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Honorable Ray #inder
Couniy Attornsy, Cooks. Gounxy
oninesville, Texas : N

Dear S4rs- . - - Opinion No. |
cT ‘ ~Res -Aathoridy of Jvhte)\Highway

' Depart:nan Hoting \through

_ Btate mshway 2 R,

Kt oat-of-stade t.eks

td) 7o} a period oeturc; .
davh ':lthout setarlns C :

) cenagll. e
" . We heyb goup Intter Ix regerence to the above
mtter setting ; $ hod ropoununs m quu-

th Apt. 8678a-16, R.C, -
{he following copy of

se & Felght Inspectors.

. %15 hake been advised by ibr, D, C,
. Sfate Highway Znginesr ‘l‘exw
Department, that his ﬁe:nrtment
- #gTeed to let out of stats trucks
operate intra~state for a period of 30
days provided that the trucks are proper-
ly -l%esnsed .'m taeir heme at:ates.

e VRPN

"t ‘i‘hiu for your 1nrormati.o~ R
*tY¥ours very truly

- C .- "tiomsr Garriaon, b J Bixecfor. )
L \ w1y T, 6, -longley, Chief
- Lieense and #elzht Divislon.'
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Honorable Ray Winder, page 2

"Ipe above-guoted order purportedly made by
the State Highway 2ngineer is eppurently predicatad
upoa the statute referred to, Plesse advise whiether:

"(1) 3314 statute is sufffiolent authority to
support the order aand agresxeat of the 3tate &lighway
Engineer, without deing lixited to States having e
sinilaer rcoiprooal asgreement with Texas? :

'Ia this connection, your attention {s invited
to the fact that the Statute apparsantly asthorizes
such an agreement by the State Highway Enginesr only
a8 an reciprocal arrangesnent with other States gzrant-
ing to Toxal motorists llke privileges.

‘«'(a) Is the statute mentioned Conatitntional
iascfar a3 it relates to the granting of exemptions :
from reglstration in Texas of truoks:-from other States
wheTe Teciprocal agreemsuts are in effeot as to Texas?

*I £ind no authorities on the subject. The
atatute ses:zs not to h&re been consirued by the COurts
of Texas." . . .

- "‘

Article §675a-~16, providea_as f0110w§:'

*{a) In addition to and regardliess of the
provisions of this set, or any other ict relating
to the operation of avtor vehicles over ths publie
highways @f this State by non-Tesidents, the State
Highway DegfErtameat actiang by and through tde State
Highway Englineer 18 hereby authorized to enter into
agreenmsntd with duly authorized officials of other
States exempting the residents of such other Itstes
using the pudlioc highways of this State from the
payment of reglstration feeg for sudh periods or
extensions of tine as may be granted residents of
Texas udeing the public highways of such othepr 3taie.

*(b) *his section shull Be camnlatlive of all
other laws on this subjlect, but in the avent of &
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xooaflict between the proviaslose of this ssction
and any other Aot on this subject, the provisions
of this section shall prevall.

#{c) Any persoa ownlng or cperating a ve-
hicle not registered in this State, in violation
of tho terus of any agreement made under this sec-
tion, or in the sbsence of any agreeament, in viola-
tioa of the applicadble registration laws of this
State, shall de guilty of a misdeasanor and upon

. eoaviection shall be fined any sum not exceeding
Two Hundred {$200.00) Dollars.™

The authorization grented dy the above statute to
the State Highway Departasent,acting by and through the 3tate
Highway 3ngineer, to enter into sgreezents with 4dly authorized
offfoiygls.of otkher States exeampting the resideats of such other
States. from the payment of reglstration fees for certain periods
of tiae 1s ¢isarly and definitely limited by the atatute to "such
periods or exteaslons of tine as may de greated resideats of Texas
using the publio highways of such other State."” It is, there-
fore, not subject to construction on this point, and it follows
that our answer to your first question is that said statate 1is
not sufficlent aathority to support the order and agreezment of
the State Highwsy Enginser referred to adove, unless said order
is 1ixzlted to slatesd having a sixzilar reclprocal agreement with
Texasg,

- Our angwer to your second question 1s that there
ars no grounds of unconstitutioanality apparent to us la the
statute ecd pone hss been called to our attention,

Statutory authorizatiop for reoiprocul agresxzeats
ipuring to the benefit of reszideats of othepr States where siaml-
lar benefits are zranted to resldeants of Texas are rather ¢ome
mon, Two examples are srticle 26354, 3ectlion 2, sad Artiole
308a, Voraon's Aannotsted Civil dtatutes,

The classifiocation made in such statutes seemgreason~-
able to ug because the henefits sxtended gre to residents of
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other States'extanding similar benefits to tesidents of
Texas. #e have found no decisiopns holding such classiri-
cation uncinstitutional,

This statute does not seem to us to be ar in-
proper dslegation of leglalative power because when projerly
construed, it sets up and defines the standardcs and lizits

" within which the State Highway Dapartment, acting tarough
the State Highway Englnser, may act, - ,

In the case of %%terstate Truoking Company ¥.
(#1s.) 241 N, W, 625, 82 A, L. R, 1080, tus ¥isconsin
5§ur% susteined the validity or a statate containins sixilsr
provisions and 4discussed ths points mentioned above,

Fe trust that the foregoiag fully disposes of
the questlons propounded 1m your 1etter._
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