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“e! Does Fale Coupty ¢ 1ts.
' have Authore
er the digoovery
he ocounty capadledNof
tun-
ollsrs puyablc
Your request f spinton on the ahove Btated

question has Besn 3 departrent,

lowe:

011 leass activity.,
rreements 4o not oontain
pfovisions. Bteps for the

the gcunty have not besu taken,
¢ reascnahlae certaiaty that suoh

rosts of ths oocunty and of it pooplc
ar. not best being served by the indloated
trend of delay., 7o stimulate aotual disocovery
and developrent of the poteatial cil rescurees
the oounty throuzh its oormisaicners® occurt
has under oonsidcoration a propossl to cffer

for the sotual discovery and develorxment of

the firat well in the eounty capadle of produce
ing oll in comrmeroiel quantities the surx of
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ons hundred thousannd dollars payublo in ware
ranta of the county, Iy apecifio definiticn
and time lirmitation the cffar will »e rade in
such terrs and under such conditions &s will
reasonably end adequately effectuate the pure
pose of the offer, “he authority of ths ocm~
risgioners' court to rake such an offer thus
being involved, the opinicn of yocur office is,
}herororc, requested upon the following sub-
qot?

CUESTION

*Does Beles County, Texas, throuzh its cor-
nissioners' esourt have authority to offer for
the discovery and “eveleopment cf the first well
in the county capahle of producing oil in cone
nercial quantities the sum of one hundred thoue
sznd dollax>s payadle in wurrunts of the ccunty’

DISCUISICH

*In the discussion of “he question it in
as: uped that oconstitutionzl and statutory debdbt
limitetion i3 not involved."

%e quote from Texes Jurisprudence, Volure 11,
583, an follows:

"Counties, boing ocomponent parts of ihe
State, have no powers or dutles exoept those
whkich are eleonrly set forth and defined in the
Conatitution and statutes. The statutes have
clearly defined the powers, presorided the
duties, and irponed théd liadbilitiss of the
corrissioners' ocurt, the rsdium thrcur: whiok
the dirfferent ccunties act, and frorc those sta-
tutes rmust core all the guthority vested in the
oounties,” Idwurds Ccunty vs, Jennings, 33 S¥
585,

"Coppissioners?! gcurts are oourts of limite
ed Jurisdiction, 12 that their authority extends
only to ratters pertuining to the genersl welfare
of thely respective sounties and that thelr powers
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are cnly these expressly or inpliedly conferred
upon them by lew, that is, Dy the Constitution
and statutes of the Stats.,” Sun Vapor Kleotrie
Isahe Corpany va, Xeunan, 30 8Y 8681 Kill County
vs, Hamxilton, 278 BW 292; Texple Lumber Company
¥vs. Comeissioners' Court of Badbine County, 239
8W 6883 Seward us, Talls County, R48 5W 728,

‘%We quote from the case of Commissioners' Cowrt
v8. ¥alluge, 1B 5% 2nd 538, a3 follows:

" e cormaissicners' ocourt is a ersature
of the State Constitution and its powers are -
l1ixited and controlled by the Constitution
sand the laws as passed by the ieglslature.*

The lust sentence of sArticle B, Ssction 18 of
tha Texsas Constitution reads:

"The ocounty occimissicners sc chogen, with
the county judge as presiding officer, shall
conposa the eounty coyxmissicners' eourt, whioh
shzll exeroise suoh powers and jurisdiotion
over all ecunty buniness, as is conferred dYy
this Conatitution and the laws of the Stote,
Or a8 1Ry be hereefter rreserided,”

Ve do not think that Section 89a, Artiele 16 of
the Gtate Constitution authorizes the ecomuissicners' court
to ra¥Xo the sxpenditures abdbove rentioned,

article 2351, Verncn's Civil Annoctated Statutes,
whieh specirfies *he goneral rowers oend éuties of the oo
missioners' court makes no provisions for the purpose we
have under cgonsideration,

in this oconneation, we are unable to find any
statute thst authorizoes the commisasioners' ocourt to expend
funds of the ccunty for the discovery and development of
oil wells in u county.

Therefore, you are respectfully advised that it
is the opinion of this departmant thet the somrissicners!
aourt of Hale County does not have the authcrity to offer
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the sum of One Hundred Thousand Dollars or any other
apount for “he purposes above indicated,

fruating that the foregoing fully answers your
inquiry, we recain

Yours very truly
ATTCRAEY TENERAL CF TEXAS

% kel (Sl gror—

airdell %illiams
Ansistant
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