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Re: Fertilizer Grade Desirnation

Dear Mr. Roberts:

This will acknowledpe receipt of your letter
of October 22, 1959, in which you request an oninion as
to whether the Arizona Fertillzer laterials Act requires

the labels to show separately the grade and chemilcal
analysis.

The statutes requiring that the grade and
chemical analysis be ghovn are as {ollows:

A.R.8. §3-272 (B): 'Any person who desires

to sell or olfer for sale, c¢ither by him-

gell or throush another person, commercial
fertillzers or asricultural nmlirerals in this
atate, shall irat {lle wilth the state chemist,
on resistration forms supplicd by him, a
slgned statenent giving the 'ollowing informa-~
tion with resoect to cach brand or grade:

1. Name and address of applicant.

2. Brand name and grade.

3. Chemlical analysls stating the
percentares oi" cvery constituent
of agricultural value claimed to
be thereln, and the materials from
which all of the conotltuenta are
derived,’”

A.R.S. 53-273 ( A & B): " Any commercial

fertilizer or agricultural mineral offered
} . for sale, ©old or distributed in this state
. , in bags, barrels or other containers shall
- have placed on or ai{'ixed to the contalnexr.
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"in printed form either on tags affixed
to the end of the rackagze on the seved
end or directly on the package the follow-
ing information:

1. Name and address of registrant,
2. Brand name and grade.
3} Chemlical analysis.

,» Net weight.

B, If distributed in bulk, a written or
printed statement showin, the net welght
and. the -infomatlion required by parar-raphs
1, 2 and 3 of subsection A of tihis sectilon
shall accompany the dellvery and be supplied
to the purchaser,’

Under the heading of "Definitions” in A.R.S.
§3-262 (B 4 a.) 1t states:

"4, "Grade” means:

(a) In case of fertilizers the minirum
percentage of total nitroen, avallable
phosphorlic aclid and soluble potash stated
in the order given in this cdefinitlon and,
when anplied to mixed fertilizer shall be
in vhole numbers only."

The requlrements of the chemlcal analysis are
found in A,R.S. 93-275 (A) as follous:

"The chemical analysis of a cormmercial
fertillzer shall state the pnercentaces
represented to be therein of nitro-en,
avallable phosphoric acid and soluble potash...."

A reading of the definitions of the grade and
chemlical analycils as provided in the above two statutes
shows that the same inrormation is required for both the -
grade and chemical analysis.

Examination of labels filled with the State
) Chemist showig that moat or the chemlcal analysis have
additional nunbers other than those of the (rade, lith
- these observations we turn to the rules of statutory
constmuction as set iorth by our Supreme Court.
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In Adams v. Bolin, 74 Ariz, 269, 247 P.(2d) 617,
our Court stated: :

"In the interpretation of a statute,

city ordinance or city charter the

cardinal principle is to give full

effect to the intent of the laimaker,

and each word, phrase, clause and sentence

mst be given meaning so that no part will

be void, inert, redundent or trivial. City

gfuPhgenix v. Yates, 09 Ariz. 03, 203 P, 24
147.

, And 1n Board of Supervisors, 47 Ariz. 536, 57 P. 2d
1220, 1t is ctated:

"It 1s only where there 1s no doubt as

to the intentlon of those who {rame an
amendment or statute that a court may
modily, alter or supply words that will
"obviate any renurnancy to or inconslstency
~with such intention', and by so doing per-
mit 'particular provisions! to be rcad or
construed otherrise than ! according to
their literal meaning.'! Clark v. Boyce, 20
Ariz. 544, 185 Pac,.13G, 137.' :

@
@

In view of the above citations and inasmuch
as the Act vas desipgned to prevent decevption, ue believe
that we must pive full meanin: to all of the provisions
of the Act. 1t 1s therefore, the opinion of the Attorney
General that the Fertilizer iaterials Act requires tne
labels to show both the ;rade and the cnemlcal analysis,
even tnousch the grade could be determined from the chemical

analysis,
Coxdially yours,
FKG:s VWWADE CHURCH
. , The Attorney General

FRANKLIN K. GIBSON ,
- Asgistant Attorney General



