GEmALD G MANN

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

Hon. Shelburne 6, G;pver
County Attoraney

Yerion County

Jcrraraon, Texns

Dear Sir: E;// (/4\\
‘ Cpinion No, 0-1088 ,

oounty funds tc lp ray
tha salary of ¢ germe

arvices are ndlessery
wtion of fish and
0 prevent pollution
raters with raruno cil?

sreoially conferred on them by the Congtitu-
dgiolature, Hogg vs. Camphbell, 48 SW End

Commiss ionera' Court oan exercise only such
powsrs a8 the Cconatitution or the legislaturs specificelly
oonfers upon them, ILeandmen ve, State, 97 B &nd BG4,

The Commissionerse’ Court is & oresture of the
Constitution, and (ts powers are limited by the Constitue
tion and ths laws, 51 Taso County ve. Elam, 106 B¥ fgnd

393,
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County Gormfesioners? Courta, having limited
.Jurisdiotion, may wot anly witliln ‘the sphere of powers
and dubive ?brg}‘oul  ‘or iwpl{edly ‘donferred iupon them
by ‘the Btate Donstitution uny tho statutes, ovard vs,
Henderery Tounty, 116 TW End &899, ¢ B S

The Commisnioners' Court ie not vested with
eneral poliqe powsy, Commiseioners® Court of Harris
umty vs. Reloex,” £5- €W £nd 840,

A1, see the oasss of Dobson ve, Varshall,
118 8¥ 2nd 621{ Amorican Surety Co, vs,. Hill County,
£67 SW 2653 Hill County vs. Eryant & Fuffman,” £64 SW
8203 Commissioners' Court yps, Walling, 18 SW 2nd, 535
Bland vs, Orr, 39 EW B38 !iill-count; ve, lanpasas
County, 40 GW 4043 Faldwin vs, 854 -County, £8.8W 484,
Algo, see Tex. Jur,, Vel, 1}, p '$63+<86%, inellsive;
Artiole B, Dection 18 of the Texes Canstitution and
Articles 238), Revised Civil Ctatutes oOf Texms.

Acoordingly, the Coemissioners' Court of
Varion County cen expend colnty. funds ‘for the purposes
denmoridbed by you in your lettar ohly if the authority
therefor s found in the Constitution dr in the statutory
snaotments of the leginlature. We have diligently searche-
oG the Constitution and the statutes, and have deen un~
able to find any euthority, .express or implied, whioh
would suthorire this proposed expenditure of aounty
‘funds by the Qoenissiondrs “Court of Harion County,

This has been the uniform holding of this
Department on similar Questions, Yor exemple, it was
held by this Depertment in Opinion No. 0=-214, to Hon,
Truett fnith, Distriot Attorney, Tehaka, Texas, that
the Conmissionsrs® Court was without authority to ex-
pend osounty funds for the employment of a spooisl) offi-
ooxr to work in four counties for the p ose of appro=~
hending cattle thieves; it was held by this Departmsnt
in Opinion Yo, 0-891, to Hon, Charles H, Theobald, County
Attorney, Calveston, Texas, thct the Commissioners!
Court of Galvesnton éounty, Texas was without authority

to expend eounty funds for the employment of life rds
for 3. Galveatgn Beaohy and in o’ﬁm on No, 0-18-99?‘1%0
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Hon, John R. Bhook, Criminel DMistriet Attorney, Sen
Adtonio, Texes, that the Cormissioners'! Court of
Bexar County oould not legally expend money frow any
of the Bexar County funds for fire proteocticn from
the City of San Antonio for distriots outside of the
oity and in the acounty.

Your queation is, therefore, respeotfully
answered in the negative,

Ve remaln,

Very truly yours
ATTORNEY OENERAL OF TEXAS
 Gfef Feet

¥m. 7, Fanning
Assistant
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Zollie C, Steskley
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