April 6, 1939,

Ire Vi.C., Truman, : . 4 V ,-
shodmel.  LAW LIBRARY
e e meens - VIONA ATVORNEY  GENERAL

We have your letter of April 4th wherein you state that
Ire Wolter Hancoclt 1s an honorably dlacharged soldier who o
soerved in the Vorld Var, and who is at the present time -and
has been since the 1st day of Aucust, 1637, a resident of the
State of Ariz-na. You also state that . ilancock resided in
Arlzona continuously from 1515 to 1925 excent the tinme he was

‘enzazed in milltary service during the Vorld Viar; that In

1925 he moved to llew Hexico vhere he lived until Avoust 1,
1937, vi:en he roturned to Arizona to reside, and you ask our
opinion on the followinz question based upon the facts as
above statod: '

- Mie heroby rocuest an oninion upon the aove state-ent
of facts as to vhethar or not the said Vnlter I'ancoel: is
entitled to en exemptlon u:sder Secetlon 5056 of the Re=
visod Code of Arizona, 1828, and under Section 25 Article
9 of the Constitutlon, assuming that the value of the
property in question comes within tihe statutory limit,"

< . ! : \
- Section 2, Article IX of the State Constitution provides
in part as follows: :

"There shall be further exempt from taxation the property
of widows, honorably dischargéd soldiers, sallors, United
States liarines, members of revenuc marine service, and
army nurses, residents of thils: state, not exceeding the
amount of two thousand dollars, where the total assess-
ment of such widow and such other persons named herein g
does not excced five thousand dollars; provided, that no
such exemption shall be wmade for such persons other than
widows unless. they shall have served at least sixty days
In the military or naval service of the United States :
during time of war, and shall have been residents of this
State prior to January 1, 1927, = i '

Soctilon 2060, Revlsed Code of Arizona, 1923 1s to

. e the same
effect as the above quoted coustitutional provision, ‘
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W.C. Truman, =2 S | e April 6, 1959

You will note that the above mentioned constitutional

.provision and the statute reforred to do not requlre continuous par
residence In the State of Arizona. The only conditions ingofar
as rosidence 1s concerned i1s that the veteran must be a resi-

dent of Arlzona at tho tire he claims the exemption, and shall
have beon o resident of the State of Arizona prior to Janvary

In view of the above montioned constitutional and statu=

'tbr&”pﬁé?iﬂions 1t 1s our opinion that 1f tr. Pancock was a

resldent of the State of Arizona prior to January 1, 1927, and
1s now a resident of the State and reets the other requlrenents -

- set forth In tho sald constitutional and statutory provisions,
~he 1s entitled to the exemptions provided for in sald section

2, Artlele IX of the State Constitution and Section 3066, Re=-

vlised Code of Arizona, 1928,

Very truly yours

JOE CONWAY
Attorney General

* EARL AUDERS(H, ‘/

Special Assistant
Attorney General,
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