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the further we can keep the political party system as we have 1t today.
During the hearings last sescion, the Democratic party was against

it. The Republican party was against it. The Young Democrats were
against it. The Young Republicans were against it and the County
Clerks were also against it for technlcal reasons. I have not seen
any change that these groups that I mentioned, they have not indi-
cated to me that they are willing now to accept this bill with

Senator Koch's amendments. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Senator Luedtke.

SENATOR LUEDTKE: Mr. President, menbers of the Legislature, I hate
to oppose my good friend, Senator Koch, however, I am going to
because I would only be consistent with my long standing philosophy
of how elections ought to be held by stating that I think we ought
to retain the system that we have. First of all, I strenuously
cppose the cross over voting provisions for the reascns that Senator
Dworak mentioned and I won't repeat them because I think they are
sound and I think that we would avold a lot of chaos by not allowing
this cross over craze that once dominated California and caused
numerous difficulties for the political parties in California because
they couldn't keep people within the party. The party system is

not strengthened by a cross over system. It is weakened definitely.
I must say that T was not a major in political science but I have
been a county political party chairman. I have managed campaigns
for candidates and I have been in several campaigns myself and I
honestly cannot see the advantage of the September primary nor the
cross over. Now what about the September primary, certainly other
states have it. Certainly it 1s popular in other states. You

know why it 1s popular in other states. It is popular iri other
states because it is an incumbency bill. It is a majority party bill.
It benefits the incumbent tremendously. It benefits the majority
party tremendously. Now why do I say this. Senator Koch says we
ars poing to shorten the campaign. This is just simply not true.

It is true you shorten the campaign from the primary to the general
but you can file for the primary anytime you want to early in the
year, and what you do is, you lengthen the time that you fight your
political colleagues in the primary because the primary campaign can
start as early as January and go to September. So you have a lot
of blood letting with the people from your own party and some
parties it takes a long time for the family to get back together
before they get to the general election. Sometimes they never get
back together. And from September to November is not enough time

to cool down these party squabbles. You then shorten, obviously,
the time that you fight against your political opponent of the
opposite party, and as a person who strongly believes in the two
party system and a strong two party system, I feel that this is wrong
because you ought to have more time to develop issues with your
opponents of the other political party. Now 1t is true, we did have
and Nebraska has experimented with later primaries and I must say

to you that I was instrumental, many years ago, to change that
because of the uproar we got from the farmers of the state of Nebraska
who did not like the primary at the time of the year, August, I
believe it was, when they were getting into harvesting. September
is even worse because we would be woting, as I understand it,
somewhere around Fair Week. We would be doing our heavy campaign-
ing in July and August and who wants to have all of the heavy,

last minute campaign in August when many, many people are on
vacation, also in July many people are on vacation. I think it

is the worse time of the year to attempt to campaign in Nebraska.

I think it is the worse time for the people, and unless you just
don't want crowds to come out, and I think this is why in other
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