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held that a ohm&' OOula not jOin a Oity in puPoha8i;ocl 8 
ERtBiOipd buildin& to be wed by both tho~oounty and 
the ait:;. We believe that thfr opinion togother with 
tha authorities oltod themundrr fully ammar pur 
question and we enclom it together with Opinion Ho. 
O-5978 ior your Ob8eTWitiOn. 

Thi8 a6partmntb* p2'*8Oltt opinioa i8 be8.a on &ho 
root that the proporsa building 18 to b* owned ma,oon- 
trd.U jointly bl the City Of mi8 and ths County Of m118. 
If there were a 8OVOl'~BOO 88 $0 oWn8nl;hip uld OOlttFOl ~a 
aitrerent rulr might re8ult. 


