DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 24, 2006 - 11:00 A.M.
COUNTY/CITY BUILDING
CONFERENCE ROOM 113
I.

II.

MAYOR
1.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Assistant City Attorney Steve Huggenberger
will brief the media this afternoon on the report of the group investigating
whether the City’s new fire trucks meet specifications.

2.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng and Lincoln Public Schools
Superintendent Dr. Susan Gourley will be joined by dozens of kindergarten
students to discuss the fourth annual Kindergarten Kickoff at a news
conference at 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, July 20th at Eiseley Library.

3.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: City’s Assists Valentine With Portable
Communications System.

4.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Public Invited To Dedication of New Park.

5.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Kindergarten Kickoff Celebrates Beginning Of
Educational Careers -City, LPS, Children’s Museum Collaborate on Fourth
Annual Event.

6.

Washington Report - July 14, 2006.

DIRECTORS
FINANCE/CITY TREASURER
1.

Monthly City Cash Report & City of Lincoln-Pledged Collateral Statement
- June 2006.

HEALTH
1.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Hot Weather Alert.

PLANNING
1.

Annexation by Ordinance - Ordinance #18742 - Effective: June 27, 2006 69.08 Acres.

2.

Annexation by Ordinance - Ordinance #18744 - Effective: June 27, 2006 80.00 Acres.

3.

Annexation by Ordinance - Ordinance #18746 - Effective: June 27, 2006 1.14 Acres.

4.

Annexation by Ordinance - Ordinance #18749 - Effective: July 4, 2006 3.29 Acres.

5.

E-Mail from Renee Malone, Past President Clinton Neighborhood Org.
with response from Jean Walker - RE: Proposal of fee increase for down
zoning - Vote against this proposal.

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES
1.

Response Letter from Randy Hoskins to Daniel Wheeler - RE: 21st &
Superior Street.

2.

Memo from Karl Fredrickson - RE: June 9, 2006, Meeting with
Developments Unlimited LLP on 84th & Rokeby.

III.

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JON CAMP
1.

3 E-Mail’s from Ted Kessler; Debora Barnes-Josiah; Arlene Rea RE: Opposed to Bus Fare Increase.

2.

E-Mail from Kathleen M. Neary, Vincent M. Powers & Associates RE: Opposed to placing any proposed budget cuts regarding the Lincoln
Commission on Human Rights.

-2-

3.

E-Mail from Arlene Rea with response from Jon Camp - RE: StarTran
fares.

4.

E-Mail from Arliene Kobza - RE: Budget concerns.

5.

E-Mail from Carol Petersen, Licensed Mental Health Professional RE: Opposed to proposed increase in ‘Ride for Five’.

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN
1.

E-Mail from John Laflin, Vice-President, Pinnacle Bank - RE: Support
efforts to reduce the budget impact.

2.

E-Mail from Steve Pella, Aquila - RE: City budget.

3.

E-Mail from Teresa Predmore, Woods Bros Realty - RE: Budget.

4.

E-Mail from Douglas Rotthaus, Executive Vice President, REALTORS
Association of Lincoln - RE: Budget & Property Taxes.

5.

E-Mail Letter from Richard Campbell, Chairman, Lincoln Chamber of
Commerce; & Frank H. Hilsabeck, Co-Chair, Lincoln Partnership for
Economic Development - RE: Requesting that the City of Lincoln increase
its annual investment in economic development through the contract with
the Lincoln Chamber Economic Development Corporation by a sum of
$245,000, raising the total to $500,000 annually.

6.

E-Mail from Ken Doty, President, Triadix, Inc. - RE: Tax Levy.

7.

“Put The Brakes On Keno!” petition with 14 names.

8.

Tom Osborne’s comments on keno.

DAN MARVIN
1.

10 E-Mail’s from Deb Daily; Debora Barnes-Josiah; Ted Kessler; Susan
Scott; Arlene Rea; Tiffany Mullison, Executive Director, Fresh Start Home;
Kathryn Witte, Communications Director; Jeanette Nakada, Publications
Specialist; Nancy Intermill; Linda Ager - RE: Opposed to Bus Fare
Increase.
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V.

MISCELLANEOUS 1.

E-Mail from Raymond D. Larson - RE: Lincoln Fire Department.

2.

E-Mail from Dean Hoag, Jr., President, Union Title Company - RE: City
Budget.
E-Mail from Bob Norris, Nebraska Neon Sign Company - RE: City Budget.

3.
4.

Letter from Mike Eckert, Principal; & Darrick Rademacher, Principal, Civil
Design Group, Inc. - RE: The Mayor’s budget - Funding of the CIP and
LPED.

5.

E-Mail - RE: Opposed raising the cost of Ride for Five and HandiVan
Programs

6.

E-Mail from Carita Baker - RE: Opposed raising the cost of Ride for Five
Programs.

7.

Letter & Material from William L. North - RE: Concealed Weapons.

8.

Letter from Richard Campbell, Chairman, Lincoln Chamber of Commerce
& Frank H. Hilsabeck, Co-Chair, Lincoln Partnership for Economic
Development - RE: Requesting that the City of Lincoln increase its annual
investment in economic development through the contract with the Lincoln
Chamber Economic Development Corporation by a sum of $245,000,
raising the total to $500,000 annually.

9.

Letter from Tom Klein, LIBA President - RE: City Budget.

10.

6 E-Mail’s from N. Turner; Dean Settle, Executive Director, Community
Mental Health Center; Gwelda Carlson; Gary Dorn; Michael Wylie;
Elizabeth Peterson - RE: Opposed raising the cost of Ride for Five and
HandiVan Programs.

11.

E-Mail from Alan Dorland - RE: Omaha City Council passed a concealedcarry ordinance on a 5-2 vote today (7/18/06).

12.

E-Mail from Bob Boyce - RE: Bike Lane Ordinance Changes.

13.

E-Mail from Alan & Donna Hersch - RE: Budget items.
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VI.

14.

E-Mail from Lt. Col. Joseph W. Johnson, Jr., USAF Retired RE: Concealed Weapons.

15.

E-Mail & Article from Lori Yaeger - RE: Conceal/Carry Bill.

16.

E-Mail from Todd Dennis - RE: Concealed carry.

17.

6 E-Mail’s from Wendy Francis; Vladimir Oulianov; Kevin Burklund;
Beverly Clark; Judy Sasek; Deb Spence; - RE: Opposed to proposed staff
cuts to Urban Development & Human Rights Commission.

18.

E-Mail from Alison Stewart - RE: Increase in bus fares.

19.

E-Mail from Beatty Brasch - RE: Urge Lincoln Electric System (LES) to
NOT Cut Power to Low-income Families! Action Alert!

20.

Faxed Letter from Beatty Brasch, Executive Director, Center for People in
Need - RE: StarTran “Ride for Five” Program Funding.

21.

InterLinc Action Center E-Mail, #2550 - RE: I’m not sure what the City of
Lincoln does to insure the health & lives of its citizens during heat waves.

22.

Letter from Elizabeth Bruce - RE: Please do not eliminate the Lincoln
Commission on Human Rights in the FY2006-07 City budget.

23.

Letter from Deb Daily - RE: Supports concealed weapons ban in Lincoln.

24.

Letter & Resolution from Lincoln Airport Authority - RE: Resolution #472.

ADJOURNMENT

da072406/tjg
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120
DATE: July 19, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Assistant City Attorney Steve Huggenberger will brief the media this afternoon on
the report of the group investigating whether the City's new firetrucks meet
specifications. The briefing will take place immediately after the closed executive
session where the report will be delivered to Mayor Seng and the City Council.
The executive session is scheduled for 1 to 2 p.m. in room 113 of the County-City
Building, but it could be shorter or longer. The media briefing is scheduled to
begin at 2:30 p.m. or after the Executive Session in room 206 in the Public Works
and Utilities Department on the second floor of the County-City Building.

DATE: July 19, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Dave Norris, Citizen Information Center, 441-7547
Mayor Coleen J. Seng and Lincoln Public Schools Superintendent Dr. Susan
Gourley will be joined by dozens of kindergarten students to discuss the fourth
annual Kindergarten Kickoff at a news conference at 9:30 a.m. Thursday, July 20
at Eiseley Branch Library, 1530 Superior St.

A P artnership o f L incoln P ublic S chools, L incoln C hildren's M useum, L incoln C ity L ibraries a nd t he C ity o f L incoln

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
Emergency Communications/911, 575 S. 10th St., Lincoln, NE 68508,441-7005, fax 476-0528
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 19, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Julie Righter, Communications Manager, 441-7252

CITY'S ASSISTS VALENTINE WITH
PORTABLE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEM
The Lincoln Emergency Communications/911 Division is assisting the wildfire recovery effort in
Valentine by sending its portable antennae and radio system to the area. Valentine's existing
public safety tower was disabled by the wildfire. The State of Nebraska requested the City's
system, which was provided through Homeland Security funds.
The division's Radio Shop deployed the equipment and three technicians late afternoon Monday,
July 17. The technicians will help assemble and set up the system to provide public safety
responders in the Valentine area with temporary radio coverage until an alternate means of
communication can be established.
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 14, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
J.J. Yost, Parks and Recreation, 441-8255

PUBLIC INVITED TO DEDICATION OF NEW PARK
Mayor Coleen J. Seng invites the public to the dedication of Aster Mini-Park, N. W. 8th Street
and Aster Road, at 5 p.m. Thursday, July 20. The new park features a main play structure and
multiple climbing boulders, the first of their kind in Lincoln's park system.
The Fallbrook Homeowners Association and NEBCO, Inc. provided funding for the park.
Construction of the improvements was a cooperative effort that included volunteers from the
neighborhood and NEBCO. The Fallbrook Homeowners Association has agreed to accept
responsibility for mowing the grass and maintaining the landscape, while the City will maintain
the play features for their continued safe and comfortable use.
"The City of Lincoln very much appreciates the opportunity to partner with NEBCO and the
Fallbrook Homeowners Association to create a wonderful opportunity for families in the area to
experience safe and enjoyable outdoor recreation," said City Parks and Recreation Director Lynn
Johnson.
Total cost for the park improvements (not including the land) was $59,446.
The park dedication will include a ribbon-cutting ceremony, remarks from Mayor Seng and Parks
and Rec Director Lynn Johnson, as well as comments from representatives of Neb co, Inc. and the
Fallbrook Homeowners Association.
- 30 -
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PROPERTY RIGHTS
House panel clears takings bill. The House
Judiciary Committee cleared legislation (HR
4772) this week that would give property
owners filings a Fifth Amendment takings
claim against a state or local government
access to United States District Court. The
legislation is backed by the National
Association of Homebuilders, the National
Association of Realtors and private property
advocacy groups.
As cleared by the Committee, the bill would
require federal courts to hear a Fifth
Amendment takings claim filed against a state
or local government. The bill’s proponents
claim that a pair of Supreme Court decisions
has robbed property owners of access to
federal courts. Under the 1985 Supreme
Court decision Williamson County v.
Hamilton Bank, federal courts must refrain
from hearing Fifth Amendment takings cases
until all local and state appeals have been
exhausted; while in the 2005 case San Remo
Hotel v. City and County of San Francisco,
the Court ruled that having a Fifth
Amendment takings claim heard in a state
court precludes the claim from being heard in
federal court.
Opponents of the bill, led by state and local
governments, environmental organizations
and the federal judiciary argue that HR 4772
is a solution in search of a problem that is
designed to give large and wealthy property
owners an unfair advantage in their efforts to
overcome zoning, safety and environmental
regulations they dislike and to stymie
opposition to their projects by neighboring
pro pe rt y o wn er s and commu ni t y
organizations. They point out that the bill
will create two classes of property owner:
those with the means to take cases to federal
court and those without such means. They
also argue that the bill incorrectly presumes

that justice available in local and state courts
is inferior to that offered by federal courts and
that the bill will flood an already
overburdened federal court system.
The bill now goes to the House floor, where,
given the influence and fundraising prowess
of the national groups backing, it will likely
pass. A similar bill has not been introduced
in the Senate, where the dwindling amount of
floor time means will probably give the bill’s
opponents a reprieve.

HOMELAND SECURITY
Senate approves FY 2007 DHS budget that
includes FEMA restructuring. The Senate
approved its first FY 2007 appropriations bill
this week, the measure with jurisdiction over
the Department of Homeland Security (DHS).
The $31.7 billion measure represents an
increase of $1.4 billion over FY 2006 levels,
although it is less than the $32.1 billion
approved by the House earlier this month.
First responder programs at the Office of
Domestic Preparedness (ODP) would be
funded at $3.254 billion, down $59 million
from FY 2006, broken down as follows (with
difference from FY 2006 and House FY 2007
levels in parentheses):
•

$745 million for the Urban Area Security
Initiative (-$25m House, -$20m FY06)

•

$500 million for the State Homeland
Security Grant Program (-$45m House, $44.5m FY06)

•

$540 million for the Firefighter
Assistance Grant program (+$40m
House, +$1.5m FY06)

2

July 14, 2006

Washington Report

•

$115 million for SAFER firefighter
hiring grants (+$75m House, +$5m
FY06)

•

$40 million for the Weed and Seed
program activities (-$10m FY06 and
House).

•

$210 million for port security (+$10m
House, +$35m FY06)

•

$390 million for the ViolenceAgainst-Women programs (+$8m
FY06 and -$20m House).

•

$150 million for rail and transit
security (-$50m House, same as
FY06)

•

$300 million for the Juvenile Justice
programs (-$38m FY06 and +$14m
House).

$35 million for Metropolitan Medical
Response Systems (+$5m House and
FY06)

•

$100 million for State Criminal
Alien Assistance Program (-$300m
FY06 and -$330m House).

•

Several floor amendments offered to boost
spending for first responders, as well as
port, rail, and transit security, were
defeated.
During floor debate of the bill, Senators
approved an amendment that would make
some changes at the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), but stopped
short of removing the agency from DHS.
The provision would reverse an internal
FEMA decision to remove preparedness
duties from the agency mission, and it
would give FEMA more autonomy within
DHS. The House DHS appropriations bill
includes no similar provision, and House
leaders are currently negotiating competing
FEMA overhaul bills, one that would keep
FEMA at DHS, and the other which would
make FEMA an independent agency again.
The measure will now be considered by a
House-Senate conference committee to
iron out the differences between the two
bills.

LAW ENFORCEMENT
The Senate Appropriations Committee
clears Justice spending bill. The Justice
Department would be awarded $22 billion.
The following programs of interest to cities
would receive (with comparisons to FY
2006 and House FY 2007 levels in
parentheses):
•

$555 million for the Edward Byrne
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant
Program (-$45 m FY06 and -$78m
House).

During debate on the bill, Senator
Dianne Feinstein’s (D-CA) amendment
regarding the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, and Firearms’ gun trace
database was rejected by voice vote.
This amendment would have given state
and local law enforcement officials and
government officials greater access to
data from the BATF for the purpose of
tracking the violation of Federal, State,
and local laws. Currently, recurring
language in the annual appropriations
bill puts restrictions on that data.
The bill now heads to the Senate floor,
where debate is expected on law
enforcement funding and gun control
issues.

ECON. DEVELOPMENT
Senate panel clears bill funding EDA.
The Senate Appropriations Committee
unanimously approved legislation (HR
5672) that includes FY 2007 funding for
the
Economic
Development
Administration (EDA).
As cleared by the Committee, the bill
would provide $155 million for Public
Works Grants, a cut of $5 million from
FY 2006 but $15 million more than the
House bill. Planning Grants would
receive $27 million, the same as last year
and $1 million more than the House. In
light of the recent round of military base
closures, Economic Adjustment Grants,
which help communities affected by a
mass layoff or a base closing, would
receive $45 million, $32 million more
than last year and $1 million more than
the House bill.

Threatened by extinction throughout the
Reagan and Bush Administration, EDA
now enjoys broad bipartisan popularity
in Congress. In a sign of that popularity,
the Committee Report filed by the
Appropriations Committee includes
language that chastises the
Administration’s proposal to consolidate
the various EDA grant programs into
regional development accounts, saying
that such a move would rob many areas
of much needed assistance. In addition,
citing concerns that the Administration
has been slow in recent years to
distribute funds to the six regional EDA
offices, the Committee Report also
instructs the Administration to distribute
funds appropriated for EDA to the
regional offices within 30 days of the
bill’s enactment and to report to the
Committee in writing once that has been
done.
The bill now heads to the Senate floor,
where debate over the portions of the bill
funding law enforcement programs at the
Justice Department and environmental
research programs at the National
Oceanic
and
Atmospheric
Administration is expected.

DRINKING WATER
Two House bills may affect local
drinking water operations.
A
subcommittee of the House Homeland
Security Committee approved legislation
(HR 5695) this week that would provide
for the regulation of security at chemical
plants throughout the country.
Meanwhile, the House Energy and
Commerce Committee approved a
measure (HR 2567) that would require
manufacturers of anti-freeze to add a
bad-tasting chemical to their products to
prevent children and pets from drinking
them that could possibly taint local water
supplies.
Local government organizations have
been concerned with a number of
chemical security bills in recent months
because they would require that local
water systems that carry large amounts
of chlorine or similar chemicals to
submit vulnerability assessments to the
Department of Homeland Security
(DHS).
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However, legislation approved in 2001 in
the wake of the September 11 attacks
already requires local water systems to
submit assessments to EPA. Attempts to
exempt local governments from the
legislation, on the basis that the
assessments are duplicative and costly,
have been unsuccessful thus far. HR 5695
also would preempt any state laws
governing chemical security, even if they
are more stringent than the federal
standard.
Meanwhile, the anti-freeze legislation
would require that makers of coolant add
denatonium benzoate, a bittering agent, to
their product to make it less inviting to
children and animals. For those who have
yet to taste anti-freeze, its primary
ingredient, ethelyne glycol, tastes sweet
and is potentially fatal if swallowed.
Organizations representing local water
agencies are concerned with the legislation
because of fears that denatonium benzoate
is a potentially hazardous chemical that
could seep into water supplies and
endanger public health. In addition, since
the legislation includes a limitation on
liability for the manufacturers of the
chemical, there is concern that local
governments will be left with the cost of
remediation of underground wells.
Legislation (S 1110) similar to the House
bill was approved by the Senate Commerce
Committee in March.

Washington Report

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES
Department of Homeland Security:
DHS has published guidance for FY
2006 infrastructure protection grants.
The Transit Security Grant program
funding will be divided between two
tiers of applicants. Tier 1 areas have
h i gh u r b a n d e n s i t y, c r i t i c a l
infrastructure, and high threat. There is
$103 million in rail funds available to
designated high-risk Tier 1 urban areas
while $7 million is available
competitively to those providing services
within UASI jurisdictions. Similarly,
there is $15 million for Tier 1 designated
intracity bus grants and $6 million for
competitive bus grants. Designated ferry
systems are eligible for $5 million. Port
Security Grant program funding will be
distributed based on risk assessments of
the competitive applications from among
the designated 100 most critical
seaports. There is $168 million available
for these grants. DHS has allocated $9.5
million for the Intercity Bus Security
Grant program, and $48 million has
been allocated to states through the
Buffer Zone Protection Program. For
more information and a list of eligible
applicants for each program, see:
http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublic/display?c
ontent=5724.

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
FOR MORE INFORMATION:

July 13, 2006
Brian Baker, Health Educator, 441-8046
Mike Heyl, Health Educator, 441-3889

HOT WEATHER ALERT
With the Cornhusker State Games, band and sport camps, and little league games all happening
this week, thousands of Lincoln area residents will be outside for extended periods of time.
This week’s high temperatures and humidity levels can be especially dangerous and people must
take precautions to protect themselves from these extreme weather conditions according to
Health Educator, Brian Baker of the Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department. People suffer
heat-related illness when the body’s temperature rises and precautions are not taken to prevent it.
These precautions include:
•

Drink plenty of water. Increase fluid intake by drinking 2-4 eight ounce glasses of water
each hour.

•

Stay in a cool environment as much as possible.

•

Never leave children and/or pets in a vehicle.

•

Wear appropriate clothing and sun screen. Choose lightweight, light-colored, loose
fitting clothing, wear a wide brimmed hat, and select a sun screen SPF of 15 to 30 to
protect yourself adequately.

•

Adjust to the environment. Pace your recreational activity. STOP activity and get into a
cool area if you become lightheaded, confused, weak, or faint.

•

Schedule outdoor activity carefully. Plan activities either before noon or in the evening,
resting frequently in shaded areas. Avoid sun exposure from 11 a.m. to 4 p.m., the time
ultra violet rays are the most intense.

•

If you have an elderly neighbor or know someone that is at risk for heat illness, check on
them regularly to assure their well-being.
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•

Avoid heavy meals and hot foods; they add heat to your body.

•

Infants need to be monitored for fluid intake. Dress infants in cool, loose fitting clothing.

•

If you don’t have air conditioning or a cool place to be, consider going to a library, movie
theater, mall, or other public air-conditioned location.

People who are especially susceptible to extreme heat include: infants, elderly, chronically ill
people, obese people, and people using certain medications and/or alcohol. Extreme heat can be
a concern to healthy people as well. Of particular concern would be children/youth participating
in outdoor activities such as band camps, summer camps, and athletic events and practices.
“Sweating is the body’s natural mechanism to control body temperature. Under some conditions,
sweating isn’t enough to cool the body, causing a person’s body temperature to rise rapidly,” says
Brian Baker, Health Educator.
“Both air temperature and humidity affect the body’s ability to cool itself during hot weather.
When the humidity is high, sweat will not evaporate as quickly, preventing the body from
releasing heat quickly,” Baker added.
Heat stress symptoms include clammy, sweaty skin, light-headedness, weakness, and nausea.
Treat victims of heat exhaustion by moving sufferers to a cooler area and remove protective
clothing. If they are conscious, give them cold water. Do not give salt tablets. Allow them to
rest.
Heat stroke is a serious condition and should be treated as a medical emergency. Symptoms
include hot skin, body temperature above 103 degrees Fahrenheit, rapid breathing and pulse,
incoherent behavior, mental confusion, convulsions, or unconsciousness. Move victims to a cool
place and get medical assistance immediately.

campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 04:10 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: Bus Fare Increase

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: TKessler@TOHAASTIRE.COM
To: amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov; mayor@lincoln.ne.gov; dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov;
jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; jcook@lincoln.ne.gov; ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov;
pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov; reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 12:24 PM
Subject: Bus Fare Increase
With rising gas prices, now is not the time to increase bus fares. Especially for those with lower incomes. Instead
we should be working toward increasing ridership. Please oppose any increases.
Thank you.
Ted Kessler
Lincoln

Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 05:21 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: Possible StarTran passport price increase

For packets
Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: dbjosiah@windstream.net
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; jcook@lincoln.ne.gov; reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov;
dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov; amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov; pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov;
ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 1:53 PM
Subject: Possible StarTran passport price increase
I strongly oppose increasing the cost of passports for StarTran's
"Ride for Five" and HandiVan programs. That can't possibly be
the
place you all can find to raise revenue, and it surely would only
be
a drop in the bucket, especially when you coonsider the
diminished returns as ridership drops. Why do these "hard
decisions" always land on those who can afford it the least?
Debora Barnes-Josiah
7125 Oxford Rd
Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

campjon@aol.com

To arlene.rea@nsea.org

07/18/2006 04:15 PM

cc tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov
bcc
Subject Re: StarTran fares

Arlene:
Thanks for your thoughts!
Jon
Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: arlene.rea@nsea.org
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; campjon@aol.com
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 10:18 AM
Subject: StarTran fares
Dear Mr. Camp,
I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan
programs. The poor and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no transportation. Please
don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase. Please oppose raising the
cost of these programs.
StarTran has seen a significant increase in bus ridership due to the "Ride for Five" program. A
survey of “Ride for Five” users revealed they use the bus primarily to get to work and medical
appointments, and for grocery shopping. By providing reduced-rate bus passes, more individuals
are able to use public transportation for daily activities, including seeking, securing and
maintaining employment. Pricing passports out of reach of the poor is contrary to efforts to
provide tools to families struggling to become self sufficient and for those who simply have no
other option.
The HandiVan program is essential to the disabled who have no other transportation options.
Many, if not most, in this population live on limited incomes. A 50% increase potentially would
be devastating and prohibit people with disabilities from traveling for shopping, doctor
appointments, social events and other important and essential activities.
Arlene Rea
6157 Old Farm Court
Lincoln, NE68512

Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 05:19 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: Lincoln Commission on Human Rights

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: kathleen@vpowerslaw.com
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; jcook@lincoln.ne.gov; reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov;
dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov; amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov; pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov;
ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 4:50 PM
Subject: Lincoln Commission on Human Rights
Dear City Council Members:
I am opposed to placing any proposed budget cuts regarding the Lincoln Commission on Human Rights on the
council’s agenda for tomorrow and am adamantly opposed to the implementation of any budget cuts to the LCHR.
Any cuts to that agency would be devastating to the enforcement of the anti-discrimination laws within the city of
Lincoln.
Specifically, the LCHR is the only agency with the authority to investigate and enforce the anti-discrimination
ordinance in the City of Lincoln. The LCHR has jurisdiction to investigate claims of employment involving
employers who employ 5-15 persons. State and federal statutes do not cover these small employers. The LCHR
has performs a significant amount of work in the area of outreach for the public on anti-discrimination laws in
employment and housing, educates employers and employees as to their rights and sponsors tremendously
beneficial seminars on employment and housing on a near annual basis.
Any cut to their small staff would severely hinder the ability of the LCHR to enforce our City’s VERY
IMPORTANT Anti –Discrimination statutes. Enforcing these important ordinances requires the agency be
adequately staffed.
Thank you.
Kathleen M. Neary
Vincent M. Powers & Associates
411 South 13th Street, Suite 300
Lincoln, NE68508
402.474.8000
402.474.5006 (fax)

Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 05:30 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: StarTran fares

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: campjon@aol.com
To: arlene.rea@nsea.org
Cc: lworth@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 5:23 PM
Subject: Re: StarTran fares
Arlene:
Larry Worth of StarTran can provide that information. I am copying him on this email.
Best regards,
Jon
Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: arlene.rea@nsea.org
To: campjon@aol.com
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 11:30 AM
Subject: RE: StarTran fares
Jon,
What are the actual figures for the ridership with the new “ride for five” as to previous use? I am learning about
this situation as I write. I don’t know that a distinction needs to be made between the needy and those not needy. If
ridership is up significantly and paying for the costs, then leave as is. Another possibility would be to issue
vouchers to those who are needy according to their identified status (if that is possible.)
Arlene
-----Original Message-----

From: campjon@aol.com [mailto:campjon@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 18, 2006 10:54 AM
To: Rea, Arlene [NE]
Subject: Re: StarTran fares

Arlene:
Thank you for your thoughts. This is a tough item. . .please do not forget the initial reduction the
Council made last year to create the "ride for five", which, as I recall was reduced from $30. .
.about an 84% reduction.
One other consideration is that quite a few individuals have taken advantage of the lower $5 rate
who previously used the standard $30 rate. Any suggestions on how to distinguish between the
"absolute needy" and these others who were more able to tolerate a $30 rate?
Thanks.
Jon
Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: arlene.rea@nsea.org
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; campjon@aol.com
Sent: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 10:18 AM
Subject: StarTran fares
Dear Mr. Camp,
I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan
programs. The poor and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no transportation. Please
don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase. Please oppose raising the
cost of these programs.
StarTran has seen a significant increase in bus ridership due to the "Ride for Five" program. A
survey of “Ride for Five” users revealed they use the bus primarily to get to work and medical
appointments, and for grocery shopping. By providing reduced-rate bus passes, more individuals
are able to use public transportation for daily activities, including seeking, securing and
maintaining employment. Pricing passports out of reach of the poor is contrary to efforts to
provide tools to families struggling to become self sufficient and for those who simply have no
other option.
The HandiVan program is essential to the disabled who have no other transportation options.
Many, if not most, in this population live on limited incomes. A 50% increase potentially would
be devastating and prohibit people with disabilities from traveling for shopping, doctor

appointments, social events and other important and essential activities.
Arlene Rea
6157 Old Farm Court
Lincoln, NE 68512

Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.
Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

07/19/2006 09:49 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: budget concerns

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: agk7@juno.com
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; jcook@lincoln.ne.gov; reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov;
dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov; amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov; pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov;
ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Wed, 19 Jul 2006 8:31 AM
Subject: Re: budget concerns
Sorry I forgot the subject line in my first message - didn't want you to miss my message. Thank
you, Arliene.
On Wed, 19 Jul 2006 08:26:09 -0500 Arliene Kobza <agk7@juno.com> writes:
Concerning the budget being worked on, please be cautious about making cuts in services to the
disabled. Most of these folks MUST depend on city transportation, and the discounts they
receive are needed for their well-being. Putting ourselves in their place, not able to jump into a
car and go where one pleases, helps understand the problems many face.
Thank you for your help in NOT taking away some of their valuable services.
Arliene Kobza

The less you want, the richer you will be.
The less you want, the richer you will be.
Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

campjon@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

07/19/2006 09:50 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: proposed increase in Ride For Five

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council
City Council Office: 441-8793

-----Original Message----From: cpeterse@ci.lincoln.ne.us
To: jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Wed, 19 Jul 2006 9:34 AM
Subject: proposed increase in Ride For Five
Please oppose any increase in cost to this program. Many
individuals
living on disability income due to mental illness live on very
fixed
incomes. They cannot own vehicles due to the cost and certainly
can't
afford cab fare. By the time these people pay for housing, food,
and
medication co pays, they have trouble coming up with the current
$5 for
the pass. (At the risk of sounding dramatic) It's also
important to
know that the current heat wave puts them literally at risk of
death if
they have to walk because of a lowered heat tolerance caused by
much of
the medication they need to take to remain out of the hospital.
Thank you for opposing this measure on behalf of clients of mine
here at
the Community Mental Health Center of Lancaster county.
Carol Petersen LMHP, LCSW, LPN
Licensed Mental Health Professional

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any

attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies
of the original message.
Check out AOL.com today. Breaking news, video search, pictures, email and IM. All on
demand. Always Free.

"Robin Eschliman"
<robine@neb.rr.com>
07/17/2006 07:18 PM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Support

Please post on the Thursday website
Robin Eschliman
----- Original Message ----From: "John Laflin" <jlaflin@pinnbank.com>
To: <AMcRoy@McCrealty.com>; <ksvoboda@alltel.net>; <CAMPJON@aol.com>;
<JCookCC@aol.com>; <dmarvin@neb.rr.com>; <PatteNewman@neb.rr.com>;
<Robine@neb.rr.com>
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2006 2:15 PM
Subject: Support
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>

I support efforts to reduce the budget impact of the property valuation
increases, and urge you to prioritize increased investment in LPED and
maintainance of General Fund support ($1.1M) for the Capital Improvements
Program budget.
John S. Laflin
Vice President
Pinnacle Bank-Lincoln, NE
PH: 402-434-3125
FAX: 402-434-3129

"Robin Eschliman"
<robine@neb.rr.com>
07/17/2006 09:22 PM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Fw: City budget

Please forward to the council and put on the internet Thursday.

Robin Eschliman
----- Original Message ----From: Pella, Steve
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2006 8:39 PM
Subject: City budget
I understand the Mayor's city budget will soon be addressed by the Council. I wanted to send a short note to you
in support of efforts to reduce the budget impact of the property valuation increases, the prioritization of LPED
investment, & support for the capital improvements program. I wish you well on your efforts.
Steve Pella
Aquila

"Robin Eschliman"
<robine@neb.rr.com>
07/17/2006 07:15 PM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Budget

Please post on the website this Thursday.
Robin Eschliman

----- Original Message ----From: Teresa Predmore
To: Robine@neb.rr.com
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2006 6:42 PM
Subject: Budget
[IMAGE]

July 17, 2006

Dear City Council:

I support efforts to reduce the reliance on property taxes in the current budget. Action by city
government that takes full-advantage of the recent increases in real estate valuations does not
reflect prudent management of public funds and negatively impacts those homeowners that can
afford it least.

Increases in the city budget that reflect the costs of inflation are expected and understandable. I
agree with the Lincoln Chamber of Commerce that increases for direct costs associated with the
construction of infrastructure and the creation of jobs are good investments made on behalf of
the entire community. Other spending that exceeds inflation takes unfair advantage of Lincoln’s
homeowners and business owners.

As a member of the Lincoln business community and taxpayer I request that the Lincoln City
Council show restraint in this budget by lowering the tax rate and not taking full advantage of
recent property valuation increase.

Respectfully submitted,

Teresa Predmore
Teresa Predmore
Woods Bros Realty ~ Lincolnshire
7141 "A" Street
Lincoln, NE 68510
(402) 499-0068 ~ Cell phone
Please click here to view my website:

www.teresapredmore.woodsbros.com

"Robin Eschliman"
<robine@neb.rr.com>

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc

07/17/2006 07:17 PM

bcc
Subject Fw: Budget and Property Taxes

Please post on the Thursday website.
Robin Eschliman

----- Original Message ----From: Doug Rotthaus
To: Patte Newman ; Ken Svoboda ; Annette McRoy ; Robin Eschliman ; Dan Marvin ; Jon
Camp ; Jonathan Cook
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2006 2:36 PM
Subject: Budget and Property Taxes

REALTORS® Association of Lincoln
8231 Beechwood Drive, Lincoln, NE68510

·

402-441-3620

·

www.LincolnREALTORS.com

July 17, 2006

Dear City Council:

The REALTORS® Association of Lincoln supports efforts to reduce the reliance on property
taxes in the current budget. Action by city government that takes full-advantage of the recent
increases in real estate valuations does not reflect prudent management of public funds and
negatively impacts those homeowners that can afford it least.

Increases in the city budget that reflect the costs of inflation are expected and understandable.
The REALTORS® Association of Lincoln agrees with the Lincoln Chamber of Commerce that
increases for direct costs associated with the construction of infrastructure and the creation of
jobs are good investments made on behalf of the entire community. Other spending that exceeds

inflation takes unfair advantage of Lincoln’s homeowners and business owners.

The REALTORS® Association of Lincoln requests that the Lincoln City Council show restraint
in this budget by lowering the tax rate and not taking full advantage of recent property valuation
increase.

Respectfully submitted,

REALTORS® Association of Lincoln
Douglas H. Rotthaus, Executive Vice President
------------------------------------------------------Notice: If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail message, any use, distribution or copying of the message
is prohibited. Please notify the sender by reply email and destroy the original message and all copies. Thank you.

July 14, 2006

Ms. Robin Eschliman
Lincoln City Council
555 So. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
Dear Councilwoman Eschliman,
We would like to jointly thank you for your support of the Lincoln Partnership for Economic
Development for the past decade. As you are aware, we have increased significantly the
economic vibrancy of Lincoln and the Lincoln area since 1996 when the partnership was formed
between the city and the Lincoln Chamber of Commerce. You are to be commended for your
dedication to increasing the standard of living for Lincoln residents.
The Partnership was formed with the intent of a nearly equal contribution to economic
development by both the private and public sector. Originally, this was accomplished through an
annual contribution of $300,000 by the private sector investors and a $250,000 investment by the
City of Lincoln.
However, after the Angelou Report in 2003, the private sector significantly increased its
investment in recruiting and retaining quality jobs to Lincoln, doubling its previous efforts to
$600,000 annually. This was accomplished through the vision of a number of community
leaders, including members of previous and current city councils. Currently, the City of
Lincoln’s annual investment is $255,000.
We are now approaching another crossroads for economic development in Lincoln.
Despite a number of successes in the previous three years, it has become clear we have a
significant competitive disadvantage with communities both larger and smaller in recruiting and
retaining the kind of jobs Lincoln has targeted for growth opportunities.
While we are working with an $800,000 annual budget, other communities have available as
much as $3-$4 million annually. These are communities we compete with regularly for business
recruitment projects, communities that compete for new research and development activities and
communities that compete for our “best and brightest” business leaders and entrepreneurs trained
by Lincoln education institutions. Many of these communities see $1 million or more available
annually from public sector sources.
We are going to be approaching additional private sector investors with the intent of raising an
additional $250,000. However, once we accomplish this, we will have defeated the original

purpose of the “Partnership”, with the private sector supporting economic development by nearly
a ratio of 4:1. This is at a time when more than ever it is important for the City of Lincoln to
invest in those activities that will expand the base of taxpayers in the community and assist in
increasing sales tax receipts.
An investment in quality jobs is imperative in assuring that the current budget situation is only a
minor blip on Lincoln’s economic landscape.
We are requesting that the City of Lincoln increase its annual investment in economic
development through the contract with the Lincoln Chamber Economic Development
Corporation by a sum of $245,000, raising the total to $500,000 annually. These funds will be
used to expand our efforts particularly in marketing, entrepreneurship and business retention and
expansion.
We look forward to discussing these issues with you further and would welcome an open and
frank dialog on improving the quality of life for Lincoln residents.
Sincerely,

Richard Campbell, Chairman
Lincoln Chamber of Commerce

cc Mayor Coleen Seng

Frank H. Hilsabeck, Co-Chair
Lincoln Partnership for Economic Development

Tammy J Grammer /Notes
07/18/2006 08:23 AM

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
bcc
Subject Fw: Tax Levy

Council,
See E-Mail below. I will list it on the Directors' Agenda for July 24th. Thanks.
Tammy Grammer
----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 07/18/2006 08:21 AM ----"Robin Eschliman"
<robine@neb.rr.com>

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>

07/17/2006 06:52 PM

cc
Subject Fw: Tax Levy

Tammy, please forward to council members and post on the web

Robin Eschliman
----- Original Message ----From: Ken Doty
To: reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Monday, July 17, 2006 5:46 PM
Subject: Tax Levy
Hello Robin (Thanks for Listening)
I'm asking you to vote for a TAX Levy decrease to offset the property tax revenue increase.
I disagree with the idea of giving additional resources or increasing budgets when cuts are warranted.
We need to identify ways to reduce spending and high "Property Taxes". If reduction and efficiency are not
possible, please ensure additional revenue will be utilized to increase city growth.
Ken Doty
President
Triadix, Inc.
ABLE Member

Robin Eschliman
<reschliman@naifmarealty.co
m>
07/18/2006 10:51 AM

To "'tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov'" <tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Tom Osborne's comments on keno

Tammy, please forward this press release to Council and put on the website this Thursday.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------July 17, 2006, Lincoln, Nebraska, USA– Today at a 9:00a.m. news conference on the West steps
of the Nebraska State Capitol, Congressman Tom Osborne announced that he and Nancy
will lead the effort to “Stop the Slots”. Congressman Osborne also said “Every member of
Congress that I have spoken with, that has gambling in their state, wishes it had never
come.”.

Other prominent speakers at today’s event were, former assistant Nebraskafootball coach, Ron
Brown who is now the Director of “Fellowship of Christian Athletes” and Dave Bydalek,
Director of “Family First” a division of “Focus on the Family”.

Ron Brown stated, “Gambling is prevalent in the sports arena and has been a detriment to
our youth. Adding slot machines throughout Nebraskawould just make the problem
worse.”.

Dave Bydalek said, “We plan to be an active part of the coalition. We care about families
and these proposed slot machines will cause more divorces, embezzlement, crime and
children without enough food to eat or clothes to wear.”

Pat Loontjer stated:

“We are thrilled that Nancy and Congressman Tom Osborne have stepped forward to
become coaches of our grassroots effort,” said Loontjer. “Tom & Nancy will be joined by
concerned citizens from all walks of life including former Husker players, prominent
members of the clergy, business leaders and elected officials.”

“Gambling with the Good Life”, is gearing up our statewide effort to oppose the gambling
proposals, which could inundate Nebraskawith slot machines and possibly casinos.

“We believe that both expanded gambling proposals are illegal in that they violate
Nebraska’s moratorium, which prevents the same subject from being on the ballot within 3
years. We are grateful that Secretary of State John Gale has seen fit to ban the Nevada
portion and we have authorized our attorneys to file an Amicus Brief in support of Mr.
Gale’s stand. We are disappointed that Mr. Gale did not take the advice of his own
attorney, Attorney General Jon Bruning, and keep the keno petition also off of the ballot.
The keno slot machine proposal does not make any sense since our constitution does not
allow that type of gambling. Because they will be on the ballot, we are increasing our
statewide campaign to inform the voters of the horrible consequences of this measure. Our
research indicates that there are currently 620 keno licenses in Nebraskaand each one is
capable of having “unlimited” slot machines. This would destroy our economy and hurt
our families. Slot machines are the crack cocaine of gambling. We must stand up and fight
this threat and we welcome every Nebraskan who loves this state to stand with us.”

“We are Nebraskans who love our state and don’t want to see Nevadaor Nebraska
gambling interests destroy our good life for their own selfish gain,” said Loontjer. “We are
parents and grandparents who don’t want to leave a legacy of slot machines and casinos for
generations to come”.

“Gambling with the Good Life” has led the successful fight against gambling expansion in
Nebraskasince 1995. In 2004 the group coordinated efforts that defeated a seven million dollar
campaign by Nevadagambling interests to bring casinos and slot machines to Nebraska.

Sent by Good News Service. GoodNewsService@cox.net5611 Howard Street, Omaha, NE 68106
402-558-0463

###

"Dan Marvin"
<dmarvin@neb.rr.com>
07/18/2006 03:41 PM

To "Tammy Bogenreif" <TBogenreif@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc
bcc
Subject e-mails

These are e-mails that I have received on the proposed bus fare increase
Dan
From: "Deb Daily" <ddaily@centerforpeopleinneed.org>
To: <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<campjon@aol.com>,
<reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>
Cc: "Deb Daily" <ddaily@centerforpeopleinneed.org>
Subject:
Date: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 12:31:34 -0500
Message-ID:
<3C2FC18FF25CF649B3D12952E54C01F566F312@svr01.centerforpeopleinneed.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Priority: 3 (Normal)
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.6604 (9.0.2911.0)
X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V6.00.2900.2869
X-MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 12:31:24 PM,Serialize by Router on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 12:31:55 PM, Serialize complete at 07/18/2006 12:31:55 PM
X-imss-version: 2.041
X-imss-result: Passed
X-imss-scanInfo: M:P L:E SM:0
X-imss-tmaseResult: TT:0 TS:0.0000 TC:00 TRN:0 TV:3.52.1006(14574.003)
X-imss-scores: Clean:99.90000 C:2 M:3 S:5 R:5
X-imss-settings: Baseline:2 C:1 M:1 S:1 R:1 (0.1500 0.1500)
X-MS-Has-Attach:
X-MS-TNEF-Correlator:
Importance: Normal
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0034_01C6AA80.9B4F5040"

How disappointing to learn that we are just getting StarTran’s Ride for 5 program up, running and now we are
going to increase the price of the pass for those who are struggling in our economy the most. StarTran was running
with empty buses. This program has helped with the ridership. Now you pass bus stops and people are actually
waiting for the bus. I struggle to understand why we are always taking from the poor and ignoring those who can
pay.

Please oppose increasing by 50% the fares for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan
programs. The low- and fixed-income will be harmed and many left with no transportation.
Please don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase.

Deb Daily
Director of Operations
Center for People in Need
Phone: 402-476-4357
Fax: 402-476-4358
E-mail: ddaily@centerforpeopleinneed.org

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
From: <dbjosiah@windstream.net>
To: <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: Possible StarTran passport price increase
Date: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 13:53:01 -0500
Message-ID:
<20060718185301.PSGW4897.ispmxmta06-srv.windstream.net@webmail-relay.alltel.ne
t>
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Priority: 3 (Normal)
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Openwave WebEngine, version 2.8.19 (webedge20-101-1110-20050615)
X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V6.00.2900.2869
X-MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 01:52:51 PM,Serialize by Router on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 01:53:11 PM, Serialize complete at 07/18/2006 01:53:11 PM
X-imss-version: 2.041
X-imss-result: Passed
X-imss-scanInfo: M:P L:E SM:0
X-imss-tmaseResult: TT:0 TS:0.0000 TC:00 TRN:0 TV:3.52.1006(14574.003)
X-imss-scores: Clean:23.25829 C:2 M:3 S:5 R:5
X-imss-settings: Baseline:2 C:1 M:1 S:1 R:1 (0.1500 0.1500)
Importance: Normal
Content-Type: text/plain;
charset="iso-8859-1"
I strongly oppose increasing the cost of passports for StarTran's
"Ride for Five" and HandiVan programs. That can't possibly be the
place you all can find to raise revenue, and it surely would only be
a drop in the bucket, especially when you coonsider the
diminished returns as ridership drops. Why do these "hard
decisions" always land on those who can afford it the least?
Debora Barnes-Josiah
7125 Oxford Rd
From: "Ted Kessler" <TKessler@TOHAASTIRE.COM>
To: "Annette McRoy" <amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>,

"Coleen Seng"

<mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>, "Dan Marvin" <dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>,
"Jon Camp"
<jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>, "Jonathan Cook" <jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>,
"Ken
Svoboda" <ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>, "Patte Newman" <pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>,
"Robin Eschliman" <reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: Bus Fare Increase
Date: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 12:24:03 -0500
Message-ID: <FCELKJPJEFHJAMBMLICBKENBGKAA.TKessler@tohaastire.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Priority: 3 (Normal)
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook IMO, Build 9.0.6604 (9.0.2911.0)
X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V6.00.2900.2869
X-MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 12:24:03 PM,Serialize by Router on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 12:24:36 PM, Serialize complete at 07/18/2006 12:24:36 PM
X-imss-version: 2.041
X-imss-result: Passed
X-imss-scanInfo: M:P L:E SM:0
X-imss-tmaseResult: TT:0 TS:0.0000 TC:00 TRN:0 TV:3.52.1006(14574.003)
X-imss-scores: Clean:36.99359 C:2 M:3 S:5 R:5
X-imss-settings: Baseline:2 C:1 M:1 S:1 R:1 (0.1500 0.1500)
Importance: Normal
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0038_01C6AA80.9B51C140"
With rising gas prices, now is not the time to increase bus fares. Especially for those with lower incomes. Instead
we should be working toward increasing ridership. Please oppose any increases.
Thank you.
Ted Kessler
Lincoln
Reply-To: "Susan Scott" <susanscott@alltel.net>
From: "Susan Scott" <susanscott@alltel.net>
To: <dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: Ride for $7.50
Date: Tue, 18 Jul 2006 09:58:26 -0500
Message-ID: <002901c6aa7a$9fd92ce0$3700000a@sscott>
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Priority: 3 (Normal)
X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 6.00.2800.1807
X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft MimeOLE V6.00.2900.2869
X-MIMETrack: Itemize by SMTP Server on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 10:02:05 AM,Serialize by Router on
notesrv01.ci.lincoln.ne.us/Notes(Release 6.5.5|November 30, 2005) at
07/18/2006 10:02:23 AM, Serialize complete at 07/18/2006 10:02:23 AM
X-imss-version: 2.040
X-imss-result: Passed
X-imss-scanInfo: M:P L:E SM:0
X-imss-tmaseResult: TT:0 TS:0.0000 TC:00 TRN:0 TV:3.52.1006(14574.003)
X-imss-scores: Clean:75.32470 C:2 M:4 S:5 R:5
X-imss-settings: Baseline:2 C:1 M:1 S:1 R:1 (0.1500 0.1500)
Importance: Normal

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
boundary="----=_NextPart_000_003C_01C6AA80.9B51C140"

Dan,
I hope that you will not consider increasing the Ride for Five rates for the budget. I cannot believe that raising it
would add that much to the budget and it is truly for the poor that need that access to transportation. Thanks for
your help.
Susan
Susan Scott
402 474 5801 P/Fax
YWCA Lincoln
1432 N Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
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Dear Mr. Marvin,

I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan
programs. The poor and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no transportation. Please
don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase. Please oppose raising the
cost of these programs.

StarTran has seen a significant increase in bus ridership due to the "Ride for Five" program. A
survey of “Ride for Five” users revealed they use the bus primarily to get to work and medical
appointments, and for grocery shopping. By providing reduced-rate bus passes, more individuals
are able to use public transportation for daily activities, including seeking, securing and
maintaining employment. Pricing passports out of reach of the poor is contrary to efforts to
provide tools to families struggling to become self sufficient and for those who simply have no
other option.

The HandiVan program is essential to the disabled who have no other transportation options.
Many, if not most, in this population live on limited incomes. A 50% increase potentially would
be devastating and prohibit people with disabilities from traveling for shopping, doctor
appointments, social events and other important and essential activities.

Arlene Rea
6157 Old Farm Court
Lincoln, NE68512
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Dan
I work at Fresh Start Home - a shelter for women who are homeless. When the women arrive,
one of the first tools we work with them to obtain is a bus pass. The Ride for Five program has
been a life saver for our budget as well as the women who call Fresh Start their home. Often in
the first month, we purchase the pass for women.
During their first month, the women are able to conduct important business -- securing
identification, meeting with workers at HHS and traveling to medical and counseling
appointments. They then search for a job on the bus route.
Once they have secured employment, they begin the arduous journey to pay for drug/alcohol
treatment, back child support, utility bills, court costs, and a small portion of their paycheck
goes toward rent at Fresh Start.
Raising the price of the monthly bus pass will hinder our agency, as we simply won't be able to
purchase as many passes for women. And women who are working at minimum wage jobs,
often part time due to their limited capacity, will be unable to afford the small increase.
I strongly urge you as a council member to speak for the homeless, near homeless and low
income population of our city. Please be a voice for those who often scream without sound.
Please support the Ride for Five program as it exists now.
Thank You,
Tiffany Mullison
Executive Director
Fresh Start Home
475-7777
tiffanym@freshstarthome.org
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Please reconsider the move to increase rates for our city's most vulnerable. The bus system is used primarily by the
elderly, less affluent, disabled and youth to get around our city. My suggestion to increase revenue is to make the
bus system more attractive to the regular "Joe and Josephine." A clever marketing plan playing off of rising gas
prices and desire to save money, time and convenience would be a good place to spend time. I believe we do a poor
job of promoting our bus services in general. To penalize the people who need and rely on it most is a disservice.
Thanks for your consideration.
Kathryn Witte

Kathryn Witte
Communications Director
2641 N 49th St.
P.O. Box 4553
Lincoln, NE 68504-0553
402-499-1009 Cell
402-464-5994 Work
402-464-6203 Fax
kwitte@umcneb.org
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I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and
HandiVan programs. The poor and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no
transportation. Please don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an
increase. Please oppose raising the cost of these programs.

StarTran has seen a significant increase in bus ridership due to the "Ride for Five" program. A
survey of “Ride for Five” users revealed they use the bus primarily to get to work and medical
appointments, and for grocery shopping. By providing reduced-rate bus passes, more
individuals are able to use public transportation for daily activities, including seeking, securing
and maintaining employment. Pricing passports out of reach of the poor is contrary to efforts to
provide tools to families struggling to become self sufficient and for those who simply have no
other option.

The HandiVan program is essential to the disabled who have no other transportation options.
Many, if not most, in this population live on limited incomes. A 50% increase potentially would
be devastating and prohibit people with disabilities from traveling for shopping, doctor
appointments, social events and other important and essential activities.
-----------------Jeanette Nakada
Publications Specialist
1126 F St, #9
Lincoln NE 68508
402.476.5768
jnakada@neb.rr.com
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City Council Representatives,it seems counter-intuitive to me (or maybe just mean spirited) that public
transportation prices would increase at the very same time that gas prices are getting so prohibitive that people
literally can no longer afford to drive their own vehicles. Instead,these very same folks are using busses,since they
have to get to work. I have observed people waiting at bus stops in my neighborhood where there never were
“waiters” before.
I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan programs.
The poor and vulnerable (many of whom don’t even own vehicles) will be harmed and many left with no
transportation. Please don'tplace this burden on those least able to afford such an increase.
Please oppose raising the cost of these programs. Public transportation is an essential city service that needs to be
available for all citizens. Without it,many Lincolnites will not have access to jobs and essential services that add to
their well-being and our community’s economy.

Nancy Intermill
4010 B St
Lincoln,NE68510
402-484-5657

" What you think you create,what you feel you attract,what you imagine you become."
Unknown
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Please vote against raising the bus pass prices for handicapped and low income people.
Linda Ager
3901 S 27 St, #22
Lincoln, NE 68502

"RAYMOND LARSON"
<rdlarson.ss@earthlink.net>
07/13/2006 06:18 PM
Please respond to
"RAYMOND LARSON"
<rdlarson.ss@earthlink.net>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Lincoln Fire Department

As a concerned Citizen and regestered Voter I strongly urge the council to get activily involved in resolving the
latest crisis within the Lincoln Fire Department. First the taking over of the Emergency Ambulance Service and
now the Fiasco with the contract specifications apparently not being meet on the purchase of new Fire Trucks. An
investigation by the Lincoln Police Department smacks of a cover-up. In order to resolve this once and for all to
the satisfaction of the Tax payers and voters of Lincoln, a outside agency who has nothing to lose or gain politically
from this need to be engaged to do this investigation. The citizens, tax payers, voters are demanding this and
asking for the council to take appropriate action soonest.
Raymond D. Larson

"Dean Hoag"
<Dean.Hoag@ubt.com>
07/14/2006 11:28 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <Ksvobada@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>, <dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>,
cc
bcc
Subject City Budget

Dear City Counsel,
It is coming up to budget time. I would like to make one suggestion with respect to the budget and trying to hold the
line on spending. You are being presented with an increase in taxing power due to the new property valuation that
the County Assessor has handed down. I implore you to look to the employee match that the City of Lincoln
provide its employees.
I am a small business owner that has been employed by large corporations, Wells Fargo, Nationwide Insurance,
Continental Western Insurance and Homeservices of America, none of which provided such a great 2 to 1, up to 6%
of salary, 401K match. The best match was a 1 to 1 match up to the 6% contribution limit.
I understand past need for the City of Lincoln to be competitive with the private sector in attracting and retaining
good employees, but as the Lincoln Journal Star article has pointed out, there is no need this inequity to continue to
exist.
I would recommend a maximum of a 1 to 1 match, up to 6% of the salary.
This is one of many areas that needs to be reviewed and discussed.
I thank you for your time and consideration.
Dean Hoag, Jr.
President
Union Title Company
3800 Normal Blvd.
Lincoln, NE 68506
Phone: 402-323-1880
Fax: 402-488-2834

**********************************************************
The information in this email is confidential proprietary property of Union Bank and Trust
Company.
If you are not the intended recipient be advised that you have received this email in error and any
use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of it is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this email in error you should notify the sender by return email and delete
this message from your computer system.
It is the responsibility of the addressee to scan this mail and any attachments for computer
viruses or other defects. The sender does not accept liability for any loss or damage of any
nature, however caused, which may result directly or indirectly from this email or any file
attached.

"Bob Norris"
<bnorris@nebraskasign.com>
07/14/2006 03:43 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc "bbohrer@lcoc.com" <bbohrer@LCOC.com>
bcc
Subject City budget

Members of the City CouncilI am writing to ask that you strongly consider approving the requests forwarded to you by the Lincoln Chamber of
Commerce. Increasing LPED funding will be a very positive economic development move. Restoring the money
to the CIP that is being shifted to the City's general operating fund is a must. Our infrastructure needs are critical
and money needs to be added to the CIP not shifted away.
I assume the Chamber ahas forwarded to you it's Budget Resolution. I hope you have all read it and look upon it
favorably. To me, one of the most important points is the comment about looking a few years into the future and
working toward long term solutions intead of annually putting band-aids on budget problems(mostly personnel
issues).
I thank you for your consideration of the issues the Chamber is advancing; I think you will find them positive for
the City of Lincoln.
Bob Norris
Nebraska Neon Sign Company

Singoutpam@aol.com

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

07/17/2006 10:45 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Re: Ride for Five and HandiVan Programs

Please oppose increasing the cost of passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan programs. The poor
and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no transportation. Please don't place this burden on those least
able to afford it.
Please oppose raising the cost of these programs.

"Carita Baker"
<cb41051@alltel.net>
07/18/2006 10:32 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Ride for Five Program

Lincoln City Council:
Why would we spoil a good thing? People who rely on this transportation
program are our most vunerable citizens, whom we should be helping not
hindering. Surely you can work a little harder and find other ways to meet
whatever budget goals you are trying to meet. Don't increase these fares.
Sincerely,
Carita Baker
Lincoln Ne.

NTurner@ci.lincoln.ne.us

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 04:35 PM

cc
bcc
Subject re: increased price for ride for 5

Please, Please ,Please reject the proposal to raise the fare for disabled
and ride for 5 customers. Low income people have enough challenges living
in a college town where wages are unbelievably low. Disabled individuals
have great challenges due to fixed incomes. Please reject the increase.
Thank You !!

Topcarf@aol.com

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 05:54 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Ride for Five

Council members,
I am writing you to urge that the Ride for Five, StarTran's low income bus service, continue at
the current $5 per month rate.
At the Community Mental Health Center we serve over 5,000 individuals, 95% of whom fall
below the poverty guideline. CMHC is also the point of sale for Ride for Five bus passes for
individuals on General Assistance.
The bus pass program for low income citizens has been appreciated. And I firmly believe this
program has helped people to get to work, day programs, medical appointments and essential
services i.e. laundry, and groceries. The people I work with have no other transportation
alternative.
Our city is more livable and accessible when we truly respond to the poor and indigent among
us.
Please oppose any increases in the Ride for Five and HandiVan StarTrans service.
Dean Settle, Executive Director
Community Mental Health Center
2201 S. 17th Street
Lincoln, NE 68502
441-6603
dsettle@lancaster.ne.gov

"Gwelda Carlson"
<gjcarlson@alltel.net>
07/18/2006 08:53 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject $$ increase in public transportation

To: Lincoln City Council
From: Gwelda Carlson
Re: proposed increase in public transpiration
I am a parent of an adult individual with a developmental disability. He must depend on both the city bus system
and the handivan bus system for transportation. Because of social security benefits, he is not allowed to have
personal assets of more than $2000......ever. He is on a very limited income. An increase in public transportation
costs WILL affect his monthly financial obligations. Please consider these individuals as you discuss and make
decisions for increasing the bus prices. I urge you not to increase these fees for individuals with limited income
and with disabilities.

GARYDORN@aol.com

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

07/18/2006 09:33 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Please Oppose Increasing StarTran Charges.

I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran's "Ride for Five" and HandiVan
programs. The poor and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no transportation. Please
don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase. Please oppose raising the
cost of these programs. Many people have little or no funds to support this increase and this is
their only means of transportation.
Thank You
Gary Dorn
488-5759

"Michael Wylie"
<mwylie1951@hotmail.com>
07/18/2006 09:47 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Proposed Rate Hikes for StarTran

Dear City Councilmen and Councilwomen,
I urge you to oppose increasing StarTran passports for "Ride for Five" and
HandiVan programs. Many low income people and people who are too poor to
afford their own automobiles may be unable to afford the rate increases that
are being considered. They may be left with no transportation for getting
to work, the grocery store and other necessary destinations. Please don't
place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase. Please
OPPOSE raising the cost of these programs.
This is not a time to limit Lincoln citizens' use of mass transit. From
humanitarian, environmental, and international affairs perspectives, it is
right that we work to increase mass transit ridership, not limit it.
Taxpayers who are concerned about subsidizing bus ridership for others, will
be well served by doing so, because it will reduce demand on vehicular fuel,
which will lower their costs at the pump. Increased use of mass
transportation will reduce auto emissions, which will positively affect
global warming; and increased use of mass transit will lessen our
dependence on foreign fuels, which in turn will put less stress on our
relations with the oil producing nations of the world.
Can we be so poor of a community that we need to be on the wrong side of all
of these important issues??????
Michael Wylie
1951 Ryons 68502
402.304.3074
_________________________________________________________________
Don’t just search. Find. Check out the new MSN Search!
http://search.msn.click-url.com/go/onm00200636ave/direct/01/

"eapeterson"
<eapeterson@alltel.net>
07/19/2006 03:01 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Bus fares and hiandivan support

Please, as representatives of us Lincoln citizens, do not vote to increase bus fares for the elderly and disabled. This
morning's paper contains a story on Lincoln's being high in favorites places to live. Let us keep it that way for
those less fortunate who need bus service and handivan service by maintaining low rates for those people obviously
on limited income.
Elizabeth A. Peterson
4400 S. 80th Street #207
Lincoln, NE 68516

"Alan Dorland"
<adorland@neb.rr.com>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc

07/18/2006 06:07 PM

bcc
Subject Omaha City Council passed a concealed-carry ordinance on
a 5-2 vote
today

[IMAGE]

In case you missed it folks, this was reported in this morning’s Omaha World Herald:

“The Omaha City Council passed a concealed-carry ordinance on a 5-2 vote today.”

Thankfully, they had the courage to not usurp the votes of the people!

Councilman Jim Vokal said that he checked otrher states that have concealed carry and DID
NOT SEE
the law-abiding concealed carry going to raise crime rates and Vokal also said that he would
want to see a timeline to see how it is
going to reduce crime and POSSIBLY ADD SOME THINGS IN THE NEAR FUTURE (4 or 5
years).

See this in the World Hearld front top page in todays paper dated 7-18-06

I would strongly urge each of our Lincoln Councilmembers to follow Omaha’s lead. Please do
not ban the legal carry of concealed weapons within the city of Lincoln!
_________________________________________
Alan Dorland
th

6148 S. 94 Street
Lincoln, NE 68526

"Bob Boyce"
<r.boyce@mail.lcl.lib.ne.us>
07/18/2006 08:56 PM
Please respond to
<r.boyce@mail.lcl.lib.ne.us>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Re: Bike Lane Ordinance Changes

Ladies and Gentlemen of the City Council:
I wish to comment on
bike lanes. I see no
dealing with section
difficulties imposed

the proposed changes to the City ordinances related to
major problems with the changes, except for two points
10.48.180. The proposed changes do not deal with
on cyclists by the present ordiances.

Point 1: Bicyclists should not be restricted to a bike lane or to the
right-hand lane of traffic. Point 2: Bicyclists should not be required to
ride as far to the right as practicable no matter the circumstances.
Point 1: Restriction to the right-hand lane of traffic.
According to 10.48.180, cyclists must use a bike lane or the right-hand
lane of traffic.
As bicycles are a legal vehicle on the street, bicycle operators have the
same rights and responsibilities as motor vehicle operators. We therefore
have the right to use any lane of the roadway--but the ordinance denies us
that right.
This is particularly critical in downtown Lincoln, where bicyclists may be
passing other vehicles, turning left, avoiding buses, etc.
As written, 10.48.180 has no provision for the bicyclist moving at a speed
"with the normal flow of traffic" to pass or turn left! The distinction
being made in the ordinance is how fast the cyclist is traveling, not
whether he or she is traveling with other traffic. He or she is to remain in
the right-hand lane or bike lane, whatever the circumstances.
As written, 10.48.180 has no provision for *any* bicyclist
to move out of the right-hand lane to avoid a vehicle entering the roadway, to
avoid a pedestrian, to avoid a parked car backing out of a parking stall, etc.
Point 2: Riding as close as practicable to the right-hand side of the right
lane (or left-hand side of the left lane when turning left).
Slower cyclists must "stay as close as practicable
to the right-hand side of the right-hand travel lane," even if that puts them
right beside parked cars, or to the right of right-turning vehicles, or on
the edge of a lane too narrow to share.
Nebraska law makes exceptions to this rule when the lane is too narrow to
share, or for avoiding road hazards. Lincoln should follow Nebraska law, but
does not.
My suggestion would be that the restriction of cyclists to the right-hand
travel lane be entirely deleted, and that the reference to travel on the
right-hand edge of the road be amended to follow Nebraska law, as follows:
Cyclists traveling in the right-hand travel lane shall ride as close as
practicable to the right-hand edge, except when the lane is too narrow to
share, or there are road hazards.
.
I would be happy to discuss this with anyone who has any questions.
Please pass this on to those considering comments and changes to the
ordinance.

Thank you.
Bob Boyce
r.boyce@inetnebr.com
475-0783

"Alan" <ahersch@neb.rr.com>
07/18/2006 10:37 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Budget items

Thanks for all of your careful consideration on the City budget.
We urge you to consider two items to include:
1. Additional $250,000 for LPED. This is a tiny amount compared to other cities our size. Lincoln must foster
JOB GROWTH.
2. Retain designation of road funds for roads; don't allow them mingled into the general fund. We're way behind
on infrastructure development, and cannot afford to shift a penny to other uses.
Thanks!
Alan & Donna Hersch

jwjjr@concentric.net

To (Recipient list suppressed)

07/19/2006 02:31 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Open Letter to the Mayor and City Council

Dear Editor!
Please share this with the Mayor and the City Council -- and consider it for a Local View:

I stand for unfettered Second Amendment rights! Concealed carry complements the
Constitution. Mayor Seng's and her acting police chief's proposal contravenes it (sort of like
dictators from Joe Stalin, Adolph Hitler, Fidel Castro to Colleen Seng) -- demanding "law and
order" in lieu of public safety. The Founders believed that citizens have the right to defend
themselves -- especially against the government.
Only Supreme Court decisions since 1935 have turned us away from the Natural Law rights
embodied in the Constitution. Yet nearly forty states have re-authorized concealed carry.
Here's a typical Internet report on the "facts and figures" comparing gun deaths in Iraq and large
urban areas like our nation's capitol (it appears periodically with slightly changing numbers):
>>>If you consider that there have been an average of 160,000 troops in
>>>the Iraq theatre of operations during the last 22 months, and a total
>>>of 2,112 deaths, that gives a firearm death rate of 60 per 100,000
>>>soldiers, sailors, airmen, Marines and Coast Guardsmen.
>>>
>>>The firearm death rate in Washington D.C. is 80.6 per 100,000 for the
>>>same period.
>>>
>>>That means that you are more likely to be shot and killed in
>>>the U.S. capitol, which has some of the strictest gun control laws in
>>>the nation, than you are in Iraq.
>>>
>>>Conclusion: The U.S. should pull out of Washington!
What people like Seng and "the chief" don't mention is that (a) the bad guys will always
have guns and (b) police officers ALWAYS assume a suspect is armed until proven otherwise.
So, the risk to police officers can never increase with concealed carry while the safety of
ordinary citizens can
dramatically increase if the bad guys can not be sure that a potential victim is defenseless.

Moreover, police forces nationwide promote the myth that they "protect and serve." They do
none of the former and little of the latter.
When I am alone in a public place or in the privacy of my residence with no police
officer nearby (except perhaps in Dunkin Donuts), I am on my own. If a bad guy assaults me,
police failed to protect me -- so I have the right to protect myself! Don't I? Don't I? It's a no
brainer!
Except to statists like Seng and her ventriloquist police chief who told her what to say and how:
"Damn the Constitution! The
people have to be protected from themselves! We'll do that from the local burger joint, our squad
cars when we turn off
the radios, while we're filling out paperwork on some poor slob who made an illegal right turn on
red, or lit up a cigarette in a
local work place, or, should it happen, when someone actually
calls 911! Of course, once they call 911, the crime will have been committed when we arrive. So
forget the protect
part. That's when we move into our 'serve' mode. Trust me!"
Please, city council, save us from another erosion of only partially guaranteed Constitutional
rights, among them, the
right to keep and bear arms to protect ourselves, our families, our friends and from our
government!. If I abuse my concealed carry right, prosecute me!
If, on the other hand, I save my own life or someone else's, because the guys at the precinct were
busy not protecting me,
I live and maybe others do, too!
Sure, I appreciate the "serve" part -- but that comes after the failed "protect" part! I am sure my
family will be pleased after I am dead, having been unable to protect myself. Crimes, especially
fatal ones, rarely occur when police are on duty, in place and actually in their fabled "protection"
mode. In this regard, they are like firefighters. They wait for fires (and now, medical
emergencies) to happen and they certainly don't deter or protect. After disaster strikes, they do
indeed serve -- as bureaucrats. Well paid, too! Sorta like the mayor!
Lt Col Joseph W. Johnson, Jr., USAF Retired
2800 Woods Boulevard, No. 908
Lincoln, NE 68502-5844
402-423-1447

"Lori Yaeger"
<lyaeger@neb.rr.com>
07/19/2006 09:18 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject

Dear Council Members,
With the Conceal/Carry bill coming up for public debate on Monday, I wanted to submit an article for you to read
that has some actual facts that can be confirmed and not just the media’s slant on the issue. I continue to hear Chief
Cassidy spew off statistics as to why he’s against the conceal/carry law, but we have found hundreds of articles &
reports that completely state the opposite. We feel Chief Cassidy is Mayor Seng’s puppet because if he read and
researched actual facts, he wouldn’t be against the new law. I have to commend the Mayor and Police Chief for all
its efforts to implant and enforce scare tactics in citizens that aren’t properly informed on this issue.

I hope you will take a few minutes to read this article if you haven’t already. I think it will prove that the
conceal/carry law will be a safety benefit for our city. For a huge statistical reason on why the conceal/carry law is
a good one, just look at the research comparing the state of Virginiato Washington, DC.

I know you’ll have a long day on Monday and it will be a high stressed one, so thank you for your additional time
on this matter.
Lori Yaeger

"Lori Yaeger"
<lyaeger@neb.rr.com>
07/19/2006 02:40 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Here's that article, sorry.

IAn

interview with

John R. Lott, Jr.
author of More Guns, Less Crime: Understanding Crime and Gun Control Laws
[IMAGE]

Question: What does the title mean:More Guns, Less Crime ?
John R. Lott, Jr.: States with the largest increases in gun ownership also have the largest drops
in violent crimes. Thirty-one states now have such laws—called "shall-issue" laws. These laws
allow adults the right to carry concealed handguns if they do not have a criminal record or a
history of significant mental illness.
Question: It just seems to defy common sense that crimes likely to involve guns would be
reduced by allowing more people to carry guns. How do you explain the results?
[IMAGE]

John R. Lott, Jr.
John R. Lott, Jr. is a resident scholar at American Enterprise Institute. He was previously the John M. Olin Visiting Law and
Economics Fellow at the University of Chicago Law School.

Lott: Criminals are deterred by higher penalties. Just as higher arrest and conviction rates deter
crime, so does the risk that someone committing a crime will confront someone able to defend
him or herself. There is a strong negative relationship between the number of law-abiding
citizens with permits and the crime rate—as more people obtain permits there is a greater decline
in violent crime rates. For each additional year that a concealed handgun law is in effect the
murder rate declines by 3 percent, rape by 2 percent, and robberies by over 2 percent.
Concealed handgun laws reduce violent crime for two reasons. First, they reduce the number of
attempted crimes because criminals are uncertain which potential victims can defend themselves.
Second, victims who have guns are in a much better position to defend themselves.
Question: What is the basis for these numbers?

Lott: The analysis is based on data for all 3,054 counties in the United Statesduring 18 years
from 1977 to 1994.
Question: Your argument about criminals and deterrence doesn't tell the whole story. Don't
statistics show that most people are killed by someone they know?
Lott: You are referring to the often-cited statistic that 58 percent of murder victims are killed by
either relatives or acquaintances. However, what most people don't understand is that this
"acquaintance murder" number also includes gang members killing other gang members, drug
buyers killing drug pushers, cabdrivers killed by customers they picked up for the first time,
prostitutes and their clients, and so on. "Acquaintance" covers a wide range of relationships. The
vast majority of murders are not committed by previously law-abiding citizens. Ninety percent of
adult murderers have had criminal records as adults.
Question: But how about children? In March of this year [1998] four children and a teacher
were killed by two school boys in Jonesboro, Arkansas. Won't tragedies like this increase if more
people are allowed to carry guns? Shouldn't this be taken into consideration before making gun
ownership laws more lenient?
Lott: The horrific shooting in Arkansasoccurred in one of the few places where having guns was
already illegal. These laws risk creating situations in which the good guys cannot defend
themselves from the bad ones. I have studied multiple victim public shootings in the United
Statesfrom 1977 to 1995. These were incidents in which at least two or more people were killed
and or injured in a public place; in order to focus on the type of shooting seen in Arkansas,
shootings that were the byproduct of another crime, such as robbery, were excluded. The effect
of "shall-issue" laws on these crimes has been dramatic. When states passed these laws, the
number of multiple-victim shootings declined by 84 percent. Deaths from these shootings
plummeted on average by 90 percent, and injuries by 82 percent.
For other types of crimes, I find that both children as well as adults are protected when
law-abiding adults are allowed to carry concealed handguns.
Finally, after extensively studying the number of accidental shootings, there is no evidence that
increasing the number of concealed handguns increases accidental shootings. We know that the
type of person who obtains a permit is extremely law-abiding and possibly they are extremely
careful in how they take care of their guns. The total number of accidental gun deaths each year
is about 1,300 and each year such accidents take the lives of 200 children 14 years of age and
under. However, these regrettable numbers of lives lost need to be put into some perspective
with the other risks children face. Despite over 200 million guns owned by between 76 to 85
million people, the children killed is much smaller than the number lost through bicycle
accidents, drowning, and fires. Children are 14.5 times more likely to die from car accidents than
from accidents involving guns.
Question: Wouldn't allowing concealed weapons increase the incidents of citizens attacking
each other in tense situations? For instance, sometimes in traffic jams or accidents people
become very hostile—screaming and shoving at one another. If armed, might people shoot each

other in the heat of the moment?
Lott: During state legislative hearings on concealed-handgun laws, possibly the most commonly
raised concern involved fears that armed citizens would attack each other in the heat of the
moment following car accidents. The evidence shows that such fears are unfounded. Despite
millions of people licensed to carry concealed handguns and many states having these laws for
decades, there has only been one case where a person with a permit used a gun after a traffic
accident and even in that one case it was in self-defense.
Question: Violence is often directed at women. Won't more guns put more women at risk?
Lott: Murder rates decline when either more women or more men carry concealed handguns, but
a gun represents a much larger change in a woman's ability to defend herself than it does for a
man. An additional woman carrying a concealed handgun reduces the murder rate for women by
about 3 to 4 times more than an additional man carrying a concealed handgun reduces the
murder rate for men.
Question: Aren't you playing into people's fears and prejudices though? Don't politicians pass
these shall-issue laws to mollify middle-class white suburbanites anxious about the
encroachment of urban minority crime?
Lott: I won't speculate about motives, but the results tell a different story. High crime urban
areas and neighborhoods with large minority populations have the greatest reductions in violent
crime when citizens are legally allowed to carry concealed handguns.
Question: What about other countries? It's often argued that Britain, for instance, has a lower
violent crime rate than the USAbecause guns are much harder to obtain and own.
Lott: The data analyzed in this book is from the USA. Many countries, such as Switzerland,
New Zealand, Finland, and Israelhave high gun-ownership rates and low crime rates, while other
countries have low gun ownership rates and either low or high crime rates. It is difficult to obtain
comparable data on crime rates both over time and across countries, and to control for all the
other differences across the legal systems and cultures across countries. Even the cross country
polling data on gun ownership is difficult to assess, because ownership is underreported in
countries where gun ownership is illegal and the same polls are never used across countries.
Question: This is certainly controversial and there are certain to be counter-arguments from
those who disagree with you. How will you respond to them?
Lott: Some people do use guns in horrible ways, but other people use guns to prevent horrible
things from happening to them. The ultimate question that concerns us all is: Will allowing
law-abiding citizens to own guns save lives? While there are many anecdotal stories illustrating
both good and bad uses of guns, this question can only be answered by looking at data to find out
what the net effect is.
All of chapter seven of the book is devoted to answering objections that people have raised to
my analysis. There are of course strong feelings on both sides about the issue of gun ownership
and gun control laws. The best we can do is to try to discover and understand the facts. If you

agree, or especially if you disagree with my conclusions I hope you'll read the book carefully and
develop an informed opinion.

From:Lori Yaeger [mailto:lyaeger@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2006 9:19 AM
To: 'council@lincoln.ne.gov'
Subject:

Dear Council Members,
With the Conceal/Carry bill coming up for public debate on Monday, I wanted to submit an article for you to read
that has some actual facts that can be confirmed and not just the media’s slant on the issue. I continue to hear Chief
Cassidy spew off statistics as to why he’s against the conceal/carry law, but we have found hundreds of articles &
reports that completely state the opposite. We feel Chief Cassidy is Mayor Seng’s puppet because if he read and
researched actual facts, he wouldn’t be against the new law. I have to commend the Mayor and Police Chief for all
its efforts to implant and enforce scare tactics in citizens that aren’t properly informed on this issue.

I hope you will take a few minutes to read this article if you haven’t already. I think it will prove that the
conceal/carry law will be a safety benefit for our city. For a huge statistical reason on why the conceal/carry law is
a good one, just look at the research comparing the state of Virginiato Washington, DC.

I know you’ll have a long day on Monday and it will be a high stressed one, so thank you for your additional time
on this matter.
Lori Yaeger

WebForm
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>

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

07/19/2006 11:41 AM

bcc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

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

Todd Dennis
4810 Union Hill Road
Lincoln, Nebraska, 68516

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

402-421-9256
trdennis@yahoo.com

Comment or Question:
With the upcoming meeting concerning concealed carry I am hopeful that the
city council will keep an open mind and not approve the ban the mayor is
suggesting. Putting a ban in place without having any data to support it is in
my opinion a too agressive of an approch. I feel that the issue may be best
served after we see how lincoln and its citizens respond to the new law. Some
of the issues the mayor has suggested may take care of themselves if you put a
little faith in our citizens. Places of business and other private property
owners will have the right to ban concealed carry on their property if they
wish. While guns may be stolen from a parked vehicle I believe this will be
the exception and not the rule. A responsible citizen would be one who locks
the handgun in the trunk or in an inaccessible location completely out of
sight while not on their person. Once again, "most" responsible gun owner do
not let their children have access to their firearms now and I do not believe
this would change just because of concealed carry. Please consider opposing
the ban and allowing the citizens of Lincoln the same opportunities and rights
that the rest of Nebraska's citizens will have. As of this writing Omaha has
rescinded their ban and feel their citizens to be just as law abiding and
responsible as others in the state. Once the ban is in place I feel it would
be more difficult to have it rescinded than watching, waiting and evaluating
the law for a year or two. After that time if problems do arise then make a
decision. Give us a chance and let us surprise you...!!

"Wendy Francis"
<wfrancis@neb.rr.com>
07/19/2006 12:25 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Proposed staff cuts to Urban Development and Human
Rights
Commission

I am e-mailing the council in OPPOSITION to any staffing cuts to either the Urban
Development Department
or The Human Rights Commission.
I work closely with various staff members of Urban Development as a result of my involvement
in the Realtors Association
of Lincoln's "Affordable Housing Committee" and "Equal Opportunity and Diversity
Committee". Staff members from
both Urban Development and The Human Rights Commission regularly attend both of these
committee meetings and offer great
insight as to problem areas that may need some special attention. As an example, the area
west of Lincoln High was brought to the attention of our committee to see if we could help
organize neighbors and landlords in the area because of the high number of disturbances.
Urban Development staff did some preliminary work on this very issue a few years ago
but the issue has sat dormant because of staffing shortages.
Staff members from Urban Development have also been helpful and informative when we asked
them to participate in
a continuing education class for REALTORS(R) called "Opening The Doors to Affordable
Housing". This class highlights
the need for alternative solutions for low to moderate income persons wanting to put their roots
in Lincoln as homeowners.
Homeownership ads stability to our neighborhoods and schools.
Staff from The Human Rights Commission have brought to our attention the suspicion of "red
lining"'* in regard to homeowners in some of the older neighborhoods trying to get
homeowners insurance for their property and we have a close working relationship in educating
REALTOR(R) members to Fair Housing and discrimination issues. I have recently been
appointed to serve on The Human Rights Commission and looking forward to doing so.
I feel if staff cuts are made to these departments, Lincoln's low to moderate income citizens will
be the ones to suffer. In the end, this hurts our entire city.
Thank you for your consideration to this matter.
Sincerely,
Wendy Francis
*Red Lining: The outlining on a map of certain "high risk" areas.

Wendy Francis
Associate Broker, ABR, GRI
Quality Service Certified

Woods Bros Realty
7100 S 29th Street
Lincoln, NE 68516
(402) 434-3605 FAX
(402) 580-7610 Cell

mail to: wfrancis@neb.rr.com
http://wendyfrancis.woodsbros.com

The secret of joy in work is contained in one word -- EXCELLENCE.
To know how to do something well is to enjoy it.
.
Pearl S. Buck

If you consider this message a solicitation and prefer not to receive future messages from this
sender, click ‘reply’ and add the text ‘remove’ to the subject line.Thank you.

"Vladimir Oulianov"
<vladimir.oulianov@woodsbro
s.com>
07/19/2006 01:19 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Proposed staff cuts to Urban Development and Human
Rights
Commission

I would like to join Wendy Francis in Opposition to any staffing cuts to Urban Development Department.
Vladimir Oulianov, RIS
WB Realty, CC Plaza
vladimir.oulianov@woodsbros.com
(402) 890-0535 cell#

-----Original Message----From: Wendy Francis [mailto:wfrancis@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2006 12:26 PM
To: 'council@lincoln.ne.gov'
Subject: Proposed staff cuts to Urban Development and Human Rights Commission

I am e-mailing the council in OPPOSITION to any staffing cuts to either the Urban
Development Department
or The Human Rights Commission.
I work closely with various staff members of Urban Development as a result of my involvement
in the Realtors Association
of Lincoln's "Affordable Housing Committee" and "Equal Opportunity and Diversity
Committee". Staff members from
both Urban Development and The Human Rights Commission regularly attend both of these
committee meetings and offer great
insight as to problem areas that may need some special attention. As an example, the area
west of Lincoln High was brought to the attention of our committee to see if we could help
organize neighbors and landlords in the area because of the high number of disturbances.
Urban Development staff did some preliminary work on this very issue a few years ago
but the issue has sat dormant because of staffing shortages.
Staff members from Urban Development have also been helpful and informative when we asked
them to participate in
a continuing education class for REALTORS(R) called "Opening The Doors to Affordable
Housing". This class highlights
the need for alternative solutions for low to moderate income persons wanting to put their roots
in Lincoln as homeowners.
Homeownership ads stability to our neighborhoods and schools.
Staff from The Human Rights Commission have brought to our attention the suspicion of "red
lining"'* in regard to homeowners in some of the older neighborhoods trying to get homeowners
insurance for their property and we have a close working relationship in educating

REALTOR(R) members to Fair Housing and discrimination issues. I have recently been
appointed to serve on The Human Rights Commission and looking forward to doing so.
I feel if staff cuts are made to these departments, Lincoln's low to moderate income citizens will
be the ones to suffer. In the end, this hurts our entire city.
Thank you for your consideration to this matter.
Sincerely,
Wendy Francis
*Red Lining: The outlining on a map of certain "high risk" areas.
Wendy Francis
Associate Broker, ABR, GRI
Quality Service Certified

Woods Bros Realty
7100 S 29th Street
Lincoln, NE 68516
(402) 434-3605 FAX
(402) 580-7610 Cell

mail to: wfrancis@neb.rr.com
http://wendyfrancis.woodsbros.com

The secret of joy in work is contained in one word -- EXCELLENCE.
To know how to do something well is to enjoy it.
.
Pearl S. Buck

"Kevin Burklund"
<kevin.burklund@woodsbros.
com>
07/19/2006 02:07 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Urban Development staffing cuts

Council members:
I'd like to voice my opposition to staffing cuts in Urban Development. It seems that every time the budget needs to
be cut, we have cut back on things that will maintain our city's status as a great place to live. The City Government
has effectively killed several chances to promote growth, from TSC to Wal-Mart, impact fees, to the Comprehensive
Plan's lack of developable land, etc. etc. etc.
If we are to maintain a tax base with which to operate our government, maintain and improve our infrastructure and
pay for police and firefighters, we must continue to grow our city and maintain the older parts of it. Urban
Development is key to maintaining the older parts of our city. Do not cut off the hands that help our city thrive.
Perhaps we should call EDM and say we made a mistake when we didn't charge them the half million dollars for the
late fees on the fire engines, rather than cow to their threats to not deliver the rest of them. I'll be the guy in Snyder
would be happy to build us a few to finish the order....
Feel free to call with questions. Thanks for your time and consideration. Sorry about the sarcasm, but I just
couldn't believe it when I read about that.
Kevin Burklund
416-0416

Kevin Burklund
Woods Bros. Realty
7141 A Street
Lincoln, NE 68510

402-416-0416 (wireless)
402-434-3801 (fax)
402-434-3800 (main office)

If you wish not to receive further e-mails from me, please reply with "Remove" in the
subject line, or a note in the body of your e-mail. Thanks.

"Gerald Clark"
<gerald10@alltel.net>
07/19/2006 02:34 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Urban Development and Human Rights Commission

Please do not cut staffing. As a Realtor this is important to me. Our low income buyers are very important.
Beverly Clark
Woods Bros. Realty
7100 S. 29th Street
Lincoln, NE 68516
beverly.clark@woodsbros. com

"Judy Sasek"
<judy.sasek@woodsbros.com
>
07/19/2006 03:14 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Proposed staff cuts to the Urban Development Department
and Human
Rights Commission

Greetings to the City Council,

I am e-mailing you today to share with you my opposition to any staffing cuts to either the
Urban Development Department or to The Human Rights Commission.

As a Realtor® I have been involved in the Affordable Housing Committee at our local
board association for over four years. I was also involved several years ago in the grass roots
efforts that evolved into the Community Learning Centers in our schools and into the
Affordable Housing Committee at our local board. The Affordable Housing Committee
(members being both Realtors and members from UDD) has been most recently involved in
the “Opening Doors to Affordable Housing” education classes that are held at the South East
Community College. When the AH committee has met the members from UDD they have brought
forth information for discussion on neighborhood issues or concerns. Most recently the
Lincoln High neighborhood and how we can work together with neighbors and /or landlords
in coming up with some solutions to problems that are in the neighborhood.

Without the assistance of staff members from the Urban Development Department the successes
and involvement in our community of the above entities would not be in existence. It has been
a collaboration of time, money, and effort of several nonprofit organizations, business’s and
volunteers, in particular the UDD, that are benefiting our community and our citizens.

I recognize the difficulty that is sometimes involved in balancing budgets and in particular to
our city budget this year. It does involve close examination of several departments and

decisions as to sustaining a department.

I ask that there be a closer look at the impact on our community regarding housing and education
needs if eliminations or major cuts are made to the Urban Development Department or to the
Human Rights Commission.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Judy K. Sasek,

CRB, GRI

Woods Bros Realty~South Pointe
7100 So. 29th Lincoln, NE 68516
Office: (402) 434-3671
Fax: (402) 434-3605
Judy.Sasek@WoodsBros.com
www.woodsbros.com
The information contained in this email is privileged and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender via return email and permanently
delete the original message from your system. Thank you.

"Deb Spence"
<deb.sock@woodsbros.com>
07/19/2006 03:35 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject cuts

Please don't make any cuts to the
Urban Developments and Human Rights Staff.

Alison Stewart
<astewart1@unl.edu>
07/18/2006 10:49 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Increase in bus fares

Dear Council members:
As an avid bus rider, I urge you to oppose increasing by 50% passports for StarTran 's "Ride for Five"
and HandiVan programs . The poor and vulnerable will be harmed and many left with no transportation .
Please don't place this burden on those least able to afford such an increase . Please oppose raising the
cost of these programs .
Please keep bus services affordable for those who are truly in need . I have a broken foot , recently
called a cab to find out about costs to my doctor 's appointment, and was shocked at the price : $19 one
way. I was fortunate to have someone I could call who had a car and who could drive . Not everyone is
as fortunate, and many depend on StarTran and the HandiVan programs . Please oppose raising the
fares.
thank you,
Alison Stewart
2127 Park Ave.
Lincoln, NE 68502

"Beatty Brasch"
<BeattyBrasch@centerforpeo
pleinneed.org>
Sent by:
BeattyBrasch@centerforpeopl
einneed.org

To <Center_Friends@centerforpeopleinneed.org>
cc
bcc
Subject Urge Lincoln Electric System (LES) to NOT Cut Power to
Low-Income Families! Action Alert!

07/19/2006 04:07 PM
Please respond to
BeattyBrasch@centerforpeople
inneed.org
[IMAGE]

Urge LincolnElectric System (LES) to NOT Cut Power to
Low-Income Families

ACTION ALERT

Please act by Thurs. evening (7/20)
The LES Board is meeting Fri. morning (7/21)

Problem: Lincoln’s human services agencies are being overwhelmed with calls from
low-income families unable to pay high electric bills due to the severe heat wave. Available
energy vouchers for poor families cannot meet the growing need. This can be a serious, even
deadly, health issue. And, on top of the misery of the heat is that lack of power leads to food
loss which becomes an additional financial burden. Exacerbating the problem is the recently
instituted fee increase for reconnection of service. A family unable to immediately meet the
cost of energy certainly does not have funds for the higher costs of service resumption. (More
information below)

Action: Please email the LES Administrative Board and Administrator/CEO Terry Bundy (or
call the LES office) by Thursday evening. The LES board is meeting Fri. July 21 at 9:00 a.m.

Message: Please (1) institute an immediate moratorium on energy disconnects pending
cooler temperatures, (2) develop a formal policy regarding disconnects during extreme
heat and (3) waive reconnection fees for low-income families.

Contact Information:
LES Administrative Board: board@les.com
LES Administrator/CEO Terry Bundy: tbundy@les.com
LES Phone: 402/473 -3282 Todd Hall Vice-President of Consumer Services.

Additional Information:
* We want to stress that LES is not the “bad guy” regarding the current problem. LES is to be
commended for providing energy vouchers for human service agencies to distribute to needy
families. The problem is, the need is greater than available vouchers.

* LES does work with families to develop plans and budgets for meeting their energy needs.
However, in some circumstances, families find they cannot meet the terms of these agreements.
Additionally, and to the frustration of LES staff, some users do not directly address their
inability to pay their bills with LES. However, the immediate problem is the extreme heat and
the need to alleviate and prevent harm to poor families, including children, the elderly and
disabled, and those with health problems.

* LES does not have a formal policy regarding disconnects during extreme heat, such as is
provided by Aquilaregarding gas shut offs during the winter. The Center thinks such an LES
policy is prudent and necessary.

* The Center agrees with the Lincoln Journal Star’s July 19 editorial that “This would be a
good time for LES to refrain from shutting of anybody’s electricity, even if they’re delinquent in
their bills.”

You are receiving this message on behalf of the Center for People in Need.
The mission of the Center for People in Need is to enhance opportunities for families and
youth as they address barriers limiting paths to self-sufficiency. One of the
means of accomplishingthis is through advocating for systemic changes. Legislative change is
one of the key ways. Legislative change cannot be
accomplished by one group, one person. Only through collaboration and coordination can we
succeed.

For more information,sign up to be a legislative advocate through our
our web site at: www.centerforpeopleinneed.org
Centerfor People in Need
2025 Holdrege
Lincoln, NE68503
(402) 476-4357 (402) 476-4358 (Fax)
To unsubscribe to this message, please send an email to ldixon@centerforpeopleinneed.org
Please allow 24 hours for your name to be unsubscribed from our list.

InterLinc Action Center
<action@lincoln.ne.gov>
07/19/2006 09:40 PM

To City Council <tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Action for City Council - General received.

An action has been filed for
Tracking Number:
Problem:

City Council - General.

2550

Please remember to include the problem location(s)..

Comments: I'm not sure what the city of Lincoln does to insure the health and
lives of its citizens during heat waves. I know that the city of Chicago had
many citizens die during a heat wave and now opens some large, air conditioned
public buildings as cooling centers, has teams of visiting nurses in low
income areas checking on people and making them aware of the cooling centers,
etc. We should do similar things!
Go to your list of actions:
https://intralinc.lincoln.ne.gov/city/mayor/action/default.asp
PLEASE DO NOT REPLY TO THIS MESSAGE.

AD D E N D U M
TO
D I R E C T O R S’ A G E N D A
MONDAY, JULY 24, 2006
I.

MAYOR
1.
2.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Public Invited To Dedication Of New Boosalis
Trail Connector.
NEWS ADVISORY - Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule for Week of July 22,
2006 through July 28, 2006.

II.

CITY CLERK - NONE

III.

CORRESPONDENCE
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B.

DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE

C.

MISCELLANEOUS - NONE
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