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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Honorable A, P, Allison
County Attorney

Kerr County

Kerrville, Texas

Dear 3irm Opinlon No. 0-6560

%0 be held on
§ square during
aonths,

funlds oyt of the general funds of the

L1) ty or the purposs of paylng salaries
nasea of a supervised playground
sponsored by the eity, sehpol
10 organizations,

olvy

""The oommissioners' ecurt has further
recuested that I obteain your opinion as to
the legality of the sxpenditure of money
from the general fund for the sxpense of
band concertes to be held on the publie
square during the susmer months,”
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It is well establisied in tuls state that the county
conmiasloners’ eourt has only such suthority as is exprsssly
gconferred or aecessarily implied upon it by the uonatbtution
and statutes of this State, o

In the case of ké&warde County v, Jennlzags, (Clv. App.}
3) L. We 585, the eourt held that gounties ars component parts
of the State and have no powers or duties sxpept those whioh
are set forth and defined in the Constitution and statutea,
The statutes have cleerly defined the powars, prescribdbed tue
duties, and imposed the liabllities of ths sommissioners!?
court - the ssdium through which the different counties got -
and from these statutes must ¢ome ell the authorities vested
in the counties,

In 11 Texes Jurisprudence, Seotion 37, pp 564-565, vo
find the rollowing language|

"#, , . . Comalssioners' sourts are couris
of limited juripdicetion, in thet thelr authority
sxtends only to matters pertaining to the general
welfare of thelr respeotive counties and that
their powers are only theose expressly or iapliedly
conferred upon thea by law, « that is, by the Con-
stitution and statutes of thais state, , * (Cit-
1ng Sun v:zor slegtrio Ligh% Coapany v, Keenan,

30 5, ¥, 8683 4111 County v, Hamilten, 273 S. W.
2923 Teaple Lumber Company v, Commissioners'

Cours of Sadbine County, Texas, 239 8. ¥. 668;

City of Breockenridge v, Stephens County, 26 S. ¥,
(24) 405} yoore v, MoLeanan Count!. 275 3. A. 478}
aeuar? v, Falls County, 246 5, 4, 728; end other
capey

40 have been unable %6 find any conatitutional or
statutory authority whieh would sutoorize the commiesioners!
gourt of a ocounty %o ex;eand ocountsy funds for the purposes
set out above,

In view of the foregoing, it is the opinion of thls
departasat that %he commiasioners! court of Kerr County is
not suthorized to make expenditures froa the Geueral Pund to
pey salaries and expenses in conmestion with & supervised
playground progrsa sponeored by the olty, msehool and civie
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organizetions, or to pay expenses ineldent to holding blnd
oonearts on tue pudlie¢ squsre, N
K
4@ trus?® tzatl we have satisfesctorily anawerod your
ngulry.

Yours very truly,

%‘Vl W ATTORNEY GuloRAL OF THKAS

BY

Je« A. Bllin
Assistant
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