932 OPINIONS

On the point that general debts are not deductible from investments, see Pame
v. Waterson, 37 O. S. 121.
Respectfully,
JorN G. Prick,
Attorney-General.

3729,

APPROVAL, BONDS OF VILLAGE OFF LOUISVILLE, STARK COUNTY,
$16,218, FOR STREET IMPROVEMENTS,

CoLumrus, Onro, November 17, 1922,

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

3730.

DISAPPROVAL, BONDS OF HOMER TOWNSHIP RURAL SCHOOL DIS-
TRICT, MEDINA COUNTY, $10,000.

Corumsus, Onio, November 17, 1922.

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

Re: Bonds of Homer Township Rural School District, Medina County,
$10,000, to pay outstanding indebtedness.

GeNTLEMEN :—The bonds under consideration were issued under authority of
section 5656 G. C. for the purpose of paying certain indebtedness of the school dis-
trict. The statement of such indebtedness furnished by the clerk of the board of
education is to the effect that same consists of the following items:

$1,561.77—borrowed for the tuition fund.
5,028.93—borrowed for the contingency fund.
3,409.30—+to finish a school building.

It is the opinion of this department that bonds may be issued under section
5656 G. C. to pay only such obligations as the board of education is authorized to
incur without violating the provisions of section 5660 G. C.

The item of $1,561.77 was doubtless for the purpose of paying the teachers’ sal-
aries, which obligations the board of education was authorized to incur.

The item of $5,02893 may or may not constitute a valid obligation. If any
portion thereof was incurred for the purpose of paying the janitors’ salaries, trans-



