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etter Oplinion No. 53-95-L

Intorstate Stream Commlssion
Heard Building L
Phoenix, Arizona

RE: 1. Under the Coloradoe River Boundary
: - Commission Act, is the Chairman
of the Interstate Stream Commission
entitled to his pay while serving
on the Boundary Commission?

- 2. Yho handles processing and aspproval
' ' of expense claims under the Act?

Doar Mr. Killliani

- Pursuant to your recent telephone conversation with Hr. Ever- )
sole of thls office, we have consldered Chapter 9, 21st Legislature, i
First Regular Sesslon, together with Section 75-2205 Arizona Code .
Annotated, and have arrived at the following opinion:

Koy 1. That the Chalrman of the Interstate Stream
~ - Commission 1s not entitled to his pay, as a
- member of the Stream Commission; while
serving on the Boundary Commission.

Fos 2. Section 10-926, A.C.A. 1939, as amended,
s + makes the followlng statement concerning who
-shall approve exponse claims under our law:

*10-926. Presentation, approval and pay-
mont of claims.- # % =% The clalmant shall
present an itemlized clalm; sworn to by him
and approved by the head official of each
office or stabte agency under which the ob-
ligation was incurred, or by some other
person thoreof; if expressly authorized to
approve; then presented to the stato
auditor and; if approved by him, he shall
draw his warrant therefor on the state
treasurer, who shall pay the same when
counterslgned by the governor and only out
.. of the appropriation made therefor. The
head of each budget unit shall prepare
end present payrolls to the state
auditor, s i af : :
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~ An exemination of Soctlon 75-2205 will disclose that a member
‘of the Interstate Stream Commisslon shall be patd $15.,00 a day

" while actually servinz on the Interstate Stream Comalssion., The
Chatlrman of the Interstate Stream Commisslon will nod be soerving
the Interstate Stroam Cormission during such times as he is serving
on the Colorado River Boundary Commission, but 1s serving on the
lattor as a result of his position as Chalrman of the Intorstate
streem Conimission, However, we might point out that Section One

of the Act creating the Colorado River Boundary Comalssion provldes
that & member of the Boundary Commission can designate & momber of
his staff through which he can serve, Such designation shall be in
writing for the purpose. It would appear that such a momber of the
staff so designated might contlnue to draw his salary from the
Interstate Stream Commission durlng such time as he might be acting

- on behalf of the Chalrman of the Interstate Stream Commission, In-

other words, the prohibition set up above would only apply to the
Chairman of the Interstate Strcam Commission arising out of the
fact that he can only be pald during such times as he actusally
serves the Stream Comnlssion. . ‘ -

In the light of the foregoing, it is the opinlon of thls office
thet the Colorado River Boundary Commlssion should either appolit
one of its own members or euthorize a specific agent to approve
claims erising under the Act, : o

whichever course the Commission seos fit to follow should be
carried out by elthor resolution or motlon end a certified copy of
such action filed with the State Auditor. ‘

" If we might bo of further help to you in this matter, please
feel free to call upon us. .

Yours very truly,

ROBERT W, PICKRELL
Asslistant to the

‘ Attorney General
PWPL.HJB
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