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under during the life of ~uch certificate; and any person now
holding a professional or first grade certificate may have the
same renewed by the county superintendent upon the proper fee
being paid to the institute fup.d as provided for in the case of
examination, and provided that no such certificate shall be renewed unless the applicant has taught at least ten months during the life of such certificate; provided further that whenever
application is made by any pl~rson now holding an unexpired
first grade, second grade, or third grade :\10ntana certificate
for examination for any higher grade certificate provided for
in this act, and it shall -be made to appear to the county superintendent that such applicant has been Ep.gaged in teaching in
any of the public schools of the state for a period of one year
or more, said applicant shall he entitled to be credited with the
percentage on his or her last examination for said first, second
or third grade certificate, as the case may be, and shall not be
required to be examined in any studies except the additional
ones prescribed for such certific.ate and such other stUdies as
the applicant may not hav", _seclu'ed the required percentage on
previous examin'ation, provided that to excuse any person now
holding a certificate from taking the examination upon any
branch of any grade, he or she must have secured upon such
branch at his or her last previoas examination at least 80 p'er
cent."
Under the bill as now amend.,d, any per50n now holding a certificate to teaah in this state may teach thereunder during the life of
ilie certtficate and any person holding a professional or firSit grade
certificate may have the same renewed as now provided by law; and
any per-son now holding an unexpired first grade certificate, or a second
or third grade certificate, deSiring to write for a higher grade wiII be
entitled to the same credits as now provided by law.
This appears to meet all the objections that have 'been raised by
any person to the bill as formerly worded
Yours very truly,
ALBER'r J. GALEN,
Attorney General.

Bounty, Payment Of. Constitutional Amendment, Not Retrospective.
T,he money raised for bounty purpQses by the special tax
levy authorized by the constitutional amendment of 1910 cannot be used for payment of old bounty claims which accrued
prior to enactment of said constitutional amendment.
February 9, 1911.
Han. F. D. Herbold, Chairman,
Live Stock and Public Range Committee,
House Chamber, Helena, :lIontana.
Dear Sir:
I am in receipt of your verbal request asking for an opinion from
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this department upon the following question:
"Can money raised for bounty under the constitutional
amendment of 1910 be applied in payment of old claims?"
Under the provisions of Chapter 4, Laws of 1909, Section 9, Article XII, of the Constitution of :IIontana was by an election held In
November 1910 amendeU to authorize the state board of equalization
to levy a special tax on live stock for the purpose of paying bounty
on wild animals a.nd for stock inspection, protection and indemnity
purposes as may be prescribed by law and such special levy 'shall be
mad'e and levied annually, etc.
rt is my opinion that the money raised by the levy contemplated
by suoh constitutional amendment could not be used in the payment
of old claims which accrued prior to the enactment of said constitutional amendment, there being no provision in such amendment that
the same should be retrospective.. This opinion, I believe, is supported by Cooley on Constitutional Limitations, 4th Edition, page 76.
in which the author states,
"A constitution should op.erate prospectively only unless
the words employed show a clear intenti<.'n that it should have
a retrospective effect."
Further as was stated 'by Chief Justice Fuller in the case of
Scb.erevepcrt vS'. Cole, 129 U. S. H:
"Constitutions as well as r;ta.tutes are ,construed to operate
prospectively only unless on the face of the instrument or enactment the contrar.y intention is m'<l.nifest beyond reasonable
question."
This view is furthe<: supporteJ by the supreme court of Montana
in the case of State vs. Kinney, 11 M.ont. 5;;3.
YOllrs very truly,
ALBERT J. GALEN,
Attorney General.

Public Printing Contract, What Included In. Election Supplies, As Classed in Printing Contract.
Election supplies including poll' books, tally sheets, check
lists, though bound in book form are printed blanks and should
be paid for as such and are not considered as books.
February 14, 1911.
Hon. John Hurly,
County Attorney,
Glasgow, Montana.
Dear Sir:
I am in recei,pt of your letter of the 11th inst., requesting R.n
opinion upon the following state of facts:
"Poll books, tally lists, ch~ck lists, and other similar election supplies are con,posed of .a number of sheets printed and
ruled with a cover and stapled through the middle, so as to.
open and close like a book. I would be glad to have your office

