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MINUTES OF THE Special COMMITTEE ON __ Apportionment
The meeting was called to order by Representative Joan Adam at
Chairperson
5:07 _ am./pm. on __Tuesday, March 17 19_22in room _529-5  of the Capitol.

All members were present except:

Committee staff present:

Mary Galligan, Legislative Research Department
Raney Gilliland, Legislative Research Department
Mary Torrence, Revisor of Statutes' Office

Bob Coldsnow, Revisor of Statutes’' Office

Ellie Luthye, Committee Secretary
Conterees appearing before the committee:

The Special Committee on Apportionment met on Tuesday, March 17th, 1992 in Room 529-
S. Representative Joan Adam, Chair, called the meeting to order at 5:07 p.m.

Representative Adam opened the meeting with a statement concerning the press activity
over the past few days regarding the reapportionment process. She stated this raised
a question as to what the Task Force would be doing in the next week and asked what
direction the rest of the committee saw the Task Force going as a group.

Senator Vidricksen responded they had announced a week before the Senate was going to
introduce a map on their own. He stated the map they introduced in the Senate entitled
Republican Congressional {(Attachment 1) was very close to the map that had previously
been presented by the Chair. He also showed a map entitled Plan G showing the Johnson
County district extending all the way to the Oklahoma border (Attachment 2). He stated
they had used Plan G map as a plan they thought perhaps the group could support by
taking some counties off the long stretch from Johnson County to the Oklahoma border
and put in some more of SE Kansas.

Representative Adam stated she did have a problem with maps being introduced into the
Senate and House if they had not been agreed to by the Task Force committee as a whole.

Representative Reardon remarked that he did feel the map that was presented at the last
meeting, Reardon Cong, (Attachment 3) and the Republican Congressional the Senate
introduced were very close and had lots of similarities. He suggested they take the
two maps and try to come up with a map that was agreeable and one that was bi-partisan.

Senator Karr reviewed the areas that were of concern: 1) whether Douglas would stay
in the 2nd; 2) whether SE Kansas would stay in a block; 3) whether Reno would stay in
the 4th and 4) whether Riley and Geary counties would stay in the 2nd. He stated the
Douglas County people and their Commission wanted to be in the 2nd, the SE Kansas people
wanted to stay in a block as much as possible, there was good concensus of the Reno
County people they wanted to stay in the 4th and Riley and Geary counties wanted to
stay in the 2nd.

The Chair agreed this summary was correct and reflected the areas that were left to
be addressed.

Representative Reardon stated the map Senator Vidricksen drew for the 4th district
originally kept more of the current counties in the 4th district than the map that had
been introduced.

Senator Vidricksen called the committee's attention to the map entitled vVidricksen
Original (Attachment 4). Representative Snowbarger stated it was compact around
Sedgewick, compact around Johnson and Wyandotte and about a 50/50 split on combining
the 2nd and 5th districts.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not
been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not
been submitted to the individuals appearing before the committee for
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Representative Adam presented a map entitled Congressional 2/26/92 as the map the
Democrats were proposing and stated it was very close to the one they had presented

previously, Reardon Cong. Senator Karr stated this map came the closest to maintaining
county integrity, maintaining the districts and keeping a low deviation of 0.35 and
it was his feeling the map addressed the four areas he mentioned before. (Attachment
5)

Following discussion on the maps regarding community of interest, deviation, etc. Senator
Karr asked Representative Snowbarger +to explain what he felt was an acceptable
compromise.

Representative Snowbarger answered he felt Riley and Geary counties should be in the
lst district. He did not care about Reno, SE Kansas should remain whole and Douglas
County preferable in the 3rd, stating he felt there was more of a community of interest
with Kansas City with the KU Med Center, KU West Campus and with Johnson and Wyandotte
counties going toward the Lawrence area and all three counties running along Highway
K-10.

Representative Snowbarger suggested that if the group wanted to focus on Reno County
perhaps each group could bring back a map that put Reno in the lst and also in the 4th.

Representative Reardon countered that he thought they had narrowed it to 2 maps but
apparently the Republicans were not in agreement on the map that had been introduced
in the Senate.

There was committee dicussion as to the deviation of the various maps. Representative
Snowbarger stated if the committee was going to maintain county integrity then it should
work toward getting the map with the lowest deviation but not necessarily the lowest.
If low deviation was the first priority then county line integrity would have to be
forgotten.

Following this discussion Representative Adam asked the committee if they were clear

on their assignment that the Republicans would return with a map at the next meeting.
She adjourned the meeting at 6:10 p.m. until Thursday, March 19th.
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DB: KANSAS

Plan tvpe:

District 1
District 2
District 3
District 4
Total

Congressional District Statistics
Time: 1:48 p.m.
Plan: REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL
1992 CONGRESSIONAI, PLAN TYPE
District Number Total Ideal
Name Members Population Population
1 617,806 619,394
1 617,701 619,394
1 621,228 619,394
1 620,839 619,394
4 2,477,574 2,477,576

PLANWIDE STATISTICS:

Range of

populations:

Ratio range:

Absolute
Absolute

Relative
Relative

Absolute
Relative

Standard

range:
overall range:

range:
overall range:

mean deviation:
mean deviation:

deviation:

Date: 3/10/92

Page:

1

617,701 to 621,228

1.0057

-1,693 to 1,834

3,527

-0.27 to 0.30%

0.57%

1640.00

0.26%

1646.1754

District
Variance
-1,588
-1,693
1,834
1,445
-2

$ District
Variance
~0.26%
-0.27%
0.30%
0.23%
0.00%
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DB: KANSAS

District
Rape
Districet 1
District 2
District 3
District 4
Total

PLANWIDE STATISTICS:
Range of populations:
Ratioc range:

Absolute ranga:
Absoclute overall range:

Relative range:
Relative overall range:

Abgolute mean deviation:
Relative mean deviation:

Standard deviation:

Congressional District Statistics

Date: 11/15/¢

Total Populations, All Ages Time: 3:12 p.:
Plan: Plan °G* ‘ Page:
Number Total Ideal District § District
Members Population Popuylation Variance Varjance
1 618,083 619,394 -1,311 ~0.21%
1 619,379 619,394 -15 0.00%
1 620,675 619,394 1,281 0.21%
1 619,437 619,354 43 0.01%
4 2,477,574 2,477,576 -2 0.00%

618,083 to 620,675
. 1.0042

-1,311 to 1,281
2,592

=0.21 to 0.21%
0.42%

' 662.50
0.11%

916.7546
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‘ANSAS Congressional District Statistics Date: 2/14/92
Total Populations, All Ages Time: 4:35 p.m.
Plan: REARDON CONG Page: 1
type: 1992 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN TYPE i
District - Number Total Ideal District % District 3
Name Members Population Population Variance Variance R
-ict 1 ) 1 618,681 619,394 -713 -0.12% A
zict 2 1 619,397 619,394 3 0.00% :
-ict 3 1 620,789 619,394 1,395 0.23%
rict 4 1 618,707 619,354 -687 -0.11%
i 4 2,477,574 2,477,576 -2 0.00% 3

IDE STATISTICS: -3

age of populations: 618,681 to 620,789 ’ﬁ
zio range: 1.0034 2
solute range: : -713 to 1,385 §
solute overall range: 2,108
lative range: -0.12 to 0.23%
.lative overall range: 0.34%
:solute mean deviation: 699.50
:lative mean deviation: 0.11%
:andard deviation: 855.3321

T2



p JueWYOeR3IIY

PLAN NAME: VIDRICKSEN ORIGINAL

i

S

‘LT yoxeR

Z66T

233 TUWOD TEBIoads

JuswuoTilIoddy uo o

Choyenne! Rawline | Decotur | Norton

o ave o Yo o e et | e - -

mrmm: Thomes ISheridan Grehom

4———'—.--——-—

Wouoco: Logon : Gove

g et oy - ———

Phiips | Smith | sewen [Ropudiie

' aad o L T Y
o
Rooks |Ostrorne | Mitahen

!
mhy"ﬂkhlto: Scoll { Lone

e St

Cdweres] _ _
Ford |'———

:Koomy Floasp.
$ 1 Groy
tonten| Gront M'_____ N

] ]
uocton}!!mn-po-ord Meode | Clerk '

Pratt

——_] Wiowe l__

' - - -

W‘W Sumner | Cowtey

Rene - o o

- - - Butter
l‘odroku
Kingmen | T,

KLRD2
November 18, 1001

mkg
LEGEND

Sam—— Plst. Plan (CONG)

19 Couyy

PLAN PRESENTED AT CONCRES S IONAL
YORXTROUP MERTING ¢ 1/18/91



=t

DB: KANSAS

Digtrict
Nanme
Digtrict 1
District 2
District 3
District 4
Total

PLANWIDE STATISTICS:
Range of populations:
Ratic range:

Absolute range:
Absclute overall range:

Relative range:
Relative overall range:

Absolute mean deviztion:
Relative mean deviation:

Standard deviation:

Congressional District Statistics Date: 11/:
Total Populations, All Ages Time: B8:33 g.:
Plan: Vidricksen Original Page:
Total Ideal District & District
Hembers FPopulation PRopulation  variance Variance
1 618,876 619,394 -518 -0.08%
1 617,680 619,394 -1,714 -0.28%
1 622,311 619,394 2,917 0.47%
1 618,707 619,394 -687 -0.11%
4 2,477,574 2,477,576 -2 C.00%

617,680 to 622,311

1.0078

-1'714
4,631

-0.28
0.75%

to 2,917

to 0.47%

1455.00

0.24%

1745.4926
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3B: KANSAS Congressional District Statistics Date: 2/26/S:

Total Populations, All Ages Time: 3:55 p.m.
Plan: CONGRESS 2/26 Page: 1
Plan tvpe: 1992 CONGRESSIONAL PLAN TYPE
District Number Total Ideal District % District
Name Members Population Population Variance Variance

District 1 1 618,621 619,394 -773 -0.12%
District 2 1 619,457 619,394 63 0.01%
District 3 1 620,789 619,394 1,395 0.23%
Jistrict 4 1 £18,707 619,394 ~-687 -0.11%
Total 4 2,477,574 2,477,576 -2 0.00%
LANWIDE STATISTICS: )

Range of populations: 618,621 to 620,789

Ratio range: 1.0035

Absoclute range: -773 to 1,395

Apsclute overall range: 2,168

Relative range: -0.12 to 0.23%

Relative overall range: 0.35% .

Absolute mean deviation: 729.50

Relative mean deviation: 0.12%

Standard deviation: 868.8343
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