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in the primary similar to the manner in which the members of
the Legislature file. So that part of the bill i s be i n g
resurrected, is in LB 302 and will be reported to the floor
quite soon. I think all the arguments h ave been m ade i n
regard t o t he b i l l . This comes around almost on an annual
basis and if you'd look at the b il l b o o k y o u woul d s e e t h a t
many pe opl e w ho r epr e s e n t t he O maha and Lincoln ar ea
testified in opposition to Senator Wesely's bill. So they
are no t undu l y c o n c e r ned about the situation. A nd dur i n g
the Executive Session in consideration of that bill, Senator
Lynch had some very pertinent comments and I b elieve as h e
is the next speaker, I would relinquish the rest of my time
p lus t h e n h e wi l l hav e h i s o w n t i m e t o discuss the matter.
Thank you.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Lynch, please.

SENATOR LYNCI!: Nr. Chairman, members of the Legislature, a
long time ago I was one of two or three people that put
together the Papio Watershed to begin with when Washington,
D ouglas and Sarpy County d e c i d e d to do this all voluntarily
and it worked pretty well. We didn't worry about one man,
one vote rule at that time. W e had on e p e r so n f r cm e a c h
county and then later on three people from each county
working voluntarily to help develop a flood control program
and it worked. A number of problems were obvious and did
develop. Th e be nefits o f cours e we re ob vi ou s t o s o me
people, but it was also interesting that in some cases there
were opportunities on the part of s ome people t o t ake
advantage of this kind of pro gram at t he e xp e n s e ,
unfortunately, of many others. For example, if you owned
propert y a l o n g t h e f l ood p l a i n i n v ery h i g h v a l ue d a re a s
such as Omaha along the Papio and Dodge Street, having dams
b uil t o n f ar ml a n d i n W a sh i n g t o n County was obv i o u s l y v e r y
valuable because it made it possible for you as the owner of
that land to develop the land and then be protected. I t wa s
really interesting when the 21 dams were first proposed that
only f o u r wou l d h a v e b e en allowed if it were not f or t h e
fact that recreation could be used as part of what is called
the cost ratio benefit formula. In most cases, almost every
case I guess, I would conform to the one man, one vote r u l e .
The only reason I think that Natural Resource Districts came
t o be was b e cause some peop l e downstream in the urban parts
of Douglas County and in some areas in Sarpy County insisted
that dams be built. And i n som e c ase s they were ve r y
selfish motives, certainly had nothing to d o with f l ood
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