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Dear lr. Favéuf:

;. from Messrss Cox & Cox in rolation to certain claims they have
- under the Arizona minimum wage lawe R

We'haVe your letter of February 22d in reference to a communication

We gather {rom the iInfomation we have beforo us, submltted by Messrss
Cox & Cox, thet they hold alleged claims for various persons for

personal services rendered to the State during the years of 1938 and

1939, but that sults have not been filed on these clailns,

If we are correct in our assumption, these claims are all barred by
the one year statute of limitation and could not be collected from the
States This position is sustalned in the case of City of Phoenix

vae Drinkwater, 46 4Arlz. 470=52 Pac. (24) 1175, vwherein the court
sald: L ' :

"the 1liability upon whilch plaintiff sues was created solely

- by the terms of the statute and cannot exist wlthout it,
belng, therefore, statutory in its naturees The language of
subdlvision 3, sectlon 2058, applies the one-year period of
linitation to a 'liability' ard not a rolatlonship. Ve
hold, therefore, that 8sirnce the particular *1iability?! upon
which this suit is based was ereated by statute; tho one-
year statute of limitatlons applics thoreto,"

See also, City of Glendale vs. Coquat 46 Ariz. 47852 Pac. (2q) 1178,

As we stated in our previous letter to you, all cases against the State’

invelving the minimum wage law have been determined by the courtss =

. o I | | Yours very truly,

JOE CONVAY |
Attomey General

SARL, ANDERSON
Chief Assistant
~Attomey Genoral
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