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tion 1582 of the Revised Codes of 1907, which provides for just such
cases as those by you mentioned. The portion applicable to those cases
reads as follows:
". • •. Every registered dentist shall in each and every
year pay to the Board of Dental Examiners a fee of four ($4.00)
dollars as his annual dues, such payment to be made on or
before the first day of May of each year. In case of default of
such payment by any person, his or her certificate may be revoked by the Board of Dental Examiners upon thirty day notice
from the Secretary to the person holding such certificate, unless
within said thirty days said annual dues shall be paid, together
with such penalties as the Board may impose, and the Board
is expressly authorized to impose a penalty of One Dollar
($1.00) as a consideration for each year, for allowing the certificate to remain unrevoked."
Section 7 of the same Chapter amends Section 1584 of the Revised
Codes of 1907, and provides that:
"Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of this
Act, • * * shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon
conviction may be fined one thousand dollars, ($1,000.00) and
not less than Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) or imprisoned for
not less than six months nor more than one year, or may be
punished by both such fine and imprisonment. * * *"
The procedure to be by you followed is, therefore, very plain. You
are advised that you should give due notice to those who are delinquent. At the expiration of the time prescribed by law the Board of
Dental Examiners should comply with the provisions of law by revoking
the licenses of the delinquent members. Should the persons whose
licenses have been revoked continue to practice thereafter, they should be
prosecuted for practising dentistry without a license.
Yours very truly,
D. M. KELLY,
Attorney General.

Tax Levy, Insufficiency of. School District, Where Tax
Levy Is Insufficient.
Where the money raised by taxation and otherwise as
authorized by law, is insufficient to enable the school district
to maintain its school and furnish supplies, etc., the law requiring these things to be done becomes of necessity inoperative.
May 25, 1915.
Hon. Herbert H. Hoar,
County Attorney,
Sidney, Montana.
Dear Sir:
I am in receipt of your letter of May 17th, submitting the question:
as to the method of procedure in case the tax levy is not suffi-
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cient to enable a school district to maintain the school for the
number of months named in the school law?
Chapter 20 of Chapter 76 of the Laws of 1913, contains all the provisions that I have been able to find relating to the finances of a school
district. The four mill levy named in Section 2001 and the limit of a
ten mill special levy named in Section 2002, appears to be about the sum
total of the money that may be raised by taxation for the purposes
named in the Section. These levies together with the apportionments
provided for in said Chapter 20, constitute the income of the district,
and if this income is not sufficient to enable them to maintain the
school for nine months in the year, that provision of the law requiring
a nine months school would then from necessity become inoperative.
Under the provision of Section 2015, the Board may issue bonds for
certain purposes, and the district may be able to find relief temporary
at least, in this provision. The five mill levy named in Chapter 115 of
the Laws of, 1915, amending Section 2108 of said Chapter 76, has relation to county free high schools. If an accredited district high school
eXists, the three mill levy named in Section 2 of Chapter 119, Laws of
1915, may be resorted to.
Yours very truly,
D. M. KELLY,
Attorney General.

Taxes, Apportionment of. Apportionment of Taxes.
Under the provisions of Chapter 91, Laws of 1914, any person having an interest in real estate whether as owner or
lienor, may relieve the separate parcels of such real estate
from the tax levy by paying the real property tax thereon, together with a computed and apportioned part of any personal
property tax which may be a lien on all the property of the
owner.
May 25, 1915.
Hon. H. W. Bunston,
County Attorney,
Hardin, Montana.
Dear Sir:
I am in receipt of 'Your communication under date the 22nd instant,
asking for my interpretation of Chapter 91 of the Session Laws of the
Fourteenth Legislative Assembly, and submitting some moot problems
arising under this law.
The theory of this law seems to be that any person having an
interest in real estate, whether as owner or as lienor, may relieve the
separate parcels of such real estate from the tax levy by paying the real
property tax thereon, together with a computed and apportioned part of
any personal property tax which may be a lien on all the property of
the owner. I find no language in the Act justifying the conclusion that
a person's real property is relieved from the burden of the personal

