OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GERALD €. MANN
AYTYORMEY ﬂlnim

Honoreble ¥. O Booth, Chisf Veterinarian
Liveatook sani Coaminsion

We T "Wr d.’.ns
Fort Worth, Texas

Dear Sir: Opinion Xo

of February 9, 1942,

Permit us to guote
: ite It »eads:

requesting sn opinion from

ar_4soh of these two activi-

s work to the lovest bidder, with the
State Board of Control. We have sub-
optroller the ssoounts of the slec-
wrber and today we received back
Comptroller as I'ollows:

b the ascoumt of the Bohoot
Rlectria ca-pw I is drewn ocut of an incorrect
appropriation ¢ & & ¢

*It vould seem to us that the expense of install.
ing equipsent would esmse within the appropriation for
equipment and supplilies fer the laboratory. Ve would
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appreciate nz‘nueh your opinton as to the prop-
or fund from ch to pay these sccounts.

"¢he Camptroller has also turnsd down the ao-
count of moving the lsboretory and equipment from
one to another, vhich ve charged to the
laboratory equipment and supplies acscount, and in-
dicated that this ascount should bs paid out of our
regular office expense ascount.”
As wve construe your letter, no nev laborstory equipment
or supplies is in any vay involved. Present squipment merely
been moved to a nev loocation.

Senate Bill 42%, Acts of the 47th Legislature, con-
tains the approprigtions to the livestook Sanitary Cosmission.
Under the hesding “Maintensnce and Miscellsnsous™ there appear
these two itemst ‘ :

*106. lLaboratory equipment and -
iﬂppli'l ¢ o o 8 ¢ o o » #2500.00-‘2500.00

"eae

*109. BRent, telephons, postage, off-
ice & 'ccnts.ng-ni mseftmo.oo - $6200.00."

There is no specific appropriation for expenses inoi-
dent to moving the State Veterinary Iadborstory. This type of

expense iz infrequent, usurlly not foresseable, and vas not
specifically provided for by the Legislature. of such
nature vere intended to be included within and out of con-

tingent expense appropriations.

Moving laboretory equipment is obviously not the
purchass of new equipment Or labora supplies; it does not
{involve the installation of nevly Inoutor; eogquip-
ment, It iz our opinion that the appropristion fitem “"labore-
tory equipment and supplies” was intended to cover ths pur-
chase of nev equipment or mev supplies and, of course, the
necessary installation of such nev purchases. It was not in-
tended to cover the instsllation of old equipment involved in
a change of locatfont of the laboratory.
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. It 1s therefore our opinion that the expenses
described in yowr letter should paid out of the “office uu‘l

contingent expense® appropriatim to the Livestock Sanitary
Coumission,

Yours very tmuly
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

By (s) Zollie C. Steakley

Assistant
- ZCSte
 APPROVED FEB. 18, 1942 o APPROVED _
(s) arover Sellers . Opinion Camittes
Firat Assistant M;borney By B.N.B. Chairman

Genersal



