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U.S. Const. Amend. XIV

United States Code
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15 US.C.
15 US.C.
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42 US.C.
42 US.C.
42 US.C.
42 US.C.
42 US.C.
42 U.S.C.
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N O . 25:671

United States Statutes at Large

Harrison Narcotic Act of 1914, Pub. L. No. 63-223, §§ 1-2, 38 Stat. 785
Medicaid Act of 1972, Pub. L. No. 92-603, § 209(b), 86 Stat. 1329, 1381

Federal Rules of Evidence

RUIE 407 . . i iiiiieineeceeeeseeotosocaoasassossnossasosssssssasssnanoan 25:395
ARIZONA

Constitution

Ariz, Const. Art. IL, § 13 .. .o iiiiiiiiiiiiiriieeionsennoosnssrocnsonessosnneaons 25:177

Arizona Revised Statutes Annotated

2 71 ) 25:177

§88-201t0-246 ......... ... 25:769
8-201(11) (Supp. 1983) .. ... 25:561
8-236(A) (SuPP. 1983) e i eiiiiiiiiiiiiii ittt iiiiietiaeieeainasetasions 25:561
8-537(B) (SUPP. 1983) .. vvririn ittt iiiet ittt 25:561
8-538 (1970) «vvvviiniininnnieonereriososstesssonssosonsssnnssosonnsssasnncnss
8-546(A)(4) (Supp. 1983)

S0 it iiicieiieane et asase et teteetecaaatantentaseterraatoeannns
T 1T ) SRS N
9-506(A) tveennnrieioneeiestsssneceiscnstetsesssssassessoansaatsssreaasannnns
12-302 L.ttt ittt ettt it ittt iiaeesataetestaaatsetaeaaaeearanas
) 253 8

8§ 12-681 to -686 .
12902(B). v vvinereenareneenusenassansesscsnsesosessnsesessssscsssnssasesnns
12-901 to -914
3723 1 RPN
13-106 tiineiiietanenencuenossatosessasoasssssasscsssasasssonessassoannna
13-301 (1978) cvvviineiiiin e iiienessnsesosssnseososasananssscaancnsasanennnns :
132708 ittt iiiii ettt et e et e et et teeareetareter et eeaas :
13-1004 (SUPP. 1983) . .iuiinriniiiii ittt iiiietitiatiecataaetanaanann 25:1047

I 7 25:202
1T 1 172 RO 25:1023
331022 (1974) v vvnieiiinneeesenasteeneatotoennsootasannncesaseansnnsssacanns 25:1023
36-2901 10 <2013 L. iiiiiiiiiieettiitete ittt eaere et e 25:939
LT U T SRR 25:515
T 25:655
L 25:655

Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure

Juv. C.RUIE 17(a)(2) - vevvenrinnrronsanosencnseceessasennsennccesonsnsncannnnes 25:561
Rule 59(a)(2) e vvveeenraeneistenseettaessstoassosscsssnsnesnssecenansssasannnes 25:505
D2 () 25:747
Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedures

RUIE 23,3 .. eitiritirrenocseonesoccsoesosscoecanncsocasasosocsosonsecosocannes 25:1047
Arizona Rules of Evidence

RUIE 07 .ot iiiriiiiiiiiiiieeinneneceannnsocscnsesscessosssssasssnsnnssnnnnnns 25:395
Phoenix, Arizona, City Code

At X 8 36-144 . ...ttt eiiitieeeneeeaeaansasenncnssssanennsssccnnnnnseaanann 25:1023

Tempe, Arizona, City Code
Ch.33A tiiiriiiiitieieaeteanansnneaceotsasasessasacsassasasssseansssasnnne 25:1023
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Tucson, Arizona, Code

L 1 25:1023
OTHER

STATE STATUTES
Alabama
ALACODE §12-21-142 .. vuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieitneneneaeasrsrsseesesesoncnseenses 25:815
California
CAL.EVID. CODE § 1070(8) ....oovneiniininrantneneeeeensesseeenesnsensesanns .. 25:815
CAL. GOV'T. CODE §68926. .. .00ueneiniiiiniiiinrneeanenarecesenconesaonees oees 25:177
CAL. GOV'T. CODE 68927 .. ..viiueeiuianerenneeneraneesnssnssensssnssonsssnscnns 25:177
CAL. VEH. CODE §22658 .. ..uiuiitiitiirininnneraeraoensencsarsnsossssensonans 25:1023
CAL. VEH. CODE §2285] .. \.uiiiiiniiniieneeininnrnnenasnsnsesseesonnnsasesnees 25:1023
CAL. VEH. CODE §22852 .. ..viuiiniiiiinnnrnerecansensencacansonennes Ceeeeeeee 25:1023
Florida
FLA. STAT. ANN. § 713,78 . it i ittt ieeteeinrnaeseoseenesssessnsonsas .. 25:1023
FLA. STAT. ANN. §715.07 .. . ciiriiiiiiitiernenereneinstesnesonsensannnas teenas 25:1023
lllinois
L. ANN. STAT., ch. 51, § 117 Lottt iieiiirereesannnns teeeeaeas voes 25:815
ILL. ANN. STAT, ch. 82, 8472 ..o iviiiiiiiiiiiiiii it iiiiiiiieienenenens verees 25:1023
Indiana
470 IND. ADMIN. CODE §9-3-4 ... .iiiiiiiiiiirnieiarenrenenaresenssosassencnnas 25:930
IND. CODE ANN. §34-3-5-1 .ovnniiiiiiiiiirt i iiiiiireeenrnnsenennnnes teeenss 25:815
Kansas
KAN. STAT. ANN. §828-T16 .. iviuiiiiiitineneereieneneneeeeseseessoesenonsones 25:473
Kentucky
K. CONST, § 5.t itiiiiiuieiniieiteieeiaiaanensaceeacososssensnssnscsrsrsnonse 25:123
KY. REV. STAT. § 158.650 10 =730, . .00 vuvrieieineitntennarencaeensaensnsnennss 25:123
Massachusetts
MAsS. ANN. LAWS Ch. J91A ...t iiitiiii ittt ieeieiniierrererrensosnscnnon teeeaas 25:671
1890 MASS. ACTS Ch. 384 L. .ioiiniieii it ireneenreneenserosncnscnsonsanas .00 25:123
New Jersey
NI STAT. ANN. §2A:184A21. .. ivtiiriiiiniiirenneneenaarescaeerosnnsorncnons .. 25:815
New Mexico
NM. STAT. ANN. §20-1-12.1A .. iuvintiniieatarennreerecanesnsosessonssnssnsens 25:815
New York
NY. Crv. RIGHTS LAW § 79-B(D) +vvvvvveeenenenrienrenenseneeennsesesesanes .o 25:815
N Y. EXEC. LAW § 828, .. i itiiiiiiieieieeirarnetrnsuensuensesenancnsasonaes cees 25:689
North Carolina
N.C. GEN. STAT. § 115C-548 10 =550 .. vvvevrrrreenncnrnosnoranncosaannns Ceeereans 25:123
Pennsylvania
PA. STAT. ANN. tit. 75, 83353 .. oiuririneirerinrenernenensennenscnns Ceeresaseans 25:1023

UNIFORM LAWS

Uniform Probate Code .
1) ceee 251671

Uniform Products Liability Act
20 (1 Ceerrraseaens Ceeeeas voes 25:395



