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proper in trialsidered to be the“costs”
of a case.

reasoningThe lines of de­in both
appeal us or lesscisions to to be more
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conflicting coming purposesof in other logicallydiscussions decisions within the in­
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50,000populationaarbitrary of less norof counties not thanit is classificationan
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anypass byanywe to on financed a fee One taxed asdisclaim intention of Dollar

mayquestion be before us and civilwhich not costs in and' criminal cases.
Acttowhich not alone thedoes relate

precededThese enactmentActs theunder consideration. appealunder in this andconsideration1702, Ann.Civ.to Vernon’sArticles 1697 part history legis­form a of the' of such1921,Session,St., Calledof the FirstActs therefore,may,lation and be consideredli-of lawauthorize establishmentthe purposein aredetermining the of it. Wecity 160,000having a ofinbraries counties brought to whetherthen a consideration ofbyfinancedpopulation, libraries to besaid relationshiplogicalor anynot there iscountygeneralappropriations from the prescribedthe and thebetween conditionswill include(Notefund. that this also purpose served, theto be which ofis oneCounties, thatandboth and DallasHarris points by appeal.of attack thismay asquestion be consideredthe Act in
Actor of the etan amendment modification In the recent case Millerof

1000,County,1921.)of El Paso 150al. v. S.W.2d
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firmly That(a)of We remainprovision convinced:of aviolationpenalty for the
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