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with “contiguous" and "contiguous territory" under v&ﬁé@%@
situations but requiring physical contsct and an actual joining
or touching of the territories, see:

Stewsrt Concrete & Matevial Compar .
H. Stanton Construction ﬂ@m@&@gg %ﬁaaﬁﬁﬁi
433 5.W.2d 76 {1968y;

Joaquin Independent ichool Distriet v. Fincher,
Texas, 510 8§,W.2d 98 (1%74);

City ﬁﬁ/gﬁfiﬁfﬁ v. Town of Thatcher, Avizona,
485 P,24 150 {1@?2}¥

Warmou v, Doolitile, Unio, 226 N.E.24 771
1967
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While ¥RS 96.1750 asutherives svy 10y ownlng or operating 8
wa ey sply system to extend its system beyond the clty limits,
territory so served must be contiguocus to the city. The word
'“ﬂgﬁ@ iguous” in its primery ssnse requizes physical contact and
an mctral jolning or touching. Thus, in our opinion, a city could
clearly extend its water system into the county in which it is
iocated as such county territory would be contiguocus to the eity,
‘Bee OAG 76-~354, copy enclosed. Tn most instances, however, {and
we do not know the precise geographical conditions involved in
your particular situwation) a clty water company could not extend
its system into another county &35 such territory would not be
comtiguous to the city because there would be territory between
the city and the other county. The territory to be served in

the cther county would not be contiguous to the city if it did
not in some manner touch, adioin and connect to the city's
territory. Vhere the city may extend its water svystem beyond







