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486, 234 Pac. 277.) We reach the same result, that is, that transportation
may be furnished by the district of a pupil's residence to pupils enrolled
in a public school outside the district of his residence. However, in my
opinion, it is preferable to construe the provisions together and I am sure
it is possible to do so. I believe an examination of the entire act leads to
the conclusion it was not the intention of the legislature to authorize the
furnishing of transportation only to pupils enrolled in the district furnishing transportation. Such an interpretation of the statute would in many
instances defeat the very purpose of the act. Conceding, for sake of argument, there are two admissible constructions of the statute, namely:
(1) that transportation is limited to pupils enrolled in the district and
(2) that transportation should be furnished regardless of school district
or county boundaries and to those eligible under Section 9, we would
not be justified in adopting the construction that defeats the manifest
object of the law (State ex reI. Boone v. Tullock, 72 Mont. 482, 486, 234
Pac. 277), which is to transport pupils to the nearest or most convenient
public school or furnish services in lieu of transportation when such pupils
are eligible under the act.
It is therefore my opinion school trustees have the power to furnish
transportation, or services in lieu thereof, for all pupils residing within their
district and enrolled in the public schools of their district and also to
pupils resiqing within their district who are enrolled in any Montana
public school and otherwise eligible under Section 9 of Chapter 152 of
the Laws of 1941 to receive transportation aid.
Sincerely yours,
JOHN W. BONNER
Attorney General

No. 273

LIVESTOCK COMMISSION-LICENSES
Held: Under Chapter 52, Laws of 1937, a subsidiary corporation must
have its own individual licenses and cannot operate under the
license of the parent company to engage in the business of a
livestock market.
October 20, 1941.
Mr. Paul Raftery
Secretary
Livestock Commission
Helena, Montana
Dear Mr. Raftery:
Not long ago you wrote this office as follows:
"Enclosed is a letter from Paul McCormick, Jr., District Supervisor,
Packers and Stockyards Division of the United States Department of
Agriculture, concerning the operation of the Central Livestock Order
Buying Company of Billings, which will be a subsidiary of the Central
Cooperative who are operating in the Union Stockyards at Billings at
the present time as a Livestock Market. These people are already
bonded as provided for in Chapter 52, Laws of 1937.
"The new company will operate as country buyers and the livestock
handled by them will not necessarily be consigned to or go through
the public stockyards in Billings.
"Will you kindly give me your opinion as to whether or not the
new company, whose activities are outlined in the enclosed file come
within the provisions of Chapter 52, Laws of 1937; and whether' or not
we can require them to file a bond as provided for in this Act?"
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The letter of Mr. Paul McCormick, Jr., which you enclosed and which
is being returned to you herewith, reads in part as follows:
\
"The Central Cooperative Association, operating at the Billings
Public Stockyards, Billings, Montana, has organized a separate order
buying and trading firm under the name of the Central Livestock
Order Buying Co., which has filed with the Department as a market
agency to buy on commission and as a dealer buying and selling all
species of livestock. You will note that they have not filed to engage
in the business of selling on commission. In order to give you a
full picture of their operations, I am enclosing a copy of their tariff
No. 1."
Chapter 52, Laws of 1937, provides in part that, after May 1, 1937, no
person shall engage in the operation of a livestock market within the
State of Montana without first procuring a license and provides the term
"livestock market" shall mean a place where a person, partnership or
corporation shall assemble livestock for either private or public sale.
I t is really apparent, from a reading of your letter and the letter of
Mr. McCormick, the Central Livestock Order Buying Company of
Billings-while it may be a subsidiary of the Central Cooperative-will
be a company engaged in the assembling of livestock for either private
or public sale.
It is therefore my opinion such Central Livestock Order Buying Company of Billings must secure from your department an individual license,
and it cannot operate under the license of the parent company, the Central
Cooperative Association.
Sincerely yours,
JOHN W. BONNER
Attorney General

No. 274

COUNTY COMISSIONERS-PUBLIC OFFICERSMILEAGE-OFFICES and OFFICERS
Held: County Commissioners, or other public officers, are not entitled to
charge mileage, traveling expenses or per diem when attending any
convention or meeting other than such as are specified in Section
443, Revised Codes of Montana, 1935 (or when traveling to the
State Capitol for consultation with any state officer, board or department).
October 20, 1941.
Mr. W. A. Brown
State Examiner
Capitol Building
Helena, Montana
Dear Mr. Brown:
I have your request for an opinion on the following question:
"Are county commissioners entitled to receive fees, such as per
diem, traveling expenses or mileage, for attending 'Montana Conference of Social Work' or other meetings or conventions, except the
meeting or convention provided by Section 443, and also for trips to
Helena for the purpose of calling upon the State Highway Department, Welfare Department or any other office, board or commission?"
There are some well-defined principles of law with relation to claims
for compensation, fees or mileage by county officials. Our Supr.eme Court
has many times adopted these principles as applicable under specified provisions of our statutes. A few of these principles we quote:

