OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Honoredle John R. Shook
Criminal Districs Attoruey
Bexsr Oounty

3sn Auntonie, Texas

Desy Sirs Opinion No. 0-TA8}
Ret VWhether litigstionin regaxd to
Bexsr County Roed snd{Bridge Warrents
is of such & nature ey tq support
County Auditor in re -
Bexsy County F
Tise Worrents.

We have your letter of Novesber\6, 1946, té
soples of petition snd ansver 1.n sge Mo -36530 73 .
District Court, Bexayr County, T

ve, Charles ¥, Andgon, et % ]
neture oressld cas -

priste Bexay Ccmnty orn
Varrents, snd thsat, bes
hes refused to iss:

Time Warrents., .

ag-oertsin Road snd Bridge
jstion, the County Auditor
sty Robert K. Green Hospitel
iter\s ronmu

. 5d fopr your cone

or or not the pending
34 Bridge Werreunts grountt

4 pleca md!.uduoz 18bility
he 1ssued the (Robert K.

sych hospitel hed deen oppm.d and

) Ccomissicners' Court as being correat
ting 1ts payment from the Tims Warrent

He 1§ particulerly oconcerned wvith protecting
anoisl interest of the County end pcrroraing
his dut!.n vith reference to county finsnces."®

We have cerefully sxemined the Pleintiff's originsl petition
and delendsnt!s snaver in the shove styled end nusbered cess of
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acw pending fm the 7 plstriat Court of
P , sod find that meither grounds foyr acapleint
rocited 1a such petition noy eny pert of suweh proteeding has pe-
jstion §o the issusnce by Bexsr County of She sforessid Rodert B.
Green Nospital Tims Weprents.

These twe fssues of waryrents vere suthorized by seperete
prodoedings, snd otie Desys no relation to the cther. The welidity
- of one 1ssue eennot be challenged Yy ¢ suit limited to the other.
Purther, ve understend thet the aforessid precesding hss been dis.
missed, since receipt of your opiniou roquest; scecxdingly, in ansver
to your quasticon, ve hold thet the sforessid litigation does not
present such & situstion ss vould plece individusl lisbility upon
the County Auditor Lf he issues the propceed Robert E. Oreen Reoepitsl
Tias Varrsnis, the question of the suthority of the County to {ssue
such Worpants having boen decided by us {n eur previcus Opiunion
No. 0-T08%, & sopy of which hat slryesdy besn sent to you.

Ve vish to euphasize thet this opiniin is expressly
1imited 80 the specific guestion ssked.

Vory truly yours,
ATTOREEY GRMENAL COF TRXAZ
v e A S

« K. Blonlcn, ir
Assistant

APrRove)

N __CP“N!ON
i "‘QENITT:‘:

\
.av—%
\ UL s N



