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presupposes its presentation to the Treasurer. It could not be regis­
tered without being presented to the Treasurer. It follows that any 
unregistered warrant issued subsequently to those registered could not 
be presented before those that had' already been presented for the 
purpose of registration, and the requirement that they be paid in order 
of their presentation would preclude the payment of the later issued 
warrants before those that had already been registered. See Ter­
ritory ex reI. Largey v. Gilbert, 1 Mont. 371. 

Very truly yours, 

WELLINGTON D. RANKIN, 
Attorney General. 

Reclassification of Counties-Power of Board of County 
Commissioners. 

A Board of County Commissioners may not reclassify 
a county which has not lost territory from the creation of a 
new county until the regular meeting of the County Com­
missioners in September, 1922. 

John L. Campbell, Esq., 
County Attorney, 

Missoula, Montana. 

My dear Mr. Campbell: 

You have requested the OpInIOn of this office on the question 
whether, in view of Chapter 24 of the Laws of the Extraordinary Se~­

sion of 1919, the County Commissioners may reclassify a county 
after March 10, 1921, and before the regular meeting in September, 
1922. 

Section 2975 of the Revised Codes of Montana of 1907 reads as 
follows: 

"The several boards of county com mISS lOners must, at 
their regular session in September, 1906, make an order desig­
nating the class to which such collnty belongs as determined 
by the assessed valuation of such county for the year 1906, 
under the provisions of this Act, and in each even numbered 
year thereafter; provided that such classification shall not 
change the government of the county then in existence until 
the first Monday in January next succeeding." 

Chapter 24, supra, after providing for the basis of valuation for 
the purpose of classification, contains the following paragraph: 

"Provided, however, that there shall be no reclassification 
of counties until after March 10, 1921, except in counties from 
which territory has been taken by the creation of new counties 
since January 1, 1919." 
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Chapter 24, supra, does not change the law relating to the elate 
of reclassification. The provision of Chapter 24 to the effect that 
no reclassification except in counties from which territory has been 
taken shall be made prior to March 10th merely suspends the opera· 
tion of Section 2975 until Marcn 10, 1921, and this provision has no 
operation or effect after that date. Consequently Section 2975 is in 
full force and effect. The County Commissioners are limited to the 
authority given them by law, and the only authority given with re­
spect to the time of reclassification of counties is that they may be 
reclassified at the regular meeting of the County Commissioners in 
September of even-numbered years. 

It is, therefore, my opinion that a Board of County Commissioners 
may not reclassify a county which has not lost territory from the 
creation of a new county until the regular meeting of the County 
Commissioners in September, 1922. 

Very truly yours, 

WELLINGTON D. RANKIN, 
Attorney General. 

Surety Bonds-Department of Agriculture-Justification 
of Sureties. 

The Department of Agriculture should require each sure­
ty on a personal bond, where there are only two, to justify in 
the full amount of the bond. 

Where there are three or more sureties on such a bond, 
each may justify in an amount less than the amount of the 
bond providing the totals of the justifications equal a sum 
twice that of the bond. 

Chester C. Davis, Esq., 
Commissioner Department of Agriculture, 

Eelena, Montana. 

My dear Mr. Davis: 

You have requested an interpretation of Section 7192, Revised 
Codes of 1907, as applied to bonds taken by your Department. 

The section referred to reads as follows: 

"In all cases where an undertaking with sureties is re­
quired by the provisions of this code, the officer taking the 
same must require the sureties to accompany it with an af 
fidavit that they are residents and householders or freeholders 
-;vlthin the state, and are each worth the sum specified in the 
undertaking over and above all their just debts and liabilities, 
exclusive of property exempt from execution; but when the 
amount specified in the undertaking exceeds three thousand 
dollars, and there are more than two sureties thereon, they 
may state in their affidavits that they are severally wonh 
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