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-We have your letter of July 9th in which you states

"The question has becn ralsed as to the manner and
how should the designation be made on nomination
petitlons as between the State Tax Commissioner for
the resular term and the State Tax Cormissioner for
the unsxplred term ending Decs 31, 1942, ‘

"In taking up this questlon with your office sometime

- back as to the manner in whiech a designation should be
made on the ballot; we were instruéted that the ballot
should read "State Tax Commigsioner" and "State Tax
Commissloner™, for the unexpired term ending December

’ 31, 1942, «
4 .
b ol "A prompt reply to this request will be. greatly appre=
S ciated due to the fact that the period for which nom=
' inatiog petitions may be filed 1s rg idly drawing to a
close. '

The Supreme Court of Arizona in the case of State v. Moore,
64 Pac., (2) 809 answers your question. In that case the Court
sald: ‘ ' '

"+ * *There were, thereforec, two different offices of
Tax Commisslon walch should have :een filled at the
election in 1932, to wit, one for the term ending
December 31, 1936, and one for that ending December 31,
1933, ' : :
- # & xBut, since no one had been legally elected in
1930, for the full term beginning January 1, 1931, 1t
‘was the duty of the proper officers, when the c¢calls for
the primary and general electlions in 1932 were made, to
arrange for the election (a) of a tax commissioner for
the full term of six years, beginning January 1, 1933,
and (b) for the electlon of a tax commissloner for that
portlor of the term beginning Janmuary 1, 1931, which had
not expired, andin so dolng to provide a method whereby
_ the electors would understand clearly that one of the
‘ comnissioners for whom they were to vote was to hold for
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four and the other for 811 years, and wnereby they

misht select waich they preferred for the long term

and which for the short term. The proper offlcials :

did call for an election of two tax commlssioners, but

" nelther in the primary nor in the generd election dld

they provide for any method whercby the electors could -
differentlate between the candidates and signify which
they desired nominated, and later elected, for the un« -
expired torm," :

Under the authorlity of the case above cited, candidates for the~l‘J

office of Tax Commissioner must designate in their nomination papers-
and petitions vhich term of office they seek, 1f they did not do so

the election officers could not prepare the ballots in the manner and‘

-~ form directeéd in the Hoore case.

Very truly yours,

JOE CONVAY, )
‘Attorney Generala

'EARL ANDLRbON, '
Speclal Assistant; -
Attorney Genecral.
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