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this department is of the opinion that in spite of the language in sections. 5712 
and 5718, which has been quoted, the true meaning of these sections is that a 
separate action must be brought against each parcel of land certified as delinquent. 

This statement answers both of your questions. The quotation of sections 
2670 and 2671 of the General Code shows that it is possible to proceed against 
all forfeited lands in a single action, but in the opinion of this department, this 
cannot be done under sections 5718 and 5719 of the General Code. 

3070. 

Respectfully, 
JoHN G. PRICE, 

Attorney-General. 

DISAPPROVAL, DEFICIENCY BONDS OF MECCA TOWNSHIP RURAL 
SCHOOL DISTRICT, TRUMBULL COUNTY, $5,500. 

CoLuMBus, Omo, May 8, 1922. 

Department of Industrial Relations, Ind~tstrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 

Re: Deficiency bonds of Mecca township rural school district, Trum
bull county, $5,500. 

GENTLEMEN :-The above bonds arc issued under authority of House Bill No. 
254, 109 0. L., 191, which conferred authority upon boards of education to issue 
bonds to meet deficiencies for the school year ending July 1, 1921. 

In Opinion No. 2984, dated April 13, 1922, I advised the Bureau of Inspection 
and Supervision of Public Offices that a municipality was without authority after 
January 1, 1922, to issue deficiency bonds under the provisions of House Bill No. 
4, 109 0. L., 17, by reason of the fact that said House Bill No. 4 was repealed by 
the provisions of the Griswold Act, 109 0. L., 336, such repeal taking effect January 
1, 1922. House Bill No. 4 and House Bill No. 254 contain practically identical 
provisions, being different only in that House Bill No. 4 authorizes the funding 
of deficiencies in municipal corporations for the fiscal year ending December 31, 
1921, whereas House Bill No. 254 authorizes the funding of deficiencies in school 
districts for the year ending July 1, 1921. 

For reasons identical with those set forth in said Opinion No. 2984, referred 
to, I am also of the opinion that the authority conferred by House Bill No. 254, 
was repealed by the Griswold Act and that boards of education are without 
authority since January 1, 1922, to issue deficiency bonds under said House Bill 
No. 254. · 

Since it appears from the transcript that the resolution of the board of edu
cation authorizing the issuance of the bonds under consideration was not adopted 
until April 11, 1922, it follows that there was no authority in law for the issuance 
of said bonds at that time and I advise the Industrial Commission not to purchase 
the same. 

• 

Respectfully, 
JoHN G. PRICE, 

Attorney-General . 


