IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TUHE STATE OF MONTANA

1974

JOB CTHOMPSON, et al,,
Plaintiffs and appellants,
Y -
WILLIAM HARVEY, et al.,

Defendants and Respondents,

Appeal from: District Court of the First Judicial District,

Honorable Peter G, Meloy, Judge presiding.
o B - ! o

Gounsel of Record:

For Appellante:

Japrdine and MeCarthy, Whitehall, Montana
John H., Jardine argued, Whitehall, Montana
Glenn ¥, Kenvey argued, Helena, Montana

For Respondents:

Small, Cumminsg and Hatch, Helena, Montans
Robert T. Cummins argued, Helena, Montana
Harrison, Loendorf and Poston, Helena, Montana
James T. Harrison, Jr. argued, Helena, Montana

Submitted: February 26, 1974
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