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Honorable Seorge P. Hudson
County Attorney, Jones County A
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Dear 3irt

Jurisdiction 47 Lh
of Stamfordy Tex®

¥ of overwidth' which arose
ate limits of Stamford, Texas. The
t of that oity took jurisdiction
ine, I suppose, commensurate with

tion court of otamford, Texas, in this matter aere
Articles 81 (7), 62 and &4 Revised Crimioal Statutes
(F. C.)} 19253,

*. interpret s<rt. 81 to mean that the corpora-
tion court has juriadiotion mithough I am unadvised
48 to the ordinances of the city, because 1 feel and
:gou-taat such city has an ordinance goveraning traf-
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‘ yoporable George P, Hudson, page a

It is noted that you state {n your letter that "the de-
tendent was acoused of driving a truck with a load of overwidth
shich arelse 1n the corporate limits of Stamford, Texas." From
these fadjs, for the purpose of this opinion, we assume that the
(sfendant was charged with an offense uander Seation ¥ of Artiocle
817s, VYernon's Annotated Penal Code.

Section 9% of Artiole 847a, Vernoa's Annotated Penal Code,
providest '

*"Any persca violating any of the previsions
of this Aot shall de gulilty of a nisdemesnocr and
upon convietion thereof shall be punished by s
fine not exceeding Fifty ($50.00) Dollars for the
rirst offense, and by a fine of not excseding Two
Hundred ($200,00) Dollars for the setond offenss,
or not exceeding Five Hundred {$%00,00) Dollars
or inmprisonment in the county Jail not %o exceed
sixty days {80) or by doth suoh fine and imprison-
ment {u the discretion of the cours for each subde
sequent offenss thereafter."

Article &2, Vernon'e Annotated Code of Criminal Prosedure,
Tovides:

"The corporation court in each incorporated
city, town or village of this Ctate shall have jJuris-
diction within the corporate limits {n all ¢riminal
cases arising under the ordinance of such oity, town
or village, and shall have ooncurrent jurisdiction
‘with any justice of the peace in any precinet {n which
said olity, town or village is situated ia all criminal
casss arising under the oriainal laws of this State,
and which punishment is by fine only, and where the
naxiaum of such fine may not sxceed Two Hundred

(3200.00) Lollars and arising within such corporats
limits,"

i The foregolng statuts expressly gives corporation courts au-
Tity and jurisdiotion to try offenses arising ous of vielations
Mnisipal ordinances, and also %o try offenses arising ander the
*ral penal laws of the State, within the 1imits preserided. (Ses



vV BVAY WUI'E.- Y, Hudsomn, page 3

Tex. Jur., Vol. 18, page 387; Taylor County v, Jarvis, 209 3,
W. 405 and the authorities oited therein),

It is stated in Tex, Jur., Vol. 18, page 397!

*"Under the amandaeat to ths Gonstitution giv-
ing the lLegislature power to establish suoh other
eourts as it may desh necessary aid prescribe the
Jurisdloetion and organiszation thereof, and to eon-
form the jurisdiotion of the 4istrict and other in-
fexrior courts thereto, the Legislature has power to
give corporation eourtl Jurisdiction to try persons
for offenses agalnst State law. Ia prosecution of
offenses of this character the sorporation courts
have Jurisdietion conourrendly with any Jjustioe of
the peace and in any preoinot in which the eity i»
situated in all casss where the punishment is by fine
only and where the maximum fine doss not exceed Two
Hundred Dollars if the offense has desn committed
within the oity limita; but the oourts may not de
given Jurisdietion to try aladezeancr offenses pun-
ishable by iaprisonment, at least in cities operat-
fog under home rule provisions of the Constitution;
nor may they be clothed with exolusive jurisdiction
over infraction of State laws to tihe exclusion of

Justioe courts or other comrts created by the Con-
stitution,.”

In view of the foregolng, you are respeotfully advised that
the gorporation court of Stamford, Texas, has jJurisdiction to try
garlonl charged with offenses arising under Section 3 of irticle

c7a, Vernon's innotated Penal Code, provided it is the first or
seoond cffense., The corporation court would not have jurisdiction

to try a person charged with the third or more offenses under the
#tatute, or any subsequent offense thereafter. - - -

Yours very truly
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