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it is believed that the only adjustment which could be made would be in the county 
budget. Certainly the sections authorizing the minimum levy for school purposes 
and the section authorizing the state school levy arc as strong as the section author
izing the average levy for three years to be taken as a basis of the city levy for pur
poses of adjustment. 

While no part of the 6.65 mills for current expenses for the city could be con
sidered as actually coming within the ten mill limitation, or within the fifteen mill 
limitation, the average levies within the ten and fifteen mills for the city would have 
to be taken for the purpose of adjusting the budget. And as a matter of fact if such 
figures are taken as a basis of adjustment levies equal to the average levies would 
come for all intents ani purposes within the ten and fifteen mill levy, unless the actual 
levies made for such fisJal year were less than the average levy. 

However, if the average levy for the last three years for the City of Cincinnati 
has been 4.85, then the school district is in no different condition under the charter 
amendment than it was prior to this time. For if the average levy for the City of Cincin
nati, which was allowed by the budget commission was 4.85, that, together with the 
minimum school levy and the state levy for school purposes would amount to the 
same as they do under the present circumstances. 

You are advised that irrespective of House Bill No. 5 the schools still have the 
minimum 2.20 mill and the 2.65 mill levy within the ten mill limitation. They will 
also have available the one mill tuition levy between the ten and fifteen mill limita
tions or so much of it as may be allowed by the budget commission. 

The average levy for the three years preceding the adoption of the amendment 
for current operating expenses will be considered as within the ten mill limitation 
for the purpoRe of adjusting the budget under section 5649-3c of the General Code. 

3928. 

Respectfully, 
c. c. CRABBE, 

Attorney-General. 

APPROVAL, BONDS, CITY OF DENNISON, TUSCARAWAS COUNTY, 
$1,997.56. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, January 6, 1927. 

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

3929. 

DISAPPROVAL, BONDS, CITY OF PORTSMOUTH, SCIOTO COUNTY, 
$17,160.96. 

COLUMBUS, Omo, January 6, 1927. 

Re: Bonds of City of Portsmouth, Scioto County, $17,160.96. 

Department of Industrial Relations, Industrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 
GENTLEMEN-An examinaton of the trancript of the foregoing issue of bonds 

discloses that the bonds were advertised for sale in two newspapers and in each case 
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the first publication of the same was made on December 2, 1926, and published for 
four consecutive weeks thereafter. 

The notices of the sale provided that the bonds were to be sold on December 28, 
1926. In the case of State vs. Kuhner and King, 107 0. S., page 406, the Supreme 
Court of Ohio held: 

"The requirement of section 1206, General Code, that 'the state highway 
commissioner shall advertise for bids for two consecutive weeks,' is manda
tory, and the contract entered on June 14 for advertisement in two weekly 
newspapers of the county on June 6th and June 13th is invalid." 

It will therefore be observed that the provisions of section 3924 G. C., for the 
publication of the notice of the sale of municipal bonds have the same provisions as 
to the period of time for which the notice shall be published and advertised as sec
tion 1206 of the General Code, and applying the provisions of the decision in the case 
of State vs. Kuhner and King, supra, it is necessary to hold that these bonds have not 
been legally advertised and sold as required by section 3924 of the General Code. 

For these reasons, you are advised no to accept said bond~. 

3930. 

Respectfully, 
c. c. CRABBE, 

Attorney-General. 

APPROVAL, BONDS, ADENA VILLAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT, JEFFERSON 
COUNTY, $4,500.00. 

CoLUMBus, OHio, January 6, 1927. 

Department of Industrial Relations, lndu~trial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 

3931. 

APPROVAL, CONTRACT BETWEEN STATE OF OHIO, THROUGH DE
PARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS AND PUBLIC WORKS ON BEHALF BOARD 
OF CONTROL, OHIO AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION AND 
JOHN C. MONINGER COMPANY, CHICAGO, ILL., FOR BOTANICAL 
GREENHOUSE, VEGETABLE DISEASE INVESTIGATION, OHIO 
AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT S1ATION, WOOSTER, OHIO, 
$4,516.79-GLOBE INDEMNITY COMPANY, SURETY. 

COJ,m!Bus, OHIO, January 6, 1927. 

HoN. G. F. ScHLESINGER, Director, De]Xtrlment of Highways and Public lVorks, 
Columbus, Ohio. 

DEAR Sm:-You have submitted for my approval a contract between the State 
of Ohio, acting by the Department of Highways and Public Works for and on behalf 


