's Civil Statutes. Novhere in the
statutes is there found any provision which would cause
liability under the bond to be extended to future contracts,
either in ths pature of renewals or entirely new contracts,
The bond itaelf in 1ts own terms 1is addressed only to the
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Harry Hall., 8inc2 such bond does not so provids, the surety
could not he held liable for the performance on the pert of
¥r. Hall of any other contract than the original one. Sce
Anmarican Surety Company v, State, 277 8. W, 790; 7 Tecxas
Jurlaprudencs p. 91; 9 C. J. p. ﬁ Since the bond approvza4
Japuary 24, 19379, is rot liable fo% ¥r. Hall's performance
of the roreval contract 1t follows that your question should
bo &nsvered in the affirmative.

Yours very truly

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
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Glenn R. lowis
GRL:rv EESVEDOCT 25, 1940

Assistant
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

3 A S
el

v o

BY. /3’;&&;‘ 2

A aiw +

—— e



