Papio-Missouri River Natural Resources District Redistricting - Existing Conditions
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Papio-Missouri River Natural Resources District Redistricting - Proposed Scenario 1
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SubDistrict Total Pop. Difference | % Difference
1 66,241 309 0.469%

2 66,079 147 0.223%

3 64,827 (1,105) -1.676%

4 65,183 (749) -1.136%

5 65,973 41 0.062%

6 65,687 (245) -0.372%

7 66,105 173 0.262%

8 67,336 1,404 2.129%

9 65,390 (542) -0.822%

10 66,089 157 0.238%

11 66,340 408 0.619%
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Papio-Missouri River Natural Resources District Redistricting - Proposed Scenario 2

SubDistrict Total Pop. Difference | % Difference
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Papio-Missouri River Natural Resources District Redistricting - Proposed Scenario 3

SubDistrict Total Pop. Difference | % Difference
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Papio-Missouri River Natural Resources District Redistricting - Proposed Scenario 4

SubDistrict Total Pop. Difference | % Difference
1 66,807 875 1.327%
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