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1969. 

1\PPROVAL-BONDS CITY OF J-IAMTLTON, HUTLElZ COUX­
TY, OHIO, $21,000.00, PART OF ISSUE DATED JANUARY 
1, 1934. 

COLU:i\rncs, 01-110, February 23, 1938. 

The Industrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 
( ;E:\TI.E:\fEN: 

HE: 1\oncls of City of 1-Ltmilton. Butler County, 
Ohio, $21,000.00. 

The above purchase of bonds appears to be part of an issue of bond" 
of the above city elated January 1, ] 934. The (1-anscript relative to 
this issue was approved by this office in an opinion rendered to the 
Teachers Retirement System under date of September 13, 1934, being 
Opinion No. 3204. 

lt is accordingly my opinion that these bonds constitute valid and 
legal obligations of said city. 

1970. 

:Respectfully, 
HERBERT S. Dt:FFY, 

Attorney General. 

APPROVAL-BONDS FRANKLIN COUNTY, OHIO, $19,000.00, 
PART OF .ISSUE DATED "MARCH 15, 1937. 

COIX1\lBUS, 01110. February 23, 1938. 

The Indttstrial Commission of Ohio, Columlm.s, Ohio. 
( ;E:\Tl..El\IEN: 

RE: Bonds of Franklin County, Ohio, $19,000.00. 

The above purchase of bonds appears to be part of an issue oi 
bonds of the above county dated March 15, 1937. The transcript relative 
to this issue was appmvecl by this office in an opinion rendered to your 
commission under date of Aug-ust 26, 1937. being Opinion No. 1066. 
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It is accordingly my opinion that these bonds constitute valid and 
legal obligations of said county. 

1 971. 

Respectfully, 
HERBERT S. DL'FFY, 

Attorney General. 

i\11) FOR TilE AC;I~D-\\'IfERI~ 1\ECU'Il~:'\T DI~CEASED­

'vVARRA?\T FO I{ G I·~ D-CASII OR I'ROCI~EDS- REI:\1-
1\UI~SE.:\11•:.\'T-I'I\Ol'I·:I{LY J>AID TO AIHli.\'TSTRATOR 
OR EXECUTOR OF ESTATE. 

S'r'LL/IHUS: 
Where reimlmrscnicllt on a <L•arrant for old age assistance, 7l'hic!t 

·was cashed h)' a forged endorsement, is had hy the Division of /lid 

for the /lgcd in the Dcpart111ent of Public l;flelfarc, after the death of 
the recipient, the proceeds of such reimbursement should proper!)' be 
paid to the administrator or executor of the estate of such deceased 

recipient. 

Cou')1 Bcs, 01110, February 23, 1938. 

J loxoRAHLE 11. J. lh:ImODil'\, Chief Division of .,lid for the Aged Depart­

ment of Public vVelfare, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR S 1 R: Your communication of recent elate requesting my 

opinion reads as follows: 

"\Ve have several cases of forged warrants where the 
payee, that is the recipient, is deceased, and quest.ion has been 
raised whether reimbursement for the forged wanant should 
he payable to the estate of the deceased recipient or to the Divi­
sion to be placed in the pension fund. 

"\Ve have been holding that the proceeds of all warrants 
are the property of the recipient so long as living but upon 
death that the interest ,,·hich they had in such warrants reverts • 
to the state. ] n other words, under the provisions of Section 
1359-27, the recipients have no vested right or interest in 
their aid and, therefore, the proceeds of a11 warrants belong 
to the recipient or the state. 

"Please advise us whether we are correct in this opinion 


