
A pri 1 3 , 1 9 9 0 L B 571A, 8 4 3A , 105 5 , 12 2 1
L R 419, 4 2 0

SENATOR HALL : Sen at or Moore, I wo u l d b e w i l l i n g t o s ay t h a t
t hat ' s a very g ood b e t .

SENATOR MOORE: Okay.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ha v e y o u f i n i shed , Senator M o o r e ? Ok ay . Any
other discussion? If not, the question is the advancement of
L B 1055 t o E & R E n g r o s s i n g . All in favor say aye. Opposed no .
Carried. The bill is advanced. L B 1 2 2 1 .

CLERK: Mr . Pr es i d e n t , on LB 1221 I have E & R amendments,
Senator, first of all. (See E & R amendment AM7200 as found on
page 1738 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen a t o r L i nd sa y .

SENATOR L INDSAY: Mr. President, I move the adoption of the

SPEAKER BARRETT: A ny discussion'? If not , shal l t h e E & R
amendments be adopted'? All in favor say aye. O pposed no .
Carr i ed . The y ' re a do p t e d .

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen a t o r Li nd sa y .

SENATOR L I NDSAY: Mr. President, I move t ha t LB 12 2 1, a s
amended, be advanced to E & R for engrossment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion? If not, those in favor of the
a dvancement o f LB 12 2 1 s a y a y e. Opposed no . Ca r r i ed . The b i l l
is advanced. Mr . Clerk, items for the r ecord .

CLERK: Mr . President, Enrollment and Review reports LB 571A is
c orrec t l y eng r o s s e d , LB 843A i s c or r e c t l y e ngrossed . I B 84 3 A ,
line 58, all reported c orre c t l y en g r o ss e d , both s i g ne d b y
Senator Lindsay. Bills read on Final Reading were presented to
t he G o v e r no r a s o f 5 : 2 9 p . m ., Mr. Pre.;ident, new resolutions:
LR 419 by Senat o r Wesely, Chizek, Nelson, L indsay , Ha l l ,
Korshoj, asking the Legislature to c al l on C o n A gr a t o r et a i n t h e
C ounty Gen e r a l Stores headquarters in Grand Island; LR 420 by
Senator Scofield asks the Legislature to r ecogn iz e and commend
all volunteers of the Cooperative Extension Boards, 4-H and Home
Ex ension Clubs, that wil l b e l a i d ov er ; amendments to be

E & R amendments to LB 1221.
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committee action.

Then the other one was for the Motor Vehicle Industry L icensing
Board, Mike Gorges from Omaha; no negative v otes o n t ha t
appointment and would recommend that the Legislature approve the

P RESIDENT: Th ank y ou . Any further discussion? If not, the
question is the approval of the confirmation report. A ll t h o s e
in fa v or vo te a y e , o p posed nay. H ave you al l vo t e d ? (Gavel. )
Please vote if you care to. Record, M r. C l e r k , p l eas e .

CLERK: 26 ay es , 0 n ay s , Mr . P re s i d e n t , on the motion to adopt
the confirmation report as offered by the Transportation

PRESIDENT: The con firmation report is adopted. N umber s i x ,
Legislative Resolutions.

CLERK: Mr. President, I have a motion with respect to those
resolutions. Sen ator Lynch, as Chair of the Rules Committee,
would move to suspend Rule 4, Section 5, and con s i d e r c er t a i n
numbers of those resolutions this morning together.

PRESIDENT: If I could have your attention a moment, please pay
attention to Senator Lynch's motion for a few moments. Senator
Lynch.

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. President and members, if I could have your
indulgence and consideration of this motion. I know that
Senators D i e r ks , a nd Rogers , and Chizek, and Conway, and Hefner ,
and Wehrbein, and Schellpeper, and Withem, and Langford, and
Chizek, Baack, and Scofield, all have resolutions, as do I. All
of them deserve to be read and heard this morning. How ever,
they are printed in the Journal and will be provided to the
appropriate people, understanding that we did, in f act, and
will, in fact, consider these important resolutions. What I
would ask your indulgence is to support this suspension o f t h e
r ule s so t h at LRs 40 1 - 4 0 5 , L Rs 407-417, a l l ex c e p t L R 4 2 0 b y
Senator Wesely is included in this.

. .

PRESIDENT: E x c use me, d o y o u mean LR 419?

SENATOR LYNCH: L R 4 1 9 , y e s , I am sor r y , L R 4 1 7 a n d L R 4 2 0 , all
e xcept LR 4 1 9 , and i t simply to allow us t o not r e a d t h e
resolutions and vote to support all of these with one vote. I
w ould a s k f o r yo u r s u ppor t . I think it might save us time this

Committee.
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eight room school and that was, in fact, the official Florence
School that we honor today,and I appreciate your support for
its 100th centennial. With that, unless there a re an y othe r
comments from any other people's resolutions, I would move the
adoption of these.

PRESIDENT: And the question is to suspend the rules so that we
can vote on all of these resolutions at one time. It re quire s
30 votes. All in favor vot e aye , oppo sed n ay. Recor d ,
Mr. Clerk , p l e a se .

CLERK: 31 a yes , 0 n a ys , Mr . P r e s ident , on the motion to suspend
t he rul e s and ado p t the resolutions as identified by Senator

PRESIDENT: The rules are suspended and all of the legislative
r esolut ions ar e adopted with the exception of LR 419 which we
will take up now.

C LERK: Mr . P r e s i dent , L R 4 19 was a r es o l u t i o n i ntroduced b y
Senators Wesely , Chizek, Nelson, Lindsay, Hall, Korshoj. It ' s
found on page 1861 of the Journal. It asks the Legislature to
cal l on C onAg r a to retain the Country General S tor e s
headquarters in Grand Island, Nebraska.

PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Mr. President and members, S e nator
Chizek, S e n at or L indsay, Senator Nelson, Sa ator Hall, Senator
Korshoj and myself are all on this resolution. I hope all of
you will support it as well. We, obviously, have a concern
that ' s b een expressed somewhat t h r o ugh an article that was

r ecent ly .
Maybe you have had a chance to read it i n t h e pa st. But
ConAgra, w h ic h has a number of subsidiaries, including one
called Country General Stores, and they have like Wheelers and,
let me think, SSS and some others...and Country General are the
different types of stores that they operate under C ount ry
G eneral St o r e s . Now tha t ' s hea dquartered in Grand Island,
Nebraska. They have about 300 people working there and up i n
O' Neil l they have a warehouse with about 40 or 50 people. So
we' re talking about 350 or so jobs. But this doesn't take intoaccount t he j obs and work involved with suppliers that are
involved with this operation in Nebraska and those suppliers I
have talked to and others ir.' the body have talked to that would

Lynch.

13052



Apri l 5 , 1 99 0 LR 419

indicate that the different sales they make to Country - General
Stores would be transferred if this company is transferred to
T ennessee. And s o t he r e would be l o s s of jobs and loss of
income much beyond the 350 jobs we' re talking about immediately
involved here. Anyway, this Country General Stores and t h e se
employees, it is now rumored, could possibly move to Nashville,
Tennessee. ConAgra is looking to purchase T.S.C. T he T . S . C .
Company i s hea d quar t e r ed in Tennessee. T he thought that has
been expressed by t h o se c l o se t o the situation indicate that
they believe that the purchase of T.S.C. by ConAgra will result
i n t h ese 3 5 0 j o b s and the headquarters and all o perat i o n s
involving CSG...or CGS would be moved out of the state. One of
the indications of this, I h a v e pas s e d ou t as well , i s a
r esource d at a sh eet from Country General Stores t hat was
recently distributed to employees and there you will see ability
and desire to locate, relocate, among other questions. A nd t he
employees are clearly indicating they' re concerned that what
they' re looking at is a relocation. And, in addition, there was
a handout that Senator Hefner put out that the Governor. . .he put
it out to deal with Waldbaum's egg plant, but if you look, there
is also an article about Governor Orr and she has indicated her
desire to try and keep Country General Stores headquartered in
Nebraska. Well, here's what.. . i f yo u ' d t a k e a chan c e t o r ea d
the resolution, what it says is, very similar to what we took as
a resolution we passed here, I believe last year, dealing with
Goodyear. If you recall, Goodyear was looking at moving a
warehouse ou t o f Lincoln and moving it to Iowa. A nd so I a n d
others drafted a resolution calling on them to stay in Nebraska
and we have talked about the benefits that they received under
LB 775 and other benefits and we said, look, w e' ve t r i e d t o b e n d
over backwards t o w or k w i t h y o u , w e h ave been good . W e be l i e v e
in our business climate. We specifically looked out and tried
to assist you and we think that you ought to stay here, that we
feel that we deserve t o have your cont i nued p re se n c e in
N ebraska . A n d w e s e n t . . .we passed i t , w e s e n t on t o Goo d year
and through that effort and other efforts we were successful and
t hey r eve r s e d t h e i r decis io n and a r e , in fact, staying in
Lincoln and will be expanding here and that's very good for us.
Now I hop e we ' l l b e that successful with this resolution, I
don' t k n ow. But anyway to indicate to the leadership of ConAgra
this resolution would go to the Board of Directors and t o t h e
management of ConAgra. We are trying to let them know once
again that when they asked for our help, when they came to us in
1987 we helped and although I have been critical o f LB 7 7 5, I
want to again reiterate I voted for that bill and I voted
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specifically because of the situation with ConAgra, specifically
I was concerned about them leaving and I think many others as
well were concerned. And so now for those of us who v oted f or
that, who cared about them, we' re asking for them to care about
us, that these individuals and their jobs and this h eadquarte r s
is important to Nebraska and we understand that there may be
advantages to them to move to Nashville, Tennessee, but, at t h e
same time, we think there are advantages for them to stay here,
that we have the business climate, we have the commitment to
economic development to business growth and that ConAgra should
recognize that and, hopefully, they haven't completely made up
their mind, haven't formally made the decision, a lthough t h e r e
are a lot of indications, rumors that they have and, h opefu l l y ,
t hat ' s not the case that they would decide to make the decision
if they do, go ahead with the purchase of T.S.C. to transfer
those employees back here to Nebraska versus our employees going
t here . Th a t would be a big plus for our state. I t h i n k i t
would end up b e i n g a d v an t ageous t o C o n Agr a and i t wou l d be
mutually beneficial. So, with that, I know some others will
have some discussion to make, but I think it's important for us
to stand up and be heard on this, to let ConAgra know we care
and to let Grand Island know we care and to all those businesses
and individuals affected by this that we do care about them and
hope that we can do something about this situation.

PRESIDENT: Nr. Clerk, I understand we have an amendment to the

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Warner would move t o a mend t h e
r esolut i o n . (The Warner amendment appears on page 1927 of the
Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President and members of the Legislature, I
first requested a statement which I would like to r ead f r om
ConAgra as to what the situation is since whatever it is was in
the paper, probably not full accurate detail, not...because I
assume any kind of business discussions are never finalized. So
this statement was...

PRESIDENT: Excuse me, Senator Warner, Senator Chizek, for what
p urpose do you r i s e ?

SENATOR CHIZEK: Is he reading the amendment now?'

r esolu t i o n .
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PRESIDENT: Are you reading the amendment nowt

SENATOR WARNER: No.

PRESIDENT: No. Okay, Senator Warner, proceed, please.

SENATOR WARNER: What I'm stating, I' ll...generally what the
amendment does it strikes bulk of the reference to that a whole
lot of legislation was passed solely or primarily for ConAgra.
It strikes those references. It doesn't strike the reference to
t he C ountr y St o r e but it does strike the r e f e r en c e
that...because, obviously, there is a whole lot of businesses in
Nebraska, and I didn't vote for the bill, you know, that benefit
from it and I struck those kinds of references. But the
statement I would like to read first, ConAgra. . .which was g i v e n
to me this morning, ConAgra appreciates the opportunity to make
a statement to the Legislature regarding LR 419 an d t he
headquarters of the Country General Stores in Grand Island. In
total, ConAgra employs a bout 1 , 8 0 0 pe o p l e in Grand Island,
principally in a meat processing plant and in nonheadquarters
operations of Country General Stores. Country General Stores
h eadquarter s em p l o y s a bout 1 0 0 p e o p l e . There a r e , i n f act ,
discussions between ConAgra and Tractor Supply Company. These
d iscussions hav e not be e n c o nc l uded . Therefo re , t h e r e i s n o
decision to merge companies, let alone a decision to move either
headquarters . These are similar to many such d iscuss i ons
between C onAgra and other companies, most of which do not lead
to business combinations. The 1987 economic development package
indeed was good fo r Ne b r a s kans. T he package has a t t r a c t e d over
$2.5 billion in new i nvestment and has led to the creation of
m ore than 2 2 , 000 new j o b s . ConAgra i s p r ou d o f t he N e b r a s k a
Legislature's courage and commitment represented by the economic
d evelopment p ac k a ge . W hen yo u ena c t e d t he p a c k ag e by a
resounding majority, you sent a clear message that Nebraska i s
g ood f o r busi ne s s . ConAgra is also proud of the role our
company played in supporting the economic development package
and in contributing to Nebraska's economic development growth.
Since 1987, ConAgra has committed to adding over 800 new j ob s i n
Nebraska as part of four major projects in Omaha, South Sioux
C ity, H astings an d L incoln . Nor eov e r , ConAgra' s t o t al
employment in Nebraska has risen from about 500 people 10 years
a go t o 5 , 0 0 0 t o d a y . Finally, ConAgra wants to assure you of two
things. We are sensitive to and give full consideration to the
effects of business decisions on people and communities. And,
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t wo, C onAgra h as a maj or continuing commitment to economic
growth and job creation in the great State of Nebraska. In
light of ConAgra's record and the economic commitment we s h a r e
with the Legislature, we respectfully suggest that LR 419 is not
necessary . What I have done -is I read the resolution this
morning and I apologize not having something prepared t o h a n d
out, but it's fairly simple and, in fact, what I filed was just
the striking language. But on page 1861, the first.. . I wi l l
read it as it would read. I leave the first Whereas as it is.
The second whereas, str i k e t he word s "to encourage C o nAgra"
because I would think that we would want,as a Legislature, to
know that we want to maintain and expand a l l busi nes s
opportunities wherever they may be. And then in the third
whereas I struck the portion just relative to ConAgra and other
so i t wou l d r e ad that 775 was to provide tax incentives for
Nebraska corporations in total. Then the third, the next on e
that makes reference to three bills passed that session, I
struck it in its entirety. I don ' t believe that again that
those bills were enacted for the benefit of any one particular
corporation. I le ave the next one intact b ecause t ha t ' s
factual. I st ruck the bottom one which says there arereport s
that they may relocate. As yo u ca n r ead t he r e , t here a r e
discussions b ut ev en a merger apparently has not taken place.
And then on the top of page 1862, in the last whereas I st r uc k
t he w o r d "ConAgra" and simply say that we' re committed to
working with Nebraska businesses to maintain expanded p r e s ence
i n N e b r a sk a and I ' m sure we will want this, be on record of
being in support of all business in Nebraska t o e x p and . And
then in the Now Therefore Resolved that the Legislature instead
of calls on ConAgra simply encourages ConAgra to retain Country
headquarter s i n Gr and Island. It seems to me that if the
purpose of the resolution is to call attention to the advantages
of economic development that Nebraska has enacted. particularly
i n t he a re a o f 775, a b i l l wh i ch I d i d no t vo t e f o r , u nl i k e
Senator Wesely, and I think Goodyear would have been a very good
r eason f o r m e t o h a v e voted for it, 'cause t hat ' s w here I
certainly had more attention at that point was from Goodyear
Havelock plant than I had from any other area of of t he st at e .
But it seems to me that we ought to concentrate on the benefits
of that package that the overwhelming majority of t hi s bod y
supported and recognize that we want to apply this resolution to
every b usi n e s s , every opportunity and certainly it would be in
error to suggest that all those economic development i ncent i v e s
were enacted for the benefit of one firm in Nebraska. The mere
record shows that's not true by the number of business that have
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taken advantage of expanding and p r o v i d i n g j ob opportunities
because of the e nactment of those tax incentives. So I t h i n k
with those corrections then the resolution really reflects what
this body ought to want to reflect and that is to encourage all
b usinesses, we , o b v i o u s l y , c annot . . . I hav e n o i d e a how m a n y
other negotiations may be going on somewhere in the state. I
assume there are many and I would not want to restrict the
feeling of this body only to one company when that may well be
going on with many and I think we would al l . . . I wou l d surely
think we would all want to encourage any business to take that
into account and not just limit it to one. So I wou l d mov e
adoption of the amendment as I have described it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T hank y o u , s i r . Bef o re p r oce e d i n g to
discussion on the amendment offered by Senator W arner, Se n a t o r
Abboud is announcing some guests in our south balcony. We have
40 fourth graders from Seymour in Omaha, with their teachers.
Mould you people please stand and be r e c ogni zed? Thank you .
We' re pleased to have you as our guests this morning. Senator
Chizek, for discussion on the amendment, followed by Senators

SENATOR CHIZEK: We l l , i t ' s difficult to separate Senator
Warner's amendment from the resolution. Unlike Senator Warner,
I supported 775, sponsored 27~, introduced the resolution at the
end of that session that was a Lmost unanimously voted on b y
members of this b ody, en c o u r ag in g t ho s e peo p l e w ho t a k eadvantage a n d exp a nd in our state to u se Nebraska h ase d
companies , Ne b r a ska b ased e mp l oyees . I went and met with
ConAgra. I met with US West. I met w i t h U n i o n P a c i f i c , with a
number of my colleagues in this body,a nd di scussed t h e i s s u e
about utilization of Nebraska b a se d co mpanies , c orpora t i o n s ,
et cetera. I recognize a business decision about moving a
company. What is difficult for me, colleagues, to deal with is
the fact that I called to ask some questions. I cou l dn ' t eve n
get my call returned. I couldn't even get my call r e t u rn ed .
Three o r f our of us are a resolution. I received no letter.
Senator Wesely, question.

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a to r Wese l y , would you r e spond?

SENATOR CHIZEK: Did you receive a copy of the letter?

SENATOR WESELY: No.

H efner , P i r s c h a n d Ne l s on .
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SENATOR CHIZEK: Senator Nelson, question.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Senato r N e l s on .

SENATOR CHIZEK: Did you receive a copy of the letter' ?

SENATOR NELSON: No, I did get my call returned. No.

S ENATOR CHIZEK: Ok ay .

SENATOR NELSON: I never seen it till now.

SENATOR CHIZEK: Ok ay , I don't know how many others did not
receive the letter. Now, I have talked to people who have told
me it's a done deal, it is a done deal. I have talked to people
that told me they are going to Nashville with their family.
husband and/or wife, to look at the climate to see if they want
to move there. Unlike some of my colleagues, I don't want to
change 775 at this point in time, but what I want to do i s t o
remind people that take advantage whether it's through a merger,
colleagues, or an acquisition that if, in fact, tax benefits are
going to be derived from the taxpayers in this state, that you
have an obligation to this state. That obligation would include
not moving 300 to 400 jobs out of this state. That obligation
includes not the satellite jobs, the manufacturers' r eps and so
on that deal with these companies or corporations. I s i t an
u nreasonable req u e s t for this body to ask a simple question if
you' re going to take advantages from the people in this state,
give something back to her people.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute. Thank you. S enator Hefne r .

SENATOR HEFNER: Nr. President and members of the body, I rise
to support Senator Warner's amendment to t hi s r eso l ut i o n . I
think in this resolution we' re singling out one company and
Senator Wesely said t hat h e supp or t e d L B 775 f o r ConA g r a .
Senator Wesely, I thought you supported LB 775 for Goodyear.
And just...if I recall and it's been several years ago an d I
d idn ' t have time to look this up but I was on the Revenue
Committee at the time and I believe that Goodyear wanted LB 775
so they could get some tax credit on their expansion and, as I
understand it, they were going to expand their plant to the tune
of about $60 million and LB 7. ..and they wouldn't provide any
new j o b s. And t h ey was g o i n g t o do it in three phases,
2 0 mi l l i on t o st ar t wi t h a nd t h e n a n o t he r 2 0 m il l i on a n d a t h i r d
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$20 million. And so, in this bill, we also had a s ection in
there that if y ou invested $20 million and didn't provide any
additional jobs, you would still get the tax credit. And I
supported that' because I felt that we wanted to keep Goodyear in
Nebraska. But t hen they came back, Goodyear came back a year
later and reported to us that during their first phase of
expansion they did add jobs so that meant that by allowing them
a tax credit on the $20 million that they did add j obs andt hat ' s what this is all about. We want to add jobs here in
Nebraska. We want to stop that out migration and I believe with
LB 775 and LB 270 that Senator Chizek was a sponsor o f and I
believe I signed on with him on that, that did stop the out
migration starting in 1987 or 1988. But this...and I think this
's great, because if we create jobs, these employees, t hey p a y
sales tax, they pay state income tax, they pay property tax and
so in the end I feel that our state's going t o b e ah ea d. I
talked to you a little bit about Waldbaum's expansion in the
Knox County area, near Bloomfield. I had an opportunity t o be
there wh e n t h e Gov e r n o r announced this and this will create
60 new jobs to start with, 55 or 60 new jobs to start with. And
they tell me that this is about the same in the small rural
community as 14,000 new jobs in Omaha. So I'm certainly very
pleased with that. And when. ..when I visited with the Governor
about this and she made that announcement, we also talked about
t he ConAgra dea l , about the ConAgra buying out or merging with
T.S.C. and she told me that she would do everything in her power
to try to talk to them to keep those jobs here in Nebraska. But
I d o n' t know, w he n you . . .w hen yo u ' r e o perat in g a busi n e s s
sometimes you' ve got to consider all phases of what's b est f o r
your particular company. But I just want to talk a little bit
more about the positive aspects of LB 275.

. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR HEFNER: . . .o r LB 7 7 5 an d L B 27 5 ( s i c ) . F orty per c e n t
of the new jobs created by these two bills are outside of Omaha
and Lincoln, so it's really helping rural Nebraska too. During
1983 and '86, 42 counties gained jobs and 50 counties lost jobs.
But after LB 775 and LB 270 went into effect, 78 counties gained
jobs and only 13 counties lost jobs. So that's real good.
Also, the average annual wage in Nebraska went up a f t e r t hese
twc bills took effect...took effect. S o I think we need to
consider all aspects of that. But getting back, I'm going to
s upport Se n a t o r Wa r n e r ' s amendment to the resolution and then
I'm going to support the resolution.

. .
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S PEAKER BARRETT: T i m e

SENATOR HEFNER: . . .and, hopefully, we can get ConAgra to keep
those jobs in the Grand Island area.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Senato r P i r s c h , p l e a s e

SENATOR PIRSCH: Thank you, Mr. President. I , t o o , h a v e a g r e a t
concern with the proposal that...or the rumor, I g u e ss , we
should say that the Country General would go to Nashville,
Tennessee. And when I read that resolution and heard from those
people who were trying to generate some enthusiasm and some
pressure on ConA g ra , I realized that...or, well, I called,
actually, and heard that this is very tentative, that there are
negotiations. But I think particularly in Omaha we recall the
Enron merger which was very difficult and where Omaha lost a lot
of jobs and we want to encourage ConAgra and I was prepared to
vote for this amendment...or to vote for this resolution without
amendment but, as I reflect and as we reflect this morning, I
think we can see that Senator Warner's amendment does i n d ee d
make it more general, does indeed make it on a larger scale and
does also announce that we, in the State Legislature, have done
those things which has allowed Nebraska to expand and to grow
with new j o bs . And so , y es , maybe we sho u l d f ocus on t h at
larger picture and on that larger good that we can accomplish by
the things that we have done in this body. So, with that, I am
prepared to support Senator Warner's amendment a n d send the
message l o u d and clear of our support for business and then
support the legislative resolution. A nd I t h a n k S enat o r Wesely
for his bringing it to our attention because I think in bringing
it to our attention we can also focus on other companies, other
businesses and do let them get the message that we want to keept hem i n Nebr a s k a and that we w ant to continue the economic
development in progress that we started in 775 a n d t he ot h er
initiatives that we have done. So I support the amendment and
indeed support the resolution.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y o u. Senat o r Nelson, followed by

SENATOR NELSON: Mr . S peak e r , members of the body, I suppose
that I am probably more involved in this than probably the other
senators, in fact, actually I just handed...got handed to me the
Grand I s l and paper, so for once I did get some coverage, I wil l

S enator Wesely .
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guarantee you that, in the paper. I have mixed emotions about
Senator Warner's amendment. After all, today we are talking
about the Country Gentleman (sic) Stores. We are talking about
a possible relocation and that 's exactly what the issue is.
t's very easy to stand up and make generals and so on an d so

f orth an d , Sena t o r Hefner, well, we have Bloomfield and we
know...I happen to know the Waldbaum company, I worked for them
for years, for Milton Waldbaum. And that's the way the egg
business is, and so on, but to bring other things in it, but
what we' re talking about today is the Country Gentleman (sic)
Stores. First of all, I do want t o say Con Agra does have
approximately 1,800 or so employees in my area. And I a l s o want
to say, as far as I know and have ever heard, they are very good
employers. They gi ve benefits and I have never heard anyone
criticize them and that's very unusual, such a l a rge employer as
that. There may be criticism there but not that I'm aware of .
Also, I guess that I did get the courtesy of a call returned to
me yesterday afternoon. If fact, if most of you noticed, I was
off of the floor a good part of yesterday afternoon and that was
'n conversation with Grand Island and Grand Island Industrial
Foundation people and with ConAgra officials. And, as I t ol d
them my experience is,and you start at the top management, if
possible, and that I did. They were very considerate and I can
appreciate their position. They ar e a ver y l arge , a very
growing corporation. I think they' re expanding s omewhere,
don't k now, l i k e 2 0 p e r cent a y e a r , and that is to their credit
and to their management. And I am aware that many companies buy
out another company. Ny daughter w o r ked f or a big medical
s upply c ompany i n Denver an d w o ul d you believe a s h ipping
company bought them out, moved the whole thing from Denver t o
Dallas almost instantly. So that does happen daily. And to
this transaction, I think to ConAgra this is just another daily
business transaction and that's simply the way it is. They did
acknowledge that their. .. I g uess as one pe rs on put it , any bodythat . . . e v erybody that is anybody is being flown to Nashville
right now. Also, they may be flying people from Nashville back
to Grand Island. S o...and I am aware that geographic location
makes a difference. The air line problem that we have in Grand
Island may be a contributing factor. And, myself, the same way
with the other senators, I have a gr e a t con c ern b ecause o f
LB 775 and the benefits and the many,many discussions, hours
and hours that went on a few years ago. But again, on the other
hand, I can say that I k now h o w b u s i n ess is a nd l ar ge
corporations, and this is a business deal with them. I am, as I
say, almost disappointed in S enator Wa r ner and, I guess
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hopefully that I don't go into his district and t a k e i t v er y
lightly any time that there is something like this.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR N E LSON: The town of O' Neill will be losing
approximately, I don't know, 25, 28, 30 employees . That was
expected. We' re talking about only the management employees.
We' re not talking about maybe at this point the distribution.
So we ' re talking about a 100 employees or so. I also want to,
for the record, say that ConAgra, in our community, with the
educational park and so on they have been very cooperative and
so as fa r as a n emp l o y e r and a s t he c om p any I h ave m i x e d
emotions. I can' t...I certainly am very proud to have them in
our community. I am as disappointed as anyone else and I . . . a nd
also for them not giving out a lot of information, I guess that
sometimes you don't tell the neighbor that you want t o bu y
his...or the farm beside you, you buy the farm and then you let
tne news out. But, again, I'm willing to work with them.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T i m e ha s e x p i r e d .

SENATOR NELSON: I am very disappointed because of the b enef i t s
given, but I will try to work with ConAgra the best possible.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely, followed by Senators NcFarland

SENATOR WESELY: T hank you, Nr. Speaker and members, I, too, I
g".cess am somewhat disappointed in Senator Warner's amendment.
This resolution is offered in good faith. I t . . . I t h i nk i f you
read the language of it, you will see that there is no problem,
really. I think ConAgra has,obviously, had either its nose
tweaked like that of a bear, or perhaps it's its conscience
t hat ' s bothering it with the language that we have in here.
But, in any event, we' ve gotten their attention. Even before we
have waken a vote on this resolution, they, obvious ly , a r e aw a r e
of it and recognize the concern that is being e x p r e s sed her e .
So, in some ways, we have already achieved our goal. But let me
run through some of the language here. And, first, let me also
r espond t o Sen a to r Hefner . Se na t o r He f n e r , Goodyear was
involved in legislation in 1987 but I introduced a specific bill
to deal with their particular problem to give an exemption on
manufacturing equipment and we got held hostage. We got that
b i l l k i l l ed by Sena to r Vard Johnson and that provision was

and Warner.
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thrown into LB 775 and we got taken along for a ride along with
a whole bunch of other people because they wanted 775 and it
ended up that that's what we had to take and that was all we
could get. But that...the primary purpose of 775, in my view,
was to k eep ConAgra i n N e b raska. It was helpful perhaps to
other bu s i n e sses, obviously, but I think from a handout I have
ConAgra says it will stay, as Governor O rr si gns b i l l , b i g
headlines here. We all know it. Let's not be naive and let' s
not take ourselves for fools, we know what we were dealing with
with that bill in 1987. It was ConAgra that pushed the bill
through. It was ConAgra that wanted the legislation. I t was
ConAgra t h at mad e that legislation ultimately successful. It
wouldn't have happened without them. Let' s und e r s t a nd t hat .
Yes, others benefit; yes, o thers ar e i n vo l v e d , but l e t ' s
n ot . . . I ' m n o f o o l a n d I ' m n o i d i o t a n d I don' t app r e c i a te the
idea that this legislation referencing C o nAgra and t he i r
benefits from it is anything more than it is but th e fa cts.
Here's another article, Harper says jump, Legislature jumps. We
know what the perception is, we know what the reality is and it
is that ConAgra was heavily involved with 775. T heir at t o r ne y s
were hired to draft the legislation. T hey were h i r e d t o l ob b y
the legislation and they were integrally i nvolved i n t h at
legislation. So l et ' s ge t back to what the resolution says
then. We say in the one section that Senator Warner w a n ts t o
pull out is that state and local government officials have
worked to provide an excellent business climate, I think that ' s
true, and to offer assistance to encourage ConAgra to maintain
and expand its operations in Nebraska. This is virtually the
same language as in the Goodyear resolution we had and we were
specifically putting that in there because, what did Omaha do?
Omaha specifically offered assistance to help ConAgra with their
expansion project. That's what I was thinking about there. And
in Goodyear we had similar types of assistance going on from the
City of Lincoln. So there was specific offer of assistance and
help provided to ConAgra as they did their expansion program in
Omaha. Tha t is factual. I don't see why we need to take that
o ut o r c h ange t h a t . The next section talks about w e, t he
N ebraska L e g is l a t u r e , pass e d LB 775 i n 19 87 t o prov id e t a x
incentives for ConAgra and other Nebraska corporations to invest
and create j o b s i n Ne b r a ska . Absolutely, it was for ConAgra and
other N ebraska corpo ra t i o n s . It doesn't say just for Con A gra ,
but it was for ConAgra and other Nebraska corporations. That' s
factual, I don't see a need to change t h a t . Th e n ext on e ,Whereas C onAgra has received substantial benefits from LB 775,
LB 773 and LB 772 , a l l p as s e d i n 1 987, a n d o t her chan g e s to
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Nebraska's tax system, that's factual too. They have re c e iv e d
substantial benefits, 775, obviously, they have applied for,
received benefits. We don't know how much but it's substantial.
LB 773, t he y a l s o wanted , and that also provided breaks f or
their higher paid executives. And LB 772 changed the formula
for corporate taxes that had a t r eme n d ous impact f or
particularly companies like ConAgra. And, as fo r o t h e r ch an g es ,
I 'm thinking about 1124 and 270 and other legislation we have
passed that have enabled other breaks to b e available to
companies and they' re all there available to ConAgra. The next
section that Senator Warner wants to change is Whereas r ep o r t s
indicate that ConAgra may relocate its headquarters for Country
General Stores from Grand Island to Nashville, what's i n accurate
about that'? Absolutely, there are reports.

. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR WESELY: ...I passed out the report, it's in the paper,
that there are...they may relocate. I s there any denial of
that? It's a possibility. We don't say they will, we' re saying
that's a possibility. And then we go on to talk a bout r em a i n
committed to working with ConAgra to maintain and expand its
presence in Nebraska . That ' s specifically again the other
resolution we had on Goodyear. We specifically had that same
language. We want to work with Goodyear. We want to work with
ConAgra. This is a specific resolution going to ConAgra. What
Senator Warner would have you do is water it down t o a poi nt
where i t doe sn ' t make the point th:.t it needs to make that we
have bent over b ackwards in this particular case with this
particular company and with all companies we have been trying to
be helpful but we' re dealing with one particular issue right now
and that's why it's specific. That's where the " calls o n "
versus "encourages", you know, I don't know that there is much
difference there. All I am saying is that all of the facts
involved in this resolution, I think, are acc u ra te , that the
resolution speaks for itself and that I would oppose the Warner
amendment and feel that this very much hits the point that needs
to be made to ConAgra.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T i me .

SENATOR WESELY: And they have evidently heard it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator McFarland, please.
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SENATOR NcFARLAND: Thank you , N r. S p eaker . I a p preci a t e
Senator Warner's attempts here to amend the resolution and I
don't think it's necessary. I appieciate the perception, maybe,
by some of the members who voted for the bill that they were
voting for more than just ConAgra. I see that that amendment
that S e n ato r W a r ner introduced attempts to include all
businesses in it. But I also appreciate Senator Warner when he
voted on LB 775 and voting against it. I think it was a vote of
understanding and made a statement about the type of policy we
were enact i ng . Nevertheless, I really think we' re deceiving
ourselves if we' re trying to say that 775 was not enacted at the
b ehest of an d un d e r the direction of ConAgra. There ar e
s tories, and I'm sur e they' re substantially t rue, abo u t
ConAgra's lawyers being down in the Revenue Committee offices,
al l du r i ng 1987 , drafting language, suggesting l an g u age,
proposing language, amendments and what ha ve y ou t o LB 775
itself. As a matter of fact, here recent when someone told me
that Senator J ohnson, who was head of t h e R evenue Committee at
that time, in fact, said that...said to some of the lawyers in
exasperation, he said to the ConAgra lawyers, tell me w hat y o u
want and we' ll put it in the bill. And they did, I mean, you
take a look at the specific provisions of that bill, including
the provisions to give tax credits for corporate jets, that
whole bill was s tructured a n d cou l d not h av e be e n mor e
customized in its drafting than for ConAgra itself. There was
another joke about ConAgra's lawyers that someone told m e t h a t
they were around the Revenue Committee offices so much and the
standard joke was that not only do they wear sus penders, t hey
wear belts too. These fellows were down there trying to give
every economic break they could in that bill to ConAgra, squeeze
every penny of concession out of the Legislature that they could
and that's what they were hired and trained t o do and t hat ' s
what they were paid very well to do on behalf of ConAgra. Some
of t he ne wspaper accounts of that time period h ave b e e n
circulated already and a l l anyon e has to do i s go re a d t h e
newspaper accounts during that 1987 legislative session and the
Conway amendment that was added and ConAgra then threatened to
leave the state if the amendment was not withdrawn. A nd so w e
came marching in and the majority of this body v o t ed. to
withdraw...to strike the Conway amendment, and all the threats
and intimidation that was going on, it was clear what that bill
w as designed to d o . S o I don't think t h e amendments that
Senator Warn e r pr o p oses reall y ar e goi ng t o c hange t ha t
perception or that...or that reality that it was specifically
enacted f or Con Agra . And I don ' t pl an to vote for the
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amendment. So I think Senator Wesely has br ou gh t a
straightforward resolution. It is not as condemnatory as I
would make it. If I were going to write this resolution, i t
would have a lo t of other things that I '.s sure Senator Warner
would want to strike. But I think it's fairly reasonably drawn
and fa i r l y d r aw n .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR McFARLAND: I t asks...it asks for ConAgra to keep that
particular organization within G rand I sl a n d 'and t hat ' s only
fair. I w ould like to just read one thing. We talk about all
the great benefits that 775 brought. T here i s a h e a d l i n e about
the state's economy gets poor grades in today's paper and it
talks about a corporation that evaluated the economies of the
v arious st at es and called us one of the couch potatoes of
economic innovation. It graded the s tates on 15 0 e c onomic
policy measures. Nebraska received a C in economic performance,
a D in business vitality, C in developmental quality,and an F
in state policy. It c loses, i t say s , a lthough N e b r a ska ' s
unemployment is among the lowest in the nation, its jobs pay
poorly and offer average health benefits. LB 775, the jobs that
it's creating are low paying,.

. .

you

S PEAKER BARRETT: T i m e .

SEN..~'OR McFARLAND: ...they' re not stable jobs and I don't think
it' s...that 775 is in any way achieving its objectives. Thank

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank you . Senator Warner, followed by

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President and members of the Legislature,
I...nowhere have I said nor do any of the amendments I propose
strikes the legislative concern that we would like t o ha v e
should any change occur i n t h i s b usiness d i sc u s s i o n
of...apparently that's going on. Nowhere do I say in it or do I
strike any language which suggests that we would not like to
encourage ConA gra to, in their operation, maintain that
headquarters in Grand Island. Every bit of t hat i s t h er e .
Every bit of it is there. I understood 775 was enacted to
benefit all of business throughout Nebraska and only thing I
have st r i ck e n a r e those things, it seems to me, pinpoint
specifically that it was only for ConAgra. A nd if that w a s

Senators Goodrich and Chizek.
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true, I assume that would have been the only one that would take
a dvantage a n d we all know that's not true. I'm not arguing
against the resolution. I haven't said that we shouldn' t pass
it. All I'm s aying is that the whereases ought to reflect a
state policy which is to encourage the expansion o f j obs and
business i n Nebr a s k a . T hat' s a s . ..in its totality. Now it
doesn't take a lot of...if we' re making suspicions, and I c ou l d
pick up those whereases all day long, I suppose, and say, we l l ,
look the Legislature even said by resolution that the only
reason they enacted it was for one business company in the s tat e
and yet t he r e a r e many , many businesses that were affected. And
t hat ' s al l I ' m attempting to do is make the whereas, in fact,
reflect what I assume was the feeling of the majority of the
body that they were helping business throughout the state and
encourage jobs throughout the state and, in fact, that's what
has occurred. Philosophically, I do not like tax incentives, no
question about that. I' ve voted against them for the last 10,
15 years, including exemptions that were enacted a time or two.
But if you want to pa ss the resolution, w hich I hav e n o
objection to, then don' t...don't mix it in with something that
goes b e y ond .o r n ar r ows , a ctual l y , na r r ow s what that state
policy, in fact, does, and that was t o en cou r ag e j ob s and
business ever y w here. That's all my amendment does. I do no t
strike one single thing which has the impact of the L egis l a t u r e
not saying thzt they want to encourage those headquarters to

S PEAKER BARRF'i'T: T h an k y o u . Senator Goodrich, please.

SENATOR GOODRICH; Nr. President and members of the body, I rise
i n w h o l e hear t e d and enthusiastic support o f t he War ne r
amendment. I'm going to make a suggestion here and that is that
not on l y C onA g r a but a lot of companies i n N e b r a ska a r e
constantly talking to other companies throughout t he U n it e d
States and the world even. T hank goodness t hey d o . Over t h e
last 10 years, ConAgra's employment in Nebraska has grown f rom
500 up to a present number of 5,000,and the more they talk to
other companies across the United States and the wor ld, the
better off we are because they will continue. ..ConAgra and among
other co mpanies wil l con t i n ue t o acq u i r e o ther co mpanies .
ConAgra, fo r exa m ple , owns about a dozen major companies. They
o wn o v e r 30 mi n o r , w hat I ca l l mi n o r c o mpanies . The more t h e y
own, the stronger they are; the stronger they are i n N e b r aska ,
the more employment t hey wi l l h av e in Nebraska at their
headquarters right here in Nebraska a nd , conse q uent l y , let ' s

s tay t h e r e .
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hope and pray they continue to talk,not only ConAgra but the
other companies in the state continue to talk to other companies
and c o n t i nu e t o gr ow and continue to create more jobs. The
other thing I would like to suggest is that before we jump into
resolutions like this and respond to every whim of a reporter
that wants to put a piece in the paper, let's talk to the people
involved. I have always found in the years of experience that I
have had that you may not agree with something you find i n t he
paper, but if you go talk to the people, instead of jumping into
the paper, go t alk to the people involved. You get t he i r
perspective and you find out that, hey., this isn't near a s b a d
as we jumped to the conclusion that it would be. I'm going to
suggest that instead of jumping into these sort of things, let' s
talk to the people first and then if there's a legitimate beef ,
then we can introduce resolutions like this. I'm going to say
that this body should adopt the Warner amendment and make t h i s
thing a lot more general than it is right now. I thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y o u. The mem b er from the 31st
Legislative District, Senator Chizek.

SENATOR CHIZEK: Mr. Speaker and colleagues, I agree a lot with
what Senator Goodrich said, however, he's missing the point.
That's what we' re talking about, keeping jobs, e xpanding . W e ' r e
talking about keeping them here. We' re not talking about moving
them to Nashville. And I tell you again, colleagues, it's a
d one d e a l . And you c a n ...I don't know, Senator Chambers, how
odds work, but you can give 10 to one that that acquis i t i o n i s
complete. I don't know whether that's good or bad. I "11 have
to ask the Clerk a little later, but ( laughter ) I t h i nk . . . I ' m
sorry, Pat. But you' re missing the boat. There isn' t...I stood
u p an d sai d I suppor t e d 7 7 5 . I c ar r i e d 2 7 0. I am n o t
personally trying to do anything to weaken 775 or any of t h o se
things. The company that I work for received benefits from 775,
you all know that. What I'm saying, colleagues, is what's right
is right and what's wrong is wrong. And, Senator Goodrich, I
did try to call and I couldn't get my call returned. I tried to
talk to the people involved. I know some other folks had s o me
calls returned and they were told it was in the process of
negotiations. I know again there are p e o p l e and t he r e are
families flying to Nashville to look at property. Now, do you
do that because you may sign a sales acquisition next week? And
if this strengthens ConAgra, I want to help strengthen ConAgra,
but I a lso want to keep the jobs in the State of Nebraska,
period. And, interestingly enough, I , si nc e 775 was enac t e d
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into law, I haven't seen anybody from ConAgra here, here till
today. I think it's interesting they can come here today but
they can't return my telephone calls. I oppose the amendment.
Senator Chambers, you can have the rest of my time.

SPEAKER BARRETT: About two minutes and 45 seconds.

S ENATOR CHANBERS: T h ank y ou , S e na to r C h i z e k . Mr. Chair m an and
members of the Legislature, my light is on and I hope we get to
it so I' ll have a chance to give some more factual information
than what I'm about to offer now, but in two minutes is not a n
opportunity to really develop anything. But 775 was ConAgra ' s
bill. I fought that thing tooth and nail and that was when the
Legislature really saw a demonstration of one senator trying to
use the rules and every tactic to force discussion of a bill
that was not even to be discussed. It was ConAgra's, that's the
o nly re as o n i t wa s h e re . And, Senator Warner, the resolution
does say ConAgra and other business, but the reason ConAgra i s
e mphasized i s beca u s e ConAgra was the dog, the other little
businesses were the fleas that were along for the r ide . Thi s
bill, 775, never would have been enacted for those other little
businesses. A lot of them whimpered, whined and c r i e d , s o me of
them shut their doors and stole off into the night like thieves
because they knew they couldn't come to the Legislature and say,
b ai l u s o u t . ConAg r a demonstrated the power t hat Sen a t o r
G oodrich des c r i b e d and which has him shaking i n h i s sh o e
leather. He talks about all the companies they own around t he
world and a company that awesome, that powerful certainly should
n ot h a ve any t hi n g done by this Legislature that that company
does not want. T he so n g , "Whatever lola Wants, Lola Gets" was,
that w as a pseu d onym for ConAgra and we all know it. Nike
Harper would pound a table and the reverberations would be fe l t
down here in this Legislature.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Senator Conway got an amendment to that bill
and ConAgra found out about it and Nike. ..Nike Harper stammers a
bit and he said he's not embarrassed by it anymore, he u sed t o
be. But tha t time when he expressed his anger about that
amendment, they heard not a stammer or a tremor i n h i s v oi c e .
T he o rd e r s c am e down here, take that so-and-so amendment off
that bill. And somebody said, do you realize you' re talking to
the Nebraska Legislature? He said, that's why I say it the way
t hat I say i t . I kn ow w h o I ' m t a l k i ng t o . Now tell them to get
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that amendment off that bill. A nd a guy came and knocked on t h e
glass and one of the minions ran out there and that guy gave
t hat m e s sage a n d bac k i n h e r e he came and he s ai d ,
M-M-M-Mike. . .Mike said to take the...the amendment off the bill.
Now that's not the way Mike said it. This senato r was s o s h aken
and frightened that he stammered. And you know what happened?
The amendment was immediately taken off. So if we remove the
name of ConAgra from this resolution, there really.

. .

S PEAKER BARRETT: T i m e .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: . ..is no purpose for it.

S PEAKER BARRETT: T h ank y o u . S enator Kor sho j .

SENATOR KORSHOJ: Mr. Speaker and members, I was one of the no
votes on the ConAgra bill and since 1987 I' ve become much kinder
and gentler. I was the person that o ffered i n '87 t o g et a
fleet of semis, free of charge to ConAgra, and move them to the
Kansas border to get them out of the state. I' ve c hanged my
mind, I want to keep them in thestate now and that's why I'm
on this resolution. I think that we should try to k eep t hem
here, try to keep the jobs here. After all, Senator Chizek says
that they haven't came back s i nce 1987, why should t h e y c o me
back? The r e was nothing more they wanted, we g i v e t h em
everyth i ng . So there's no reason for them to come back. But
this is a ConAgra resolution and t hat ' s why I'm against the
Jerome Warner amendment. This is not a hard resolution, it' s
just...it's just stating a few facts. And so I think we should
leave it as a ConAgra resolution and let it go as it is. And
another reason that I' ve been in favor of a Wesely bill for more
disclosure, I remember in 1987 Senator Hefner took me under the
south bal c o n y and he got out his pad and pencil and he said,
just imagine, they' re going to hire a 100 people and t hem j ob s
are g oi n g t o pa y $ 3 5 , 0 00 a j o b . Well, I wo u l d l i ke t o see t h at
in the statistics. What McFarland was reading, it says, this
outfit in New York that rated us, says although Nebraska's
unemployment is among the lowest in the nation, its jobs pay
poorly and offer only average health benefits. I would like to
s ee what t h e s e j o b s a r e . We' re not asking too much of R e v e nue
to tell us what category the jobs are,w hat the pay i s , ha v e
they increased the number, have they decreased the number, have
they transferred some from one division to the next division'? I
just think that we need to know those things. The reason we
need to know these things, individually, we don' t n ee d so mebody
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to analyze it, the 49 senators are going to have to make a
decision in the next few years and I think the decision will be
to get LB 775 off the books. Your'next customers are the people
you have now. You' re just going to perpetuate no t a xes f or
them, and there's parts of the bill that's okay. But I think
LB 775 should be eliminated from t h e boo ks an d you should
individually make those decisions, not let somebody tell you
it's good here or it's bad there. Read and see what i t ' s doing
to us. A nd listening to Senator Chizek, he says he can't talk
to them because they won't return a call. Goodrich said talk to
them. Well, how can you talk to somebody that looks at you as a
peon an d don ' t wan t t o talk to you , that you have
nothing...nothing important to say to them,evidently. But I
think we should keep them here and I think we should k e e p t he
r esolution just as i t is because we' re talking to ConAgra.
We' re not pounding on them anymore. That's why I say , I 'm
k inder a n d gent l er . I want them to know that I appreciate
they' re here, I appreciate the jobs, let's keep them, l et ' s be
fair to these communities. Do I have any time left, Senator
Barrett?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Two minutes

SENATOR KORSHOJ: That's what Senator Norrissey wanted. I w i l l
yield to him.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Norr i ssey, p l e a se .

SENATOR NORRISSEY: Thank you, Senator Korshoj . Nr. Speaker and
members, I think it's the job of the Nebraska Legislature to
monitor our business situation in the state and when we see a
situation such as the on e d e v e loping that we should make a
pointed response to that particular situation. A generic
resolution, the power of a resolution is in question anyway, but
a generic resolution I don't think is the way to go.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR NORRISSEY: We see a particular situation here. We' re
telling ConAgra, you came to us, we responded, we' re c oming t o
you an d w e ' re ask i n g fo r you to respond. The future is a
different business situation. It isn't of us...cannot no longer
be an "us" versus "them" in business and labor, it's got to be a
"we" concept, we are the state, we gave you some benefits, it ' s
a t w o-way st r ee t , we ask you to consider what we' re asking you
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and consider it strong, don't bottom line everything because we
cannot continue to bottom line absolutely everything in the
future. I oppose the amendment and support the resolution.
Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Chambers, followed by
Senators Hefner, Wehrbein, Abboud, Nelson, Peterson, NcFarland,
Lowell Johnson and Goodrich. Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
that sounded like a law firm. Two years or s o a go on e element
of ConAgra was merging with a Dupont element and they combined
the names Ducon, D-U-C-O-N, a nd that ' s wha t t he ConAgras d o ,
t hey d o co n. But they don't just con, that's where you use
slippery, slick talk. ConAgra is b are-knuckled and they use r a w
power. But, Senator Warner, you don't have to worry about thisbothering Ni k e Harper b e c ause i n t hi s article from the

Nay 31, 1987, it says at six-foot-six, 250 pounds,
Harper a lso i s o n e of the nation's largest c orporate chi e f
executives so he can take this little bit that we' re doing. But
this article says the following. "Last January, Harper t ook a
similar direct approach in annourcing his company might move its
headquarters from Omaha. If the state wanted to keep ConAgra,
Harper s a i d , i t should restructure the tax system and offer
incentives to business. L ast week, th e sen a t o r s a pproved t h e
most controversial of the four bills, LB 775, Governor Orr's
employment and investment growth measure. The bill had brought
support from business and labor leaders. It was backed by Omaha
Senator Var d Joh nson, Chairman of the Revenue Committee.
Nonetheless, the bill would not h a v e be c ome l aw i f Con A gra
hadn't said it might leave,said Barbara Botsch, lobbyist for
the Greater Omaha Chamber of Commerce. You had to h av e a Ni k e
Harper willing to stand up and say , 'We' ve got to have this',
there had to be a catalyst, she said." Now, after what I sa i d
about ConAgra, let me read you the last couple of paragraphs of
this article. They talked about the open attitude at ConAgra
where N i k e Har p e r would ask his employees, are you willing to
tell the boss to go to hell'? And I don't know what the response
was. But, anyway, ConAgra's harshest critic during legislative
debate was Omaha Senator Ernie Chambers who said LB 775 amounted
to robbing the many for the benefit of the few. Harper said
that and other criticism of ConAgra bothered him. "But doest hat m ean w e would c hange anything we do? Hell no . W e w i l l
continue to tell what we believe is the truth. With C onAgra's
o pen c u l t u re , Har p e r was asked, would Chambers fit in at the
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company'?" Listen to this answer, colleagues. "In some
r espects , he woul d , Har p e r said, h e has co u rage." When D a n
Rather heard that, he started ending his news c a s t s wi t h the
word "courage" . But d i d you hear what Mike Harper said?
Despite the criticisms, ConAgra is not going to change anything
and t he y ' r e no t go i ng to stop telling what they think is the
truth. This resolution is the truth and s i mpl y bec a u se Mike
Harper or some of those people up there are embarrassed is no
reason for us to change what this resolution says. W hat t ho s e
people who will lose their jobs are going to feel and experience
is something far more than the momencary discomfort or
embarrassment of a ConAgra. But wi t h a l l o f t h e t a l k t ha t I' ve
s aid of how wea k the Legislature is, it shows that when a
resolution of this kind is offered, you will get the attention
of those corporate giants. they don't want this kind of thing
done and we should not let them short-circuit what we' re doing.
A nd b e f o r e Se n a t o r Nelson has a conniption, Mr. Chairman, how
much time do I have left?

SPEAKER BARRETT: One and a half minutes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator Nelson, I'm going to take my thirty
seconds and then I will give you a minute. She's over he r e j u st
jitterbugging and I' ve got to yield some of my time to her. So,
Senator Nelson, you have the rest of it.

SENATOR NELSON: I'm almost ashamed to use it after that. Thank
you, Senator Chambers. I do want to say that I had a little
problem with Senator Goodrich and I know it's easy for everybody
tn jump on the bandwagon and be positive and be negative and so
on. Here's a little assessment and we' re talking to newspaper
reporter s a s a w h i m, or so on, I don't necessarily agree t o
that. That's not exactly true. I have talked to a little
higher than the newspaper reporters and people that are far more
informed, I think. Senator Goodrich is just as ba d o f f , one
dozen major companies. They probably don't classify major or
minor. And 25 minor companies, I would almost say four times
that or five times that would be more right,and I admire them
for being very good business people and being a b le t o be so
diversified. So when we' re pointing figures. . . f i n g er s h e r e
today and that some of us don't know what we' re t a l ki ng about
and so on, I guess maybe he hasn't listened to me or I'm like
Senator Crosby the other day, I' ve raised m y k i d s and nobo d y
listens. But I did tell you this morning.

. .
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S PEAKER BARRETT: T i m e .

SENATOR NELSON: ...and with that, I have tried too and to
cooperate with the top management.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hefner .

SENATOR HEFNER: Question.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The question has been called. Do I s ee f i ve
hands? I do. Shall debate now cease? Those in fa v or vo te a ye ,
opposed nay. R e cord, p l e ase.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Debate c eases. Senator Marner to close on the
adoption of your amendment.

SENATOR WARNER: A gain, Nr. President, the amendment in no way
restricts the ability of the Legislature to encourage the
retention of the headquarters i n G rand I sland. That ' s
exactly...that wording is all there that has the impact of doing
that and certainly under the Now, therefore, be it re solved,
would state that the Legislature encourages ConAgra to retain
the Country General Stores h e adquarter s i n G rand I s l an d ,
Nebraska. And that ' s the purpose of the resolution,as I
understood it. What I did change was only in the whereases that
reflects what I would think this body would want, the m a jo r i t y
would want, and that is the enactment of the legislation which
is referred to was, in fact, for a h e a l th y bus i n ess . . . a more
healthy business climate for all parts of the state and for all
businesses that might be affected, and that's all it does. And
I would urge the body to adopt that amendment and then proceed
and enact the resolution as not h i n g t aken a way ot he r
than...nothing taken away other than the implication, that's how
it will be used, that the majority of this body passed the bill
that primarily was intended to only affect one and I don't think
that is true. I think a great many senators supported that bill
because they felt it was good for the state as a whole.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T h ank you . The question is the a doption o f
the Warner amendment to LR 419. All in favor vote aye, opposed
n ay. H ave you al l v o t e d ? A record vote h as bee n requested.
Please vote if you would care to vote. Record, p l ease.
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CLERK'S (Record vote read. See pages 19RV-28 of the Legislative
Journal.) 28 e yes, 11 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted.

CLERK: Mr . Pr es i dent , I now have a motion from Senator
McFarland to indefinitely postpone LR 419.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator McFarland.

SENATOR McFARLAND: Thank you, Mr. Sp e aker. I put this
amendment...this motion up to indefinitely p ostpone the
resolution with the expectation that there might be enough
support in the body for to approve the amendment. I really
think the amendment makes it a generic resolution without
focusing on the real intent and purpose that Senator Wesely and
the oth e r co- sp onsors had for the resolution and that's the
reason I put the indefinitely postpone motion up. And I thi nki t ' s appropriate. I don't feel like voting for this resolution
in the innocuous form that it's in now. I would like to say one
thing and that is I think we need to get out of the mentality
that our state somehow exists for the benefit of ConAgra. Some
of the statements that have been made on the floor this morning
are like our whole purpose of existence is to make sure that
ConAgra is very profitable and very successful in i ts bu s i n ess
enterprises. We' re not joint partners with ConAgra. We' re not
a body that is supposed to come in here and just kind of b e asubsidiary o f ConA gra 's corporation so we can help them out
whenever they need help . We exist to serve the people of o ur
state and that's all the p eople of our state and all the
businesses in our state, whether they be corporations, large or
small, or businesses, large or small, or individual
proprietorships, or working people who ar e emp l o yed. We
represent everybody and when we narrow our focus and think that
our only purpose is to benefit one corporation in Omaha because
they were threatening to leave the state, I think we.. .we do a
disservice to all the people of our state. I don' t have much
further to say. I would hope and I would hope that the bill' s
sponsors at this time might be considering withdrawing the whole
resolution or at least amending the resolution. I would be g l ad
to turn over my time to any of the spo nsors of t he. . .o f t he
resolution so that they can have the remainder of the time to
speak on it. And...would you like, Senator Korshoj'? How about,
Senator Nelson, would you like the rest of my time to speak on?

Senator Warner's amendment.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: I believe I' ve not visited with any of the
other sponsors of the resolution. I know that ConAgra does know
that we are very concerned and I'm sure that their attention,
along with ours, has been brought by this this morning. And I
will turn the rest of my time over to Senator Chizek.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Se n ator C h iz e k .

SENATOR CHIZEK: Nr. Clerk, I would just ask consent to have my
name removed from the resolution, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT: If there are no objections. We will proceed
to the list of those who presumably would wish to speak t o t he
NcFarland mo tion to indefinitely postpone the resolution.
Senator Wehrbein, did you wish to speak to that matter?

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: Yes, Nr. President, just briefly. All I want
to say, I oppose the kill motion. I think it's proper that we
have something in the record indicating our concern for the
indication of whatever ConAgra or other businesses may do. I
think it's appropriate that we express our concern. I t ' s been
expressed in the Omaha area and it's been expressed in the Grand
Island area, I think it's only appropriate. But since S e nator

morning, I want to speak just briefly on t hat and no t t o
particularly pass judgment on it but I think it ought to be read
cautiously because I don't r ea l l y agree with many of the
premises that are in this. I n fact , I w o ul d cal l some of it
garbage, and I think before we take...I think that article ought
to be read very carefully, not just read the headlines, I would
call your attention particularly to the state rankings on t he
side. One of th e areas where they rate us, if you go down,
economic performance, business, development capacity', state
policy, and they give us an F on state policy, which inc ludes
spending on education, export promotion, environmental laws and
housing statistics. Now nearly ever y one of t h os e ex c ept
statistics has to do with actions that we take in here and some
of the things that we' re doing. So, as t h ey . . . a s t hey pound on
our state, and you think this is a criticism, perhaps i t ' s a
criticism of the Legislature itself, if it, in fact, is a
realistic criticism. I'm not ready to accept that necessarily
but I think before we use this as a hammer in many of our

this
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conversations, let's look at what they based it on and se e i f
you even agree with the premises. Any time you have premises
that are faults, you' re not going to have correct co n c l usions.
And I only wanted to make that comment in passing since it was
interjected into this, but I do oppose the kill motion. I th i nk
it's appropriate to go ahead and have a resolution such a s we
are passing. T h a nk you.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Tha n k y ou . Senator Abboud, on the motion to
k il l .

SENATOR ABBOUD: Pass.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Peterson.

SENATOR PETERSON: Nr. President and members, I rise to o ppose
the kill motion. I think Senator Warner ought to be commended.
He, I feel, did a real good job of making this more compatible
to... should be to all of us. I want to be brief here and I will
turn...if I' ve got any left, I should have because I'm never a
long-winded speaker, I was a member of the Revenue Committee
when...over t hos e yea r s when we had these bills before us. I
was kind of offended by the remarks tha t Con A gra b eat. . . t h e y
might have beat some people over the head but they didn't beat
me over the head for this bill because there was a nu mber of
other companies and Chamber of Commerces and that that come in,
supported that and I kept very c l os e con t a c t with my local
Chamber of Commerce and companies up there and weighed the
issues and listened and formed my opinion on t h a t , not by
ConAgra. Th ey did not sway me one bit. I listened to them and
I listened to everybody and I thought it was best for the state.
Senator Chisek seems to imply that why we got the resolution,'he's seeing that things are done. Well, if it's done, why did
he come before us with the resolution. Nothing's ever d o ne
until it's all over and I don't think that it's all over yet. I
think some things could be done, the Governor and someone maybe
could talk to them yet and get them to stay, which would be a
benefit especially Senator Nelson's area where all the jobs are.
With that, I w ould relinquish the rest of my time to Senator
Warner. I...I oppose the kill motion. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Warner .

SENATOR WARNER: Well , N r. President , th a n k you , Senator
Peterson. I t hought the purpose of the resolution was to show
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the motion.

support of the Legislature for Grand Island and that's still in
there; just as the rest of the body showed support for Lincoln
on Goodyear. I thought that was the purpose, but maybe I 'm in
error. A s Senat o r McFarland stated, that the state does not
exist for ConAgra, which was my whole point, that the passage of
that legislation was for the good of business generally across
Nebraska. I oppose d it, but nevertheless that is the policy
that this Legislature confirmed and I bel ieve that the
r esolut ion c a n now be enacted. I cer tainly would want to
encourage that Grand Island could be r etained as hea d quarter s
and we otherwise are speaking positively and the whereases would
be, as now amended, that the Legislature believes that was good
for job opportunities, business expansion in Nebraska, as was
the position when the legislation was enacted and the resolution
reaffirms that position of the body at that time.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator McFarland, please.

SENATOR McFARLAND: Mr. Speaker, I would respectfully withdraw

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you . The motion to indefinitely
postpone is withdrawn. Senator Wesely, for what purpose do you

S ENATOR WESELY: Ye s , as primary introducer of the resolution, I
ask that it be passed over. We an ticipate m otions a n d
amendments and there's a dozen speakers and in the interest of
time I think we should just pass over it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. S o o r dered. The Chair i s p l ease d
to note that Senator Coordsen has some guests under our north
balcony, Gary and Margo Biba from Geneva, Nebraska. Will you
folks please stand and be recognized. Also, Senator Crosby has
guests under our south balcony, Ken and Helen Witt. Would you
folks please rise and be recognized. Also guests of Senator
Wehrbein in our south balcony, the Friendly Farm Ladies from
Avoca, Nebraska. Would you people please stand an d be
recognized. T h ank you. We are pleased to have all of you with
us this morning. Mr. Clerk, have you matters for the record?

CLERK: No, not at this time, Mr. President.,

SPEAKER BARRETT: Members, please return to yo ur s e a ts i n
anticipation of some Final Reading. Members, please return to

rise?
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