252

©OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GERALD C, MANN

February 19, 1643

Honoreble Ned Price, Chairman

Publio Lands and Buildings Coxmittee
House of Representatives

Austin, Texas

Dear 3ir opinion Jo, 0-5115
Re; Will validating act 1

to a partic sale of so

land be somstitutionsal, 1if

1983, regarding s proposed amendm
sharp, vhich would lim ts
patent, As ve under 2

ticular sale of pud
the traoct

designation, can De J

ing some provision ¢

nt % XK, B. 11 by Rarl
appiMcation to a particular
o8t )\ you vant to knov
st wvhich affects only a par-
4, either by specifically
or by other singular
goneral lav without offend-
Donstitution,

_ . ocopy of the proposed sumend-
ment to R, B, » but fo he purpose of ansvering your
Question, ¥e vill sesune that the amendment names & parti-
patent for public school land has been

nt such as you inquire adout vould,

{ B, 11 & special lav, MNiller v, El Paso
Qounty, 136 0, 150 8, ¥, S‘MMOOO. Ex parte Heiling,
128 trex, Or, 2, 399, 82 8, ¥, {2 ) . B8ection 56 of Arti-
¢le IIT of the Texas Coastitution forbdbids, unless othervise
Provided in the QOonstitution, the passage of & special lav
in eertain inshances (validating titles not named) and then
Provides "and in all other cases vhere & general lav can be
made applicadle, no local or special lav shall Dbe enaoted,"”

‘“mﬂuum.v.-.
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Hon. ¥ed Price - Page 2.

Saction 57 of Article III, Texas fonstitution, and Articles
2 to 9, R.8. 1925 require thirty days notice to be pudlished
in the looslity to be affected Defore a special lav is in-
troduced fnto the Legislature., We assume that no notice of
intention to introduee X. B. 11 vas published as is required
for a special or local lav,

Ve £ind no conatitutionsl provision wvhich
vould authorise the validstiion of a particular sale of
school land by a special lav passed without the reQuisite
thirty days notice, and ve are, therefore, of the opinion
that the proposed amendment to X. B. 11 vould be invalid as
'Y I:ot:tion of Seotion 57 of Article III of ths Texss (on-
stitution,

In viev of thie conclusion it is unnecessary
gaal on vhether the proposed smendment ¢0 N. B. 11 would
vio te Seotion 56 of Article III, or other provisions of the

Texas (Oonstitution and ve do not do so, 8ee stato Righvay
Dept. et al ve. Qorham Sup. O%. 162 3.W. (2&’ 938,

Yours very imily
ATTORNRY OEXERAL 0! TEXAS

. 5%7%
Fagan Dickson
Aasistant
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