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DISAPPROV.\L, ABSTR.\CT OF TJTLE TO L\XD OF :.L\RY ELlZ.\llETII 
B.\IRD, BE.\'TO.\' TOW.\'SHIP, IIOCKI.\'G COUXTY. 

CoLL')Illl'S, Oa ro, January 12, 1929. 

Hox. CARL E. STE~:n, Sccrclar)', Ohio .Jyricultural F.xf>crilllcut Statio11, Co!ul!lblls, 
Olzio. 
DEAR Sm :-This is to acknowledge receipt of your recent communication in­

closing for my examination and approval ahstract of title, warranty deed, encumbrance 
estimate number 4768 and controlling board certificate, relating to the proposed pur­
chase of a tract of 182 acres of land in Benton Township, Hocking County, Ohio, 
owned of record by one :.rary Elizabeth Baird, formerly :.rary Elizabeth Hamilton. 

An examination of the abstract of title submitted discloses a number of objections 
which prevents my approval of the title of :.rrs. Baird to the land here in question. 

Part of the land here under investigation is the east half of the northeast quarter 
of Section 16, of Township 11, Hange 18, Hocking County, Ohio. The abstract shows 
that under date of February 5, 1844, \Vilson Shannon, then Governor of Ohio, pur­
suant to legislative authority conveyed to one Samuel Eby, the northeast quarter of 
Section 16, Township 11, Range 18. From the abstract it further appears that on 
April 17, 1857, James Carroll and wife ·conveyed said northeast quarter of Section 16, 
to one \Villiam Brown. There is nothing in the abstract, however, to show how the 
title of said northeast quarter of Section 16, came to said James Carroll or to his wife, 
nor is there anything in the abstract which shows the history of the title to said north­
east quarter of Section 16, after Samuel Eby obtained title to the same by the deed 
from Governor Shannon. 

An examination of the abstract further shows that thereafter one \Villiam Cain 
obtained record title to the northeast quarter of Section 16, by the deed of Thomas 
Radford, administrator of \Villiam Brown, deceased. On February 5, 1879, William 
Cain conveyed the east half of the northeast quarter of Section 16 to one Josiah Hamil­
ton. Said deed was signed by \Villiam Cain alone, and there is nothing in the abstract 
to show whether \Villiam Cain, at the time of the execution of said deed, was married 
or single. If at the time of the execution of this deed \Villiam Cain was a married 
man and his wife is still living, she has, of course, a dower interest in the lands con­
veyed by said deed, unless such dower right and interest has in some manner become 
barred. 

On :.ray 15, 1876, John Crawford, Administrator of \\'illiam Justice, deceased, 
conveyed to one Joshua Chilcote the northwest quarter of Section 16, Township 11, 
Hange 18, excepting therefrom the southwest quarter of said quarter section, and also 
30 acres off of the south ·side of the northeast quarter of Section 15, in said township 
and range. There is nothing in the abstract to show how the title to the land con­
veyed came to said \Villiam Justice, nor is there anything in the abstract which shows 
the previous history of the title of said lands. 

It further appears from the abstract of title submitted, that on :.fay 14, 1877, 
Joshua Chilcote and wife l.y warranty deed, conveyecl to one Thomas R Burns all 
of the northwest quarter of Section 15, Township II, Hange 18, as well as said 30 
acres off of the south side of the northeast quarter of said section. The abstract fails 
to show how said Joshua Chilcote ohtained title to the southwc";t quarkr of said north­
west quarter of Section 15. 

On .\larch 13, IXS2, one Owen llamilton, hl·ing the owner of record of the l'ast 
half of the northwest quarter of Section 15 of said Benton Township and of said 30 
acres ofT of tht.! ~outhsick of the northeast <fuarter of said section, cmweyed the same 
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to one Josiah Hamilton. The deed in this case is signed hy Owen Hamilton alone 
and there is no information contained in the abstract as to whether or not at the time 
of the execution of this deed, said Owen Hamilton was married or single. 

On December 29, 1903, A. \\'. :-Iauk, guardian of Owen Hamilton, conveyed to 
Joseph 0. Hamilton certain property in Benton Township, Hocking County, Ohio, 
which property I assume, is part of that here under im·estigation. The abstract of 
said deed, however, does not set out the description of the lands thereby conveyed. nor 
is there any reference in the abstract of said deecl to any part of the abstract of title 
submitted, from which a description of the lands conveyed by said deed can be 
ascertained. In this situation, it is impossible to trace with any accuracy the subsequent 
history of the title to the lands here under investigation. 

All of the abo\'e exceptioas relate to lands, a part of which form the tract of land 
here under investigation; and the objections here made are ob,·ioush· of such a nature 
as prevent my appro~·al of the title of ;. Irs. Baird to this Janel. \\'hcther such title 
can be corrected by further information, or by any proceedings on the part of said 
:-Iary Elizabeth Baird, I will not at this time undertake to say. 1 can at this time do 
nothing further than to disapprove said abstract of title and return the same to you 
with the request that you return the same to :-1 rs. Baird for such further action as 
she may desire to take with respect to the matter of clearing up the title to the lands 
here in question. 

\Vith said abstract of title, I am herewith returning to you the warranty deed, 
encumbrance estimate and the controlling board certificate submitted to me with your 
communication above referred to. 
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Respectfully, 
ED\\'.\RD c. TL'R:-.!ER, 

Attor11cy Ccllcral. 

CRABBE .'\.CT-DIPRISO:\:-JEl'\T OF FK\L\LE VJOL\TORS IN OfiTO 
REFOIDIATORY FOR \VO:-IE::\-COURTS HAVE POWER TO COR­
RECT RECOl~DS BUT :\OT TO RDIIT FIXES OR SUSPE:\D 
SEXTE:\CES-SECTION 2148-12a, GEXERAL CODE, CO:\STRUED. 

SYLLABUS: 
1. Sccti01z 2148-12a of the Gc11cral Code. ;,·hie/• f>ro;·idcs that, if a female is 

selltcuccd to f>ay a fi11c 011d costs as a u:holc or f>art of her se11te11CC, u:hidz said fillc 
011d costs 'il'ill cause illlf>risollllll'llt of thirty days or more, the court or 111agistratc 
may order that such fem,1lc be J'elilallded to the Ohio Reformatory for <c•omcn until 
the fi11e and costs arc paid or secured to be paid, a11d further f>ro<:idillg for a credit 
of $1.50 per day /£>r each day's imrrisonme11t, co11strucd as trolzibiti11g the COIII11lit­
lllcllt of a female for 11011-Payl!lent of a /i11c and costs to the co1111ty jail or a11y 
other f>cllal i11stitutio11 011d as requiri11y thc comlnitlllCIIt to such Ohio Reformatory 
for JVomc11, 'il'i:crc such fi11e a11d costs rc·ill cause impriso11mC11t of thirt_\' days or 
more. 

2. Si11cc Section 6212-17 of the Ccllcral Code pru<·idcs, as the 111111111111111 
scl!lcncc thereunder, a fi11c of $100.00, thrrc is 110 autlzorit_\' i11 a court to CUII/IIlit a 
female 'iJiolator of said s,ytiu11, for 111111-/>a_\'lll<'llt of fi11c, to <Ill_\' other />CIW! illstitu­
tioll tiiUII the Ohio Ii.cfurmatory for ll'umc11. 


