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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Honoreble K, D. Hall
Ccunty Attorney
fefuglio County
iefugio, Texas

Desr S1irs Cpinton No. 07106

Re: Construoction of H. B. 678,
49th lLegislature, R. 3,

We acknovwledge receipt of your raquest an
ooinicn of this department on the construction off thes bill
o above reference. ‘

Your request is copied in part a

"Section 2 of the &
things, as follows: ‘I shi{.l be
person, firm or corporation, or-thelr agent or agents,
to use a seine, stFike net), shrimp trowvl, gill net or
trampel net in-the waters of Copéno Bay at sny place

vest of the caus on the mpin\highway northoaat of
Rmkport. (--- 1’---- - -
bet

t
"For your Lnformeti the adbove lav wvas
ipaGcted a peditivn was gotten up by oitizens of Refugio
ounty %o close the entlre of Copeno Bay and finslly it
seetad £ have been'deci that if that portion vere
glosed vest of a\projected line north and south from sald

causevay, %rul ngth of said Bay, it would be satis-

ove 1111 p

fagtory. s petition wvas presentsd to the representative
ib this distyict, and he vas lopstrumentsl in getting the
c:z}' bi11 octed. There is no doudt of the intention
being to olose all of Copano Bay vest of extended lines
the\ full leagth of the Bay, both north and scuth from
3gld Causevay. While the law 13 not as definite es it
should be I think the legislative intent wvas for ell of
Copano Bay to be oclosed west of extended lines the full
length of the Bay, both north and south of said causewvay.
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HYonoradle K. D. Hall, Fage 2

Your difficulty seems to arise by resson of the
fact that in the bill the Legislature used the wvords “vest
of the causevay", and therefrom it might appear that the
area vherein fishing wvas to be prohibited was that vhich
lies directly west of the causevay. Section 4 of the Act,
which is the ewergency clause, states that "The faot that
tha Copano Bay section should be closed to sowe types of
fishiag and the present lav does not properly regulate the
taiklng of fish from these vaters oreates an energency and
an iaperative publio necessity . . . .". That clearly in-
dicates to us that it wvas the intention of the lLegislature
t0 close the total area of Copano Bay that lies in a vest
oy westerly direction from the causewvay.

We trust that the foregoing fully ansvers your
inquiryo

Yours very truly
ATTORNEY O L OF TEXAS
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