DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, APRIL 10, 2006

*REVISED*
I.

MAYOR
1. Mayor’s Town Hall Set for April 11, 2006. (See Email)
2. NEWS RELEASE RE: Mayor’s Arts Awards Winners Announced. (See
Release)
3. Washington Report, March 31, 2006. (See Report)

II.

DIRECTORS

*HEALTH DEPARTMENT*
1. NEWS RELEASE - Recycle “Pet” #1 Plastic Containers and Help “Return The
Warmth”. (See Release)
*2. *REVISED* NEWS RELEASE - CORRECTED RELEASE - RE: 19th Annual
Lincoln & Lancaster County Environmental Awards. (See CORRECTED Release)
PLANNING
1. Joslyn Castle Institute for Sustainable Communities: Invitation to Meeting on April
20, 2006. (Attachment)
2. International Council of Shopping Centers Definitions. (Attachment)
PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION
1. Special Permit No. 06011 - Denied. (Parking lot in residential district - 26th and W.
Streets). (See Attachment)
2. Special Permit No. 06015 (Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church - 2774 Franklin
Street). Resolution No. PC-00987. (See Attachment)
3. Special permit No. 06014, Southlake Community Unit Plan (S.91st Street and
Andermatt Drive). Resolution No. PC-00987. (See Attachment)
PUBLIC WORKS
1. ADVISORY. Pine Lake Road Widening - Project #700014; 40th-61st Streets and 56th
Street; Shadow Pines -Thompson Creek. (See Advisory)
2. Response to Nancy Coffman from Randy Hoskins, Traffic Engineer RE: “O” Street
pedestrian safety. (See Letter)
WOMEN’ COMMISSION
1. NEWS RELEASE RE: Networking Event Hosts Senator Dianna Schimek (See
Release)
2. Women’s Commission Director’s Report. (See Attachment)

III.

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE
JON CAMP
1. Request to Doug Ahlberg to respond to email from Cary D. Agostino regarding air
raid siren at Randolph Elementary School sound level. (Council received email)
2. Response to Cary D’Agostino from Doug Ahlberg RE: Randolph School warning
siren sound level. (See Letter)
3. Email to Vice Mejer RE: Northeast Police Facility RFP. (See Email)
DAN MARVIN
1. Request to Marvin Krout, Planning Director/Michaela Hansen, Public Works &
Utilities Dept./ OR Steve Henrichsen, Planning Dept. - RE: Requesting information
on Annexation Agreements (RFI#2 - 04/06/06)
PATTE NEWMAN
1. Email sent from Charles Stalder regarding “Concealed Weapons”. (See Email)

V.

MISCELLANEOUS
1. Email from Alisha Engle RE: Opposed to Super Target store being located in the
neighborhood. (See Email)
2. Email from Cary D’Agostino RE: Public safety siren volume. (See Email)
3. Letter from Nancy Russell RE: Promoting decency in Lincoln. (See Letter)
4. Letter from Bob Boyce RE: Participation in bike ride. (See Letter)
5. Email from Meylonie Schatz RE: Thank you for dealing with Fat Nappy’s. (See
Email)
6. Email from Victor E. Covalt III RE: Respect bar in the city.
7. Email from Stanley Oswald RE: Opposed to legislation passed on carrying guns. (See
Email)
8. Email from Dave Brady RE: Proposed bike lanes for downtown. (See Email)
9. Letter from Ballew, Schneider, Covalt, Gaines & Engdahl RE: Investigator Russ
Fosler and the Lincoln Police Department. (See Letter)
10. Letter from Ferne E. Williams RE: Opposed to Recent Approval of New Fees for
Lincoln Electric System. (See Letter)
11. Email from Heidi Daringer and Landon Osborne RE: Property located at 1840 E
Street/City Violation. (See Email)

VI.

ADJOURNMENT
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DEngstrom@ci.lincoln.ne.us

To dengstrom@lincoln.ne.gov

04/06/2006 11:00 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Mayor Seng's Town Hall Meeting, April 11, 2006

Please forward to any appropriate e-mail list. Thank you.

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

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 30, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

MAYOR’S TOWN HALL SET FOR APRIL 11
Mayor Coleen J. Seng invites the public to a Town Hall meeting scheduled for Tuesday evening,
April 11 at the Cornhusker Marriott, 333 South 13th Street. A reception will begin at 5:30 p.m.
in the Lancaster Room in the lower portion of the Conference Center, and the Town Hall
meeting is scheduled for 6 to 7 p.m. During the reception, City departments will be present with
displays and handouts on current projects and programs.
“This is an important opportunity for residents to hear information about City services and the
many projects under way in our community,” said Mayor Seng. “The Town Hall provides a
venue for citizens and City officials to talk about their ideas and concerns.”
At 6 p.m., the Mayor will make brief remarks and introduce representatives of the City
departments. From 6 to 7 p.m. Mayor Seng will host a question-and-answer session between
citizens and City officials.
The City’s government access channel, 5 CITY-TV, will tape the 6 to 7 p.m. portion of the
meeting to be aired at later dates on cable channel 5.
Debbie Engstrom
Executive Assistant/Scheduler to Mayor Coleen J. Seng
555 South 10th Street, Room 208
Lincoln, NE 68508
402-441-6897
Fax: 402-441-7120
dengstrom@lincoln.ne.gov
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TELECOMUNICATIONS
House panel hears testimony on latest
proposal. The House Energy and Commerce
Committee held a hearing this week on draft
legislation designed to create a national
franchise system for video service providers.
The draft, dubbed the Communications
Opportunity, Promotion, and Enhancement
Act, or “COPE Act,” is the third attempt in
recent months by leaders of the committee to
ease the ability of regional telephone
companies to enter the video services market.
While some earlier versions of the proposal
were endorsed by committee Democrats,
negotiations on the COPE Act broke down
last weekend and Chairman Joe Barton (RTX) decided to proceed without bipartisan
support. In particular, Democrats on the
committee decried the lack of any “build-out”
requirements for new video entrants,
consumer protections, and “net neutrality,” or
treating all forms of telecommunications
providers in an equal manner.
Local government organizations were
represented at the hearing this week by
Mayor Ken Fellman of Arvada, Colorado,
who expressed deep concerns with the COPE
Act. Fellman prefaced his remarks by stating
that the draft was made available less than
three days prior to the hearing, but
recommended improvements in the bill in
areas such as management of public rights-ofway, local control over quality of service, and
capacity for the provision of public,
educational, and governmental (PEG)
services. While the bill does allow for a
franchise fee of five percent of gross revenues
to local governments, Fellman maintained
that exemptions from gross revenues in the
bill ma y provide loopholes for
telecommunications providers to reduce their
payments to municipalities.

During the question and answer period with
committee members, Reps. Marsha
Blackburn (R-TN) and Steve Buyer (R-IN)
attacked Fellman’s motives for opposing a
national franchise. The two teamed up to
claim that as a Mayor and a lawyer in private
practice specializing in telecommunications
law, he benefits financially from negotiating
local franchises. Mayor Fellman responded
professionally to the unfair accusations and
the organizations he represented at the
hearing, the U.S. Conference of Mayors,
National League of Cities, and National
Association of Counties among five others,
hold Mayor Fellman in the highest regard.
Internet service providers such as Yahoo,
Google, Microsoft, eBay, and Amazon.com
also expressed their opposition to the bill in a
letter to committee leaders this week, as did
numerous consumer advocates and public
interest groups. The cable television industry
was said to have signed off on the COPE Act,
but representatives at the hearing gave it a
lukewarm endorsement at best.
Cable
representatives at the hearing also expressed
support for a proposal by Rep. Lee Terry (RNE) not included in the draft that would allow
new video providers accelerated entry into a
market if they would comply with the
provisions of the existing franchise in the
community.
On the other hand, the prime beneficiaries of
the legislation, telephone companies such as
Verizon and AT&T, lavishly praised the bill.
However, Rep. John Dingell (D-MI), the
senior Democrat on the Energy and
Commerce Committee, has questioned
whether AT&T would qualify for a national
franchise under the bill since the legislation
specifically applies to “cable operators.” For
several months, AT&T has been arguing with
the FCC that its new Internet-based video
service should not be regulated as a cable
service. AT&T has not yet responded to
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Dingell’s inquiry.
Barton plans on marking up the COPE Act
in committee next week.
Local
government organizations are expected to
complete a thorough review of the
legislation and present their specific
concerns prior to that markup. Copies of
the draft legislation or Mayor Fellman’s
testimony are available from this office.

IMMIGRATION
Republicans squabble over immigration
reform. Immigration reform took center
stage in the Senate this week, as the Senate
Judiciary Committee approved a measure
that would provide for a “guestworker”
program for illegal immigrants. At the
same time, a border security and
enforcement bill sponsored by Senate
Majority Leader Bill Frist (R-AL) was
being debated on the Senate floor and the
Judiciary Committee measure was offered
to that measure as a floor amendment on
Thursday.
The centerpiece of the Judiciary
Committee bill is the creation of a
g u e s t wo r k e r p r o g r a m f o r t h e
approximately 11 million illegal
immigrants residing in the country.
Senator Lindsey Graham (R-SC) offered a
successful amendment that would allow
citizenship for illegal immigrants who
meet the following requirements: pay a
$1,000 fine; pass a comprehensive
background check before receiving a work
visa, and be continuously employed in the
United States (any 45-day period of
unemployment would subject them to
deportation). After working in the United
States for six years, the immigrant could
apply for a second five-year visa, undergo
another background check, pay another
$1,000 fine, and pay any back taxes. After
attending an American civics class and
showing proficiency in the English
language, the immigrant could then apply
for citizenship, which would not be granted
until all prior legal applicants had been
approved. The Graham amendment is
similar to the guestworker program
supported by Senators John McCain (RAZ) and Edward Kennedy (D-MA).
President Bush embraced the principles of
the Senate proposal and House Speaker
Dennis Hastert (R-IL) and new House
Majority Leader John Boehner (R-OH)

Washington Report
both expressed the need for a
guestworker program. The legislation
(HR 4437) approved last year by the
House contains no such proposal.
However, the plan was also roundly
criticized by a number of Republicans in
the Senate and House -- such as Frist,
Senator Jon Kyl (R-AZ), and Reps. J.D.
Hayworth (R-AZ) and Tom Tancredo
(R-CO) -- who feared it was offering
amnesty to a population that entered the
U.S. under illegal circumstances.
The Senate is scheduled to complete
action on the immigration bill next week,
and if the guestworker provisions
remain, it should set up a contentious
conference with the House over the bill.
Proponents of each side of the
guestworker debate appear to be so
committed to their positions that
compromise may be impossible.
Both the House and Senate bills also
contain provisions regarding local law
enforcement of federal immigration law.
The Senate would create a voluntary
program by which local public safety
agencies would cooperate on the
detention of illegal immigrants, while
the House version would withhold
federal law enforcement funding from
local governments that implement
amnesty programs for immigrants.

BUDGET
House panel clears budget blueprint as
negotiations continue. On a party line
vote of 22-17, the House Budget
Committee cleared the FY 2007 Budget
Resolution.
The Budget Resolution
serves as a blueprint that sets broad tax,
spending and policy goals for Congress
to implement. Though it does not have
the force of law, it does set a binding cap
on discretionary spending as Congress
crafts appropriations bills for the coming
fiscal year.
It also provides for
expedited consideration and protection
from filibuster for tax and mandatory
spending legislation, dubbed
“reconciliation bills,” that is designed to
implement the goals outlined in the
Budget Resolution.
As cleared by the Committee, the Budget
Resolution follows the President’s lead
and would cap discretionary spending in
FY 2007 at $873 billion, up from $842

billion in FY 2006. In a blow to the
White House, however, it would provide
reconciliation protection for only $6.8
billion in savings from mandatory
spending programs over five years, far
short of the $65 billion in Medicare and
Medicaid cuts proposed by the
Administration, but more than the
Senate-passed measure (S Con Res 83),
which does not provide for any
mandatory spending cuts. Like the
Senate-passed measure, the Budget
Resolution passed by the House also
ignores the President’s proposal for
another round of major tax cuts. (For
details of the Senate-passed Budget
Resolution, see the March 17
Washington Report.)
If fully implemented, the Budget
Resolution would result in a total FY
2007 budget of $2.8 trillion and a deficit
of $359 billion. In an effort to stave off
criticism that the Resolution avoids
reality, it assumes that Congress will
appropriate $50 billion in emergency
spending for the Iraq War, something the
President’s Budget did not do. (The
measure passed by the Senate assumes
that $90 billion will be spent on the Iraq
War.)
Unlike the Senate Budget Resolution,
the version passed by the House Budget
C o mmi t t e e d oe s not i n cl u d e
reconciliation protection for legislation
to authorize oil drilling in the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge.
A group of 23 moderate Republicans led
by Reps. Nancy Johnson (R-CT) and
Fred Upton (R-MI), sent a letter to
House Speaker Dennis Hastert (R-IL)
saying that they will not vote for the
Budget Resolution unless it includes an
additional two percent increase in
discretionary spending.
They
specifically want a discretionary
spending level similar to that in the
Senate-passed Budget Resolution, which
calls for $889 billion in discretionary
spending in FY 2007. The same group
wrote Nussle earlier this year saying
they would not support a Budget
Resolution that includes the mandatory
spending cuts proposed by the President.
At the same time, the 105-member
strong Republican Study Committee
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(RSC), the caucus of conservative House
Republicans, is pushing for cuts to
mandatory spending and adherence to an
$873 billion FY 2007 discretionary
spending limit. The RSC has drawn a line
in the sand on the discretionary spending
cap, saying they will not support a Budget
Resolution that exceeds $873 billion. The
RSC is also pushing for inclusion of
earmar k re for m and expedited
consideration of legislation creating a lineitem veto in the Budget Resolution.
Further complicating matters for a
potential House-Senate Conference
Committee, the President’s elevation of
Office of Management and Budget
Director Joshua Bolten to White House
Chief of Staff might indicate that the
President plans to actively participate in
budget negotiations. In his statement on
Senate passage of the Budget Resolution
earlier this month, Bolten singled out
Specter and his efforts to increase
discretionary spending for criticism.

PUBLIC SAFETY
House subcommittee holds hearing on
legislation that would bar federal gun sales
data from being used against dealers. The
Crime, Terrorism and Homeland Security
subcommittee of the House Judiciary
Committee held a hearing on Tuesday on
HR 5005. The “Firearms and Corrections
Improvements Act,” introduced earlier this
month by Rep. Lamar Smith (R-TX),
would restrict the disclosure of information
in the firearms trace database that is
maintained by the National Trace Center of
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms,
and Explosives (ATF).
Local law enforcement has used the ATF’s
crime gun trace database to identify retail
dealers contributing the most guns to the
illegal market, the manufacturers and
distributors who supply those dealers, and
traffickers. The database is also being
used by cities bringing law suits against
gun manufacturers and dealers.
Testifying before the subcommittee New
York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg
criticized the bill calling it “a God awful
piece of legislation“ that “coddles
criminals and endangers police officers and
citizens.”
Bloomberg also submitted
letters from mayors from across the
country opposing the bill to the

Washington Report
subcommittee.
The National Rifle Association testified
in favor of the bill saying Bloomberg’s
concerns are exaggerated and that the
bill would streamline law enforcement
efforts.
The subcommittee has not scheduled a
markup for the bill. Given the tight
House schedule, it is not clear if the bill
will reach the House floor even if it does
clear the Judiciary Committee.
In
addition, it is unlikely that the Senate
would pass it or similar legislation.

TRANSPORTATION
Panel holds hearing on transit security.
This week, the House Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee’s Highways,
Transit, and Pipelines Subcommittee
held a transit security hearing.
Witnesses included representatives from
the American Public Transportation
Association (APTA), American Bus
A s so c i a t i o n ( A B A ) , a n d t h e
Amalgamated Transit Union (ATU).
Each testified that increased funding is
needed to strengthen security for transit
systems and bus services. APTA has
identified more than $6 billion in transit
security needs ranging from employee
training to new communications
systems.
In contrast, the Bush
Administration has proposed a meager
$600 million in FY 2007 for a security
grant program to fund security measures
for ports, rail, transit, bus, and trucking
lines. The transit industry opposes the
proposal to lump transit systems and
seaports into one funding pool, since the
various transportation industries would
have to compete for funding.
APTA and other transit groups are not
happy with the amount of money that
has been proposed or the structure of the
transit security grant process. Since
9/11, three different agencies within the
Department of Homeland Security
(DHS) have administered transit grant
funds, and the process has changed each
time. APTA urged Congress to pass
authorization legislation to codify a
permanent transit security grant
program. Such a move would allow
transit systems to plan for funding for
several years ahead of time. APTA also

asked that Congress put the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) in charge
of managing transit grants.
APTA testimony maintained that transit
security investments should be made to
protect transit systems from both
terrorist attacks and natural disasters,
suggesting that any risk-based formula
for distributing money should take into
account the potential for hurricanes and
other natural catastrophes.
The
dilapidated state of the Mississippi
transit system demonstrates why
homeland security investments need to
be made consistently and in advance of a
disaster.
Early investments in
communications, for example, might
have helped the system keep running
after Katrina, according to APTA.
Subcommittee Chairman Tom Petri (RWI) said that the committee will likely
consider legislation similar to a bill (HR
5082) approved by the panel in
September 2004 that provided nearly
$3.4 billion over three years for public
transportation security grants.

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES
Department of Health and Human
Services: The Health Resources and
Services Administration (HRSA) has
published a comprehensive preview of
its FY 2006 grant programs.
The
preview does not necessarily replace
grant guidance notices, but is intended to
provide applicants with a timeline and
general instructions to begin preparing
applications. HRSA is later than usual
this year in publishing the preview, and
many of the deadlines have passed or the
programs have been cancelled
altogether.
Most of the remaining
deadlines are between March and July.
The preview can be found at:
http://www.hrsa.gov/grants/preview/.

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
FOR MORE INFORMATION:

March 30, 2006
Harry Heafer, 441-8035

RECYCLE ‘PET’ # 1 PLASTIC CONTAINERS AND HELP
“RETURN THE WARMTH”
Help provide fleece jackets to needy children
Recycle your #1 PET plastic bottles and help provide fleece jackets for needy children
through Bubba’s Closet, a project of the Lincoln Elementary School Principal Organization. All
efforts are aimed at helping Bubba’s Closet obtain funds to purchase more jackets for
distribution to needy children and families next fall. Lincoln’s six public high schools are
participating in the “Return the Warmth” program to increase their recycling of #1 PET plastic
bottles to support Bubba’s Closet.
By recycling your plastic soda bottles, water bottles and other types of #1 PET plastic
containers, which can be made into fleece jackets, you will be helping a Lincoln High School
win a $1,000 SAM’S CLUB gift card which they will donate to Bubba’s Closet. Citizens in
Lincoln & Lancaster County are encouraged to increase their recycling of #1 PET containers at
one of Lincoln’s 18 recycling drop-off sites or the drop-off sites in neighboring communities.
For a list of drop-off locations, refer to page 44 in the blue pages of the Alltel phone book.
Local partners in the “Return the Warmth” program include Midland Recycling,
Recycling Enterprises and Star City Recycling who have generously agreed to contribute a
penny a pound to Bubba’s Closet for all #1 PET plastic recycled during the Great American
Cleanup, March 1 - May 31. Additional partners include the City of Lincoln Recycling Program
and the Lincoln Public School’s Recycling Program.
-more-

The “Return the Warmth” program is sponsored nationally by SAM’S CLUB, Aquafina
and Keep America Beautiful. SAM’S CLUB and Aquafina are offering grants of $1,000 in the
form of a SAM’S CLUB gift card to be awarded to each of the 50 top collecting schools in the
nation that participate in the “Return the Warmth” program. Help Lincoln’s Public High
Schools be one of these winning schools.
“Return the Warmth” is a project of Keep America Beautiful’s Great American Cleanup,
the nation’s largest annual community improvement program with over 30,000 cleanup, greenup and fix-up events in over 15,000 communities involving nearly 2.5 million volunteers. Local
affiliate, Keep Lincoln & Lancaster County Beautiful, is a program of the Lincoln-Lancaster
County Health Department (KLLCB) and is partially funded by a Litter Reduction and
Recycling Grant administered by the Nebraska Department of Environmental Quality.
###

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: April 6, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION:Harry Heafer, 441-8035 or Gene Hanlon, 441-7043

19th ANNUAL
LINCOLN & LANCASTER COUNTY
ENVIRONMENTAL AWARDS
The 19th annual Lincoln-Lancaster County Environmental Awards Luncheon will be held on
Thursday, April 27, at the Nebraska Champions Club, 707 Stadium Drive. The luncheon will begin at Noon
with the program following. Reservations are $15 per person and may be made by calling 441-8035.
Reservation deadline is April 21.
The awards event will recognize businesses, organizations and individuals for their efforts to protect
the environment and conserve our resources. Ten people, groups or businesses will receive recognition this
year in six different categories. The award recipients and categories include: Pollution Prevention: General
Dynamics; Waste Reduction and Recycling: Lincoln Public Schools Recycling Program, Cartridge World
and Martha Green; Water Conservation: LES Salt Valley Generating Station and Lincoln Plating;
Residential/Commercial Development: Spring Creek Prairie Audubon Center; Environmental
Education/Awareness: Joyce Coppinger-(Lincoln Green Building Group); Cleanup/Beautification: Pam
Goodrich-Bennet and Jeff Schwebke-Arnold Heights Neighborhood Association.
The keynote speaker will be W. Cecil Steward, President/CEO of the Joslyn Castle Institute for
Sustainable Communities. The topic of his presentation is “All the Environmental World is Local” with an
emphasis on local lifestyle and attitudes that impact the global condition.
-###-
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Pine Lake Road Widening - Project #700014
40th - 61st Streets
56th Street; Shadow Pines - Thompson Creek
This letter is a reminder that if you have fences or landscaping which you want to save, please plan to
relocate them by April 10, 2006 to avoid any unwanted damage. LES, Time Warner, and Alltel are
planning to do work starting the week of March 6, 2006 weather permitting and are willing to work
around fences and landscaping. The Contractor will not be responsible for items that are within the
easements once work has started after April 10, 2006.
Phase 4

In Pine Lake Road east of South 56th Street to South 61st Street with work on the box culvert
east of the intersection of 56th followed with the paving of the roadway to 61st Street.
Anticipated completion of this phase is late spring or early summer of 2006.

Phase 5

This phase in South 56th will begin as soon as the work in Pine Lake Road east and west (not
through the intersection) of South 56th can be opened to east/west traffic. Anticipated
completion of this phase is late winter of 2006.

If you have problems or questions during the construction period, please contact Eric Anderson or Steve
Samuelson with Constructors Inc. at 434-1764 or the City of Lincoln Project Manager for additional
information.

Charlie Wilcox, Senior Engineering Specialist
Engineering Services
441-7532/440-6067
cwilcox@lincoln.ne.gov

700014 Adv CDW 4 tdq.wpd

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
FOR MORE INFORMATION:

April 4, 2006
Bonnie Coffey, 441-8695
Margie Kniep, 441-7716

NETWORKING EVENT HOSTS SENATOR DIANNA SCHIMEK
WomenLINK promotes women’s networking activities
With women representing 51% of the population in Lincoln, that growing community includes a large number
of women who are leaders in their cultural communities, in their business worlds, in their faith communities,
in their neighborhoods, and in their clubs and organizations.
In keeping with the mission and strategic plan of promoting women’s leadership roles within the community,
the Lincoln Lancaster Women’s Commission (LLWC) has formed a networking opportunity for women of all
ages in Lincoln and Lancaster County called WomenLINK.
A WomenLINK networking dinner will be held Thursday, April 20th at UNL’s City Campus Student
Union on the 2nd floor in the Heritage Room, room 209. Check in and a social time will be held from 5 - 6
p.m. with dinner following at 6 p.m. Special guest and speaker will be Senator DiAnna Schimek.
WomenLINK is a networking program that brings together young women and established women from all
walks of life to create opportunities of leadership, role modeling and education. This is a great opportunity for
women to exchange information, resources, support and ideas. WomenLINK also provides an atmosphere of
learning about exciting new projects and events, programs from other women’s organizations and
communities.
Open to the general public, all women are invited to help strengthen the community of women in Lincoln and
Lancaster County. Cost for the dinner is $12.50 per person with preregistration and payment required
prior to the event. The deadline for registration is Friday, April 14. For more information, call the
Lincoln-Lancaster Women's Commission at 441-7716. Registration forms can be mailed upon request, faxed,
picked up or downloaded from "www.lincoln.ne.gov/city/mayor/women/forms.htm"
The Lincoln-Lancaster Women's Commission is a City-County agency housed in the Office of the Mayor.
LLWC works to assure that the women of Lincoln and Lancaster County have full participation in the issues
that have an impact on their lives.
-30-

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

LLWC Commissioners
Mayor Coleen J.Seng
Lincoln City Council Members
Lancaster County Board of Commissioners
Lancaster County Towns/Villages/Boards
Bonnie Coffey/Lincoln-Lancaster Women’s Commission
3/31/06
Director’s Report

*Diane Mullins, LLWC’s Public Information Specialist, was in a serious car accident on 3/17
that will require a lengthy recuperation; she is not expected back in the office until at least
June. This will have a serious impact on LLWC operations and we are working to ensure
that scheduled projects and events are not jeopardized.
Community Learning Center (CLC) Initiative
Background: The City of Lincoln was one of eight cities nationwide to receive a thirtymonth technical assistance grant to engage the city in CLCs; I served as point person for
that grant, and continue to serve on the management team for the CLC initiative in Lincoln.
Community Learning Centers are partnerships that provide opportunities and support
services that lead to improved student learning, stronger families and stronger
communities. There are currently 15 CLCs in Lincoln funded by a blended stream of 21st
Century, PEN and grant monies.
zA National League of Cities audio conference was held on 3/16 around the important
roles of city governmental leaders in establishing and maintaining Community Learning
Centers. It was interesting to hear how local governments are addressing the many issues
that face them and the active parts that elected officials play in ensuring the success of
their community’s CLCs.
Community Services Initiative (CSI)
Background: CSI is the implementation of plans developed through a community-wide
survey of gaps in human services needs; due to a reconfiguration, oversight and clerical
support of CSI was awarded to the Human Services Federation (HSF). This restructure
combines the seven original coalitions into four (with two others being folded under Urban
Development and the Health Department). The restructure provides for paid staffing of the
coalitions and dissolution of the Steering Cabinet. Paid staff will now comprise the steering
Committee, removing the need for chairs and co-chairs. The “Success by 6®” and Youth
Development Coalitions have been re-combined and, awaiting a paid staff member, is
being staffed by Rick Carter, executive director of HSF.
zThe Early Care & Education group met on 3/16 to hear information on early learning and
a project of the Nebraska Foundation on Children. Former state senator Jessie
Rasmussen has been hired by the Foundation to being work on creating a funding vehicle
to educate the state on these important issues. Ads in print and media will begin appearing
in the next several months.

Director’s Report

March 2006

Women’s Leadership
Background: During LLWC’s strategic planning following the “Women’s Voices” project that
surveyed women in Lincoln and Lancaster County, focus is being placed on two areas,
“Women’s Leadership & Public Policy” and “Women’s Health.”
zLLWC was made aware of the Nebraska State Treasurer’s office’s plans to present
“Smart Women, Smart Money” on May 5 and is approaching the same funders that
supported LLWC’s “Women & Money” Conference in September. LLWC’s president Tami
Soper and I met with the Treasurer and his staff suggesting that he hold his event in
another city; unfortunately, they have already booked conference speakers and the site.
We were able to get a commitment that he would hold future events in cities other than
Lincoln. After some discussion, LLWC has decided to move forward with our event; a letter
will be sent to the Treasurer’s office as a follow-up.
zLLWC’s signature recognition event, “Weaving Women’s Voices” was held on 3/10,
welcoming Shinae Chun, director of the U.S. Department of Labor Women’s Bureau and
First Lady Sally Ganem. Award winners included Senator DiAnna Schimek, Milo
Mumgaard, Karen Dienstbier and Kate Simmons. With over 200 attendees, the event was
a success, thanks to the volunteer efforts of LLWC Commissioners and staff; we were
especially pleased to see so many young women and ethnic and racial diversity.
zPlans are fully underway for the Saturday, September 16 “Women & Money” conference
with LLWC Chair and Commissioner Connie Schmidt. Slated for the Marriott/Cornhusker
Hotel, we are pleased to have Lincoln Benefit Life as a premiere sponsor. The luncheon
will feature Juli Burney and in the afternoon, we’ll be setting up appointments with women
to spend 45-60 minutes with a financial planner.
zA group of city employees, including Mayor Seng, met to discuss the atmosphere for
women and minority owned businesses and their capability of bidding on city contracts was
the discussion of a meeting on 3/15. After considerable discussion, it was decided to form
a Task Force and bring in representatives of minority and woman owned businesses to
determine the challenges facing these businesses.
zLLWC is proud to host the 2006 annual convention of the National Association of
Commissions for Women (NACW) July 19-22. Scheduled speakers include Judith Saidel of
the Center for American Women in Politics and Cindy Hounsell of Wiser Women. A
luncheon featuring the ShimSham dancers is planned, along with a dinner sponsored by
Citigroup.
zWork is progressing on the popular “Why Women Should Vote” booklet; Diane Mullins
was working on this and in her absence, an alternative solution will need to be pursued to
complete it. For the upcoming political season, LLWC printed 20,000 “Women Vote” cards
and will be reordering bumper stickers. LLWC supports women’s participation in the
political process through registering to vote, becoming educated on the candidates and
issues and voting. In addition, LLWC participates in the “Ready to Run” workshop to
encourage women to consider elected office.
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Women’s Health
Background: During LLWC’s strategic planning following the “Women’s Voices” project that
surveyed women in Lincoln and Lancaster County, focus is being placed on two areas,
“Women’s Leadership & Public Policy” and “Women’s Health.” LLWC Director Bonnie
Coffey serves as a liaison to the Family Violence Council and Co-Chair of the Changing
Attitudes Committee (a subcommittee formed to implement part of the FVC strategic plan to
address community attitudes concerning violence).
zA wrap-up meeting for the Go Red for Women luncheon in February was held on 3/14.
The event, held at the Country Club of Lincoln, raised over $30,000. Plans are already
being made for the 2007 event. LLWC is pleased to be a cosponsor of the luncheon to
bring recognition to this disease that is the #1 killer of women.
zThrough its membership in National Association of Commissions for Women (NACW),
LLWC will be able to participate in a versatile tool box project developed in collaboration
with Procter & Gamble on osteoporosis education and detection. The project will be
unveiled at the NACW convention in Lincoln July 19-22
Lincoln-Lancaster Teenage Pregnancy Prevention Coalition (TPPC).
Background: For over 15 years, LLWC has been an active member of TPPC.
zThe Lincoln-Lancaster Teenage Pregnancy Prevention Coalition (TPPC) is working with
LLWC to produce a program on 5-City TV that will feature teen parents. May is National
Teen Pregnancy Prevention Awareness Month, and the panel, moderated by Lisa Schultz
from Planned Parenthood, will focus on how teens look at their lives and the choices they
made and their perspective on how parents can best teach their children about sex and
sexuality. The taping is scheduled for April 7 and will run all through the month of May.
TPPC will also have a booth at “Free Fest.”
Media/PR/Speaking
zLLWC continues to enjoy a collaborative partnership with Clear Channel’s My106.3 FM
with sharing information on LLWC’s activities and events. On 3/1, we encouraged
attendance at our annual event, “Weaving Women’s Voices;” on 3/15, we shared
information on the “My Movies for Mommies (And Daddies, Too!) and had 80+ attendees
for that day’s show; and on 3/29, I reported from the NACW Board meeting in Rockville,
Maryland.
zI spoke to the downtown noon chapter of American Business Women’s Association
(ABWA) on 3/8, talking about the importance of women’s participation in the political
process.
zJudith Hart’s production of “Nebraska Next” about the suffrage movement in Nebraska
premiered at The Loft on 3/8; I participated in a post-production conversation about the
status of women’s participation in the political process with the chair of the Nebraska
3
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Commission on the Status of Women.
Meetings/Public Contacts
zTo help new commissioners become more familiar with the operations of LLWC, we
provide orientations for them. In March, we welcomed Kaci Lynch and Giovanni Jones to
the commission and held orientations for both of them during March.
zThe budget process began with a meeting with 3/9 with the City Budget office.
WomenTalk
Background: This unique television series addressing the issues that impact women was
inaugurated in January 2000, and is the only one of its kind in the city/county; all of the
programs since its inception have been underwritten by the Lincoln Journal Star and are at
no cost to LLWC.
zThe March 21 taping of WomenTalk focused on women’s communication styles and
networking with Dr. Susan Fritz of UNL and Dr. Susan Meyerle, owner of a lifecoach
business. Comoderator was Dr. Jeannine Falter, LLWC commissioner.
zUpcoming programs include:
May 2006 – Taking Care – Of Others & You – Caretaking & Longterm Care
Insurance
July 2006 – Who Am I Supposed to Look Like? Women, Body Image & Gastric
Bypass Surgery
September 2006 – A Place at the Table – Where Are We? An Update on LLWC’s
A Place At the Table” Report
November 2006 – My Sister’s Keeper – A dialogue on how women’s issues and
needs connect us all
zLLWC’s WomenTalk Committee, with commissioners Kaci Lynch and Marcia Malone as
co-chairs, will be meeting in June to formulate the schedule for the 2007 season of
WomenTalk. LLWC is proud that the WomenTalk program began in January 2000 and is
produced at no taxpayer expense.
Regularly Attended Meetings
zLLWC Staff Meetings are held each Monday at 9 a.m. to review the week, touch base and
coordinate schedules and activities.
zEach Monday at 10:45 a.m., I attend the Directors Meeting held with City Council.
zEach Wednesday from 9-11 a.m., I attend the Mayor’s Cabinet meeting. Weekly reports
are e-mailed to the Mayor each Monday morning.
zThe LLWC monthly meeting was held 3/8.
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campjon@aol.com

To dahlberg@lancaster.ne.gov

04/02/2006 03:36 PM

cc cary@mrblindman.com, tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov,
reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov, pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov,
mmmeyer@lincoln.ne.gov, ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov,
bcc
Subject Re: Public Safety Siren

Doug:
Could you please respond on this constituent inquiry regarding the public safety siren at
Randolph Elementary School.
Thanks.
JON
Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: Cary D'Agostino <cary@mrblindman.com>
To: tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov; reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov; pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov;
mmmeyer@lincoln.ne.gov; ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov; jcook@lincoln.ne.gov;
jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov; amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Sun, 2 Apr 2006 14:21:22 -0500
Subject: Public Safety Siren
April 2, 2006

Attn: All Lincoln City Council Members

The new air raid siren at Randolph Elementary Sc! hool is so powerful that I am certain it can,
and IS causing hearing damage. The new siren must be, in my estimation, five to ten times more
powerful then the old siren. I live across the street and down the street from it, and it can give
me headaches even when I am inside with my ears covered. When outside the sound is so
piercing that, it can be totally crippling (no exaggeration). I feel that this is a public safety issue
and it needs to be addressed. Has the city measured the levels that this siren produces to insure

that it will not damage the hearing of citizens within close proximity? I would like to invite you
to come to Randolph on a Wednesday morning dur! ing the weekly test and hear for yourself. I
am sure you will all agree that something needs to be done.

Cary D?Agostino
3731 D Street

joncampcc@aol.com
04/04/2006 09:24 PM

To vmejer@lincoln.ne.gov
cc jpederse@lincoln.ne.gov, whjermstad@lincoln.ne.gov,
council@lincoln.ne.gov
bcc
Subject Northeast Police Facility RFP

Vince:
Yesterday at the City Council meeting, a public hearing was conducted
on the proposed Northeast Police Facility.
During the public hearing, the City Council was told that the "process"
was followed--I believe by either Joel Pedersen or Wynn Hjermstad.
Would you please send me a copy of the RFP for this facility?
Was the RFP listed on the City's website?
If not, why not? Is this not part of the City's procedures/process for
advertising RFPs?
Notice of the RFP was first published in the Lincoln Journal Star on
October 2, 2005 and again on October 9, 2005. The due date was October
19, 2005, twelve (12) business days later (excluding weekends and
Columbus Day). Is this standard procedure to have such a short
"turnaround" for requests for leases? . . .especially when the term
will be for 15 years?
Is it standard procedure to limit the "site" to a single address that
is owned by a private party?
Thank you for responding as soon as possible. The City Council votes
on this matter next Monday, April 10, 2006, so time is of the essence.
Jon
Jon Camp
Office:
Home:
Cell:
Email:

402-474-1838
402-489-1001
402-560-1001
JonCampCC@aol.com
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To campjon@aol.com, jcookcc@aol.com, robine@neb.rr.com,
amcroy@mccrealty.com, newman2003@neb.rr.com,
ksvoboda@alltel.net, dmarvin@neb.rr.com
cc

03/31/2006 04:52 PM

bcc
Subject Fw: Concealed Weapons

Council,
From Patte, I will also list it on the Directors' Agenda for April 10th.
Thanks.
Tammy Grammer
----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 03/31/2006 04:57 PM ----"Patte Newman"
<newman2003@neb.rr.com>

To <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

03/31/2006 04:55 PM

cc
Subject Fw: Concealed Weapons

Tammy
Please distribute to all council members. Thanks.

----- Original Message ----From: C Stalder
To: Patty Newman ; John Cook
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2006 4:29 PM
Subject: Fw: Concealed Weapons
----- Original Message ----From: C Stalder
To: Patty Newman ; John Cook
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2006 4:25 PM
Subject: Concealed Weapons
Attention: This concerns all council members!
Now that the N.R.A. has convinced the State Legislature too pass the concealed weapons bill, I think Lincoln
needs to pass an ordnance banning concealed carry. It would appear that section 15 of the bill , as well as another
law currently in the statutes would allow you to do this.
I know that places can voluntarily ban concealed weapons by posting a notice. I think if we can't ban all
concealed weapons, we need to be very specific where they should be banned. I don't have the list in the law, so
the following list may include some in the law-

Shopping malls, Day cares, Homes with foster children, Bowling alleys, Skating and ice skating rinks, Billiard
parlors,
As you can see, I'm really against this concealed carry law, and if we can't get rid of it altogether, I want to
make it as restrictive as possible
I really don't feel safe going any place not knowing who may be carrying a gun, and use it in a situation of road
rage or other similar incidents where anger is involved. I know you don't like to micro-management by putting
details in law, but this may be where it is needed.
I hope if you don't pass some kind of restrictive ordnance, someone will get a petition drive and collect enough
signatures to put it to a vote of the people. I know all local law enforcement agencies as well as the Mayor opposes
concealed weapons.
Sincerely
Charles Stalder a constituent of Pattie Newman
1810 N. 63rd St.
Lincoln, NE 68505

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To "Alisha Engle" <aengle@neb.rr.com>

04/03/2006 08:05 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: NO SUPER TARGET IN MY NEIGHBORHOOD PLEASE

Dear Alisha Engle: 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
"Alisha Engle" <aengle@neb.rr.com>
"Alisha Engle"
<aengle@neb.rr.com>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

04/01/2006 06:54 PM

cc
Subject NO SUPER TARGET IN MY NEIGHBORHOOD PLEASE

City Council Members:
I am a resident in the neighborhood where the Super Target/ retail center has been proposed and
I am urging you to PLEASE prevent this development from occurring! I unfortunately heard
about this through the Lincoln Journal Star, after a meeting with the developer and neighbors in
the area took place. Supposedly there were letters sent out to residents in the area and I must be
honest in telling you that I did not receive such a letter. I most certainly would have attended the
meeting had such a letter come.
My husband and I married in November, 2003, and were first-time home-buyers when we
decided to purchase our townhome in the Sterling Hills Development off of 35th and Grainger
Parkway. Part of the appeal of this neighborhood to us was that it is clean, appears that the
residents are family-oriented and take great pride in their homes, and is some distance from
pollution (noise, smells, litter, etc.) that occurs in areas where retail centers are developed. We
are hoping within the next year to begin a family and the thought that a major retail center
would literally be at the end of my block is incredibly frightening. We have resided in our home
for only seven months.
The proposed location for this retail center doesn't even make sense. I have never seen a large

retail center literally plopped down in the middle of a nice residential area. A shopping center
such as this could do nothing but detract from the beauty and very essence of what this
neighborhood is about- community and family. Put a retail center here and it will undermine
those values.
I do not wish to look out my front door and see a looming retail center less than one block from
me. I do not wish to have the noise generated by traffic and delivery trucks drowning out the
currently peaceful sound of the wind and birds... and sometimes even the beauty of still silence.
I do not wish to have the heavy smells of fast food cookeries choking the air in my immediate
neighborhood. I do not wish to have a multitude of strangers driving or loitering around my
neighborhood at all hours of the day. Many people have a hard time looking out their windows
and seeing a neighboring house nearby. If this retail center goes through, there are going to be a
lot of residents that have worked hard and enjoy the remoteness of this area looking out over
unsightly commercial buildings and a parking lot. That is not why my husband and I, and
certainly not others in my neighborhood, selected this location to live.
I am not opposed to new business coming to Lincoln, but if it's going to come, it should be
something new... and developed in an area that makes much more sense. Why would anyone in
this city or those sitting on Council wish to have home values in this area plummet, and upset
the residents that take great pride in where they live? Do the developers not realize that there is
a grocery store approximately 2 miles from their proposed site? A standard Target store roughly
3 to 4 miles away? For what reason do we need to combine these two together and place it at a
site that doesn't make sense? Why not near the Home Depot at 70th and Pine Lake, or by
Campbell's Nursery on 56th and Pine Lake? What about some healthy competition with the
current Super Wal-Mart near 84th and Highway 2? For that matter, why build it at all? Do we
really need it? Quite honestly, Lincoln doesn't need another Target or Wal-Mart and it certainly
doesn't need any more banks and fast food restaurants.
My husband and I have made plans to remain in this house, our first together, for a number of
years before we uproot and relocate to areas that could make more sense to us from a
professional standpoint. If this development goes through, I would personally be extremely
unhappy and I fear that our move would be forced to be premature. I moved to Lincoln from
Southern California approximately seven years ago, attended and graduated from UNL, have
worked solely in the city, and am currently in graduate school at Nebraska Wesleyan. My
husband is also a graduate of UNL, has worked solely in Lincoln, and also is actively serving
this country through the United States Army. In addition, my mother moved to Lincoln from
Southern California, partially on account of my convincing her how wonderful it was to live in
this city. For all intensive purposes, I love Lincoln.
Please don't let my immediate community and myself down by allowing this project to move
forward. If it does, a beautiful Lincoln community will have been ruined. On top of that, it
would likely send out the message that a big corporation such as Target matters more than the
residents of this city. Please hear and understand our concerns.
Thank you,

Alisha Engle

CC: Mayor Seng

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To "Cary D'Agostino" <cary@mrblindman.com>

04/03/2006 08:09 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: Public Safety Siren

Dear Cary D'Agostino: 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
"Cary D'Agostino" <cary@mrblindman.com>
"Cary D'Agostino"
<cary@mrblindman.com>

To <tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov>, <reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mmmeyer@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>, <jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>, <dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc

04/02/2006 02:21 PM
Please respond to
"Cary D'Agostino"
<cary@mrblindman.com>

Subject Public Safety Siren

April 2, 2006

Attn: All Lincoln City Council Members

The new air raid siren at Randolph Elementary School is so powerful that I am certain it can,
and IS causing hearing damage. The new siren must be, in my estimation, five to ten times
more powerful then the old siren. I live across the street and down the street from it, and it can
give me headaches even when I am inside with my ears covered. When outside the sound is so

piercing that, it can be totally crippling (no exaggeration). I feel that this is a public safety issue
and it needs to be addressed. Has the city measured the levels that this siren produces to insure
that it will not damage the hearing of citizens within close proximity? I would like to invite
you to come to Randolph on a Wednesday morning during the weekly test and hear for
yourself. I am sure you will all agree that something needs to be done.

Cary D’Agostino
3731 D Street

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To Meylonie Schatz <mgs6510@yahoo.com>

04/04/2006 10:39 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: attention all members

Dear Bob & Meylonie Schatz: 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
Meylonie Schatz <mgs6510@yahoo.com>
Meylonie Schatz
<mgs6510@yahoo.com>

To council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

04/04/2006 08:12 AM

cc
Subject attention all members

Council members,
We want to thank you all for taking the time to deal with our problems with Fat Nappy's.
Although the vote wasn't exactly what we would have hoped we think that finally someone has
been able to get their attention. We are hopeful that we will have a more peaceful summer this
year then has been the case since they opened. And it does sound like there will be follow-up if
the problem is not resolved.
This whole experience with the council has been quite enlightening. Firstly, we had no idea that
those of you up in the chambers of government are really accessible to us in the masses of
Lincoln. Meylonie, especially, felt a little like Dorothy visiting the Wizard of Oz when it came
to testifying but it turned out to be not as bad as all that. We have never followed your business
very closely as it all seemed so loftly and out of touch with the regular people but have now
learned that that is not the case. We were so ignorant of your routines that we showed up
promtly at 5:30 last night to watch the process in person. As you can imagine we were suprised
to find the door locked since we had the wrong time. We really want to thank you for including
us in the business of the city government and giving your thoughtful attention to our problem.
Sincerely,
Bob and Meylonie Schatz

Talk is cheap. Use Yahoo! Messenger to make PC-to-Phone calls. Great rates starting at 1¢/min.

DO NOT REPLY to this InterLinc
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>
04/04/2006 11:13 AM

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

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

Victor E. Covalt III
P.O. Box 81229
Lincoln, NE 68501

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

402-436-3030

Comment or Question:
Last year, when you were struggling with the smoking ban, I told one of your
earnst but now departed collegues that if the complete smoking ban was
implemented, the parties would move to the neighborhoods. My foresight was
correct.
Notwithstanding the lastest outrage at neighborhood partying, you continue to
allow the Lincoln Police Department to lead an attack on bars and clubs, with
an apparent but unacknowledged agenda of putting them out of business. What
direct effect will this have on your neighborhoods?
Bars provide useful and necessary services of supervising drinking, keeping
minors out, avoiding over-serving, preventing fights, and generally
supervising entertainment and responsible enjoyment of a legal product. A
smart city council would see bar owners as friends of the community. If you
continue to allow city staff to persecute them to hte point of being out of
business, you will only naturally increase the number of neighborhood parties
and more neighborhood problems.
There are a lot of ways we can make Lincoln a more enjoyable town. You do not
always have to resort to punishment and oppression. For instance, a real,
responsive cab service would be of great benefit to all and a real way to
reduce DWIs in this town.
Let's start being positive. The Prohibition Experience says that alcohol will
be with us. Lets work together to make alcohol an appropriate part of
Lincoln's entertainment scene.

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To "Oswald, Stanley" <Stanley.Oswald@molex.com>

04/05/2006 11:32 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: Gun Ordinance

Dear Stan Oswald: 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
"Oswald, Stanley" <Stanley.Oswald@molex.com>
"Oswald, Stanley"
<Stanley.Oswald@molex.com
>
04/05/2006 08:43 AM

To <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc
Subject Gun Ordinance

Council Members,
As a military veteran and long time citizen of Lincoln, I want to strongly urge you to pass an ordinance which
would opt our city out of what I feel was very ill conceived concealed weapons legislation by the state legislature.
As on who has had training in the use of firearms I can assure you that there is a world of difference between
recreational target shooting, and trying to make quick decisions and handle a firearm in a tense situation.
I believe the Lincoln Police Dept. is doing an excellent job of keeping the citizens of Lincoln safe and keeping the
crime rate low.
I love the city of Lincoln and feel that allowing people to carry hidden weapons in our city would be a giant step
backward, not the direction I would like to see my city move toward.
Best Regards,
Stan Oswald
Lincoln

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message (including any attachments) may contain Molex
confidential information, protected by law. If this message is confidential, forwarding it to
individuals, other than those with a need to know, without the permission of the sender, is
prohibited.

This message is also intended for a specific individual. If you are not the intended recipient, you
should delete this message and are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, or distribution of
this message or taking of any action based upon it, is strictly prohibited.
Chinese Japanese
www.molex.com/confidentiality.html

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

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

04/05/2006 10:12 AM

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

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

Dave Brady
7912 Yellow Knife Dr
Lincoln, NE 68505

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

466-1534
mdbrady@inebraska.com

Comment or Question:
Mayor Colleen Seng
Councilwoman Annette McCroy
Downtown Lincoln Association Board
I continue to be completely amazed at your continual endeavors to spend money
on something (anything?) that adds absolutely no value to the city other than
to siphon away extra money to repair streets. I am referring to today’s
(April 5, 2006) article about the proposed bike lanes for downtown Lincoln.
This article mentions nothing about any plans to repave these dilapidated
streets, just to remove a much needed existing lane with the future
possibility of backwards parking!
Miss McCroy, I am thoroughly glad you are an avid biker. There are wonderful
trails throughout the city and Lancaster county that accomodates you. Why do
you wish to spend valuable resources to accommodate a few individuals that are
neither handicapped or disabled. You are asking for an item that most would
consider a luzury, not a necessity.
The article also admits to the possibility that this has been in the planning
stages for quite some time. Exactly how many highly paid city workers do you
have working on NON-ESSENTIAL projects like this that siphon money away from
desparately needed street repairs? Is it any wonder the city is running a
deficite.
I sincerely look forward to the next election with glee and joy……….

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To "Heidi Daringer" <heidi90@hotmail.com>

04/06/2006 11:05 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: FW: 1840 E St & other concerns

Dear Landon Osborne & Heidi Daringer: 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
"Heidi Daringer" <heidi90@hotmail.com>
"Heidi Daringer"
<heidi90@hotmail.com>

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

04/06/2006 09:12 AM

cc
Subject FW: 1840 E St & other concerns

Jonathan Cook suggested we forward this email on to all of the council
members. This issue is scheduled to be discussed at the council meeting on
April 10th. We hope this gives the members a small overview of our
situation.
Thank you,
Heidi Daringer and Landon Osborne
>From: Landon Osborne <lanking1960@yahoo.com>
>To: KFredrickson@ci.lincoln.ne.us, RHoskins@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
>SOpfer@ci.lincoln.ne.us, BBlum@ci.lincoln.ne.us, GTopil@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
>HKroos@ci.lincoln.ne.us, heidi90@hotmail.com, jcook@lincoln.ne.gov,
>ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov
>Subject: 1840 E St & other concerns
>Date: Wed, 22 Mar 2006 11:31:16 -0800 (PST)
>
>To whom it concerns,
>
>
In May of 2005 we purchased the property at 1840 E Street. Over the
>next 9 months we began enhancing and upgrading the property both inside and
>out. During this time we analyzed the ‘jungle’ of the back and east yard
>that had been neglected for quite some time, and questioned how to fix the
>problem. In doing so, we had to take into consideration safety, privacy,
>and piece of mind for the public as well as our family. However, to clear
>out and clean up this congested and dangerous area we would create a two

>fold situation. First, it would provide our family and the public with a
>much safer area (see pictures labeled 1840 E) but, at the same time, we
>would lose all of our personal privacy in doing so. To satisfy both
>situations we chose to spend even more money by designing and building a
>wall of concrete and wrought iron on the north and east side.
>
>
In August of 2005 we contacted Rick Ems of Ems Concrete who, in turn,
>had his wife Linda meet Steve Weise with Building and Safety. Steve stated
>to Linda that a permit would not need to be pulled for our property as long
>as the wall/footings began 3 ft. in from the sidewalk on the east. This
>should have been a win win situation for the City of Lincoln. We, as
>homeowners, spent even more money with local businesses and returned public
>visibility and safety in this area to level it had not seen in years.
>Instead, since then, it has been nothing but a disappointing, frustrating
>and confused venture.
>
>
In mid November, we received a letter from the City regarding a
>violation. This is when we were first notified that the City owned a part
>of the yard East from North to South. This came as a surprise to us as
>homeowners, we had already spent a lot of money and time cleaning up,
>clearing out, landscaping, sodding and adding underground sprinklers to an
>area that unfortunately was not our property, but rather, the City’s. Upon
>hearing this news, we became upset with our realtor, banker and title
>company for not informing us of this. Nevertheless, we realized in the
>end, that we were at fault for assuming that this property was ours in the
>first place. Never for one minute, would we have taken on the
>responsibility and expense of such a project (and possibly would not have
>purchased 1840 E) if we had not believed that this large amount of property
>was ours to begin with.
>
>
Over the last five months we have spoken to and met with a number of
>City personnel, receiving different replies each time. The confusion,
>inconsistencies, and lack of priorities have been mind boggling. We have
>tried to accommodate all the City’s requests and, in doing so, we have
>obtained insurance and are now paying the city rent for this area. We have
>removed parts of the wall on both sides as per the City’s request and have
>delayed the installation of our wrought iron for 4 months now. We have
>worked hard at making this area safer along with improving the value of the
>neighborhood.
>
>
We have tired of this process. The purchase of this home has been
>trying; it’s a large old home that constantly needs attention. We want to
>make this neighborhood a better one to live in, we love the area and plan
>to raise a family here, but we are also aware of the high crime rates. We
>believe that our property, as it stands currently, offers safety and
>visibility for the citizens of Lincoln, while at the same time, maintaining
>our personal safety and some privacy. This is all we ever wanted and
>wished in return from the city.
>
>
Please view the attached photos as local examples of safety issues in
>Lincoln. We feel that our property is much safer and offers more
>visibility for the public than these examples. Thank you
>
>
Sincerely,
>
Landon and Heidi
>
>
>
>
>---------------------------------

>Yahoo! Travel
> Find great deals to the top 10 hottest destinations!

- 1-eastside1840may2005.JPG
- 2-eastside1840_2current.JPG
- 3-necorneralley1840May2005.JPG
- 4-necorner1840current.JPG
- 5-eastside1840current.JPG
- 11thandD_1.JPG
- 11thandJ_1.jpg
- 1505s25th.JPG
- 16thandH.JPG
- 17thandD.jpg
- 1900s25th.JPG
- 19thandDalleywall.JPG
- 2000S18th.JPG
- 2011S20thvisibility.JPG
- 25thandsouthfacingsouth.JPG
- 2700RoyalCourt.JPG
- 28thandL_2.jpg
- 29thandM.jpg
- 3415Randolph.JPG
- 48thandAdams_1.JPG
- 56thandFrancis_1.JPG
- 835S34th-heightissueinalley.JPG
- 900S35th_2.JPG
- acrossfromcornhusker.jpg

- hazelable.JPG

