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period for which licenses shall be 
valid. 

In Roche v. Jones, 87 Va. 484, 12 
S. E. 965, it was held that "the 
power to license a particular occupa­
tion involves, necessarily, the defining 
and determining of the extent and 
duration of the grant or license." (See 
also 1 Dillon on Municipal Corpora­
tions, Sections 357 and 358; 37 C. J. 
246.) To hold otherwise would be to 
nullify the entire Act for all practical 
purposes. 

Accordingly. it is our opinion that 
the three questions propounded by 
you should all be answered in the af­
firmative. 

Opinion No. 70. 

State Examiners, Duties of-Public 
Libraries, Examination of-Libra­

ries, Examination of Public. 

HELD: It is the duty of the State 
Examiner to examine books and ac­
counts of public libraries. 

March 28, 1935. 
Hon. Frank H. Johnson 
State Examiner 
The Capitol 

You have submitted the following: 

"Will you please render an opinion 
to this office as to whether or not 
we are required to examine the books 
of Public Libraries, such as are lo­
cated in the cities of this State." 

City libraries are maintained by a 
tax levy, Section 5049, R. C. M. 1921. 
Section 1, Chapter 78, Laws of 1923 
makes it the duty of the state exam~ 
iner: "To examine at least once in 
each year the books and accounts of 
the state treasurer, state auditor, 
secretary of state, clerk of the su­
preme court, state game warden, reg­
ister of state land office, and all 
other state officers having the collec­
tion or handling of state money, coun­
ty treasurers, county clerks, county 
ass~ssors, dist:ict court clerks, county 
auditors, shenffs, public administra­
tors, boards of county commissioners 
of each county, and all other officers 
and boards whether temporary or 
permanent, however created and for 

whatever purpose, having the control, 
management, collection or disburse­
ment of any public moneys of any 
character or description." 

It is my opinion that public libraries 
in a city, established according to Sec­
tion 5049, fall within the meaning of 
said Chapter 78, and that it is the 
duty of the state examiner to examine 
their books and accounts as provided 
in said Section 1, Chapter 78, supra. 
(See opinions to R. N. Hawkins, dated 
February 25, 1933, and September 18, 
1933.) 

Opinion No. 71. 

State Examiner, Duties of - Water 
Conservation Board, Examination of. 

HELD: It is the duty of the state 
examiner to make a thorough exam­
ination of all the books and accounts 
of the State Water Conservation 
Board. 

March 28, 1935. 
Hon. Frank H. Johnson 
State Examiner 
The Capitol 

You have submitted the following 
inquiry: 

"Will you kindly advise us if it is 
the duty of this department to check 
or examine the affairs of the Water 
Conservation Board and, if so, to 
what extent should such examina­
tion be made?" 

The Water Conservation Board was 
created by, and functions according 
to Chapter 35, Laws of 1933-34 Ex­
traordinary Session. It is maint~ined 
by funds paid out of the state treas­
ury, $100,000 having been appropriat­
ed by Section 16 of said Chapter 35. 
Having the control, management, col­
lection and distribution of public 
funds, it is such a board as comes 
within the meaning of Section 1 of 
Chapter 78, Laws of 1923 which fixes 
the duties of the state ex~miner. (See 
?pinio~ to you of this date, also opin­
lOns given to R. N. Hawkins, dated 
February 25, 1933 and September 18 
1933.) , 

Section 7, Chapter 169, Laws of 
1935, provides: "The State Examiner 
is hereby required strictly to examine 

cu1046
Text Box

cu1046
Text Box




