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elected, save the county the salary attached to the office by failing to
qualify was an offer or promise to pay a "valuable consideration" within
the meaning of the statute. The court said:
"The promise was that he would act in a way that would
result in a saving of expense to the taxpayers and electors. This
was a promise of a valuable consideration."
The court cited with approval the cases hereinbefore mentioned.
In the case of Prentiss vs. Dittmer, supra, the salary of the office
was paid in part by the state and in part by the county. The candidate
for the office promised that if he was elected he would draw only that
part of the salary that was paid by the state and would not draw that
part that was paid by the county. The statute in Ohio provided that it
was unlawful for any person to offer to contribute any money or valuable
consideration for any purpose other than specified in the statute. The
court held that the promise to not draw the part of the salary that was
paid by the county was condemned by the statute, and said:
"There is a wide difference between a promise of this character and those multifarious pledges made by candidates in the
interest of reform, economy, and a rigidly and effective administration of office, in compliance with their official oath. The
latter are made in the public interest, and are consistent with
personal fitness; the former savors of vicious tendencies, involving a personal pecuniary consideration offered by the candidate
in order to accomplish his election, in which the test of fitness is
not an element."
In view of the foregoing cases there can be no doubt that the promise to draw none or only a part of the salary attached to an office made
by a candidate for public office to the electors would be the promising
to give or an offer of money or a valuable thing, within the meaning of
section 10796 R.C.M. 1921, supra, and such a promise or offer would
be unlawful under that section.
Very truly yours,
L. A. FOOT,
Attorney General.

Banks and Banking - Liquidation - Creditors-Records
and Reports.

A bank in voluntary liquidation under section 6109-E,
laws of 1923, may have access to the records and reports of
the liquidating agent made to the state superintendent of
banks.
Mr. G. M. Robertson,
April 1, 1932.
Superintendent of Banks,
Helena, Montana.
My dear Mr. Robertson:
I have your request for an opinion. You inquire if creditors of a
bank in voluntary liquidation under section 6109-E of the 1923 laws may
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have access to the records and reports of the liquidating agent made
to you.
In my opinion, the reports which such a liquidating agent is required
to file with you are not within the provisions of either section 65 or
section 85 of chapter 89 of the laws of 1927, which sections require
reports and information gained by the superintendent of banks in pursuance of his powers or duties as prescribed in the act to be kept confidential.
In my opinion, the reports and information required to be kept confidential are only those of and concerning banks that were open and
doing business as such at the time the reports were filed or the information was obtained.
Very truly yours,
L. A. FOOT,
Attorney General.

Highways-Arterial Highways-Automobile License Taxes-Expenditures-Donations-Supervision-Elections.
"Arterial highways," within the meaning of chapter 88,
laws of 1927, defined.
County expending money on city streets forming component parts of arterial highways may not donate the funds to
the city or to a special improvement distriCt therein. The
money must be expended by the county under its supervision.
County can expend a sum in excess of $10,000 of the
automobile license funds in the improvement of a single road
project without a vote of the electors. In counties having a
total registered vote of 15,000 or over the work must be done
under the supervision of the county surveyor. Material, machinery, equipment or tools necessary to be purchased would
have to be by and with the approval of the county commissioners.
Mr. J. Justin Bourquin,
April 2, 1932.
County Attorney,
Butte, Montana.
My dear Mr. Bourquin:
You have requested my opinion relative to the proposed expenditure
of the county funds derived from automobile license taxes upon certain
streets in the city of Butte.
Chapter 88, laws of 1927, provides that tIle license fees received by
the county may be used by the county "for the construction, repair and
maintenance of all public highways within said county, including city
streets forming component parts of arterial highways within the corporate limits of cities within the boundaries of said county."

