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2574. 

APPROVAL, REFUNDING BONDS OF WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP RURAL 
SCHOOL DISTRICT IN A).10UNT OF $5,476.82. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, November 14, 1921. 

Department of Industrial Relations, Industrial CommissiotJ of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 

2575. 

APPROVAL, BONDS OF CHATHAM TOWNSHIP RURAL SCHOOL DIS­
TRICT IN AMOUNT OF $73,000, FOR ERECTING, EQUIPPING AND 
FURNISHING A SCHOOL BUILDING. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, November 16, 1921. 

Department of Industrial Relations, Industrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 

2576. 

DISAPPROVAL, BONDS OF CITY OF EAST LIVERPOOL IN AMOUNT 
OF $9,529, FOR STREET IMPROVEMENTS. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, November 16, 1921. 

Department of Industrial Relations, Industrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 

Re: Bonds of the City of East Liverpool in the amount of $9,529.00, 
in anticipation of the collection of special assessments for the im­
provement of a portion of Sophia street, being 1 bond payable in 4 
installments of $1,900 each and 1 installment of $1,929.00. 

GENTLEMEN :-The transcript discloses that the bonds under consideration 
were issued under authority of Ordinance No. 1794, which ordinance provides 
for the levy and collection of special assessments and also for the issuance of 
bonds in anticipation of the collection of special assessments in the amount 
of $11,307.00. The transcript recites that said ordinance was not published. 
A former Attorney-General in an opinion found in Vol. II, Opinions of the 
Attorney-General for 1918, at page 1079, held that an ordinance authorizing 
the issuance of bonds in anticipation of the collection of special assessments 
is an ordinance of a general nature and must be published. I am in accord 
with the conclusion expressed in this opinion and the reasons supporting such 
conclusion. 

Since the ordinance authorizing the issuance of these bonds was not pub­
lished, it is without force and effect and the officers of the city were without 
authority to issue bonds thereunder. I am therefore of the opinion that the 
bonds under consideration are not valid and binding obligations of the city 
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of East Liverpool and advise the industrial commission not to accept the 
same. 

The transcript is incomplete in other particulars, but in view of the defect 
above referred to it would be useless at this time to go into the matter 
further. 

Respectfully, 
]OHN G. PRICE, 

A ttomey-General. 

2577. 

DISAPPROVAL, BONDS OF CITY OF EAST LIVERPOOL, OHIO, IN 
AMOUNT OF $918 FOR SEWER CONSTRUCTION. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, November 16, 1921. 

Department of Industrial Relations, Industrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 

Re: Bonds of the city of East Liverpool in the amount of $918.00 
in anticipation of the collection of special assessments for the im­
provement of Sewer District No. 2 by constructing therein a sanitary 
sewer. 

GENTLEMEN :-The transcript discloses that the bonds under consideration 
were issued under authority of Ordinance No. 1792, which ordinance provides 
for the levy and collection of special assessments and also for the issuance of 
bonds in anticipation of the collection of special assessments in the amount 
of $1,515.00. The transcript recites that said ordinance was not published. A 
former Attorney-General in an opinion found in Vol. II, Opinions of the At­
torney-General for 1918, at page 1079, held that an ordinance authorizing the 
issuance of bonds in anticipation of the collection of special assessments is 
an ordinance of a general nature and must be published. I am in accord with 
the conclusion expressed in this opinion and the reasons supporting such 
conclusion. 

Since the ordinance authorizing the issuance of these bonds was not 
published, it is without force and effect and the officers of the city were with­
out authority to issue bonds thereunder. I am therefore of the opinion that 
the bonds under consideration are not valid and binding obligations of the 
city of East Liverpool and advise the industrial commission not to accept 
the same. 

The transcript is incomplete in other particulars, but in view of the defect 
above referred to it would be useless at this time to go into the matter 
further. 

Respectfully, 
]OHN G. PRICE, 

Attorney-General. 


