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As it appears from the foregoing questions 1 (a) and 2 (b)

are answered in the negative, and 1 (b) and 2 (a) in the affrm-
ative.

MEMORANDUM

A contrary result was reached in the interpretation of 2-
Minnesota statute which reads:

"And for inquests or examination of a dead body they
(coroners) should receive five ($5.00), dollars per day
for the time actually spent."

Held, not entitled to more than five ($5.00) dollars per day
without respect to the number of inquests or dead bodies.

,

Kistler v. Board of Commissioners of Hennepin
County, 68 N. W. (Minn.) 26.

An Ilinois statute provides:

"The fee of each juror attending an inquest held over
a dead body should be one ($1.00) dollar per day payable
out of the county treasury."

Held, a single inquest could be held over a number of dead
bodies in a common disaster, and the fees of jurors depend solely
upon the number of days, and not upon the number of bodies.

County of St. Clair v. Jacob Bollman, 15 Il. App.
279.

EMPLOYMENT SECURITY DIVISION: Appropriation avail.
able, whether same may be' increased to match Federal
grants. Whether entire Federal grant for administration
of Unemployment Compensation is available.

September 4, 1941.
Hon. Everett L. Gardner, Director,

Employment Security Division,
141 South Meridian Street,

Indianapolis, Indiana.

Dear Sir:
I have before me your letter of August 27, 1941, in which you

state (referring to the appropriations contained in Section 2 of
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Chapter 204 of the Acts of 1941) that the appropriation therein

made for Employment Service involving the matching of funds
under the Wagner-Peyser Act is insuffcient to match the fund
available under that Act, and inquiring as to whether there is
any authority for increasing the specific appropriation.

You also call attention to the appropriation for Unemploy-
ment Compensation and state that it, too, is less than the
amount available from the Federal Government for this pur-
pose, stating also that all of the funds appropriated in the above
Act of the General Assembly for Unemployment Compensation
are funds furnished by the Federal Government. You inquire
with reference to this appropriation as to whether there is any
authority for increasing the appropriation above the amounts
specifically set out in Section 2 of Chapter 204.

I think it is quite clear that abundant authority exists for the
increasing of the specific appropriation for Employment Service
in order to match Federal funds provided by the Federal Gov:-

ernment for that purpose; pròvided, of course, that the addi-
tional amount available can only be used to match FederiiJ funds
and, provided also that the same has the approval of the Budget
Committee. I refer especially to the proviso on page 624 of the
1941 Acts, which is as follows:

"* * * Prüvided, That if the appropriations herein

made are not suffcient to enable the state, through the
above designated agency, to avail itself of all federal
funds which may be allotted or granted to the state
during either fiscal year of the biennial period, there is
hereby appropriated such further sum as may be re-
quired for such purposes, the amount, however, to be
subject to the approval of the budget committee. * *"

In other words, the amount of the appropriation for this pur-
pose is not limited to the $50,000.00 for each fiscal year but there
is also appropriated such further sum as may be required to
avail the department of all Federal funds which may be allotted
or granted to the State by the Federal Government for such
purpose.

With respect to the second appropriation; namely, the appro-
priation for Unemployment Compensation, while the paragraph
used for the purpose of making such specific appropriation is
not immediately followed by a proviso similar to the one above
referred to, which follows the language making an appropria-
tion for Employment Service thère is such a paragraph imme-
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diately following the appropriation for vocational rehabilta-

tion, which may easily refer to the appropriation für Unem-
ployment Compensation as well as to vocational rehabiltation.

In addition to the above there is the provision on page 626 of
the Acts of 1941 that:

"The appropriation herein made includes an authori-
zation for the expenditure of any federal funds received
for the above purposes, * * *"

so that since the funds for Unemployment Compensation are all
furnished by the Federal Government, the dear implication of
the above language is that if a larger sum than that specifically
appropriated is furnished by the Federal Government all of the
funds thus furnished are available for expenditure by the
department. It seems to me that the last above quoted lan-

guage makes it very clear that the appropriation made fur-
nishes authority to expend all funds furnished by the Federal
Government for the purpose for which it is furnished.

In my opinion, therefore, the specific appropriations in each
case referred to by you may be enlarged under the co;nditions
herein set üut. The proper procedure is to make application to
the Budget Committee, if the situation is as stated by you. This
applies especially tü the Employment Service appropriation.

As to the Unemployment Compensation appropriation where
all funds are payable out of sums received from the Federal
Government, it appears to me that authority exists for the

expenditure of all funds furnished by the government notwith-
standing the specific appropriation,.

BOARD OF ACCOUNTS: Delinquent Tax Sales-Construction
of 1941 Act.

September 5, 1941.

M:r. Otto K. Jensen,
State Examiner,

State Board of Accounts,
Indianapolis, Indiana.

Dear Mr. Jensen:

I have before me your letter callng attention to Chapter
224 of the Acts of 1941 and submitting ten separate questions


