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Bounty, Effect of Change of Law.
Bounty is a creature of the l~gislature and may be allowed
()r repealed at any time, and claimants therefor must conform to
the procedure prescribed by the law in existence at the time such
·claim is mad~.
Claims for bounty which do not conform to the requirements
()f the law in effect at the time made, can not allowed and approved by the board of examiners: The only relief such claimants can have is by special appropriation by the legislature.
Helena, Montana, May 2, 1905.
Charles N. Pray, Esq., County Attorn'e'Y, Fort Benton, Montana.
Dear Sir:-The clerk of the iboard of examiners has referred to me
letter of W. H. Duke, bounty inspector at Chinook, Montana, addressed
to you, upon the 'subject of the ,bounty law, same having :been referred
to the clerk of the 'board of examiners by you. Mr. Duke enquires what
a bounty inspector shall do with hides of coyotes and wolves that we1"e
kiHed prior to March 1, 1905.
In reply to this qUestion I will 'say, thllit
he will have to look to the law for his guidance and follow it strictly
to the letter.
The law on the subject of bounty was changed ,by the
legislative assembly and the new law became effective March 1, 1905,
.and any person desiring to obtain bounty from the '.;;tate must conform
~trictly to the provisions of the law in order to secure the same.
The
bounty inspector hail no discretion whatever in the matter, ·but must act
solely in accordance with the law, upon presentation of the hides and the
.affidavit of killing made by the claimant, corroborated ,by an affidavit of
a res'ident ;stock grower. Bounty is strictly a creature of the legislature
.and may be allowed or repealed, at any time, and a person to secure same
must fully conform to the requirements of the law.
As to the second question asked, why all claim.;; that are filed after
March firs,t in accordance with the requirements of the old law will have
to be acted upon ,by the legislature, I will 'say in answer that they do not
.conform to the law in force at the time of. perfecting such claims, and not
being in conformity with the law, the board of 'examiners have no right
-or authoI'uty to approve them, and,therefore, the only ralief 'such claimants can have is Iby special appropriation by the legidlature for the payment of such claims.
Yours very truly,
ALBERT .J. GALEN,
. Attorney General.

Opera Company Employment of Children In.
D nder the provisions of Section 472 of the Penal Code, pronibiting the employment of children under the age of sixteen
years for the purpose of "singing, playing on musical instruments,.
rope walking, dancing, begging or peddling in any public street
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or highway, or in any mendicant or wandering business," the
question of whether the employment of children in a traveling'
opera company is in violation of the law must be determined by
their mendicant or wandering business character.
Hel~na, Montana, May 2, 1905.
Mr. Otto F. Schoenfeld, Secretary, Buraau of Child and Animal Protection" Helena, Montana.
Dear Si1':-1 am in receipt of your favor of the 28th, ralative to the
Pollard'Lilliputian Opera Company.
You inquire whether or not it is
lawful for them to exhibit in thisStata, under the provisions of Section
412 of the Penal Code.
It does not '>leem to me neces'S.ary to construe the language of '>laid
section in order to make its provision.;; plain to you, for it clearly and
plainly provides that "any parson who shaH take, receive, hire, 'employ.
use or have in custody any child foriluch purposes, or either of them, is
guilty of a misdemeanor." The purposes refe,rred to in 'said section are
tHerein plainly and explicitly 'set fortJh 'as fullows: ".s~ngJing, playing
on mus'ical instruments, rope walking., dancing, begging or peddling in
any public street or highway, or in any mendIcant or wand'ering business
whate-ver, * * *"
The only question to be 'ilolved bafore applying the law is one of
ract, and that is for you to determine, namely, whethe'r the Pollard Lilliputian Opera Company can ,be considered as conducting a mendicant or
wandering bu~ine.;;s,.
Yours very truly,
ALBERT J. GALEN,
Attorney General.

Special Road Tax, Liability Under-Residence, How Determined
-Foreman, No.t Liable fo.r Forfeiture-Service, on
Foreman Insufficient.
Residence is a question of fact to be determined from the eVIdence.
A mere foreman is not liable for forfeiture, under Section 26,
of Article 3 of the road law of 1903.
Service on foreman of special construction crew insufficient to.
bind ra.ilroad company.
Hal'ena, Montana, May
Hon. J. A. Matthewil, County Attorney, Townsend, Montana.
Dear Sir:-Your letta'f of April 28 received, in which you
substance, ·that a foreman of a s'pe-cial construction crew on the
PiwiJfic Railway, within Broadwater county, was ra'questad by
supervisor to furniilh a list of the persons, subject to the special
and that ilaid foreman had neglected to furnish the list.
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