
"306 UPINIONS OF ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

County Division Apportionment of Property. Jails. Bridges. 
Jails situated in the new county must be considered in making 

apportionments and reductions of indebtedness of the old county. 
County Bridges in either the old or new county are a part of 

the public highways and should not be considered in making ap­
portionments or reductions of the indebtedness between the old 
and new county. 

See Elliott on Roads and Streets, Second Edition, Sec. 44a. 

TELEGRAM. 
MiSliloula, Montana, March 7, 1906. 

Albert J. Galen, Attorney Gen'al'al, Helena, Montana. 
In deducting Vlalue of county buildings under Article 16, Constitution, 

we find jails at Plains and Thompson, ,both now in Sanders County. ShaH 
we apportion' their value or omit them? Are bridges reckoned ·as county 
proparty or omitted from consideration? 

HENRY C. SMITH, Chairman. 

TELEGRAPHlC ANSWER. 
Halena, Montana, March 7, 1906. 

Hon. Henry C. Smith, Chairman, Mi3:soula, Montarra., 
Apportion value of jail, Plains and Thompson.· Bridgeil part of Pub· 

lic Highways, should not be considered in making apportionment. 
A:{.,BERT J. GALEN, 

Attorney General. 

Pa,rdon Board. Contempt Cases. 

Where a person is punished for contempt under Sections 2170 

to 2183, Code of Civil Procedure, the governor has no authority 
to grant pardon or remit the fine imposed, as it is not an offense 
against the criminal laws of the state within the meaning of Sec­
tion 9, Article 7 of the Constitution. 

Helel1!a, Montana, March 13, 1906. 
Hon. Joseph K. Toole, Governor, Helena, Montana. 

Dear Sir:-PursU'ant to your request for an opinion of this office as 
to your authority to remit a fin·" ·imposed by th~ Hon. George M. Bourquin, 
Judge of the Second Ju<i'icial District, upon one E. H. Bruce for ·contempt 
of the author,ity of said court by delaying, hindering and obstructing the 
due .and proper execution of the legal process theraof, we raspectfully 
submit the following: . 

It appears that 'said E. H. Bruce hindered, delayed and obstructed th'" 
service of proc'"ss issued out of said court, wh'areupon ,affidavits s.howing 
the facts were presented to said ·cour:t, an order mad'e directing the 's'aid 
Bruce to .show cause, if any he had, why he should not be punished for 
contempt of court, and upon a haaring ther"after had on November 18th, 
1905, before the judge of said court, he rwas adjudged guilty of contempt, 
fined $175.00 and committed to the cUiltody of the Sherifi' until the 'ilQme 
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