Apri'. Il , 1989 LB 84

t<’;1_skSenat0r Lynch a question. I was on the phone 5 Jittle
it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lynch, please.

SENATOR LYNCH: ...and |'mnot sure what the questions were that
Senator Wehrbein asked. But are you referring to, when you talk
about farm subsidies, are you referring to conservation reserve,
the soil conservation progranms, the drought relief prograns? |q
this part of what you' re referring to?

SENATOR LYNCH: Well if you own |and you can get relief in a
nunber of different ways. Whatever way it is you get relief you
still own the land and benefit fromthat g|jef. You profit
froma property tax point of view | guess. The comparison
woul d be, for exanple, if you owned a lot "of apartnents, and you
were renting apartnments out. You have no programs of relief.
fromthe federal government for not allowi ng soime of your ,qnia)
units, for exanple, to be rented. |'m not sure how far you want
to go. But there are a number of people, Cap, who at the
present time have no access to relief at all. It seems that in
LB84 those who have no access to relief at all now receive a
very small proportion of this property tax bill, ghqit' s goi ng
unfortunately, to a lot of people who have already |aceived an
awful | ot of relief, just because they happen to own Fand and
property and can...probably are not in nearly as need of { gas
ot hers who have no relief at all.

SENATOR DI ERKS: Wel | you' ve conme up with an A bill that. Staﬁ,
ent

there, Daniel. You' ve come up with an A bill that is differ
than th~ one...or a fiscal note, or whatever it is, different
fromthe original fiscal note. So you evidently havegome

figures that refer to where these losses mght.  or these gains
m ght be made.

SENATOR LYNCH: Sure, want ne to share those with you?

SENATOR DI ERKS: What's that?

SENATOR LYNCH: Want me to share those?

SENATOR DIERKS: Sure.

SENATOR LYNCH: Okay . In other words honeowners woul d get

43 percent of this noney, 43 percent of this money under my
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