
402 OPINIONS OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

Th'€re is no direct provision of law as to the manner in which 
warrants upon the funds of a school district are to be drawn. The 
allowance of a claim against a school district is made ,by a majority 
of the board of trustees acting in lawful session. The board neces­
sarily has a chairman and a clerk. Sec. 874, Revised Codes, provides 
that the chairman of the board of school, trm~tees shall perform such 
duties as usually 'Pertain to su~h office. It is true th;:tt Sec. 830, Re­
vised Codes, provides: 

"The trustees shall draw their warrants on the county 
treasurer." 
Sec. 995, Revised Cod~s, relative to the special tax collected at 

the request of the -board of trustees, makes provision that when said 
tax is collected it shall be -placed to the credit of the district and shall 
,be suhject to the order of the district board_ The board then neces­
sarily acting in lawful s'ession at the time of the allowance of the 
claim against the district it is my opinion that where the warrant is 
ordered issued -by a majority of the iboard, that the proper person to 
execute such warrant would be the chairman, and that his signature 
should be attested by the clerk of the district and that the warrant 
should bear the seal of the school district. 

f'rovis,ions of subdivision 8, Section 2986, and of subdivision 3, Sec­
tion 941, require that the warrants of a school district presented to 
th-e county treasurer for payment n:ust be countersigned by the clerk 
of the district. This is also the manner in which bonds of a s;chool 
district are to be executed, to-wit: 'by the chairman and clerk of the 
district. (Sec. 890, Subdivision 7, Revi'sed Codes.) 

It is, therefore, my oJ)inion that in districts of the third class the 
warrant may be signed by the chairman and countersigned by the 
clerk, and it is not necessary that at least a majority of the members 
of the board shall affix their signature to the warrant. 

Yours- very truly, 
ft.LBlilltT J. GALEN, 

Attorney General. 

Stock Commissioners, Authority to Assist in Prosecution. 
Prosecutions, Authority of Stock Commissioners to Assist. 

Under the provisions of Sec. 1787, Revised Codes, should the 
state board of stock commissioners deem it necessary for the 
protection of the rights and interests of stock owners, they 
may assist by the employment of special counsel in the prose­
cution of crimes growing out of a violation of the stock law. 

D. W. Raymond, Esq., 
Sec'y, State Board Stock Commissioners, 

Helena, Montana. 
Dear Sir: 

March 7, 1912. 

I acknowledge receipt of your ietter of the 1st inst., in which you 
ask as to the authority of the state board of stock commissioners to 
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assist in the prosecution of a perjury case and a murder ca"se, each of 
which grew out of a violation of the laws of this state relative to the 
live stock industry. 

Sec. 1787, Revised Codes, prescribes the duty of the state board 
·of stock commissioners and authorize.:; said board: 

"To assist in the prosecution of any person guilty of any of­
fense against the laws of this state in feloniously ,branding or 
'stealing any stock, or any other crime, or misdemeanor, under 
any of the la,ws of the state for the protection of the rights 
and interests of stock owners, " " " '" 

and Sec. 1788, provides for the au:::iting of bills incurred under provi­
sions of the preceding section and' for their payment out of the ,.:;tock 
inspection and detective fund. 

It is my opinion that Section 1787 gives to the board of stock com­
missioners a discretion in determining what iil for the protection of 
the rights and interests of the stock owners of the state and it is my 
opinion that if the board of stock commissioners should in the exercise 
of its discretion determine that to assist in the prosecution of the 
two cases mentioned in your letter would be for the protection of the 
rights and interests of the stock owners of the state, that they would 
ha.ve authority so to do, and the charge and expense for such assistance 
may properly be audited by it and payment had out of the stock 
ini>pection and detective fund. 

Yours very truly, 
ALBERT J. GALEN, 

Attorney General. 

Stock Commissioners, Authority Over Foreign Commission 
Firms. Live Stock Commission Firms, Duty to Remit. 

The state ,board of stock commi'ssioners is without authority 
to requre a stock commission firm resident of a foreign state 
to comply with its directions as to the disposition of funds re­
ceived from sale of caUle. 

D. W. Raymond, Esq., 
Sec'y, State Board St'ock Comrrlssioners, 

Helena, Montana. 
Dear Sir: 

March 8, 1912. 

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 1st iust., with which 
you enclose a letter from Mr. B. H. Graham, a duly appointed stock 
in~pector for the state of Montana, stationed at Sioux City, Iowa, 
wherein you recite that two live 'iltock commission firms located at 
Sioux City, Iowa, refuse to be ,bound by the inspection of Mr. Gra­
ham and refuse to send proceedf! to persons by him directed, but 
insist upon sending proceeds of sales to the person designated by 
the shipper, and you ask: 

"Can anything be done in itL; matter to require these com­
mission finns to send the proceeds of animals according to the 
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