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Q OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GERALD Cs MANN
AYTORNEY OENERAL

P

ljonorable T, . Trimble
¥ilret rssistant State Super~
intendent of Fublic Imnetruction

Austin, Texas
srin on No, 0-338
. ‘ow muay a State
ine school Disg-
trict oreated by

compact bhetwaeen
Ywew Yexico and
Texes be dizsolved?

Dear Sir:

jann, At-orn y Gcneral of Texas, re-
‘ueating the opinlqn o this depirtment on the above

¥. 0, C erry : ntendent of the Bowina Indopendqnt
Zehod 2ovina, Texms eddressed to Dr. L. A.
xo0ds, prinfiendent of Fubdlic Inatructicn which
reads ug

;tetes of Texes and New lexico and in
the year of about 1937 a stete line district
of trhis county c¢cnsolidated with a similar
district in Kew Leiicoc. The occnsolidstion
was broaght about to insure high achool fa-
cilitiesz tv the Teinn dletriot,
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don. T. ¥. Trimdble, rage £

"Hecently the high schocl, whioh was
located on the New Yexioco side, was done
away with, and now the Texag folk face the
altsrnctive of having to aend their high
£chool children some distance to another
Kew Mexiou high school or finding a way to
send them to a Texas high sehool not go fer
remcved from them.,

*1It appears that the people on the Toxss
side are about unanixous in thelir desire to go
t0 a Texa: school and a representative group
of the peopls cama to the Bovina school board
and ask that ] write to you about the zatterxr
and agk what ir any procedure they might pursue
to kee; their high sshocl children in Texas.

A8 a matter of fact, they desire to dissolve
‘the ocnsolidation axnd send all their ohildren
to the Texaz school or sc¢hools,

rThe digtrict s located 5o thet elither
Farwell or Bovina or both econld very well re-
ceive the children and they (the cohilédren)
would not have 80 very far to travel,

"These people would appreciste your advise.”

In the year 1935, by . B, 278, Chapter 22C,
the lagislature of the Etate of Texas rutified a oompact
between the “talte of Rew Mexico and the 2tate of Texas to
eatablish the State Line Zohool Distriect in juestion. We
have no informmtion as to whether or not the lLegislature
of New Vexico 414 likewise,

If the lLoglslature of doth eeld statea ratiftfed
the co.paot establishing ssid school distrioct, then it would
require the sction of the Legislature of eaoh of sald states
to abolish the seme, if suoh abolition is to be secomplished
in sn orderly way. A oompeot batween states may be ended by

consent, or it aay %e enforced by either party thereto, but
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®on, 7. ¥. Trimble, Fage 3

the adjudication of rights undér an interstate compact
s 8 Federal guestion for determipation by the United
.tates Supreme Court., Art. 3, Seo, 2, U, 5. Constltu~
tion., Khode Island ve., ¥aessachusetts 9 1, zd. 1233,
kisacuri ve. Illinols, 200 U, S. 4986,

Ae atated above, we oannot know from the
infomation furnished us whether the New lexico lLegis-
lature ratifisd said compact. If 14 d4id, then, and in
that event, before the said school diatriot can be
legally dissolved such dissolution must be authorized
by the Legisleture of both said states, since no method
of dissolution 1s provided for in the aompect.

¢ wish 1t to be understood that ws are not
expressing any opinion as to the righte of areditors, if
any, of such school distriot.
Yours very truly

ATTORNEY CERBRAL COF TEXAS
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