
IN LIEU OF 
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, JUNE 26, 2006

COUNTY-CITY BUILDING, ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 
1. NEWS ADVISORY. News conference with Mayor Seng on proposed local ban of

concealed weapons.
2. NEWS RELEASE. Domestic violence agencies support Mayor’s efforts to ban

concealed weapons in Lincoln.
3. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Coleen Seng’s schedule to include:

a) Friday, June 23 - Media briefing on recommended City budget; and
b) Monday, June 26 - State of the City address.

4. Washington Report, June 16, 2006.

II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE/ TREASURERS DEPARTMENT
1. Monthly City Cash Report closing May 31, 2006.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT
1. Community Health Endowment announces recipients of annual awards.

PUBLIC WORKS
1. PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES ADVISORY. Water Capital Improvement Project

No. 700275, “L” Street 6th to 9th. NOTE: Has been put on hold until further notice.
Questions contact Steve Faust at 441.8413. 

2. Memo from Dennis Bartels, Engineering Services, in answer to Eschliman’s questions
on cost-benefit numbers for two proposed annexations and developments. 

3. Highland View Annexation Agreement, 06R-114. Street construction estimates. 
4. Master Planning Open House on the Deadmans Run Watershed. 

WEED CONTROL 
1. Combined Weed Program, May 2006 Monthly Report.

III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN
1. Article on “Supreme Court Rules Against Excessive Regulation” for affordable housing

in two wetlands cases. 
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PATTE NEWMAN
1. Response from Randy Hoskins, Public Works City Traffic Engineer, on traffic light at

33rd and Holdrege Streets.  
2. Request to Dana Roper, City Attorney/Karl Fredrickson & Marc Rosso, Public Works -

RE: Graffiti - (RFI#39 - 06/22/06)  

  V. MISCELLANEOUS
1. Email from Norman Stimbert re: Citizens paying high taxes and has suggestions on the

City, Mayor, and County members being more fiscal problem solvers.  
2. Email from Mike Washington re: Supports Planning Commission’s approval of Greg

Sanford’s permit for soil mining. 
3. Email from Stephen J. and Jeanne L. Nazario re: Opposed to sidewalks in the Edenton

South Neighborhood.
4. Email from Beatty Brasch re: Pitfalls of the “Stop Overspending in Nebraska” petition.
5. Email from Susan Merrill re: Status of an animal shelter for the city.
6. Email from Mary Emmons re: Developer fees.

 
 VI.  ADJOURNMENT

W:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\da062606.wpd











 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Stevens unveils revised telecommunications 
bill.  Senate Commerce Committee Chairman 
Ted Stevens (R-AK) released a new version 
of comprehensive telecommunications 
legislation (S 2686) this week. 
 
Testifying on behalf of local government 
organizations at a Commerce Committee 
hearing this week, Arvada (CO) Mayor 
Kenneth Fellman told that the Committee that 
the revised bill goes a long way towards 
addressing the five concerns locals outlined 
regarding Stevens’ original draft. 
 
Specifically, Fellman told the Committee that 
local governments appreciate the time 
increase, from 30 days to 90 days, during 
which a local government would have to 
grant a franchise agreement to video service 
providers. However, Fellman told the 
Committee that no deadline would be 
preferable and that any deadline should 
accommodate the public notice and hearing 
requirements of state and local law. 
 
Fellman praised the discussion draft for 
including new language that would confirm 
the police powers of local governments and 
would require video services providers to 
comply with all public rights-of-way 
regulations.  Fellman also praised the revision 
for making the courts, rather than the Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC), the 
arbiter of right-of-way disputes and for 
removing language that would have required 
local governments to pay all attorney fees if 
they lost such a dispute. 
 
However, Fellman said that the revised bill’s 
right-of-way language would still put too 
many burdens on local governments.  
Fellman urged the Committee to move 
towards language similar to Section 253 of 
the Telecommunications Act of 1996, which 

simply requires that local governments 
manage rights-of-way in a competitively 
neutral and nondiscriminatory manner. 
 
Fellman thanked the Committee for its 
willingness to consider a broad definition of 
“gross revenue” on which local franchise fees 
would be calculated.  The original version of 
S 2686 would have created many loopholes 
and would have significantly reduced local 
government revenue.  The Committee also 
included language in the revised bill that 
would protect state and local taxes collected 
from video services providers that are not 
related to right-of-way use or management. 
 
Only on the fifth issue, the build out of 
services to all neighborhoods in a local 
franchise area, did Fellman criticize the 
revised bill, saying that its expanded anti-
redlining language was welcome but that it 
still falls far short of local government 
preference for explicit build out language.  
However, the Committee is not likely to 
address that concern. 
 
Local government organizations continue to 
negotiate with Committee staff to refine the 
bill.  Stevens is expected to release another 
revision early next week.  The Commerce 
Committee is scheduled to mark up that 
revision next Thursday.  Although Stevens 
would like to bring it to the floor quickly, the 
same network neutrality issues in the 
Judiciary Committee that delayed action in 
the House last month and a packed Senate 
schedule may combine to disappoint him. 
  
BUDGET 
Minimum wage amendment puts a wrench in 
House appropriations schedule.  During 
debate on the FY 2007 spending bill funding 
the Departments of Labor, Health and Human 
Services and Education (HHS), the House 
Appropriations Committee approved, 32-27, 
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an amendment that would raise the 
minimum wage by $2.10 by 2009.  (See 
last week’s report for detailed information 
on funding levels for individual programs.) 
 
The amendment immediately created a 
dilemma for the House leadership.   They 
remain committed to their goal of passing 
all of the FY 2007 appropriations bills by 
July 4.  However, they now are now 
hesitant to bring the Labor, HHS and 
Education measure to the House floor 
because they fear that they may not have 
the votes to strike the amendment, 
especially in an election year in which 
moderate Republicans from the Northeast 
and Midwest face potentially tough 
elections. 
 
Despite the minimum wage wrinkle, the 
House continued to make progress on FY 
2007 appropriations this week, passing the 
measure (HR 5576) funding the 
Depar tments  o f the Treasury, 
Transportation and Housing and Urban 
Development.  To date, the House has 
passed eight of the 11 annual 
appropriations bills.  The House 
Appropriations Committee has cleared two 
of the remaining three bills and is 
scheduled to clear the final one next week. 
 
The Senate Appropriations Committee has 
yet to act on any of the FY 2007 
appropriations bills. 
 
Congress also completed action on the FY 
2006 supplemental appropriations bill for 
military operations and hurricane 
assistance.  The President quickly signed 
the bill into law once he received it.  Much 
of the final debate over the measure 
revolved around whether ongoing military 
operations in Iraq and Afghanistan should 
be classified as “emergency” spending, 
rather than part of the annual 
appropriations process.  The Senate 
overwhelmingly approved a resolution in 
favor of removing the emergency tag from 
future war expenses, but it remains to be 
seen what effect it will have. 
 
Our FY 2007 Funding Chart 
(www.capitaledge.com/funding.pdf) has 
been updated to reflect House action this 
week and we will continue to update as the 
House and Senate pass each bill. 
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PUBLIC SAFETY 
House cuts funding for state and local 
law enforcement, but does not meet the 
President’s request.  The FY 2007 
Science, State, Justice and Commerce 
Departments Appropriations bill was 
approved on the subcommittee level this 
week.  The bill allocates $2.6 billion, 
$163 million less than allocated for FY 
2006, for crime fighting initiatives of 
state and local law enforcement.  
However, the funding is $1.1 billion 
above the President’s request. 
 
The following programs of interest to 
cities will be funded (comparison to FY 
2006 in parenthesis). 
 
• $405 million for the State Criminal 

Alien Assistance Program (same as 
FY06) 

 
• $390 million for Violence Against 

Women Act programs (+$3m) 
 
• $558 million to the Edward Byrne 

Justice Assistance Grants program (-
$50m) 

 
• $281 million for juvenile 

delinquency prevention programs (-
$62m) 

 
• $176 million for eliminating DNA 

analysis backlogs (+$67m) 
 
• $100 million for law enforcement 

technologies and interoperability 
(+$100M) 

 
The measure is expected to be 
considered in the House Appropriations 
Committee next week.  More details on 
the individual programs will be reported 
when information becomes available. 
 
TRANSPORTATION 
House increases funds for Amtrak.  On 
June 14, the House of Representatives 
passed a $139.6 billion appropriations 
bill for the Departments of 
Transportation, Treasury, and HUD.  
The legislation passed by a 406-22 vote, 
after the House adopted an amendment 
to provide an additional $214 million for 
Amtrak. 
 
 

The Amtrak amendment, offered by Rep. 
Steven LaTourette (R-OH), chairman of 
the House Subcommittee on Railroads 
and Rep. James Oberstar (D-MN), 
ranking member of the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, brings Amtrak’s total FY 
2007 funding to about $1.1 billion in the 
House bill.  The additional funds were 
offset by cutting the General Services 
Administration’s federal building fund 
and various administrative accounts in 
the Transportation Department. 
 
B e fo r e  the  a mendmen t ,  t h e 
appropriations bill contained only $900 
million for Amtrak, $412 less than the 
FY 2005 enacted level and $698 less 
than Amtrak requested this year to 
continue operations and invest in capital.  
LaTourette said without the amendment, 
Amtrak could have faced bankruptcy or 
route eliminations. 
 
No other significant changes to 
Transportation Department funding were 
made to the bill during floor debate, and 
the measure now moves to the Senate, 
which is not likely to consider the bill 
until mid-July.  See the June 9 
Washington Report for additional details 
about the House bill. 
  
HUD BUDGET 
House approves FY 2007 HUD budget.  
The House approved the FY 2007 
appropriations bill with jurisdiction over 
the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) this week, after 
approving a handful of amendments that 
would make relatively minor additions to 
some HUD programs. 
 
Among the approved amendments was a 
proposal to fund the HUD Brownfields 
program at $15 million.  The House 
Appropriations Committee did not 
recommend funds for the program, 
which was funded at $10 million in FY 
2006.  The House also restored $30 
million to the HOPE VI program for 
severely distressed public housing, 
which had been zeroed-out by the 
Appropriations Committee and received 
$99 million in FY 2006. 
 
Other successful amendments to the 
HUD portion of the bill included adding: 
 



 

• $30 million to the Public Housing 
Capital Fund, bringing its total to $2.2 
billion, $231 million less than FY 
2006; 

 
• $12 million to the Section 202 elderly 

housing program, bringing its total to 
$747 million, $12 million more than 
FY 2006, and 

 
• $3 million to the Section 811 disabled 

housing program, bringing its total to 
$240 million, $3 million more than FY 
2006. 

 
The Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) formula program would be 
funded at $3.873 billion in the bill, an 
increase of $162 million over FY 2006 and 
the HOME program formula grants would 
receive $1.828 billion, an increase of $138 
million over the current year funding.  The 
legislation also includes language that 
instructs HUD to distribute FY 2007 
CDBG funding using the existing formula.  
The provision was in response to a recent 
HUD proposal to alter the current formula 
(see May 26 Washington Report for 
additional details). 
 
The Senate Appropriations Committee is 
not expected to consider its version of the 
FY 2007 HUD budget until after the 
Independence Day congressional recess. 
 
HOUSING 
House committee votes to move disaster 
housing from FEMA to HUD.  The 
“Natural Disaster Housing Reform Act of 
2006” (HR 5393) was approved by voice 
vote in the House Financial Services 
Committee this week. 
 
Sponsored by Rep. Richard Baker (R-LA), 
the legislation would charge the 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) with managing long-
term Federal housing assistance for victims 
of disasters displaced for more than thirty 
days.  The Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) currently 
handles disaster housing, but its 
performance in the area since the Gulf 
Coast hurricanes has been soundly 
criticized.  However, FEMA would 
continue to manage housing needs for 
victims of Katrina, Rita, and Wilma, as the 
legislation is not retroactive. 
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The bill has also been referred to the 
Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, although the committee 
has not scheduled time to consider the 
bill. 
 
The Financial Services Committee also 
approved bipartisan legislation (HR 
5443) to reform the Section 8 program, 
making no significant changes to the 
measure approved at the subcommittee 
level last week (see the June 9 
Washington Report). 
 
DRINKING WATER 
Senate panel approves chemical security 
measure.  The Senate Homeland 
Security and Government Affairs 
Committee approved legislation (S 
2145) this week that would require the 
Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS) to set federal security standards 
for facilities that process or store 
hazardous chemicals. 
 
The American Water Works Association 
and the Association of Metropolitan 
Water Agencies are concerned that 
because local water systems usually 
store large quantities of chlorine, the 
legislation subjects them to duplicative 
federal  security requirements.  
Bioterrorism legislation approved shortly 
after the September 11, 2001 attacks 
mandated that water agencies submit 
vulnerability assessments to the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA).  S 2145 would require water 
systems to conduct similar assessments 
at their own cost and submit them to 
DHS. 
 
In order to avoid the administrative and 
financial burdens of having to conduct 
multiple assessments for multiple federal 
agencies, AWWA and AMWA are 
supportive of language included in 
House legislation (HR 1562) that would 
exempt local water agencies from being 
designated as a chemical source. 
 
The legislation has not been scheduled 
for debate on the Senate floor.  In recent 
years the Senate Environment and Public 
Works Committee has exercised 
jurisdiction over the issue, so that panel 
may attempt to weigh in prior to a floor 
vote. 
 

GOV’T OPERATIONS 
House and Senate looking at line item 
veto, sunset of federal agencies and 
programs.  Legislation is moving in both 
the House and Senate that would 
resurrect the idea of the line-item veto, 
which would allow the President to 
propose rescissions of specific items in 
bills that are signed into law.  In 
addition, both chambers are seriously 
considering measures that would create a 
process similar to the base closure 
commission that would recommend 
sunset dates for federal agencies and 
programs. 
 
 Next week, the House is scheduled to 
take up legislation (HR 4890) that would 
give the President 45 days once he 
receives a bill from Congress to make 
line-item veto requests, and then 
Congress must act on those rescission 
packages before they are finalized.  The 
number of rescission packages the 
President could propose would be 
limited to five per bill, or 10 for omnibus 
appropriations bills.  A similar bill (S 
2381) in the Senate is expected to be 
considered in the Budget Committee 
next week. 
 
 The “sunset” legislation (S 3521) in the 
Senate is expected to be attached to the 
line-item veto measure next week in the 
Budget Committee.  It would establish a 
“Commission on the Accountability and 
Review of Federal Agencies,” that 
would conduct a two-year survey and 
r e p o r t  t o  C o n g r e s s  w i t h 
recommendations on whether to realign 
or eliminate any federal agencies or 
programs.  Like the Base Realignment 
and Closure Commission (BRAC), the 
suggestions would have to be approved 
by Congress, but no amendments would 
be allowed. 
 
House leadership is currently in the 
process of considering competing sunset 
bills, one (HR 2470) that would mirror 
the Senate approach, and another (HR 
3276) that would have the sunset 
commission evaluate agencies and 
programs every 10 years and abolish 
those that are not reauthorized by 
Congress within two years. 
 
  
  











                                                                                                                                                    June 19, 2006

Water Capital Improvement Project No. 700275
“L” Street 6th to 9th

The City of Lincoln, Public Works Department Engineering Services Division would like to advise you that
a bid for the utility construction has been awarded to K2 Construction. This private contractor plans to start
on “L” Street. Monday, June 26, 2006. 

The installation of the replacement water main is going to be installed on the north side of “L” Street. There
will be times while the main is being installed that you will not be able to access your driveway. After the
installation is complete the new main has to be tested and chlorinated before the services are transferred. The
area will then be cleaned up, the pavement, driveways, and sidewalks replaced. “L” Street from 6th to 7th will
be entirely overlaid with new asphalt.

The length of the construction period is a concern to most people. Unfortunately, Nebraska’s uncertain
weather, combined with the complexity of the construction work will dictate the amount of time the work will
take. However, the Sunday Journal-Star does run a list of street closings, along with a probable opening date
for the street. 

While the City has contracted with a private firm to do the work, a City of Lincoln Project Manager will be
overseeing the project to insure that the work is done properly and as quickly as possible. Should you have any
questions, you may contact Steven Faust with the City of Lincoln, Engineering Services Division at (402) 441-
8413 or Tom Rogge with K2 Construction at (402) 467-2355.   

Steve Faust, Project Manager Tom Rogge
City of Lincoln, Engineering Services K2 Construction
531 Westgate Boulevard, Suite 100 (402) 467-2355
Phone: (402) 441-7532
sfaust@lincoln.ne.gov

700275 Adv SF mk.wpd















Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes 

06/22/2006 08:16 AM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject TRIM: Fw: 06R-114 Highland View Annexation Agreement

This email is to provide some additional information regarding Highland View street construction 
estimates to more directly answer the questions raised by Dan Marvin at the public hearing for this item.  

Paving NW 12th Street and Alvo Rd with 2 lanes of permanent concrete per the agreement is estimated to 
cost $1,400,000.   

9" concrete carries the same amount of traffic for the same time period as 12" of Asphalt

The Concrete portion of the $1.4 million project is approximately $360,000
If paved with Asphalt instead of concrete the material portion of the project is approximately $360,000

Material  type is irrelevant at this time, provided that each pavement structure can carry the same amount 
of traffic for the same time period (see calculations below for more detail.)

Items that differ between the a rural type section without curb and gutter and an urban type section that 
has curb and gutter is such things as:

the amount of pipe need to carry storm water drainage under the urban section
the amount of grading need to create ditches to carry storm water drainage along side the rural 
section
the need for pedestrian facilities and how they are accommodated 
Each location and area varies widely and greatly in the amount of grading, need for storm drainage 
accommodation, and pedestrian needs and should be evaluated on a case by case basis.

Per the agreement, it is anticipated that development in this benefit district will allow the City to reimburse 
the developer for costs for the concrete paving in excess of the directed arterial street impact fee amount 
($1,049,426) from other arterial street impact fees collected in this district.  

In the past Public Works and Utilities has stated it is critical that the City's new arterial streets be paved 
with concrete to an urban standard.  The RUTS standard applies to county roads outside the City limits 
within the 3-mile jurisdiction.  It is intended to provide for a more useful life for the public investment in 
county roads, and to accommodate future growth from rural to urban standards.  Rural paving is not 
intended for urban traffic volumes.  As the administrative policy on directed impact fees states, paving 
new asphalt streets in the City is short sighted and Lincoln will fall farther behind in the long run in 
obtaining permanent paving if this approach is taken - we should not be creating new asphalt roads in the 
City.  

Detailed Concrete Calculations :
3600 feet long x 26 feet wide x 9 inches deep 

3600 x 26  = 93,600 square feet
93,600 square feet divided by 9 square feet per square yard = 10,400 square yards
Concrete is roughly $34.50  per square yard.
10,400 square yard x $34.50 = $358,800

Detailed Asphalt Calculations :
3600 feet long x 26 feet wide x 12 inches deep
3600 x 26  = 93,600 square feet



93,600 square feet divided by 9 square feet per square yard = 10,400 square yards
10,400 square yards x 115 lbs per square yard per inch = 1,196,000 lbs per inch of depth
1,196,000 lbs x 12 inches of depth = 14,352,000 lbs
14,352,000 lbs divided by 2,000 lbs per ton = 7,176 tons
Asphalt is roughly $50 per ton
7,176 tons x $50 per ton = $358,800  

Thomas Shafer
Engineering Services
441-7837





 
 

 Combined Weed Program 
City of Lincoln 

May 2006 Monthly Report  
 

Inspection Activity  
1,239 inspections on 755 sites were made 
during the month.  
1,478 inspections on 994 sites have been 
made this year. 
 
Noxious Weeds  
• Made 413 inspections on 303 sites on 

2,027 acres. 
• Found 245 violations on 422 acres. 

- 221 musk thistle 
- 24 leafy spurge 

• Found no violations on 58 sites. 
• Sent 13 notices, 147 letters, 40 trace 

cards and made 33 personal contacts. 
• 81 control plans have been received.  
• 218 sites cut by landowners. 
• Control is pending on 200 sites. 
. 
 
Weed Abatement 

• Made 1,065 inspections on 691 sites on 
407 acres. 

• Found 549 violations on 275 acres. 

 
 
• Found no violations on 141 sites. 
• 533 complaints received on 434 sites. 
• Sent 90 notices, 352 letters, published 

63 notifications and made 5 personal 
contacts. 

• 218 sites cut by landowners. 
• Cutting is pending on 340 sites. 
 

May Activities 
2 County Commissioners’ Meeting  
3 Begin City Weed Abatement 

inspections 
11 Mgt Team Mtg 
16 Press Conference Jordan cemetery 
16 LPWMA Mtng 10:00 AM 
17 Threat to River Conf Planning 
16 LPWMA meeting 
 

JUNE Planned Activities 
6 Budget hearing 9:30 Rm 113 
30 Monthly activity report 

INSPECTION SUMMARY  
1,065 Inspections of 691 sites

Direct 
contact

1%

None
22%

Letter
53%

Notice
14%

Published
10%

 

14 Threat to River Conf Planning 
15 LPWMA Meeting 
      

 Weed Abatement Violation 
 











WebForm 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

06/19/2006 01:48 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Norman Stimbert
Address:  5600 Cottontail Circle
City:     Lincoln, NE 68516

Phone:    402-423-2903
Fax:
Email:    ndstimbe@hotmail.com

Comment or Question:
Mayor Seng, City Council and County Board Members,

Any of you who are considering increasing taxes, fees, or other assessments 
must be out of you minds. If the mill levy remains at the current level, the 
recent increases in county property valuations will automatically generate 
additional taxes for all local governmental entities. Don’t you understand the 
local taxpayers can only endure so much?

The citizens of Lincoln are paying more for home and transportation energy, 
food, clothing, and most other basic services (telephone, cable, insurance, 
etc.). And the way the public school district sneaked their “no tax increase” 
bond issue through is going to cost all local taxpayers more. We are required 
to live within our budgetary constraints and the time has come for local 
governments to do the same.

Perhaps you, as elected officials, need to look at ways to spend our money 
more wisely. If you need suggestions, clean up the city-run ambulance mess, 
stop moving forward on multi-million dollar projects (Antelope Valley) until 
the city has the money to spend, constrict growth that does not require large 
expenditures for new infrastructure, and stop using tax dollars to subsidize 
land (48th and “O” Street) for businesses who are for-profit.

It is sad how the citizens have very little confidence in their elected 
officials to do the right thing. The time has come for some of you to step 
forward and say enough! Take a leadership role, listen to what the electorate 
is telling you, and be a fiscal problem solver. You might find there are 
political gains that come with doing what got you elected to office in the 
first place.

Norman Stimbert



"Mike Washington" 
<mikewashi@gmail.com> 

06/22/2006 09:06 AM

To mkrout@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, 
council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Thank you

I would like to say thanks to the planning commission for approving Greg Sanford's permit for 
soil mining. I think we all know and realize that he probably wants to build a race track in that 
area and we also know that racing facilities haven't received the best support from the city and 
county government. Its may or may not happen but thank you for letting the first steps happen. 
 
Bringing a track to Lancaster county is a good positive revenue building thing. Here are a couple 
of examples of what happens on the weekends. Granted this has been happening for tens of years 
but since there is no track anymore the volume of this has increased 20 fold. The night in this 
particular video there were over 300 people and at least 120 cars racing inside city limits. Last 
year at this time you would be lucky to find 10-20 cars and maybe 40-50 spectators.  
 
http://www.1320video.com/vids/SR6.9.wmv
 
http://www.1320video.com/vids/5.06Lincoln.wmv
 
Thank you
Mike
 
 



Steve Nazario 
<snazario@inebraska.com> 

06/22/2006 09:46 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject City council meeting

Due to short notice we will be out of town during the city council meeting
on Monday, June 26. However, we would like to add our voices to others in
attendance from Edenton South Neighborhood. We are loudly opposed to the
choice to force sidewalks into the neighborhood and then tell us that we are
paying for them.

It is very disappointing to know that the city  council and mayors office so
blatantly ignores what the voters of this city have said with their votes.

"Quit raising taxes and stay within your budget!"

If you think the city is having trouble meeting its budget, why would you
think the people of the city are in any better shape?

Sincerely,
Stephen J Nazario and Jeanne L Nazario
5801 S 72nd Street
Lincoln, NE 68516



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

06/21/2006 02:30 PM
Please respond to

BeattyBrasch@centerforpeople
inneed.org

To <Center_Friends@centerforpeopleinneed.org>

cc

bcc

Subject Problems With the "Stop Overspending in Nebraska" Petition

[IMAGE]
 

Pitfalls  of the “Stop Overspending in Nebraska” Petition
 

ADVISORY

The Center for People in Need is concerned about a petition  being circulated which would amend our State 
Constitution 

to put a lid on government spending in Nebraska; the  “Stop  Overspending in Nebraska” (or SOS) 

 

Had the  proposed spending lid been in place for the 2005-06 and 2006-07 legislative  sessions, the state budget, 
under the best scenario, 

would have  been impacted as follows: 

 

             l  K-12  schools would have received $87 million fewer state aid  dollars

             l  The  University of Nebraska’s budget would have been slashed by $52  million

             l  Aid to  Community Colleges would have been cut by $1.9 million

             l  K-12  Special Education funding would have lost $5.3 million in  funds

             l  The lid  would likely result in higher property taxes, cuts in government services, and  ineffective 
schools

 

You Should  Know...

--Nebraska's Attorney General Jon Bruning is  investigating the petition effort for possible 
misconduct. For more  information, visit the Lincoln Journal Star by clicking this link:  



http://www.journalstar.com/articles/2006/06/20/top_story/doc4498199c61eee313370182.txt

--Coloradopassed a  similar spending lid in 1992 and since then:

             - State and local per pupil funding of public schools fell from $299  above the national average in 1991 to 
$697 below the national  average in 2000

             -  Its high school drop-out  rate skyrocketed

             -  Its number  of citizens without health insurance has swelled 

--Such a lid will take away essential  flexibility in meeting obligations and critical needs

--This petition is being funded by  out-of-state special interest groups who claim to knowwhat is  best for the 
future of Nebraska

--The circulators of this petition may tell you  anything to get you to sign; they are beingpaid  more than  $2 per 
signature by out-of-state groups

--115,000 signatures are needed by July  7th to get the referendum on the ballot

--If you have already signed the petition, there  are steps you can take to remove your name

--Groups of Educators, Librarians, Firemen, and  Retirees have formed an organization,  Nebraskans  for the Good 
Life,  which is opposed to the petition.

 

For more  information and to join the opposition, visit www.nebraskansforthegoodlife.com

Or contact:

Sarah Ann  Lewis – slewis@voicesforchildren.com  or

John  Jasnoch –intern@voicesforchildren.com

 

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.

 

 



WebForm 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

06/21/2006 01:00 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Susan Merrill
Address:  430 South 24th Street
City:     Lincoln, NE  68510

Phone:    402/477-1507
Fax:
Email:    susan.merrill@ndeq.state.ne.us

Comment or Question:
I was wondering what is the status of an animal shelter for our city? I 
believe the deadline the Humane Society gave for picking up strays was June 1, 
2006. Has the deadline been extended?  Are cats still going to be excluded in 
the budget for another service?  Has any consideration been given to Trap, 
Neuter & Release (TNR) for cats? I can get you materials to review on the 
subject if you like.  I do this on my own at present with the help of a 
no-kill shelter called The Cat House located here in Lincoln (19th & Q). I am 
anxious to know what is being done to establish a shelter for the stray dogs 
and cats in our city.  Thank you.



"Mary Emmons" 
<maryemmons6310@msn.co
m> 

06/22/2006 12:31 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject developer fees

Just heard on the radio that will be considering raising impact fees again. We are in the real 
estate business, specializing in new construction.  The fee is not paid by the developer or the 
builder!  It is paid by the new home owner.  New construction is down, lot prices are high!  This 
means that a number of industries and small business owners in Lincoln suffer and therefore our 
city economy suffers.  Those who excavate, frame homes, brick layers, concrete contractors, trim 
carpenters, painters, roofers, landscapers, plumbers, electricians, carpet layers, other floor 
technicians...the list goes on.  And then there are the vendors who sell these contractors their 
supplies.  Not to mention the new appliances needed for the new homes. This is not a class war 
fare issue!  And yes, the sacred city coffers also suffer.  When will this issue be discussed by the 
council. Thank You, Mary Emmons



AD D E N D U M 
T O 

 D I R E C T O R S’  A G E N D A
MONDAY, JUNE 26, 2006   

I. MAYOR - 

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of June 24
through 30, 2006 -Schedule subject to change.

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Part Of East “O” To Close Overnight Next Week. 

3. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Seng Cuts Spending To Balance City Budget.

II. CITY CLERK - NONE 

III. CORRESPONDENCE

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE 

C. MISCELLANEOUS - NONE 
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