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committed a felony. The authority granted by the statute to offer 
rewards is for the apprehension and conviction ()f the persons commit­
ting felonies. 

Furthermore, the authority granted under Section 4483, R.C.M. 1921 
to the board of county commissioners to offer rewards is for the appre­
hension and conviction of any person or persons who have committed 
any felony within, the county. My interpretation of this is that the 
board is only authorized to offer a reward for the apprehension an.i 
conviction of the perpetrator of a specific felony that has been com­
mitted at the time the offer of reward is made. I do not think the 
statute is susceptible of the interpretation that the board is granted 
authority to offer rewards for the apprehension and conviction of per­
sons who may commit crimes in the future. It was no doubt the in­
tention of the legislature that in those cases where a felony had been 
committed and the offering of a reward was reasonably necessary for 
the apprehension and conviction of the perpetrator the county com­
missioners could offer a reward, but I do not think that it was the 
intention of the legislature that the county commissioners could offer 
a reward that would apply to every felony committed subsequent to 
the offering thereof as such a practice would often, as in the case under 
consideration, result in the expenditure of county funds when there 
was no necessity therefor. 

It is therefore my opinion that inasmuch as the reward offered by 
the county commissioners was not for the apprehension and conviction 
of the perpetr~tQr Qf a felony that had been committed prior to the 
offering of the reward, the said offer is invalid and Lewis has no claim 
against the county therefor. Very truly yours, 

L. A. FOOT, 
Attorney General. 

Taxation-Licenses-Coal Mines. 

Allotted members of the Fort Peck Indian Agency who 
lease coal mines located on Fort Peck Indian Reservation and 
operate the ~ame upon a royalty basis are subject to the coal 
mines license taX of 5c per ton. 

H. D. McCullough, Esq., 
Superintendent, Fort Peck Agency, 

Poplar, Montana. 

My dear Mr. McCullough: 

October 28, 1930. 

You state that certain tribal Indian lands were withdrawn as a coal 
reserve for the United States Reclamation Service and that coal mines 
on these premises are leased to allotted members of the Fort Peck 
Agency who mine coal and pay a royalty of 25c per ton for all coal 
mined, except that sold to Indians on the reservation. You state that 
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inasmuch as the coal belongs to the Indians of the Fort Peck Reserva­
tion and is on land belonging to them you have some doubt as to 
whether the state can levy a tax "on this coal." 

I presume you refer to the coal mines license tax of 5c per ton, 
which persons must pay to the state upon all merchantable and market­
able coal mined by them except that used in the mining thereof. This 
tax is not a tax on the coal but is an occupation tax which the person 
mining the coal must pay for the privilege of so doing. 

From the facts stated in your letter I do not believe that the 
mining operations carried on by these lessees or permittees are instru­
mentalities or agencies of the United States so as to exempt them from 
taxation by the state. The tax is placed only upon the lessees or per· 
mittees for the privilege of engaging in the business of mining coal 
within the State of Montana and the tax of 5c per ton on coal mined 
is merely the measure of the tax to be paid rather than a tax upon the 
coal itself. 

It is therefore my opinion that these lessees and permittees are, 
insofar as the facts stated in your letter disclose, subject to the pay­
ment of said coal mines license tax. 

Very truly yours, 

L. A. FOOT, 
Attorney General. 

Appeals-High School Apportionrnent-Decisions-County 
Superintendent of Schools-Schools-Transfers-High Schools 
-Students. 

While an appeal lies from the ruling of the county superin­
tendent of schools disapproving attendance of high school 
~tudents outside of county, only questions of law can be re­
viewed on appeal by State Superintendent of Public Instruc­
tion. 

Miss Elizabeth Ireland, November 12, 1930. 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction, 

Helena, Montana. 

My dear Miss Ireland: 

You have submitted to me the question of the right to appeal from 
a decision of the county superintendent of schools made under Section 3 
of Chapter 109, Laws of 1929, relating to the matter of authorizing the 
transfer of apportionment where a high school student attends a high 
school outside the district of his residence. The part of the section re­
ferred to provides as follows: 

"No attendance of a high school student outside of the 
county of his residence shall be counted in determining at­
tendance except, in cases where a high school student by rea-
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