
365

604, 607Wisowaty,v. 133 N.H.for See Statepreserved appeal.been
(1990).

Affirmed.
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Dalianis, defendant, (town),J. The the Town of Pelham appeals from
J.)Superior reversingan order of the Court the town’s(Hampsey, partial

denial of an tax to theelderly exemption plaintiff, Hilda Pennelli. We
affirm.

The The a inplaintiff split-levelrelevant facts follow. owns home
Pelham. For andmany years, daughter-in-law grandchildrenher have

1995,lived in the lower half of the house. In the the areaplaintiff enlarged
in which her and andaughter-in-law grandchildren by convertinglive
attached into a second floorgarage living space addingand above the

1999,converted In thegarage. plaintiff applied elderlyfor an tax
the Theexemption, partially exemptedwhich town denied. town the

taxation,own area from but declined to the areaplaintiffs living exempt
her and itoccupied by daughter-in-law grandchildren, terming the “second

unit” of her unit.”family dwelling“two
court, arguedOn to the trial the that the statutesappeal plaintiff

tax did notgoverning elderly exemptions grantauthorize the town to her
only a tax The trial courtpartial property exemption. agreed.

law,interpretation“The trial court’s of a statute is a of whichquestion
(2001).Frazier, 387,we review de novo.” v. 147 N.H. 389Crowley “[I]n

statutes, bytax we are the well-settled thatconstruing guided principle...
givea tax is construed to full effect to the intent ofexemption legislative

(1984)Martin, 690,the statute.” In re Estate 125 N.H. 691 (quotationof
omitted).

any statutory“The in case is thestarting point interpretation language
of the statute itself.” 147 N.H. at 389. We first look to theCrowley, plain

197,and of the words used. Petition 146 N.H.ordinary meaning Bailey,of
(2001).198 “As we examine the we do not look at isolatedlahguage, merely

words or but instead we consider the statute as a DeVerephrases, whole.”
(2001).General, 762,v. 146 765 “In so areAttorney doing,N.H. we better

intent,legislature’sable to discern the and therefore better able to
instatutory language light policy soughtunderstand the of the to be

omitted).advanced the entireby statutory (quotationscheme.” Id.
Furthermore, we in the context of the overallinterpret statutes

(2001).Co., 35,scheme. & Lstatutory Nault v. N Dev. 146 N.H. 37 ‘When
matter,interpreting subjecttwo statutes which deal with a similar we will

other,theyconstrue them so that do not contradict each and so that they
will lead to reasonable and effectuate the of thelegislative purposeresults

omitted).statute.” Id. at 38 (quotation
inexemptionsStatutes related to tax for individuals are found RSA

2001) 2001).72:28 RSA 72:72 RSA 72:29(Supp. through (Supp. (Supp.
2001) forth the to ofapplicable many exemptions,sets definitions the

2001)including elderlythe tax RSA 72:39-a describesexemption. (Supp.
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elderlytheelderly exemption;to for the taxnecessary qualifywhat is
(2)(1) jointly;in either alone orproperty question,must: own theperson

(3) than aat five have no moreyears;have resided in this State for least
income; (4) net assets of no more than acertain amount of net and own

plaintiffIt is that the meetsundisputeddefined amount. See RSA 72:39-a.
requirements.all of the above

1(c)72:39-a, to net assets.requirements pertainingRSA sets forth the
“the value of the actualperson’sExcluded from the net asset calculation is

1(c).72:39-a, Theresidence and the land which it is located.” RSAupon
72:39-a, 1(c), unit,“residence,” housingin “means theterm as used RSA

home, and whichperson’s principaland related structures ... which is the
person goodthe in faith as home.” Id. The term “residence”regards

excludes dwelling“attached units.” Id.
daughter-in-lawThe town that the area in which theargues plaintiffs
such,grandchildrenand live an “attached unit.” As thedwellingis town

asserts, it is not the “residence” and is for anplaintiffs ineligible elderly
exemption. disagree. statutorytax We When we construe all of the

provisions elderly exemption together,related to the tax we conclude that
the exemption applies dwelling elderlyto units that are attached to the
person’s residence.principal

2001),Pursuant to RSA 72:41 the tax(Supp. elderly exemption
72:29,toapplies “residential real estate.” RSA II defines “residential real

estate” “the real estate which the for an ...person qualified exemptionas
occupies as his of land orprincipal place together any buildingsabode with

72:29,appurtenant thereto.” RSA II. means “annexed orAppurtenant
belonging legally important thing.”to some more WEBSTER’STHIRD NEW

Dictionary 1961).Thus,International 107 ed. the(unabridged elderly
tax both to theexemption applies plaintiffs principal residence and to the
attached area heroccupied by daughter-in-law grandchildren.and

1(c)72:39-a,The town’s reliance RSA isupon misplaced. This
provision Rather,does not scope elderly exemption.define the of the tax it
explains how to applicant’scalculate an individual net assets. Because the

“residence,” 72:39-a, 1(c),term defined inas RSA does not include
units,”“attached dwelling dwellingthe value of attached units is included

in the net asset calculation while the ofvalue the individual’s “residence” is
1(c).72:39-a,not. RSA

If the legislature elderlyintended the tax to to theexemption apply only
72-39:a, 1(c),elderly individual’s “residence” as defined in RSA then the

phrase “residential real estate” in superfluous.RSA 72:41would be “Basic
statutory construction requirerules that all of the words of a statute must
be effectgiven legislatureand that the is not to have usedpresumed
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(1998)Reid, 246, 252143 N.H.Appealor redundant words.”superfluous of
omitted).(quotation

iselderly exemptionof the taxscopeOur construction of the
theThe evident ofexemption’s purpose. purposewith theconsistent

from loss of theirelderly“is to homeownerselderly exemption protecttax
Justices,Opiniontheir means.*’ theby beyondhomes reason of taxation of

(1975)228, 1975 amendment to(construing proposed232115 N.H.
statute). not toexemption applies onlythepurpose,Consistent with this

home, to the land which the homeuponindividual’s but alsoelderlythe
way, exemptionto it. In this thebuildingsand the annexedwas built

propertyindividual’s interest.entirety elderlythe of theprotects
thetax is also consistent withelderly exemptionconstruction of theOur

2001)(Supp.tax See RSA 72:35many exemptions.of other individualscope
(tax discharged militaryfrom servicehonorablycredit for individual

anyof residence and “toplaceto asapplies property occupied principal
2001)residence”); RSA 72:37 (Supp.to thebuildings appurtenantland or

(tax estate”); RSAto “residential realappliesfor blindexemption legally
2001) (tax of “residential real estate”exemption for owners(Supp.72:37-a

disabilities); RSAfor individuals withimprovementswho have made
2001) applies property occupiedfor disabled to(exemption72:37-b (Supp.

thereto).buildings appurtenantoras of abode and to landprincipal place
1(c)72:39-a,historythe of RSAargues legislativeThe town that

the commentspointsIn the town toparticular,its construction.supports
331,House Billsponsorthe oftestimony Representative Kirby,and of

1(c) 1996, 140:1.72:39-a, in LawsRSA 1996.Seewhich amended

such ashistory to construe a statutelegislativeWe do not consider
Walker, 13872:39-a, 1(c), on its face. See PetitionRSA which is clear of

(1994). rule471, asserts that a differentmistakenly474 The townN.H.
taxinvolvingIn a number of casesexemptionto tax statutes.applies

stated, dicta, a formalstatutes, in that “[a]bsentwe haveexemption
statute, of thegleanmust the intentof the welegislative history

the In relanguageof the of statute.”plain meaningfrom thelegislature
meansMartin, argues phrase691. The town that thisEstate 125N.H. atof

face, look tois clear on its weexemptionthat even when a tax statute
anycontrary,intent. To the as withtolegislative history glean legislative

statutestatute, history exemptionof a taxlegislativewe do not look to the
reasonablemore than oneambiguousis or wherelanguageunless its

Bd., 28,147 N.H.Inter-Lakes Sch.Appealof it exists. Seeinterpretation of
Martin,(2001). 125dicta in In re EstateWe disavow ourexpressly32 of

otherwise.691, interpretedit have beenmayat to the extent thatN.H.
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for Wespeaksstatute itself.case, of theplain languagetheIn this
that theto add wordscommentsKirby’srely upon Representativecannot

plainto alter theor otherwisedid not see fit to includelegislature
Walker, at138 N.H.See Petitionthe as enacted.of statutelanguage of

had an intentlegislatorsthat somecould showplaintiff[“Even if the ]474.
enacted, notthis wouldactuallystatutory languagecounter to thethat ran

anjustifytomeaning necessarythat isuncertainty statutoryofcreate the
v.Employees’ Assoc.itself.” Statethe words of the statutebeyondinquiry

(1986).565,State, 127N.H. 568

religiousforconcerning exemptiontaxupontown relies casesThe
shouldelderly exemptionthat the taxarguetopropertiesand educational
elderlythepropertymuch of theto howaccordingapportionedbe
Light,DivineEmissariesAppealand Seeoccupies.individual uses ofof

(1995). elderlyof the552, governs apportionmentRSA 72:41140 N.H. 556
the72:41, uponis basedapportionmentto RSAPursuantexemption.tax
notproperty,interest in theownershipelderlythe individual’sextent of

it.extent of his or her use oftheupon

Affirmed.

Duggan, JJ., concurred.Brock, C.J., Nadeau andand
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