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tion,” the context clearly shows that it was not the intention of the legislature
that the word “may” as there used should be regarded as mandatory.

The fact that the taxing authority may determine the rate of levy to be made within
the rate authorized, clearly manifests an intention that if the taxing authority should de-
termine that no levy was necessary, it is not required to make any. The vote, if favor-
able, is merely authority to make a levy if needed. It does not make the levy. In my
opinion the word “may” as so used does not import the fixing of a mandatory duty.

It may be noted at this point that the said Amended Senate Bill #97 was amended
by Amended Senate Bill #46 of the 91st General Assembly which latter act was passed
as an emergency measure on February 5, 1935, and approved by the Governor February
6, 1935, whereupon it became immediately effective. The amendments made by this
latter act have nothing to do with the question here under consideration nor with the
construction of the provisions of the act with respect to the matters herein discussed.

The only change made by the amended act is with respect to the date when the spe-
cial election authorized by the act may be held. The amended act provides as did the
original act, that the resolution of the taxing authority calling an election may be
passed at any time prior to March 31st, 1935, and shall specify the date of holding such
election, and provides further, “which shall not be earlier than ten days after - the
adoption and certification of such resolution nor later than June 1, 1935.” The other
provisions of the two acts are precisely the same.

Summarizing, it is my opinion that:

1. When a favorable vote is had on the question of making tax levies within a sub-
division outside of constitutional limitations, by authority of Amended Senate Bill No.
97 of the second special session of the 90th General Assembly, as amended by Amended
Senate Bill No. 46 of the 91st General Assembly, the taxing authority of the subdivision
is authorized to make the levy at the rate so authorized or at any lesser rate, or to make
no levy at all if it should be determined that no levy is necessary.

2. It is the duty of a county auditor to extend tax levies made by authority of an
election held in pursuance of Amended Senate Bill No. 97 of the second special session
of the 90th General Assembly, as amended by Amended Senate Bill No. 46 of the 91st
General Assembly, on the regular 1934 general tax duplicate for real property and pub-
lic utilities taxes for collection with the first half year’s collection of those taxes if it may
reasonably be done. Otherwise, all those taxes should be collected with the collection
of the second half year’s collection of the taxes levied on the said duplicate.

Respectfully,
JouN W. BRICKER,
Attorney General.

4268.

APPROVAL, BONDS OF LAKE TOWNSHIP RURAL SCHOOL DISTRICT,
STARK COUNTY, OHIO, $16,000 (UNLIMITED).

CoLumsus, OHio, May 17, 1935,

" Retirement Board, State Teachers Retirement System, Columbus, Ohio.

-4269.

APPROVAL, BOND FOR THE FAITHFUL PERFORMANCE OF HIS DUTIES AS
RESIDENT DISTRICT DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS—F. O.
BIEHN.
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CorLumsus, OHio, May 17, 1935.

HoN. JoHN JASTER, Jr., Director of Highways, Columbus, Ohio.

DEAR SIR:—You have submitted for my approval a bond, in the penal sum of
$5,000, with sureties as indicated, to cover the faithful performance of the duties of the
official as hereinafter listed:

F. O. Biehn, Resident District Deputy Director in Adams County—Nation-
al Surety Corporation.

The above listed bond is undoubtedly executed pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tions 1183 and 1182-3, General Code, providing so far as pertinent as follows:

“Sec. 1183. * * * Such resident district deputy directors shall * * #* give
bond in the sum of five thousand dollars. * * * ”

“Sec. 1182-3. * * * All bonds hereinbefore provided for shall be condi-
tioned upon the faithful discharge of the duties of their respective positions,
and such bonds * * # shall be approved as to the sufficiency of the sureties
by the director (of highways): and as to legality and form by the attorney
general, and be deposited with the secretary of state * * *.

Finding said bond to have been properly executed in accordance with the above
statutory provisions, I amn hereby approving it as to form and returning it to you here-
with.

Respectfully,
JoHN W. BRICKER,
Attorney General.

4270.

SCHOOL DISTRICT—VILLAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT DEFINED—MISNOMER
OF DISTRICT DOES NOT AFFECT LEGALITY OF RESOLUTION CALL-
ING ELECTION FOR EXTRA TAX LEVY UNDER AM. S, B. #46, GENERAL
ASSEMBLY.

SYLLABUS:

1. A school district which contains within its boundaries an incorporated wvillage
and having a tax valuation of $500,000 or more, is a willage school district, and the
board of education for such a district should adopt a name whick is indicative of the
class of district to which the district belongs and use that name in its proceedings and
transactions, even though the district may have been created under a different designa-
tion and is generally known by a different name.

2. Where the taxing authority of a political subdivision passes a resolution provid-
ing for a special election within the subdivision on the question of additional tax levies,
in pursuance of Amended Senate Bill §97 of the second special session of the 90th Gen-
eral Assembly, as amended by Amended Senate Bill §#46 of the 91st General Assembly,
and in that resolution inadwvertently refers to the political subdivisions by a name other
than the one by which the subdivision had ordinarily been known, and certifies a copy
of the said resolution to the board of elections of the proper county or counties in the



