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December 20, 1952
Op. No. 52-320

Mr. Pruce Parkinson S _ gﬁéj |
Unemployment Compensation Director '“Izyc\f
Phoenix, Arizona _

Dear Mr. Parkinson:

This will acknowledge your letter of December 10,
1952, in which you request an opinion ag to whether per-
sons performing sgevvices for county and city Health De-
partments ares . L
"(1) employees polely of the county
in whoge department they serve, or
(2) employces of the State Depart-
ment of Health, or (3) employscs of
both the State Department of Health
and the county,”

within the provisions of the Scocial Security fct.

It 1s noted that in commcction with your request you
refer to an opinion of the Attorney General, dated January
&, 1950, relative to whether or not cmployces similarly
situated were county cr State employees within the pro-
vislons ol the Public Employces' Rebiircment Act.

From the information available, 1t appeare that there
has been no change in the status of the employees similarly

situated subsequent to our opinion of January 4, 1850,

In this connesction, your attention 1s invited to Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 11, referred to the people by the
Legislature in the last general electlion, relating to State
reorganization and providing for the creation by the Legls-
lature of a Department of Public Health and Wellare, which
was approved by a majority vote of the qualified electors,

52-320



Mr, Pruce Parkinson Dec. 20, 1952

Phoenix, Arizona A Page two

- Under the present law and status of the various

_ ﬁealth departments, it ic the opinion of this office

that Opinion No. 50-4, dated Januvary 4, 1950, written
in connection with the ‘Public Employees' Retirement Act,
a copy of which 1s enclosed, is equally applicable to the

status of said employees under the provisions of the Social
Security Act. - . »

Very truly yours,

FRED 0. WILSON
Attorney General

"NEVMAN W, WHITE .
Apsistant Attorney General
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