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1.
Enforcement of Municipal Zoning Regulations against ISD (GA-0697).  School district questioned authority of city to impose municipal zoning regulations that referred to aesthetics, such as setbacks, sign standards, landscape and screening requirements, and general provisions for fences and free-standing walls.  The AG concluded that a home-rule city may enforce its reasonable land development regulations and ordinances against an ISD for the purposes of aesthetics and the maintenance of property values. 
2.
Local Involvement in Immigration Matters (GA-0699).  The chair of the House Committee on Defense and Veterans’ Affairs asked whether the legislature could prohibit so-called “sanctuary cities” from adopting policies that prevented local law enforcement or other municipal agencies from inquiring about immigration status.  The AG concluded that the Legislature could adopt some form of legislation designed to compel local governments to comply with any duties they may have under federal immigration laws, so long as such legislation did not conflict with federal law.
3
Imposition of Impact Fees against ISD (GA-0637).  A school district does not have to pay an impact fee imposed under Chapter 395 of the Texas Local Government Code unless the district’s board of trustees consents to the fee by entering into a contract with the political subdivision that imposed the fee (modifies Opinion GA-0496).
4.
Needle Exchange Program (GA-0622).  Bexar County included a needle- and syringe-exchange program as part of its disease prevention pilot program under section 531.0972 of the Texas Government Code.  The Attorney General concluded that persons who operated or participated in the program could be subject to criminal prosecution for possession of drug paraphernalia.
5.
Regulation of Subdivisions in ETJ and Unincorporated Areas of Counties (GA-0648).  Chapter 212 of the Texas Local Government Code authorizes municipalities to regulate subdivisions and plats in their ETJs.  Chapter 232 of the Texas Local Government Code authorizes counties to regulate subdivisions and plats within the unincorporated areas of counties.  The AG concluded that unless otherwise authorized by state law, counties and cities may not adopt subdivision or plat regulations applicable to a city’s ETJ that regulate: (1) the use of any building or property for business, industrial, residential or other purposes; (2) the bulk, height, or number of buildings constructed on a particular tract of land; (3) the size of a building that can be constructed on a particular tract of land, including, without limitation any restriction on the ratio of a building floor space to the land square footage; or (4) the number of residential units that can be built per acre of land.  The AG also determined that specific regulations were outside the scope of an AG opinion.
6.
Simultaneously Serving as Police Chief of ISD and City Council Member (GA-0688).  The common law doctrine of incompatibility prohibits an individual from holding two public offices that perform inconsistent or conflicting duties.  Because the police chief of an ISD is subject to the control of the ISD board of trustees, the position of police chief is not an “office” within the meaning of the doctrine.  Therefore, the AG concluded that the doctrine did not prevent an individual from simultaneously serving as the chief of police of an ISD and as a city council member of a city located within the geographical limits of that district.
7.
Plat Approval of Roads Is Not Acceptance (GA-594).  The Legislature has delegated to commissioners courts the authority to build, maintain and control county roads.  The AG concluded that a commissioners court’s approval of a subdivision plat for filing does not constitute county acceptance of a dedication of roads depicted on the plat.  Further, a county commissioner’s maintenance of private roads does not impose on the county the obligation to maintain those roads.
8.
Dangerous Dogs (GA-0660).  A municipal court established under Chapter 29 of the Texas Government Code has jurisdiction to hear appeals of a municipal animal control authority’s dangerous dog determination as long as the incident involving the dog occurred in the municipal court’s territorial jurisdiction.  The court may not refuse to hear the appeal of a dangerous dog determination if the court has territorial jurisdiction.

9.
County Cannot Donate to ISD or Charter School (GA-0664).  Article III, section 52(a) of the Texas Constitution prohibits a county from donating county funds to an ISD or an open-enrollment charter school.  The only way that a county could make a payment to such a school district or charter school would be to accomplish a county purpose.  The AG opined that a grant of county funds for general purposes of an ISD or open-enrollment charter school would not constitute a “county purpose” as required by the Texas Constitution.
10. 
City Manager’s Report (GA-0668).  An agenda item on a city’s public meeting notice that merely reads “City Manager’s Report” does not satisfy the notice requirements of the Open Meetings Act, even if the city council does not take action on any of the topics discussed in the City Manager’s report.  The notice must notify the reader of the specific items that the City Manager will include in the report. 
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