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In conclusion, it should be ~tated that in pointing out the different ways in which 
the question first abo\·e discus>ed may he pre~ulted with the Yiew of ultimately ob­
taining a majority decision of the Supreme Court with respect to the constitutionality 
of Section 2253. General Code, as amended, it is not thereby intended to hold that the 
prosecuting attorney of the county in which a common pleas judge is assigned may by 
action on a finding of the Bureau, or otherwise, recover from a common pleas judge 
monies paid to him out of the treasury of the county in pursuance of and in obedience 
to a writ of mandamus issued by any court having jurisdiction of the case. On the 
contrary, the decision of the court in such a case is conclusive against any action or 
proceeding to recover monies paid to any such common pleas judge out of the treas­
ury of the county i~ pursuance of the writ of mandamus issued in such case. Hacr vs. 
State ex rei Stantou, 111 0. S. 327. 

1848. 

Respectfully, 
EDWARD C. TcRXER, 

Attonzey Geueral. 
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APPROVAL, ~OTE OF BELPRE VILLAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT, \V ASH­
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