April 10, 1989 LB 588

the midst of nmaking what | thought were very neritorious points.
However, obviously the rest of the body didn't feel so, but I
woul d like to continue and | was in the midst of @aestioning
Senat or Chanbers, but |I' ve had a chance to. talk wth himoff the
m ke and so | do know that he will not succumb to ny cpaestioning
in the way I'd like himto. So what | would like to do is
submit some thoughts of ny own which I do think are logical 4
as | see this particular notion and, by the way, | will not dbe
voting for the reconsideration notion because I do believe t
Senator Labedzhas a better alternative for us than LB 588 does
present. However, | have told both Senator Chanbers and Senat or
Labedz that | would like to see us Con'prom se, and | beli eve
that's what this amendnment has done. | would |ike to see it
conprom sed just a little further and that conprom se woul d nean
to keep the district elections for the primary, as Senator
Chambers is asking, but have it be the general election be at
| arge as Senator Labedz has suggested in her anendnment, but then
take one further step out of Senator Chanbers' book and suggest
that we do i ncrease the nunmber of commi ssioners to severfrom
five. The logic behind that, in nmy estimation, is one ihat s
fairly sinple. Dougl as OountK has a very |arge popul ation
conpared to any other county in the state, gnd while there are
some counties that are at five and sone counties thatare at
three conmi ssioners, the anmount of constituents, py taking
Dougias County to seven, would be somewherearound 68,000 per
conmi ssioner. And | haven't done ny arithnetic on Lancaster,
but | would assune that is still a |arger amount of people than

the five in Lancaster County do suppoit and | would assume pga¢
it is Ilarger than any other county in the state asfar as tiawe
nunber of constituents that each conm ssioner supports. So |

could see going to0 seven conm ssjoners and that woul d get
towards what Senator Chanbers is looking to and that is to hgv

a chance for his district to have some chance of represent atl'%n(.3
I would submit that Senator Chanbers is correct. Under the
current method of electing, where all five are elected at large,
that a minority election while it is tneoretically possible,
it's not a practical possibility. secondly, | also suggest that
Senator Labedz's amendment would be a step towards a better
possibility of electing a representative from Senator chambers'

area or' the mnority area, but | would subnmit that going to
seven woul d gi ve himan even better chance, of having a district

represented by 60,000 people, he would have & petter practical

possibility and | would support that. But | do not think that
we need to go all the way to district elections. | see some

real benefit in going to a district primary and a general at
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