DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 2005 - 11:00 A.M.
CONFERENCE ROOM 113
I.

II.

MAYOR
1.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor To Dedicate Liberty Bell On Veterans
Day-Seabees Memorial also to be dedicated at Veterans Memorial Garden(See Release)

2.

Washington Report - October 28, 2005.

DIRECTORS
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
1.

Letter from Larry Hudkins, Chair, County Board of Commissioners to
Mayor Coleen Seng - RE: Village of Emerald Water Problem - (See Letter)

PLANNING
PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION.....
1.

Special Permit #1883A, an amendment to the Stevens Creek Pointe
Community Unit Plan (North 134th and Adams Streets) Resolution
No. PC-00957.

2.

Special Permit #05048 (4th & F Streets) Resolution No. PC-00958.

WOMEN’S COMMISSION
1.

III.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Movies Are For Mommies - And Daddies, Too!!Lincoln/Lancaster Women’s Commission coordinates discount movie
program for parents of small children -(See Release)

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JON CAMP
1.

V.

VI.

E-Mail from Roger Bratt sent to Jon Camp - RE: In Support of the new
Wal-Mart & residential development, proposed for northeast Lincoln at 84th
& Adams Streets - (See E-Mail)

MISCELLANEOUS 1.

E-Mail from John May - RE: Group Homes - (See E-Mail)

2.

E-Mail from Bob Stewart - RE: Event Center -(See E-Mail)

3.

Letter from Pat Raybould, President, B&R Stores, Inc. - RE: The north 84th
Street Wal-Mart development -(See Letter)

4.

E-Mail from Vicky Valenta - RE: Lincoln Main Post Office -(See E-Mail)

5.

E-Mail from Tony Stemick - RE: Possible solution for Emerald’s water
situation -(See E-Mail)

6.

E-Mail from Bob Hampton - RE: The Emerald water problem -(See
E-Mail)

7.

E-Mail from Rhiannon Sanford - RE: The proposed ordinance to limit
where convicted sex offenders can live within the City of Lincoln -(See
E-Mail)

8.

Letter from Stuart R. Long - RE: Writing as a member of the Mayor’s Cable
TV Advisory Board who has reservations about the new franchise
agreement -(See Letter)

9.

E-Mail from Sharon Miller-Received on City Council InterLinc Action
Center - RE: Beal Slough -Hwy 2 off of Southwood Drive -(This has been
received by Public Works and they are responding) (See E-Mail)

ADJOURNMENT
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street,Lincoln, NE 68508,441-7511,fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: October 27, 2005
FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Infonnation Center, 441-7831
Keith Fickenscher, Veterans Day Committee, keithf@tabitha.org
Julie Watson, Parks and Recreation, 441-7847

MAYOR
TOMemorial
DEDICATE
LIBERTY
BELL
ON
VETERANS
Seabees
also to be
dedicated
- at
Veterans
-- Memorial
.
GardenDAY
Mayor ColeenJ. Sengwill dedicatethe NebraskaLiberty Bell aspart of a public VeteransDay
programat 11 a.m. Friday, November11 at the VeteransMemorial Gardenin AntelopePark.
StateAdjutant GeneralRogerLempkewill be the keynotespeakerfor the program,which will
include the dedicationof the first Seabees
Memorial in the State.
"The City's VeteransMemorial Gardenis the perfectplaceto observeVeteransDay andto
reflect on the sacrificesour nation's soldiershavemadefor freedomand liberty aroundthe
globe," saidMayor Seng. "The additionof the NebraskaLiberty Bell andthe SeabeesMemorial
will further enhancethis placeof honor."
The history of the NebraskaLiberty Bell goesback to 1950,when the U.S. Departmentof the
Treasurycommissionedthe castingof 55 full-sized replicasof the original Liberty Bell. The
promotionwas part of a savingsbond drive with the slogan,"SaveFor Your Independence."
The bells were given to the statesandterritoriesto be displayedandrung during patriotic
observances.Nebraska'sbell was in storageuntil this summer,when it was on display at
Lincoln's HaymarketPark for the 2005baseballseason.With the help of the VeteransMemorial
GardenAdvisory Committee,the Lincoln ParksandRecreationDepartment,the NebraskaAnny
National Guardand the Lincoln CaresProgram,the NebraskaLiberty Bell will now havea
permanentplaceof honor nearthe VeteransMemorial Garden.
Seabeeswere createdaspart of the Navy from the civilian constructionworkers following the
1941attackon PearlHarbor.The name"Seabees"is derivedfrom the acronymfor "construction
battalion." Seabeeshavea vital role in disasterrelief efforts. The programwill include the
SesostrisShrineChanterssinging the "SeabeeSong"
For one-halfhour beforeand after the ceremony,Edwin Mukushawill perform a medleyof
songson the bagpipe. The programalsoincludesZuri singingthe "National Anthem" and"God
BlessAmerica" and a specialpresentationby the Starsand StripesSertomaClub. Those
attendingareencouragedto bring their own seating. If the weatheris bad, the programwill be
movedto the Auld RecreationCenteriust west of the VeteransMemorial Garden.
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EMINENT DOMAIN
House committee approves bill restricting
eminent domain use. The House Judiciary
Committee approved the “Private Property
Rights Protection Act of 2005” (HR 4128) by
27-3.
Introduced by Chairman James
Sensenbrenner (R-WI), the bill appears to
reflect a compromise with Rep. Henry
Bonilla (R-TX), whose own eminent domain
bill (HR 3405) was approved by the House
Agriculture Committee on October 7.
The bill provides that if any state or local
government receives Federal economic
development funds in a given fiscal year, then
that government is prohibited from exercising
eminent domain for economic development in
that fiscal year. State and local governments
that violate the prohibition forfeit their
Federal economic development funds for the
two years following the violation. Property
owners also have seven years to challenge
governments and their eminent domain uses
in court.
Economic development is defined in HR
4128 as taking private property and
“conveying or leasing such property from one
private person to another private person or
entity for commercial enterprise carried on
for profit, to increase tax revenue, tax base,
employment, or general economic health.”
Abandoned property and property needed to
build roads, hospitals, and military bases
would not be included in the definition of
economic development and would, therefore,
be permissible uses of eminent domain. By
amendment, private property that poses an
immediate threat to public health and safety
or property for use by a public utility would
also be excluded from the definition of
economic development.
In an indication that House leadership favors
this measure over a number of competing

bills on this subject, the full House is
expected to consider HR 4128 next week.
Meanwhile, Senator John Cornyn (R-TX) has
sponsored a companion bill (S 1313). While
the Senate Judiciary Committee has held
hearings on the bill, there is no indication of
when the committee plans to markup the bill.
In addition, both the Senate and House have
approved restrictions on eminent domain in
their versions of the FY 2006 TransportationTreasury-HUD appropriations bill (see
October 21 Washington Report for additional
details).

BUDGET
House committees approve parts of
reconciliation package.
Several House
committees this week considered sections
under their jurisdiction of budget
reconciliation legislation. House leadership is
pressing for a reconciliation package that
would result in $50 billion in savings, as
opposed to $39.1 billion in savings for which
the Senate has plans.
Reconciliation is a filibuster-protected
process that involves realizing savings from
mandatory and entitlement programs that
cannot be cut through the annual
appropriations process. Earlier this year,
Congress approved its FY 2006 budget
resolution that recommended that House
committees come up with $35 billion in
savings, but House leaders recently relented
to pressure from conservatives in their caucus
to increase that amount to $50 billion.
However, efforts thus far to amend the budget
resolution have been unsuccessful, leading
some to believe that many moderate
Republicans are uncomfortable making cuts
to programs that assist the poor, particularly
in the immediate aftermath of devastating
hurricanes.
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Some highlights of the House committee
action on reconciliation include:
•

•

The Energy and Commerce
Committee creating a hard date of
December 31, 2008 for broadcasters to
vacate broadcast spectrum and switch
to digital broadcasting. The panel
would direct most of the revenues
realized from selling that spectrum to
deficit reduction, while the Senate
would allocate some of those funds to
interoperable communications grants
(see October 21 Washington Report
for additional details).
The House Education and Workforce
Committee included reauthorization of
the 1996 welfare law in its proposal.
The plan would increase the amount of
hours per week recipients must work,
while providing an additional $1
billion over five years for child care.
The Senate has been cool to the idea
of including welfare in reconciliation,
and also supports adding $6 billion in
child care funds over the next five
years (see September 9 Washington
Report for additional details).

•

The House Resources Committee
proposed opening up the Arctic
National Wildlife Reserve (ANWR) in
Alaska to oil and gas drilling, and
allowing states to opt out of a
moratorium on oil and gas exploration
of the Outer Continental Shelf.

•

The House Agriculture Committee
would cut the federal food stamps
program by $844 million over five
years, almost $200 million more than
was requested by the White House.
Many believe this will have a difficult
time passing the House.

The House is likely to take up the entire
reconciliation package on the floor the
week prior to Thanksgiving. The Senate
plans on considering its reconciliation
package on the floor next week, and a
number of the House recommendations are
expected to be opposed by that chamber in
subsequent conference committee
negotiations over the plan.

Washington

HOUSING AND CD
House approves GSE reform bill, turns
back efforts to amend affordable housing
program.
The House approved
legislation (HR 1461) this week to
reform quasi-federal mortgage giants
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, as well as
the 12 Federal Home Loan Banks – also
known as Government Sponsored
Enterprises (GSEs).
In order to garner bipartisan support for
the measure, authors included the
creation of an affordable housing fund in
the bill, to be funded with a percentage
of GSE profits each year. However,
prior to floor consideration of the bill, a
group of House conservatives objected
to the fund, claiming that it would be
used as a slush fund to lobby for
Democratic causes.
In order to appease opponents of the
fund, bill sponsors included language in
the bill that would prevent non-profit
organizations accepting assistance from
the fund from being involved in voter
registration efforts.
A coalition of almost 700 civil rights,
community development, and religious
groups objected vehemently to the
language, claiming that it was
unconstitutional, violated the 1993
“Motor-Voter” law that requires some
non-profits to engage in voter
registration, and would prohibit a host of
faith-based groups from receiving funds
from the new program. The protests fell
on deaf ears, as the House Rules
Committee rejected an effort to offer an
amendment to the bill to strike the
language, and procedural efforts to
recommit the bill back to the Financial
Services Committee were defeated along
party lines.
The compromise on the affordable
housing fund also reduced the
percentage of GSE annual profits going
into the fund from 5 percent to 3.5
percent in the first two years of the fund,
and would sunset the fund after five
years. In addition, eligible residents who
lost their homes in the recent hurricanes
would receive priority for the program in
the first two years of the fund.

Ultimate passage of the bill is unlikely
this year, as the Senate has not shown
any urgency in considering its
companion bill, and the White House has
objected to a number of provisions in the
House bill.

HUMAN SERVICES
Senate passes Labor-HHS-Education
Appropriations bill. By a vote of 94-3,
the Senate approved the FY 2006
Departments of Labor, Health and
Human Services and Education
Appropriations bill (HR 3010). The
measure, which is the largest nondefense appropriation bill and usually
the most controversial, was the last of
the annual appropriations bills to pass
the Senate.
Debate on the bill took up the better part
of the week as Senators tried, generally
unsuccessfully, to add spending for a
wide variety of social service, health and
education programs. Most notably, the
Senate defeated, 46-53, an amendment
offered by Senator Judd Gregg (R-NH)
to increase funding for the Low-Income
Home Energy Assistance Program by
$1.276 billion. The Senate version of
the bill would provide $2.183 billion for
the program, the same as last year.
Many lawmakers, particularly those
from the Northeast, argue that
skyrocketing natural gas prices and
predictions for a colder than average
winter will require additional funding.
Senators unanimously approved an
amendment offered by Senator Tom
Harkin (D-IA) to provide $7.9 billion in
emergency spending for pandemic flu
preparedness. As emergency spending,
the funds are not subject to budget
limits. The size of the appropriation and
its unanimous approval by the Senate
after little debate illustrates the growing
concern among lawmakers that avian flu
could lead to a pandemic that kills
millions of people.
The funding
provided by the Harkin amendment
would be distributed as follows:
•
$3.68 billion, including $600
million in grants to state and local public
health agencies, to stockpile antiviral
drugs and other medical supplies;
•

$60 million for global surveillance
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Washington

related to avian flu;
• $3.3 billion for vaccine research and
infrastructure;
• $750 million to improve hospital surge
capacity and networks to improve
detection of flu outbreaks;
• $100 million for CDC research and lab
capacity, and
• $10 million
migratory birds.

for

surveillance

of

Earlier this fall, the Senate approved a
similar amendment to the Defense
appropriations bill (HR 2863), also offered
by Harkin, to provide $3.9 billion in
emergency spending to prepare for
pandemic flu. That bill is still pending.
The Senate also approved an amendment
offered by Senator John Sununu (R-NH) to
increase funding for community health
centers by $199 million, to $2 billion, by
proportionally reducing funding for all
other programs included in the bill.
The bill now goes to a House-Senate
Conference Committee to be reconciled
with the House version of the bill. Given
the contentious social issue debates that
annually center on this bill, it is a strong
candidate for inclusion in an omnibus
appropriations bill wrapping several
spending measures together or for
inclusion in a continuing resolution that
funds programs at last year’s levels or less.
For detailed information on specific
program spending levels included in the
bill, see the July 15 Washington Report or
consult our Funding Chart at:
www.capitaledge.com/funding.pdf.

BASE CLOSURE

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES

BRAC 2005 is a done deal. The House
voted 85-234 against a resolution (HJ
Res 65) that would have stopped the
military base closures and realignments
proposed by President Bush. Under the
base closure process, Congress has 45
days to reject the President’s proposal
after it is submitted by the White House.
President Bush submitted his list on
September 15. A resolution has not been
filed in the Senate and the House vote
essentially signals the end of efforts to
halt the 2005 base closure process.

Department of Health and Human
Services: The Substance Abuse and
Mental Health Services Administration
has published a preview of its FY 2006
funding opportunities.
The preview
includes a list of grants the
Administration anticipates awarding,
total funding available for each program,
number of expected awards and average
size of award, and the target publishing
date for each grant. See:
www.samhsa.gov/grants/2006/ataglance.
aspx.

Sponsored by Rep. Ray LaHood (R-IL),
the measure was supported only by those
members whose districts include one of
the 55 bases slated for closure or
realignment.
Even members who
oppose the base closure process voted
against the LaHood resolution, fearful
that its passage might spur a new process
that does not spare bases in their district.

Publication, Government
Accountability Office: The GAO has
published its review of the COPS
program and the program’s modest
contributions to declining crime in the
1990s. Of note, the report finds that the
COPS program accounted for 5 percent
of the overall crime reduction. The
report can be found at:
www.gao.gov/new.items/d06104.pdf.

In its report, the Base Realignment and
Closure Commission recommends that a
round of base closures and realignments
take place every 12 years. If Congress
heeds their advice, the next round would
begin in 2015.

LLWC Ž 440 S. 8th St., Ste. 100 Ž Lincoln NE 68508 Ž (402) 441-7716

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
FOR MORE INFORMATION:

October 27, 2005
Bonnie Coffey, director, 402/441-8695
Diane Mullins, 402/441-7717

MOVIES ARE FOR MOMMIES - AND DADDIES, TOO!
Lincoln-Lancaster Women’s Commission coordinates discount movie program for parents of small children.

Parents of small children need to take a break and watch a good movie every now and then. That’s the
philosophy behind a new community program called, “My Movies for Mommies (And Daddies Too!)”.
Beginning in November, discounted movie passes will be available to parents and grandparents with small
children, infancy through age three. “My Movies for Mommies (And Daddies Too!)” is a collaborative
effort of BryanLGH Medical Center, Douglas Theatre Company, My 106.3 FM Radio and LincolnLancaster Women’s Commission.
The first feature presentation is scheduled for 10 a.m. on Wednesday, November 16, 2005, at the
SouthPointe Cinema, 27th & Pine Lake St., in Lincoln, NE. Admission is half price for
parents/grandparents and children up to age three are free. Doors open at 9:45 a.m. with a door prize
drawing and a brief educational presentation. Stroller parking is available. The theater will provide soft
house lighting and lower soundtrack noise during the show. All movies shown for “My Movies for
Mommies (And Daddies Too!)” will be current movies running in the theater circuit.
Show times are the third Wednesday of every other month. Future 2006 showings for “My Movies for
Mommies (And Daddies Too!)” are set for January 18, March 15, May 17, July 19 and September 20.

For more information, contact the Lincoln-Lancaster Women’s Commission at 441-7717.
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campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

11/03/2005 09:57 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: TH - 03 NOV - letter of support

For Council

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793
Constituent representative: Darrell Podany

-----Original Message----From: Roger Bratt <yournextwireless@charter.net>
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Thu, 3 Nov 2005 09:35:33 -0600
Subject: TH - 03 NOV - letter of support
Councilman JonCamp
LincolnCity Council
This e-mail letter is written in support of the new Wal-Mart and residential development,
th
proposed for northeast Lincolnat 84 & Adamsstreets.
This proposal is a great & logical fit for the Lincolnbusiness and residential community.
It is logical for many reasons, including, it's proximity to the proposed beltline & the eventual
adoption of the proposed I-80 corridor between Lincolnand Omaha.
Over the past several years our city has grown by leaps and bounds. This growth proposal will
th
require little infrastructure and street development, since 84 streethas recently been upgraded
in advance of proposed development; instead of "after-the fact" upgrades, as are under painful
th
and delayed construction on south 84 streettowards Highway 2.
The upside of an enormous boost in sales tax & property tax revenue for the City of Lincolnare enormous.
As you know more than 75% of the revenue the city receives is from sales tax generated by retail business.
This Wal-Mart, and the other merchants that will join them in the center, will produce a greatly needed
increase in real cash dollars for the city through the sales tax they will generate.
This proposal also is a jobs proposal. The number of construction jobs generated for Lincolnresidents
by the retail and residential development will be in the thousands. The permanent jobs created by Wal-Mart,
and the other merchants that will join them will be significant, as well.
Frankly, the alternatives are rather grim.
For example, if this Wal-Mart site is not approved, it is highly probable that they will move forward with a
center in the Waverly area, The Waverly community would become the beneficiary of the sales & property

th

tax revenue and 84 streetand Cornhusker Highwaywould be maintained by the City of Lincolnas the main
access road to get there - with no revenue & significant maintenance costs to the City of Lincoln.
th

Short of installing a "tollgate" on 84 street& Cornhusker, our city would simply be incurring the cost of access.
I would encourage you to thoughtfully consider this wonderful addition to our city's growth and ask for your vote
in favor of the approval of this development.
Respectfully,

Rog
RogerC.Bratt
Phone:
FAX:
Please reply to:

(402) 217 - 1580
(801) 289 - 1567

YourNextWireless@Charter.net
Mail: 938 N 70th, 206, Lincoln, NE 68505-2104
NOBODYprocrastinates their way to the TOP !
" Be DOER . . . . Not a STEWER "
Life philosophy of the father of
former Senator BobDoleof KS

Confidentiality Notice
This message, including any attachment(s), contains confidential information and is intended solely for the use of the individual
or entity to whom it is addressed and others authorized to receive it. It may contain confidential or legally privileged information.
If you are not the intended recipient you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking any action in reliance
on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and is protected by law. If you have received this communication in error
and / or are not the intended recipient, please contact sender immediately by reply e-mail, delete it from your system & destroy all copies.
WARNING: Computer viruses can be transmitted via e-mail. The recipient should check this e-mail and any attachment(s) for the
presence of viruses. The sender accepts no liability for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this e-mail.
E-mail transmissions cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free. Information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed,
arrive late or incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents
of this message, which arise as a result of e-mail transmission.

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To Sinjon45@aol.com

10/31/2005 08:11 AM

cc Council@lincoln.ne.gov
bcc
Subject Re: Group Homes

Dear John May: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
Phone: 402-441-6867
Fax:
402-441-6533
e-mail: tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
Sinjon45@aol.com
Sinjon45@aol.com
10/28/2005 05:39 PM

To Council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
Subject Group Homes

*****Please copy this and forward it to ALL City Council Memebers**********
Good Afternoon.
I watched the City Council meeting this morning and wanted to way in on the issued of group homes in Lincoln.
First of all I wanted to say first that we need to group homes. there's no two ways about it, what we don't need is
condescending owners of group homes. I noticed that one gentleman testifying repeated the comment that they had
only one "catastrophic" incident, that is true. But, while working at Lincoln Public Schools I witnessed first hand
how many for these group homes treat the clientele, during crisis they staff would be called, sometimes with no
return, sometimes with a response of "well, its really no the a good time" which was the general response for the
clients who were suffering from flu or high fevers. To have Scott LaFevre stand up and say he makes 850.00 a
month "then subtract food, clothes, rent, etc." is a travesty. They/He can make three times that amount of money for
some of the clients, plus the state of Nebraska gives them vouchers for clothes, the medical is paid for and they
might even get food stamps! I would challenge the council to accept Mr. LaFevre's statement of touring one of his
group homes, one YOU choose, and go at night ( then you might see how many kids are placed in a room).
Second, go to the Bel-Air house on "A" street and see how horrifying group homes are. It's not the group homes,
it's then under paid, under trained staff. It's the "It's not my fault" attitude of the owners.
Please contact me with any questions
John May
601-0924

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To NEBRBOB4131@aol.com

10/31/2005 08:17 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: EVENT CENTER

Dear Bob Stewart: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
Phone: 402-441-6867
Fax: 402-441-6533
e-mail: tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
NEBRBOB4131@aol.com
NEBRBOB4131@aol.com
10/29/2005 09:53 AM

To Council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
Subject EVENT CENTER

COUNCIL MEMBERS' PLEASE DON'T LET THE MAYOR
BUILT THAT EVENT CENTER IT IS GOING TO COST
OVER 100 MILLION AND OUR TAXES ARE HIGH
ENOUGH NOW. POOR PEOPLE CAN;T. PAY THERE
HEAT BILLS AND THE MAYOR AND SOME RICH
PEOPLE WANT TO SPEND THAT MUCH MONEY. THIS
IS JUST SICK AND I HOPE THE PEOPLE IN THIS TOWN
STICK TOGETHER AND VOTE ALL OF THE PEOPLE
THAT WANT TO BUILT THAT EVENT CENTER OUT OF
OFFICE AND PUT SOMEONE IN OFFICE THAT WILL
WORK FOR THE PEOPLE INSTEAD OF JUST THE RICH.
THANK YOU BOB STEWART.

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To "Jim & Vicky" <jandv@inebraska.com>

11/01/2005 08:15 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: Lincoln Main Post Office

Dear Vicky Valenta: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Tammy J. Grammer
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
Phone: 402-441-6867
Fax:
402-441-6533
e-mail: tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
"Jim & Vicky" <jandv@inebraska.com>
"Jim & Vicky"
<jandv@inebraska.com>
10/31/2005 06:41 PM

To "Coleen Seng" <cseng@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc "Sen. David Landis" <dlandis@unicam.state.ne.us>, "Sen.
Mike Foley" <mfoley@unicam.state.ne.us>, "City Council"
<Council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <commish@lancaster.ne.gov>,
"Jon Camp" <campjon@aol.com>, "LIBA" <coby@liba.org>,
"Wendy Birdsall" <wbirdsall@lcoc.com>
Subject Lincoln Main Post Office

Mayor Seng,
Do you and your cronies have a CLUE about what the Lincoln main Post Office employees are
going through right now, not knowing what is going to happen to their jobs? No, of course you
don't. They are sick with worry- Management, Mail Handlers, Clerks, Custodians and
Maintenance workers, all unsure of what their future holds. Do you care? Apparently not. By
the way, Greed is one of the Seven Deadly Sins. Shame on all of you.
Vicky Valenta

DO NOT REPLY to this InterLinc
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>

To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc

11/01/2005 05:16 PM

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council
Name:
Address:
City:

Anthony C Stemick
818 W LEON DR
Lincoln, NE 68521

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

TCSTEMICK@INEBRASKA.COM

Comment or Question:
Hello Honorable Council,
The reason I am writing you today is because I have a possible solution for
Emerald's water situatuion. I was formally a sailor for our navy for five
years. Currently, I am an electronics technician for Telex Communications as
well as an inventor without the time or the money to pursue my endeavors (go
figure,he,he). Anyway, I heard the story on the radio about Emerald's request
to the council, and I wanted to help by offering my suggestion to Emerald via
the council. When I was in the navy, I served onboard two ships mainly; an
aircraft carrier, and an ammunition transport ship. Both ships, in fact, most
naval vessels have the ability to convert sea water into fresh water. The
main idea is to take in seawater at a certain rate, convert it to steam, pipe
the steam to a clean area where it can be cooled, and recondensed into pure
water. The pure water can then can be used throughout the ship. Take this
application and apply it to a city or township. The navy has been using this
same principle for possibly fifty years. If you boil your water, then put it
into your distribution system, everyone's happy. Thank all of you for your
time in considering this matter.
Tony Stemick

DO NOT REPLY to this InterLinc
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>
11/02/2005 09:26 AM

To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council
Name:
Address:
City:

Bob Hampton
5515 S 96th PL
Lincoln, NE 68516

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

5402255
bhampt

Comment or Question:
I hope that you can look at the big picture and help Emerald out by selling
water. The town needs water badly.
The City can write the rules on water sales. Lincoln can make alot of money by
selling water to the towns along the water line from ashland. It is the States
water not Lincolns. If you dont become proactive in time the State may force
Lincoln to be a MUD like Omaha. Be open minded.
Do the right thing. The amount of water sold for the revenue rasied is a good
deal for Lincolns rate payers.
Water is everybodys not just Lincolns.
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Rhiannon Sanford
1657 SW 15th
Lincoln, NE 68522

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

rhiannon4s@aol.com

Comment or Question:
I understand that you will soon be looking into an ordinance to limit where
convicted sex offenders can live within the city of Lincoln. I have a close
family member who is on parole for a sexual offense and I am concerned that he
will be unfairly affected by this law if it were to pass without certain
guidelines. He is a level one (least likely to reoffend). Had he not been in
the military at the time of the incident, he never would have been convicted.
He only had to serve time because of how the military law is written. He is a
harmless, caring, good person who was in the wrong place at the wrong time. It
would be a shame if he were to be treated the same as the people who commit
violent acts or acts against children. I trust that you will take everything
into consideration when this issue is brought up for your review. Thank you.
Rhiannon Sanford

