May Il, 1989 LB 762

PRESI DENT: Senator Moore, please.
SENATOR MOORE: | nmove we adopt the E & R anendnents to LB 762.

PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. A|l in favor say aye.
Opposed nay. They are adopted.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Coordsen would nopve to mend t he
bill. Senator, your amendnment is on page 1586 of the 3ournal.

PRESIDENT: Senator Coordsen, please.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, M. President, gnd menbers of the

body, this amendrment is, in fact, a bill that was hille d . in
Revenue Committee as the result of it being part of the hearing
of, | believe, five or so bills that dealt in the homestead

exenption field. QJitefrankI%/, I will tell you that | was made
aware of a situation or ac an?i ng situation that existed by a
constituent. About a year ago a lady, a widow...and this bill,
by the way, deals with honmestead exenptions for widows or
wi dowers of service men. Up until a little over a year ago, the
current wording of the statutes had been interpreted by the
Departnment of Revenue and by the counties who effect the
honmest ead exenption as being fairly well defined in that the
honestead exenption only applied to those veterans who geryed
during a period of declared war. There was an additional phrase
that read, or currently reads, "to include of a) veteran who
died because of a service connected disabi?|ty.' And that was
generally interpreted to nean what the words would say in plain
English that any veteran, irregardless of when they served, if
they died of a service connected disability, then the yeteran's
su.viving spouse was el igible for inclusionin the homestead

exenption provisions. At sone time in the past, | . believe
approxi mately 1971, there was an Attorney General's Opinion that

defined what was meant in thi Ssection of statute by t he word
‘veteran”.  Sometine in the |ast several years a Department of

Revenue person ranacross that exenption.  _or that decision and
made the decision that a nunber of people. very few people
who were included were not going to be él'?owed ¥he|r hoﬁ’es?ead
exenption anynore. Wth that little bit of a background then, |

had a constituent whose husband had served in the period of tinme
between the Korean war block of years and the Vietnam pgck  of

years who was injured while on active duty, sypsequently while
he was alive had received a 100 percent disability from the
federal government and died several years ago, a number of years

6390



