DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2007
11:00 A.M.
COUNTY/CITY BUILDING
CONFERENCE ROOM 113

I.

MAYOR
1. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor Presents February Award of Excellence to Jerry Henkel,
Electrical Inspector.
2. NEWS RELEASE. Human Rights Commission Offers Free Series in April.
3. Fiscal Impact Statement from Health Department/Animal Control Program.
4. Washington Report, March 9, 2007.

II.

DIRECTORS
FINANCE DEPARTMENT
1. 2006 Management Letter.
2. 2006 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) Website Address.
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Action by Planning Commission, March 14, 2007.
PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION
1. Waiver No. 07003. Hamann Meadows Addition. South 77th Street and Pioneers
Boulevard. Resolution No. PC-01043.
PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES
1. Reply to Monte Baatz regarding action submitted to the Action Center/City Council
from Harry Kroos, Engineering Services/Sidewalk Services, on constructing
sidewalk adjacent to 5801 Gladstone Street.
2. Advisory. Intersection Safety Project #702186 at 9th and Van Dorn, 10th and Van
Dorn.
3. Letter to Mr. and Mrs. Ron Ballou regarding traffic from Lennox Apartments to
Shirl Court.

III.

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE
ANNETTE McROY/PATTE NEWMAN
1. Request to Scott Holmes & Bruce Dart, Health Department /Dale Stertz & Mike
Merwick, Building & Safety Department/ Tonya Skinner & Dana Roper, City Law
Department - RE: Bar owners, outdoor smoking areas (McRoyRFI#175 &
NewmanRFI#41 - 12/18/06). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM SCOTT HOLMES,
HEALTH DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON McRoyRFI#175 &
NewmanRFI#41 - 01/11/07.
2) SEE RESPONSE FROM TONYA L. SKINNER, CITY LAW
DEPARTMENT ON McRoy/Newman RFI#175 and RFI#41 - 03/12/07

V.

MISCELLANEOUS
1. Email from Drag Tech regarding Motorsports Task Force sound facts on noise.
2. Email from Drag Tech regarding Dr. Chéenne’s report for Motorsports noise.
3. Email from Karen Kurbis regarding clarifying inaccurate statement made by SW Mc
(midwestminichoppers).
4. Email from SW Mc (midwestminichoppers) regarding Karen Kurbis email and facts
in Dr. Chéenne’s report.
5. Email from Marla King. Allow Camp Bow Wow to build in Lincoln.
6. Email from Rod Doyle. Camp Bow Wow should be allowed to operate in Lincoln.
7. Email with copy of Journal Star Editorial on University of Nebraska-Lincoln’s
attempt to bring Bolivian Professor to teach at the university.
8. Email from Jill Morstad. Letter regarding Camp Bow Wow to open franchise in
Lincoln.
9. Letter from Janet Miller. Problems arise from Animal Control and Capital Humane
Society being closed on weekends.
10. Email from Carol Hofmann, Paw Prints Pet Photography, in support of Camp Bow
Wow.
11. Email from Will Hays in support of Camp Bow Wow.
12. Email from Karyn in support of Camp Bow Wow.
13. Email from Jeffifer Haralson, A Pause for Paws, Inc., in support of Camp Bow Wow.
14. Email from Tonia Tauke, A Pause for Paws, Inc., in support of Camp Bow Wow.
15. Media Release from Community Health Endowment of Lincoln. Lincoln’s Health
Challenge.

VI.

ADJOURNMENT

W:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\DA031907.wpd
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 12, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

MAYOR PRESENTS FEBRUARY AWARD OF EXCELLENCE
Mayor Coleen J. Seng today presented the Mayor’s Award of Excellence for February to Electrical
Inspector Jerry Henkel of the Building and Safety Department. The monthly award recognizes City
employees who consistently provide exemplary service and work that demonstrates personal commitment to
the City. The award was presented at the beginning of today’s City Council meeting.
Henkel has been employed by the City since 1981. He was nominated by Chief Plans Examiner Dale Stertz
in the category of productivity for his idea to modify the Department’s yellow building permit cards to make
them more useful in the field. In his nomination, Stertz wrote that field inspectors sometimes need more
information about the permit than what office staff can fit on the card. At Henkel’s suggestion, Building
and Safety staff modified the time-consuming, hand-written method into an automated procedure. They are
now able to include five times the information that had been on the card. This improvement has saved time
for both the builder and the building inspector. That means money can be saved and construction can be
started sooner.
The other categories in which employees can be nominated are customer relations, loss prevention, safety
and valor. All City employees are eligible for the Mayor’s Award of Excellence except for elected officials
and some managers. Individuals or teams can be nominated by supervisors, peers, subordinates and the
general public. Nomination forms are available from department heads, employee bulletin boards or the
Personnel Department, which oversees the awards program.
All nominations are reviewed by the Mayor’s Award of Excellence Committee, which includes a
representative with each union and a non-union representative appointed by the Mayor. Award winners
receive a $100 U.S. savings bond, a day off with pay and a plaque. Monthly winners are eligible to receive
the annual award, which comes with a $500 U.S. savings bond, two days off with pay and a plaque.
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
Lincoln Comm. on Human Rights, 440 S. 8th St., Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7624, fax 441-6937
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 12, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Larry Williams, Human Rights, 441-8691
Maria Fernanda Joya, Human Rights, 441-7624 or 742-9785

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION OFFERS FREE SERIES IN APRIL
The Lincoln Commission on Human Rights (LCHR) invites the public to a series of free workshops being
offered the first week of April. All sessions will be from 6 to 7:30 p.m. at El Centro del las Americas,
2615 “O” Street, Suite D. Spanish translation assistance will be available. The schedule is:
Monday, April 2 - Maria Fernanda Joya of LCHR will present information on discrimination in the
workplace and in housing.
Tuesday, April 3 - Martha Moral Hettenbaugh and Maria Reich from the VITA Volunteer Income Tax
Assistance program will present information on the Internal Revenue Service and income taxes.
Wednesday, April 4 - Olga Kanne from the City Urban Development Department will discuss home
ownership and low-interest home improvement loans.
Thursday, April 5 - Josie Rodriguez from the Nebraska Attorney General’s Office will present
information on consumer fraud.
Friday, April 6 - Gloria Sarmiento from the Nebraska Appleseed Center for Law in the Public
Interest will discuss immigration reform and the rights of immigrants.
For more information on the workshops, contact Maria Fernanda Joya at 441-7624 or 742-9785.
More information on LCHR is available on the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov (keyword: rights).
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CITY OF
LINCOLN
Washington
Office

WASHINGTON REPORT

Volume 13, Issue 8
March 9, 2007
INSIDE:

SENATE BEGINS HOMELAND SECURITY DEBATE

CONGRESS.................................1
GRANT OPPORTUNITIES........2

CONGRESS
Water bills, homeland security highlight slow
legislative week. In stark contrast to the
lightning fast pace of the first few weeks of
the 110th Congress, floor activity in both
chambers has slowed in recent weeks, as
preparations for high profile items begin on
the committee level.

_________

Washington Report
_________
Archived at:
www.capitaledege.com/
archive.html
_________
Carolyn C. Chaney
Washington Assistant
chaney@capitaledge.com

Christopher F. Giglio
giglio@capitaledge.com

Amanda Carvajal
acarvajal@capitaledge.com

1212 New York Ave., NW
Suite 250
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 842-4930
Fax: (202) 842-5051

Public hearings on items such as the FY 2008
budget, immigration reform, and
reauthorization of Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) programs have begun,
but they have yet to reach the level at which
significant debate and negotiation will begin.
Some of the issues receiving attention this
week included:
Water Quality
The House approved three bills (HR 569, HR
700, HR 720) authorizing programs at the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to
assist states and local governments with
wastewater treatment activities. Chief among
them was HR 720, which would reauthorize
the Clean Water State Revolving Loan Fund
(SRF). House members rejected Republican
efforts to eliminate provisions in the bill to
enforce the Davis-Bacon Act, which requires
workers on federally-funded projects to
receive union wages. See February 16 and
March 2 Washington Report for additional
details.
Homeland Security
Senators continued for the second straight
week to debate comprehensive homeland
security legislation (S 4). Disagreements
over consideration of amendments unrelated
to homeland security has slowed progress on
the bill and prevented a final vote. Earlier in
the week, Senators rejected three amendments
that would have changed the bill’s formula
for distributing federal homeland security
block grants. As a result, differences in the

Senate formula (which guarantees each state
0.45 percent of the funds) and the House
formula (0.25 percent guarantee with 0.45
percent for border states) will have to be
worked out in a conference committee.
Supplemental FY 2007 Funding
Negotiations over additional FY 2007
spending requested by the Bush
Administration for overseas military activities
has begun on Capitol Hill. House Democrats
are reportedly looking to add $10 billion or
more in domestic spending to the President’s
$103 billion request for items such as Gulf
Coast hurricane relief, agricultural relief,
children’s health programs, wildfire
suppression, and pandemic flu preparedness.
Democrats are also considering restrictions
on how the funds earmarked for Iraq could be
spent, which drew an immediate veto threat
from the White House.
Community Development
According to the National Community
Development Association (NCDA), CDBG
entitlement communities should expect to
receive letters from HUD outlining their FY
2007 CDBG allocations in the next three to
five days. Meanwhile, a letter circulating in
the Senate to the Budget Committee in
support of the CDBG program has thus far
secured 48 signatures. It appears that such
letters will be more difficult in the House
now, particularly group “sign-on” letters
directed to the Appropriations Committee.
There are reports that the Appropriations
Committee leadership will count such letters
toward the number of project requests each
Member makes to the panel. Most members
would not be inclined to “waste” a request on
such programmatic items, and so far fewer
group letters on subjects such as CDBG
funding are expected.
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GRANT OPPORTUNITIES
Department of Agriculture
The Agricultural Marketing Service
announced that applications will now be
accepted for the Farmers Market
Promotion Program. This program offers
competitive grant funds for marketing
projects that address issues related to
farmers markets, roadside stands,
community supported agriculture
programs, and other direct producer-toconsumer marketing channels.
The
Agricultural Marketing Service is expected
to award 20 grants with a maximum of
$75,000 for each grant. There is no cost
sharin g or match require ment.
Applications are due April 13, 2007. For
more information see:
http://www.ams.usda.gov/fmpp/

Washington Report

http://www.lincoln.ne.gov/city/finance/account/cafr2006.htm
2006 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)

March 14, 2007

9th and Van Dorn
10th and Van Dorn
Intersection Safety Project #702186
The City of Lincoln Department of Public Works and Utilities and HDR Engineering would
like to take this opportunity to invite you to an open house regarding the 9th and Van Dorn and
10th and Van Dorn Safety Improvement Project.
On Thursday, March 22, 2007 from 5:30 to 7:00 p.m. at the Van Dorn Park Shelter House,
Engineers from the Public Works and Utilities Department and HDR Engineering will host an
informational open house for citizens to have the opportunity to review the environmental
findings and ask questions to the project team. The De Minimis Finding has also been posted
on the project website and is available for review at the Public Works and Utilities Engineering
Services Office at 531 Westgate Boulevard, Suite 100. Members of the public may attend
anytime it is convenient between the hours of 5:30 p.m. and 7:00 p.m.
If you cannot attend the open house and have questions or would like more information, see
the City Website www.lincoln.ne.gov, keyword: van dorn. You can also contact a project
representative listed below.

Erika Nunes
City of Lincoln Engineering Services
(402) 441-7711

702186 Adv EN tdq.wpd

Gretchen Dolson
HDR Engineering
(402) 742-2902

INTER-DEPARTMENT COMMUNICATION
TO
DEPARTMENT

Annette McRoy
Patte Newman

DATE March 12, 2007

City Council

FROM

Tonya L. Skinner

DEPARTMENT City Law

ATTENTION

SUBJECT Response to RFI #175 and
RFI #41

COPIES TO

Introduction
Councilpersons Newman and McRoy posed the following directive to the Law Department
pursuant to RFI #175 and RFI #41:
“Since the Lincoln voters set into motion a smoking ban that was drafted by legal two
years ago, we are requesting that legal amend this ordinance with definitions of outdoor
smoking areas for adoption into the existing ordinance. This would then involve a public
hearing allow for input from the impacted parties and prevent expensive renovations
based on mis-communication or misunderstandings.”
The Law Department has provided the current definition which was introduced by
Councilperson Newman and adopted by the City Council. For reference, the original definition
as drafted by the Law Department upon introduction of a smoking ban is included. In response
to RFI #175 & RFI #41, the Law Department has prepared a draft amendment to reflect the
Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department’s Policy 205.07, application of 20% open air. At
the request of the Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department, the Law Department drafted
ordinance amendments to provide for a certificate of compliance and fees for plan review.
The normal course for passage of health related ordinance amendments would be to present the
amendment the Lincoln-Lancaster County Board of Health for consideration and vote. The
amendments would then be forwarded to the City Clerk for City Council action.
In preparation of the amendments, the Law Departmnt reviewed the LLCHD Policy 205.07 and
current application of the policy, and recent ordinances adopted by other jurisdictions. In
addition, the Law Department met with the Department of Building and Safety and LLCHD
officials.
Present Definition as Adopted by Council:
Indoor area shall mean an area enclosed by a floor, ceiling, and floor to ceiling walls on all sides
that are continuous and solid except for closeable entry/exit doors and windows.

Previous Definition Proposed to Council:
Indoor area shall mean the area within a structure enclosed or closed in by a roof and three or
more walls, windows, or other impermeable surfaces for a continuous perimeter, with
appropriate openings for ingress and egress. The roof, wall, or windows of the structure are not
required to be solid or permanent, nor are the walls or windows required to be attached or
extended to the roof to be considered an indoor area.
Proposed Outdoor Definition (Includes 20%) & Wall as Requested in RFI #175 & #41:
Outdoor area shall mean an area where:
1.
There is no ceiling, or where a portion of the exterior wall(s) is open to the
outdoors in an amount equal to or greater than twenty (20) percent of the total
square footage of the designated outdoor area to provide for natural air
ventilation, hereinafter called “open area”. For purposes of determining the total
square footage of the outdoor area, the total square footage of all walls and ceiling
shall be calculated. However, when an interior wall height exceeds eight (8) feet,
only the first eight feet shall be used in the calculation of the total square footage.
Twenty (20) percent is only a minimum requirement and a larger percentage may
be required to protect the health and safety of employees and the public. The
open area must be permanently open, non-closeable, and remain uncovered; and
2.
Where the exterior wall is not solid and continuous, either to the floor to ceiling
or to the adjoining walls; and
3.
Where the area appears to be an outdoor area and allows for appropriate
circulation or exchange with outside air for the health and safety of employees
and the public.
Ceiling shall mean any temporary or permanent horizontal element that covers any portion of the
outdoor area, to include, but not be limited to, awning, canvass, wood, glass, metal, plastic,
drywall, lattice, fencing, or any other substance that impedes air flow.
Wall shall mean any temporary or permanent vertical element that establishes a boundary of the
outdoor area, to include, but not be limited to, windows, doors, canvass, wood, glass, plastic,
drywall, lattice, fencing, or any other substance that impedes air flow.
Proposed Ordinance Amendments as Requested by the Lincoln-Lancaster County Health
Department
8.50.____
Certificate of Compliance.
All outdoor areas with a ceiling shall obtain a certificate of compliance from the Health
Director.
(a)
An application for a certificate of compliance to allow smoking in an outdoor area
containing a ceiling shall be submitted to the Health Director on forms provided by the Health
Director. Each application shall include:
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(1)
The proprietor’s full name, mailing address, phone number, and a
statement identifying the proprietor;
(2)
If the proprietor is a partnership, the name, mailing address and phone
number of each partner;
(3)
The place of employment or public place’s name, location, a description
of the outdoor area to be included in the certificate of compliance;
(4)
A to-scale drawing of all pertinent aspects of the outdoor area where
smoking is to be allowed;
(5)
The signature of the proprietor;
(6)
Such other pertinent information to be determined by the Health Director.
(b)
If more than one outdoor area is owned by a proprietor; a separate application and
fee shall be required for each outdoor area.
(c)
Applicable fees shall be as follows:
(1)
Plan Review: New application or Remodel
$200/outdoor area
(2)
Certificate of Compliance
New outdoor area
$150/outdoor area
Renewal
$100/outdoor area
(3)
Any new certificate of compliance issued after October 31st of each
calendar year shall pay seventy percent (70%) of the yearly fee for the certificate of compliance,
the fee for plan review shall not be prorated. Renewal of certificate of compliance shall be as
required in this chapter. The fees shall be payable to the Lincoln-Lancaster County Health
Department. The Health Director shall deposit the fees at the City Treasurer’s Office. The City
Treasurer shall credit the fees to the Health Fund.
(d)
A plan review of the design of an outdoor area is required for all new outdoor
areas and remodels of existing outdoor areas. Upon receipt of a complete application and receipt
all applicable fees:
(1)
The Health Director shall notify the proprietor in writing whether the
design plan of the outdoor area does or does not meet the requirements of this chapter.
(I)
If the design plan of the outdoor area does not meet the
requirements of this chapter, the Health Director shall notify the proprietor in writing as to the
reason(s) why the outdoor area does not meet the requirements. The proprietor shall be allowed
to amend the design plan to meet the requirements of ths chapter. A review of the amended
design plan shall be conducted as provided in this chapter for a review of remodel or a new
outdoor area, however, no additional review fees shall be required.
(ii)
If the design of the outdoor area meets the requirements of this
chapter, the Health Director shall date and stamp approval on the design plan. The Health
Director shall notify the proprietor that a building permit may be necessary and direct the
proprietor to the Department of Building and Safety. The Health Director shall provide a copy
of the approval letter and approved design to the Department of Building and Safety.
(2)
Prior to issuance of a certificate of compliance, if the proprietor makes
changes to the approved design plan of the outdoor area, the proprietor shall submit an amended
design plan for review by the Health Director. The review shall be conducted in the same
manner as a remodel or a new outdoor area as provided in this chapter, however, a new
application and review fee shall not be required.
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(e)
Upon verbal or written verification by the proprietor of completion of the
remodeled or new outdoor area, the Health Director shall make a final inspection of the outdoor
area to determine compliance with the provisions of this chapter and any other applicable law or
standard. Upon receipt of a renewal application, the Health Director shall not be required to
make a final inspection of the outdoor area unless there have been violations of this chapter
reported to the Health Director regarding the proprietor within the last year. If the results of an
application and final inspection, where applicable, comply with the provisions of this chapter, a
certificate of compliance to allow smoking pursuant to this section shall be issued within a
reasonable time not to exceed fourteen days.
(f)
A proprietor who fails to renew the certificate of compliance before it expires, but
within thirty days of the date of expiration shall pay a late fee of $25.00, in addition to the
renewal fee.
(g)
A proprietor who fails to renew the certificate of compliance before it expires and
fails to renew the certificate of compliance within thirty days from the date of expiration shall
pay a late fee of $50.00, in addition to the renewal fee.
(h)
It shall be unlawful for a proprietor to continue to allow smoking in an outdoor
area requiring a certificate of compliance when the proprietor fails to renew the certificate of
compliance before it expires. The proprietor would be operating without a valid certificate of
compliance to allow smoking, and the outdoor area requiring a certificate of compliance shall be
subject to closure or any other appropriate enforcement action determined by the Health
Director.
(I)
A certificate of compliance issued hereunder is strictly limited to the proprietor
and the outdoor area specified in the certificate of compliance.
(j)
A certificate of compliance shall be non-transferable from one proprietor to
another or from one outdoor area requiring a certificate of compliance to another.
(k)
Any change of proprietor or location of outdoor area requiring a certificate of
compliance shall require a new application, with the payment of fees therefor.
(l)
The Health Director may refuse to issue or may suspend or revoke a certificate of
compliance if the proprietor has violated provisions of this chapter.
(m)
All certificate of compliance granted under the provisions of this chapter shall
expire on April 30th following the date of their issuance, unless revoked prior thereto as provided
in this chapter.
(n)
For those proprietors making application for application for an outdoor area
existing prior to the passage of this chapter, such application shall be treated as a renewal
application, requiring no plan review, if the outdoor area was identified as preexisting in the
resolution adopted in conjunction with the adoption of this section by the Lincoln City Council,
and if application is made within thirty (30) days from the effective date of this section. Such
resolution shall be based upon the proprietor previously submitted design plans for review to the
Health Director, receipt of approval from the Health Director, and the proprietor has made no
alterations to the outdoor area. Any remodel of this outdoor area shall require the proprietor to
make a new application and be subject to the requirements for remodel and new outdoor areas.
8.50.____
Certificate of Compliance, Outdoor Area; Inspection.
(a)
The Health Director shall conduct an inspection of each outdoor area requiring a
certificate of compliance before the new certificate of compliance is issued.
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(b)
The Health Director shall conduct periodic inspections of an outdoor area
requiring a certificate of compliance.
(c)
A proprietor shall permit the Health Director to inspect at any reasonable time for
the purpose of determining compliance with the provisions of this chapter.
(d)
The Health Director shall record the inspection findings on an inspection report.
The Health Director shall furnish the original inspection report to the proprietor.
(e)
The inspection report shall:
(1)
Set forth specific conditions found;
(2)
Establish a specific and reasonable period of time for correction of
violations of the provisions of this chapter, if any;
(3)
State that failure to correct the violations within the period of time
specified may result in immediate suspension or revocation of the certificate of compliance and
prosecution for violation of this chapter;
(4)
State that the proprietor may request a hearing before the Health Director
upon such inspection findings by filing a written request with the Health Director within fourteen
(14) days of the inspection.
(f)
A warning notice may be issued for violations. Such warning notice shall:
(1)
Set forth specific conditions found;
(2)
Establish a specified and reasonable period of time for correction of such
violations;
(3)
State that failure to comply with the warning notice may result in
immediate suspension or revocation of the certificate of compliance and prosecution for
violation of this chapter;
(4)
State that proprietor may request a hearing before the Health Director
upon such inspection findings and warning notice by filing a written request with the Health
Director.
(g)
After the time period given for correction in the inspection report or warning
notice, the Health Director shall reinspect the outdoor area requiring a certificate of compliance
to determine compliance.
8.50.___
Certificate of compliance: Suspension, Revocation, and Notice.
(a)
It shall be a condition of any certificate of compliance issued under this chapter
that it may be suspended or revoked at any time by the Health Director for the violation of the
statutes of the State of Nebraska or any of the provisions of this chapter or ordinances of the City
of Lincoln by causing an immediate and substantial hazard to the public health. Any certificate
of compliance granted under this chapter shall be subject to suspension or revocation in the
following manner:
(1)
The Health Director shall notify the proprietor as provided in this chapter.
(2)
The Health Director may suspend the certificate of compliance for an
appropriate period of time not to exceed ninety days.
(3)
The suspension or revocation shall be effective immediately upon notice.
(4)
The proprietor shall have a right to a hearing in which the Health Director
shall conduct in accordance with this chapter.
(5)
It shall be unlawful for a proprietor to continue to allow smoking in an
outdoor area requiring a certificate of compliance after the proprietor receives notice of
-5-

suspension or revocation. The proprietor would be operating without a valid certificate of
compliance, and the outdoor area requiring a certificate of compliance shall be subject to closure
or any other appropriate enforcement action determined by the Health Director.
(6)
Actions for reinstatement, hearing, or appeal shall not stay or delay the
suspension or revocation in any manner.
(b)
Any proprietor whose certificate of compliance has been suspended may apply for
reinstatement of such certificate of compliance. The application shall provide the same
information as for a new certificate of compliance and shall also include a statement signed by
the proprietor that the conditions causing suspension of the certificate of compliance have been
corrected. Any proprietor eligible for reinstatement shall pay a reinstatement fee of $100.00 in
addition to any other applicable fees. The Health Director shall not reinstate the certificate of
compliance until the reinstatement fee is paid.
(c)
The Health Director shall inspect or review the application as for a new certificate
of compliance, except, the Health Director shall make the inspection within three days after
receiving the application for reinstatement and the reinstatement fee. The Health Director shall
make a determination if a certificate of compliance shall be reinstated within five days after
receiving the application for reinstatement and the reinstatement fee.
(d)
The Health Director shall reissue or reinstate the certificate of compliance if the
conditions causing suspension of the certificate of compliance have been corrected and upon
payment of any reinstatement fee provided for in this chapter.
(e)
Any proprietor who has had their certificate of compliance revoked by the Health
Director does not qualify for reinstatement. The proprietor must make an application for a new
certificate of compliance and cannot obtain a new certificate of compliance until at least ninety
days have passed since the date of the revocation notice.
(f)
The Health Director may serve notice as follows:
(1)
By personal service to the proprietor; or
(2)
By certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt requested to the
proprietor’s last known address.
(g)
The person making personal service may provide a written declaration under
penalty of perjury identifying the person served and the time, date, and manner of service as
proof of service.
(h)
If the service on a proprietor is to a person other than the proprietor, the Health
Director may send a copy of the notice to the proprietor by regular mail. The copy is not
required as part of the notice, and receipt of the copy does not affect the notice.
8.50.__
(a)

Enforcement Hearing.
The Health Director shall conduct a hearing no later than:
(1)
Three days after a request for a hearing after a suspension or revocation.
(2)
Fourteen days after any other request.
(b)
The Health Director may appoint a suitable hearing officer to hear the matter.
Such hearing officer shall make recommendations based on the evidence adduced at the hearing
for the Health Director’s final determination of the matter.
(c)
The hearing need not be conducted according to the technical rules relating to
evidence and witnesses. The person requesting the hearing and the Health Director may:
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(1)

Call and examine witnesses on any matter relevant to the issues of the

hearing;
(2)
Introduce documentary and physical evidence;
(3)
Cross examine opposing witnesses on any matter relevant to the issues of
the hearing; and
(4)
Rebut evidence.
(d)
The Health Director may uphold, reverse, modify the act of findings of the
hearing officer. The Health Director may also take other reasonable actions as the Health
Director may determine proper in relation to the request.
(e)
The Health Director shall make a final determination within ten days after the
hearing.
(f)
The Health Director’s decision shall be final and binding upon the City and upon
the person making the request.
(g)
Any proprietor aggrieved by a final decision of the Health Director in the
administration or enforcement of this chapter may appeal such decision to the district court as
provided by state law.
Sincerely,

Tonya L. Skinner
Assistant City Attorney
TLS/tb
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Drag Tech
<knownos500hp@yahoo.com
>
03/09/2007 12:30 AM

To 8@klkntv.com, angi_guenther@hotmail.com,
carolserv@hotmail.com, CBeattie@lancaster.ne.gov,
mdekalb@lincoln.ne.gov, commish@lancaster.ne.gov,
cc
bcc
Subject Fwd: Sound Facts

Note: forwarded message attached.

Sucker-punch spam with award-winning protection.
Try the free Yahoo! Mail Beta.
X-Apparently-To: knownos500hp@yahoo.com via 206.190.39.124; Thu, 08 Mar 2007
22:23:45 -0800
X-Originating-IP: [65.54.246.225]
Authentication-Results: mta114.mail.re4.yahoo.com from=hotmail.com;
domainkeys=neutral (no sig)
Received: from 65.54.246.225 (EHLO bay0-omc3-s25.bay0.hotmail.com)
(65.54.246.225) by mta114.mail.re4.yahoo.com with SMTP; Thu, 08 Mar 2007
22:23:45 -0800
Received: from hotmail.com ([64.4.39.111]) by bay0-omc3-s25.bay0.hotmail.com
with Microsoft SMTPSVC(6.0.3790.2668);
Thu, 8 Mar 2007 22:23:09 -0800
Received: from mail pickup service by hotmail.com with Microsoft SMTPSVC;
Thu, 8 Mar 2007 22:23:09 -0800
Received: from 64.4.39.123 by by140fd.bay140.hotmail.msn.com with HTTP; Fri,
09 Mar 2007 06:23:05 GMT
X-Originating-IP: [72.129.176.19]
X-Originating-Email: [midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com]
X-Sender: midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com
From: "SW Mc" <midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com>
To: knownos500hp@yahoo.com
Subject: Sound Facts
Date: Fri, 09 Mar 2007 06:23:05 +0000
Mime-Version: 1.0
X-OriginalArrivalTime: 09 Mar 2007 06:23:09.0922 (UTC)
FILETIME=[686CF420:01C76213]
Content-Length: 84564
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----=_NextPart_000_295e_2979_1988"
The Motor sport Taskforce will be presenting there final report to the
Lancaster board of commissioners. A presentation from Dr. Dominique J.
Cheene, PHD from Columbia College, Chicago. Will be included. The
information states 100db-115db was used for examples of drag race cars in
general. That's track side at the car. NHRA says 95db 50ft away at
3000-3500rpm is there standard rule for muffled cars. The task force was
informed that the truck traffic along Hwy 77 was louder than drag
racing.Knowing this here are a few examples that should help us understand
the sounds there talking about. Attached is some info from Taskforce meeting
from Dr. Cheene. Please note Drag racing is seasonal and runs according to
schedual depending on weather. These sounds are not like grain dryers or
industrial factories that run 24/7. Just because there may be a new sound in
any area chosen does not mean it is harmful to surrounding land uses.

Typical Sound Levels Rual/AG areas
Noise Source

Noise Level(in dBA)

Tractor
74-112
Grain Dryer
81-102
Combine
80-105
Chainsaw
77-120
Grain Grinding
93-97
Pig Squeals
85-115
Orchard Sprayer
85-106
Riding Mower
79-89
Garden Tractor
88-94
Crop Dusting Aircraft
83-116
About the Authors of these numbers
James Lankford is professor emeritus and former dean of the College of
Health and Human Sciences at Northern Illinois University, in DeKalb, and
president of the National Hearing Conservation Association. Sue Zurales is
an industry audiologist and vice president of Mobilear Inc. in Lisle, IL.
Barbara Garrett is an audiologist in Longmont, CO. Joseph Delorier is a
supervisor at the Speech and Hearing Clinic at Northern Illinois University
in DeKalb.
The authors would like to thank E-A-R for providing free hearing protectors
for all participants. Portions of this article were presented at the 2000
National Hearing Conservation Association Conference in Denver, CO.
This article appeared in the August/September 2002 edition of Injury
Insights
A version of this article originally ran on the Web site of ADVANCE for
Audiologists magazine, at http://www.advanceforaud.com, on July 29, 2002.
ADVANCE for Audiologists is a bimonthly publication offering strategies for
growth and profitability to nearly 20,000 hearing health care professionals.
Related NSC Bibliography
Hearing Loss in Agriculture: An NSC Bibliography

- Dr Cheene sound docap064.pdf

Karen Kurbis
<llama_mama@alltel.net>
03/09/2007 10:30 PM

To Drag Tech <knownos500hp@yahoo.com>
cc midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com,
carolserv@hotmail.com, commish@lancaster.ne.gov,
council@lincoln.ne.gov, dschorr@lancaster.ne.gov,
bcc
Subject Re: Fwd: Sound Facts

The claims from midwestminichopper contains an inaccurate statement that I would like to
clarify. "The task force was informed that the truck traffic along Hwy 77 was louder than drag
racing" . This is not a true statement. There was a subjective and undocumented statement made
that "the highway already has truck traffic that can generate over 80-90 decibels". Lincoln
Lancaster County Health Department, in correspondence dated 9-8-06, stated background noise
testing at this site revealed 57 dba@100ft east of Hwy 77, 55.3 dba @400ft east , and 51.0 dba
@ 3/8 mile from the highway. Readings taken by neighbors resulted in peak 70-80 dba readings
on the highway itself, but not the 80-90 dba as stated above. If validation of actual sound
readings are needed, the Health Department can provide factual information. This approach
would eliminate bias from either proponents or opponents.
Drag Tech wrote:
Note: forwarded message attached.
Sucker-punch spam with award-winning protection.
Try the free Yahoo! Mail Beta.

Subject:
Sound Facts
From:
"SW Mc" <midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com>
Date:
Fri, 09 Mar 2007 06:23:05 +0000
To:
knownos500hp@yahoo.com
The Motor sport Taskforce will be presenting there final report to the Lancaster board of
commissioners. A presentation from Dr. Dominique J. Cheene, PHD from Columbia College,
Chicago. Will be included. The information states 100db-115db was used for examples of drag
race cars in general. That's track side at the car. NHRA says 95db 50ft away at 3000-3500rpm is
there standard rule for muffled cars. The task force was informed that the truck traffic along Hwy
77 was louder than drag racing.Knowing this here are a few examples that should help us
understand the sounds there talking about. Attached is some info from Taskforce meeting from
Dr. Cheene. Please note Drag racing is seasonal and runs according to schedual depending on
weather. These sounds are not like grain dryers or industrial factories that run 24/7. Just because
there may be a new sound in any area chosen does not mean it is harmful to surrounding land

uses.
Typical Sound Levels Rual/AG areas
Noise Source

Noise Level(in dBA)

Tractor
74-112
Grain Dryer 81-102
Combine
80-105
Chainsaw
77-120
Grain Grinding 93-97
Pig Squeals 85-115
Orchard Sprayer 85-106
Riding Mower 79-89
Garden Tractor 88-94
Crop Dusting Aircraft 83-116
About the Authors of these numbers
James Lankford is professor emeritus and former dean of the College of Health and Human
Sciences at Northern Illinois University, in DeKalb, and president of the National Hearing
Conservation Association. Sue Zurales is an industry audiologist and vice president of Mobilear
Inc. in Lisle, IL. Barbara Garrett is an audiologist in Longmont, CO. Joseph Delorier is a
supervisor at the Speech and Hearing Clinic at Northern Illinois University in DeKalb.
The authors would like to thank E-A-R for providing free hearing protectors for all participants.
Portions of this article were presented at the 2000 National Hearing Conservation Association
Conference in Denver, CO.
This article appeared in the August/September 2002 edition of Injury Insights
A version of this article originally ran on the Web site of ADVANCE for Audiologists magazine,
at http://www.advanceforaud.com, on July 29, 2002. ADVANCE for Audiologists is a bimonthly
publication offering strategies for growth and profitability to nearly 20,000 hearing health care
professionals.
Related NSC Bibliography
Hearing Loss in Agriculture: An NSC Bibliography

"SW Mc"
<midwestminichoppers @hotm
ail.com>
03/10/2007 05:41 PM

To llama_mama@alltel.net,
knownos500hp@yahoo.comcarolserv@hotmail.com,
commish@lancaster.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov,
cc carolserv@hotmail.com
bcc
Subject Re: Fwd: Sound Facts

Karen's statement is completely wrong regarding the sound contour chart and
the information presented by Dr. Cheenne.
She has actually helped make the case for the track. The chart is very
CONSERVATIVELY high in the assumptions for the sound level contours
presented.
Karen says that Dr. Cheenne stated in his report that 115 dba would drop to
56 dba at 1 mile. By 115 dba, I would assume that is the point source
level. If you were say 50 ft away, it might be 105 or 110 dba, but lets use
the 115 for comparison.
The starting point for the chart assumes a source measured from 50 ft away.
With this assumption, 100 at 50ft. might be 105 or 110 at the source. A
level of 115 dba at 50 ft might actually be 120 dba or more at the source.
The method for constructing the cart
time you double distance, you drop 6
ft. you have 109db at 100 ft., etc.
extrapolate to around 77 or 78 db at
very conservative as compared to Dr.
1 mile.

is based on the assumption that every
db. So if you start at 115 dba at 50
Using that method, the chart would
1 mile if you start at 115. This is
Cheene's information showing 56 dba at

Dr. Cheenne says it would be less than what the chart shows, so if she
insists, we can go by his data. Thanks for the help Karen.
Here is a neat calculator:
http://www.trinitysoundcompany.com/-6db.html
>From: Karen Kurbis <llama_mama@alltel.net>
>To: Drag Tech <knownos500hp@yahoo.com>
>CC: midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com, carolserv@hotmail.com,
>commish@lancaster.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov,
>dschorr@lancaster.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, MDekalb@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
> cpr.life@yahoo.com, plan@lincoln.ne.gov, rstevens@lancaster.ne.gov,
>workbob@msn.com
>Subject: Re: Fwd: Sound Facts
>Date: Fri, 09 Mar 2007 22:30:59 -0600
>
>The claims from midwestminichopper contains an inaccurate statement that I
>would like to clarify. "The task force was informed that the truck traffic
>along Hwy 77 was louder than drag racing". This is not a true statement.
>There was a subjective and undocumented statement made that "the highway
>already has truck traffic that can generate over 80-90 decibels". Lincoln
>Lancaster County Health Department, in correspondence dated 9-8-06, stated
>background noise testing at this site revealed 57 dba@100ft east of Hwy 77,
>55.3 dba @400ft east , and 51.0 dba @ 3/8 mile from the highway. Readings
>taken by neighbors resulted in peak 70-80 dba readings on the highway
>itself, but not the 80-90 dba as stated above. If validation of actual

>sound readings are needed, the Health Department can provide factual
>information. This approach would eliminate bias from either proponents or
>opponents.
>
>
>Drag Tech wrote:
>
>>
>>
>>Note: forwarded message attached.
>>
>>----------------------------------------------------------------------->>Sucker-punch spam
>><%0Ahttp://us.rd.yahoo.com/evt=49981/*http://advision.webevents.yahoo.com/ma
ilbeta/features_spam.html>
>>with award-winning protection.
>>Try the free Yahoo! Mail Beta.
>><%0Ahttp://us.rd.yahoo.com/evt=49981/*http://advision.webevents.yahoo.com/ma
ilbeta/features_spam.html>
>>
>>----------------------------------------------------------------------->>
>>Subject:
>>Sound Facts
>>From:
>>"SW Mc" <midwestminichoppers@hotmail.com>
>>Date:
>>Fri, 09 Mar 2007 06:23:05 +0000
>>To:
>>knownos500hp@yahoo.com
>>
>>
>>The Motor sport Taskforce will be presenting there final report to the
>>Lancaster board of commissioners. A presentation from Dr. Dominique J.
>>Cheene, PHD from Columbia College, Chicago. Will be included. The
>>information states 100db-115db was used for examples of drag race cars in
>>general. That's track side at the car. NHRA says 95db 50ft away at
>>3000-3500rpm is there standard rule for muffled cars. The task force was
>>informed that the truck traffic along Hwy 77 was louder than drag
>>racing.Knowing this here are a few examples that should help us understand
>>the sounds there talking about. Attached is some info from Taskforce
>>meeting from Dr. Cheene. Please note Drag racing is seasonal and runs
>>according to schedual depending on weather. These sounds are not like
>>grain dryers or industrial factories that run 24/7. Just because there may
>>be a new sound in any area chosen does not mean it is harmful to
>>surrounding land uses.
>>
>>Typical Sound Levels Rual/AG areas
>>
>>Noise Source
Noise Level(in dBA)
>>
>>Tractor
74-112
>>Grain Dryer
81-102
>>Combine
80-105
>>Chainsaw
77-120
>>Grain Grinding
93-97
>>Pig Squeals
85-115
>>Orchard Sprayer
85-106
>>Riding Mower
79-89
>>Garden Tractor
88-94

>>Crop Dusting Aircraft
83-116
>>
>>About the Authors of these numbers
>>James Lankford is professor emeritus and former dean of the College of
>>Health and Human Sciences at Northern Illinois University, in DeKalb, and
>>president of the National Hearing Conservation Association. Sue Zurales is
>>an industry audiologist and vice president of Mobilear Inc. in Lisle, IL.
>>Barbara Garrett is an audiologist in Longmont, CO. Joseph Delorier is a
>>supervisor at the Speech and Hearing Clinic at Northern Illinois
>>University in DeKalb.
>>The authors would like to thank E-A-R for providing free hearing
>>protectors for all participants. Portions of this article were presented
>>at the 2000 National Hearing Conservation Association Conference in
>>Denver, CO.
>>This article appeared in the August/September 2002 edition of Injury
>>Insights
>>A version of this article originally ran on the Web site of ADVANCE for
>>Audiologists magazine, at http://www.advanceforaud.com, on July 29, 2002.
>>ADVANCE for Audiologists is a bimonthly publication offering strategies
>>for growth and profitability to nearly 20,000 hearing health care
>>professionals.
>>Related NSC Bibliography
>>Hearing Loss in Agriculture: An NSC Bibliography
>>

Marlajoy55@aol.com

To tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov

03/12/2007 06:44 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Re:Camp Bow Wow

Dear Ms. Grammer:

I am writing you as a member of your community and a animal lover. I was excited when I
heard that Camp Bow Wow was considering coming to Lincoln. I am sometimes in Topeka, Ks,
where they have a similar dog day-care environment for my Border Collie Mix dog to play and
enjoy himself. After having my dog in that preferred environment, it is very hard to bring him
to a traditional kennel, which, in Lincoln, is a Vet’s office with bordering space.

Kenneling has changed over the years and most progressive cities are on-board with other
options for pet owners who want the best for their animals.

I’m not sure what the issue is that is blocking this business from coming to Lincoln, and I regret
that a family issue with my aging parents will keep me from attending the meeting on
Wednesday. So, I am sending you my note with sincere wishes that you will consider Camp
Bow Wow’s request and allow them to build and make our city a better place for our pets and
owners alike!

Sincerely,

Marla King
Lincoln, NE

AOL now offers free email to everyone. Find out more about what's free from AOL at
AOL.com.

WebForm
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>
03/12/2007 09:39 AM

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

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

Rod Doyle
2241 N.W. 49th
Lincoln, NE 68524

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

470-3291
RJ2241@aol.com

Comment or Question:
Lincoln City Council Members
It concerns me that a facility with the reputation of Camp Bow Wow is having
trouble opening their doors for services that no other dog care facility can
offer. I have had on-line conversation with this company since last fall
dealing with the care of my dog Deba. She was my best friend, companion and
family member, could depend on her to greet every day after work and cheer me
up in sad times. She was closer to me than my two daughters who I love dearly
and would do anything for. When I contacted Camp Bow Wow I was looking for
special care for her when I was out of town and at that time they were not
open for business. She was an older dog that required special treatment and
care and after looking online I found the only business offering the services
that I needed for her was Camp Bow Wow. Why would any person or City
Government control what is the personal choice of providing the best care
available for a family member. A few years ago the federal courts ruled that
pets are more that personal property and people can file suit for personal
damage and the loss of a loved one. Why can’t the locale government follow the
laws of the nation? The Health Department should have nothing to say about
this matter as they have reduced services that we pay for by the requiring the
purchase of pet licenses. Please let the citizens of Lincoln determine weather
the services of Camp Bow Wow are needed by opening the doors and offering the
services to the people of Lincoln and their family members. I’m sadden that I
don’t require the services that this facility has and I’m writing this letter
in memory of my baby girl Deba, she is missed and will never be forgotten.
Sincerely
Rod Doyle.

WebForm
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>

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

03/12/2007 01:54 PM

bcc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

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

Jill Morstad PhD
2208 S. 46th Street
Lincoln, NE 68506

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

402-483-7403
jmorstad@prairiek9.com

Comment or Question:
To the City Council -I have been solicited to write a letter regarding the petition by 'Camp Bow
Wow' to open a franchise in Lincoln, Nebraska.
(My credential): Owner/President of Prairie Skies, Inc., I have been training
dogs and teaching people to train their dogs since 1985, offering classes for
local and regional dog clubs, in private settings, and in veterinary clinics.
I offer private training services, and I am the affiliate/adjunct behaviorist
for three Lincoln veterinary clinics. I'give back' by teaching the
Kindergarten Puppy classes at the Capital Humane Society.
Additionally, I have taught professional communications at the
university-level since 1990, and I am a frequent speaker on issues related to
language, dog ownership and public policy. Audiences have included the
International Conference on Communications in Veterinary Medicine, Mid-America
Veterinary Conference/Kentucky Veterinary Medical Association, the Lincoln
Family Practice Physicians Residency Program, Clarkson Medical Center, the
University of Nebraska Department of Animal Science, the Eden Alternative and
the American Society of Trainers and Developers (ASTD). In 2006 I appeared at
the conference of the International Association of Canine Professionals (IACP)
alongside Cesar Millan, ‘The Dog Whisperer’ made famous by the National
Geographic channel.
My published work has appeared in academic journals, local and regional
newspapers, the Aggression Newsletter and Safehands, the journal of the IACP.
I have has served on various non-profit boards including local training and
kennel clubs, humane societies, therapy dog organizations and an AKC parent
club where I was responsible for membership and public relations.
I train and exhibit my own dogs at the most advanced levels of obedience
competition, and have put obedience, tracking and conformation titles on a
variety of AKC-recognized breeds. I am an ASCA-licensed obedience judge,
approved at all levels.
As a professional educator with extensive experience as a dog trainer, I *am*
interested in any organization that may provide advice and instruction for dog
owners and their health-care providers in the interest of preventative care
and wellness, public health and community service.
But my concern about endorsing Camp Bow Wow is twofold. 1) Other than 'owning

and loving dogs' how are the franchise owners credentialed or trained as dog
handlers, or prepared to supervise the employees who will handle dogs in the
facility? and 2) it appears to me that the marketing message of Camp Bow Wow
is one that would make dogs into human beings. Yet any promotional effort that
encourages dog owners to think of their pets as children is fundamentally
flawed and does not demonstrate educatonal leadership in the marketplace. I
agree with veterinary ethicist Jerrold Tannenbaum: pandering to a cultural (or
consumer) desire to make dogs into little children in fur suits is very very
bad for dogs; it is the kind of thinking that leads directly to more dogs in
shelter kennels.
Truth is, the overindulgence of a dog is the main reason he fails in a home.
Whether pup or adult -- when the dog arrives in his new home and is understood
as 'the baby' or the surrogate child, the more compassionate nature of his
caregivers is to spoil him. When he responds to the lack of leadership and
structure by becoming possessive or defensive, his status is characterized as
'special needs' and a few more privileges are added in the hopes that he might
be placated into pethood. Suggestions to take away these freebies and to
insist on serious compliance with obedience commands are met with accusations
of “cruelty” and lack of empathy. In too many cases, this dog is literally
spoiled to death: his nasty, defensive behavior finally results in an injury
to a human family member, he is turned in to a shelter or brought to the vet
for euthanasia with the reassurance that they “tried everything” and that the
dog is hopelessly unable to overcome his 'psychological deficit' and is better
off at rest.
The very worst dogs I deal with in private training are the dogs in
super-indulgent homes where the dog was allowed to rule like a privileged
princeling; treated as a human child and otherwise given full charge of the
house, its contents and occupants. These dogs frequently have bitten people in
their own family, and usually more than once. To see them surrendered to the
shelter with an honor guard of teddy bears, a soft bed, special treats and a
long list of requests is particularly heartbreaking. As a trainer, these are
often the dogs that I am least likely to be able to help. Rather than
experiencing a specific, violent set of horrible behaviors enacted on them by
a human, or the desolate vacuum of total neglect, these dogs have been
insidiously and actively “lied to” for their entire lives. Convincing them
that they must respectfully defer to kind human leadership is sometimes
impossible. They have been conditioned in such a way that they have an
entirely upside-down view of the world. Dig deep enough in the history of one
of these cases, and you are likely to find that there was no actual training
or structure in the dog’s life, or if there was it was abandoned as being “too
mean” or because “he didn’t like it”.
Witness the banning of dogs from the Lincoln Farmer's Market.
In summary, the more common behavior problems associated with most surrendered
dogs are symptomatic of an indulgent or at worst, benignly neglectful home
where no one took time to address the issues before they got out of hand.
As I indicated above, in my work I do just as much continuing medical
education for veterinarians as I do training -- the AVMA itself recognizes
that problem dogs have problem owners. Their stance puts it this way: behavior
problems are the #1 cause of death for dogs in America today.
At first glance it is difficult to ascertain how the local franchise owners of
Camp Bow Wow have considered the challenges ahead. A cursory glance at the
Camp Bow Wow corporate webpage gives a much clearer perspective and it is not
a perspective that I find reassuring or one that I can endorse.

Finally, whatever roles dogs may play in our human households, one thing dogs
also most certainly are is a public health nuisance. Barking dogs, dog waste,
dog bites and dogs-at-large constitute a public health nuisance -- one that
can be addressed in many ways not the least of which is broad educational
effort aimed at helping dog owners understand and achieve the kind of training
that makes dogs safer in our communities and our communities safer for dogs.
In addition to zoning questions, I would encourage you to also consider the
additional long-term financial and A/C enforcement burdens place on the Health
Dept and the city of Lincoln to deal with the rampant and pervasive fallout of
the dogs-as-human-beings message.
Thank you for your time and careful consideration.
Jill Morstad PhD

"C Hofmann"
<pawprints06@hotmail.com>
03/13/2007 01:00 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Camp Bow Wow

Dear Lincoln City Council,
Hello!
I am writng this letter in regards of support for Camp Bow Wow and the
upcoming meeting which I will not be able to attend. My name is Carol
Hofmann, owner of Paw Prints Pet Photography in Sutton, NE, which leads my
travel into Lincoln, etc. I look forward to also working in the future with
Camp Bow Wow with my profession.
I have seen such a strong need for new growth and services for the pet
industry. The need for a location such as Camp Bow Wow is such a HUGE plus
for the Lincoln community. I was extremely excited that Lincoln would be
chosen for this site, thus adding new employees, providing a much needed and
growing service, serving a large number of pets with families when they are
working, on vacation, etc. I am also aware of all the other avenues in which
Camp Bow serves in other humane and giving ways. Therefore, their presence
in your community is also a rewarding factor.
I have no doubt that the addition of Camp Bow Wow to Lincoln would be an
added plus and bonus to those in your area. Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Carol Hofmann
Paw Prints Pet Photography
(402) 366-2140
www.pawprints06.com
_________________________________________________________________
The average US Credit Score is 675. The cost to see yours: $0 by Experian.
http://www.freecreditreport.com/pm/default.aspx?sc=660600&bcd=EMAILFOOTERAVERA
GE

"Will Hays"
<whays@broadcasthouse.co
m>
03/13/2007 05:23 PM

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

Dear sirs and madams,

I would like to have my voice heard in the matter of the proposed restriction on allowing Camp Bow Wow to build
in Lincoln. From what I have heard and read the Camp Bow Wow franchise would bring a lot to Lincoln’s pet
owners. It is very possible the zoning laws that apply in this restriction are ones that might be a little out dated and
need to be looked into. Kenneling has changed some in the 50 years since the laws were written.

Also, I think that Lincolnneeds to take a more proactive stance in encouraging new businesses to make Lincolntheir
home. A case like this one is an opportunity for Lincolnto look at some of its possibly out of date zoning
regulations and not hide behind the fear of creating more competition for Lincoln’s established businesses.

Thanks!

Will Hays

"karyn"
<karyn163@earthlink.net>
03/13/2007 05:39 PM

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

Hello,
We support Camp Bow Wow and know that this would be good for the city of LIncoln and its dog owners .

apauseforpaws@neb.rr.com

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

03/13/2007 05:45 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Camp Bow Wow

Hello,
I wanted to voice my support for having more businesses in Lincoln.
Competition, especially in this industry (kennles) is good for
business and Lincoln Pet Parents. Competition allows for more variety
and a healthier atmosphere among dog kennels.
Kennels pose no health risk in today's world. They are welcomed in
many metro communities around the country. Science has afforded this
to be a valuable option to pet parents with the development of
vaccinations and cleaning products that eliminate containaments for
people and pets.
It is time that the vets who board (for profit and non-medical
reasons) have some healthy competition. It is also time for pet
parents to be able to board their animals in a place within city
limits that is not with ill, dying and pets who are crying out in pain
(veterinary hospitals).
When I travel to a community, I do not wish to stay in the hospital, I
want to stay in a hotel. I would value this option for pet parents as
well.
A Pause for Paws, Inc.
Jennifer Haralson, President
402-420-PETS
www.apauseforpaws.com

"Tonia Tauke"
<tonia22@neb.rr.com>
03/14/2007 10:27 AM
Please respond to
<tonia22@neb.rr.com>

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

I am Tonia Tauke. Co-Owner of A Pause for Paws, we are pet sitters (we go
into homes and care for pets. We are an alternative to kennels). Would like
to show support for more competition in the Lincoln market for kennels.
There are already a handful of kennels that have vets attached already in
the city limits. This ordinance keeps any competition out of the city for
these kennels and we believe that good competition in all industries is
healthy for a growing community.
Tonia Tauke & Jennifer Haralson (owners)
A Pause for Paws Inc
3100 Denver Ct
Lincoln NE 68522
www.aPauseforPaws.com
402-420-PETS

AD D E N D U M
TO
D I R E C T O R S’ A G E N D A
MONDAY, MARCH 19, 2007

I.

MAYOR 1.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of March
17 through March 23, 2007 - Schedule subject to change.

2.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor To Attend Youth Program Graduation.

3.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Cable Advisory Board To Discuss Review Of
Time Warner.

II.

CITY CLERK - NONE

III.

CORRESPONDENCE
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B.

DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE

C.

MISCELLANEOUS - NONE

daadd031907/tjg

Date: March 16, 2007
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule
Week of March 17 through 23, 2007
Schedule subject to change
Saturday, March 17
League of Nebraska Municipalities St. Patrick’s Day dinner and celebration - 7 p.m., Nebraska Club,
233 South 13th Street, Suite 2000
Monday, March 19
Annual Mayor’s Award of Excellence award presentation - 1:30 p.m., Council Chambers, 555 South 10th Street
(reception immediately following outside of Mayor’s office)
Tuesday, March 20
KFOR - 12:30 p.m., 3800 Cornhusker Highway
Fireworks restaurant grand opening, remarks - 3 p.m., 86th Street and Old Cheney Road
First Christian Church Disciples men’s group, remarks - 7 p.m., First Christian Church parlor, 430 South 16th Street
Friday, March 23
Girl Scouts reception for Girl Scouts of USA CEO Kathy Cloninger, Key to the City presentation and remarks 5 p.m., Nebraska Club, 233 South 13th Street, Suite 2000

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 15, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
Dan Payzant, Parks and Recreation, 441-9471

MAYOR TO ATTEND YOUTH PROGRAM GRADUATION
Mayor Coleen J. Seng will attend the graduation ceremony for the Youth S.E.R.V.E program at
2 p.m. Friday, March 16 at the Park Teen Center, 855 South 8th Street. The Youth Service Education and
Recreation Volunteer Experience is a pilot program that provides training for students in sixth through
eighth grades. The 12 initial graduates will be certified to volunteer at day camp programs for elementary
school students offered through the Parks and Recreation Department.
Students who expressed an interest in volunteering with the Parks and Recreation Department were invited
to submit written applications for the program. S.E.R.V.E. participants are trained in leadership,
communication skills, teamwork, goal-setting and safety practices through a day camp/work experience
under the guidance and supervision of trained recreation staff.
For more information on future S.E.R.V.E. programs, contact Dan Payzant at 441-9471.
- 30 -

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 16, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

CABLE ADVISORY BOARD TO DISCUSS
REVIEW OF TIME WARNER
Meetings of the Cable Television Advisory Board are set for 4 to 6 p.m. Monday, March 19 and Thursday,
March 22. Both meetings will be in the Mayor’s Conference Room, 555 South 10th Street.
The Lincoln City Council passed a resolution calling for the board to conduct a performance evaluation of
Time Warner Cable (resolution attached). Specific issues include the programming guide and DVR
(digital video recorder) software. At next week’s meetings, board members will discuss the process for the
evaluation and the process to take public comments.
All meetings for the Cable Television Advisory Board are open to the public. The meetings next week will
include limited time for members of the public to comment on the processes being discussed. Public
comment on Time Warner will be scheduled at a later time.
Members of the Cable Television Advisory Board are appointed by the Mayor and approved by the City
Council. The board monitors the local cable company, considers complaints against the cable franchise,
makes recommendations on cable policy issues and recommends policy for access channels.
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