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Saloons, Closing of on Sunday. Sunday, What Included in 
Saloon Closing Law. 

Since Senate Bill No. 63 is a special enactment applying to 
a specified period during the week, the terms of that law 
must be held to amend Senate Bill No. 62, wherever inconsis
tent, and Senate Bill No. 63 is not bad because its title does 
not prescribe the exact time when saloons shall be closed. 

Hon. Roy S. Stephenson, 
County Attorney, 

Dillon, Montana. 
Dear Sir: 

April 17, 1915. 

I have your communication under date the 15th instant, questioning 
my recent interpretation of the Sunday Closing Law, known as Senate 
Bill No. 63. Your argument is that in as much as the title discloses 
the bill to be: 

"An Act fixing the time for the opening and closing of sa-
loons on Sundays * * *" 

that the portion of it requiring saloons to close at ten p. m. on Satur
day nights is ineffective, since Sunday does not begin until twelve p. m. 
Saturday night. 

I am not impressed with this argument. First, as pointed out in 
my letter, Senate Bill No. 63 is a later enactment than Senate Bill 62, 
and must be held to amend Senate Bill 62 wherever inconsistent there
with. 

u. S. vs. 196 Buffalo Robes, 1 Mont. 489. 
Second, Senate Bill 62 was intended to be, and is a general law 

upon the subject of saloon closing; Senate Bill 63 is a speCial enactment 
applying to a specified period during the week. SpeCial provisions in 
legislation upon a subject govern general ones. 

Stadler· vs. City of Helena, 46 Mont. 128. 

Third, it is not necessary that the title to an Act shall embody the 
exact limitations or qualifications contained in the Bill itself which 
are germane to the purpose of the legislature, if the general subject of 
the measure is clearly expressed in the title. 

State vs. A. C. M. Co., 23 Mont. 498. 
Further than this if we adopt the theory advanced by your letter, 

Section 2 of Senate Bill 63, becomes a nullity, because it would do away 
altogether with the distinction apparently intended to be made between 
cities of the first class, including the region within one milli thereof 
and other places. For, if we say that Sunday means the period only 
from 12 midnight to 12 midnight, it must apply to "incorporated towns and 
elsewhere." The term "elsewhere" includes unincorporated places, camps 
and cross roads, and construing Sunday as beginning at 12 midnight 
would put them on a par in the matter of closing with cities of the 
first class. We may not disregard the language of the legislature in 
this manner, but must at all times give effect to all of the language of 
the legislature if possible. 
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State ex reI A. C. M. Co. v. Court, 26 Mont. 396; 
Stadler vs. City of Helena, supra. 

For these reasons, I think the construction of the language sug
gested by you cannot be adopted. 

Yours very truly, 
D. M. KELLY, 

Attorney General. 

Inspection of Stock, Used by United States. Horses Used 
by United States, Right to Inspect. Stock, Inspection of. 

The statute relating to the inspection of stock used by the 
United States in government business, examined and con
strued. 

Hon. D. W. Raymond, 
Secretary State Board of Stock Commissioners, 

Helena, Montana. 
Dear Sir: 

April 20, 1915. 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 8th instant submitting for my 
consideration a letter addressed to you by R. H. Rutledge, Acting Dis
trict Forester, Missoula, Montana. No specific question is stated, but I 
gather from the correspondence that some difficulty is experienced by 
the forestry department relative to the inspection of horses used by 
them as in the discharge of duty requiring the crossing and recrossing 
of the state line. 

Section 1808 of the Revised Codes of Montana, and the toll owing 
sections, provide for the inspection of horses, etc., where the same are 
taken beyond the boundaries of the state "for the purpose of selling 
such stock or offering the same for sale at public sale." Stock em
ployed by the government or any department thereof in the discharge 
of government business does not fall within this description. Hence, 
strictly speaking, no inspection is required or authorized. Mr. Rut
ledge in his letter states that in hiring horses from individuals, they 
use a contract form which gives a detailed description of the animals, 
together with the brands,-and his proposition is to make an extra 
copy of this description and give it to the stock inspector, or the 
person charged with the inspection of stock in this state. This would 
be ample to satisfy the provisions of our state law in such cases, and 
this relates only to stock being taken from the state, and has no direct 
application to stock being moved into the state. Another provision of 
our law found in Section 1836 and the following sections, relates to the 
inspection of stock by the state veterinary surgeon, but in Section 
1839, this provision is found: 

"The owner of such animals, ridden under the saddle or 
driven in harness into this state, or under yoke, and any per
son coming into this state with his own team or teams, is not 
required to notify the veterinary surgeon, or await the inspec-
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