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3 "2, Going 8 step farther in the ahove sot~
out fact situation, to the expiration of the re-
dexpiion period and 3ix months thoreafltoyr, there
bBeing no purchasar for the property invelved, ths

NO COMMUNICATION 18 TO BE CONSTRUED AS A DEPARTHENTAL OPINION UNLESS APPROYVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENXRAL OR FIRST ANSISTANT
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The provisi ot is Section 12 of
umu'msmmm % °

*n 811 suits beretafore or heyeafter £iled
2o collect delinqunt tnu mﬁut W,
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In order - youp ,
not the sold is to e caryied upin the tax rolls
4 e period of redemption, 1t 1s necessary to see
XS what rights in the property vere asguired dy the
purehasing taxing unit at the tax forsclosure sals.

It 13 a vell yecognised rule of law in this State
that & purchaser at & tax foreclosure sale takes no title to
the property mtil the redemption period has expived., The
title of the ovmer is not extinguished by the foreclosure
sale, dut 13 extinguiched only by the expirvation of the Ye-
damption period. This rules was aanouncad in the sarly case
of Bente vs, 3ullivan, 115 8. ¥. 350, by the Cowrt of Civil
Arpoals of Texas, writ of esryor denled by the Suprm Court,
The Gourt stated as follows:
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' To the same effect see the ckze of MoGrew ve, Potts,
2T 8. W. (24) 550. 3 C '

| '.mt&.m.m-.u;:ﬁ-“ummom,
title yeains in the ovner of the miil the twe yoar

period of redenption is up despite the tax fiveclosure sale,

¥o delieve, thepefore, Shat waquesticnably the property

be earpied on the ourrent tax »olls and mssssaed for taxes

during the two year period. On the othey hand, hiwever, if

the gnm is not redeemsd within ths two yeiyr peried, the

rights that the purchasing “n%ft?n“w“ the fore-
&, '

~ ‘olosurs sale dlossom into full

In opinion Mo, O-265 this departamt comsidered &
fast situation vhere the State had bought certain lands sold
wmder & foreclosure sale for delingumt taxea. The period of
redemption had expired sud the land was not pedeemsd, This
departauent vas asiked to »ule m the question of whether &
purchassr at & second sals from the :
free of taxes ansossed since iths purchage Dy the State at the
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- "™mhe State, not ohoosing to walve its desd,
A8 was dme in League va. State, supwm, but to
stand upon the same, and the 3tate's title there-
to ring béoome ripe through eaxpiration of the
period redlowption, the landa were not assess-
Adle for taxes for yoars subsequent to the pur-
chase by the State, 61 6. J. 1272, Seo. 16TH."
The rule is stated in 61 Corpus Juris 1232 in Sec-~
ticn 1678 as follows: -
' "ihere the state or mmisipality scquives
a compleote and adsolute title by purohase at a
ax sales, or by axpiretion of the tims allowed
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the following sutharitiess

Cranfill Bros, 011 Co. v. Stats, 5% 8. W. (24) 815
error refused; Geriasch Norcaatile Go. v. State, 10 S. W. (24)
1035, error refused; Texas Vogetable Unica et al v, Zavalla-
Dizmuitt Commtles Wa Imp. Dist. No. 1, 57 8. w.'}ad) 883,
error refuned; Arts. 7326 and 7328.1, Yemen'’s Ann. Olv, Stat-
M] m 40 X, IW. PP. IM. 255. ’

, It is our further opinimm, however, that if the
Property is not redoemed within the twe Year period them the
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