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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Mr. Joe Kelson

Chief Assountant

Boaxd of County and
Distriet Road htedness
Austin, Texas

Deoar 3ir:

Opinion Bod-7512 '
Ret Bligibility of bonds flor

tion of payment out o sounty
and road districst

question contained in your
ve quote as follovs:

4 district donds or warrants

2, 1939, and declared
s for payment ocut of
t hj,ghray funds under

WAry 2, 1985, this Board has declared

o8 of bonds oligidle for participation

< out of the sounty and rosad distrioct h:.ghny

s 2 viev of the abowve quotul section of m

ve hat you pleane advise us whether or not in

opinion thess bonds should sontimwme to ticipate ror
psyment out of the sounty snd road &1is ¢t highvay fund,”
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The pain question im vhich you seom primarily
interented 1s vhetdery or not the express terms of that
portion of the constitutional mn‘nat quoted iz your

J.ottu' above restriots the paymsn$ of sounty and rood
distriet bonds for partioipstion out of the euunt BM.
rosd distriot highwvay fund to bow and ts
clayed eligible suwsequent to Jan. 8, 1

Yo are of the opinion that by the express terms
of this eonstitutional asendzent only bonds and wvarrants
thet vere declered eligihle for payment prisr to Jan, 2,
1945, may partieipate {a the county snd road distrist
Righway funds, This is eonsistent vith thw ruling of
th:it; departmnt in opinion No., 0-656%, vherein it s
said:

. « o JOU &Pe advized that it u our opinion that
cod amensrent yeatriocts ¢ 111ty of indebt-
odmu those gounty or roed 4is t Yo oy vu*-
rants voted or lasusd pﬂor $o Jamuary 2 1339.
deolared sligible prior %o Jamuwsry 2, 1985,

To hold othervise vould de to re the plain,
unsuhiguous 1l of this axsndswnt; ve Are not
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