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unreported case of Dent vs. Thomas, and the Mahoning County Common 
Pleas Court in the unreported case of Smith vs. Gluck, et al., County Com­

missioners, have recently declared certain provisions of House Bill No. 102 
unconstitutional. However, in view of the other matters heretofore discussed, 
there seems no need to comment further on these decisions. 

It is my opinion, therefore, that public agencies of Ohio are no longer 
under a duty to require from those with whom they contract the compliance 
affidavits, prescribed by section 2 of Amended House Bill No. 102, enacted 
by the 90th General Assembly, as amended by Amended Senate Bill No. 189, 
passed by the 91st General Assembly. 

4405. 

Respectfully, 
]OHN w. BRICKER, 

Attorney General. 

APPROVAL, PROPOSED AGREEMENT FOR HIGHWAY CON­
STRUCTION IN HURON COUNTY, OHIO. 

CoLUMBus, OHio, July 10, 1935. 

HoN. ]OHN ]AST:ER, ]R., Director of Highways, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR SIR:-You have submitted for my consideration proposed agree­

ment with reference to the matter of the separation of grades of State High­
way No. 289 and the tracks of the New York Central Railroad Company 
and the Wheeling and Lake Erie Railway Company in the Village of Monroe­
ville on U. S. Route 20, Huron County, Ohio. 

After examination, it is my opinion that said agreement is in proper 
legal form and when properly executed by you will constitute a binding con­
tract. 

Said agreement is being returned herewith. 
Respectfully, 

]OHN w. BRICKER, 
Attorney General. 


