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OFFICIAL OPINION NO. 116

November 23, 1949.

Mr. Robert B. Hougham
Executive Secretary

Indiana 'State Teachers' Retirement Fund
336 State House

Indianapolis 4, Indiana

Dear Sir:

Your letter of September 30, 1949, has been received and

reads as follows:

"Under the Teachers' Retirement Fund Act of 1915

as amended in 1921, Chapter 256, Section 8, Page 260
and in 1921, Chapter 19, Section 1, Page 64 death

. withdrawals with interest at 4% is provided for any
teacher who dies before retirement. This provision
remained practically the same in all amendments unti
that of 1947 which specifically provides interest at 3~(;

only to the date of death or separation from active

service whichever is earlier. The practice of this offce
has been to allow interest to all such withdrawals on
account of death (for teachers with membership under
the act and amendments thereto to 1947,) to date of
death even though teachers had been inactive for a
number of years.

"The question now is raised by the examiners from
the State Board of Accounts as to whether death with-
drawals for teachers who cease teaching under the
provision of the Retirement Fund Act prior to the
amendment of 1947 should continue to include interest
to the date of death and if so at what rate?"

In offcial opinion No. 112 to you dated November 17, 1949,
it was pointed out that the rights of members of the retire-
ment fund are governed by the law under which they retain
membership in such fund.

I am, therefore, of the opinion that under the earlier acts
referred to a teacher who dies before retirement, would be

entitled to have paid to her estate or to her designated bene-
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ficiary the amount of money she has paid into such fund
together with compound interest at the rate of 4'10 per annum
to date of death. Under the latter acts such interest pay-
ment would be restricted to the rate and for the period pre-
scribed in the statute under which such teacher retained mem-
bership in such fund.
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December 1, 1949.

Miss Eudora Kelley
Reporter of Supreme and Appellate Courts

State House
Indianapolis 4, Indiana

Dear Miss Kelley:

I have your letter of October 25th, requesting an offcial

opinion, which reads as follows:

"This offce is confronted with the problem of de-
termining which volumes have been reprinted since
we are not permitted to distribute reprinted volumes

free of charge. In checking our records we have
learned that some books included in our inventory

are not part of the original stock and are not books

that have been reprinted. These books have been bound

from sheet stock which' was either on hand or pur-
chased. The problem is to determine whether the books
in this latter category should be considered as reprints.

"We are authorized by Section 2, Chapter 182, Acts
of 1945, to reprint volumes when the inventory is less
than 20 and the books referred to in this letter have
been purchased from money appropriated by the above
statute. From this statute the Legislature intended to
create a self-liquidating program to make available
copies of the reports. The cost of the program was to
be paid by the purchasers of the book. If we charged
only for reprinted books (by the dictionary sense) the
program wil apparently not be self-liquidating.

436


