OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

" Ponoralilo Cloude Islell
tecratary of ftate
Austin, Texscs

Lear ir: -
: Opinion No 07223

Re: vhether the charter of Angelina
Beautification Founday!
be {iled under any\sec
m&m 1302’ Vi Al c.

o ~ ¥e have received your letter of
qudted es follows:

"There has been
for filing irticlea o

; namod in t:dus het, resulting :I.n loss
Jnen port for activities of
e ci,tizens p and welfare of thia State,
gmérpency, ete.! 1 fesl iike we should be
Just.xﬁ.‘ in filing tids charter under Section 105 of -
Article 1302 and would ask you, if in your own opinion,
we should file same under said pection,

*1{ you should cdvise us that we sphould not file
this cherter under said section, could same be filed
under any other section of Art.icla 1302w

NG COMJINICATION IS TO BE CONSTRUED AS A DEFARTMENTAL OFINION UNLESE APPROVED BY THE ATTORNEY GENKRAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT
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fon. Cloude Lubeli = vane 2 92 E

o note that the purpoas of the corporstion is to
mmcity of Lufkin ss well as othear gsermmmities m:.ngcv-
um County by landscape i ements of homes, astreete and perks,
Wr by Artiele VI of Chartor, it ie geon that Lhe COTOT=
ation hss no espital stock and is not apmw for mﬁt.

: L review of the various seotione of Article 1302 VelAeCalle,
discloses no languaze wideh literally suthorizes the » pecific
nf thia orpanigetion, However, Section 2 thereof cmmains the
E generzl end inelusive % vhich, in our opindon, is
aurﬁeiant- to ust..,fy the £iling of charter thercunders

"Se¢. 2. The suprort of any hamwlbatﬁ charit-
sble, educatlional or missionary undertaking,

We huva selectod Dection 2 ingthad of Section 105 becmuse
the forzmer includes the term "benevelent®, i«lt.hm:;h the ward "bane~

volant® used in coanection wi‘v:- ﬁ:& for . beneficinl publle
parposes connotes "chaxrity" sce Wt
mmahuitieaam}inwi&orwﬂm m&uﬁglam&-
mm*m. Sas Ven Syckql Ve Solns s Extre v,

Rogee , 62& 923 Order of Sisters eﬁm Jmph ¥s Town of Plover,
3 B, 73

Spes _gtymologlieally tern "bengvolent" orza.mu
um hATS. ﬁwu ammmm"
to inslude not ounly fasling w&&onn thus, Wo way
lmotbmvalwt acbizm ashbmfwthombh ¢ good, The nate
ural besautiflcation of ':bn . is cevtainly for the mau
m W&fm of thw I*ﬁ 1z labor directed to the publip
e, .

'l'be Courts of at.hnr jwiﬁiﬁim as wll as 'fam have
been libersl in mtming the elauses of bengvolent and -
. Sheritable W on Taxns Corporations, Vol, 1,
-~ 8 26, p. 105} in Re Rockefeller'e mu 165 H,1.5: 154§ Corpor-
.atien of of Cogmeree of Hew Xm'k ¥. Dennets, RS57 E.¥.5%e 23
+ In Re Craves Egtate, 89 B.E,. 672»

- ks hhaaerpamtiwp yoposed hers 18 a non-profit organie
sation with no capital stock, it is evident thst no peouniary ad-
ventaze to the members is mought. It 4s our opindon thet ite primary
objective ~ the beautification of the ity of Lufkin -~ is benevelent
in cheruactor and that you nay properly the charter under fection
2 Q‘ ;lmm 1392’. ?ﬁ }i. G. £ '

Yours very truly
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