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$2Mot, and the method
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opinion request of
> as follows

assumsd control of
éistriet is atill
Whisewright Sehool
Lo 41 into eonsolidation with

triét whleh completely sur-
Independent Sghool Dis-
rommon school distriet has territory
. « The Srustees of the Whitewright
puld )1ike to know just how this common

t may be comsolidated or annexed to
he District. '

a4 foxr the buudinf of schoolhoupes were
voted and iasued by the City of Whitewright for
schoel purposes. Irf s method gan be found for
oconsolidating the oommon sobool diatriet yeferred
to above to the Whitewright Independent Sohool
Distriot, will the bonded obligstion referred to
above continue as an odligation of the 0isy of
Whitewright, or ean the doamd tax be :frm over
the enlarged school distriet, whieh will, after
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the oonsolidetion, ineluds more than the terri-
tory included within the boundaries of the City
of Whitewrightt"

It is within the power of the legislature to author-
ize cities or towns which eonstitute independent sehoo) dis-
tricts to extend their boundaries ror school purposes. Moer-
schell v, City of Eagle Lake (Civ. App.) 238 B. W, 988, error
refused; City of Eagle lLake v. Lakeside Rioe Mill Co., (Oiv,
App.) 144 S. W. 712, error refused; City of Eagle lLake v,
Lakeside Sugar Refining Co., {Civ. App.) 144 3. ¥. 709, error
refused. The legislature has 80 provided for this procedure
ia Article 2803 of the Revised Civil Statutes of Texas, whieh
reads as follows:

"Any eity or town that has taken oharge of the
publie free sohools within its limits, or
h hareafier take gherge of the same, =
ardinance, extend its corporation linea for sahoc
BUIDPOBes oD on s petition signed by s majoris

> the resident qualified voters ¢ he XY »
pigh is %0 be taken into sald ¢ity or towa fo
séhool purposes only, and resomuended by a maforit
yote of The trustess of the publlie Iree achools of
1) } provided, that the proposel
ohange shall not deprive the scholastic children
of the remaining pert of the common sghool distriost
or 4istriots which may bve cffected by the proposed
change, of the opportunity of attepdance upon sohool.

The added territcry shall bea 8 pro rats part ac-
gora taxebie values of any school debt or debss
that may be owed or contreoted by sald of or towa

to wEIcg it shall have be gded, and shall not bear

any pers may be owed or oon-~
treocted by such towa or sity. The property of the
added territory shesll bear its pro rata pert of all
school taxes, but of no other taxes, The added ter+
ritory shall not affeot the oity's dedts or bdusiness
relations in any menney whatever, exoept for schodl
purposes &x proviled above, The officers whese duty
it 1s to amsess &nd colleet school taxes within the
olity limits shall also assess and gollect sehool tax-
o8 within the territory added for school purposes as
herein provided,.* (Underscoring ours).
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Article 2804, Revised Civil Statutes of Texas, the
constitutionality of which has been upheld (City of Housten
v. Todd (Civ. App.) B78 S, W, 419}, providea that whenever
the limits of ¢ ocity whioh constitutes an independent school
distriot are extended or enlarged so es to include adjasent
independent schocl districts or common sohool distriots, the
territory so included "shall hereafter bYecome a pert and por-
tion of the independent school district constituted by such
incorporated oity or town.” City of Hpuston v. Todd, supra,

Article BS05, Revised Civil Statutes, rixes the lia-
bility of the oity for its proportion of the bonded indebted-
ness of the district annexed to the oity.

In Ruhn v. City of Yoakum, 287 8, #, 337, it was ob-
Jeoted that Revised Civil Gtatutes, 1911, Article £883 (Re-
vised Civil Statutes, 1925, Artiecles 2803, ot seq.) was un~
gonstitutional {n that it authoriszed property to be added to
an existing school distriot and, without an elegtion by the
persons affected, made their property in the added territory
liable for its “pro rata®™ part of the existing indebtedness
of the d&istrict. It wes held that where & majority of the
residents of the added territory petition for an addition to
the clity for school purposes only, they canpot complain be-
gsuse no election is held to determine whether the added ter-
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ritory will pey its pro rata shars of the existing debts of the

apnexing distriet.

0n the question of the ocommon school d&istrict belng in

two counties, this department, we think, eorrectly held in

1019 that & oity or town xay extend its limits for sehool pur-

‘poses only without regard to county limita,

In view of the foregoing discussion, it is our opinion
thet the City of ¥hitewright, which has assumed control of its

schools, mey extend its city limits for school purposes only

to includs the ad jacent common schoel distriet, under the author-

ity of Article 2803, Revised Civil Statutes, and the bond tax
will be spread over the entire distriet as provided for in
Articles 2803 end 2808 of the Revlsed Civil 3Jtatutes.
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Trusting that this answers your question, we are
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OVED Very truly yours
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