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PER CURIAM.

Bartlett and Company appeals and Conagra cross-appeals from the district

court's order and judgment following a bench trial in this diversity-based breach of

contract action.  Having carefully reviewed the case, and having considered de novo

the disputed issues of Nebraska law, we conclude neither Bartlett and Company nor

Conagra are entitled to relief.  We further conclude the district court's fact-findings are

not clearly erroneous and no error of law appears.  Because this case is highly fact

specific and involves an interpretation of Nebraska law, an extensive opinion would

have no precedential value.  We thus affirm on the basis of the district court's opinion.

See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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