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Jessica McClure For Congress October 
Campaign Update  
 

I’ve been 
sitting in my hotel 
room as I travel for 
work, thinking of 
content for this 
newsletter. I have 
news on the 
television. I keep 
hearing stories 
covering the Las 
Vegas massacre, the 
president’s horrible 
response about 
funding aid to Puerto 

Rico, and the Trump administration’s vote against a 
U.N. resolution that condemns using death penalty to 
punish same-sex relations. The reports are 
unbearable. I think we could all use words of 
encouragement right now. I’m going to focus on all 
the good things I’ve seen or heard in the last few 
weeks.   

During the Rock the House campaign 
fundraiser, there was a room full of people cheering 
for my campaign. These same people joined me in a 
stand against hate represented by rioters and bigots 
that met in Charlottesville. Last week, homes in 
Lincoln were graffitied. I saw a huge outpouring of 
community support and neighbors helping each 
other. To the people who helped clean up the mess, 
thanks for being kind. To Michael Funk, thanks for 
planning Rock the House and being one of the first 
people to support my run for office, months ago when 
we were discussing finding a suitable candidate to 
run against the current Congressman.  

My friends and I phone banked for hours in 
preparation for campaign events. One of my friends 
told me that she didn’t know anything about 
“political stuff” but she showed up on a Friday night 
and called voters in the district.  She did it with a 
smile on her face, and said she’d love to help again. 
I’d like to thank her for always being there for me, 
and I’d like to thank everyone who took time out of 
their day to help make calls. 

Wonderful Democrats are everywhere in 
Nebraska. We drove to Winnebago and met fellow 
Democrats who came prepared to discuss important 
topics. We had excellent conversation. Dodge County 
Democrats hosted a fun event and shared food and 
drink. Thank you for inviting me, and sharing. 
Madison County Democrats drove me around Norfolk 
in a golf cart so I didn’t have to walk to the parade 
starting point. They were so concerned with my 
wellbeing, that they wanted to hide me in the golf 
cart when it started raining so my clothes and shoes 
wouldn’t get wet. Thank you for having human 
decency. Of course, I need to thank the Lancaster 
County Democrats. The campaign is really taking off 
because of your continued support.  

I’m trying to think of a worthy conclusion to 
this story, but the story isn’t done yet. The campaign 
is just getting started. I’m going to use the last few 
days’ worth of devastating news stories as motivation 
to keep working harder, and to think about policies 
that counteract some of the terrible events that are 
happening in our country.   
  

COMMITTEES 

 

All Lancaster County Democratic Party committees 

meet at the County Party office, 830 L St., Lincoln. 

Central Committee membership is not required for 

participation. Volunteers are welcome. 

 

Candidate Services – 4th Wed. each month, 7:00 p.m. 

Jen Seaman, Chair, jen.seaman@doane.edu  

Fundraising – 1st Wed. each month, 7:30 p.m.  

 Bennie Shobe, Chair, bennie.shobe@gmail.com  

 Barbara Tracy, Co-Chair, btracy7@gmail.com  

History – last Tues. Feb., May, Aug., Nov., 7:00 p.m. 

 Jean Sanders, jsanders@neb.rr.com   

Issues – 2nd Tues. each month, 7:00 p.m.  

 Ken Snyder, Chair, neilsen01@windstream.net 

Membership – 2nd Mon., each month, 7:00 p .m. 

 Maryjo Shibata, Chair, mjes627@gmail.com  

Public Relations – 1st Tues. each month, 5:30 p.m. 

 Jim Johnson, Chair, jimjohnson@neb.rr.com  

Technology – 2nd Sat. each month, 11:00 a.m. 

 James Baldus, Chair, jhbaldus@gmail.com  
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We Need Immigration Reform Now 
More Than Ever 
By Dennis Crawford  
 

The origin of the 
Republican Party’s 
modern hostility to 
immigration can be found 
in its Southern Strategy. 
This was the electoral 
strategy devised by 
Richard Nixon to play 
upon white racial 
resentment to win 

elections. Subsequent GOP nominees such as Reagan, 
Bush41 and Romney all used code words and winks 
and nods to let the racists within the GOP know that 
they stood with them. 

In 2016, Trump took off the mask and ran out 
as an outright racist. There were no hints from the 
former TV reality star. Right out of the gate, he 
labeled Hispanics “rapists” and “murderers.” Trump 
ran the most openly racist presidential campaign 
since George Wallace’s third party bid in 1968. 

It was this stoking of racial hatred and 
resentment that led to the right wing of the GOP’s 
opposition to immigration reform. It is the 
conservative wing of the GOP that has stymied 
immigration reform and caused our current broken 
immigration system. 

Since he has been a member of the U.S. of 
Representatives, Jeff Fortenberry has voted with the 
most extreme elements of the House GOP caucus on 
immigration bills. Fortenberry is known for two 
things: He is a slavish follower of his party bosses; 
and he is very reluctant to offend the right wing base 
of the GOP. 

In 2005, Fortenberry voted for the now 
infamous Sensenbrenner immigration crackdown bill 
that, among other things, would have made it a felony 

for being in the U.S. without authorization. It is a 
civil—not a criminal—offense to be in the U.S. as an 
undocumented worker or aspiring American. 

The Sensenbrenner bill went so far as to 
make it a felony for anybody who provided assistance 
to an aspiring American. For example, a priest who 
helped out an aspiring American could have been hit 
with a felony rap. 

Two years later, Fortenberry didn’t lift a 
finger to help pass immigration reform. It was in 
2007, that a conservative Republican filibuster killed 
a bi-partisan immigration reform bill in the Senate 
co-sponsored by Ted Kennedy and John McCain. This 
legislation was a classic compromise that consisted of 
an earned pathway to citizenship and more resources 
for border security. 

In 2010, Fortenberry had another chance to 
improve our broken immigration system but he 
voted against the Dream Act. The bill passed the 
House but it was blocked by a right wing filibuster in 
the Senate. This bill would have created an earned 
pathway to citizenship for aspiring Americans 
brought to the U.S. as children. 

The most recent opportunity to reform our 
immigration system was in 2013 when the Senate 
passed a bill similar to the 2007 Kennedy-McCain bill 
by an overwhelming 68-32 majority. This time, John 
Boehner was afraid to offend the extremists in the 
House GOP caucus and never allowed an up or down 
vote on the bill even though it had a support of the 
majority in the House. 

Instead of allowing a vote on a bill that would 
have fixed our immigration system, Boehner held a 
vote in 2013 on a bill that would have defunded the 
DACA program and allowed the federal government 
to treat Dreamers in the same way as violent 
criminals. In what should come as no surprise, Mr. 
Fortenberry voted in favor of this destructive 
legislation. 

Trump’s decision to rescind the DACA 
program on September 5 was just the latest episode 
of this long history of the GOP leadership pandering 
to the radical right on immigration. The former TV 
reality star passed the buck on DACA to the same 
people who have killed immigration reform since at 
least 2005. The chances of this Congress passing 
some kind of protections for Dreamers is between 
slim and none. 

I’m appalled that the Trump Administration is 
going to end the DACA program. The Dreamers’ home 
country is the U.S. They were brought here as small 
children by their parents. The Dreamers are our 
neighbors, friends and colleagues. They are an asset 
to the U.S. 



 The average DACA recipient is 26 and came to the 
US at age 6. 

 91% are employed. 
 100% have no criminal record. 
 They pay $500 to renew every 2 years. 
 95% are working and/are in school. 
 63% got a better paying job. 
 54% bought their first car. 
 48% got a job with better working conditions. 
 12% bought their first home. 

In a better world, Congress would act 
immediately to overturn Trump’s executive order 
and protect the Dreamers. Moreover, a competent 
Congress would reform our immigration laws. 
Unfortunately, it is doubtful that Mr. Fortenberry and 
his colleagues will do anything after years of failure. 

The ultimate solution is to elect more 
Democrats to Congress in 2018. I’m running for 
Congress because my views on immigration are 
diametrically opposed to those of my opponent. As a 
member of Congress, I would vote to protect the 
Dreamers and fix our dysfunctional immigration 
system. If you want different results out of 
Washington, you have to vote for different people. 
Let’s repeal and replace Fortenberry and take back 
the House in 2018! 

 
 

 

Watchful Citizen 

 
In case you haven’t discovered the County Party TV 
show on community access TV, check us out! The 
show airs on LCC-TV, at 10:30 p.m. on Tuesdays, 6:00 
p.m. on Wednesdays, and 12:30 p.m. on Saturdays. 
Current guest on our show is Shirl Mora James, 
speaking on DACA and related issues. 
And check our video archive on YouTube: 
http://www.youtube.com/LancasterCountyDems  
 

 
 
 
 
 

Southeast Community College Update 
By Jim Garver, SCC Board of Governors 
 

SCC has been very busy recently, including 
working on updating our Lincoln campus at 88th and 
O streets. 

We are renovating our Culinary class spaces 
and expanding space to include a new Baking 
Program. In addition, we will be opening a restaurant 
where students can practice serving real customers. 
Work is to done in mid-December so look for our 
restaurant opening then. 

A new Health Professions wing is also 
planned to be added on the East side of the 88th & O 
Streets campus. This will encompass about 75,000 
square feet of new class space for this rapidly 
growing area in our economy. 

New classroom buildings are also 
being planned for our Milford and Beatrice 
campuses. These are planned to expand academic 
offerings on these tech- oriented campuses. 

These new buildings are being financed via 
our utilization of our 2 cent capital levy authority 
included in this year's budget. 

Comments or questions can be sent to my 
email @ jjrgarver@yahoo.com.  

 
 
 

 

 
 

  

http://www.youtube.com/LancasterCountyDems
mailto:jjrgarver@yahoo.com


 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Greetings, fabulous fellow Democrats! I hope 

you all are having a wonderful start to fall. The past 
month has been a whirlwind of activity, with an 
interim hearing studying the effects of incarceration 
on children of incarcerated parents, a trip to 
Whiteclay to host an Economic and Healthcare 
Summit, and the announcement of my candidacy for a 
second term in the Nebraska Legislature. 

As part of this interim, I have introduced a 
number of studies, including a study of dyslexia and 
reading literacy across Nebraska, examining the 
existence and practice of conversion therapy in our 
state, seeking to find ways to utilize wood felled by 
the emerald ash borer infestation, as well as studying 
the impact of incarceration on children of 
incarcerated parents. I will be travelling across the 
state with other senators later this month and 
visiting schools to observe classrooms, and to 
interact with students and teachers in the hopes of 
finding out what schools are doing to combat reading 
literacy and dyslexia.  

On October 1st, I returned from a trip to 
Whiteclay for a Summit my Office organized as the 
Co-Chair of the Whiteclay Public Health Emergency 
Task Force. The Summit focused on addressing the 
numerous economic and healthcare barriers that we 
will need to overcome in order to truly start to heal 
the region. The trip could not have started on a better 
note, as the Nebraska Supreme Court ruled on Friday, 
September 29th that the 4 liquor stores in Whiteclay 
should remain closed. Over 60 people from a wide 
array of backgrounds joined us at our Summit, and 
we were able to make great strides in establishing 
what we want to see for the region going forward, 
and the next steps we can take to get there.  

Our Summit concluded with the arrival of 
over 20 Lakota on horseback who honored us with 
their presence in prayer and song. They had ridden 
for over 8 hours from all across the Pine Ridge 
Reservation to thank us for our work, and extend a 
hand of friendship in the hope of building bridges and 
relationships to help move forward in a new liquor-
free Whiteclay. I was moved to tears by their 
kindness, and that reminded me why I continue to 
fight for the voiceless and the vulnerable. What 
happened in Whiteclay was due to the predatory 
sales of alcohol, and was nothing short of genocide. I 
will do all I can to ensure nothing like it ever happens  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
within our borders again. 

Earlier this past month, I announced my 
candidacy for a second term in the Nebraska 
Legislature. I am incredibly grateful to have been able 
to fight successfully in the Legislature for a host of 
important issues over the last three years. We have 
been able to make significant strides in addressing 
some of our state’s most serious challenges. 

 However, many critical issues lie ahead for us 
in the coming years, including corrections reform, 
juvenile justice protections, meaningful tax reform, 
protection of our natural resources and environment, 
support for public educational and critical education 
funding, preservation and advancement of civil 
liberties for all, workforce development and 
economic growth with quality 21st century jobs, to 
name a few. It has been an honor to serve and work 
for the wonderful residents of District 28 and the 
State of Nebraska these past three years, and I hope 
to continue to work hard for you all each and every 
day in a second term. Thank you all for your 
continued support and encouragement. I could not do 
this work without you. 
 

  



On Sam Van Pelt as Democrat 
By Carter Van Pelt 

Sam and Carter Van Pelt 

 
One of the things I enjoyed the most about my 

relationship with my father is that we both loved to 
talk about politics. In each other’s company, this was 
usually uncensored. I remember healthy political 
conversations around the dinner table when I was a 
teenager, during the Reagan years and while Bob 
Kerrey was governor. 
 My dad hadn’t always been a Democrat. He 
switched his registration in the early 1960s after 
forming a distaste for a particular Republican 
officeholder who shall remain nameless. This was a 
move to the left from my grandfather’s lifelong 
center-right conservatism of the George Norris 
tradition. 
 My father was glad to have longstanding 
friendships and professional relationships with Jim 
Exon (who appointed him to the state district court 
bench), Ben Nelson, and Bob Kerrey. He was very 
proud of the book, Big Jim Exon, that he co-authored 
with his good friend Chuck Pallesen. A “Kerrey For 
President” poster has had a prominent place in his 
house for the past 25 years. 

My father was pleased that I was a Democrat 
and amused when at age 17 I announced at lunch 
with him and my grandfather that I would vote for 
Jesse Jackson for President when I became eligible in 
1988. My grandfather was not even remotely 
amused.  

In recent years, my father tilted further left as 
the deeper partisan divide afflicted the country. He 
was unsettled by the level of hostility that developed 
toward President Obama. He saw connections 
between that hostility and the fringe elements of 
white supremacism that had he had seen during his 
investigation of the Arthur Kirk shooting.  

The harsher partisan divide of the last ten 
years motivated him to give money to Barack Obama 
and other candidates for national office. He was a 
regular supporter of Obama, Hillary Clinton, Joe 
Biden, Al Franken, Elizabeth Warren, and Keith 
Ellison, among others. Their fundraising letters 
rained down on his mailbox. He also supported 
candidates for local and state offices, and he jumped 
at my suggestion that the two of us try to be the first 
donors to Jennifer Brinkman’s campaign for County 
Commissioner. He was proud of the leadership of 
Don Wesely, David Landis, and Chris Beutler on 
behalf of Lincoln and the entire State, as well as Ken 
Haar, Bill Avery, and numerous others. 

One of the more interesting/entertaining 
experiences of his later years was to oversee the 
Lancaster County Democratic Party Convention in the 
late 1990s. He enjoyed the cast of characters of the 
local Democratic Party very much and attended many 
events over the years. 

After I had moved to New York, he would 
keep me up to date on news from Lincoln, whether it 
was county, city, or state politics, and we would 
regularly discuss the national news. He was thrilled 
when I told him that I had met Rep. Charles Rangel on 
several occasions while working in New York.  

So why was my father a Democrat? In the 
broader view, he felt the party represented fairness 
in the creation of and protection of opportunities and 
in the stewardship and distribution of public 
resources. He did not feel that an “every man for 
himself” individualism produced the best society. He 
understood that the tables are set to perpetuate the 
interests and resources of those with privilege, and 
that even talented and highly motivated individuals 
who start from scratch can benefit enormously from 
good government. Another simple explanation that I 
heard him repeat was, “Democrats are so much more 
fun.” 

What a relief to agree with one’s father on 
politics. We didn’t even get into it over Clinton versus 
Sanders! He was deeply concerned with the rise of 
Donald Trump but agreed with my analysis that 
Trump would get the Constitution wrapped around 
his axle sooner or later, and that the free press would 
play an essential role in his downfall. I’m sorry he 
didn’t live to see it happen.  

Dad and I watched a lot of political television 
together over the years, whether it was the Sunday 
talk shows, the State of the Union, national party 
conventions, presidential debates, campaign 
speeches, or inaugurations. As the circumstances 
dictated, he would either cheer enthusiastically or 
yell at the television with as much disgust as when a 
Nebraska quarterback would throw a pick six. One 



lasting memory of an evening watching the 
conventions was from last summer after Reverend 
William Barber’s epic speech at the DNC. He watched 
silently, and as the applause filled the hall, he said 
emphatically, “there is nothing like a black preacher!” 

 
Editor’s note: Besides being Sam’s son, Democratic 

activist Carter Van Pelt was Lancaster County Democratic 
Party Chair from1995-1996. 

 

Why? 
By Larry Weixelman  

 
I don’t have 

Jimmy Kimmel’s talk 
show, microphone or 
youthful good looks. I’m 
not anyone of particular 
importance or notoriety, 
unless you include my 
daughters. I know I’m 
important to them 
because all four of them 

remind me of that on a regular basis. My oldest 
daughter, Jessica, who is now in her early thirties, 
was born six weeks early. Because of a condition that 
only happens in .05% of U.S. pregnancies, an 
emergency C-section was performed for immediate 
delivery. Arriving at just a tad over four pounds, with 
lungs that weren’t fully developed and a liver that 
wasn’t prepared for its lifetime work, she spent two 
weeks in a neonatal ICU. Her expert care was 
provided by Dr. Akhtar Niazi who had himself 
recently arrived from Afghanistan. While it was 
stressful for new parents to become observers rather 
than active parents, the level of care and the 
professional approach in the ICU assured us that 
Jessica would join us at home once she pushed above 
four pounds again and her bilirubin count reached 
normal levels.  
 While all of these concerns added to the 
anxiety level of waiting for her release, there was one 
major component that we never had to be concerned 
about. The bill. Both Sara and I worked for a company 
that had recently purchased plans through a new 
concept called managed care. When the final totals 
arrived, exceeding $20,000 dollars (close to 
$115,000.00 in today’s adjusted amounts), we had to 
write a check for thirty dollars to pay for a pint of 
whole blood—the only item not covered under the 
policy. This affordable healthcare provided through 
employer and military service continued throughout 
the birth and growth of Rebecca, Alicia and Megan. 
Never was our income or health threatened by the 

lack of ability to pay for their delivery or pediatric 
healthcare.  
 The circumstances that made this all happen 
were choices that were offered by the time, place, 
employer, and chance.  All of those factors combined 
to help a young family preserve resources during a 
very formative time. Today I don’t have boundless 
resources but I do have an infinite amount of 
curiosity and inquisitiveness. Those personality traits 
lead me to ask the word “why” more than most would 
allow.  
 And I have so many unanswered whys. 

 Why is healthcare now considered a 
privilege in this country? 

 Why is a 13 billion-dollar aircraft carrier 
with munitions that cost 1 million dollars 
each affordable, but providing healthcare 
for our children is not? 

 Why are retirees forced to sell their 
homes to pay for healthcare in the fading 
glory of their lives? 

 Why are families who were already 
struggling to meet everyday living 
expenses forced into bankruptcy because 
of a medical bill that exceeded their 
annual income? 

 Why do government representatives that 
say they want government out of our lives 
want to give billions of dollars in block 
grants to state governments to make 
choices for healthcare options? 

 Why are we as a country spending over 
20 percent of our GDP on healthcare that 
produces some of the lowest ranked 
outcomes? 

 Why does a drug that was banned in the 
1950s now cost over $6,000 for a one 
month dosage supply as a cancer 
treatment? 

 Why does a government managed 
healthcare insurance plan only use 2 
percent of the premiums collected for 
administrative costs while private 
companies require 8 percent (marketing 
and advertising are not included in that 
number)? 

 But my single biggest why is why we 
don’t pay our working members of 
society enough to afford healthcare, or 
insurance, or needed medication, or 
health education, or food that contributes 
to a healthy lifestyle? 

We accomplished that in the ‘50s and ‘60s. Why 
did the train go off the tracks? 

  



In My Humble Opinion 
By John Atkeison, Associate Chair, Lancaster 
County Democratic Party 
 

 
What's a Party For? 

There are at 
least two kinds of 
Democrats. 

One believes 
that the only reason 
for a Party to exist  is 
to elect self- 
nominated can- 
didates who happen 
to be registered 
Democrats. I'll call 
folks of that opinion 
“Democrat A.”  

Another kind 
thinks that the Party should be a year-round 
organization that builds the political base, influences 
popular opinion, and raises money so that it can run 
or support candidates for office. I'll call folks of that 
opinion “Democrat B.” 

The comments I've heard most often at 
gatherings of LCDP members sound like Democrat A. 
It's usually someone saying, “The only reason we are 
here is to elect Democrats!” In other words, not to be 
in a relationship with allies like labor unions or the 
Farmers Union or Planned Parenthood. Nor to 
organize marches for climate action, women's rights, 
or an end to the death penalty. Nor to mobilize public 
opinion for a specific piece of legislation or a ballot 
initiative. Just elect the darn candidates and move 
along, or maybe call officeholders about a pet peeve 
later. Anything else is “on your own time.” 

They mean something specific when they talk 
about a “big tent” party and it usually means 
stripping ideology to a bare minimum. Technical 
expertise in the electoral process is held in highest 
esteem and winning is pretty much all that is 
important. 

Democrat B types tend to be activists. They 
see the Democratic Party as part of something larger, 
not as a singlepurpose organization, and almost 
always see the Party in relation to other 
organizations. Democrat B might know about the 
legal niceties of how a 501(c)3 or501(c)4 nonprofit 
organization can or cannot engage in political activity 
mostly because they want to respect the limitations 
of allied organizations. Bs might care passionately 
about a few issues and have an opinion about others. 
Democrat B may even see the Democrats as “the 
electoral arm of the people's movements.” It is 

important to Bs that process be inclusive, democratic 
in character, and encourage the engagement of new 
people. The “big tent” means including a range of 
political viewpoints defined by platform or ideology. 

Obviously the distinctions are not that neat 
nor are the clusters of attributes all that tidy. But I 
see it as a useful discussion, and more true than not. 
So how is it useful? 

As I said last month, one of our challenges is 
to overcome an expectation that all politics is dirty 
politics. In My Humble Opinion, that assumption is 
one that most people find repulsive and it narrows 
participation in the democratic process and so 
weakens democracy in America. It also undermines 
our ability to engage voters, which makes it harder to 
win elections. 

What do you think of these distinctions? Do 
they reflect reality? Is it a helpful discussion? Let me 
hear from you! 
 
What is “Left Wing?” What is “Conservative?” 

We have a difficult time talking about things if 
we do not have a common vocabulary. Recently I was 
talking with a guy who had referred to someone as 
“way left-wing” because they were messily dressed, 
loud, and disrespectful. I was amused because I 
thought of that fellow as a mildly left-wing person, 
but I did not see the person he was talking about as 
particularly left. 

I agree with George Lakoff, author of The All 
New Edition of Don't Think Of An Elephant! 
<http://bit.ly/DontThinkOfAnElephant> There is not 
a straight line that goes from conservatives on the 
right to socialists on the left and everyone falls 
somewhere on that line. Most people are a mix of 
“nurturant” and “strict father” attitudes, to use 
Lakoff's terminology, especially the folks we call 
“moderates.” 

It is helpful to look at where these terms 
come from. Wikipedia has a good definition: 

“The political terms ‘Left’ and ‘Right’ were 
coined during the French Revolution (1789–1799), 
referring to the seating arrangement in the Estates 
General: those who sat on the left generally opposed 
the monarchy and supported the revolution, 
including the creation of a republic and 
secularization, while those on the right were 
supportive of the traditional institutions of the Old 
Regime. . . . 

“The term was later applied to a number of 
movements, especially republicanism during the 
French Revolution in the 18th century, followed by 
socialism, communism, anarchism and social 
democracy in the 19th and 20th centuries. Since then, 
the term left-wing has been applied to a broad range 

http://bit.ly/DontThinkOfAnElephant
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http://bit.ly/DontThinkOfAnElephant


of movements including civil rights movements, 
feminist movements, anti-war movements and 
environmental movements, as well as a wide range of 
parties. . . . 

"Leftists . . . claim that human development 
flourishes when individuals engage in cooperative, 
mutually respectful relations that can thrive only 
when excessive differences in status, power, and 
wealth are eliminated." 

Even though our “melting pot” of peoples is 
actually full of lumpy stew, not smooth cheese, our 
cultural norms come from a limited number of 
sources. After all, the European settlers literally killed 
off most of the native peoples and systematically 
eradicated their cultures, including ones that had 
their kind of democratic traditions.  

Likewise, from 1699 forward Africans were 
kidnapped, brutally enslaved and the practice of their 
African cultures were punished harshly. The 
European-Americans sorted out their differences by 
moving towards democracy along their path, which 
was heavily influenced by assumptions that the rich 
and powerful were the natural rulers. That is the 
ultimate reason for why we use the terms the way  
we do. 

So a person may use left-sounding rhetoric 
and adopt a particular style of dress but actually not 
be one who prefers power be in the hands of the 
people, but in his own hands. What's more, a person 
could wear a suit like a corporate lawyer and yet 
push for reforms that give ordinary people more 
power. It's most helpful to honestly describe the real 
positions that people advocate rather than refer to 
surface appearances. Sometimes these “little things” 
help keep us all honest. 

 

  

The H Connection 
By Suzanne Jouvenat  

 
It is with some 

hesitation I write again for 
the Lancaster County 
Democratic Newsletter. 
First, each time I have 
created an article, it was 
with the hope it could be 
thought-provoking and 
promote discussion. 
Perhaps there was an 
expectation of some form of 

feedback, healthy disagreement or more facts. Thus, 
this particular piece is written with awareness of the 
risk involved in speaking ideas honestly while openly 
(and with hope) anticipating any sort of response 
from others.   
               Over the past few months I have engaged my 
thoughts in several themes for articles to write. As I 
viewed the national news, my annoyance, anger, 
sadness and pained despondence erased many ideas 
just as quickly as the President switched topics to 
generate continual chaos.  
               Lately, in working with clients and their 
issues, a particular theme has emerged. I usually 
connect to many who want more connectedness in 
life and desire a sense of “justice” for their hard work 
and all their health needs. There appears to be a 
resilient human spirit that perseveres regardless of 
the depth of their situation. Just by the choice to voice 
their problems, they are sensing there is an answer 
and by their sharing, the ideas for solutions emerge. 
Likewise, as fellow citizens perplexed by this 
psychologically and emotionally challenged 
president, the importance of voicing our concerns, 
fears and positive suggestions is more important 
than ever! 
               Each person is unique and we all have our 
own personal hurts and needs. Yet I have found great 
similarities in these hundreds of folks who come for 
counseling: they want to know they belong and are 
valid. As a country of vast differences in personalities, 
preferences and place (social, intellectual and 
logistical), we are nonetheless alike. Each of us has a 
hard-wired desire for belonging and to have validity, 
purpose or importance in our lives.  
               An analogy came to mind for this piece. In 
thinking about all the needs of my human brothers 
and sisters, I felt the desire to research a bit more on 
the issue of people with feelings they do not fit within 
any class: not belonging. Plus they have a sense life is 
not fair and they are unequally treated or forgotten: 
invalidated.  

 

To contribute an article or letter 
 to the editor contact Jean Sanders, 
Editor at jsanders@neb.rr.com or Jim 
Johnson, Public Relations Chair at 
LCDP@neb.rr.com.   
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             In my browsing, I came upon an article in the 
Atlantic of December 1866 entitled 
“RECONSTRUCTION.” It is Frederick Douglass’ words 
in a brilliant essay noting the anti-emancipation 
sentiments of Andrew Johnson, president after 
Lincoln’s assassination, and speaking of him as 
a “treacherous President [who] stood in the way. . . . ” 
He went on to say, “It can be easily seen how 
reluctant good men might be to admit an apostasy 
which involved so much of baseness”.  Andrew 
Johnson, as many of you know, tried to veto the Civil 
Rights Bill of 1866. He did not believe that the North 
should force its views on the South but instead allow 
the South to determine its own course.   
Translated to the early 21st Century, we may 
compare it to the current leader and his followers’ 
indifference to taking a moral stance in human 
struggles. 

Here is another outstanding and timely quote 
from the Douglass’ paper: “Whatever may be 
tolerated in monarchical and despotic 
governments, no republic is safe that tolerates a 
privileged class, or denies to any of its citizens 
equal rights and equal means to maintain them.” 
America has had previous experience with 
unenlightened presidents and “his” consorts. 

It is so interesting to note the fact that over 
150 years ago, as today, the validation of each 
individual’s equality and their right of belonging as 
an American was in question. This is of value for 
many reasons. It brings us together through history 
with our forefathers and foremothers of all colors, 
ethnicities and creeds. We can feel a sense 
of belonging to their cause and to their striving for 
what is Right. It also gives us courage to continue 
the “fight for the Right” and to persevere regardless 
of the difficulty. Thirdly, we can feel validated as a 
person, as an American and a righteous follower of 
the values, principles and the ideals of standing for 
the Good and striving for the Best for ourselves and 
others. 

Here is Douglass giving us words that assist 
those of us who do seek truth and wish to share that 
with the rational citizenry of these United States: “It 
is no disparagement to truth, that it [truth] can only 
prevail where reason prevails.” Regardless of the era 
or the problems, each generation will have its own 
issues with injustice, invalidation, nonacceptance. 

Here is a primary idea we could remember. 
Regardless whether someone agrees or disagrees 
with us, regardless if they are totally opposite in their 
stance, we can find common ground. Humans are 
programmed to belong and feel validated and the 
more we know this and use it, the greater will be our 

ability to listen to others while humbly influencing 
them with the truth of our words and actions. 

Perhaps the current uncertainty, as in 
divisions of the past, is for our individual declaration 
as persons for justice and as a united group of 
citizens to bring that American “pioneer” spirit of 
individuality into an awareness of common 
connections. We can first respect each as having 
the right to be here. Second share in our common 
needs as humans and third accept and discuss our 
differences in civil and enlightened communication. 
The chasm can be repaired with the creation of open 
and honest Human Connections. 

 
Suzanne is a native of Nebraska but has lived in 

other places around the world as a professional performer 

and taught elementary school and music education. 

Currently she works as a Licensed Independent Mental 

Health Practitioner, Licensed Alcohol & Drug Counselor 

with a Master’s in Educational Psychology from the 

University of Nebraska. Her work includes clients facing 

substance abuse, other addictions, dysfunctional families, all 

forms of abuse, and mental health issues such as depression 

and anxiety and transitional problems. Suzanne facilitates 

clients to create the process of change by engaging in 

healthier thinking patterns for understanding and 

expressing their feelings which increases positive actions 

that promote a renewed sense of energy, purpose and 

integration of body, mind, spirit and emotions emerges. She 

recently published the book Singer of Souls that exemplifies 

her personal experience and philosophy of realization and 

change.  

 
 

 
Who’s the mad man?  

https://mail.twc.com/do/redirect?url=https%253A%252F%252Fwww.thoughtco.com%252Fradical-republicans-definition-1773341&hmac=dd3a06ebb9a3fb24e3f8b1e9745a39f8
https://mail.twc.com/do/redirect?url=https%253A%252F%252Fwww.thoughtco.com%252Fradical-republicans-definition-1773341&hmac=dd3a06ebb9a3fb24e3f8b1e9745a39f8
https://mail.twc.com/do/redirect?url=https%253A%252F%252Fwww.thoughtco.com%252Fradical-republicans-definition-1773341&hmac=dd3a06ebb9a3fb24e3f8b1e9745a39f8


Rethinking Labor Unions as a Public 
Good 
By John Kretzschmar 

 
I teach classes for union sisters and brothers 

about the role that unions play in our society. One of 
the frames I use is that unions are a “public good.”  
Here is how I come to that conclusion.  

When it is at its best, organized labor works 
from a couple of adages: “we all do better when we 
ALL do better,” and “an injury to one is an injury to 
all.” Any institution, which works from those ideas, 
could rightfully be considered a public good. The 
history of unions remains rarely taught. The resulting 
vacuum is filled most often with exaggerated stories 
and untrue stereotypes.   

For instance, few people tend to frame 
organized labor as our nation’s “first successful anti-
poverty program.”  There are few who think of 
unions as the only institution in our society that 
exists to introduce meaningful democracy into the 
nation’s workplaces. Everyday wage earners from 
assembly line workers to college professors use that 
democracy to work with management to negotiate 
binding contracts that raise levels of fairness and 
democracy above the levels previously established by 
employers.   

When it comes to the economy, few people 
think about the role of consumers as being essential 
to a healthy economy. By some estimates, consumer 
spending accounts for approximately 2/3 of GDP.  
Venture capitalist Nick Hanauer famously remarked 
that he has never hired an additional employee if the 
current workforce could adequately meet the 
demand for goods and services. Hanauer made that 
comment in refuting the idea that tax cuts for the 
“plutocrats” [his term] like himself will fail to create 
new jobs if the demand for goods and services is low 
and can be met with the current workforce.   

President Franklin Roosevelt made the same 
point decades earlier when he said, “It is to the real 
advantage of every producer, every manufacturer, 
and every merchant to cooperate in the improvement 
of working conditions because the best customer of 
American Industry is the well-paid worker.”    

It is generally unrecognized that when union 
density is significant in an industry or geographic 
area, unions are responsible for both “spill over” and 
“trickle up” economics. Here is what I mean.   
 “Spill over” occurs most often when density is 

high as it was during the quarter century 
following World War II. Non-union employers, in 
those situations, have to keep their wages close to 
the union scale, lest their best workers either quit 

to work at a union employer, or their employees 
choose to organize a labor union in their current 
workplace.   

 “Trickle up” economics is a way of expressing the 
impact of a new collective bargaining agreement 
on the wage levels of those ranks of employees 
directly above the unionized employees. These 
non-union employees get a “bump” when the 
people they directly and indirectly supervise 
improve their working conditions via collective 
bargaining.   

Why is that important?  As I noted before, the 
best friends of Main Street merchants are well-paid 
consumers. Unions are the ladders that everyday 
wage earners used to climb out of poverty and into 
the middle class. Moreover, declines in union density 
correlate with rising economic inequality. Times of 
high economic inequality tend to precede economic 
turndowns as happened in the Gilded Age and right 
before the Great Depression. Let me share a comment 
that Florida Senator Marco Rubio made following the 
Great Recession about the economic inequality 
leading to that economic collapse: “From 1980 to 
2005, over 80% of the total increase in income went 
to the top 1% of American earners.”   

Finally, every workplace right and safeguard 
enjoyed by both union and non-union wage earners 
was enacted with the help of organized labor. From 
the regulation of child labor to the Equal Pay Act and 
the passage of OSHA, organized labor was there with 
others working for enactment.  

In summary, unions work from the idea that 
“we all do better when we ALL do better.” They bring 
meaningful democracy into the nation’s workplaces.  
They provide the ladders that wage earners use to 
climb out of poverty and into the middle class. The 
side effect of that middle class expansion is: it is also 
good for Main Street merchants across the nation.  
Additionally, passage of laws creating the weekend, 
overtime pay, and non-discriminatory employment 
practices were the result of unions working with like-
minded groups.   

Looking at it from this point of view, is seems 
that organized labor is indeed a “public good.”  

  



Food, too? 
By John Atkeison 
 

We better have a 
damn good reason for 
changing the way we do 
things from top to bottom, 
especially in the electric 
power industry. Electricity 
generation and distribution is 
at the heart of our lives, from 
the industrial economy to 
watching football on TV. 

I'm going to tell you 
some of the things that we 

need to know so we can get ourselves out the climate 
pickle that we're in and still keep the lights and the 
TV on. 

Let's start with some new stuff. At least it was 
new to me until pretty recently. 

This new thing sounded even weirder and 
less likely than the news that humans could be 
changing the climate all over the world or that we 
were changing the acidity of the oceans. It turns out 
that with all the extra CO2 in the air, plants have been 
absorbing a lot of it, which is no surprise. The natural 
balance is that plants take in CO2 and put out oxygen. 
Animals, like us, take in oxygen and put out CO2. 
Except that it is not that simple. 

Now we know that when plants take in a lot 
more CO2, they use it to make carbohydrates, starch 
and sugars. The protein and minerals in that food is 
squeezed out. There are simply less of those 
nutrients. So today's food is less nutritious than the 
food our parents ate. 

The biology professor who educated me on 
this issue says he has known of this effect for 
decades. It is only recently that articles have reached 
the non-specialist press. One reason that I was 
initially skeptical was that the first credible article I 
read was in Politico, which specializes in politics, not 
biology or nutrition. 

Here are a few quotes from the article by 
Helena Bottemiller Evich: 

“The junk-food effect he [Irakli Loladze] had 
learned about . . . also appeared to be occurring in 
fields and forests around the world. ‘Every leaf and 
every grass blade on earth makes more and more 
sugars as CO2 levels keep rising,’ Loladze said. ‘We 
are witnessing the greatest injection of 
carbohydrates into the biosphere in human 
history―[an] injection that dilutes other nutrients in 
our food supply.’” 

"He published those findings just a few years 
ago, adding to the concerns of a small but 

increasingly worried group of researchers who are 
raising unsettling questions about the future of our 
food supply. Could carbon dioxide have an effect on 
human health we haven’t accounted for yet? The 
answer appears to be yes—and along the way, it has 
steered Loladze and other scientists, directly into 
some of the thorniest questions in their profession…." 

"Loladze and a handful of other scientists 
have come to suspect that’s not the whole story and 
that the atmosphere itself may be changing the food 
we eat. Plants need carbon dioxide to live like 
humans need oxygen. And in the increasingly 
polarized debate about climate science, one thing 
that isn’t up for debate is that the level of CO2 in the 
atmosphere is rising. Before the industrial revolution, 
the earth’s atmosphere had about 280 parts per 
million of carbon dioxide. Last year, the planet 
crossed over the 400 parts per million threshold; 
scientists predict we will likely reach 550 parts per 
million within the next half-century—essentially 
twice the amount that was in the air when Americans 
started farming with tractors.” 

"If you’re someone who thinks about plant 
growth, this seems like a good thing. . . .” 

"But . . . greater volume and better quality 
might not go hand-in-hand. In fact, they might be 
inversely linked. As best scientists can tell, this is 
what happens: Rising CO2 revs up photosynthesis, the 
process that helps plants transform sunlight to food. 
This makes plants grow, but it also leads them to 
pack in more carbohydrates like glucose at the 
expense of other nutrients that we depend on, like 
protein, iron and zinc.” Read it for yourself on the 
web at http://bit.ly/CO2LowersNutrients. 

Now we all have three reasons to want to 
eliminate the CO2 pollution. One is the “junk food 
effect” we just discussed.  

Another is related to the fact that Earth's 
oceans take up two-thirds of the earth's surface area, 
which is hard for me to remember here in Nebraska! 
The great majority of the extra, human-made CO2 is 
soaked up by those oceans and seas. There is so much 
excess now that the acidity is changing. It is changing 
enough to make it difficult for sea creatures like 
corals and oysters to form shells, which is pretty bad 
news if you are an oyster or a coral! In fact, oyster 
fisher folk in the Northwest USA have been having 
trouble for years now. Corals, including o the Great 
Barrier Reef, are in distress and dying. Lots of people 
know that, but not all the reasons why. (The hotter 
water is another big reason.) Shell-dependent critters 
are not the only ones hurting, because all the other 
critters that depend on them are hurting also. But 
that is another story. 

The third is what most people know about, 

http://bit.ly/CO2LowersNutrients


that carbon dioxide (CO2) that comes out of the 
smokestacks and tailpipes traps heat in the earth's 
air, oceans, and land. Excess heat used to beam itself 
out into outer space, but now an unnatural amount of 
CO2 and other greenhouse gases is trapped here and 
heats things up. 

Burning coal to make electricity has always 
also spewed "regular pollution" into the air and 
caused sickness in large cities. This includes 
particulates that hurt lungs and hearts and sulphur 
compounds that cause acid rain. 

Cars, buses and trucks have also been making 
a share of all this pollution. They all burn what are 
literally fossil fuels, coal and oil and gas, stuff that has 
been buried for millions of years and cooked into 
very dense and carbon-rich sources of energy. 

Luckily, describing the problem points 
directly to the solution: stop burning fossil fuels! Or  
to put it in a more helpful way, clean up the 
generation of electricity with wind, solar and water 
power, and electrify everything, especially the 
transportation sector of the economy. 

And don't be slow about it. As I discussed last 
month, we don't have forever. 

 
 
 

 

 
During her recent visit to the primate educational 
center at the Lincoln Children's Zoo, Ed. Sec. Betsy 
DeVoes was offered a "free" school lunch.

Lincoln City Council News  
 

 
City Councilman Carl Eskridge speaks in support of 
Anti-Hate Resolution  

 
http://lincoln.ne.gov/city/council/agenda/2017/082817/17r226.p
df 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of 
Lincoln takes this opportunity to reinforce our 
commitment to a diverse, supportive, inclusive, and 
protective community and resolves as follows:  
  
 Section 1. The Lincoln City Council calls upon all City 
Departments and employees and all who live, work, 
or visit in Lincoln to speak out against acts of 
bullying, discrimination, and hate violence and to 
stand up for those who are targeted for such acts.    
 
Section 2. The Lincoln City Council will lead by 
example in promoting safety, security, and respect 
for human and constitutional rights, and welcomes 
opportunities to partner with the Legislature, other 
jurisdictions, local organizations, educational 
institutions, residents, and businesses that support 
and defend all individuals in Lincoln.    
 
Section 3. The City of Lincoln recognizes, values and 
will proactively work to promote diversity and 
inclusion within our community.   
 
Section 4. The City will oppose any attempts to 
undermine the safety, security, and rights of 
members of our community.  
 
Section 5. The City does not tolerate discrimination, 
harassment, or any hate-based crimes and hereby 
rejects prejudice and bigotry in all forms.  
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The Food Revolution’s Missing Piece 
By Ted Genoways 
Reprinted with permission. 

 
This story, published with Harper’s Magazine, is an excerpt 
from Ted Genoways’ new book, This Blessed Earth, an 
intimate account of a year with the Hammonds, a Nebraska 
farm family. Here, Genoways argues that the difficult 
realities faced by farmers like the Hammonds need to be 
part of the conversation about food-system reform. Ted’s 
book may be obtained from him at genoways@gmail.com.  
  

At the start of the new century, an unexpected 
consumer movement emerged. After decades of 
enthusiasm for canned food, frozen food, fast food, 
microwaveable food—really any food that made 
cooking swifter or easier or utterly unnecessary—
American diners started rejecting prepackaged meals 
from a factory, or warmed for hours under a heat 
lamp. The reasons for this shift are complex (and the 
shift itself uneven), but they arise from a gnawing 
fear that a surfeit of TV dinners, drive-through 
burgers, and canned Spam is bad for the 
environment, for food workers, for our health as 
eaters, and perhaps even for the nation’s soul. 
Inspired by Eric Schlosser’s Fast Food Nation and 
Michael Pollan’s The Omnivore’s Dilemma (as well as 
the countless books and movies paddling in their 
wake), a generation of enlightened eaters has grown 
suspicious of a secretive food industry that relies on 
chemicals for increased row crop production, 
antibiotics and feed additives for meat production, 
and heavy processing with artificial sweeteners and 
preservatives for packaged food from the snack aisle 
to the frozen section. 

This new food awareness has taken many 
forms: the Slow Food movement, the eat-local 
movement, the organic movement, the Fair Trade 
movement, and the food-justice movement, to name 
just a few. It also has brought insider terms like “high 
fructose corn syrup,” “lean, finely textured beef,” and 
“genetically modified organism” not only into the 
common lexicon but into the center of public debates 
about how our food is raised, how government 
supports and regulates its production, and how agri-
culture was transformed into agri-business while 
most of the country wasn’t watching. This sudden sea 
change in consumer habits put the forces of Big Food 
on alert that Americans were looking for something 
more wholesome, more sustainable, and more 
environmentally and socially responsible—
something, ultimately, that they could put on the 
dinner table without feeling guilty that they were 
destroying the planet and shredding the fabric of 
farming communities. 

But a few years ago, I began to wonder: Is all 
of this really helping family farmers? How do they 
feel about a food movement that lionizes 
ideologically-driven operations like Joel Salatin’s 
Polyface Farms, the pastoral curmudgeon made 
famous in Omnivore’s Dilemma, and vilifies 
generations-old operations in the middle of the 
country, where many farmers have no choice but to 
raise commodity grains—principally corn and 
soybeans—just to keep their families afloat? At the 
same time that many such farmers were feeling 
forced to prove their heightened commitment to land 
stewardship and animal welfare and building 
sustainable agricultural models that support 
communities and health, corporate food producers 
were rushing to rebrand and remake their image. 
Smithfield Foods acquired Farmland. Tyson took over 
Hillshire Farm. Hormel bought out Farmer John. Now, 
the products from some of the largest and most 
industrialized food producers in the world are 
packaged with logos featuring red Dutch gambrel 
barns, white farmhouses, and smiling farm families 
decked out in denim shirts and overalls, holding 
grandchildren and hand tools for hoeing rows. “It’s 
the most egregious case of identity theft in American 
history,” John Hansen, state president of the 
Nebraska Farmers Union, told me. 

With all this in mind, I set about looking for a 
farm family that would allow me to do something 
simple but intrusive: follow their operation from one 
year to the next, as they went through the cycle most 
Americans have forgotten—harvest, calving, planting, 
breeding, corn de-tasseling, livestock sale, and 
harvest again. That’s when I met Rick Hammond. Rick 
grew up on a small ranch in western Nebraska, and 
for 40 years he has raised cattle and crops on his 
wife’s fifth-generation homestead in York County, 
Nebraska, with the hope of passing it on to their four 
children. But as the handoff has grown nearer, their 
small family farm—and their entire way of life—has 
increasingly come under siege. 

When I first got to know Rick, he and his 
daughter Meghan had become leading voices of 
opposition to the Keystone XL pipeline. That project, 
intended to carry heavy crude pumped from the 
Alberta tar sands in Canada nearly 2,000 miles to 
Port Arthur and Houston on the Texas Gulf Coast, was 
slated to cut through major portions of their family 
cropland. Meghan and Rick argued that it would not 
only slash their production but also posed an 
existential threat to the Ogallala Aquifer, the 
underground reservoir of fresh water that most 
midwestern farmers depend on to irrigate crops and 
water their cattle. Rick was so determined to stop the 
project that he agreed to let the anti-pipeline 
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nonprofit Bold Nebraska build a solar-powered barn 
on land he rented from his in-laws. If he was going to 
give up farmland, he said, he’d rather lose it to a solar 
project than to tar sands. 

I admired the fierce and outspoken stance 
that the Hammonds struck—but it also put them at 
remarkable risk. A neighbor who supported the 
pipeline abruptly terminated a long-standing tenant 
contract, which meant that Rick would no longer be 
able to rent that land for soybean production. At the 
same time, after nearly a decade of record-high corn 
and soybean prices, the bottom dropped out of the 
markets, making it ever harder for small farmers to 
shoulder their loans—forcing more and more to sell 
out and dragging down land values. So, headed into 
the harvest of 2014, Rick and his family needed 
everything to go right. Without that money coming in 
from the rented land, Rick knew that he couldn’t 
afford to buy new machinery for the year, or replace 
his center-pivot irrigation system. He needed to have 
a full year of paying down loans, not incurring new 
debts. He needed a year in which crops came in early 
and healthy, prices rebounded, equipment held out. 
And if he was forced to take out more loans, he 
needed interest rates to stay low. I told Rick and 
Meghan, as well as Meghan’s fiancé, Kyle Galloway, 
that this would be an ideal year to show readers just 
how much pressure the average farm family is now 
under. I asked if my wife, the photographer Mary 
Anne Andrei, and I could be with them for every 
major event on the farm for the coming 12 months. 
To my surprise, they agreed. 

It was hard on everyone, but I came to 
understand the difficulty of farm life in a way that I 
never could have from a distance. That first fall, the 
harvest of 2014, everything seemed to conspire 
against the Hammonds. Storms moved into Nebraska 
in September and dumped wave after wave of rain, 
delaying the harvest. Prices kept falling while the 
Hammonds waited for the fields to dry. Some fields 
had worse-than-expected hail damage. Others had 
the first-ever infestations of stem borer, a larva that 
weakens soybean plants and makes them virtually 
impossible to harvest. The mood turned tense and 
occasionally contentious, but everyone gave 
everything they had to getting through each day’s 
challenges. 

This never-quit attitude was on display on 
one evening as harvest was finally getting fully 
underway. The sun was sinking low as Kyle made the 
final passes across a field in the combine. If he could 
get the field done before dark, the family could move 
the combine to another field before morning. At first, 
I thought Kyle was just hoping to get a jump on the 
next day’s work. But as he discussed it with Rick, I 

soon realized: the decision was about risk and 
reward. The final rows to be harvested were planted 
around the concrete pad of their neighbor’s center-
pivot irrigation system. With the reduced visibility at 
dusk, there was a chance of damaging the pivot or the 
combine—at a potential cost of tens of thousands of 
dollars. But if they waited until morning, they would 
lose money for sure. 

Kyle and Rick had both been checking 
soybean prices on their phones. Trading was 
projected to open lower in the morning than it was at 
closing on the Chicago Board of Trade that evening, 
but Kyle had found a local co-op that was willing to 
stay open and take their last load of soybeans at the 
day’s final price. After a lot of back and forth, he 
convinced Rick that it was worth the risk to keep 
working that night, rather than taking a sure loss if 
they delivered a load at a lower price in the morning. 
And then, just as Rick had feared, Kyle hit the pad of 
the pivot, breaking the cutting mechanism on the 
front of the combine. After a few tense moments of 
assessing the damage, everyone flew into action, with 
Kyle fixing the problem by flashlight with nothing 
more than a blowtorch, a wrench, and a little brute 
force. 

That moment, which serves as the climax of 
my story in the new issue of Harper’s, was something 
that Rick and Kyle now shrug off as nothing more 
than a typical day on the farm. But to me, it revealed 
the unbelievable skill set required of the modern 
farmer. Just to survive, you have to be able to predict 
the commodities market as well as any stock broker 
in one moment, but in next you might have to be able 
to repair a half-million-dollar piece of equipment 
with the expertise of a licensed mechanic (which, it 
just so happens, Kyle is). Managing that divide while 
also contending with encroaching pipelines, 
groundwater depletion, climate change, and shifting 
trade policies is a nearly impossible task, and yet 
families like the Hammonds confront that reality 
every day, with everything that generations before 
them built perpetually at stake. 

If readers take away nothing else, I hope they 
will see that if we truly want a revolution in 
American agriculture, away from industrial methods 
and toward more organic and sustainable farming, 
then families like the Hammonds have to be heard 
and brought into the conversation. We must be allies 
in their fight to preserve their legacy and the life they 
love.   



Learning about History is Important 
By Jean Sanders, Chair 

Lancaster County Democratic Party History 

Committee 
 

In David McCullough’s new book comprising 

some of his speeches, The American Spirit: Who We Are 

and What We Stand For, he states:  

 

“. . . We must all read history, and write and 

publish and teach history better. 

How can we know who we are and 

where we are headed if we don’t know where we 

have come from? How can we call ourselves 

patriots if we know little of our country’s past?” 

 

In another section he promotes changing the way 

colleges and universities approach the teaching of 

history. 

 

“. . . We must enlist the power and resources of 

our universities in a new way. 

As through the years of the Cold War 

our leading universities, with millions of dollars 

in federal support, were actively involved in 

research and development for military purposes, 

let the leading universities centered in our cities 

become actively involved in helping to 

understand and solve the terrible problems of 

our cities. . . . 

The core of such a program, I suggest, 

should be history, for the specific and realistic 

reason that all problems have histories and the 

wisest route to a successful solution to nearly 

any problem begins with understanding its 

history. Indeed, almost any attempt to solve a 

problem without an understanding of its history 

is to court its failure—as example our tragic 

plunge into Vietnam with hardly a notion of its 

past.  

What is the history of homelessness     

in . . .? What has been the community-wide 

experience down the years with alcohol and drug 

addiction? What can be learned about 

community response to epidemic disease from 

the terrifying experience of 1919 when influenza 

swept . . .? Or the annals of violent crime here 

one generation to another?” 

 

 Consider how embracing the concept of 

recognizing and appreciating the history of any endeavor 

affects each of us. 

 What issues are important to you? What was 

their origin and how have past proponents and opponents 

attempted to handle them? What has worked, what 

hasn’t and why? 

 Who was influential in creating change—

positive or negative? How did they get and keep or lose 

that influence and what can we learn from them? Yes, 

reading biographies helps us to learn about history. 

 Why should we take the time to research issues 

and people and what does any of that have to do with 

electing those who represent us currently? 

 Every day we are creating history, so studying 

history helps us to acknowledge and remember why, 

where and who we are. Whether we like or don’t like 

what happened, agree or disagree with the people 

involved, the study of history provides a touchstone for 

divergent perspectives that can lead to compromise and 

workable solutions. 

 

Nebraskans for Alternatives to the 
Death Penalty Update 
By Matt Maly - Operations Coordinator 
 

Another month, another prison problem. This 
month, it was another escape from the state 
penitentiary in Lincoln, putting our community in 
danger. Over the past several years, we Nebraskans 
have become accustomed to headlines about issues in 
our prison system. It’s become a devastatingly 
routine part of our local news—escapes, riots, 
smuggled drugs, cellmate murders and guard 
injuries. Yet, this is the error-prone department some 
would like to see carry out executions. 
 At 160% capacity, it’s clear to me that the 
department of corrections has much more pressing 
issues than getting the very small number of inmates 
on death row executed. When will Nebraskans say 
enough is enough? There are many critical issues that 
need to be addressed in the department of 
corrections. We simply cannot afford to continue 
wasting our limited resources on the death penalty. 
 On a different subject, NADP is excited to 
have a new office space. After nearly 20 years in the 
historic Terminal Building, we have joined the 
Nonprofit Hub co-working space near 14th and P St. 
Our new address is: 

211 N. 14th St. 
Lincoln, NE 68508 

You can, of course, still keep up to date by 
following us on Facebook and Twitter and at 
nadp.net. 
 
Towards Justice, 
Matt Maly 
On Behalf of all of NADP 
  

nadp.net


Resolutions Adopted by the Lancaster County 

Democratic Party 9/20/2017 

 

LCDP RESPONSE ON THE CITY COUNCIL’S 
RESOLUTION OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2017 

WHEREAS, the Lancaster County Democratic Party is 
firmly committed to the diversity, multiculturalism, 
and unity of our community; and 

WHEREAS, the LCDP recognizes the gathering clouds 
threatening the marginalized members of our 
community with harassment and prosecution, 
selective enforcement of laws intended to protect 
them, and denial of constitutional and human rights; 
and 

WHEREAS, on September 11, 2017, the Lincoln City 
Council adopted a Resolution reaffirming its 
commitment to the principles of inclusion and 
pledging to oppose any attempt to undermine the 
safety, security, or rights of members of our 
community; 

THEREFORE, be it resolved, That the LCDP reaffirms 
its opposition to bigotry and prejudice in all its 
forms; and 

Be it further resolved, That the LCDP commends the 
Lincoln City Council for its commitment to a “diverse, 
supportive, inclusive, and protective community”; 
and 

Be it finally resolved, That the LCDP encourages the 
Lincoln City Council to remain vigilant for meaningful 
ways to protect and support those who need it most 
in Lancaster County.   

LCDP RESPONSE TO FIRST RESPONDERS 
 
WHEREAS 2017 has so far brought back to back 
multibillion dollar hurricane disasters to Texas, 
Florida and much of the Caribbean, with great loss of 
life and devastation visited upon millions of people; 
and 
 
WHEREAS Nebraska has responded with volunteer 
efforts too many to name in the case of individuals; 
and 
 
WHEREAS Nebraska groups, institutions and 
businesses have likewise stepped up with money, 
time, supplies and helping hands to do what needs to 
be done for our Gulf Coast neighbors; and 
 
WHEREAS these Nebraska collective responders 
include but are by no means limited to Nebraska Task 
Force One, the Nebraska National Guard, Homeland 
Security, Lincoln Electric System, Nebraska Public 
Power District, Loup Power District, the Nebraska 
Humane Society, the Beatrice Humane Society, 
Nebraska chapters of the Salvation Army and the 
American Red Cross, Union College, Mennonite 
Disaster Services, InterFaith Power and Light and the 
Nebraska Cornhusker Football Team; and 
 
WHEREAS climate change is everyone's 
responsibility, though not all accept or acknowledge 
This truth; and 
 
WHEREAS a bedrock principle of the Democratic 
Party is that we are all in this together; and 
 
WHEREAS as a society we may be judged by the way 
we minister to our most vulnerable beings; 
 
THEREFORE, be it resolved that the Lancaster County 
Democratic Party opposes proposed cuts to funding 
for the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, the US Environmental 
Protection Agency and the Federal Emergency 
Management Administration; and 
 
Be it further resolved that the LCDP salutes all 
Nebraskans, individuals as well as groups, 
institutions and businesses, that contribute to 
hurricane relief efforts in whatever way, in 
recognition of their determination, often their 
courage, and always their compassion. 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

                                                 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Support the Lancaster County Democrats today!  

Name: ___________________________________________________ Date: _______________ 

Address: _____________________________________________________________________ 

City: ______________________________    State: _________    Zip: ____________________ 

Home Phone: ______________    Work Phone: ______________    E-mail: _____________________________________ 

Occupation: __________________________ Employer: _____________________________________________________ 

I would also like to volunteer:   _______ Prepare Mailings            _______ Phone Banking           _______ GOTV 

I prefer to get my newsletter (please check one):   _______ via e-mail    or     _______ via US mail. 

Please also consider a donation to the Lancaster County Democratic Party. 

Your donation helps support party activities including Get Out The Vote efforts, 

candidate support services, political forums and the Lancaster County Democrat. 

_______ Sustaining Donor (Monthly Donation – credit card authorization) 

I hereby authorize the Lancaster County Democratic Party to charge the credit card below $_______ each month. 

Signature _________________________________________________________ 
 

_______ One-time Donation (credit card authorization) 
I hereby authorize the Lancaster County Democratic Party to charge the credit card below for a one-time donation of $_______. 

Signature _________________________________________________________ 
 

_______ Electronic Donation via ActBlue 

I am sending a separate electronic donation via the County Party’s ActBlue account: 

https://secure.actblue.com/contribute/page/lancaster-county--ne--democrats-1 
 

_______ Check or Money Order Enclosed, payable to Lancaster County Democratic Party 
Make check or money order payable to Lancaster County Democratic Party or charge to: 

  _______ VISA  _______ MasterCard  # ________________________________________  Exp. Date _______ 

Please return this form to the Lancaster County Democratic Party, PO Box 83213, Lincoln NE  68501-3213. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lancaster County Democratic Party 
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