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" AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
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Honoreble As O, Willman, Dixeotoy
Yeteranat! State Service Otﬂu
Austin, Taxas

Dear Siri Opénion Ro, Q4

’ J Ray
ufder whioh thty adopted

98 and it hag been given
oA\ to information con-

the sdoption papars dated Augd
Snipes and wife, irs. tetha Saides
She minor "Baby Clarysl

our ¢sreful sonsid

tained in your lette state ae ‘r raonally that
after the ebild yho(was an ¢ was gdopted on Auguss 11
1930, X, and Mra\ € and locked after him a
oared wes their ehild and hald

for m the

. s death Mrs, letha
) ha has besd her gongtent care
i hia out ¢o ths gnbne es beuth
D¢ hep and her decessed husband er
N\death of Mr, .M{u. Mrs, Lethi sn es had
soox¥ded on July 16, 1932 ounty,
and Mps. Snipes at the tlno ths mloption

the ahovs facts you ask the following ques-
tiant :

*I will lpﬁ!dﬂilﬁl your furnishing a¢ an
opinion as to tha legsl date of the adoptim of
sald zinor; whether on Ausult 11, 1930. the dats

-—

NO COMMUNICATION IS TO BE CONSTRUED AS A DEPARTMENTAL OPINION UNLESS APPROVED BY THF ATTABNEY /Aucnil an —imcw somimmeios



—

Hone @6 Ao ﬁu-l.- Tage 2

g::w:ogm 11, 1932 the dats of resord~

« & o T3 8, ¥, (88} TR,
the auun Court ot Texa thyough in late tJ
Justigs Oureton, dis wuu 1 the varfous phases of the
nd tin law as it existed u

sass haviff bean sxeouted mur the lavw a2
that tine,

In asid ease 4% npyml that Mr, and iire, %, 7, Wu
signed and sxecuted adoption papers undar the terms of whieh the
sdophed Jessie Patridge, The a ;um S Were nevey mu
for resoxd and ksl deen lost, The scatents howsyer were Lully
esiad by witnesses, The eontention was nade in said ¢ase

anong otherys that the adoption tz:xuu were void sud of no effesy
a

mn thay hed not bua 1Y) s provided bty law, In his
the Court stated:

® ¢ 4 The evidenge * ¢ ¢ havu no roon

doabt t per €xeoussd o 80d XNrs
‘ﬂmu was ol ad ptﬁf‘“uh as a:’ luh wnd tfu
ltﬁgtgtn and was 2 (Y. a8 %6 naks a

Sk htucnuud sicns Yy Mrs,
eass, $akan in seunes uwi\huruﬂtm-

. thesd utlﬂhaw her Rouse~
bol 4, -J: tﬂg‘ ‘% u io establish
ﬂu fut of afopticn,* citu : ties)

"‘Oaﬁu\ﬁahuumtouthn
the i T ome).uslﬂh shows uat the instrument
ool Mrs. 1

a&nn (Y
aloption ud und. r.at one a Sestanantary aharactar,

*{6=7) As shown by the ant of the trial
eourt, that tridunal held tha e daod of adoption
wae to be anforced in this case Just as though it
had been filed with the county elerk of Dallze sounty,
with this gonclumion we agree, alshough under ouy
view of the case the inntrument was intanded to de
a mere statutory nao&um of an heir, and thercfore
the lawful claim of Mre, Cubley ean extend to
one=fourth of theestate laft by har foster mothey,
instead of ocne-half, acg declared by the t.ri.nl. sourt,

%



!ﬂo.OQ Ae Willmen, Page )

¢ = ¢ ge think that Whe adoption desd should be

ven effect just as though it hed been in fact
1164 as provided by law, * * O

The opinion of the Sypreme Court in the above case
1is long anéd exhaustive, It sexve mo useful purposs to
eopy further at lepgth therefomm,

It is our opinfon based upon #ald authority whieh
has been quoted with approval by the Courts several tixzes sinos
that the papers of adoption signed by Mr, and rs, Snipes on
August 11, ijo. which are in striet conforalty with ado
tica law az it existed at that time, had the effest to and dlé
yesult in the adoption of the ainor as and of the date sane was
execut ¢d, namely, Auzust 11, 1930,

Yours very truly
ATTORNEY GENHETAL OF TEIAS

/s/

Ged. W, Barous
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