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AI'I'ROVAL-CO:\TRACT STATE OF OIIIO BY Dll~LCTOR 
OF' llTGl-lVlAYS \VITH CITY OF CT~CTl\'i\ATI, OIJIO, 
J'ROl'OSED IMI'ROVEMEJ'\T, STATE FIJGH\VA\' 1\o. 43, 
SECTIO.\' CTNCH\~;\TJ (PAR'l') HAMTLTOl'\ COU~TY, 
OJllO, Lr.S.W.l'.G.C'. A.\'"D I'OR.JECT Xo. W.P.G.,VI. 539-E . . 

CoLOllll'S, 01110, January n, 1938. 

lioN. JonN ]ASTI'R, JR., DircctJT, Dcpartmcllt of Highway, Columbus, 
DEAR S 1 R: You ,have submitted for my approval as to legality and 

form a certain contract in duplicate by and between the City of Cin
cinnati and the State of Ohio, acting by the Ohio Director of lligh
ways coYering a certain proposed imprm·ement described and desig
nated as State-Highway Xo. 43, Section Cincinnati (Part) Hamilton 
County, Ohio, and further known and designated as U.S.\V.P.G.C. 
J'roject f\o. \V.I'.G.l\1. 539-E (193h). Attached thereto is the cer
tif·icate of the acting auditor of the ])epartment of llighways certify
iilg that the funds are a\·ailahlc ior the payment of :til the cost of the 
project from ;m a<h·ance of Federal funds deposited in the State Treas
ury in a trust account being from an appropriation made to the U. S. 
Department of AgTiculture, ] \ureau of J 'uhlic J\.oads. There is also 
atatachecl the certif·icate of the city auditor of Cincinnati, Ohio, cer
tifying that the money required ior the payment of the cost thcreoi 
other than that part assumed by the State, of said impro\·ement, is in 
the Treasury or in the process of collection and not appropriated for 
any other purpose. 

Upon examination, T find said contract in duplicate correct as to 
legality and form and that the same \\·ill be a valid contract when 
executed by the Director of Highways ior and on behalf of the State 
oi Ohio and J ha\·e, therefore, en~lnrsed hy approya] thereon and am 
returning the same herewtth. 

Respect£ ully, 
] IERBERT S. DuFFY, 

_,Jttomcy General. 


