
1752 OPINIOXS 

lJpon examination, I find that the Original Order Sheet and duplicate copy and 
the Lease proper and duplicate copy are not signed by yourself as Commissioner. 

I am, therefore, returning to you the abo1•e lease without my appro1·al endorsed 
thereon. 

2635. 

Respectfully, 
GILBERT BETTMAN, 

Attomey Gmeral. 

APPROVAL, BO:\'DS OF LAUREL lWRAL SCHOOL DISTIUCT, HOCKH\G 
COU:\'TY, OHI0-$600.00. 

CoLUMBUS, Omo, December 6, 1930. 

Retirement Board, Stale Teachers Retirement S:yslem, Col11mbus. Ohio. 

2636. 

RAILWAY GRADE CROSSl:\'G-ACTIO:\' TO ELI:\11:\'ATE TAKEl'\ BY 
DIRECTOR OF HIGH\VAYS-COU~TY CG.:I.DIISSJO.\"ERS .\"EED .\"OT 
]01.\" TO EFFECT VACATJO:\' OF liiGtl\V,\\'. 

SYLLABUS: 
VVlzen the Director of llighwizys iHstitulcs a proceedings to elimiuate a railwa.y 

grade crossing under Section 1229-19 of the General Code there is 110 necrssity for the 
county commissioners to take auy action ill order to effect a <•acalion of the portion 
nf the higlz<my l,vi11g «·ithin the right of way of the railroad compauy. 

COI.L'MBL'S, Omo, December 8, 1930. 

HoN. RoBERT N. \>VAID, Director of Highways, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR SIR:-[ acknowledge receipt of your request for my opinion reading as 

follows: 

·'In carrying out the above improl'(~ment (elimination of a grade cross­
ing) it is necesoary to relocate the highway and vacate the present highway 
within the right-of-way lines of the railroad company. 

Proceedings to this end have been carried out under Section 1229-19, 
plans have been agreed upon and a satisfactory agreement drafted with one 
exception. The railroad company believes that that part of the agreement, 
which states that, upon completion of the new improvement, the old highway 
shall be vacated by the state, should be affirmed and agreed to by the com­
missioners oi L County on the theory that present laws do not give the 
Director of Highways final jurisdiction over the 1·acation of highways or 
parts thereof on the State Highway System. 


