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light, these expenditures might he treated as unauthorized, although the object; 
purchased are placer) upon the highways, or at least within the rights of way. I feel, 
however, that such a construction is too narrow. For ~ears it has het:n the practice 
of the Department of Highways of the State to expend the funds which it derives 
from these same taxes for the purposes concerning which you inquire. In days of 
modern traffic a public highway can scarcely be said to be complete without the ap
propriate markings universally used. ln my opinion, the marking of a public high
way constitutes a legitimate part of its construction and maintenance. Hence, it must 
be concluded that funds available for construction and maintenance may be expended 
for such marking. 

There exists no reason why the same rule should not be recognized with regard 
to municipal streets. If the marking of highways be a legitimate part of the con
struction, then certainly the municipality may use these funds for the same type of 
marking with respect to its streets, for I am 'unable to say that more restrictive 
language is used with respect to the application of these funds by municipalities 
than is used with reference to the expenditure of the State's portion by the State 
Highway Department. 

It must be conceded that the distinction between expenditures for these purposes 
and for traffic lights is of considerable difficulty. ·1 feel, howe1•er, that traffic lights 
are not ;uch a part of street. construction or maintenance as to warrant including 
their cost within the purposes of these taxes. They constitute, as was stated in my 
previous opinion, substantially a substitution for a police officer in the regulation of 
traffic and, until the Legislature has spoken, I. do not feel warranted in extending 
the purposes of the taxes here in question to that point. 

In view of the foregoing, 1 am of the opinion that a municipality may legally 
expend its portion of the gasoline and motor vehicle license taxes for the purpose 
of purchasing and installing traffic signs and to pay the cost of paint used in marking 
parking spaces and traffic division lines. 
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Respectfully, 
GILBERT BETTMAN, 

Attomey General. 

APPIWVAL, BO~DS OF MARTINS FERRY CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT, 
REL:\10.\'T COU:\'TY, OHI0-$8,500.00. 

COLUMilt:S, OHIO, August 6, 1930. 

Rl'tircllll'llf Bnard, State Teachers Rctirelllcllt S:J•stem, Columbus, OIIin. 
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APPROVAL, CONTRACT BETWEEN STATE OF OHIO AND UNITED 
CORK COMPANIES, CLEVELA.!\D, OHIO, FOR INSULATION IN 
STORE ROm.r, COLD STORAGE, KITCHEN AND EQUIPMENT BUILD
ING, CLEVELAND STATE HOSPITAL, CLEVELAND, OHIO, AT AN 
EXPENDITURE OF $6,950.00---SURETY BOND EXECUTED BY A:"IIER
ICAN SURETY CO:"IIPANY, OF NEW YORK. 

CoLt::\IBL'S, OHIO, August 6, 1930. 

HoN. ALBERT T. CoNNAR, Superintcudeut of Public Hl'orks, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR SIR:-You have submitted for my approval a contract between the State 


