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that doesn't apply

thirs in this case, that eﬂ*e"e”
! Y al Station and on

to the lebrasks, .ey ha

the, as I get it, when the
navy boys were in and out, s50me-
place, sc they e countec in
Nebraska, vecause, these In
Offutt tleld we have pernanent ether
different. Now we get to fooling g and
you are liable to come up with sone The

first place is, the constituticn of the suate of ueuraska says
w2 redistrict every ten years witn the latest Federal census
we've done that, one time here as Jenator Carstens says, we

districted three or four times, since we've veen here, but
they were always under court order. There 1s a big cifference.
They were under court order, we were. iow 1f you recall on

the Congressional District, we had to go by estinated populaticn

and there 1is reason to velleve, however, no one can say for
certain, there is reason tc telleve that since we wouldn'

thils 1s 73 or 74 as Cenator Cerstens says, reaso:n to believe
that we mignt have to, go by estimation. Since 1370 census

is over, in that event there might be some interesting things
come out of this. In the first place, some places might have
lost pcpulation in the meantime. Senator Proud for instance

in Douglas County, if you could prove that he isn't adequately

representing LaVista which he is you might be able to prove

this in this particular case, just as an example, we'd cut

off the five thousand people in Sarpy County, we still have

the thirteen Douglas County Senators. Zut in the meantime,

I think Sarpy County is probably with the five trousand, grown
2nough to have another Senator, so, the twc they now have,

you get three. I think, I think vou'd better leave things

alone, because you're liable to really ret into some real

mess. MNow I think 1f Carstens, Senator Carstens and some of
these people are so anxious to see if we did the wrong thing
which I think we did the right thing, because at that particular
time, generally courts were saying you had to keep within three

percent, that was one half percent, one anc a half percent low
and one half, one and a half nercent avove. I don't think you
can make a re-, a retroactive arrangement on this, and I den't
think you could prove that in some of these places where you
cross the county line that the people are being deprivecd cf
thelr representation. It would be pretty hard to do, because

if that would be the case how about a Senator who represents
five or six counties, I suppose all these counties have aifferent
interests, anc you could prove that maybe it wasn't representing
any of them, tecause he had five different county boards, five
different, might have a geosraphical differencze and all kinds

of stuff, it's one of those things you can't avold. So I

would say that if the people that really want to test this, the
thing they should do and it's always been done in other times,
was file a case, and in that case prove some of these things

and say that our rean'c"tion"-ut for 1971 was 1llegal, unconsti-
tutional, then the courts would order this lezislature to redo
the job, but in absence o“ that, you might be in a lot of troubdble
because I tuink you have a_reagv reapportioned and you know you
are you are operating under that bill. low can't you see that
the people that are up for election in 1574 will be thrown in

a turmoil on thils thinc. In fact is they might end up in rot
even veing in the district tnev now are. So I would sav use
Judgement here today, and I think that this thins should be
squelched as of now.

EAXKER: The Chair recosnizes Senator Frank Lewis.

ENATOR LEWIS: Mr. President, and members of the lepislature,
I rise to oppose Senator Carstens notion, pertainly Senator
Syas is an expertise in the area of redistrict, should be clear
and I think what he said 1s corrset, I thin: thzat 1f we really
ret in this, you can't ret in it in a small way. Ycu can't get
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