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crty with like improvements thereon which have been erected and con
stru·:ted in other years. The constitutional provisions above noted for

bid such a classification of taxpayers. State, ex rei. H ustetter, vs. Hunt, 
ct al., Executors, 132 0. S., 568; State, c.r rei., vs. Davis, 132 0. S., 555, 
564. And for this reason as well as for those above noted and dis
cussed I am of the opinion that House Uill No. 851 would be unconsti
tutional i i the :;;a me \\-ere enacted as a lcl\i·. 

Respectfully, 
1-1 ERUERT S. DuFFY, 

.-ltturney Gcnaal. 

20.32 . 

. \1'1\0VAL-I\0:\IJS. \"ILLAGI~ OF 1\I~THESIJA, 1\EL.~LO:-\T 

COU:\ITY, OFIJO, $44,000.00, DATED ~lARCH IS, 1938. 

CoLD I BL·s, 01110, June 24, 1938. 

Tit,· Industrial Co111111ission of Ohio, Colu111bus, Oltio. 
(; 1-::-;TLUI El\ : 

1\1~: llonds of Village of Bethesda, Belmont County. 
Ohio, $44,000.00. 

I have examined the transcript of proceedings relative to the above 
bonds purchased by yuu. These bonds comprise all of an issue of water-
1\·orks bonds dated March 15, 1938, bearing interest at the rate of 30 'A 
per annum. 

From this examination, in the light oi the la11· under authority oi 
11 hil h these bonds have been authorized, I am of the opinion that bonds 
issued under these proceedings constitute valid and legal obligations oi 
said village. 

.1\e,.;pect i ully, 
1-fEJWERT S. IJU'FY, 

Attomey Geucral. 


