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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

lonerable Homar D. Egk
County Auditor
Ffeyette County
La Grange, Texas s

Dear Sir: _ .. Opinion No..0~6240
| Re: Whet the Coulty Auditor

I,Jq;required to
- o a3 . B

k 1
L EdT EFlU L RidCAN VY L Vi
qounty %upof}\tyn
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dtion 1 is in the affirma~

unty Superintendent required
vo{s and ledger to the County

T you j¥nsvder question Mo. 2 in the negative

t~en i/ thg County Audltor required, ang is It the
& County Superintendent to permit the

s ditor t0 go to the countg Superintendent's
oNico/and exemine snd audit the books of the

County Superintendent releting to such funds?

*Le Is the County Auditor requirced to spprove school
vouchers drawn upon the verious school funds whon
such vouchers have been eapproved by the required
number of mschool trustces end the County Superin-
tendent when the County Auditor's books reflect
thet there are not sufficient funds in suoch ver-
ious fundes to pay suoh vouchera?"



Honoreble Hower D. Eck, page 2

Article 1651, Revised Civil Statutes, provides:

"The suditor shall have a general oversight of
8ll the books and records of all the officors of the
county, dlstrict or State, wvho may be authorized or
" required by law to recoive or collect any money,
funds, fees or othey property for the use of, or be-
longing to, the county; and ha shall soe to the

strict enforcemsnt «f tha law governing county finances,"”

Article 1652.of sald statutes, provides:

"The auditor shall install in his office & school
ledger showing an accurate account of all funds received

and disbursed by the common school districts of his

county; a bond reglister showing a8ll the sohool bonds ise

sued by the common school éistriets of hie ocounty,

taeixr rate d intercst, date issued and mwaturity dato,'

end he shall anlso keep an 1nterest and rinkicg fund
account of such school bomds.”

Article 1653 of sald statutes, provides:
"Ee shall have coptinuyal sccesz to and shall

oxamine 21l the books, socounts,«revorts, vouchers
and other recordes of any officer, the orders of the

camlssioners court, relating to finances of the county,

&nd &ll vouchera given by the trustoe of all common
gchocl distriots of the county and ehnll inquire into
the correctness of sano,” _

Article 1656 of said statutes, provides:

"He shall prescribe and propare the forms to be

used by 2ll perzons in the collection of cocunty revenues,
funds, foas and all other moneys, and the mode and mane

noxr of keeping eand stating their accounts, and the time, -

wode and mannerof making their reports to the auditor,
also the mwode and manner of making their snnual report
of office fees collected and disbursed, and the amount

refunded to the county im excess of those allowed une
der the genmeral feeo bill lew. [le shall have pover to

adopt and enforce sueh regulations not inaousistent with ¢

the congtitution and lovws, as he may deew cssontial

- to the speody and proper collection, checking and ac-
counting of the revenuss and othor funds and fooa be-
longing to the county.”
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Honorable Homer 1. Yok, page 3

In our opinlon 0-2734 construing the above statutes,
particulsrly Article 1653, supra, we held that the auditor hes
aceess to end suthority to exsmine all the books, accounts, ro-
ports, vouchers, and other rccords of all county officers; and
- he may examine all vouchors given by trustees of common school
distriots, furtier pointing out thet such exazminetion may doubt-
less be worked out tetween the &uditor and such officers. Fur-
ther in our opinion 0-2734-4A, revicwins every question, we stat-
ed that the menner in which suoh Jdeteils are to be worked ocut
ie within the dlsoretion of the auditor and cannot be psassed up-
on by this depart=zont.

In a conference opinion, dated June 27, 1617, found
in Book 50, Fago 1, of the oninions of the Attorney Ceneral,
it was hold thet the statutes as amended 4did not confer upon
" the county auditor autbority to disspprove vouchers drewn on
sehool funds, &nd by such Alsgpprovel prevent thelir payuent.
In another oconference opinicn rendered in 1927 this department,
in answering a reguest from the ocounty euditor of Williamson '
County, found in Book 62 on Pasge 337, opinions of the Attorney
General, held that the county auditor s not required or au-
thorized to pass on the legality of accounts and voushers for
school funds nor to approve seme,

4rtiole 2090, Raviged Cilvil Statutes, aglives Lhe county -
- superintendcnt generel euporvision of all mattars pertalning teo
public cdusstion in his county. Article 2493 of said statutes,
provides: "The county superintenient shall approve all vouchors
logally drewn upgeinst the school fund of his county., ..." Wwe
quote from the 1917 conference opinion es follows:

»ils (tho county suditor's) authority to examine
into the correctness of such vouchers to our minds
was conferred merely for the purpose of gliving him
the right to sudit such vousheérs and if in his Julge
ment thoe seme were unlawfully drewn to report the
same to the proper authorities of the county, for
such action es might be indicated thereby."

It is apparent from the loregoling authoritles, that the
suilitor shall Lave uccess to sll the tooks, accounts, reports,
vouchers, end other records of the county school superintendent
relating to school funds, for the purpose of exaaining ani veri-
{ying the correotness thereof and make inquiry into the. corrcot-
ness of Bsame,
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Honorable Ilomer D. Fok, page &4

In connestion with the foregolng, we sre etteching

bereto oopies of our opinlons 0-2734 end 0-2734~A for your in-
rormation. ' ‘

sZnsworing the first three gquestions presented in
your requast, it 1e the opinion of thils depsrtment thet the
county suditor 1s requircd to exemine and verily sll tho dbooks,
socounts, reports, vouchers, and other raecoris of the county
superintendent that relate to the couniy end district school
funds. The details for such examination and manner in which
it is worked out is within the 4isaorestion of the suditor.

Answering your question No. 4, it ig the opinion of
this Qepartaent that the county audltor 1s not required to ap-
prove schiool vouchsrs drawn upon the various school funds where
such vouchers have *been approved by the required number of
trustees and the county superintendent. .

Yours very truly,

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TrFXLS

. By
M. J« R ng

Asaistaont
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