
OPINIONS OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Helena, Montana, :\Iarch 7, 1916. 
Hon. D. W. Raymond, 

Secretary, Board of Stock Commissioners, 
Helena, Montana. 

Dear Sir: 
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I am in receipt of your communication under date the 3rd instant, 
enclosing some correspondence relative to fees charged by a city marshal 
or deputy sheriff, for the inspection of certain cattle from Norris, 
Montana. It does not appear whether this shipment was from one 
county to another county, or to some market outside of the state. I 
note that you have advised your correspondent that the officer making 
the inspection had no' such authority. In this you are correct, in as 
much as Sections 1812, 1813 and 1814, relating to the shipment of 
stock out of the state, makes this a duty of the stock inspector. Like­
wise Section 131 of the Laws of 1915, relating to the shipment of stock 
from one county to another, makes the inspection the duty of the stock 
inspector. In neither of these do I find any authority for any fee to 
be charged by the person making the inspection, it apparently being 
the intent of the legislature that such inspection should be a part 
of the duty of the stock inspector, and covered by his salary. The 
collection of the fee, therefore, by someone not a stock inspector, was 

\ without authority of law, and the person paying it should be able to 
recover it by proper action. 

As to the second question submitted by you, not enough facts ap­
per as to the transactions upon which to base any definite opinion. 

Yours very truly, 
J. B. POINDEXTER, 

Attorney General. 

Automobiles, Position of Number Tags Upon. 

Since Chapter 65, Laws of 1915, is a special law relating 
to licensing and numbering of automobiles, it is to be given 
effect when inconsistent with the provisions of the general 
highway law, Chapter 141, Laws of 1915. 

Hon. George R. Allen, 
County 'Attorney, 

Virginia City, Montana. 
Dear Sir: 

March 13, 1916. 

I am in receipt of your communication unaer date the 4th instant, 
relative to the proper interpretation of Chapter 141 of the Laws of the 
Fourteenth Legislative Assembly, and Chapter 65 of the same Session 
Laws. There is an apparent conflict in the provisions of these laws 
relative to the position and size of the numbers to be placed upon 
automobiles. Chapter 65 is an amendment of Section 3 of Chapter 73 
of the Laws of the Thirteenth Legislative Assembly, which was: 
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"An Act providing for the registration, identification and 
regulation of motor vehicles, operated and driven upon the 
public roads and highways of this state." 

Chapter 65 of the Laws of 1915, provides that the distinctive number 
shall consist of a metal plate not less than six inches wide and not 
less than fifteen inches long, bearing number assigned such motor 
vehicle by the Secretary of State, upon which there shall be nU)1lerals 
not less than four inches· iong nor less than one-half inch in width, 
which tag shall be displayed on the front end and rear of the vehicle. 

Seetion 1 of Chapter 9 of Chapter 141 of the Session Laws of 1915, 
provides that owners shall equip motor vehicles with a tag of suitable 
charaeter, dimensions of which shall not be less than twelve inches 
long and four inehes wide, such tag to be exhibited on the rear end 
of said motor vehicle. It is to be noted that Chapter 65 is a specific 
provision relative to the registration and numbering of motor vehicles, 
while Chapter 141 is a general highway law. I conclude, therefore, 
that the provisions of Chapter 65 must govern, in as much as the 
special provisions govern when inconsistent with the provisions of 
some general law. 

Yours very truly, 

J. B. POINDEXTER, 
Attorney General. 

Epidemics in Citi.es or Towns, Expenses Ch.argeable. Cities 
or Towns, Expenses of Epidemics. City Board of Health, 
Expenses to Whom Char gable. 

When a city or town maintains a board of health. expenses 
incurred thereby are charges against the city, and not 
against the county. 

HOll. James Pepper, 
County Commissioner, 

Baker, Montana. 

Dear Sir: 

March 14, 1916. 

I am in receipt of your communication under date ::'\iarch 8th, 
inquiring as to what are proper charges against the county in case 
of epidemic? You state ·that the town of Baker is an incorporated 
town, and has taken charge of its health department, and appointed a 
health officer; that during the recent epidemic, the health officer of 
Baker rented a house for purposes of an isolation hospital, and ordered 
drugs and supplies from various merchants of Baker; that these mer­
chants have birled these goods to the county of Fallon after having 
them O. K'd by the health officer of Baker. The question is whether 
such bills are a proper charge against the county of Fallon? By its 
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