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relief in municipalities. Tn the 1930 opinion cited, supra, use of pub
lic iunds in payment of tra1·eling expenses for municipal officers and 
employees was prohibited e1·en though such payment was authorized 
ior attendance at a convention where general education and ideas 
relating to the officers in question were to be obtained. This opinion 
definitely establishes the rule that unless attendance at such a con
vention is fur the purpose of acquiring iniormation relati1·e to and 
necessary for a def-inite, contemplated undertaking, an official's ex
penses cannot be paid. Lately, a 1937 opinion, Xo. 1681, issued irom 
this office, further affirmed the rule. J n the circumstances hcfo.re us 
there e.xists no special purpose which may be the basis of an ex
ception. 

Therefore, the weight of authority being as it is, I am con
strained to ach·ise you that, howe1·er laudable and educational the 
American Road Builders Highway Conference and Exposition ma_,. 
be, the expenses for attendance by representatives from the board of 
county commissioners may nc't be paid irom public iunds. 

17SK. 

Respectfully, 
]-1 ERIWRT S. DL"FFY, 

Attorney General. 

i\I'I'ROVAL-1\0.\DS CITY OF CLEVEL!\XD, CUYAHOGA 
COL!XTY, 01110, $2S,OOO.OO, !'ART OF ISSUE DATED 
.\OVEJ\1 1\I·:R 1, 1934. 

CoLC~IIll:S, OHIO, January 13, 1938. 

Nctirement Board, State Teachers Netircment Sysfelll, Columb1ts. Ohio. 

CI·::'\TLEMEl\": 

RE: Honds of City of CJe,·eland, Cuyahoga County, 
Ohio, $25,000.00. 

The abm·e purchase of bonds appears to be part of an issue n1 

bonds of the abu,·e city elated ?\oyember 1, 1934. The transcript 
relati1·e to this issue was appro1·ed by this office in an opinion ren
dered to Your hoard under date of January 27, 1937, being Opinion 

?\o. 49. 
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lt is acc<lrdingly my upini<ln that these b<lnds constitute valid 
and legal ohligati<lns oi said city. 

1759. 

Respectiully, . 
HERBERT S. Dei-TY, 

Attorney General. 

T.\ \ ES t\ :\D TA\.t\TTO~-\VHEI\E FAJ LURE TO FTLE 
WTTII 1'1\01\ATI·: COL;RT t\PI'LTCATTO:\ TO DETEIZ
l\11 \'E I:\ II ERIT:\SCE 'L\\.-Ll!VlTTATTO:\S-.J URTSDTC
'fiO:\ OF 1'1\01\ATI~ JL;DGI~-FEES-Fii'\DT~G AKD Dl·> 
'fEI\IVll:\.\TIO\ CERTlFTED TO COUKTY AUDITOR. 

SYLLABUS: 
l;flhcrc the executor, adrnin·istrator or other person or corporation w 

the posscssio11 of the property of a decedent's estate, the succession to 
which 1ls subject to inheritance taxes under the provisions of Section 5332 
and related sections of the of the General Code, docs not within one )'Car 
of the decedent's death file 7t•ith the probate court having fur·isdiction in 
the matter, an application to determine the inhcr·itance taxes upon the 
succession or successions to the decedent's estate, and the Ta:r Commission 
of Ohio docs uot thereafter file such application, the probate fudge as 

such court may make a finding and determination with respect to such 
inheritance taxes; and upon the certificai'ion of such finding and determina

tion to the count)' aud·itor in the manner provided by law snch probate 
judge is entitled to receive the fees therefor prescribed by Section 5348-lOa 
General Code. 

CLEVELAND, OHIO, January 13, 1938. 

llo;-.;. L1·:o lVI. \'V!Nl;ET, Proscwtiug Attorney, Sidney, Ohio. 
DEAR Sw: As previously acknowledged, l am in receipt of a com

munication from you in which my opinion is requested on certain ques
tions slated in your communication as follows: 

"1. \~Vhere the inheritance tax in an estate was not 
d~:terminecl within one year of the date of death of said 
decedent and no application iur the determination of said· 
tax has been filed by the Executor or administrator nr inter
ested persun of the Tax Commission under the provisions of 


