
  
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Now is the Time to Create Universal 
Broadband Access 
By Mary Harding, Board of Directors 
Nebraska Public Power District Subdivision 1 

 
At the beginning of my 
tenure on the Nebraska 
Public Power District 
(NPPD) board, we were 
part of a conversation 
to promote higher 
quality internet access 
for Nebraskans in rural 
communities. At that 
time, the Internet of 
Things was a futuristic 
concept, and many 

issues contributed to the failure of that effort at the 
beginning of this century.   

Today, the Internet of Things is a reality as 
people manage their thermostats and lights from 
their phones; in agriculture, application and planting 
rates are controlled by computer onboard tractors.  
John Deere has estimated that every kernel of corn 
generates a kilobyte of data annually. Thousands of 
terabytes of data need to be uploaded and managed 
annually.     

The sales of electric cars have grown more 
than 30% a year in recent years; Forbes reports that 
65% of new light-duty vehicles are projected to be 
electric vehicles by 2050. The opportunity for these 
cars to become a mobile power plant—storing 
renewable wind and solar energy and sending it back 
to the grid when needed—is a real path forward to a 
more efficient, cleaner modernized electric system.  
But it is a management challenge that will require 
nearly ubiquitous access to the internet, and 
powerful capacity to load data in real time.  

All this aside, consumer desire to have access 
to the wealth of social and economic activities that a 
robust internet system allows is clear. Economic 
sustainability is not just about jobs, but access to 
services.  It is time for Nebraska to move forward in 

assuring access to the internet, much as we did in the 
1930’s with electricity. 

Early this month (December 2017) the 
Transportation and Telecommunications Committee 
of the Unicameral held a hearing on LR 176 to 
examine broadband services within the state and to 
explore the role of political subdivisions in meeting 
need.  I commend the Committee for taking up this 
issue, and look for great things ahead. 

NPPD and its wholesale partners stepped 
forward to offer collaboration in this effort. We all 
know the advantages and savings to consumers that 
are possible through sharing infrastructure rather 
than duplication of investment. Private/public 
partnerships work, and NPPD’s assets can be an 
economical and efficient addition to any effort to 
expand internet access across the state. We do not 
want to be in the retail broadband business, but we 
do want our customers to have access. With our fiber, 
communication towers, lines, and conduits, we can 
facilitate bringing cost-effective broadband to all 
Nebraskans.   

Now is the right time to move forward and 
create universal broadband access for Nebraskans all 
across the state. 
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Another month 

has flown by and I am 
still frantically trying to 
keep track of all the 
national news coming out 
of the White House and 
Congress. It's a full time 
job!  

But don't despair! The Lancaster County 
Democratic Party is actively working to recruit good 
candidates to run for local offices in 2018. Several 
candidates will announce in January. We must keep 
our eye on the ball and give our local candidates all 
the support we can to get them elected. We are 
reminded every day that elections have 
consequences. 

We are doing our best to keep Lancaster 
County Democrats informed about who is running 
and how people can participate in their campaigns, 
whether it be by attending a fundraising event, 
volunteering to canvass door to door or phone 
banking. Democrats must get active and elect people 
who can help turn around the extreme policies and 
legislation of the GOP at all levels. 

We are being bombarded at the national, 
state and local level by Republicans who desire to 
serve their donors and the interests of big 
corporations instead of the poor and middle class.  
I urge everyone reading this to make the effort to call 
your representatives in Congress, attend local city 
council and county commission meetings to keep up 
the pressure on every elected official and candidate to 
represent your interests! 

Your county party is in need of sustaining 
donors to keep our operations financially healthy. We 
provide many support services to candidates, elected 
officials and voters. Frankly, it costs money. I know 
there are many organizations that ask for your extra 
support this time of year and it can be overwhelming. 
I make my own giving easy by signing up for regular 
automatic payments to the Lancaster County 
Democratic Party. If you want to support and 
promote Democratic candidates, ideals and issues, I 
don't know of a better or easier way than going to 
our website, clicking on the donate button and setting 
up a monthly or one time contribution to your party. 
Our website is lancastercountydemocrats.org.  
 

 

 
 
 
 
Giving your financial support to the Lancaster 

County Democratic Party is one of the most 
important ways you can ensure our government and 
our democracy is for the people and by the people. 
Your ongoing commitment can mean the difference 
between a government run by oligarchs or oligarchs 
run by government! Please be generous with your 
support to take us into the 2018 elections ready to 
fight for our democratic ideals.  

We will host our annual Holiday Party on 
December 19th at the Happy Raven, 122 N. 11th, 
Lincoln, Nebraska from 6:30 to 10:30 pm. The party 
takes the place of our monthly central committee 
meeting. Free appetizers will be available and a free 
will offering is always appreciated. We have invited 
elected officials and candidates to visit with you. We 
will also interview attendees on what it means to be a 
Democrat. We will video your comments for airing on 
our community access television program on 
Spectrum channel 1302. Join Democrats in some 
holiday cheer and bring a friend too.  

I wish everyone a very happy and safe holiday 
season. Enjoy your family and friends and when we 
all return in January, let's make a promise to work 
hard for our ideals and elect Democrats in 2018. 

Remember, democracy is NOT a spectator 
sport! It takes ALL of us! Get out! Get active! Tag 
you are it! 
 
_____________________________________________________________ 
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Another GOP Deficit Financed Tax Cut 
For The Wealthy Would Wreck The 
Nebraska State Budget 
By Dennis Crawford  

Events are moving 
rapidly in Washington, 
D.C. The House has 
already passed its so-
called “tax reform” bill 
with the support of 
Nebraska’s three House 
members. The Senate 
plans a vote shortly after 
its undeserved 

Thanksgiving vacation. There have been no hearings 
on this legislation and the Democrats have been 
excluded from the negotiations. All of this legislation 
has been hatched in complete secrecy behind closed 
doors. 

The House bill would shower 50% of the tax 
cuts on the top 1% and raise taxes on 47 million 
middle class Americans. It would also blow up the 
deficit and return us to the days of annual $1 trillion 
deficits. If that happens, the Republicans in D.C. will 
demand cuts to Social Security, Medicare and 
Medicaid. 

The Senate bill is equally bad. The tax cuts for 
corporations are permanent and the middle class tax 
cuts are only temporary. Ultimately, millions of 
middle class Americans would pay more. 

The Senate bill also repeals the individual 
mandate to fund tax cuts for the rich. Under this plan, 
13 million Americans would lose their insurance 
coverage and we would all face much higher 
insurance premiums. 

The GOP’s so-called “tax reform” bill would 
not only wreck the federal budget, it would also blow 
up the already very troubled Nebraska budget. 
Apparently, Nebraska’s tax laws are closely connected 
to the federal tax laws. Consequently, any tax cut on 

the federal level could cause even more revenue 
shortfalls here in Nebraska. 

Since commodity prices began to decline in 
2014, the Unicameral has faced a significant revenue 
shortage. Earlier this year, the Senators patched up a 
$1 billion revenue shortfall and will have to confront a 
$173 million deficit during the 2018 session. A federal 
tax cut would make this difficult job even harder. 

Legislative Fiscal Office Director Michael 
Calvert recently testified about the GOP’s tax bills: 
“I’ve never had this kind of discussion before, but I 
think the risks are really, really significant because of 
the uncertainty.” The Open Sky Institute pointed out 
that when George W. Bush cut taxes in 2001 and 
2003, the state lost $416 million in revenues. 

Despite these projected deficits at both the 
state and federal level, Governor Pete Ricketts 
remains a steadfast supporter of tax cuts that favor 
the wealthy at both the state and federal level. A 
combination of these two tax cuts would further 
starve the University of Nebraska system of needed 
revenues and hurt the state’s economy. Moreover, 
more tax cuts would force further cuts for programs 
that impact Nebraska’s most vulnerable and 
powerless citizens. 

Please call your members of Congress at 202–
224–3121 and urge a NO vote to the GOP’s tax 
deform! Thanks. 

 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

Trump reduces the size of Bear’s National Monument 
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  Recent LGBTQIA Attacks  

 
There is continuously 

horrible news about the 
Trump Administration. I‘ve 
had a handful of people ask 
why I don’t self-publish 
analysis of late-breaking GOP 
news. I don’t like rewriting 
the latest news for this 
newsletter because most 
dedicated Democrats are 

keeping up with current events. My time is spent 
contacting voters, and so are the people working on 
the campaign (see details below). As a quick 
summary for those who’ve asked, here are a few of 
my opinions. I wanted to assure you that I find the 
Trump Administration’s ties to Russia alarming and 
treasonous. We need CHIP renewed so 9 million kids 
don’t lose coverage. I am angry and frustrated with 
the GOP Tax Scam Bill. I don’t agree with budget cuts 
to Medicare and Medicaid, and would rather see 
Medicare expanded. I want a clean DREAM Act 
passed. Roy Moore is a sexual predator and the GOP 
should pressure him to drop out of the Senate race. If 
you want to see weekly thoughts or updates, find the 
campaign Facebook page at Jessica McClure For 
Congress. 

One disturbing trend I did want to comment 
about are the recent attacks on the civil rights of our 
Nation’s LGBTQIA1 citizens. LGBTQIA citizens have 
been removed from census data. The Department of 
Justice has said that Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964 does not protect LGBTQIA individuals. The 
United States voted against a United Nations 
resolution condemning the use of the death penalty 
as a punishment for homosexuality. Transgender 
citizens no longer have federal workplace 
protections. In June, the President tweeted that they 
were no longer allowed in the military. Betsy DeVos 
rolled back guidance for transgender students in 
public schools. Most recently, the Supreme Court 
refused to hear Houston’s appeal of a lower court 
ruling that the right to a marriage license does not 
automatically entitle same-sex couples to spousal 
insurance benefits. This list is not exhaustive, but it 
does highlight the Trump Administration's mission to 

stand in the way of the LGBTQIA community 
achieving full equality and freedom. I whole-heartily 
disagree with these discriminatory and dangerous 
attacks on the LGBTQIA community. Many of my 
friends and colleagues are feeling defeated because of 
these recent attacks. I hope you will be there to 
support the LGBTQIA community, and stand up for 
them. I promise to support or sponsor legislation that 
counteracts these attacks.  

Every voter the campaign contacts is one 
more step in the right direction, fighting against 
policies we so strongly oppose. 

If you’d like to get involved, we phone bank 
most Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday evenings at 
Fuse Coworking in the Haymarket. We are typically 
canvassing on the weekends including December 
16th and 17th. Contact alexis.lipson@doane.edu for 
more details. If you’d like to schedule events with the 
campaign team, including hosting fundraisers, please 
contact sydney.butler@doane.edu. 
 
1An acronym for Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans, Queer, 
Intersex, and Asexual. 
 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

 

  

When all Americans are treated as 
equal, no matter who they are or whom 
they love, we are all more free. 

  - Barack Obama 

All of us who are openly gay are living 
and writing the history of our movement. 
We are no more—and no less—heroic 
than the suffragists and abolitionists of 
the 19th century; and the labor 
organizers, Freedom Riders, Stonewall 
demonstrators, and environmentalists of 
the 20th century. We are ordinary 
people, living our lives, and trying as 
civil-rights activist Dorothy Cotton said, 
to “fix what ain't right” in our society. 

           - Senator Tammy Baldwin 

mailto:alexis.lipson@doane.edu
mailto:sydney.butler@doane.edu


John Atkeison, Candidate  

for Public Service Commission 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Many voters will ask, “The Public what?” 

Some know the Public Service Commission as 

the body that just approved a route for the Keystone 

XL pipeline. Most Nebraskans have little idea how 

much this 5-member Commission affects our lives, 

from phones to pipelines and from moving vans to 

natural gas, from party buses to taxis and Uber and 

Lyft, and much more. 

I am asking for your support. I want to put the 

interests of the public into the Public Service 

Commission. We need a voice, not just the voices 

of the big corporations and their lawyers. I'm 

trained and experienced. I'm ready to go, and ready 

to represent people like you and me. 

PSC District 1          . 

 

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 City Council member 
Bennie Shobe. 
 
Want your own chance to speak out on issues? The 
County Party will conduct short one-on-one 
interviews with guests at the Holiday Party, 
December 19 at the Happy Raven, 122 North 11th 
Street. Interviewees will be given two to five minutes 
and asked to address the question “What Does it 
Mean to be a Democrat?” Interviews will be collected 
and broadcast on a future episode of our TV show. 
 
And check our video archive on YouTube: 
http://www.youtube.com/LancasterCountyDems  
 
 
 

 

 

  

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  

 

http://www.youtube.com/LancasterCountyDems
mailto:jen.seaman@doane.edu
mailto:bennie.shobe@gmail.com
mailto:btracy7@gmail.com
mailto:jsanders@neb.rr.com
mailto:neilsen01@windstream.net
mailto:mjes627@gmail.com
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Top 5 Big Lies 
By Sally Herrin  
A version of this article first appeared in the 
Nebraska Report Nov/Dec 2017. 

 
How do you engineer a third world country? 

You colonize a previously sustainable society, 
concentrate its resources and means of production 
into the hands of a few of your friends, and create the 
kind of chaos that keeps the mass of people taking 
their grief out on one another. Trump and his cohorts 
are intent on breaking this country down, then 
parting it out as further chaos ensues. This is the 
Great Truth, manifest to anyone paying attention. 
And as always, selling out a society begins with an 
official narrative based on Big Lies. 

The GOP has a tremendous amount at stake 
on tax reform legislation. Republicans risk ending the 
year with nothing much accomplished but utter 
failure on health care reform. And just because 
Trump’s tax reform package is awful and unfair 
doesn’t mean it can’t pass. So far the right wing 
hardliners who helped sink ACA repeal (because it 
did not go far enough) have not indicated they have 
any problem with letting the foxes party in the hen 
house.  

I searched “Big Lie” and “Tax Reform” and my 
browser delivered a half dozen articles from the 
Washington Post, Slate, Forbes, USA Today, CNN, and 
Pulitzer Prize winner PolitiFact. Here are the top five 
Big Lies the GOP and Trump are using to sell 
Americans on their United Framework for Fixing the 
Broken Tax Code. 
 
Big Lie #1: @realDonaldTrump We are the highest 
taxed nation in the world. 
 

The U.S. is by no means the highest taxed 
nation and is certainly not among the 34 
industrialized nations which make up the 
Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development. As of 2014, the U.S. actually ranks on 
the low end for tax revenue, with countries like 
Norway, Sweden, Denmark and Belgium on the high 
end, as a percentage of Gross Domestic Product. The 
U.S. is 31st at about 76% of the OECD average. Only 
Korea, Chile and Mexico tax less by revenue as a 
percentage of GDP. In corporate tax revenue as a 
percentage of GDP, the U.S. ranks 17th, just points 
under the OECD average of 2.9%. Likewise, U.S. per 
capita tax revenue of $14,204 is just under the OECD 
average of $14,923.  

While the U.S. has one of the highest top 
marginal tax rates in the world in statute, deductions 
and exclusions mean companies pay less in practice. 

This top corporate tax is the tax Trump has in mind 
in his Tweet above. Only the wealthiest are touched 
by this tax. The facts in this case are more difficult to 
nail down, but in 2011, the Congressional Research 
Service concluded the effective US rate was 27.1%, 
just under the OECD average of 27.7%. In 2014, the 
World Bank and the International Finance 
Commission ranked the US second highest after New 
Zealand in the OECD and 15th among a total of 189 
countries measured.  

According to PolitiFact, “The World Bank’s 
data for 2012—the last year for which it has 
complete figures—also placed the United States near 
the bottom in tax revenue as a percentage of GDP. 
Nations with lower percentages were two OECD 
members (Japan and Spain), a couple of oil-rich 
countries (Oman and Kuwait) and few impoverished 
states (like Afghanistan and the Central African 
Republic).” In 2016 the World Bank and Price 
Waterhouse Cooper assessed the total tax burden for 
a case study company in various countries around 
the world. The total tax rate, including income taxes, 
labor taxes, property taxes, profit taxes, etc., is 
expressed as a percentage over the total profit. “By 
this metric, the company would have a total tax rate 
of 43.9 percent in the United States, placing it at No. 
64 out of 189 countries.” 
 
Fact: The U.S. is not the highest taxed nation in the 
world. 
 
 
Big Lie #2: It’s a middle class tax cut. 
 

The non-partisan Tax Policy Center found 
that after the tax plan has taken full effect in 2027, 80 
percent of the benefits will go to the top 1 percent. 
“When it comes to tax cuts, the top 1 percent will get 
an average cut of $1,022,120, while the middle 20 
percent will get an average cut of $420,” Rebekah 
Entralgo reported on 10.27.17 at ThinkProgress. 

The choir is singing just one note. Ivanka 
Trump Tweeted the tax plan would provide “much 
needed relief to middle-income American Families.” 
From Steve Mnuchin, “This is about giving people a 
middle-income tax cut.” From Sarah Huckabee 
Sanders, “The ‘focus’ and ‘priority’ of the tax plan is 
on the middle class.” Her quotation marks. Most 
feelingly of all, Mike Pence said, “This is a middle-
class miracle.” 
 
Fact: Saying it over and over does not make it so. 
UFFBTC is not a middle class tax cut, and may cause 
some in middle brackets to pay more. 
 



Big Lie #3: The cuts will pay for themselves. 
 

The Republican article of faith, that tax 
increases always crash the economy, is just wrong, 
witness the aftermath when Clinton raised taxes in 
1993 and Obama did likewise in 2013. In both cases, 
the economy prospered. As reported on Slate, 
9.29.17, the nonpartisan Committee for a Responsible 
Federal Budget predicts this tax reform plan would 
actually reduce revenue by $2.2 trillion over a 
decade. Slate noted,“The last round of major tax cuts, 
in 2001 and 2003 under President George W. Bush, 
were a key driver of public debt for the decade that 
followed.” 

A study by the Economic Policy Institute 
found that cutting taxes for corporations does not 
boost wages, calling the claim “clearly wrong.” Trump 
has asserted, “It’ll be revenue neutral when you add 
growth . . . I think we’re going to rock it in terms of 
GDP.” Even conservatives raise their eyebrows at that 
claim, a blogger on Quartz noted. “The right-wing 
National Review began a piece titled An Anti Growth 
Tax Cut with the line: Republicans want to cut taxes 
by $1.5 trillion—while the government already is 
running a deficit—and they propose to offset those 
cuts with wishful thinking.” 

The GOP never gives up on trickle-down 
economics to con Americans into believing that 
giving tax cuts to businesses and the ultra-wealthy 
will benefit everyone else. Trump tax reform will 
help global and specialized corporations that do not 
need our help. “And trillions that are sitting offshore 
will stay there and not create a single job in the 
Heartland,” wrote John Wasik in Forbes, 9.29.17. 
 
Fact: The cuts will not pay for themselves and will 
increase the deficit. 
 
 
Big Lie #4: Simplifying the bracket system and tax 
preparation is a big deal. 
 

House Speaker Paul Ryan likes to say that tax 
simplification would give U.S. taxpayers the ability to 
file taxes on a postcard. Ryan’s mock-up is a gimmick 
and looks very much like Form 1040EZ.  
 
Fact: Consolidating seven brackets into three does 
not make filing taxes any simpler. 
 
 
Big Lie #5: Trump: I don’t benefit. 
 

In Harrisburg, PA, on 10.1.17, “I’ve had rich 
friends of mine come up to me and say Donald, you’re 

doing this tax plan. We don’t want anything. We 
don’t. Now, they gain when the economy gains. They 
gain when companies get better. They gain in lots of 
different ways. But they don’t want that so many 
people have come up to me and say give it to the 
middle class. Give it to people that need it. Give it to 
people who want to spend it. You’d be surprised.” 

The Urban-Brookings Tax Policy Center 
senior fellow Steven Rosenthal found that foreign 
investors own about 35 percent of U.S. corporate 
stock. Cutting the corporate tax to 20 percent means 
a tax cut for these foreign investors worth $70 billion, 
fully three times the tax break for middle income 
households under Trump’s tax plan. 

“The Individual rate cuts, repeal of the 
Alternative Minimum Tax and the estate tax, and 
preservation of tax preferences for charitable giving, 
mortgage interest, and retirement savings all 
primarily benefit those with high-incomes,” said 
Howard Gleckman, also of the TPC. 

More than two-thirds of income earned by so-
called “pass-through” businesses goes to the top 1% 
of Americans who file taxes, including Trump; most 
of his, Ivanka’s and Jared Kushner’s  businesses are 
organized as pass-throughs. Gleckman called this tax 
cut “an outright giveaway to the wealthy.” Trump 
plans to end taxes on estates of more than $5.5 
million for individuals (and $11 million for couples), 
creating a huge windfall for Trump heirs. Likewise, 
Trump would end the alternative minimum tax--the 
reason why, Bouie noted on Slate, in 2005, Trump 
paid a tax rate of 24 percent on $150 million income, 
“instead of the 4 percent he would have paid based 
on his many deductions.”  
 
Fact: Trump and his fellows of the 1% don’t just 
benefit from this tax reform package, they will 
positively thrive, burgeon, flourish—mushroom 
even—like the cancers they are. 
 
 

  

The rich are always going to say that, 
you know, just give us more money and 
we'll go out and spend more and then it 
will all trickle down to the rest of you. But 
that has not worked the last 10 years, 
and I hope the American public is 
catching on. 

- Warren Buffett 

http://www.azquotes.com/quote/40638?ref=trickle-down-economics
http://www.azquotes.com/quote/40638?ref=trickle-down-economics
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http://www.azquotes.com/quote/40638?ref=trickle-down-economics
http://www.azquotes.com/quote/40638?ref=trickle-down-economics
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Finding the Core of Organized Labor  
By John Kretzschmar  
 

Labor unions are the only institution in 
American society specifically designed to look after 
the well-being of everyday wage earners in their 
workplaces and communities. Unions introduce 
meaningful democracy to the nation’s workplaces, 
often over the objection of employers. In a nation that 
idolizes democratic principles, it is disturbing how 
many people fail to recognize that reality.   

The nation’s founders understood that 
“united we stand and divided we fall” was essential to 
establishing “a more perfect union.” The founders 
challenged English property rights to gain, for the 
first time, a meaningful voice in collectively 
determining their future quality of life. The 
comparison is obvious; unions are as American as 
apple pie.   

People join unions as a means to securing a 
better future for themselves and their families.  
Unions negotiate jointly with management. They both 
agree on collective bargaining agreements that spell 
out the ways they can raise levels of workplace 
fairness and justice. This is particularly important in 
an economy where “getting leaner and meaner” is too 
often the way large employers use to please their 
largest investors.    

Union members too often fail to understand 
that belonging to a union is like belonging to a gym.  
Paying your dues is just part of what is required to 
insure the union can continue raising those levels of 
workplace fairness and justice.   

Establishing meaningful workplace 
democracy requires union members to contribute 
more than their dues. Members are required to 
contribute valuable time and thinking to the union if 
they want the union to be a difference maker.   

Union leadership has a responsibility to find 
ways to educate and engage the membership in 
activities that support the two adages at the core of 
organized labor: (1) an injury to one is an injury to 
all, and (2) we all do better when we all do better.   

That “larger” picture of what’s at the core of 
unionism needs to be established in the heads of both 
the membership and the public. Union leaders need 
to help members understand that when they join the 
union, they also join the labor movement, which is 
arguably our nation’s oldest, largest, and most 
successful institution advocating for economic and 
social justice.   

Leaders must educate their members, and 
insure that they all walk the value at the core of the 
labor movement. It is important that the members 
know that “best practice union values” are, likewise, 

as American as apple pie. In my classes I have asked 
union members to contribute to the list of “best 
practice” union values, and here’s the list that all 
agree on.   
 
 Economic and Social Justice;  
 Equality of Treatment and Opportunity; 

Fair/Equal Pay: equality of treatment regardless 
of race, gender, nationality, religion, disability, 
age, sexual identity, or sexual orientation; 

 Collective Action (knowing we can achieve more 
collectively than individually); 

 Charity and community service (looking out for 
each other/helping those who are less well-
off/advocating for “the common good”);  

 Democratic practices and fair treatment for all;  
 Sacrifice (putting the greater good above 

individual interests);  
 Honesty/Integrity;  
 Safety and Security on the job and community;  
 Binding contracts (rule of law) and due process 

(job security) to limit the arbitrary use of power 
by management;  

 Craftsmanship: pride in a job well done; 
 Dignity in the workplace; 
 Training and education (the sharing of 

knowledge on and off the job to become the best 
we can be at our jobs and as citizens of our 
communities); 

 Seniority: recognizing loyalty to an employer; 
 Abuse-free work environment (free of drugs, 

lcohol, emotional and physical threats); 
 Reasonable accommodation to help all members 

be all that they can be; and  
 SOLIDARITY: having each other’s back; working 

from the idea that “an injury to one is an injury to 
all.”  

 
As we approach the holiday season and the 

New Year, let’s remember that we all do better when 
we all do better, and unions are important tools in 
making that happen.  
 
  

The labor movement was the principal force 
that transformed misery and despair into 
hope and progress. Out of its bold struggles, 
economic and social reform gave birth to 
unemployment insurance, old-age pensions, 
government relief for the destitute and, 
above all, new wage levels that meant not 
mere survival but a tolerable life.  

        - Martin Luther King, Jr. 



Uprooting FDR’s “Great Wall of Trees” 
By Carson Vaughn 
Photos by Mary Anne Andrei 
This story was produced by the Food & Environment 
Reporting Network, a non-profit news organization, and 
first appeared at The Weather Channel. Reprinted with 
permission. More information at http://www.thefern.org. 

 
Surely the end was nigh. Up and down the 

Great Plains, from the Texas panhandle to the Dakota 
prairies, dust stripped the paint from their barns, the 
wheat from their fields, the money — what pitiful 
amount was left — from their pockets. “Today is just 
common hell, death and destruction to every growing 
thing,” wrote Donald Hartwell, a Nebraska farmer, in 
his journal. “God in his infinite wisdom might have 
made a more discouraging place than Webster 
County, Nebraska, but so far as I know God 
never did.” 

The dust starved their cattle and choked their 
friends, their neighbors, swallowed a young 
schoolboy in Hays, Kansas, just a quarter-mile from 
his house. The roiling “black blizzards” veiled their 
homes in darkness, left their creaking floors rippled 
with silt, caked the bed sheets they soaked in 
kerosene and stretched across their windows. Like 
bandits, they tied handkerchiefs around their faces — 
only they were the victims, held hostage by the 
billions of tons of topsoil they’d plowed under over 
the previous half-century. They greased their nostrils 
with Vaseline. They swept. They prayed. They swept 
again. And often, finally, they left. 

But FDR, long fascinated by forestry, had a 
plan to curb the Dust Bowl. On July 11, 1934, he 
issued an executive order for what he called on 
multiple occasions “my baby,” allocating $15 million 
for “the planting of forest protection strips in the 
Plains Region as a means of ameliorating 
drought conditions.” 

Over the next seven years, the United States 
Forest Service — in conjunction with local farmers, 
the Civilian Conservation Corps and the Works 
Progress Administration — would plant more than 
220 million trees as part of the Prairie States Forestry 
Project, developing 18,000 miles of windbreaks on 
33,000 Great Plains farms and helping curtail one of 
the largest man-made ecological disasters in history. 

Three-quarters of a century later, climate 
change now threatens the Plains with a new era of 
prolonged drought and other extreme weather 
events. So the question stands: will FDR’s visionary 
experiment still be here to cope with it? 

Today, due to improved agricultural 
technology, a subsidized marketplace that 
incentivizes fencerow-to-fencerow planting, and a 

waning conservation ethic among Plains farmers, 
many if not most of those shelterbelts have been 
systematically removed: cut, burned, and buried 
where they stood. In Nebraska alone, 57 percent of 
the original PSFP plantings have been cut back or lost 
altogether. To many, “FDR’s trees” are simply no 
longer necessary. 

Yet many agroforestry officials, noting a bleak 
climate-change forecast for the Plains and the 
ongoing conversion of prairie to cropland, worry 
farmers may be tearing out their last line of defense 
when they need it most. 

“My big concern is that we’ve got all these 
wonderful new technologies like no-till systems and 
cover crops that should ideally provide us a lot of 
protection against an extended drought like the great 
Dust Bowl,” says John Duplissis, rural forestry 
program leader for the Nebraska Forest Service. “But 
if we get an extended drought again like the Dust 
Bowl, you’re not planting cover crops, your no-till is 
drying up and blowing away, and we’ll be back to that 
bare-soil situation that was so much of those dust 
storms that occurred during the 30s. Trees really still 
need to be part of that system.” 
 
P r i v a t e  P r o p e r t y  

The calls trickled in as rumors of the slated 
demolition of Nebraska’s first PSFP shelterbelt near 
the small town of Orchard circulated about Antelope 
County. But during the week of May 10, 2017, as 
bulldozers toppled the grand old cottonwood trees, 
and later still, as workers doused them with gasoline 
and set them aflame just yards from the official state 
historical marker, the main line at the Nebraska State 
Historical Society “was ringing off the hook,” says Jill 
Dolberg, deputy state historic preservation officer — 
all of them locals hoping to somehow halt 
the destruction. 

“They were so sweetly distressed about this 
loss of history, but there was nothing we could do for 
them,” Dolberg says. “We don’t have any control over 
private property rights.” 

Last April, a farmer named Brian Smith 
purchased the land. With no legal obligation to the 
state, he tore out Nebraska’s most celebrated 
shelterbelt to put a few more acres into production. 
Today, despite highway signs still indicating an 
historical site one and a half miles north of Orchard, 
visitors will find little more than a newly planted 
wheat field, green despite a summer of intense 
drought. Like most farmers, Smith irrigates the land. 
When reached for comment, he hung up the phone. 

Despite the outcry, Smith’s decision to 
remove the shelterbelt has become a regular 
occurrence in the Great Plains, if not the status quo. 

https://mail.twc.com/do/redirect?url=http%253A%252F%252Fwww.thefern.org%252F&hmac=93f485a75aa8b61dc3157c00fa2720c5


And though it’s easy to vilify the landowner, the 
picture isn’t as black and white as it may seem. 

Just a few miles southwest, 30-year-old 
Taylor Schwager reclines in a black swivel chair 
behind his desk, fingers clasped behind his head. 
Once a computer science major at a nearby 
community college — “Got kind of bored with it and 
realized I didn’t want to be inside all day,” he says — 
he’s converted a garage on the family farm to an air-
conditioned office. The monitor beside him shows an 
aerial photo of his land, several major shelterbelts 
still in place, captured by his drone. 

“Brian’s a good friend of mine, so I don’t know 
if I want to say anything good or bad,” he says, 
planting his feet back on the ground and weaving an 
unlit cigarette between his fingers. “I hate to see that 
shelterbelt go, because it was one of the oldest. And 
it’s north of me, so it’s surely doing me some good 
somewhere down the road. But the big scheme of it 
is, for a kid my age, 30 years old, to go out and 
borrow a million dollars to buy a quarter of ground 
— if you don’t farm every acre that you’re buying, we 
barely stand a chance of getting it paid for to 
begin with.” 

He lets the idea settle a beat before pulling an 
old calculator from the drawer. 

“You’re talking 160 acres times — let’s say he 
bought it for $6,150 an acre,” he says, punching in the 
digits. “You’re talking $984,000. If you can get a bank 
to go on a 30-year term, that’s $33,000 a year without 
interest, just principal. Right now with corn being 
$3.50 a bushel, he’d be lucky to make that gross 
profit, let alone leaving seven acres here and three 
acres there and what have you. The two or three 
acres the trees take up doesn’t sound like a lot, but if 
you’ve got three acres times 200-bushel corn, you’re 
talking 600 bushels of corn. If corn went to $5 you’re 
talking an extra $3,000, and that pays your real estate 
tax or a good portion of it, or a tank of fuel for your 
inputs. I can see why he did it.” 

Once a technology that helped farmers 
safeguard their land, shelterbelts in the Great Plains 
today are under siege by nearly every aspect of the 
agricultural industry, especially when commodity 
and land prices soar. In 2012, when corn prices 
briefly topped $8 per bushel, producers scrambled to 
plant every acre. 

“The current way of thinking is that if you 
have very high prices for commodities like we did 
half a dozen years ago, well that becomes an 
incentive to rip out the nonproductive land,” says 
Dave Wedin, an ecosystem ecologist at the University 
of Nebraska. “But they’re still ripping them out, and 
corn is low again. Now the argument changes and 

they say, ‘Yeah, but I’m struggling to make ends meet. 
I need those extra acres.’ Either way.” 

Beyond the crude calculus of Schwager’s 
scenario, farmers face pressure from their ag lenders, 
who often encourage them to remove their 
shelterbelts for additional cropland, looking for a 
quicker return on the investment. And they face 
pressure from their seed salesmen, hoping to sell 
them more seed, and from their fertilizer salesman, 
hoping to sell them more fertilizer; and from their tax 
assessor, who often values the land greater with the 
trees removed; and from their implement dealers, 
pushing to sell them a larger piece of equipment. 

“You’re going to hear the bankers etcetera say 
‘go for it’ one hundred times more in the course of a 
year than you’re going to hear somebody say, ‘back 
off,’ or ‘get smaller,’” Schwager says. 

But perhaps the biggest culprit is modern 
agricultural technology, especially center-pivot 
irrigation and no-till methods. When the PSFP 
planted its first tree — an Austrian pine — near 
Mangum, Oklahoma, in March 1935, farming relied 
entirely on the rain. All farmers were dryland 
farmers. A summer of drought meant almost total 
crop failure. Today, however, farmers can essentially 
produce the rain themselves. Blessed with an 
abundant supply of groundwater from the Ogallala 
Aquifer and the means now to pump and spray it 
evenly across their fields, farmers no longer face 
immediate economic crisis in a summer of drought, 
especially when coupled with Federal Crop Insurance 
and other securities offered through the Farm Bill. 

Furthermore, the design of center-pivot 
irrigation, popularized in the 1960s, often requires 
farmers to remove at least a portion of their 
shelterbelts. As the name implies, center pivots rotate 
from the center. But cropland has long been divvied 
up in squares. In order for the pivot to make a full 
circular rotation, at least a portion of each side of the 
square must be totally cleared. Many of the 
shelterbelts remaining in the plains today — 
originally stretching a half-mile or more along section 
lines — have been carved apart, a large portion now 
missing in the middle. More often, however, farmers 
opt to remove the belt completely. The recent advent 
of the “swing arm,” an appendage that folds out from 
the center pivot when rotating around the corners, 
virtually requires it. 

But in the Southern Plains, the aquifer 
recharges so slowly it is, for all intents and purposes, 
a finite resource. Assuming the drought conditions 
forecasted by the National Climate Assessment for 
the Great Plains come to fruition, “Increased water 
withdrawals from the Ogallala Aquifer and High 
Plains Aquifer would accelerate ongoing depletion in 



the southern parts of the aquifers and limit the ability 
to irrigate.” And though the northern portion of the 
Ogallala recharges much faster, it may not recharge 
fast enough to keep up with the increased demand 
during periods of intense drought. In such an event, 
farmers would face restrictions on their water use, 
especially given the additional demand from urban 
areas also suffering from drought. In other words, 
you can’t always irrigate your way out. 

“To have that resource not be there, it would 
get ugly fast,” Schwager says. “And I’m not saying just 
because you have a row of trees going through your 
farm that you’re going to make it through and your 
neighbor’s not, but every little bit you can do to help 
prevent that (erosion) is good.” 

Following the 1985 Farm Bill, no-till farming 
exploded across the plains. Beyond the subsidies 
provided, the practice — a way of planting crops into 
the previous year’s residue instead of stripping the 
topsoil — helps farmers control erosion through 
improved moisture retention, and often includes the 
use of cover crops to control weeds and rejuvenate 
the soil. According to the most recent Census of 
Agriculture, nearly 88 million acres of cropland in the 
United States are under no-till management, with 
10.3 million planted with cover crops. But while 
these and other conservation methods have 
significantly hampered soil erosion over the last 30 
years, many conservationists fear their practicality 
during a period of prolonged drought — precisely 
what climate change experts forecast for the 
Great Plains. 

A 2015 study by researchers at NASA, 
Columbia University, and Cornell University, 
published in the journal Science Advances, analyzing 
more than a thousand years’ worth of climate data, 
takes the forecast a step further, predicting a 
generation-spanning “megadrought” sometime 
between 2050 and 2099, barring serious government 
intervention. But either way, whether a drought 
spans a generation or half a decade, if you can’t grow 
a crop, you won’t have the residue left behind to trap 
what little moisture might remain in your fields. 
When no-till and cover crops fail, those old 
shelterbelts may prove invaluable, the last line in 
defense against erosion. 

“The part of human nature I see being 
replayed is our dependence on technology — that 
technology will save us, regardless of what the 
problem is,” says Richard Straight, technology 
transfer leader at the National Agroforestry Center, 
part of the USFS. “But technology has costs. As we are 
more and more dependent on fertilizers rather than 
healthy soil, on herbicides rather than other cultural 

practices, on irrigation rather than managing for 
drought tolerance, I think we put ourselves at risk.” 

 
R e a l  B e n e f i t s  

In 1966, Walt Bagley, an assistant professor 
of forestry who’d previously worked for the US 
Forest Service, designed and implemented the 500-
acre Agroforestry Farm on land granted by the Army 
to the University of Nebraska for research and 
education. It remains the only replicated, long-term 
shelterbelt study in the country. Once a treeless 
property, Bagley and his team soon planted “six 40-
acre windbreak systems, each planted with a tic-tac-
toe arrangement of windbreaks to create a set of 
small crop fields with differing degrees of wind 
protection,” according to the university website. 

Today, though certain alterations have been 
made to the windbreaks over the last 50 years — 
primarily the removal of dead cottonwood trees — 
Bagley’s design remains largely intact and the studies 
continue, on everything from crop yields to genotype 
tree trials to avian habitats on agricultural 
landscapes. Driving east on Highway 66 toward the 
farm with Jim Brandle and Dave Wedin, the former 
and current director, respectively, I ask what’s come 
from all this research, the biggest revelation from the 
past half-century. 

“Depends on who you ask,” Brandle says. “In 
my opinion, we’ve demonstrated without a doubt 
that shelterbelts increase crop yields. We typically 
average about 12-15 percent more in wheat yields, 
about 15-20 in soybean yields, and about 12 percent 
in corn yields. Now that doesn’t mean we have that 
every year. It means that one year you might have 
zero because of the conditions, and the next year you 
may have 25 percent because of the conditions. But I 
think we’ve demonstrated without a doubt that it’s 
an enhancement.” 

The more relevant question today, he says, is 
whether or not shelterbelts have the same effect on 
the yield of new GMO crops, specifically designed for 
drought tolerance. Though a region-wide study is 
currently underway, the verdict so far is inconclusive. 
But either way, he says, the shelterbelt’s role in 
protecting crops and reducing erosion hasn’t 
changed, and all of the secondary benefits are still 
in play. 

Beyond improved yields, shelterbelts provide 
a natural wood supply and thick natural habitat for 
birds — a crucial check on destructive insects — and 
other wild game. They trap snow on the fields, 
increasing soil moisture come planting season, and 
they protect farmsteads and livestock alike from 
harsh winter winds, putting a major dent in home 
fuel needs. And though it’s virtually a non-starter for 



most plains farmers today, windbreaks also help 
sequester carbon, an important role in the fight 
against global warming. 

“We know that by controlling the 
temperature of the soil surface and not having 
erosion, we can keep organic matter in the soil and 
we can improve soil quality over time by helping that 
organic matter develop and stay in the field,” says 
Craig Derickson, Nebraska state conservationist with 
the Natural Resources Conservation Service. “As 
carbon sequestration becomes more recognized as a 
problem, tree plantings on the plains can help us 
manage excess carbon monoxide in the atmosphere.” 

Still, many farmers and ranchers — even 
when presented with the economics of improved 
yields and fewer inputs — continue to remove their 
shelterbelts, disregarding or ignoring the signs of 
climate change and the threats of another Dust Bowl. 
Without an ingrained conservation ethic, the benefits 
appear too abstract, too out of sync with the 
prevailing attitude toward trees in plains agriculture. 
In fact, an undergraduate thesis conducted at UNL 
under Brandle’s supervision compared producer 
attitudes in Eastern Nebraska toward shelterbelts in 
2009 with a similar study conducted in 1982. The 
percentage of farmers who perceived a definite value 
in windbreaks dropped from 51 percent to 32 
percent, and those who saw no value in windbreaks 
at all doubled, from 7 percent to 14 percent. 

Taylor Schwager understands the mentality, 
but he doesn’t share it. In coordination with the Soil 
Conservation Service (now the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service), his own grandfather planted 
many of the shelterbelts on their 700-acre farm in the 
late 1950s, adding to the belts already planted on 
their property by the Prairie States Forestry Project 
in the 1930s. His father later planted several smaller 
belts of his own, and Schwager himself has plans 
for more. 

“I’m probably not going to get a whole helluva 
lot of use out of them — maybe towards the end — 
but the next person is,” he says. “You don’t plant a 
tree to reap the benefits yourself. I think that’s part of 
why people don’t do it. If it doesn’t scratch your back 
or benefit you, then why? You’ve gotta kind of have 
that mentality that you want to see who’s coming 
next prosper and reap the benefits. Not a lot of 
people like that left….As long as the checks are 
coming in that’s their only concern.” 
 
O n e  F a r m e r ’ s  F e e l i n g  

On his father’s farm outside of Oakland, 
Nebraska, 37-year-old Graham Christensen walks the 
shelterbelt behind his parents’ home in cargo shorts 
and dusty white Nikes. Above, clouds like cotton balls 

drift over an undulating field of knee-high soybeans, 
rich and green. Eventually, he and his brother will 
inherit the land. Currently swamped with GC ReVolt, 
a venture he launched to spur solar and other 
renewable energy development in Nebraska, 
Christensen nevertheless has big plans for 
transitioning the farm to a more regenerative system. 
He can’t yet reconcile the expense, but he’d 
eventually like to enclose the whole section with 
trees, both to curtail the wind and provide a nutrient 
sink. But all around them, he says, landowners are 
doing the opposite, most of them ignorant of the 
benefits they still provide. 

Following Christensen out of town, we pass a 
hog confinement facility and then, gobsmacking us, 
more than a dozen piles of downed cottonwood trees, 
nothing but dirt and weeds in between. More than a 
century of growth, nullified in weeks. 

Christensen steps out of his car without 
shutting the door. He blocks the sun with his hand. 

“We call these ‘Mordor’ piles, like on Lord of 
the Rings, where Mordor just expands outward,” he 
says. “Why on God’s green earth would you ever 
do that?” 

A shelterbelt is removed on a farmstead along Highway 20, 
east of Orchard, Nebraska 

A shelterbelt on Highway 13, south of Plainview, Nebraska. 



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

 
There was quite a bit of significant news 

regarding Nebraska’s broken death penalty system 
this November. 
 On November 9th, the Nebraska Department 
of Correctional Services announced that it had 
obtained the drugs for a new, never-before-tried 
lethal injection cocktail, for use in the execution of 
Jose Sandoval. The cocktail is very similar to one that 
has been recently proposed for use in an execution in 
Nevada, though that execution was stayed based on a 
concern that the paralytic used could prevent the 
witnesses from seeing signs of an unconstitutionally 
inhumane death. This kind of experimentation is not 
acceptable in a process like an execution, where there 
is absolutely no room for error. 

Upon this announcement, the ACLU of 
Nebraska filed a public records request seeking all 
NDCS records having to do with lethal injection 
drugs, which the department failed to properly 
comply with so, on December 1st, the ACLU filed a 
suit in order to find which company sold the drugs to 
the state. And, it had better not be Pfizer since it was 
also released this month that they sent a letter to 
Nebraska informing them that any Diazepam or 
Fentanyl Citrate that was purchased for executions 
needs to be returned. The state did not respond. 

Finally, the most recent news came on 
December 4th, when the ACLU filed suit against 
Governor Ricketts for violating the state 
constitution’s separation of powers by actively 
working against a state statute during the death 
penalty referendum campaign rather than defending 
the law of the land. This suit was filed on behalf of all 
11 current death row inmates and seeks to nullify the 
reinstatement of capital punishment. 
 Lots of exciting things are happening. 
Nebraska’s death penalty is broken beyond repair 
and we remain optimistic that its days are numbered. 
 
Towards Justice, 
Matt Maly 
On Behalf of all of NADP 

 
 
 
Honyock is an old slang type term for characters, 
etc., not really a derogatory term. My Dad used to 
call my brother and me that as in "OK, you little 
honyocks, time to come in and get ready for 
church." Since my dad was a farmer and cattle 
feeder and living in a German Lutheran community 
60 years ago, the hardscrabble farmer definition 
might be right although another definition 
concerning "honey chaser" is interesting.  
According to en.m.wiktionary.org honyock is “A 
reference to pursuing ‘sweet’ opportunities and 
inevitably getting ‘stung’ by unanticipated but 
predictable consequences.” Both of those are right 
on.  As kids, we never took any offense to the term 
as it was always used with a laugh and a smile.  
- Steve Kemper  

 
 
 

 
 

https://en.m.wiktionary.org/wiki/honyock


In My Humble Opinion 
By John Atkeison, Associate Chair,  

Lancaster County Democratic Party 

jatkeison@gmail.com 
 

Some folks have noticed 

that I have a bee in my 

bonnet about how we “do 

politics” in the USA. In 

My Humble Opinion, 

we’ve allowed 

politics to become synonymous with 

dirty politics. I have experience in 

various cities across our country, and I 

am happy to say that when it comes to 

criminal corruption, Lincoln seems to be 

one of the bright clean spots in the 

political landscape! 

Still, many people in Nebraska are 

disgusted with politics, and for many of 

them it is because they really do think 

politics is all backstabbing and dirty 

tricks and out-of-control egos. Plus 

elected officials taking money to do the 

bidding of their big donors rather than serving the 

people who elected them.  

Is there some truth to this? Yes, we must admit 

that there is too much truth in what they say and 

think. It only takes a little of this bad behavior to 

turn off a lot of potentially active Democrats and 

other voters precisely because some people have 

come to expect it and have little hope that we can, 

or will, change it. Paralyzing cynicism is a common 

result.  

Also, aren't we the Party that seeks to earn the 

title of Champion of the People? So we are held to a 

different standard than that other major party. We 

want and need to distinguish ourselves from a Party 

that makes dirty tricks standard operating 

procedure, that lies and calls it alternative facts, that 

is firmly dedicated to the service of only the richest 

of the rich and otherwise seems to be completely for 

sale, and is only out for their own partisan interests 

when it comes to governing.  

That's why we need to change the perception 

that there isn't a dime's worth of difference between 

the two parties. How do we do that? By actually 

being different! By being the Party of the People 

and living a better political life (not perfect mind 

you, just much better). 

In-fighting and tolerating factions is a problem 

that many organizations have. A faction is a group 

of members who put themselves 

above the interests of the 

organization and the membership 

as a whole. Unions, for example. I 

was a member of 1199, one of the 

best and most progressive unions 

in American history (this 

happened to be before it merged 

with SEIU). One of the factions 

allowed the mob to gain control 

of our local and it was tough—

physically tough—to get rid of 

them. It is far better to heal our 

weak spots (like factionalizing) 

before it can grow into something 

much worse. 

A classic symptom of factionalizing and a 

method of eroding trust in an organization is the 

spreading of rumors. But it takes more than a 

rumor-mongering gossip to stir things up. Rumor 

cannot succeed without a tolerance for it. The same 

is true of any falsehood that is spread. Just think 

about some of the crazy stuff that was spread about 

the two contenders for the Democratic Presidential 

Nomination in 2016. Each camp should be expected 

to eliminate such divisive stuff, not propagate it.  

Show me 
Here’s one way to discourage rumor-

mongering: When someone comes to you to tell a 

juicy tale, say something like, “Wow, that’s 

interesting, show me how that works!” If they are 

able to come up with some “proof,” you will be 

expected by the person peddling the story to 

interpret it in the way that they presented it. Instead, 

take a second to mentally get calm and give 

yourself some mental space to approach the story 

with objectivity. Ask some questions. If you are 

shown just a few paragraphs or pictures, ask for the 

context, ask about the time when the “evidence” 

was produced. For example, require that you be 

mailto:jatkeison@gmail.com


shown an entire online conversation; ask why this 

particular thing is so horrible—is it within the 

normal range of things? When appropriate, look at a 

relationship that you are being asked to judge—is 

this about a power relationship? If it is a boss-

worker transaction, it may mean one thing, and 

between peers it may mean something entirely 

different. 

We have a lot of important work to do, like 

preserving Earth as we know it, and preserving the 

democracy Americans have enjoyed and extending 

that democracy to all of us. We cannot do much of 

that if we are busy fighting amongst ourselves, In 

My Humble Opinion.

  

Here are some reference links that I’ve been asked to repeat: 

George Lakoff, author of The All New Edition of Don't Think Of An Elephant! 

http://bit.ly/DontThinkOfAnElephant 

Register to vote online here: http://bit.ly/NeVoterRegistration. 

View a map of Legislative Districts (LDs) here: http://bit.ly/NebLDs  

 

About the Nebraska Democratic Party:  

If you have any questions about the statewide Nebraska Democratic Party, please email 

minfo@nebraskademocrats.org.  

For now:  

NDP Officers: http://nebraskademocrats.org/elected-officers/  

Chair Jane Kleeb: http://nebraskademocrats.org/janekleeb/  

NDP Staff: http://nebraskademocrats.org/ndp-staff/   

Platform, Resolutions, Bylaws, Constitution: http://nebraskademocrats.org/party-platform/  

State Executive Committee: http://nebraskademocrats.org/executive-committee/  

Delegates to the State Central Committee, our State Party’s governing body: 

http://nebraskademocrats.org/central-committee/  

County Parties: http://nebraskademocrats.org/get-local/  

Affiliated Caucuses (e.g. Women’s Caucus): http://nebraskademocrats.org/affiliated-caucuses-by-laws/ 

 
 
  

http://bit.ly/DontThinkOfAnElephant
http://bit.ly/NeVoterRegistration
http://bit.ly/NebLDs
mailto:minfo@nebraskademocrats.org
http://nebraskademocrats.org/elected-officers/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/janekleeb/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/ndp-staff/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/party-platform/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/executive-committee/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/central-committee/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/get-local/
http://nebraskademocrats.org/affiliated-caucuses-by-laws/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

                                                 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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. 
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