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and being used for school purposes, and no prov1s1on exists in the 
General Code of Ohio exempting such property from that general 
authority." 
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A school district is also an instrumentality of the state performing gov­
ernmental functions. Finch vs. Board of Education, 30 0. S. 37; Board of 

Education vs. Volk, 72 0. S. 469. If an ordinance or statute general in its 
nature can be held to apply to a board of education, an agency of the state, 
certainly the act in question should be. held to include a municipally owned 
elevator which does not come within its express exemptions. 

Therefore, I am of the opinion that: 
I. Ordinances of a municipality providing for the inspection of 

elevators have no effect beyond the territorial limits of such municipality. 
2. The City of Cleveland in the operation of elevators in its tuber­

culosis hospital in Warrensville, Ohio, is subject to the provisions of Sec­
tions I 038-I, et seq., General Code, and is required to pay to the Division 
of Factory and Building Inspection the statutory fee for the inspection of 
such elevators. 

Respectfully. 
]OHN w. BRICKER. 

Attorney General. 
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APPROVAL, ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION OF MAHONING 
INSURANCE COMPANY. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, August 2, I935. 

HoN. GEORGE S. MYERS, Secretary of State, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR SIR :-I have examined the articles of incorporation of Mahoning 

Insurance Company which you have submitted to me for my approval, and 
it appearing that said articless are not inconsistent with the Constitution or 
laws of the United States or of the state of Ohio, I am herewith returning it 
to you with my approval endorsed thereon. 

Respectfully, 
1 OHN W. BRICKER, 

Attorney General. 


