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2021. 

APPROVAL-BONDS CITY OF CLEVELAND, CUYAHOGA 
COUNTY, OHlO, $25,000.00, PART OF lSSUE DATED DE­
CEMBER 1, 1922. 

CoLL'~IBL':->, 01110, l\larch 7, 19;)8. 

The industrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 
GEr\TLEl\1 EN: 

RE: J:onds of City oi Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, 
Ohio, $25,000.00. 

have examined the transcript of proceedings relative to the above 
bonds purchased by you. These bonds comprise part of an issue of park 
bonds in the aggregate amount of $726,000, dated December 1, 1922, 
bearing interest at the rate of 40 7o per annum. 

From this examination, in the light of the law under authority oi 
which these bonds have been authorized, [ am of the opinion that boll(b 
issued under these proceedings constitute valid and legal obligations 
of said city. 

2022. 

Respectfully, 
H El{]]ERT s. DL' FFY, 

Attorney G'Cileral. 

APJ'ROVAL - 1\0NDS CITY OF CLEVELAND, CUYAHOGA 
COUNTY, OHIO, $4,000.00, PART OF ISSUE DATED AU­
GUST 1, 1929. 

Cou; 111 BL":->, 01110, lVIarch 7, 1938. 

Netirement Board, State Teachers Netirement System, Columbus, Ohio. 
GENTLEMEN: 

· RE: Hands oi City of Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, 
Ohio, $4,000.00 (Limited). 

I have examined the transcript of proceedings 1·elative to the above 
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bonds purchased by you. These bonds comprise part oi an issue oi De­

partment of Public Service bonds in the aggregate amount of $100,000, 
elated August 1, 1929, bearing interest at the rate of 431 ')i, per annum. 

From this examination, in the light of the law under authority oi 
which these bonds have been authorized, J am of the opinion that bonds 

issued under these proceedings constitute valid and legal obligations oi 
said city. 

2023. 

Respectfully, 
HERBERT s. DLiFFY, 

.dttornc:y General. 

DTRECTOR OF EDUCATION........:..J:OAl{D OF EDUCATJO:-.; 01' 
SCHOOL DTSTRICT-STATE CO~TROLLTNG llOARD-­
\VHERE SCHOOL DISTRICT HTGH SCHOOL ~OT CLASSI­
FIED A:\'D CO:\'DUCTED TO :-IEET REQUIRED STA:\'D­
ARDS-AIVlOU~T OF FU~DS APf'ORTIO~E.D CA~~OT llE 
DISTRITlUTED U:\!LESS GOOD A?-JD SUFFICI E:\!T REASO:'-: 
ESTABLISHED TO CLASSIFY SCHOOL. 

SYLLABUS: 
The director of educat-ion, with !he approval of the state Wlltrollilly 

board, cannot include in !he distribution to a board of educatio11 of a 
school disrtict the amount that was apportioned to the school district 
for its high school whw such school has not been classified and thereby 
is being conducted in a nuuu1er no/ authorized by lww, unless such board 
of education call establish to the satisfaction of the director of education 
and the state con/rolling board a good (11/d sufficient reason for its hiyh 
school not having bee11 classified. 

CoiX:IIBL'S, 01110, l\Iarch 7. 1938. 

Ho?\. E. N. DJETRICH, Director of Education, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR SIR: This will ad:nowl~dge receipt of your recent communi­

cation which reads as follows: 

"In view of your recent opmton relative to the authority 

of a board of education to operate a school which had not been 
classil1ecl as a first, second or third grade high school, ,,·e are 


