DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, JULY 12, 2004 - 11:00 A.M.

CONFERENCE ROOM 113

MAYOR

*1.  Washington Report - June 18, 2004.

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Names City Council Compensation Committee -

*3. NEWS RELEASE - Mayor Kicks Off Effort to Prevent Cigarette Litter (Also See
#1 Under Il CORRESPONDENCE - B: DIRECTORS/DEPARTMENT HEADS
- Health Department)

*4,  NEWS ADVISORY - Mayor’s Public Meeting Schedule for June 24% - June 28®

*5. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Accepts Report Of Streets, Roads and Trails
Committee - (See Release)

*6.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Invites Area Residents To City’s Fourth Of July
Celebration - Annual event returns to Oak Lake Park for second year - (See
Release)

#%7 NEWS RELEASE - RE: Seng Balances City Budget - Mayor cuts budget
requests, but flat revenues call for restoring one cent of previous rate cut to
maintain services - {See Release)

*¥#8.  NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen I. Seng’s schedule includes the
following events: - (See Advisory)
9. NEWS RELEASE - Mayor Rededicates Lincoln Mall - (See Release)

10.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: City Receives New Robot To Handle Explosives - (See
Release)

11. NEWS RELEASE - RE: New Services To Be Available On City-County Web
Site - Public-private partnerships to help promote InterLinc - (See Release)

12, NEWS RELEASE - RE: Open House Planned On Improvements To South 27% -
(See Release)

13, NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng will have a news conference at

10:00 a.m., Thursday, July 8% - (See Advisory)



1L

1.

CITY CLERK

CORRESPONDENCE

A,

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

PATTE NEWMAN

I.

OUTSTANDING Request to Ernie Castillo, Wynn Hjermstad, Marc
Wullschieger, Urban Development Department/ Terry Bundy, LES/ Allan
Abbott, Public Works & Ultilities Director/Mike DeKalb, Marvin Krout,
Planning Department/Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE:
Signs or banners identifying individual neighborhoods - (For Witherbee and
Eastridge area) - (RFI#20 - 3/24/04), — 1.} SEE RESPONSE FROM TERRY
BUNDY, LES RECEIVED ON RFI#20 - 4/12/04.

OUTSTANDING Request to Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Dennis Bartels, Allan Abbott,
Public Works/ Tonya Skinner, Dana Roper, City Law Dept./Marvin Krout,
Planning - RE: A resident of the Easthart Neighborhood a problem they had in
their development - the commons area between 78™ St. & Maxey School -
(RFI#21- 4/29/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM DENNIS BARTELS,
PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON RFE21 -
5/24/04. — 2.) Response from Dennis Bartels, PW received on RFI#21 -
06/04/04 (Same response as 1.) —

OUTSTANDING Request to Allan Abbott, Public Works & Utilities
Director/Dana Roper, City Law Department - RE: The Infrastructure Financing
Meeting on 5/18/04 - subject of wheel tax was raised (RFI#24 - 5/19/04)

Request to Marc Wullschleger (UD)// Kit Boesch (Human Services) // Dana
Roper (Law) RE: A concern that College Students may be usurping Low-Income
Public Housing from the Poor. (RF1#25 - 06-23-04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE
FROM KIT BOESCH, HUMAN SERVICES ADMINISTRATOR
RECEIVED ON RFI#25 - 7/02/04,

TERRY WERNER

1.

Request to PW/Planning - RE: Inquiry from Jay Petersen on Kajan Drive - Public
or Private Roadway, plus Surface Rehabilitation Process (RFI #130 - 6-15-04).

Request to Vince Mejer, Purchasing Agent - RE: Notice to Bidders #04-110 —
Television Equipment (RFT#132 - 6/16/04)

2.



Request to Marvin Krout, Planning Director - RE: Opening Fletcher Avenue to
14 Street (RFI#133 - 6/16/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM DENNIS
BARTELS, PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES BEPARTMENT RECEIVED
ON RFI#133 - 7/01/04.

Request to Allan Abbott, Public Works & Utilities Director/Larry Worth,
StarTran - RE: HandiVan Service to Coaches, 640 W. Prospector Ct. (RFI#134 -
6/21/04). —1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM LARRY WORTH, STARTRAN
RECEIVED ON RFH134 -6/24/04.

2 E-Mail’s to Terry Werner - RE: Comments- The smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s)

15 E-Mail’s Opposed & 50 E-Mail’s ‘Thank-you’ to Terry Wemer - RE: The
smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s)

GLENN FRIENDT

I

Reguest to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Rec. Director - RE: South Salt Creek
Community Organization concerns (RFI#33-5/25/04)

JONATHAN COOK

1.

Request to Weed Control/Public Works & Utilities Department/Parks &
Recreation Department - RE: Maintaining of ROW along W Van Dorn -
(REI#114 - 6/14/04)

Request to Terry Bundy, LES - RE: Administrative and general expense item in
LES budget - (RFI#115 - 6/28/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM TERRY
BUNDY, LES RECEIVED ON RFI#115 - 7/01/04.

Request to Steve Masters, Lincoln Water System, PW - RE: Lead in Water -
(RFH#116 - 7/06/04)

JON CAMP

*1.

*2.

*3.

E-Mail to Jon Camp - RE: Cats - (See E-Mail)
E-Mail from Bill English to Jon Camp - RE: Cats on a leash - (See E-Mail)
E-mail to Jon Camp from Ed Caudill - President of the North Bottoms

Neighborhood Association RE: Enforcement of current codes relating to
Overgrown Lawns (See E-mail)



*4,

E-mail and letter to Jon Camp from Lori Yaeger RE: In Support of Cat Leash Law
(See E-mail)

5 - ‘Thank-you’” E-Mail’s to Jon Camp & 2 Opposed E-Mail’s - RE: The smoking
ban - (See E-Matl’s)

E-Mail to Jon Camp from Teri Roberts, Executive Director, The Arc of
Lincoln/Lancaster County - RE: Comments- The smoking ban - (See E-Mail)

3 -E-Mail’s from Daryl Dickerson to Jon Camp - RE: Meeting sidewalk café
permit requirements - (See E-Mail’s)

ANNETTE McROY

1.

B.

Request to Polly McMullen, Downtown Lincoln Association - RE: An area that is
being utilized as a garbage and brush storage collection point for the DLA - area
directly East of 610 “G” Street - (RFI#151-6/24/04)

Request to Public Works & Utilities Department - RE: Stop signs (RFI#152 -
6/28/04). — 1.} SEE RESPONSE FROM RANDY HOSKINS, PUBLIC
WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON RFT#152 -
7/06/04.

DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS

BUILDING & SAFETY DEPARTMENT

*1.

Letter from Mike Merwick to Mayor Seng, City Council, County Board - RE:
Hallam - (See Letter)

FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

*1.

*2.

Material - RE: Monthly City Cash Report & City of Lincoln-Pledged Collateral
Statement - May 31, 2004,

Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Joel L. Wittrock, Asst. City
Treasurer - RE: Resolution & Finance Department Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska
- Investments Purchased June 14, 2004 thru June 18, 2004.

Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer -
RE: Resolution & Finance Department Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased June 21, 2004 thru July 2, 2004,

4



4. Response E-Mail from Don Herz to Fred Fisher - RE: Wheel Tax - (See E-Mail)
HEALTH DEPARTMENT

**]. Response Letter from Bruce D. Dart to Danny Walker - RE: The property directly
cast of 610 G Street - (See Letter)

HUMAN SERVICES BEPARTMENT
1. Memo from Kit Boesch - RE: Low Income City Bus/Handivan Transportation
(Material for Pre-Council Meeting scheduled on 7/12/04 at 8:15 am.) (See
Material)
LIBRARY
**1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Discovery Bags Available @ vour library - (See Release)

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Discover Reading-Pups @ Your Library! - (See Release)

LINCOLN-LANCASTER COUNTY: EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: County Revises Time Frames For Debris Removal - (See
Release)

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lancaster County Emergency Management No Longer
Recruiting Volunteers to Help with Clean-Up Efforts.

**3. NEWS RELEASE - RE: More Disaster Cleanup Volunteers Needed On July 9
And 10 For Final “Push” In Hallam And Lancaster County - (See Release)

4. E-Mail from Scott Crippen, Temporary Labor Supervisor, Lincoln/Lancaster
County Emergency Management - RE: Recognize Mr. Ahlberg’s efforts - tornado
damage in Hallam - (See E-Mail)

LINCOLN-LANCASTER COUNTY: HEALTH DEPARTMENT
*1.  NEWS RELEASE RE: CIGARETTE LITTER PREVENTION RESEARCH

PROJECT ANNOUNCED w/Invitation to Council Members for Kick-Off
Celebration (Council Members Received this Release on June 21, 2004)



PLANNING DEPARTMENT

*1.  Letter to Jason Theillen RE: Prairie Village 1% Addition Final Plat #04036 (See
Letter)

2. Letter from Tom Cajka to Brian D. Carstens, Brian D. Carstens & Associates -
RE: Lincoln Industrial Park South 8™ Addition Final Plat #04053.

3. Letter from Tom Cajka to Loel P. Brooks, Brooks, Pansing, Brooks, PC LLO -
RE: A. B. Wenzel Addition Final Plat #04025.

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION. ....

*1. Special Permit No. 04031 (Dwelling units above the first floor in B-4 Lincoln
Business District) Resolution No. PC-00879.

*2. Preliminary Plat No. 04002 - Stone Bridge Creek 1% Addition (South of
Humphrey Avenue and east of N. 14 Street) Resolution No. PC-00881.

*3, Special Permit No. 04030 (Expand nonstandard single-family dwelling at 2653 S.
11™ Street) Resolution No. PC-00878.

*4.  Preliminary Plat No. 04007 - Anderson’s Place (South of Leighton Avenue and
east of N. 84™ Street) Resolution No. PC-00880.

PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT

*1. Letter from Don W. Taute to John O’Brien - RE: Your Letter dated June 9%, 2004
- (See Letter)

2. Letter from Don W. Taute to Sgt. Edmund Sheridan, President, Lincoln Police
Union - RE: City of Lincoln/LPU 2004 Labor Negotiations -(See Letter)

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lane Closures On Vine Street Extended - (See Release)

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Intersection of 8" and “O” To Become Four-Way Stop -
(See Release)

3. NEWS RELEASE - Lanes of North 27® Street to Close for Improvements - (See
Release)



NEWS RELEASE - Improvement Work to Begin at 27™ and Highway 2 - (See
Release)

NEWS RELEASE - Portion of South 56™ Street to Close Two Days for Storm
Sewer Work - (See Release)

ADVISORY - RE: Open House - 27 Stfeet, Saltillo Road North To Yankee Hill
Road - (See Advisory)

URBAN DEVELOPMENT - Real Estate Division

*1.

%7

**3’

w4,

**5.

*1.

*2.

MEMO from Clinton W. Thomas RE: Vacation of South 489" Street; Prescott to
Lowell - Followup to June 4™ Letter - Revised sale price. for the vacated property.
(See Memo)

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4007 Washington Street from 1% Street to Southwest 1* Street; and the east-west
alley between West A and West Washington Streets, South 1% Street to Southwest
1% Street - (See Memo)

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4008 21* Street between Y Street and the abandoned MoPac RR right-of-way -
{See Memo)

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4005 Allen Road from west line of Stephanie Lane west approximately 565 feet -
(See Memo)

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4004 6™ & M Streets - (See Memo)

MISCELLANEOUS

Letter from C.W. Swingle - RE: The objective of this letter is to notify all of the
Lincoln Council Members that action on all of the following items must be put in
place: - (See Letter)

E-Mail from Dave Shoemaker - RE: Smoking - (Council & City Clerk received
copies of this E-Mail on 6/21/04)(See E-Mail)



*3.  E-Mail from Mark Welsch, GASP President - RE: Letter for Public Hearing on
Non-Smoking Ordinance - (Council & City Clerk received copies of this E-Mail
on 6/21/04)(See E-Mail)

*4. Letter From Thomas A. Green of the Democratic Party RE: Formation of a Non-
Partisan Comrmittee to establish a Code of Ethics for City Government.

*5. E-Mail from Peggy Sturwe RE: Mayor’s State of the City Address - Notification.

*6.  E-Mail from Bob Valentine RE: Charges for Vice-President Cheney’s Lincoln
visit.(Against)

*7.  Letter from Dr. Robert W. Beck RE: Charges for Vice-President Cheney’s
Lincoln visit.(Against)

*8.  E-Mail from Jan Karst RE: Smoking Ban Ordinance (See E-maii)

*9, Letter from Bruce J. Bohrer, Senior Vice-President/Governmental Affairs
Counsel, Lincoln Chamber of Commerce - RE: State Fair - (See Letter)

*10. Matertal from Lincoln Chamber of Commerce - RE: Resohution on State Fair
Constitutional Amendment - (See Material)

*11.  Material from Richard Meyer - RE: Get Fluoride Out Of Our Drinking Water! -
(See Matenal)

*12.  Letter from Simera Reynolds, M. E.d., State Executive Director, MADD to Bob
Logsdon, Chairman, Liquor Control Commission - RE: MADD has not received
any information about the commission’s future actions with regard to the loophole
in the liquor control statute - (See Letter)

*13.  E-Mail from A.C. Thayn - RE: Public smoking ban proposal - (Sce E-Mail)

**14.  Letter from Nancy Russell - RE: The City budget - (See Letter)
*#15.  E-Mail from Mark Siske - RE: The Council Meeting on June 28" - (See E-Mail)
**16. 44 E-Mail’s - RE: Thank-you for the smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s)

**17.  E-Mail from John (J.R.) Brown III - RE: Innovation in Infrastructure Financing -
(See E-Mail)



**18.

*19,

#%20.

21

*HQ2.

*E23.

*%24,

w25,

**26.

**27.

*A28.

**29.

30,

31.

32,

33.

E-Mail from Bob Thrig with response from Joan Ray - RE: Length Of Terms for
City Council - (See E-Mail)

4 E-Mail’s - RE: Comments on Smoking Ban - (See E-Mail’s)
10 E-Mail’s - RE: Against the Smoking Ban - (See E-Mail’s)

E-Mail from David Oenbring - RE: My very strong opposition to the holding of a
special election for the purpose of voting on a bond issue - (See E-Mail)

E-Mail from John Leonard Harris, President, Encouragement Unlimited, Inc. -
RE: Issue regarding the Housing Authority - (See E-Mail)

9 Note Cards - RE: Please reconsider your vote on the Smoking Ban - (See Note
Cards)

7 Thank-you cards - RE: The Smoking Ban - (See Cards)

3 Thank-you Letters - RE: The Smoking Ban - (See Letters)

Material from Ed A. Schneider, O.D., Lincoln Vision Clinic P.C. - RE: Hard
Evidence - Study: Secondhand Smoke Is Much More Dangerous Than First
Thought - (See Material)

Letter & Material from Peter W, Katt, Pierson/Fitchett, Law Firm - RE: Cardinal
Heights Second Addition Annexation and Zoning Agreement Resolution No.
04R-143 - (See Material)

Letter from Teresa J. Meier - RE: Applaud your decision of a total smoking ban -
(See Letter)

Letter from Edmund Sheridan, President of Lincoln Police Union to Don Taute,
Personnel Director - RE: The City’s last best offer - (See Letter)

E-mail from Steve and Jerry Lee Jensen RE: Thanking Council for Passing
Smoking Ban

E-mail from Sandra Lab - Thanking Council for Passing Smoking Ban
E-mail from Sharon Miller RE: Opposition to Smoking Ban

Letter to Entire Council from Bailey Heafer RE: Thanking Council for Passing
Smoking Ban.



34.

35.

36.

37.

. 38.

40.

41.

42.

44.

45,

46,

47.

48.

Written Letter from Mary Rauner to Ken Svoboda Re: Smoking Ban (Opposes)
Approx. 368 Signatures on Anti Smoking Ban Form Letters to Ken Svoboda from
patrons of BC’s Bar - brought in by Mary Rauner (See form letter attached) -
Letters on File in Council Office

Approx. 298 Signatures on Anti-Smoking Ban Form Letters to Terry Werner from
patrons at BC’s Bar - brought in by Mary Rauner (See form letter attached) -
Letters on File in Council Office

Letter from Melinda Jones, RE: Approval of Smoking Ban

Letter from Christy Aggens RE: Approval of Smoking Ban

Faxed Letter from Anne Tegen - RE: Congratulations on a smokefree Lincoln! -
(See Letter)

E-Mail Article from Dale Butler - RE: Smoking ban-‘Lies, Damned Lies, &
400,000 Smoking-Related Deaths’ - (See Material)

18 E-Mail’s - RE: Thank-you for smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s)

8 E-Mail’s - RE: Opposed to smoking ban - consider an amendment - (See
E-Mail’s)

E-Mail from Teri Roberts, Executive Director, The Arc of Lincoln/Lancaster
County - RE: Comments - smoking ban - wants to take a moment to clarify an
issue for you that was misrepresented on the news last night and this morning by
the owner of Critters Bar - (See E-Mail)

E-Mail from Elizabeth Volkmer - RE: Fireworks - (See E-Mail)

E-Mail from Daryl Dickerson - RE: Sidewalk café permit - (See E-Mail)

Letter from Lori Vrtiska Seibel, Executive Director, Community Health
Endowment of Lincoln - RE: Purpose of this letter is to remind you that the three-
year terms of the following members of the Board of Trustees of the Community
Health Endowment (CHE) will expire on August 31, 2004: - (See Letter)

5 “Thank-you’ Notes - RE: The smoking ban.

Letter from Gina Noel - RE: Opposed to the amendments on the smoking ban.

-10-



49,
50.
51.

52.

54.
55

56.

38.

59.

60.

Letter from Walt & Christine Bleich - RE: The smoking ban, ‘Thank-you’.

Letter from William E. Olson, Demars, Gordon, Olson, Zalewski Law Firm, For
the Block 23 Business Owners Association And T.O. Haas, LLC - RE: “0” Street
Revitalization Plan in Conjunction with Antelope Valley Project - (See Letter)

E-Mail from Carol Brown to Randy Hoskins, Public Works & Utilities
Department - RE: Sidewalks - (See E-Mail)

Letter from E. Sommer - RE: The Patriot Act - (See Letter)
Letter from Lorrie Stierwalt - RE: “Thank-you’ for the smoking ban - (See Letter)

2 E-Mail’s from Ed Schnabel - RE: Where has all the money gone? - (See E-
Mail’s)

Letter from Robert M. Thrig, Bob’s Gridiron Grille & the Pigskin Pub - RE;

‘Reconsider the new and present “Smoking Ban” - (See Letter)

E-Mail - RE: Comments on the smoking ban - (See E-Mail)

Letter from Robert V. Blevins to StarTran - RE: The 48" Street Shuttle (#18) -
(See Letter)

Letter from Steve Drda - RE: The Smoking Ban - (See Letter)

Note Card for each of the Council members from Cathy Gorka - RE: The
Smoking Ban - (See Note Card)

Material & pictures from Patti Talamante - RE: Claim - 5/8/04 Tree Incident -
(See Material}

IV. DIRECTORS - — -~ -

V. CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS

V.  ADJOURNMENT

da071204/tjg

*HELD OVER FROM JUNE 28, 2004.
**HELD OVER FROM JULY 5, 2004.

-11-
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
553 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 2, 2004
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gorizolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
Dallas McGee, Urban Development, 441-7857

MAYOR REDEDICATES LINCOLN MALL
' N,
Mayor Coleen J. Seng today rededicated Lincoln Mall from the State Capitol at 14th Street o the
City-County Government Center on 10th Street. The development of One Landmark Cenire on
the Mall between 10th and 11th strects was the impetus for the renovation project, which
includes four new bus shelters, sidewalk improvements, landscaped medians, new benches and
trash receptacles and raised planters.

“Lincoln Mall is 2 wonderful tribute to Abraham Lincoln for whom our City is named,” said -
Mayor Seng. The recent improvements on the Mall include quotes from President Lincoln on
planters and in bus shelters. I encourage residents and visitors to enjoy a walk from “The
Gettysburg Lincoln™ at 14th Street to “The Rail Joiner” at 10th Stree’e and re-discover this
beautiful part of our Capital City.”

The original City plan of 1867 called for wide streets leading up 1o the Capitol, and the designer
of the Capito] also envisioned the streets as boulevards. The Lincoln Mall was originally
developed in 1983. It was designed by the late Larry Enersen, founder of the Clark Enersen
Partners, the architectural firm which designed the renovation project,

The renovation project cost $300,000 and was funded through the fax increment ﬁnancing
generated from One Landmark Centre.

Participating in the rededication ceremony were Jim Abel of NEBCO, owner of One Landmark
Centre and Two Landmark Centre, both on Lincoln Mall: Dennis Scheer of the Clark Enersen
Partners; and Jeff Searcy, Chairman of the Capital Environs Commission. The Commission is a
joint City of Lincoln - State of Nebraska body that sets design suidelines for changes in the area
around ihe State Capitol Building. :

Planters at the intersection of Lincoln Mall and 11th Strest carry a well-known quote fiom
Lincoln’s second inaugural address. At the ceremony, Maycu' Seng unveiled the plrmter which
reads, “...1et us strive on to finish the work we are in....” The nearby bus she}ter carries a Rosa
Parks quute on the front: “No, the only tired I was, was Urcd of giving in.” On the back of the
shelter is a quote from Lincoln’s Gettysburg address: “._.2 new nation conceived of liberty and
dedicated to the propesition that all men are created equal "

-30-
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 8, 2004
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Dianc Gonzolas, Citizen Information Canter, 441-7531
Bill Moody, Chief Fire Inspector, 441-77971

CITY RECEIVES NEW ROBOT TO HANDLE EXPLOSIVES

Mayor Coleen J. Seng today announced that the City has received a Mini Andros Hazardous
Device Robot for use in handling explosives. Homeland secunty funds and private donations
‘paid for the $86,000 robot.

Bill Moody, Chief Fire Inspector and Bomb Squad Commander in the City Building and Safety
Department, said the local bomb squad responds to an average of 60 calls involving explosives
every year. Those have been handled by bomb technicians wearing special equipment.

“Same situations involving explosives can only be handled by a person, but the robot gives the
bomb squad the ability to handle many cases of potential explosives remotely, from a safe
distance,” said Mayor Seng. “These are obviously very dangerous situations, and this new robot
will improve safety for the public and for those who serve on our bomb squad.”

Moody said the robot is the same type now being used in fraq. Bomb squad members were
' trained as part of mandatory training at Redstone Arsenzl in Huntsville, Alabama. About half of
the 425 accredited bomb squads in the country have received robots.

-30-
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR Ry,
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 4417511, fax 441-7120 P
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 8, 2004 Sy © Al

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831 Gﬁgjﬁ*’%‘@i
Terry Lowe, Information Services, 441-7113 "

NEW SERVICES TO BE AVAILABLE ON CITY-COUNTY WERB SITE
‘ Public-private partnerships to help promote InterLinc

Mayor Coleen J. Seng today snnounced new services available on the joint Web site for the City
of Lincoln and Lancaster County called Interlinc. New services being added within the next
month include:

« Event Parking, a new e-pay service that allows citizens to reserve and pay for parking
parage space in advance of events, such as UNL Husker football games;

. Job Applicant Tracking, a comprehensive online employment service;

. InterLinc Action Center, & new system for citizen service requests, such as tall grass or
weeds or abandoned vehicles; and h

. MylnterLinc, which allows citizens to register for a variety of new online services.

Payment of water bills is the latest e-pay service to be added. Others e-pay services are animal
license renewals, criminal history checks and payment of parking tickets and property taxes. The
amount of e-commerce activity on InterLin¢ is now more than $1.5 million annually.

TnterLinc can be reached at lincoln.ne.gov and lageaster.ne.gov. The site has more than 30,000
pages of information on City and County government and is accessed by more than 12,000
individual users each day.

Mayor Seng also announced that the City and County are promoting InterLinc by partrering with
four private media firms - KFOR-KFRX Radio, KOLN-EGIN TV, the Lincoln Journal Star and
Time Warner Cable. -

“InterLine gives citizens a link to local government services 24 hours a day,” said Mayor Seng.
“As more features and services are added to the Web site, it’s important to let the public know,
and our InterLinc partners will help us get that message io citizeps.”

The InterLinc Partners were chosen through a competitive bidding process. Through eross-
promotion, InterLine is expected to recejve about $200,000 in advertising exposure through the

four partners. The local government commitment includes links to the parmers on InterLinc and
other promotion, including sdvertising on StarTran buses.

-30-
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PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Engineering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd,, Lincoln, NE 68528, 441-7711, fax 441-6576

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 8, 2004
FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Allan Jambor, Project Managsr, HWS Consulting Group, 479-2200
Frank Doland, Project Engineer, HWS Consulting Group, 479-2200
Holly Lionberger, City Project Manager, Public Works and Utilities Dept., 441-7711

OPEN HOUSE PLANNED ON IMPROVEMENTS TO SOUTH 27TH

The public is invited to an open house on planned improvements to South 27th Street from
Saltillo Road to Yankee Hili Road from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. Thursday, July 15 at the Pavilion
Office Building, 2930 Ridge Line Road. In general, the project will widen 27th Street from two
to four lanes with turn lanss. The timeline for the project depends on the availability of funding.

Those attending can use the west entrance to Southpointe Pavilions off 27th Street. The open
house site can be reached by tumning north on 28th Strest, which curves east into Ridge Line
Road. The parking area is to the left, and the entrance is north of the main west entrarnce.

Representatives from the City Public Works and Utilities Department and HWS Consulting
Group will be available fo explain the project and to answer questions from the public. For more
information, contact Frank Doland or Allan Jambor with HWS at 479-2200.

<30 .
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CITY OF LINCOLN
EBRASKA

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

DATE: July 7, 2004
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Coleen J. Seng will have a news conference at 10 a.m. Thursday, July 8
on the lower level of the City’s new parking garage, just north of the County-
City Building, 555 South 10th.

The entrances to the lot are off “K” Street (one way east) and off 10th Street (one
way north), Parking will be validated. Ifit rains, we will move to the covered
portion of the garage on the same level.

Topics for the news conference will include:

. New features on InterLinc, the City-County Web site, and efforts to
promote the site.

. The Building and Safety Department’s new robotic equipment used to
handle explosives.

i i
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bedancaster County

HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTHMENT
5355 South 9th Street  Lincold, Mebraska 68508 Telephone (4021 4414944 Fax (402) 441-6205
E-mail kbossch®@co.lancaster.ne.us

HRECEVED
UL 02 2004
ITY CouNGE,
TO Patte Newman OFFICE “
City Council b
FROM: Kit Boesch %Z%&
- Human Services Administrator
DATE : June 30, 2004
RE Request to Respond to Low Income Housing Inquiry (June 23, 2004)

In talking briefly with Patricia Hill, Mercy Housing, and Larry Potratz, Lincoln Housing
Authority, it appears that housing, through Section & vouchers, only has students who
qualify because they live with their families or have families of their own and are low
income. Western Manor, owned by Mercy Housing, is a private contractor also receiving
HUD funds. Patricia said the article was basically accurate: they have 84 units; 30% of
which are students. Of the students many are single moms going back to school. On the
other hand, 10-15 units (22-23 students) are student athletes (football, basketball,
wrestling, ete.).

The HUD regulations indicate that Federal loans and sports scholarships do not count as
income. Obviously neither does parental assistance. Patricia said that if she did not take
the student athlete she could be charged with discrimination as well. Both she and Larry
agree with the injustice here but both indicate the issue lies with HUD regulations they
must follow.

Perhaps our Nebraska congressional delegation needs to join U.S. Senator Tom Harkin
(lowa—democrat) in requesting HUD to re-examine their policies on income eligibility.
When the waiting list in Lincoln for over 2,500 low income families to receive housing
assistance is 18 months, it seems very inappropriate for scholarship athletes with other
means of support to be utilizing this scarce resource.

KB/vdg

KIT BOESCH. Administrator



TWernerb NK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/65/2004 Gé‘{)?_ PM Subiect: Fwd: The Arc of Linceln/Lancaster County

----- Massage from "Tari Roberts” <arcdirector@alitel.net> on Fri, 2 Jul 2004 15:39:09 -0500 --—-
To: <ksvoboda(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <twerner{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<gfriendi(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <pnewman(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<amecroy{el.lincoln.ne.us>, <jcamp@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <jcook(@ei.lincoln.ne.us>,
<council(@eci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc: <mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: The Arc of Lincoln/Lancaster County

Dear Council Members,

I want to take a moment to clarify an issue for you that was misrepresented
on the news last night and this morning by the owner of Critters Bar. This
is the bar that ig emitting second hand smoke pollution into the Arc of
Linceoln/Lancaster County's office. During the broadcast she had stated that
she had just recently received a $1200.00 bill for a wentilation fan that
was required by the Health Department. T want to inform vou that the fan
installation was a part of a recommendation made in November 2001 as a
remedy to the second hand tobacco smoke pollution being emitted by Critters
Bar into our office on a dailly basis. This installation did not "just" occur
and it was not a reguirement of the Lincoln/Lancaster County Health
Department and it was not in response to the smoking ban or the vote on
Monday.

When the Arc took occupancy of this office space in September 2001, I
contacted Mike Holmguist, Environmental Health Specialist TII, at
Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department, reguesting that he conduct a
slite visit with regard to the smoke issue here. Mr. Holmguist and our
landlord, G&C Investments, thoroughly investigated the daily health hazard
present in our office. At that time Mr. Holmgquist indicated that there were
three main factors contributing to the transport of ETS from Critters Bar
into the Arc office: a gap along the top of the fire wall separating our two
spaces, the lack of a dedicated fresh air supply to the HVAC system of the
Arc office and Critters Bar, and the lack of a 24 hour exhaust gystem in
Critters Bar. G&C Investments instructed the owner of Critters Bar to make
these necessary changes as a resolution to the ongoing problems and alsc as
a condition of the lease agreement for the space occupied by the bar.

The owner of Critters did eventually install an exhaust fan. However she did
not carry out the other two recommendations made by Mr. Holmguist and
required as a condition of the lease agreement by G&C Investments. As the
gituation continued and worsened in our office, 1 again contacted Mr.
Holmguist and our landlord and reguested ancther gite vigit. They
establighed during this second vigit in April 2004 that Critters Bar was not
running the exhaust fan 24 hours a day as instructed during the initial
vigit, the gap on the top of the wall remained cpen and no dedicated fresh
air supply had been installed.

Cur landlord has since made the arrangements for the dedicated fresh air
supply to be installed and notified the owner of Critters Bar that the cost
of this unit ($522.26), alcong with running their fan 24 hours a day and
closing the gap along the top of the wall is all their responsibility to
resolve the transport of secondhand smoke pollution into our office AND to



meet the conditions of the lease agreement for the space occcupied by the
bar.

I wanted to furnish vou with the facts of this issue rather than you
believing that this is anything other than a compliance issue between a
landlord and tenant. This did not occur because of, or in response to, the
gmoking ban or the vote on Monday.

Sincerelyvy,

Teri Roberts

Executive Director

The Ar¢ of Lincoln/Lancaster County

1101 Arapahoe Street, Suite 5

Lincoln, NE 68502

421-8866

Outgoing mail is certified Virus Free.

Checked by 2VG anti-virus system {(http://www.grisoft.com).
Vergion: 6.0.708 / Virus Databasgse: 464 - Release Date: 06/18/2004




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

feloN
07/05/2004 04:21 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban

----- Message from "Dan Duiton” <dand@seldin.com> on Tue, 298 Jun 2004 11:07:11 0500 «wwen
To: <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne. us>
Subject: Smoking Ban

Dear City Council members,

I would like to start out by saying that | do not have an issue with the smoking ban. |
understand the argument and can see the concerns of those who pushed for the
smaoking ban. This spring when you passed the partial ban, | felt that it was only a
matter of time before the City Council passed a full ban on smoking in public places.

My problem with the decision last night was how it seemed to come out of nowhere.
While bars and restaurants seemed to have agreed to the partial ban and were making
sure that they would be in full compliance, it seems that there were people at the
City-County building who were working hard to undermine the public's confidence in
their elected officials.

Today in a time of uncertainty on the national political scene, where the country couldn't
be more divided on political candidates, it takes a lot of guts to go behind the backs of
the citizens of Lincoln. The fact that no one knew that the City Council was even considering
this ban says a lot about the character of every single member of the Council.

| am 24 years old and have never been more ashamed to say that | live in Lincoln, or
that T grew up in Lincoln. My question to all of you is what made you think that you had to hide
an issue like this from the public? We are talking about a smoking ban! What happens when
some people don't agree with you on the important issues?

| hope that in the future when you think about hiding from the public, you remember that
great leaders make tough decisions in tough times and they do it in front of the whole
world {o see.

| would appreciate a response to one question, why did you have to hide this vote from
the public?

Thank you for taking the time to read this.

Dan Dutton
Resident and Voter in the City of Lincoln



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

CC:
07/05/2004 04:07 PM Subiject: Fwd: Electorate

————— Message from "rob adams” <radams3@nsb.r.com> on Fri, 2 Jul 2004 21:37:13 0800 -
To: <twerner{@vacation.com>

Subject: Electorate
Terry,

| disagree with your approach to the smoking thing. But there are far more impotant things on our table.
We're losing young Americans daily in Irag & Afghanistan. Personally, | truly think this is a little
over-steppage of government. That's my opinion.

You will always have our vote. When we first talked when you decided to run, you convinced me you
wanted {o serve. | haven't seen anything to the contrary.

In the present state of politics in this country, 1o us, you are truly a breath of fresh air,

Rob



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us &

o, 7.
, ce: %Gy U,
07/05/2004 04:07 PM  gypject: Fwd: For Sale R,

----- Message from "Barry Franzen” <libations@neb.rr.com?> on Fri, 2 Jul 2004 18:03:48 -0500 -----
To: <ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us™>, <pnewmangci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<jcook(@ei.lincoln.ne.us>, <amcroy(@ci.lincoln.ne.us™>, <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <camp@@ei.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject; For Sale

| have a propertly for sale. The property includes about 1000 sq. ft of space that is nicely appointed with
original art work, oak cabinets and wainscoting, comfortable tables and chairs, and an ambiance that is
hard to describe. | feil in love with, and a little over two years ago, put everything | had into the purchase
of the building. Also included is state-of-the-art smoke removal equipment, roughly triple the capacity of
any similar size room. This area was specificaily designed for the enjoyment of cigars, and caters fo
affectionados of such. There is no food, pool tables, live music, etc., just a quiet place, a niche for those
who chose {o engage in legal activity.

However, several of you are astute husiness persons. Who would buy a cigar bar in a city that has
banned 7

Please don't insult my intelligence by saying non-smokers will magically appear in numbers necessary to
save my business and investment. What sustains it is my regular customers and business travelers who
are referred by downtown hotels to have a fine cigar and single malt scotch. | don't care what studies and
surveys from other places say, | have polled my own customers over the last year, and the majority
answer, no offense to me, but they will not come in like before; they will stay home or in one of the 20% of
the rooms that allow smoking. If you believe different, as 1 said before, | have a building for sale. Make
an offer,

Surprisingly, [ have little anger. | fee!l betrayed and as if my heart has been ripped out. | believed that if |
ran a nice establishment, conducting legal activities, complied with the laws and worked hard, | could build
a business to fund my retirement. And | have worked hard, 60+ hours a week to ensure, | thought,
success. This is not a hobby for me, or one of several different businesses, this is &il | have. | have paid
my taxes, paid wages, and paid fees to the very government passing a law that targets me like a laser
heam. Other cities with similar laws grandfathered cigar bars. in existence more than two years, to
remain in busiress under current ownership. Libations is a place where use of tobacco is expecied. No
minors come in here, except with police officers trying to fool a bartender into serving them. This
establishment is not the rule, it is the exception. In the interest of being fair, would you allow me to have
209% of my building available for smokers? | would gladly comply.

t realize this is initiated and supported by passionate people fruly believing this is for the good of the
public. 1t becomes a personal war, of soris, and with war we have come to accept collateral damage. it
acceptable unless the collateral damage is you. There is alsc & cost to war, and it astounds me no one
has done an economic impact study. Here is a minor impact: when my windows go dark, no more sales
tax, six employees out of a job, no more Health Department fees, etc. There will be a negative impact on
Lincoln's economy, that can't be fixed by raising real estate taxes. Maybe you could raise the tobacco
tax?

For those of you who supported the right of adulis to engage in a legal aclivity in a free couniry that
encourages free entferprise, | truly thank you.

Barry D. Franzen, owner
Libations Downtown



»

o, SO
Y
TWernerLNK@acl.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us % {2( vyl
e o
07/05/2004 04:08 PM Subject: Fwd: please read %%% "’%??

wee FhEEsEge from "Julie” <julie@midwest-insurance.net> on Fri, 2 Jul 2004 13:31:17 -0580 wew
To: <TWernerLNK@aol.com>

Subject: RE: please read

Mr. Werner,

Thank you for af least reading my email. This is a subject we do obviously disagree on. You see this as a
chance for you to save lives and | see this as a serious infringement on the rights of the hard working
business owners. [ understand that you are not taking away the right for smokers fo smoke but vou are
taking away the right for private husiness owners to run their own businesses as they see fit. Maybe my
point was not very well expressed. [n my opinion this has nothing to do with the single mother who would
rather work as a waitress. There are many non smoking places she can work. Or work in the non smoking
section. For you to sit there and dictate how someone should run their business is appalling. Would you
like someone to come into your home and tell you that your family can no lenger drink milk? Flat out, itis
not fair or just what you have done. And worse yet you did it in a very unethical way going against what
you had previously agreed on without consulting the peopie you represent. Many businesses invested the
time and money to comply with your initial stipulations and now you have reneged on your end of the deal.
| hope people remember this when it comes time for your re-election. [ for cne will not forget.

Julie Sipp

From: TWernerL NK@aol.com [mailto: TWernerLNK@acl.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 01, 2004 8:37 PM

To: julie@midwest-insurance.net

Subject: Re; please read

Ms. Sipp, | agree with you feeling about discrimination. The prior ordinance discriminated against
many small businesses. Now everyone in on a level playing field.

As far as smokers go, they can stiff smoke. No-one is taking that right away from them.



Finatly, there may be one big difference between you and | on this issue. | believe that employees
in the hospitality industry are dying because of second hand smoke. The study conducted in
Lincoln surmised that could be up to 17 a year in Lincoln alone. Therefore it is a very legitimate
thing to legislate to save lives. | cannot turn the other way when people are dying. You may say
people have a choice where they work. | heard testimony from single parents, with college
degrees who made more money waitressing than in their field. Her choice was to feed her child
and clothe her child or not. Again, this is a matter of saving lives every day.

| will not change my vote. [ have never wavered on my support of a 100% smoking ban.

} am sorry we disagree on this subject. Thank you for your input. Terry Werner




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc:
07/05/2004 04:10 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban

-~ Message from "hmichaugd™ <hmichaud@énetﬂebr.com> on Thu, 1 Jul 2004 19:42:20 -0500 ~--

To: <gfriendt@ci.lincoln ne.us>

ce: <jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Smoking Ban

I'm sure you've heard it all by now, but | at least wanted to let my point be heard. lama
smoker with friends that don't some and friends that do smoke. From my stand point of

- this issue | would have been perfectly content with the smoking ban in resturants
because | understand that the smoke may bother some people while they are eating,
not to mention that minors may be accompaning adults.

As far as banning smoking in bars where there is no food served and no minors are
allowed I'm not sure how that will benefit the city of Lincoln. I'm an adult and have my
own children with whom ] try not to smoke around. While they still may need a
babysitter, I'm pretty sure that | do not. The "do-gooders” in this city are really making it
almost unbearable to live here in peace.

| was on a bowling league that ended in May, at that point we were asked if we would
be back next year, nearly haif the teams said it would be determined upon the smoking
ban. At this point, our team will not be bowling next year. In all actuallity, | don't plan on
going to any local establishments within the city limits at this point unless there are no
other option. if | wanted to go for a cocktail it would actually be closer for me to go to
Waverly then it would be for me to go to downtown Lincoln. I'm not sure if the Council
has really thought this all the way through or not. | think that there is going to be big hit
economically and that will make everyone else suffer as well. _

If non-smoking bars were profitable wouldn't there be more of them? | really think at
this point this should be reconsidered.



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoin.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 0411 PM - gupject: Fwd: please read

----- Message from "Julie” <julie@midwest-insurance.nset> on Thu, 1 Jul 2004 16:38:01 -0500 -----
To: <twemer{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: please read v, @@%

Dear Mr. Werner, S & 5;:? o
@, <7
e,

T am writing to ask you to reconsider your vote on the 100% smoking ban. This ban 1s a serious
infringement on the rights of business owners as well as individuals. A person’s business their
own private property and each person should have the right to decide how to run their own
business. Who are you to say what people can and can’t do in their own establishments? You
don’t pay the bills. You don’t work hard every day to make the business a successful
establishment that runs smoothly and provides you income. I understand that you are trying to do
what is right for the people of Lincoln but it shouldn’t be done by taking away rights and
freedom of choice from some of those people.

It should be each owner’s choice as to how they would like to tun their establishment and
whether or not to permit smoking. If there are that many people who oppose smoking in a certain
business then those people should express their concerns to the owner of the business and let the
owner decide to ban smoking. Valentino’s and Grasanti’s both made the decision to go non
smoking to appease their customers before the smoking ban was ever introduced. Doesn’t this
seem more logical and fair then to try and impose your views and opinions on the whole city?

“Discrimination is defined as treating one person [or group] unfairly over another according to
factors unrelated to their ability or potential”. (legaldefinitions.com} This is basically
discrimination against smokers. And you allow it to happen in a country where discrimination is
so frowned upon. Why are your views so correct because you are a non-smoker? Is 1t because
smoking is bad for your health? Smoking is unhealthy, but it is each individual’s choice as to
what they put into their body. And as a non-smoker you can choose to sit in the non-smoking
section or to go somewhere smoking is not allowed. There are many places in this city to go
where smoking is not allowed by free choice of the business owner: Valentino’s, Grasanti’s,
McDonalds, Wendy’s, the Garden Café, Don & Millie’s. Why do you need to make the whole
city non-smoking to please one group of people when it is unfair to another group?

This ban will burt the small businesses like bars and create a crowd control and littering problem.
Many people are social smokers that only smoke when they drink. Now you will have people
going in and out of the building to smoke. This 1s going to be a lot of people, especially down
town on O Street. That is if the people even go out anymore. Smaller bars that don’t get the
crowds the downtown bars do will probably go out of business. In fact, I believe someone tried a
non-smoking bar downtown and it asted only a few months before it had to become a smoking



establishment. I have worked at a bar for five years now and about 90% of our customers are
smokers and all of our employees are smokers. The owner is even a smoker. Now you are going
to tell her that she can no longer smoke in her own business that she has worked hard and paid
for. Is that fair to her?

What about the businesses that have already complied with the amendments of the last ban?
Bob’s Gridiron built a whole separately ventilated smoking section and now they are out that
money because you have decided to sneak a 100% smoking ban by the public. Personally I think
that was a very underhanded thing to do.

Just because you are not a smoker does not mean you are right. People are supposed to have the
freedom of choice and you have taken that away from business owners. Not just smokers, but
people who work hard to run a successful business. Please give them back the freedom to make
their own choices for their own business.

Sincerely,

Julie Sipp
, %
1840 Rusty Lane o @‘fzﬁ
Lincoln, NE 68506 &, U, 0
%2, Y
P,



TWernerLNK@acl.com To: JRay@cidincoin.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:11 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban

wwwww Message from "Cheerleadsers Beefl™ <cheerieadersbar@hotmail.com> on Thu, 01 Jul 2004 17:08:09
+0000 - '

To: amcroy@ci.lincoln.ne.us, gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
jeook@ci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvoboda(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, pnewman(@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
twemer@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Smoking Ban

Council Members,

The way you have changed vyour mind on the smoking ordinance is one of the
most outrageocus things I have ever seen. You have told us one thing and then
vou do completely diffrent. Yes, you may have done this legally but as
elected officials, you also have a morel cbligation to give the public what
they want, not what you want. We have spent months working with you to get
what the people want and then you go behind our bkacks and do what yvou want.
This country is supposed to be about freedom of the people’s choice, not the
freedom of the politician’s choice.

If no one knew this was going tc happen, why has the city spent thousands
of dollars installing ashtrays outeide of the bars?

What are you going to do next, stop people with kids, from smoking in
their homes?

If somecone does not want to come inte my bar because I allow smoking,
they don’t have to. If someone does not want to bring their kids into my bar
because I allow smoking, they don’'t have to. If I don’'t like the food
gomeplace, I don't eat there. If I don’'t like the atmosphere of someplace, I
don’t go there. If I don‘t like a certain store, I don't shop there. If I
don’t like & certain brand of gasoline, I don’t buy it, because I chocse not
to.

How can you pass a law making it ok to serve alcohol at the “Children’s
Museum” and the “Folsom Children’'s Zco” and then tell people that they
cannot smoke in a bar? To me that is telling children that yvou need to have
alcohel to have fun and raise money. Great message for cur kids!

If a petition comes around to recall certain City Council members I will
sign it, as will nearly all of my customers. I certainly do not want a group
of pecple without morels running this city.

Dean Borgmann
Owner Cheerleaders Bar



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ei.lincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:14 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

To: TWernerLNK(@aol.com
Subject: Re: smoking ban

Thank you for your response. It isn't so much where you stand on the issue,
but the manner in which this c¢hange in the bhan took place. The public was not
informed that this change was even up for a vote. Rather, there was a general
agsgumption (a firm asgssumption) that the restrictions of the ban that had been
listed kefore was what would be implemented. Instead, the ban was drastically
altered, without a public hearing. -

Sincerely,
Charity Throener

Please note: message attached

- Message from TWernerl NK@aol.com on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 11:38:08 EDT -—---
To: charitythroener@juno.com
Subject: Re: smoking ban

Ms. Throener, | have never wavered on my support and | believe Lincoln is better off because of it. | am
sorry we disagree on this issue. Terry Werner



TWernerLNK@aol.com - To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:16 PM Subject: Fwd: Arbitrary and Capricious Government

- Message from "Vic Covalt” <vcovali@hbsclawfirm.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 10:10:03 -G500 -
To: <twerner{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Arbitrary and Capricious Government

Another blow struck for tofalitarian anti-libertarian government conducted in secret.

What is next? Sugar? Beer? Bread? Burger King? Sleeping in the nude?

Victor E. Covalt [ll, NSBA #16539

Ballew, Schneider Covalt Gaines & Engdahl PC LLO
P.O. Box 81228, Lincoln, NE 68501-1229

{402} 436-3030; Fax (402) 436-3031
veovalt@bsclawfirm.com




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

cc
07/05/2004 04:16 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

————— Message from "Charity Throener” <charitythroener@juno.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 15:06:51 GMT

To: twemer@ci. lincoln.ne.us
Subject: smoking ban

Mr Werner -

I am disappointed with the City Council's decision to enact a 100% smoking ban
in public establishments. While I understand that not all decigions will come
by a populous vote, I feel that it was deceitful that this amendment was
introduced without any prior communication with the public. This ban has many
stakeholders and the City Council did not take into consideration those
egtablishments who have already made alterations to their facility because of
their understanding of what the law would be.

Sincerely,

Charity Throener

The best thing to hit the Internet in vyears - Juno SpeedBand!
Surf the Web up to FIVE TIMES FASTER!
Only $14.95/ month - visit www.juno.com to sign up today!
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TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us %fbc, %;’%;,ﬁ

cc W féfc‘:, S
G7/05/2004 04:16 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban in Lincoln & <

————— Message from "Dan Fisher” <OregonTraillnsurance@alltel.net> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 08:42:01 -0500

To: <council@eci.lincoln.ne.us>, <info@kolnkgin.com>, <mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us=>
ce: <gfriendt(@ei.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<twerner{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <amcroy@eci.lincoln.ne.us>, <jcook@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <pnewman(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: smoking ban in Lincoln

I for one will not be taking my family to Lincoln to shop or eat... And we use to do
that fairly often.. Lincoln is where we buy our major appliances, home
improvement supplies, most of our big ticket 1tems, office supplies and get most of

- our entertainment.. But with the ban on smoking the city council 1s telling me that
they don't want smokers (and x-smokers) in their town.. We will not be going to
Big Red Football, the state fair (which a messed up deal anyway!!!) or all those
other things we use to do in Lincoln. I will try to go to business classes in GI or
Keamney if possible and will even go to Iowa if need be.. I will make every effort
to not do ANY business in Lincoln!!!

I stopped smoking back in Nov. because of all the taxes the state of Ne. imposed..
I encourage others to buy tobacco products over the internet or in a different state
where they are MUCH CHEAPER and where the greedy Nebraska politicians
don't get any tax dollars from. I still smoke a cigar on special occasion but the
state of Ne does not make ANY money off of my smoking!

I feel that if an individual wants to smoke then they should be able to do so.. If a
business wants to allow smoking in their business then they (the owners) should
be able to do so, it is their business not Lincoln City council or any government
offices. Patrons as well as employees should be aware that it is a smoking
establishment and they can decide i1f they want to patronize the business or if they
want to work else where.

I strongly feel that the city council of Lincoln has over stepped their boundaries
and authority, and if there 1s any law suit against those members I for one will be
very willing to get involved in that law suit!!!

Dan J. Fisher Agent
Oregon Trail Insurance
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TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

ce:
(G7/05/2004 04:17 PM Subject: Fwd: InterLinc: Council Feedback

- Message from DO NOT REPLY to this- InterLinc <none@linceln.ne.gov> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004
12:38:44 "GMT" e

To: Terry Werner <twerner@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback '

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
Terry Werner

Name: mark townsend

Addregs: 1436 b #6

City: Lincoln, NE 68502
Phone:

Fax.

Email: rincewind®54@yahoo.com

Comment or Question:

When I voted for vou in the last election, I believed your claim that you
wanted to represent the lower income and underserved members cof cur community.
Your recent vote to enact the stricrer smoking ordinance shows that this is
not the case,espegially as it concerns small buisness. Individual
respensibility and personal choice seem to be matters that do not concern you.
Rest assured in the next election you will NOT have my suppoert., and I do make
it a point of pride to vote in every election.




TWernerLNK@aocl.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

(o oN
07/05/2004 04:18 PM Subject: Fwd: Monday's Vote on Revised Smoking Ban %@,&
————— Message from JBDJWK@aol.com on Wed, 30 Jun 2604 07:58:08 EDT ——- '@pw "ﬁga _ %
To: twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us % %, %ﬁp
ce: IBDJWK @aol.com <

Subject: Monday's Vote on Revised Smoking Ban

Mr. Werner,

| was dismayed at the lack of leadership skills you displayed Monday evening as chairman of our City
Council. When it became apparent that some, but not all, of the council members had received and had a
chance to review advance copies of Mr. Svoboda’s revised amendment, the just thing to do would have
been to set discussicn and voting aside until the next meeting, {o grant those members the same
opportunity to review and discuss it that you, Mr. Camp and Mr. Friendt had. It was obvious, through her
testimony, that even Ms. Skinner had received a copy of the Svoboda amendment well in advance of the
meeting.

How ironic that, on the day Irag gained sovereignty in its move toward a more democratic way of life,
some on Lincoln's City Councii circumvented the American democratic process in a well-conceived
"behind the scenes” ambush of some of its own members, not 1o mention the citizens who voted them into
office.

An interested member of the public who watched the City Council meeting on Monday got on the phone
shortly after the vote, alerting various hospitality establishments of the surprising outcome. By about 8:30
p.m., the televisions in about thirty establishments were on channel 5, watching the City Council replay,
with the scund "up.” It was a fascinating twenty minutes or so of television.

Another personal concern | have with your vote on this issue is the fact that you are in the travel and
tourism industry. | assume the 20% hotel room exemption was granted because of the certain loss of
future revenue to the City, should the ban have been uniform. s it possible that your business would have
been hurt, had the hotel exemption not been granted? Another man might have recused himself from
voting, being concerned about even the appearance of impropriety.

As of today, the amended smoking ban is still not avaitable o the general public. [s there anything you
can do as Chair to speed up getting that out? | am interested to see what requirements hotels and motels
are needing to meet in their "smoking"” rooms, to make them safe for both the workers who service the
rooms, and non-smoking guests whose rooms share the same ventilation system. (1 am assuming that
the guidelines will be consistent with those once recommended for businesses desiring to have smoking
rooms.)

| hope that you will reconsider your vote on July 12...compromise is an essential component of a
functioning democracy. If you are worried especially about our youth vis-a-vis smoking, please use your
influence to encourage our varicus arms of law enforcement to crack down on underage (first-hand)
smoking in and near the school yards come fall...and leave the rest of it to the discretion of the parents.
No one has to "eat out,” and no one has to go to a bar, and no one has to work in an environment aillowing
smoeking. This is America; please..let Lincoln's citizens make these choices for themselves.

Respectfully,

Jan Karst



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us
cc:
07/05/2004 04:19 PM Subject: Fwd: SMOKING BAN

~~~~~ Message from YLAVONNE@aol.com on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 18:21:21 EDT -
To: twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: SMOKING BAN

| HAVE NEVER BEEN SO DISAPPOINTED IN A GROUP OF PEOPLE IN MY LIFE. YOU HAVE MADE A
VERY IMPORTANT DECISION USING UNDERHANDED TECHNIQUES. | HOPE YOU ALL KNOW YOU
ARE ELECTED OFFICIALS AND YOU ARE TO LISTEN TO THE PEOPLE AND NOT LET YOUR OWN
FEELINGS WAIVER ANY DECISIONS YCOU MAKE. LINCOLN 1S IN TROUBLE MAKING BUDGETS AND
YOU DO SOMETHING TO TAKE AWAY TAXABLE INCOME. THIS IS GOING TO EFFECT
CONVENTION BUSINESS, TOURNAMENTS AND HAVE A MAJOR EFFECT ON FOOTBALL SEASON.
i HAVE BEEN IN THE HOSPITALITY BUSINESS FCR 25 YEARS AND | GUARANTEE YOU WILL LOSE
ON ALL THESE EVENTS. WE HAVE NOTHING TO BRING TOURISM INTO LINCOLN, BESIDES
THESE EVENTS. WE WILL HAND OMAHA ALL TOURNAMENTS AND CONVENTIONS, THEY HAVE
BETTER CONVENTION FACILITIES, CHEAPER GAS AND YES SMOKING BARS. OUR TAXES IN
LINCOLN HAVE BECOME SO HIGH OUR PARENTS ARE MOVING QUT OF STATE BECAUSE THEY
CAN'T AFFORD TO LIVE HERE WITH THEIR FIXED INCOMES. THREE YEARS AGG I WENT TO
MESA ARIZONA AND THEY HAVE THE SAME LAW AS YOU HAVE IMPLEMENTED WHILE THE
POLICE ARE SO BUSY WRITING TICKETS TO SMOKERS THEY ARE HAVING SHOOTINGS ON
MAIN STREET, BUT THEY ARE SMOKE FREE. COLLEEN SENG WAS VOTED IN BY THE BLUE
COLLAR WORKERS AND | GUARANTEE SHE WILL BE VOTED OUT BY THEM. YOU ALL FEEL BLUE
COLLAR WORKERS DON'T VOICE THEIR OPINIONS AS LOUD AS WHITE COLLAR WORKERS BUT
WE DO VOTE. WE ARE TIRED OF CUR RIGHTS BEING TAKEN AWAY ONE BY ONE. | WILL GO
OUT CF TOWN TO BUY MY CIGARETTES, MY GAS AND MY DINNER. YOU REALLY NEED TO LOOK
AT THE LOSS OF KENO MONEY, LOTTERY MONEY AND PICKLE CARDS. | WILL HATE TAKING
BUSINESS AWAY FROM LOCAL BUSINESSES, BUT | FEEL UNTIL THIS DECISION HITS YOUR
BUDGET YOU WILL NOT LISTEN TO ALE THE PEOPLE. WHEN YOU ALL BECOME UNEMPLOYED
YOU COULD ALWAYS BUY A CHEAP BAR, | AM SURE THERE WILL BE PLENTY UP FOR SALE.

THANK YOU, FOR READING MY E-MAIL THIS SEEMS TO BE THE ONLY WAY | GET TO VOICE MY
OPINICN.

LAVONNE YOST/ BRAINERD




TWernerLNK@acl.com To: JRay@ci.lincolh.ne.us

ot
07/05/2004 04:22 PM Subject; Fwd: Smeking Ban

————— Message from Brice Sullivan <brice@newslinkinc.com> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 10:15:31 -0500 -
To: TWernerLNK @aol.com

Subject: Re: Smoking Ban

Had to try, Terry. I have only the utmost respect for vour commitment
to your ideals. You have been the only one who's been consistent here.

thanks.
Brice

On Jun 29, 2004, at 9:54 AM, TWernerLNK@aol.com wrote:

> Brice, I understand your concern but I am only supportive of

> protecting all employees and not picking and choosing. That's why I
> did not support the ordinance we had. I would rather have nothing

> than what we had before. I guess we'll have to disagree on this one.
> I have never wavered in my support of a total ban. Terry




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:22 PM Subject: Fwd: [Ina-l] Smoking ban; wha' happen'?

————— Message from Michael Comelius <michael@ninthorder.com> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 09:36:28 -0500

To: Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
Subject: [Ina-1] Smoking ban; wha' happen'?

I'm trying to make heads and/or tails of the LJS article about the
current state of the smoking ban. T have to admit, I'm at a bit of a
loss as to the sequence cof events that led to the current situation.
{Complete ban, enacted 1 November, rather than weak ban enacted
Thursday.) ’

Here are the events as I read them from the paper:

The weak ban was amended (by Patte and John} to allow 18 vear-olds to
enter "smoking allowed” establishments, weakening i1t further. Can someone
explain this amendment to me?

Ken, pee-ched about the above amendment, knocked all the checkers off the
board in a fit, leaving the criginal strong ban ordinance.

The reinvigorated strong ban passed; Svoboda, Friendt, Camp, Werner
voting for, Coock, Newman, McRoy against.

Hooray, I think...?

T don't understand why Ken would cpt for the Health Department's
original proposal (which he opposed), instead of no ban at all. Was it
procedurally impessible to go to no ban? None of it makes much gense to
me.

Of course, there's lots of time between now and November Lo re-eviscerate
the ordinance.

{I'm reminded of Mike Foley's proposal to ban smoking in in-home
daycares. Think of the children! But saints and ministers of faith
preserve ug from a ban on smcking in private homes where those same
children dwell.

It's the strange illegic of it all that makesg me want to
stick my head in the sand...)

ina-1 mailing list
ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
https://lincolnneighborhoods. org/mailman/listinfo/Ina-1
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TWernerLNK@aol.com Ta: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
GGl
07/07/2004 C9:06 AM Subject: Fwd: smoking reg
- Mlassage from "David Van Winkde" <dvanwinkle@neb.r.com> on Tue, 8 Jul 2004 17:32:50 -0500
To: <twerner(@cl.lincoln.ne.u
g
Subject smoking reg 3?5%@@
: 7
: 9.
Dear Council Members, Q?}'o T {?
o

As a citizen on Lincoln, | urge you to reconsider your decision to pass the Smoking Reguiation Act. This
Kind of “blanket” ban is discriminative and a viclation of smoker's (everyone's) rights. Furthermore, this
kind of legisiation sets precedence for similar regulation of the peopie’s rights. Why don’t you pass a law
that regulates the use of vehicles with diesel engines within the ¢ity limits? Far mare toxicity is exuded
from such vehicles than all smokers combined. Even if they are running outdoors, we have no choice but
to breathe in their toxic stench every day. Every day | have fo follow a seemingly ordinary person like
myself who for some reason needs a diese! pickup truck, and every day | have to roll up my windows and
turn off my vents to keep the fumes from my lungs {which does no good anyway, since I succeed only in
trapping the offensive stuff in the passenger compartment!). You won't ever regulate this, because you
can find no moral grounds to do so (other than the destruction of the environment, but Lincoln couldn’t
possibly give two hoots about that right?)! Not that morals should dictate law in the first place!

I do agree that non-smokers also have rights, but by enforcing businesses to designate “smoking areas”,
non-smoker's rights are being duly addressed. if a business’s clienfele are vocal enough about their
disapproval of the allowance of smoking within that business’s domain, then it should be the business’s
decision ALONE to ban smoking within their premises. Government regulations of such matters assume
that we are all too stupid to make decisions for ourselves, and “big brother” needs to step in fo assert their
dictatorial rutings to protect their “helpless” subjects. As a free human being, it is MY decision whether |
choose to voice my complaints or not and MY decision to frequent an establishment or not. if lam a
smoker or a non-smoker and a bar or restaurant does or doesn’t allow smoking, then | can decide
whether or not to stay or go someplace else. Why should any of you decide this for me? | am not a child,
and neither are any of the registered voters in this or any other American city.

Though I believe my efforts to be in vain, and my request fruitless, | still implore you to reply with some
sort of acceptable justification for your decision that takes my preceding arguments into account. Please
forward this fo your fellow council members and their staff.

Thank You,

David H, Van Winkle



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc
07/05/2004 04:06 PM Subject: Fwd: | support the "Ban”™

Joan, piease copy all the emails | am forwarding to you for my folder and council record. Thanks, Terry
----- Message from "Steve Sheets” <ssheets@neb.rr.com» on Fri, 2 Jul 2004 22:18:41 -0500 ——

To: <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: [ support the "Ban"!

I think it’s a great idea to ban smoking in restaurants. If it means an almost complete ban on smoking
anywhere indoors...so be it. | have smoked in the past, but anymore indoor smoke is {in my apinion)
terrible. | can think of several bars that serve great food, but | don' like going there because my clothes
smell afterwards. [ certainly will go back to them when the ban takes effect.

Thanks for the vote!l

Steve Sheets



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cildincoin.ne.us

cC:
07/05/2004 04:08 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking ban (thank-you)

-—---- Message from "Christy Aggens” <christyaggens@hotmall.com> on Fri, 02 Jul 2004 11:45:32 -0500
To: twemer(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvoboda@eci.lincoln.ne.us,
jeamp@ci.lincoln.ne.us :

ce: jeook@ct.lincoln.ne.us, pnew(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, amcroy@ei.lincoln.ne.us,
mayor(@cilincoln.ne.us

Subject: Smoking ban (thank-you)

July 2, 2004
Dear Linceoln City Council Members:

Terry Werner

Glenn Friendt
Xen Svoboda,

Jon Camp.

Thank-you for passing a complete ban on smoking in public places.

I used to socialize at the bars downtown guite regularly bub stopped because
the smoke bothers my eyes a great deal. I will return now that I can do so
without risking my health and without my cloths stinking like an ashtray
when I leave. I am locking forward to live music, dancing, and a drink with
friends without having to weigh how gross T will feel when I leave against
how much fun I will have.

You did the right thing.
I am gure I am not alone. Business owners will gain customers like me.

In additicn, it is my opinien that people go out to bars to socialize, not
smoke. Hard-core smokers might stay home and smoke alone, but I think most
people smoke because they see other people smoking and they think “what the
hell, my cloths are going to stink either way.” Now they won't be saving
that.

Thanks again!
Christy Aggens

1501 A Street
Lincoln, NE 68502
438-5629

CC: Coleen Seng
Jonathon Cook
Patte Newman
Annette McRoy




TWernerLNK@acl.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

CC:
07/05/2004 04:00 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoke Free Lincoln

N

————— Message from "huskerd2" <huskerd2@ealltel.nat> on Fri, 2 Jul 2004 05:08:32 -0500 —-
To: <jcampi@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <gfriendt@ic.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Smoke Free Lincoln

A BIG THANK YOU for making Lincoln smoke free inside all establishments. As an ex-smoker from
California, | didn't even like people smoking inside (when [ was a smoker) before CA became smoke free
inside. It worked in CA even though bar and resturant owners had a fit at first, but people learned to go
outside to smoke and soon the bar and resturant businesses were doing as much business as ever. We
became so used to it that people began to find that they "couldn't” smoke inside anywhere, it just felt
awkward and uncomfortable.

Thanks again for a really beneficial move for all people here. My one year old grandson who was
premature with a bad heart can now be taken out to resturants with his parents. They didn't dare take him
anywhere before where there might be smoking.

Thank you, thank you, thank you.

Sherry Murphy
3251 Fox Hollow Rd.
Lincoln

huskerd2@alltel.net

%%
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TWernerE NK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
ce:
07/05/2004 04:10 PM Subject; Fwd: Thank you

—--- Message from "Jeffrey Gann” <jgann@neb.rr.com> on Thy, 1 Jul 2004 18:10:21 -0500 -
To: <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Thank you

I am sure most of your email regarding the smoking ban lately has been on the more sour side. | would
just iike to thank you for taking the position you have on behalf of the city. The bar owners keep saying let
the market decide, well we have spoken though our elected officials. | am looking forward to going out on
the town November first.

P.S. I have never voted for city council but you can believe myself and my family will be there to casi our
ballots for at least four of you.

Sincerely,
Jefirey Gann



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us
ce:
07/05/2004 04:11 PM Subject: Fwd: Job Wel: Done

—- Message from “JAMES ANDERSON" <JMANDERSON@bkd.com> on Thu, 01 Jul 2004 09:58:40
0500 -

To: <gfriendt@eci.lincoln.ne.us>, <Gecamp(@eci.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@kci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<twerner@eci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Job Well Done
Dear Council Members,

Most of the feedback you receive from the citizens of Lincoln is no doubt negative in nature. It is not often enough
that you are applauded for making the right decision, albeit  tough one. I am writing to pass along my thanks to
you for your correct vote on the smoking ban issue. The ban previously passed was laughable and practically
unenforceable. Thanks to your vote, the new ban will do what it was intended to do: protect people from the
harmful actions of others.

1 generaily do not support government sanctions concerning the actions of citizens. There must be exceptions
however, when the actions of one citizen affect the lives of others. The direct impact of second hand smoke and the
indirect impact of increasing medical costs for smokers affect all of us, Tt is therefore appropriate for government to
assist in protecting us from those actions.

Thank you for your leadership.

James M. Anderson
Lincoln

James M. Anderson
BKD, LLP

1221 N Street, Suite 600
Lincoln, NE 68508
402.473.7600 voice
402.473.7698 fax
imandersondebkd.com




TwernerLNK@aocl.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us 0@% ) ’f'fi e
07/05/2004 04:12 PM e Wy,
7/05/2004 04: Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban ey 7

~~~~~ Message from "Phil Wilheim" <pwithelm@inebraska.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 19:25:51 -0500 -
To: "Terry Werner" <twemner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Annette McRoy"
<amcroy(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Glenn A Friendt" <gfriendt@eci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Jon
Camp" <jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Jonathan Cook" <jcook@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Ken R
Svoboda" <ksvobodafici.hincoln.ne.us>, "Patte Newman"
<pnewman(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Smoking Ban
[Unable to display image]

I would like to thank the four City Council Members that had the courage to vote for the full
smoking ban, instead of the watered down abortion that was passed in December.

I also would [ike to thank you for your future support of this ban.

[ am happy that the majority of the people, for a change, have their rights protected. The last
number I heard was that only 10 % of the population smokes, so 90 % don’t smoke. That means
that this benefits 90 % of the people. This is what our government is meant to do, take care of
the majority.

This also puts all the bars on the same playing field. No advantage or disadvantage, government
should not tip the scale.

Thanks for your time,

Phil Wilhelm

wwwwwwwwwwww s o



TWarnerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@eci.lincoln.ne.us

cet
07/05/2004 04:12 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

————— Message from denise {eshon <dteanon@iunc.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 18:21:37 -0500 -
To: twerner@ei.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: smoking ban

THANX YOU! THANK YOU! THANK YOU! - For having the courage to vote on
behalf of the majority of Lincoln citizens!-We are grateful!




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.!incoln.ée.us
cc:
07/05/2004 04:12 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

----- Message from Richard C Edwards <redweards@uninotesti.unl.edu> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 18:28:32
0500 - :

To: twemer(@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: smoking ban

Congratulations on having the courage to vote for the stronger smoking ban.
This is surely one of the two or three most important public health issues
you will ever have the opportunity to vote for, and you showed excellent
leadership in placing the public good ahead of political pressure and
private interests. Please be sure to resist any subsequent efforts now to
water it down {again).

Richard Edwards, 6619 Blue Ridge Lane, 68516



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoin.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:12 PM Subject: Fwd: Smokers Ban

ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ Message from MKS7Free@acl.com on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 16:23.08 EDT -----
To: twemner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Smokers Ban

Terry: Thank you for your vote on the smokers ban. Non smaokers are the majority and we have right
too.

BPorrance Fazel




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.iincoIn.ne.us
ce:
07/05/2004 04:12 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban

- Message from "JOE HEIM" <JHEIM@bkd.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 17:53:52 -0500 -
To: <twemer{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Smoking Ban

Terry,

I would like to thank vou for your vote in favor of the original, more strict
smoking ban. I believe this is in the bhest interest of the general public and
appreciate vyour recognition of this fact.

Thanks again,

Joe Heim

*&kxxxx BRD . LLP Internet Email Confidentiality Foober #**®¥*=
Privileged/Confidential Information may be ¢ontained in this message.
If you are not the addressee indicated in this message {or responsible
for delivery of the message to such person), you may not copy or
deliver this message to anycne. In such case, you should destroy

this message, and notify us immediately. If vou or vour emplover does
not consent to Internet email messages of this kind, please advise us
immediately. Opinions, conclusgions and other information expressed in
this message are not given or endorsed by my firm or employer unless
otherwise indicated by an authorized representative independent of this
message.

&

o Ol b
w( RE
"’%%:’f@% Uy



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoin.ne.us

CC:
07/05/2004 0413 PM  gupject: Fwd: Thank You!

----- Message from "Tanya Wagner” <tanyalynnwagner@hotmall.com> on Wead, 30 Jun 2004 18:33:10
~0500 wmere

To: jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvoboda@ei.lincoln.ne.us,
efriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Thank You!

Dear City Council members,

Thank you! Although surprised, I am excited that I am now able to
patronize esgstablishments that I would not have prior, or done so rarely
because they were filled with smoke. I think businesses will be surprised
at the INCREASE in their sales due to people that had chosen not to expose
themselves to that environment before now.

I immediately e-mailed my vyounger sister who recently moved from
Lincoln and had worked at a local sports kar that would have been exempted
from the prior smoking ban. A little over a year ago she had taken an
entire week of vacation so that her lungs would be able to support her
through the Lincoln marathon.

My fear is that this was passed in an effort to encourage the
dissenting council members to back off of proposed amendments, and will only
be reopened at the next meeting. I hope that integrity of the ban and that
of the members that voted “yes” will be maintained by enacting the 100%
smoking ban. I am a health professional, a mother, and a voter and T
appreciate the huge step that has been taken to protect the health of
Lincoln.

Sincerely,
Tanya L. Wagner RD, LMNT

MSN Toolbar provides one-click access to Hotmail from any Web page - FREE
download! http://toolbar.msn.click-url.com/go/onm00200413ave/direct/01/



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cidincoln.ne.us

CCl
07/05/2004 0413 PM gupiect: Fwd: Recent City Council Decision

----- Message from "Charles J. Ansorge” <cansorge@uniserve.unl.edur on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 15:51:.05
-0500 ----- :

To: <twerner{@cl.lincoln.ne. us>
Subject: Recent City Council Decision

The decision Monday night by the Lincoln City Council to make worksites
throughout Lincoln smoke free is a huge victory for the health of Lincoln.
You and your colleagues who voted to support thig ordinance are to be
commended for this action.

I wanted you to know that I highly value my personal health. Your action is
evidence of the fact that you also are concerned regarding it as well as the
health of all citizens in our city.

I recognize that the fight is not over. Although I think we have a
well-designed ordinance on the books in Lincoln, it is important that we
protect this ordinance in the future, because protecting it is protecting
the lives of men and women, elderly and children, employed and unemployed.

Thank you for your action.

Charles J. Anscorge, Professor

University of Nebraska-Linceln

Volice: (402) 472-1702 i Fax: {402) 472-8319

Internet: cansorge®unl.edu | http://tc.unl.edu/ansorge

"In character, in manners, in style, in all things, the gsupreme excellence is
gimplicity.” --Henry Wadsworth Longfellow



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cllincoln.ne.us

cc:
07/05/2004 04:13 PM Subject: Fwd: Thanks

- Message from Valerie Spale <Valerie. Spale@ubt.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 15:31:43 -0500
To: "jcamp@ci. lincoln.ne.us™ <Gcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "gfriendt{@ci.lincoln.ne.us"

<gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "ksvoboda(@ci.lincoln.ne.us™

<ksvobodai@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us"

Subject: Thanks

nr

<twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

I just wanted to thank yvou all for supporting and voting for the smoking ban
in Linceln that passed vesterday. 1I'm sure yvouive been receiving lets of
flack and grief about your decision, but there are many of us non-smekers in
Lincoln that truly appreciate and celebrate the ban. Now I will finally be
able to go into a bar and have a beer and play some pocl without having my
rights violated by having smoke in my face the whole time.

Thanks again and keep up the good work for the city of Lincolnt!

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




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
£cl
07/05/2004 0413 PM  gupject: Fwd: ACTION ALERT: Please thank the Lincoln City Council

----- Message from Kristin. Tvier@cancer.org on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 12:52:05 D500 «ou
To: undisclosed-recipients:;
Subject: ACTION ALERT: Please thank the Lincoln City Council

Hello Grassroots Volunteer!

Last December, the Lingcoln City Council passed an 'exemption riddled smaking ban.! On Monday, the
council scrapped the previous ordinance and in its place passed a 100% smokefree ordinance for ail
worksites with a highly unexpected 4-3 vote. This is great news as this means Lincoln will become the

first city in Nebraska to go smokefree - hopefully paving the way for others to follow!

The mayor is expected {o sigh the ordinance very soon and it will go into effect 15 days later. The local
health department has announced a 'grace period’ until November 1 for businesses to comply. This

ordinance is clear and concise - it prohibits all indoor, workplace smoking with few exceptions.

The Tobacco Free Lincoln coalition has worked hard to get this ordinance passed - and now they are
asking for our help. They are trying fo get HANDWRITTEN thank you notes sent to the four Lincoln City

Council members who voted in favor of passing our 100% smoking ordinance.

PLEASE take 10 minutes to write a personal note of thanks to the following City Council members:

Jon Camp
Glenn Friendt v
Ken Svoboda L, {%‘%@
Terry Werner %?’ 5;{} %&3
& LW e
N . el v
The mailing address is: f%‘ {«% g%

Lincoln City Councll

* name **

555 8. 10th St. Room 111
Lincoln, NE 68508

Some of you who are receiving this message may not be residents of Lincoln. That is ok - we would still
appreciate it If you couid send a note of thanks. in faci, the coailition specificaily requestied that i
encourage American Cancer Society volunteers from across the stafe to send thank you's. If you aren't
sure what to write just thank them for making all worksites smokefree and for protecting the health of

everyone in Lincoln.
Congratulations, Lincoln!

Best regards,



Kristin Tyler

American Cancer Society
5733 South 34th, Suite 500
Lincoin, NE 68516

(402) 423 .4888
kristin.tyler@cancer.org




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

cCl
07/05/2004 04:14 PM  gupict: Fwd: Fw: Demacrat

---— Message from lori swistek@us.schneider-electric.com on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 11:51:42 -0500 ~mm-
To: TWernerLNK(@aol.com

Subject: Fw: Democrat

Mr. Werner

I would like to take a moment and commend the council members for making a
tough decision on a

very emctional issue. As the management representative of Sguare D Company T
would like to

inform yvou that we are in full support of the original proposal. I know the
council is being '

lcbbied to make amendments to allow for break room aresas that individuals can
smoke in the work

place. I would like to express the facts associated with break rooms aszs they
are with cur

company .

The break rooms are not air tight and allow for second hand smoke to egcape
through doors as

well as the ventilation system. We have had several employees encounter
serious health

problems due to the second hand smoke that escapes into the ventilation
gystem. We as a

company have worked very hard to eliminate as much of this second hand as
possible but have not

been able to eliminate 1t 100%. As you stated in your e-mail it is an
"employee protection”

issue. I can not protect all my emplovees from second hand smoke.

We as a company would reguest that the council take the time to have all the
facts before

accepting amendments to the proposal. We encourage you and all of your fellow
council members

to stay with the propesal as is. Sometimes the toughest decisgions are the
right ones to make.

T welcome any opportunity you would like to take to talk more about this
issue. Please do not

water down the ban with all kinds of amendments to continue to allow smoking
in the work place.

With Respect

Lori Swiatek

Human Resources Manager

Lincoln NE

402-421-4521

————— Forwarded by Lori Swiatek/US/Schneider on 06/30/2004 09:55 BM -----

"Jerry Gulizia

<gulizia@inetneb To:
<lori.swiatek@us.schneider-electric.com>
r.com> ce:

Subject: Fw: Democrat
06/30/2004 08:40
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————— Original Message -----

From: Jerry Gulizia

To: Jerry Gulizia

Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2004 3:10 PM
Subject: Fw: Democrat

————— Original Message -----

From: Jerry Gulizia

To: TWernerLNK@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2004 9:37 AM
Subject: Re: Democrat

Yes 1t does, and thank you very much Terry. I will support vou with the rest
of the smoking
ban.
Jerry
~~~~~ Original Megsage ~----
From: TWernerLNKgacl.com
To: ibew2366@alltel . net
Ce: CKieltvaci.lincoln.ne.us
Sent: Tuesday, June 292, 2004 9:22 BAM
Subject: Re: Democratb

Jerry, I am happy to amend the ordinance to cover your needs. I have no
problem with that.

We did not have much opportunity to think last night about amendments. Xen
surprised all of

us and I still favor the total ban. I have no problem with people who smoke.
This is purely

an employee protection issue for me. I am CC Corrie Kielty to ask her to have
the break room

exemption preparsed. Let me know if that is satisfactory to you. Thanks
Jerry! Terry

Thanks Corrie!

This email has been scanned for SPAM content and Viruses by Cthe MessageLabs
Email Security
System.




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.linceln.ne.us
CCl
07/05/2004 04:14 PM Subject: Fwd: Thank you!

----- Message from "Sara McClean" <smoclean@cilincoln.ne.us> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 11:15:16 0500

To: gcamp@ei.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@ct.lincoln.ne.us>, <gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<twerner{@eci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Thank you!
Dear City Council Members,

| just want to take a2 minute and thank you for passing the stricter version of the smoking ban. Although |
do work for the city during the day, | spend at least two nights a week working at a iocal sports bar. ltis a
great job, one that | can not afford to give up, even though | know my health is at risk due to all the smoke.
| am often shocked {0 see little children, even infants, inside the sports bar, inhaling so much second-hand
smeke. They den't have a choice to be there, and guite frankly, | don't either. By passing this smoking
ban, you have made Lincoln a safer place for us all, and for that, | thank you.

Sincerely,

Sara McClean

%
m B &
Y T8 3
See, s



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:14 PM Subject: Fwd: no smoking

----- Message from "Gerald Crouch” <gcrouch@neb.rr.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 11:05:19 -0500 -
To: <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: no smoking

Thank you for making the effort to get smoking out of the resturants and bars. Stand up
for our rights to stay smoke free. Thank you
Mary Crouch



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc!
07/05/2004 04:15 PM Subject: Fwd: Thank you!!

- MlEgsa08 from “Jeanie Rink" <rollerrink@hotmail.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 10:17.22 -0500 ~---
To: twernerlnk{@acl.com

Subjeet: Thank you!!

Mr. Werner,

I want to thank vou for all vou have done to assure Lincoln residents and
employees the opportunity to be in smoke free environments. I fully support
vou and the other council members in your vote to make Lincoln Smoke Free.

I know there will be grumblings about the measure, but over the course of
time people will adjust. Afterall, there was a time when pesople could smoke
in Memorial Stadium for Husker games...and the present smoking ban in the
stadium has yet to deter encugh people from selling out the foothall games.

You may have wmore complaints than compliments right now, but I assure you
that there are MANY whe suppoert yvou in this decision. 2gain, I just want to
thank you for vyvour actions.

Jeanie Rink



TWernerE NK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

ccr
07/05/2004 04:15 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

-—-- Message from "Thomas Woods” <twoods@woodschariteble.org> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 10:14:51
-0500 ----- ‘

To: <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: smoking ban

Thank you, thank you, thank you! A tough but wise vote.

Thomas C. Woods, IV

Program Officer

Woods Charitable Fund, Inc.




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

CcC:
07/05/2004 0416 PM gy hiact: Fwd: InterLine: Council Feedback

----- Message from DO NOT REPLY te this- interLing <nona@lincelin.ne.gov> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004
14:25:30 "GMT" -

To: Terry Wemner <twerner@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterlLinc: City Council Feedback for
Terry Werner

Name : Alex MachuNazhi
Address: PO Box 94742

City: Lincoln, NE 68509
Phone:

Fax:

Email: ujalambda@yahoo.com

Comment or Question:
June 30th, 20064

Dear Council Member Ken Svoboda,

I commend vou for your vote and acticn of enforcing the total no-smoking ban
in the City of Lincoln. I favor the no-smoking ban completely and have done
so since it became a city debate. I congratulate you for having the stamina
and bold courage to lay the issue to final rest.

It is my view that if a metropolitan city like New York City

can pass and enforce a no-smcking ban city-wide then Lincoln also is able to
pass its own no-smoking city-wide ban also. Thank you and best regards to
your fubture endeavors. - Alex MachuNazhi, Registered Democrat 2004

Senator Mat Connealy for US Congress 20041




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us
CG:
07/05/2004 0416 PM  gupiact: Fwd: [Ina-l] Applaud Council Vote!

----- Message from VKWFeline@aol.com on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 09:51:29 EDT w»eer
To: jjohnson@cornhusker.net, na-l@lmcolnneighborhoods.org
Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Votel

Devastate downtown?!?! | don't think so! New York City has a total ban. There has been anet gainin
number of establishments, employment, & the tax receipts are coming in! The fears are real. The reality
is it won't happen IF WE STICK TO I'f! If there is any wiggle room the children wili push the buttons.

Ginny
814 Lyncrest Drive
Lincoln, NE 88510-4022

402-489-6239
402-730-1951 (celt)

v
o, 2. @
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TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilingoln.ne.us
CC.
07/05/2004 04:17 PM Subject: Fwd: [Ina-] Applaud Council Vote!

----- Message from "Jennifer Brinkman" <brinkman_mi@aliiel.net> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004_67:5? 22 0500

To: <I'WemerLNK{@aol.com>
Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

Thank you, Terry. | was frankly surprised by the coalition that it took to have a comprehensive, sensible
ban put in place, but it just goes to show that politics makes for strange bedfellows! | was heartened to
see the Council adopt the new ordinance. Thanks again for your leadership. Jennifer

----- Qriginal Message --—-

From: TWernerL. NK@aol.com

To: brinkman_mi@alltel.net

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2004 9:17 PM

Subject: Re: [ina-l] Applaud Council Vote!

Thanks Jennifer/ | have never wavered on my support and | believe Lincoln is better off because of it.
Terry Werner




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincolrn.ne.us
cc:
07/05/2004 0417 PM .gypject: Fwd: InterLing: Council Feedback

»»»»» Message from DO NOT REPLY to this- InterLine <none@ilincoln.na.gov> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004
12:51:11 "GMT" ~--x

To: Terry Wemner <twerner@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLing: City Council Feedback for
Terry Werner

Name : Laurel Erickson
Addresgs: 4926 Leighton Ave
City: Linceln, NE 68504
Phone: 464-6937

Fax:

Email: erickson.zink@att.net

Comment or Question:

Terry - THANK YOU for your support of the "original® no-smcking ordinance for
restaurants and bars in Lincoln. PLEASE stick with this outcome, and make it
1} healthier for all of us, 2} eagier to enforce than the multiple-amended
version, and 3) more ¢lear-cut for business owners.

We DO NOT need any more hearings on this - we'wve all be "hearinged" te death.
Thanks again!! Laurel Erickson




TWernerb NK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

CCl
07/05/2004 04:17 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking

----- Message from "Jean Sanders” <jsanders@neb.rr.com> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 07:01:55 -0500 -—-
7 To: <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Smoking

Count me as one who is delighted with the new and improved no-smoking ordinance.
Jean Sanders




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc:
07/05/2004 04:16 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban

- Message from Alan Moelier <amoelier@uninoies.unl.adu> on Wed, 30 Jun 2004 086:46:56 -0600 -----
To: twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Smoking Ban

Councilman Werner,

Just to let you know how much I appreciate your courage in veting to
implement the smoking ban that passed the other night. Implementation of
a smoking ban as passed 1s the right and responsible thing to do. There is
go much evidence about the health risks of being exposed to second hand
smoke. I know you are getting some nasty contacts, but those are from
people who do not have the best interests of the rank and file citizen in
mind. Stick to your guns knowing that you have fulfilled your duty as a
member of the ity council representing the majority of Lincoln citizens
who want a safe and healthful environment in which to live and prosper.

Again thanks,

Alan Moeller

% %ﬁ%
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TWernerL NK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

CCl
07/05/2004 04:18 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ban

- Message from "David isaacson” <djpharmers@eartblink.net> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 22:56:41 -0500

To: twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Smoking Ban

Mr Werner,

Just a brief hote to thank you for your support of the smoking ban. It is a step forward for the health of our
community. |, for one, will be patronizing businesses | had chosen not to because of smoky air.

Sincerely,

David Isaacson, Pharm.D., R.Ph.
5907 $ 81 &t

Lincoln, NE 68516

{402) 488-2514



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:18 PM Subject: Fwd: Council passes an all-out smoke ban

e Massage from Richard Baghy <mpsgi@alitel net> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 22:25:50 0500 -~
To: pnewman@eci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvoboda@eci.lincoln.ne.us, twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
jeook@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, giriendt@eci.lincoln.ne.us,
amcroy(@ei.lincoln.ne.us, mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Fwd: re: Council passes an all-out smoke ban

My brether in California sent these remarks to the Journal Star and
to me. I thought you might like to see them. As a visitor bringing
outsgide money into town, he will spend more in Lincoln businesses if
the ban remains in place.

Thank you for your time. Keep the smoking ban.

Richard Bagby
389 8 47th Street
Lincoln, NE 68510

=Date: Tue, 29 Jun 2004 17:50:56 -0700

»>Bubject: re: Council passes an all-out smoke ban

=>From: Jeff Bagby <jbagby@mac.coms

»>To: <tmeyers@journalstar.com>, <njenkins@journalstar.coms

=

>Hello,

>I applaud the action taken by the Linceln City Council to ban smoking
>"Council passes an all-out smoke ban" 285 June.

=

>In California, we have had a total smoking ban in restaurants for years.
>When passed here, many of the fears were raised that I have sgeen noted in
>the Journal Star, e.g.: business will drop off. I will guickly peint out
>that Califcrnia‘’s total-smoking ban has opened up many businesses to me that
>I would never have dreamed of vigiting before. I have walked out of Omaha
s>restaurants because of the smoke. With Lincoln’'s ban, I look forward to
>visiting ALL restaurants in town. Lincolnis businesses will find that
s>traffic and revenues rise to levels higher than before the ban.

=3

>Jeff Bagby

>Cloverdale, CA




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoin.ne.us

: cc:
07/05/2004 04:18 PM Subiect: Fwd: Smoking Ban

----- Message from "Pat Rice” <price@neb.rr.com> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 18:21:27 -0500 -
To: <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@ct.lincoln.ne.us>,
<gfriendt@eci.lincoln.ne.us>, <jcamp(@eci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Smoking Ban

Thank you for your courage to adopt the smeking ban.




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoin.ne.us

[#(oN
07/05/2004 0418 PM  gypiect: Fwd: Smoking Ban

————— Message from "Jess Paisley” <ipaisleZ@bigred.unl.edu> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 18:18:02 G500 -
To: <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Smoking Ban

Counciiman Werner,

I would like to express my sincerest praise to you for passing the all out smoking ban. This siep is
monumental in the betterment of the city of Lincoln and it will stand out among others as a benchmark. As
a student at the University of Nebraska, | am constantly in public places such as bars and restaurants.
With the smoking ban, | will ne longer have to experience smoke being blown in my face and come out
wreaking of smoke. Thank you again for eliminating smcking in public places.

Jess Paisley
Senior Accounting Major
UNL



dj?{;l &%

TWernarL NK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoin.ne.us @’@ 535:\ ) <
. %2, <

07/05/2004 0418 PM  gunisct: Fwd: [Ina-I] Applaud Council Vote! “, ing% é&g

————— Message from "Carcl B" <carolserv@hotmail.com> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 22:51:18 +0000 ~eeme
To: Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

You know I have a husband that smokes do I wish he would quit....I'd give my
eye-teeth. It ig a terrible habit and I want him to be around for us to
enjoy life together for a long time, now that our kids are grown. Any help
we can give to people to guit I think we should do. That's where the tobacco
dollars should go. Free patches, group sessions like al-a-non, free
check-ups, chest xrays etc. It is an addiction, a crutch. My sis told me
that when her husband guit it was like loosing an old friend....he went into
a depression. He didn‘t guit soon enough in his life and he died a couple of
months ago from lung cancer. She does not have the opportunity to enjoy
their golden years together.

How many other communities that have enacted smoke free communities survived
the storm?

Carol

MSN 9 Dial-up Internet Access fights spam and pop-ups — now 3 months FREE!
http://join.msn.click-url.com/go/onm00200361lave/direct/01/

----- Message from Jim Johnson <jjchnson@cornhusker.net> on Thu, 29 Jul 2004 17:34:58 -0500 -----
To: Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

Tust for giggles, here's a differing opmion.

I'll grant Jennifer's statement that the losers tend to be the ones who complain about the
"process". Experience talking; I've lost way more than my share of political battles, and when I've
lost it's ALWAYS been someone else's fault. :<0)

But regardless of "process”, on the "issue” of a smoking ban, I don't think that just 'cause we
CAN pick on poor people & students doesn't necessarily mean we SHOULD. I don't smoke
myself (did once, out behind the barn; didn't like it and will never do it again) but [ do visit the
downtown bars on occasion, and if the ban stands 1t will devastate downtown. Won't hurt the
Country Club set; smokers there will find some way to use the outdoor beer garden loophole, or
if they can't they'll just buzz over to the bars & restaurants on the fringe of the city, but the Zoo

Bar and many other downtown bars just aren't big enough to add a beer garden. (And my cynical
mingd cngtpn(\ic that ﬂ‘uﬁ nnlice won't be Cb"""‘l"‘-nﬁ ingide the Cninmfrv C]uh tn %and out their f;nps
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anyway; they'll be hanging out at the downtown bars. No way of proving that; I just have theories
about how these things work.)

If the City were really concerned about getting rid of smoking, they'd have been wiser to spend
our tax money sending people to smoking cessation programs, rather than sending our police into
the downtown bars looking for smokers.

OK, I'm all better now.



At 03:47 PM 6/29/2004 -0500, Jennifer Brinkman wrote:
I think this is exactly how government is supposed to work. The State
Legislature doesn't waste the people's time and money by holding a public
hearing everytime they want to amend a bill or introduce a new subject to a
bill. The smoking ban has been discussed ad nauseum over the last several
months. Complaints about "process” are usually only made by those upset by
the outcome.

Jennifer

————— Original Message ----- 9 o N

From: "Fred Freytag" 4% 7

Eo: "Ed Caudill” f%ﬁ{g@f%
¢ <

Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2004 1:47 PM
Subject: Re: [Ina-[] Applaud Council Vote!

> ] agree with a smoke free environment and appreciate not having smoke in
>my face in public places. I quite smoking a few years ago.

=

> My only question is if what and how the City Council passed this

> ordinance is good and proper governmental procedure. It seems like a lot
> of people were or feel blind sided by the change. Does this mean we all
> should work on ways to get our causes passed the same way?

>

> How does the general public view this type of government and what does
> it do to the trust they have in the people they have elected?

>

> Fred Freytag

-

=

>

> Ed Caudill wrote:

>

> >T applaud the decision of city council to clear the air in Lincoln's work
> >places both for workers and customers.

P

> >Nobody should be exposed to second hand smoke.

> >

> >

> >Ed Caudill - WDSI Data Solutions

>>1223 North 9th Street, Suite 223

> >Lincoln NE 68508

> >



> >Phone: 402-435-7582 eFax: 240-331-7544 email: edcaudill@juno.com
> >

> >Ina-1 mailing list

> >Ina-l{@lincolnneighborhoods.org

> >https://lincolnneishborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/lna-|
> >

> >

> >

> >

=

>

>

=

>

> Ina-I mailing list

> Ina-l(@lincolnneighborhoods.org

> htips://lincolmneighborhoods.org/matiman/listinfo/lna-1
>

Ina-1 mailing list
Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
https://lincolnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/Ina-I

Ina-1 mailing list
Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org https:/lincolnneighborhoods.org/mailmarn/listinfo/Ina-1
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TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us Qﬁéf&;gm @@{
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07/05/2004 04:19 PM

Subject: Fwd: [lna-I] Applaud Council Vote!

————— Message from Jim Johnson <jjohnson@cornhusker.net> on Thu, 29 Jul 2004 17:34:58 -0500 »w--
To: Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org

Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

Just for giggles, here's a differing opinion.

T'll grant Jennifer's statement that the losers tend to be the ones who complain about the
"process”. Experience talking; I've lost way more than my share of political battles, and when
I've lost it's ALWAYS been someone else's fault. <)

But regardless of "process”, on the "issue” of a smoking ban, I don't think that just 'cause we
CAN pick on poor people & students doesn't necessarily mean we SHOULD. Tdon't smoke
myself (did once, out behind the barn; didn't like it and will never do it again) but I do visit the
downtown bars on occasion, and if the ban stands it will devastate downtown. Won't hurt the
Country Club set; smokers there will find some way to use the outdoor beer garden loophole, or
if they can't they'll just buzz over to the bars & restaurants on the fringe of the city, but the Zoo
Bar and many other downtown bars just aren't big enough to add a beer garden. (And my cynical
mind suspects that the police won't be checking inside the Country Club to hand out their fines
anyway; they'll be hangig out at the downtown bars. No way of proving that; I just have '
theories about how these things work.)

If the City were really concerned about getting 1id of smoking, they'd have been wiser to
spend our tax money sending people to smoking cessation programs, rather than sending our
police into the downtown bars looking for smokers.

OK, I'm all better now.

At 03:47 PM 6/29/2004 -0500, Jennifer Brinkman wrote:
I think this is exactly how government is supposed to work. The State
Legisiature doesn't waste the people's time and money by holding a public
hearing everytime they want to amend a bill or introduce a new subject to a
bill. The smoking ban has been discussed ad nauseum over the last several
months. Complaints about "process” are usually only made by those upset by
the outcome.

Jennifer

————— Original Message -----

From: "Fred Freytag" <fredfreytag(@binary.net>
To: "Ed Caudill" <edcaudill@juno.com>

Cc: <Ina-l@lmcolnneighborhoods.org>

Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2004 1:47 PM

Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!



> T agree with a smoke free environment and appreciate not having smoke in
> my face in public places. I quite smoking a few years ago.

>

> My only question is if what and how the City Council passed this

> ordinance is good and proper governmental procedure. It seems like a lot
> of people were or feel blind sided by the change. Does this mean we all
> should work on ways to get our causes passed the same way?

>

> How does the general public view this type of government and what does
> it do to the trust they have in the people they have elected?

>

- > Fred Freytag

>

>

> .

> Ed Caudill wrote:

>

> >] applaud the decision of city council to clear the air in Lincoln's work
> >places both for workers and customers.

> >

> >Nobody should be exposed to second hand smoke.

> >

> >

>>Ed Caudill - WDSI Data Solutions

> >1223 North 9th Street, Suite 223

> >Lincoln NE 68508

> >

> >Phone: 402-435-7582  ¢Fax: 240-331-7544  email: edcaudill@juno.com
> >

> >Ina-1 mailing list

> >Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org

> >hitps://lincolnneishborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/lna-1

> >

v

> Ina-I matling list
> Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
> httns://lincolmneighborhooeds.ore/mailman/histinfo/lna-1




Ina-1 mailing list
Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
https://lincolnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/lna-]

Ina-I mailing list
Ina-1@lincolnneighborhoods.org https://lincolnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/Ina-1




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cidinceln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:19 PM Subject: Fwd: InterLinc: Council Feedback

~~~~~ Message from DO NOT REPLY 1o this- InterLinc <none@linceln.ne.gov> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004
22:33:47 "GMT" ———-

To: Terry Werner <twerner@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLince: City Council Feedback for
Terry Werner

Name : Janet and John Clark
Addresg: 3232 §. 17th Street
City: Lincoln, NE 68502
Phone: 423-5471

Fax:

Email: jelark@neb.rr.com

Comment o©or Question:

Thank you for your recent vote con the smoking ordinance. We are excited to be
able to go out and be smoke free!

Gocod Job!




TWernerL NK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoin.ne.us
et
07/05/2004 04:19 PM Subject: Fwd: Fw: Re: Good Health Safetyi!

----- Message from marilyn | holmguist <mjholmaquist@juno.com> on Tue, 20 Jun 2004 16:04:48 -0500

To: twemer(@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Fw: Re: Good Health Safety!!

Subject: Re: Good Health Safety!!

Terry - Want vyou to know how thrilled I was with your vote Monday!! I DO
realize this is going to have an impact on businesses, but, 1s the
almighty dollar more important than deliberate support of practices that
are proven to be harmful to the health of society members??? If --- §'s
are more important -- then we are letting ourselves be deceived.

As I was driving today -- I gaw many situationg where society has
accepted rules and regulations because of safety issues but were
considered to be infringement on personal rights at first: seat belts,
childrents car =eats, signal lights, inspection of food products in
restaurants -- to name a few. Yes, there are those who challenge the
rules on those items -- but, the majority has now accepted those rules.
Are they the same as the smoking ban?? -- They all have effects on a
person's well-being -- however -- hazards from smoking and or second hand
smoke -- can take a length of time before those hazards emerge within a
person. Prevention is always difficult to document -- because how can you
prove something that didn't happen?? Ignoring the use of seat belts -
for instance - has immediate documentation if vyou're in an accident.

It will take a number of years to document the intelligent decision made
by 4 council members yesterday. I am go impressed with your vigualization
in regard to the effect on society's health future. Obviously, vou {(all)
are going to be pressured to rethink your vote -- stand firmt!

Ag an agide -- interesting split on the vote!! very nonpolitical --
probably one of the first times!! I am in weekly attendance at CC through
TV.

Marilyn Holmguist



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cC:
07/05/2004 04:20 PM Subject: Fwd: {Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

----- Message from "Jennifer Brinkman" <brinkman_mj@alliel.net> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 15:47:47 -0500

To: "Fred Freytag" <fredfreytag(@binary.net>, "Ed Caudill" <edcaudili@juno.com>
ce: <Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org>
Subject: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

I think this is exactly how government 1g suppozed to work. The State
Legislature doesn't waste the pecple’'s time and money by holding a public
hearing everytime they want to amend a bill or introduce a new subject to a
bill. The smcking ban has been discussed ad nauseum over the last geveral
months. - Complaints about "process® are usually only made by those upset by
the outcome.

Jennifer

~~~~~ Original Message - ----

From: "Fred Freyvtag" <fredfreyvtag@binary.net>
To: "EBd Caudill? <edcaudill@juno.coms

Cc: <lna-l@linceclnneighborhoods.orgs

Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2004 1:47 PM

Subdect: Re: [Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

I agree with a smoke free environment and appreciate not having smcke in
my facve in public places. I quite smoking a few years ago.

My only guestion is if what and how the City Council passed this
ordinance 1is good and proper governmental procedure. It seems like a lot
of people were or feel blind sided by the change. Does this mean we all
should work on ways to get our causes pasged the came way?

How does the general public wview this type of government and what does
it do to the trust they have in the people they have elected?

Fred Freytag

BEd Caudill wrote:

>I applaud the decision of city council to clear the air in Lincoln's work
>places both for workers and customers.

=

>Nobedy should be exposed to second hand smoke.

>

=

>Ed Caudill - WDSI Data Solutions

»1223 North Sth Street, Sulite 223

>Lincoln NE 68508

>

>Phone: 402-435-7582 eFax: 240-331-7544 email: edrcaudill@juno.com
>

»lna-1 mailing 1list

VOV OV OV VYV VY Y VY Y Y YV Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y



»1lna-1@lincolnneighborhocds.org
shttps://lincelnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/Ina-1
p-

=
>
>

ina-1 mailing list
ina-l@lincoinneighborhocods.oryg .
https://Ilincolnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/lna-1

V OV VIV VIV VY Y Y VYV Y YY

lna-1 mailing list
lna-l@lincclnneighborhoods.org
https://lincolnneighborhoods.org/maiiman/listinfo/Ina-1



‘o
TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us . '{%&
cc: o
07/05/2004 04:20 PM Subject: Fwd: [Ina-] Applaud Council Vote! %, "%ﬁgﬁ
SN

~~~~~ Message from Fred Freytag <fredfreytag@binary.net> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 13:47:45 -0500 --—-
To: Ed Caudill <edcaudiil@juno.com>

cc: Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
Subject: Re: {Ina-1] Applaud Council Vote!

I agree with a smoke free environment and appreciate not having smoke in
my face in pubklic places. I gulte smcking a few years ago.

My only guestion is if what and how the City Council passed this
ordinance is good and proper governmental procedure. It seems like a lot
of people were or feel blind sided by the change. Does this mean we all
should work on ways to get our causes passed the same way?

How does the general public view this type of government and what does
it do to the trust they have in the people they have elected?

Fred Freytag

Ed Caudill wrote:

>I applaud the decision of city council to clear the air in Lincoln's work
>places both for workers and customers.

>

>Nobody should be exposed to second hand smoke.

>

=

»Ed Caudill - WDSI Data Solutions

>1223 North 9th Street, Suite 223

»Lincoln NE 68508

>

>Phone: 402-435-7582 eFax: 240-331-7544 email: edcaudill@iunc.com
>

>lna-1 mailing list

»lna-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
shttps://lincolnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/Ina-1

>

>
>
>

Ina-1 mailing list
Ina-l@lincolnneighborhoods.org
https://lincolnneighborhoods.org/mailman/listinfo/lna-1



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:
07/05/2004 04:20 PM Subject; Fwd: Miricles Do Happen!

————— Message from Ed Caudill <edcaudii@juno.com> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 13.00:40 -0500 -----
To: amcroy@alltel.net, giriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jecook@eci.lincoln.ne.us,
jcamp(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us, twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
PatteNewman@neb.rr.com, cseng(@ci.lincoln.ne.us

ce: lquenzer(@ci.lincoln.ne.us, aharrell@ei.lincoln.ne.us, mayor@eci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Miricles Do Happen!

T applaud the decision of city council to clear the alir in Linceln's work
places beth for workers and customers.

Nobody should be exposed to second hand smoke.
Thank You!

Ed Caudill - WDSI Data Solutions

1223 North 9th Street, Suite 223

Lincoln NE 68508

Phone: 402-435-7582 eFax: 240-331-7544 email: edraudill@junc.com




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@eci.lincoln.ne.us

CGl
07/05/2004 0420 PM gupjact: Fwd: Thank Youllll!

----- Message from <arcdirector@alitel.net> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 12:20:34 -0500 -
To: <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Thank you! Thank you! Thank you!l

I am so very appreciative of your courageous and honorable efforts to protect
the citizensg of Linceoln from secondhand smcke!

I am the Executive Director of the Arc of Linceln/Lancaster County. We are an
advocacy agency that serves individuals with developmental disabilities and
their families. Our agency is located in an office space next door to a bar. A
bar that would have been exempted by the "watered down" vergion of the
ordinance. We would not have been protected from the tobacco smoke pollution
that is emmitted by the bar on a daily basis into our smokefree, drugfree
workplace. We can now locok forward to a clean and healthy environment for
ourselves and for the many Lincoln citizens, of all ages, that enter our
office everyvday seeking our services.

Thank yvou from the bottom of my heart.

Most Sincerely,

Terli Roberts

Executive Director

The Arc of Lincoin/Lancaster County
1101 Arapahoe Street, Suite 5
Lincoln, Nebraska 68502

421 -8866




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us
ce!
07/05/2004 04:21 PM Subject: Fwd: Thank you!

----- Message from "Donna Barrett” <dbarrett@ci.lincoin.ne.us> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 12:01:52 -0500 -----
To: <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Thank you!

‘Thank you for passing the Smokefree air Act. This
means a lot to me and my family.

My family members include both reformed smokers, smokers,
and a nurse. My father died of emphysema and that reformed me.
This is wonderful news.

Donna Barrett

Executive Assistant to the Director
Aging Services.

1001 "O" Street Suite 101

Lincoln NE 68508-3610

(402) 441-6157

326-0421 (cell)

fax (402) 441-6524
dbarrett@ci.incoln.ne.us




TWemerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

e
07/05/2004 04:21 PM Subject; Fwd: Smoking Ban

- Message from "Becky Caldwell" <BCALDWELL@neb.rr.com> on Tug, 28 Jun 2004 11:42:495 -0500

To: <twerner{ci. lincoln.ne. us>, <ksvobodaf@ei.lincoln.ne.us>,
<gfriendt@ci.lincoin.ne.us>, <jcamp@eci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Smoking Ban

What a shock when | heard the news this morning. THANK YQOUIH

Becky Caldwell



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us

CCL
07/05/2004 04:21 PM Subject: Fwd: Smoking Ordinance - Thank You

----- Message from "Allan Eurek” <aeurek@eurekliaw.corm> on Tue, 26 Jun 2004 11:34:0C -0500 wwwwn
To: <twerner(@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: Smoking Ordinance - Thank You

Dear Mr. Werner

Thank vou for once again voting vour conscience on this important
public health issue.

Time, and time again, you have Dbeen the voice of reason, and the
advocate of principled legislation on the council. You have shown that
vou have the courage to do what's right despite criticism and despite
partisan influence.

I admire the strong leadership you have shown as a member of the
council, and as a Demccrat, I am proud that at least one of cur own stcod
in faver of this important ordinance which will benefit all of Lincoln for
vears to come.

Thanks again, Allan J. Eurek




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:21 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

----- Message from logan walters <loganwalters@earthlink.net> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 11:07:49 -0500
{GMT-05:00}) -

To: TWemerLNK@aol.com
Subject: Re: smoking ban

I think Lincoln's economy will truly benefit when the other 80% of us come out and open up our
wallets. And to reassure the business owners, 1 think that if there businesses were to suffer, that
we should revisit the issue. However, I think we first need to give it a try! Not that this was a
partisan issue to me, but 1 just wanted to say that as a die-hard Republican, I'm very impressed by
vour stance that you took on this issue and really appreciate your efforts for putting the public
first!

Thank You!

From: TWernerLNK @aol.com
Sent: Jun 29, 2004 $:45 AM
To: loganwalters@earthlink.net
Subject: Re: smoking ban

You're welcome. | have never wavered on my support and [ believe Lincoln is better off because
of it. T'll pass your email on. Terry Werner ~




o Ch

TWernerL NK@aol.com To: JRay@eilincoln.ne.us Q}}; gf:?f e
) cer SR

07/05/2004 04:21 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban @%f% %%ﬂf-ﬂ

----- Message from logan walters <loganwalters@earthlink.net> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 11:01:01 -0500
(GMT-05:00) --—

To: TWemerLNK(@aol.com
Subject: Re: smoking ban

I really think this will be a great benefit to the economy when 80% of us open our wallets to
theses establishments. And to re-assure the owners, I think that if there businesses were to suffer,
that we should in fact revisit the issue. Lets just give it a try first!

Thank You!

From: TWernerLNK(@aol.com
Sent: Jun 29, 2004 9:45 AM
To: loganwalters@@earthlink.net
Subject: Re: smoking ban

You're welcome. | have never wavered on my support and I believe Lincoln is better off because
of it. I'll pass your email on. Terry Werner



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@eilincoln.ne.us

cc:
07/05/2004 04:22 PM Subiect: Fwd: Smoking ban

-—-- Message from Lori Koepke <lkoepke@snitilycarr.com> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 10:21:12 -0500 -----
To: "twemer(@ci.lincoln.ne.us™ <twemer@ci.lincoln.ne. us>

Subject: Smoking ban

Hi Terry,

[ just wanted to say thank you for voting in favor of the complete smoking ban last night. Everyone I've
talked to this morning is very excited about it! Too bad you have 3 members on the council who are only

thinking of themselves and not the greater population of the city. Especially the children. | greatly
appreciate your support of the complete ban, and am locking forward to November 1. Thanks again!!!

LORI KOEPKE

media buyer / p[énner

407-48%-2121

www, snitilycarr.com




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lineoln.ne.us

ce:
07/05/2004 04:22 PM Subject: Fwd: smoking ban

————— Message from logan waiters <loganwalters@earthlink.net> on Tue, 28 Jun 2004 09:43:00 -0500
{GMT-05:00) «wmn

To: <TWemerLNK{@aol.com>, <CAMPJON@aol.com>
Subject: smoking ban

It finally happened! :} I can't tell you how much I appreciate how you finally
came together and passed such a very important health issue for the City of
Lincoln! I look forward to spending wmy money in these establishments now that
I won't have to worry about the smoke! Please forward this teo your fellow

council memebers.

Thank You! Thank You! Thank Youl




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cC.
07/05/2004 04:22 PM Subject: Fwd: THANK YOUHI!

—- Message from Leadexec@aol.com on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 10:33:36 EDT wweew
To: TWernerLNK(@aol.com

I would agree totally and | truly appreciate your perseverance on this issue. It's absolutely the right thing to
do.

Deane




TwWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us

cC:
07/05/2004 04:22 PM Subject: Fwd: Thank You!

----- Message from mary & todd <mifty-sodiv@neb.rr.com> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 09:21:54 -0500 -
To: twemer{aci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject: Thank You!
Dear Mr, Wemner,

Thank you so much for having the courage to pass the Smoke-Free Lincoln ordinance in its
original form. It was admirable of you to join ranks with the council members who value
Lincoln's health ahead of smokers’ convenience. It was obvious to those on both sides of the
issue that the hodge-podge law initially approved was in no one's best interest. We're sure you'll
see that once implemented, the original smoking ban will soon be taken for granted and all the
furor surrounding it will quickly subside. There will likely be an initial backlash against this
ordinance, but we hope that you will remain firm in your decision.

Again, thank yeu for valuing our health. We're very proud to be Lincolnites today!

Sincerely,

Todd Daringer & Mary Curtis, M.,
7249 Parkridge Circle



TWernerLNK@ael.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
CC:
07/05/2004 04:23 PM Subject: Fwd: Thank You for the smoking bant

Massage from "Dave Beatly" <dbeatty@neb. rr.com> on Tug, 28 Jun 2004 08:43:34 -0500 -
To: <twerner{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Thank You for the smoking ban!

Dear Councilman Werner,

Thank you for passing the smoking ban! 1 couldn't be more proud of this decision!

David Beatty
1219 Aberdeen




TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@cilincoln.ne.us
ce:
07/05/2004 04:23 PM Subject: Fwd: Total no-smoking

Message from "Sheryl Snyder” <shervis@alltel.net> on Tue, 29 Jun 2004 08:27:07 -0500
To: <twerner{@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Total no-smoking

The only way to go! This makes so much sense. The health considerations are important, but the total
ban efiminates the need for a whole new bureaucracy to enforce a bunch of exceptions.

Flease - no more amendments.

Sheryi Snyder



TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ctilincoln.ne.us

oCs
07/06/2004 08:57 AM - gpiect: Fwd: Smoking Ban

----- Message from Mary Torell <mtorefi@uninotes.unl.edu> on Tue, 6 Jul 2004 48:37:07 G500 wwen
To: twerner{ei.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Smoking Ban

Dear Councilman Werner,

Thank vou so nmuch for doing the right thing and voting to ban smoking in
public facilities without the amendments. Please do NOT consider the
petitions of the bar owners trying to change everycone's mind again. This
is such a critical public health issue that we will all benefit now and in
the future.

I was in New York City three weeks ago attending meetings, and in
California last summer on business and their smoking bans made the visits
so much more pleasant. Not having to deal with second hand smoke was
wonderful especially with a huge population base in both locaticns.

Thank you again for your continued support.

Mary Torell

602C South 8Bth St
Lincoln, NE 6&852s
402-484-5737
mtorellZeunl.edu
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TWernerLNK@aol.com To: JRay@ci.lincoln.ne.us
ce:
07/07/2004 09:22 AM Subject: Fwd: Please don't give in...

~~~~~ Message from "Christopher Cashmere" <christopher.cashmers@tieronebank.com> on Wed, 7 Jul
2004 09:14:31 -0500 ---—--

To: <twerner{ei.lincoln.ne.u
5>

Subject Please don't give in...

Please don't give in and change the "TOTAL" smcking ban yvou recently passed.
You have my, and my family's full support for the "TOTALY ban and my votel
Pay no attention to the few bar owners and smokers on ranting on the TV news,
the threat of a few bars closing in Lincoln is no threat at all, it would no
ioss to our city at all.

Thanks,
Chris Cashmere
Lincoln Nebraska

INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS E-MAIL IS PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
INFORMATICON INTENDED FOR THE USE OF THE RECIPIENT LISTED ABOVE. IF YOU ARE
NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR AN EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING
THIS INFORMATION TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY
DISCLOSURE, COPYING, DISTRIBUTION, OR TAKING OF ANY ACTION IN RELIANCE ON THE
CONTENT OF THIS INFORMATION IS STRICTLY PROEIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS
MESSAGE BY MISTAKE, PLEASE LET US KNOW BY E-MAIL REPLY AND DELETE IT FROM YOUR
SYSTEM. THE VIEWS, OPINIONS, CONCLUSIONS AND OTHER INFORMATION EXPRESSED IN
THIS ELECTRONIC MATIL ARE NOT GIVEN OR ENDORSED BY THE COMPANY UNLESS OTHERWISE
INDICATED BY AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE INDEPENDENT OF THISE MESSAGE.

ALL MESSAGES TO: OR FROM: THIS SYSTEM MAY BE MONITORED



CAMPJON@aol.com To: dbamrsti@inebraska.com ("Donna Barrett”)

. cc: jray@cilincoln.ne.us {City Council)
07/05/2004 06:00 PM Subject: Re: Thank you

Donna:

You'tre welcome.

Jon Camp

In a message dated 7/5/2004 4:26:16 PM Eastern Daylight Time, "Donna Barrett®
<dbarrett@inebraska.coms writeg:

>I applaud the Smokefree Ordinance. This is a good step in the right
direction for those who really appreciate clean air. Now we can enjoy the bar
scene.

=3

>Thank vou so much for this healthy decisicn.

>

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8733

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany




CAMPJON@aci.com To: christyaggens@hotmail.com ("Christy Aggens”)
. cc: jray@oci.lincoln.ne.us (City Council)
07/05/2004 06:04 PM Subject: Re: Smoking Ban (Thank-You!)

Christy: ‘L’{’f;% n @@‘@
R Ly
Thanks for your support. gf}”% 5»&%@
@@,Q%@ ~§
Jon Camp %$ -

Lincoln City Council

In a message dated 7/2/2004 12:59:39 PM Eastern Daylight Time, "Christy
Aggens® <christyaggens@hotmail.com> writes:

>July 2, 2004

b3

>Dear Lincoln City Council Members:

3

>Terry Werner

>Glenn Friendt

>Ken Svoboda

=Jon Camp

=

>Thank-you for passing a complete ban on smoking in public places.

>

»T used to socialize at the bars downtown gulte regularly but stopped because
>the smoke bothers my eyves a great deal. I will return now that I can do so
s>without risking my health and without my cloths stinking like an ashtray
>when I leave. T am looking forward to live music, dancing, and a drink with
>friends without having to weigh how greoss 1 will feel when I leave against
show much fun I will have.

=

>You did the right thing.

3

>I am sure I am not alone. Business owners will gain customers like me.

=

»>In addition, it 1s my opinion that people go out to bars to socialize, not
sgmoke. Hard-core smokers might stay home and smoke alone, but I think most
>people smoke because they see other pecople smoking and they think “what the
>hell, my cloths are going to stink either way.” Now they won’'t be saying
>that.

>

>Thanks again!

>

>Christy Aggens

>

>1501 A Street

»Lincoln, NE 68502

>438-9629

>

>

>

>

>CC: Coleen Seng

>Jonathon Cook

>Patte Newman

>Annette MCRoy

=

>




>MSN Life Events gives vou the tips and tools to handle the turning points in
>your life. http://lifeevents.msn.com

=

>

)

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany




CAMPJON@aol.com To: husker42@alltel.net ("huskerd2™)

) ce: jray@cilincoln.ne.us {City Council)
07/05/2004 06:06 PM Subject: Re: Smoke Free Lincoin

Sherry:

Thanks for your support of the recently passed smoking ban cordinance.

Jon Camp
Linceln City Council

In a message dated 7/2/2004 10:05:32 AM Eagtern Daylight Time, "husker4z®
<husker42@alltel.net> writes:

>A BIG THANK YOU for making Lincoln swmoke free inside all establishments. As
an ex-smoker from California, I didn't even like peocple smoking inside {(when I
was a smoker) before CA became smoke free inside. It worked in CA even though
bar and resturant owners had a fit at first, but people learned toc go outside
to smoke and scon the bar and resturant businesses were doing ag much business
as ever. We became so used to it that people began to find that they
"couldn't® smoke inside anywhere, it just felt awkward and uncomfortable.

>

»Thanks again for a really beneficial move for all pecple here. My one year
old grandson who was premature with a bad heart can now be taken cut to
resturants with his parents. They didn’t dare take him anywhere before where
there might be smoking.

=

>Thank you, thank you, thank you.

=

>Sherry Murphy

»>3251 Fox Hollow Rd,

sLincoln '

shusker42@alltel . net

>

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany



CAMPJON@aol.com To: JHEIM@bkd.com ("JOE HEIM"}

i cc; jray@cildincoln.ne.us (City Council)
07/05/2004 08:08 PM  gypject: Re: Smoking Ban

Joe:

Thanks for your support.

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany

In a message dated 6/30/2004 6:52:35 PM Eastern Daylight Time, "JOE HEIM"®
<JHEIMebkd.com> writes:

>Jon,

=3

>I would like to thank you for vour vote in favor of the original, more strict
smoking ban. I believe thig is in the best interest of the general public and
appreciate your recognition of this fact.

>

>Thanks again,

>

>Joe HEIM

>

>

= .

>**%%k%% BED, LLP Internet Email Confidentiality Footer ****%*
>Privileged/Confidential Information may be contained in this message.
>If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible
>for delivery of the message to such perscon), you may not Ccopy or
»deliver this message to anyone. In such case, vou should destroy

>this mesggage, and notify us immediately. If you or your semployer does
>not consent to Internet email messages of this kind, please advise us
>immediately. Opiniong, conclusions and other information expressed in
»>this message are not given or endorsed by my firm or employer unless
sotherwise indicated by an authorized representative independent of this
>message.

>

=




CAMPJON@aol.com To: darecn@juno.com {"Dave Anderson™)

) cc: jray@ci.linceln.ne.us (City Council)
07/05/2004 06:18 PM Subject: Re: Smoking Ban

Dave:

Thank vou for your supportive emaill

Jon

In a message dated 6/30/2004 10:06:46 AM Eastern Daylight Time, "Dave
Anderson® <darecn@junc.com> writes:

-

>Jor-

>Thank vou for voting in favor of a comprehensive ban. It was the only way
the cordinance could be fairly implemented and without complicating the LPD's
mission. If I were you, I would take the prosmoking lobby's comments with a
grain of galt. These bar and restaurant owners who publicly complain and
criticize the council may do so only to protect their own image in the eyes of
their smoking customers. A year from now, business will be back at present
levels and owners will find that they are sav1ng money on nicotine stain and
stale odor removal.

>

>Hope you are well. Keep up the gooed werk.

=

>

»Dave

=

>Learn to ECKsercise spiritually!

»Vigit www.eckankar.org

>

Jonn Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany




CAMPJON@aol.com To: jray@ci.lincoin.ne.us

CcC:
07/05/2004 05:54 PM Subject: Fwd: Using health department rules as smoking divisicns

Joan:

Please forward/copy for my. colleagues.

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany

————— Message from "D. Dickerson” <barz1114@neb.rr.com> on Sat, 3 Jul 2004 17:18:48 -0500 -----
To: <campjon@aol.com>
Subject: Using health department rules as smoking divisions

Mr. Camp,

| would like you, as the representative for my district, to consider an ammendment to the smoking ban.
Since the exemption to bars with a beer garden is going to kill my business, Sandy's, owning a bar with no
possibility of having a beer garden, that you not exempt them. How Is it possibie to enforce the 25 foot
rule with people smoking in sidewalk cafes and beer gardens, anyway?

Perhaps a better way to handle an exception would be o use the rules set forth by the health
department regarding classes of food handlers permits. if the establishment has to have a fuli food
handler managers license, then they don't get to allow smoking. No fuss, no cooking of the books, no
aroblem. You sell food, no smoke, No food, no problem. The lines are already drawn by the health
depariment. They are official and a matter of public record. No one can argue about how they are
derived.

In the probable chance that the ban does stay, though, we are now drawing up our plans for our
"sidewalk cafe” permit. We have access to a hot dog cart for the food portion, and the seating areawe
can capture on the corner of 14th and O is huge. | estimate that is will seat about 200. I will extend from
the door between us and Papa Johns, go about 12 feet out towards the street, then extend about 75 feet
to the north, towards O, wrapping around our front door like Brothers across the street or the Dish, then
head east to the edge of our building.

We do not have a choice about this, either. If | don't act, my business will be hurt 50 much by the bars
with beer gardens that | have to move out on to the sidwalk or risk laying people off or worse. Please
don't make downtown a series of "smoking cafes”. '

Daryl Dickerson
Sandy's Lounge



CAMPJCON@aol.com To: libations@neb.rr.com ("Barry Franzen™) @5@@-

‘ cc: jray@ei.lincoln.ne.us (City Council) s o
07/05/2004 06:01 PM Subject: Re: For Sale ﬁ% &

oo, e
sy, *

Barry:

Thank you for your input. You do have a special situation that presents a
challenge. . .where does the City Council start and stop in granting
exemptions?

Jon Camp
Lincoln City Council

In a wmegsage dated 7/2/2004 5:03:46 PM Eastern Daylight Time, "“Barry Franzen"
<libations@neb.rr.com> writes:

>1 have a property for sale. The property includes about 1000 sq. ft of space
that is nicely appointed with original art work, oak cabinets and wainscoting,
comfortable tables and chairs, and an ambilance that is hard to describe. I
fell in love with, and a little over two years ago, put everything I had into
the purchase of the building. Also included is state-of-the-art smoke removal
equipment, roughly triple the capacity of any similar size room. This area
was specifically designed for the enjoyment of cigars, and caters to
affectionados of such. There is no food, pool tables, live music, ete., Just
a gulet place, a niche for those who chose to engage in legal activity.
> .
>However, several of you are astute business persons. Who would buy a cigar
bar in a city that has banned 1t?
>Please don't insult my intelligence by saying non-smokers will magically
appear in numbers necessgary to save my business and investment. What sustains
it is my regular customers and business travelers who are referred by downtown
hotels to have a fine cigar and single malt scotch. I don't care what studies
and surveys frow other places say, I have polled my own customers over the
last vyear, and the majority answer, no coffense to me, but they will not come
in like before; they will stay home or in one of the 20% of the rooms that
allow smoking. If you believe different, as I said before, I have a building
for sale. Make an offer.
-y
>Surprisingly, I have little anger. I feel betrayed and as if my heart has
been ripped out. I believed that if I ran & nice establishment, conducting
legal activities, complied with the laws and worked hard, I could build a
business to fund wmy retirement. And I have worked hard, 60+ hours a week to
ensure, I thought, success. This is not a hobby for me, or one of several
different businesses, this is all I have. I have paid my taxes, paid wages,
and paid fees to the very government passing a law that targets me like a
laser beam. Other cities with similar laws grandfathered cigar bars. in
exigtence more than twe yvears, to remain in business under current ownership.
Libations i1s a place where use cof tobacco is expected. No minors come in
here, except with police officers trying to fool a bartender into serving
them. 'This establishment is not the rule, it is the exception. In the
interest of being fair, would you allow me to have 20% of my building
available for smokers? I would gladly comply.
>
>I realize thisg is initiated and supported by passionate people truly
believing this is for the good of the public. It becomes a personal war, of
gsorts, and with war we have come to accept collateral damage. It acceptable
unless the collateral damage is you. There is also a cost to war, and it
astounds me no one has done an econcmic impact study. Here ig a minoy
impact: when my windows go dark, no more sales tax, six employees out of a



job, no more Health Department fees, etg. There will be a negative impact on
Lincolin's econony, that can’'t be fixed by raising real estate taxes. Maybe
vou could raise the tobacco tax?

>

>For thoge of yvou who supported the right of adults to engage in a legal
activity in a free country that encourages free enterprise, I truly thank you.
>

>Barry D. Franzen, Owier

=Libations Downtown

=

>

Jon Camp

Lincolin City Council

City Council Cffice: 441-8733

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany




CAMPJON@aol.com To: arcdirector@alltel.net ("Teri Roberts™)

] ¢ jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us (City Council}
07/05/2004 06:03 PM Subject: Re: The Arc of Lincoln/Lancaster County ﬁ@&@@'
TRl
L 5.
Teri: %lcbg <7 i
Foge

Thank you for ¢larifying the situation with Critters Bar.

Jonn Camp
Lincoln City Council

In a message dated 7/2/2004 4:3%:09 PM Eastern Daylight Time, "Teri Roberts®
<arcdirector@alltel .net> writes:

>Dear Council Members,

>

=1 want to take a moment to clarify an issue for you that was misrepresented
»on the news last night and this morning by the owner of Critters Bar. This
>ig the bar that is emitting second hand smcke pollution into the Arc of
»Lincoln/Lancaster County's office. During the broadcast she had stated that
»she had just recently received a $1200.00 bill for a ventilation fan that
>was required by the Health Department. I want to inform you that the fan
sinstallation was a part of a recommendation made in November 2001 as a
>remedy to the second hand tobacco smcke pollution being emitted by Critters
>Bar into our office on a daily basis. This installation did not "just" occur
sand it was not a recquirement of the Lincoln/Lancaster County Health
»Department and it was not in response tc the smoking ban or the vote on
>Monday.

>

>When the Arc took occupancy of this ocffice space in September 2001, I
scontacted Mike Holmguist, Environmental Health Specialist III, at
»Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department, reguesting that he conduct a
»>site vigit with regard to the smoke issue here. Mr. Holwguist and our
»landlord, G&C Investments, thoroughly investigated the daily health hazard
spresent in our office. At that time Mr. Holmgquist indicated that there were
sthree main factorg contributing to the transport of ETS from Critters Bar
»into the Arc office: a gap along the top of the fire wall separating our two
>spaces, the lack of a dedicated fresh air supply to the HVAC system of the
>Arc office and Critters Bar, and the lack of a 24 hour exhaust system in
sCritters Bar. G&C Investments instructed the owner of Critters Bar to make
>these necessary changes as a resolution to the ongoing problems and also as
»a condition of the lease agreement for the space occupied by the bar.

=3

>The owner of Critters did eventually install an exhaust fan. However she did
snot carry out the other two recommendations made by Mr. Holmguist and
srequired as a condition of the lease agreement by G&C Investments. As the
ssituation continued and worsened in our office, ¥ again contacted Mr.
>Holmouist and our landlord and reqguested another site visit. They
segtablished during this second visit in April 2004 that Critters Bar was not
>running the exhaust fan 24 hours a day as instructed during the initial
>visit, the gap on the top of the wall remained open and no dedicated fresh
»alr supply had been installed.

>

>Cur landleord has gince made the arrangements for the dedicated fresh air
>supply to be installed and notified the owner of Critters Bar that the cost
>of this unit ($522.26), along with running their fan 24 hours a day and
»closing the gap along the top of the wall is all their responsibility to
>resolve the transport of secondhand smoke pollution into our office AND to



>meet the conditions of the lease agreement for the space cccupied by the
>bar.

=

>I wanted to furnish you with the facts of this issue rather than you
>believing that this is anything other than a compliance issue between a
>landlord and tenant. This did not occur because of, or in response to, the
>gmoking ban or the vote on Mcnday.

=

»Sincerely,

>Teri Roberts

>Executive Director

>The Arg of Lincoln/Lancaster County

»1101 Arapahoe Street, Suite &

>Lincoln, NE 68502

>421-~8866

o .

>Outgoing mail is cerxtified Virus Free.

»>Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www.grisoft.com).

>Version: 6.0.708 / Virus Database: 464 - Release Date: 06/18/2004

>

=

>

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8793

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany




CAMPJON@aol.com To: iray@ci.fincoin.ne.us {City Council)
{oo}
07/05/2004 05:57 PM Subject: Fwd: sidewalk cafe permit

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Cffice: 4£41-8793

Ceonstituent represgentative: Darrell Podany

- Massage from "D. Dickerson” <barz1114@neb.rr.com> on Sun, 4 Jul 2004 14:21:16 -0800 -

To: <campjon@aol.com>
Subject: sidewalk cafe permit

Mr Camp.

It would appear that the very wording that is said to be unenforceable for differentiation when it comes
to allowing smoking or not in bars v restaraunts is being used in the sidewalk cafe permit ordinance. | feel
very confident that the food percentage language would not stand up to a legal challenge, just as the

anti-smoking lobby has said in their fight.
In light of the way this smoking battie has gone, | will definitely have to take my chances and press
forward with the sidewalk seating when the smoking ban commences.

Daryl Dickerson



CAMPJON@aol.com To: barzt114@nseb.rr.com {"D. Dickerson”) "fi/! 71

) cc: jray@ei.dinceln.ne.us (Gity Council) P
07/05/2004 05:59 PM Subject: Re: Meeting sidewalk cafe permit requirements h‘gj’ i @"'g?gg
chﬁ‘@gb'{;{;
Darvyl:
Thank vou for your three emails. I have no answer for yvou at this time. The

smoking ban matter has been a difficult issue, to say the least, and no matter
which way the igsue ig decided, somecne seems to have reasonakle issues.

Jon Camp

In a message dated 7/5/2004 3:34:06 PM Eastern Daylight Time, "D. Dickerson®
<pbarzllld4@neb.rr.com> writes:

>Mr. Camp:

=

> Upon reviewing the sidewalk cafe permit conditions, 12.50.060, it would
appear that the idea of this ordinance is mainly to prevent bars from having
cutdoor seating. But, the language does make it doable, albeit a bit of a
hassle.

>

> What we would start with is getting a hot dog cart and the necessary

permits and use that as our licensed kitchen to meet criteria (1) in
14.50.030. Since there is the choice of 60/40 sales oy having the full menu
available during sidewalk operating hours, we would use the latter.

=

> If that does not meet the criteria for some as yet unknown reason, then a
emall sub sandwich kitchen with no hot food would be the next method. The
cost for this is much less than hot food, no hood fan required, no ovens or
fryers. More than a hot dog cart, but still achievable. T have space inside
for it, the knowledge to build it, and most of the eguipment already. The
fence, tables and chairs are not a problem at all, I already have some nice
wrought iron fence sections like Yia Yias from the Omaha Country Club that fit
the requirements set forth. So, in egsence, I believe that for a small
investment of $15,000 or so, I would be able to satsify the sidewalk cafe
permit rules gquite nicely. The permit reguirements merely makes this a matter
of whether the investment is worth the ability to compete with beer gardens or
not.

-

> I own the building my business is in with partners, and I have a long
lease with them, but more importantly, I intend to compete vigorously with the
other bars as long as I am able. I have been in this business for over 25
vears, and I intend to stay. I have been cooperative with the peolice, the
REC, the Fire Department and everyone elsge who holds dominion over my
business. I would fcllow all the rules set forth regarding our new sidewalk
cafe so that I could have as long as I need to make accretive and who knows,
it may turn out to be a positive thing instead of just an attempt to maintain
the status quo.

>

> But, I don't want to do this at all. To staff the area for security, the
additional risk to our ligquor license because of voung people doing stupid
things in the sidewalk area, the additional clean-up and maintenance, these
are all things I would love to aveid. I am assuming vou know I won't be able
to avold this, though, 1f my competitors with beer gardens get to allow
smoking and I can not.

=

> Please find a way to either avoid beer gardens having an unfair



advantage, or to allow the establishments where food is not served to allow
smoking. BAgain, T point out the various classes of health department managers
licenses.

>

> Please feel free to call with any guestions vou may have, I would love
the oppurtunity to hear your thoughts on this matter.

- .

»Daryl Dickerscn

»4B88-4341

»770-3828

=

Jon Camp

Lincoln City Council

City Council Office: 441-8733

Constituent representative: Darrell Podany



CAMPJON@aol.com To: jray@@ci.lincoln.ne.us (City Coungil)

cc:
07/05/2004 06:57 PM Subject: Fwd: Meeting sidewalk cafe permit requirements

3rd email @@.ﬁ
@if’y

o éé & s

Jon Camp gb} 'ﬁ’_

Lincoln City Council 0.5 @5%;

City Council Office: 441-8793 @%ﬁ?%% 4

Constituent representative: Darrell Pcdany

————— Message from "D. Dickerson" <barz1114@neb.rr.com® on Mon, & Jul 2004 14:34:06 -0500 -—---
To: <campjon@aol.com>

Subject: Meeting sidewalk cafe permit requirements
Mr. Camp:

Upon reviewing the sidewalk cafe permit conditions, 12.50.060, it would appear that the idea of this
ordinance is mainly to prevent bars from having outdoor seating. But, the language does make it doable,
albeit a bit of a hassle.

What we would start with is getting a hot dog cart and the necessary permits and use that as our
licensed kitchen to meet criteria (1) in 14.50.030. Since there is the choice of 60/40 sales or having the
full menu available during sidewalk operating hours, we would use the latter.

If that does not meet the criteria for some as yet unknown reason, then a small sub sandwich kitchen
with no hot food would be the next method. The cost for this is much less than hot food, no hood fan
required, no ovens or fryers. More than a hot dog cart, but still achievable. | have space inside for it, the
knowledge to build it, and most of the equipment already. The fence, tables and chairs are not a problem
at all, | already have some nice wrought iron fence sections like Yia Yias from the Omaha Country Club
that fit the requirements set forth. So, in essence, | believe that for a small investment of $15,000 or s0, |
would be able to satsify the sidewalk cafe permit rules guite nicely. The permit requirements merely
makes this a matter of whether the investment is worth the ability to compete with beer gardens or not.

| own the building my business is in with partners, and | have a fong lease with them, but more
importantly, | intend to compete vigorously with the other bars as long as | am able. | have been in this
business for over 25 years, and | intend to stay. | have been cooperative with the police, the RHC, the
Fire Department and everyone else who holds dominion over my business. | would follow all the rules set
forth regarding our new sidewalk cafe so that | could have as long as | need to make accretive and who
knows, it may turn out to be a positive thing instead of just an attempt to maintain the status quo.

But, | don't want to do this at ail. To staff the area for security, the additional risk to our liquor license
because of young pecple deing stupid things in the sidewalk ares, the additional clean-up and

maintenance, these are ail things | would love to avoid. | am assuming you know | won't be able to avoid
this, though, if my competitors with beer gardens get to allow smoking and | can not.

Please find a way to either avoid beer gardens having an unfair advantage, or to allow the
establishments where food is not served to allow smoking. Again, | point out the various classes of health
department managers licenses.

Please fael free to call with any questions you may have, | would love the oppurtunity to hear your
thoughts on this matter.

Daryt Dickerson
488-4341
770-3828



Referred to:  Public Works & Utilities Dept.

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 4/5; A B2 (@f
COUNCIL OFFICE
. . AECEIVED :
. Annctte McRoy - #152 June 28, 2004
By: o
' {Councii Member} - JUL 06 2004 Date
, CITY COUNGHL

REQUEST: RF: Stop signs QEFICE

Would you please respond to the attached E-Mail and send me a cepy of the response.

Please respond to both Judy and Annette. Thanks.

o Indy MeDowell
192 W. Lakeshore (28) - FOR YOUR INFORMATION - COPY OF REQUEST

SENT BY COUNCIL MEMBER, NO RESPONSE REQUIRED FROM YOU -

Mayor’s Office

ST LR R TR e
: £ g :

Date *

COMMENTS:

.
{ .0 %A nIn 11 T bk B W a5l Il
PLEASE-RESPONDWEEH-1H5-COPHESto-the Commet-Oificer]g




Annette McRoy To: Tammy Bogenrelf <TBogenreif@ctiincoin.ne.us>

<amocroy@csiadmin.co cel
m> Subject: RFI; Stop signs

06/24/04 04:31 PM . , o

Tammy
Please send this as an RFI to PWU and with instructions fo respcnd to both Judy and 1.
Thanks
Annette

"RFlHo PWLL

Are there plans fo put in any type of iraffic control devices in this area scon? See comments below. 1t
appears there have bean dicussions so please respond if there exists & tineline seguence.

Name: Judy McDowell
Address: 192 W Lakeshore
City:  Lincoln, NE 68528

Phone: 402-850-6871
Fax:  402-4756-7608
Email: nata@@alltel.net

Comment or Question: -

Annette - Several people who five in the Capitol Beach area have talked to the traffic department ahout
putting STOP signs al NW 20th on West Q and West S. There have been several near misses at both of
these intersections and, in fact, Marc Wulischiager with the Urban Development Department was
broadsided at NW 20th and West S. There have been several other accidents at this intersection.

With ali the new apariments and townhouses there it has increased the traffic considerably and someone
is going 1o get killed because people seem o ighore the yield signs that are in place.

Is there anyihing you can do 10 help us expedite putfing stop signs in these locations? 1t would certainly
be appreciated. Thank Youl

Judy McDowell

Annetie McRoy
SFI Product Line Manager
amcroy@csiadmin.com




CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

www.cilincoln.ne.us

Engineering Services
Public Works and Utilities Bepartment
Altan Abbett, Dirsctor
531 Westgate Blvd.
Suite [00
Lincoln, Nebraska 68528
402-441-1711
fax: 4G2-441-6576

LINCOLN

NW 20th Street Signs rh mk.wpd
The Covamunaly of Ogporfumily

July 2, 2004

Judy McDowell
192 W. Lakeshore
Lincoln, NE 68528

Mrs. McDowell:

Your request to Annette McRoy for traffic control changes on NW 20th Street
was referred to me for response.

As you probably know, the intersection of West Q and NW 20th Street alrcady
has Stop signs for West Q. Yield signs were put in on West S Street at the NW
20th Street intersection in 2001.

Stop and Yield signs are installed at intersections to assign right-of-way, not to
control speed or the flow of traffic. These signs are installed on the lower volume
street to minimize the inconvenience and delay at the intersection. When used
improperly, Stop and Yield signs have a much higher incidence of being violated,
which can lead to an decrease in safety as motorists ignore them.

NW 20th & Q does not meet the Federal warrants for a 4-Way Stop. These
warrants look at the number of crashes occurring, the volumes of traffic through
the intersection, and whether or not both streets are carrying approximately the
same volumes. This intersection has averaged less than one crash per year since
Stop signs were installed in 1994, Similarly, NW 20th & S does not meet the
requirements to go beyond Yield signs. Prior to the Yield sign installation, there
were 5 crashes in 2001. Since the Yield signs went in, there have been 2 crashes
in three years.

We appreciate your concern for safety at these locations. We will continue to
monitor the conditions along NW 20th for changes that would suggest the need

for changed or additional traffic control.

Sincereiy; /
sy /

RZiy oskins, P.E.

City Traffic Engineer

cc: Annette McRoy
Karen Sieckmeyer
Maggie Kellner
Al Lee



JUL 02 2004

AT Y tanani,
GFFCE

RESOLUTION NO. A-

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the City of
Lincoln, Ne‘oraska:

That the attached list of investments be confirmed and approved, and the City
Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investments until maturity unless

otherwise directed by the City Council.

INTRODUCED BY:

Approved:

Don Herz, Finance Director

Approved this day of , 2004

Mayor




-‘é‘é'%zé

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
TREASURER OF LINCOLN, NEBRASKA /UL 02 2
INVESTMENTS PURCHASED SHIY Conmon,
JUNE21 THRU JULY2, 2004 Greice

June 21, 2004, we cashed a $185,{)‘00 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank
out of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $200,000 as follows:

$180,000 | Dreyfus Government Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

$20,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

June 22, 2004, we cashed a $1,773,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank
out of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $4,570,000 as follows:

$4,560,000 | Drevfus Government Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

$10,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

June 23, 2004, we cashed a $56,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank
out of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $385,000 as follows:

$340,000 | Dreyfus Government Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

$45,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

June 24, 2004, a $2,500,000 investment matured and we immediately cashed along with a
$2,900,000 Dreyfus Government Fund at Wells Fargo Bank out of the Short Term Pool. We
then reinvested $683,000 as follows:

$15,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$668,000 | First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank

June 25, 2004, we cashed a $800,000 Treasury Cash Management Fund at Wells Fargo Bank out
of the Short Term Pool. We then invested in a $643,000 First American Government Obligation
Fund at US Bank.

June 28, 2004, we cashed a $408,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank
out of the Short Term Pool. We then invested in a $50,000 Treasury Cash Management Fund at
Wells Fargo Bank.



June 29, 2004, we cashed a $6,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank out
of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $70,000 as follows:

$40,000 | Treasury Cash Management Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

$30,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

June 30, 2004, we cashed a $306,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at UUS Bank
in the Short Term Pool. We then invested in a $475,000 Treasury Cash Management Fund at
Wells Fargo Bank.

Three investments, totaling $7,500,000, matured July 1, 2004, and we immediately cashed and
reinvested $3,534,000 as follows in the Short Term Pool:

$185.000 | Treasury Cash Management Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

$349,000 | First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank

$5,000,000 | Business Money Market at US Bank

A $1,000,000 investment in the Medium Term Pool matured July 1, 2004, and we immediately
cashed and invested in a $1,090,000 Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank in
the Short Term Pool.

July 2, 2004, we cashed a $154,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at Us Bank out
of the Short Term Pool. We then reinvested $133,000 as follows:

$10,000 Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$125,000 | Treasury Cash Management Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

We respectfully request approval of our actions.

Don Herz, Finance Director Melinda 1. Jones, City Treasurer



dherz@ci.lincoin.ne.us To: fiisher@neb.rr.com

. cc: campjon@aol.com, council@cilincoln.ne.us . ﬁg@@
07/06/2004 10:27 AM Subject: Whesl Tax u{{
Mr. Fred Fisher ﬁi*s%m;jj%gﬁ

4701 8 40th
Lincoln, NE

Dear Mr. Fisher:

This is in response Lo vour call to Jon Camp’s coffice regarding questions
about the amount of wheel tax on your 2003 Ford pick-up.

On August 18, 2003, the City Council adopted Ordinance 18227 which included
3 incremental increases in the wheel tax effective 1/1/2004, 1/1/2007, and
1/1/2010. This additional revenue was part of a package recommended by the
Mayor’'s Infrastructure Finance Committee and endorsed by the current
Street, Reoad and Trail (SRT) committee. IL was at one of the SRT town hall
meetings that vou perhaps became aware cof the wheel tax increases.

The wheel Lax on your type of pick-up has been $58.50 since 1%87. The
increases included in the Ordinance raise thisg amount to $66 on 1/1/2004;
$73.50 onn 1/1/2007; and $81 on 1/1/2010.

The result of these increases is it has allowed the City to issue bonds in
the amount of $35 million this past March for street and rcad
construction.

If you are interested in reviewing Ordinance 18227, you can gb to the City
web site at the following URL:
http://www.lincoln.ne.gov/asp/city/DocMan. asp?vRecNum=56380

By clicking on the decument number in the upper right hand corner, you can
view the 36 page Ordinance and supporting comments.

Don Herz
Finance Director
City of Lincoln

Phone: 40Z2-441-7411
Fax: 402-441-8325
E-mail: dherz@eci.linceln.ne.us
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HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT :
555 South Oth Street Liacoln, Nebraska 68508 © Telephone (402) 441-4944 Fax (402) 441-6805
E-mail kboesch@co. lancaster.ne.us

RECEV:,
TO Terry Werner, Chair JUL 67 9nn
City Council - _& 7 2004
[ e
FROM: Kit Boesch}@ﬁﬁ' - | S
Human Services Administration
DATE : July 6, 2004
RE Low Income City Bus/Handivan Transportation

For the past eight years, the City has given my office $50,000-555,000 to subsidize the
cost of tickets and passports through agencies serving low income people. While helpful,
there are still many many people who do not get them because they go so quickly each
month. As a result ridership from this population remains few. What I am proposing to
pilot should increase ridership. I'm not sure what financial impact it will have since
we’ve never done it.

I am proposing to return $50,000, in order to try this project. The specific proposal is
enclosed and will appear on your pre Council agenda July 12, 2004; 8:15 am. Thank
you.

KB/vdg
Enclosure

cc: Mayor Coleen Seng
Larry Worth, StarTran
Carle Long, Community Alternatives of Nebraska
Jeremy Hohland, Nebraska Health and Human Services System/Southeast District
Brian Mathers, Lincoln Action Program

KIT BOESCH. Administraror



Proposal: To conduct a 6 month pilot project for low income persons to be able to
afford to ride the city bus system:.

Current status: The City of Lincoln has allocated $55,000 to low income transportation
for the past 8 years. The results have been favorable in that three agencies: Community
Alternatives of Nebraska, Lincoln Action Program, and HHSS have provided bus tickets
and passports to their clients for a reduced rate. However, each month there is way more
in requests than are available. Therefore, lots of people don’t ride because they can’t get
tickets or passports and have very little income.

Proposal: All eligible riders could buy a monthly pass for unlimited rides for
$5.00/person. (or a handi-van pass for $10.00) Eligibility would be in accordance with
the federal poverty level guidelines used by most of our non-profit agencies and HHSS.

Agencies where low income passes are available would be expanded from the three
mentioned above, to five more: Peoples Health Center ; Matt Talbot Kitchen; YWCA:
Lincoln Literacy Council; and Cedars — Northbridge Center. While a bit more to
supervise, it would certainly enhance the locations for persons to buy passes. {Note:
these agencies have been contacted regarding their interest but have not been confirmed.)

Of the $55,000 granted in the past, $50,000 would be returned to Star Tran and 32500
would be distributed to MT Kitchen to be used for homeless persons with absolutely no
income with which to purchase passes. $2500 would be retained by this office to
maintain accountability records for the project.

After 6 months we would analyze:
* Ifrider ship has increased on the bus system
*  How much money has come in from low income rider ship
* How much money has this cost Star Tran in the process

We go forward at that time, based on the outcomes of these measures.

Rgspgq}_fgly submitted:
Kit Boesch J
Human Services Administration

June 29, 2004

** This proposal was unanimously approved by the Multi-Model Transportation
Task Force on June 29, 2004.



TS ey
FasL iV EL:

L CETY COUNGE
| ™y T : OFFIGE
CITY OF LINCOLN _ LEASE mmé-coaesﬁ JSENE . seewcilimotnsens
HEBRASKA

Lincoln City Libraries - 136 S. 14™ Street - Lincoln, NE 68508
Phone: 402-441-8500; Fax: 402-441-8586; Email: library@mail lclLlib.ne us

FORRELEASE:  July 7. 2004

CONTACT: Pat Leach, Library Youth Services Supervisor
PHONE: 402-441-8565 '
E-MAIL: p.leach@mail icl lib.ne.us

DISCOVER READING-PUPS @ YOUR LIBRARY!

A new type of storytime has come to Lincoln City Libraries-—the kind where kids do the reading
aloud, and the audience has four legs.

Reading-PUPS is a program to help kids ages 6 to 12 who have experienced reading difficulties,
- or who just need to practice reading. Domesti-PUPS Certified Pet Therapy Teams are partnered
with children who polish their skills by reading aloud to a dog. Children read to dogs in 20-
minute shifts, once a week for several weeks.

The Arnold Heights Branch Library at 3815 NW 54" Street is scheduling children for Reading-
PUPS sessions. The schedule is:

Mondays July 12, 19, and 26th 7:30 t0 8:30 pm

Tuesdays July 6, 13, 20, and 27th 4:00 to 5:00 p.m.

Wednesdays July 7, 14, 21, and 28th 2:00 to 3:00 p.m.

Thursday July 22nd 5:00-6:00 p.m.

Pre-registration is required by calling Arnold Heights Library af 441-8580.

This program is presented in cooperation with the Domesti-PUPS Program.

HEE



Joan V Ray To: "Scott Crippen” <n7rvni@hotmail.com>

oo n
07/07/2004 08:54 AM Subject: Re: For your atientionEi

Dear Mr. Crippen: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their review. 1, too, feel it would be most appropriate for the Council as well as the
County Board to publicly recognize Mr. Ahlberg's efforts. Thank you for bringing his accomplishments to
their attention.

Joan V. Ray
City Council Office ﬁﬁ*@gﬁ%ﬁ
555 South 10th Street Jgg
Lincoln, NE - 68508 g 2
Phone: 402-441-6866 Sy g~
Fax:  402-441-6533 Ottt
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us e
"Scott Crippen” <n7rvn1@hotmail.com>

"Scott Crippen” To: <commish@co.lancaster.ne.us>, <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

<n7rvn1@hotmail.com cc:
> Subject: For your attention

07/07/2004 03:00 AM

Lancaster County Commissioners

and<?xml:namespace prefix = o ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office”
/>
Lincoln City Council

County-City Building
555 South 10th Street
Lincoin, Nebraska 68508

July 7, 2004

County Board and City Council Members,

| have decided to share with you with a great sense of pride, the association | have been
afforded an opportunity to enhance recently. Sharing personal observations about a person
whom you all already have developed trust and appreciation for seems unnecessary. For this
individual, it is appropriate that there is some acknowledgement of his tireless efforts to serve
the public.

Doug Ahlberg is the individual of whom | am referring. Many of you know that he spent over
100 hours per week since the storm, devoted to orchestrating a harmonious effort from the utter
chaos that began on May 22, 2004.



When he was in Hlinois visiting family, Mr. Ahlberg was called and advised that there was
tornado damage in Hallam. He hastily returned fo Lincoln to take over the reins from the
volunteer staff in the Emergency Operations Center. His personal wisdom made what
appeared to be “on the fly decisions”, ultimately outstanding vision about what was necessary fo
have accomplished.

A meeting with FEMA, NEMA, Homeland Security, and others was held 2 weeks after the
tornado. FEMA representatives told him that there were 12 things which would need to be
addressed. They identified them all and indicated that they would need to be done in a specific
order. They estimated the time necessary to complete them would be an additional 14-21 days.

Of the 12 items, 11 were already completed and the 12" was about 50% complete. In natural
fashion, FEMA felt it necessary to hold yet another long meeting to determine how this was
accomplished so quickly. The answer was simple. Here in Lancaster County, Mr. Ahlberg has
developed many resources to meet multiple needs. Most are volunteers, others are paid. All
have specific skills that he has already identified and utilized to the insure the fastest and best
possible resolution.

Personally, as a Amateur Radio Operator and Storm Spotter, | have spent a limited amount of
time with Mr. Ahlberg. | was temporarily hired by Mr. Ahlberg, to monitor the cleanup being
done in the effected area. He has shown the same determination 1o assure that there are little
if any issues about how this is being accomplished. He cares about everything the City and
County are involved in.

Mr. Ahlberg has praised the Storm Spotters repeatedly and made comments about how we
make him look good in the performance of his duties, to the County Commissioners and City
Council. After watching and working with him, | can attest that he is the one that makes us all
(paid staff and volunteers alike) look good. He does this from afar and out of the spotlight.

Mr. Ahlberg has repeatedly shown his attention to detail from behind the scenes. Contractors,
volunteers, City and County personnel and especiaily the storm victims, have expressed that he
seems to take care of everyone.

I am sure that you know him to be pretty efficient in the performance of his duties. Did you also
know that he spent hours upon hours making sure that the E.O.C. was spotlessly clean as he
was compiling paperwork and reports for FEMA and others? | witnessed papers carefully
stacked all across his office floor and on multiple tables throughout the E.O.C. very late in the
day, only to see it completely clean so that others would not be bothered by the mess before he
left for the day.

He has even put family matters aside, making sure that the victims, volunteers, contractors and
others were taken care of before he attended to a hospitalized family member.

His devotion o serve the public has been prominent throughout his career in the Police
Department and carries on to his current position. In my opinion, Douglas Ahlberg has been an
incredible representative for the City of Lincoln and Lancaster County as we recover from a
disaster. There is no doubt that Mr. Ahlberg has taken a back seat io no one when he can
assist others for the personal, emotional and physical cleanup needs of the storm victims. He
treats everyone he encounters with the utmost respect. He genuinely cares for people.

Though the disaster has taken its toll on many local resources, Mr. Ahlberg has seen to it that



the other day to day needs are being met as well. [n other words, he is doing all that is
expecied of him and the Emergency Management Office, as well as all the additional disaster
related obligations. It is no wonder he has put in so many hours in a day.

If you have not done so already, it seems appropriate that his hours of service and devation to
his duties {and the public at large) should be recognized.

Respectfully,

Scoit Crippen

Temporary Labor Supervisor

Lincoln-Lancaster County Emergency Management
1249 Butler

Lincoln, NE. 68521
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Lincola-Lancaster County
Plznning Bepartment
Marvin 5. Krout, Director

Mary E. Bills-Strand, Chair
City-County Plarning Commission

535 South H0th Street
Suite 213
Lincoln, Hebraska 68508
402-441-7491
fax: 402-441-6377
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July 7, 2004

Brian D. Carstens

Brian D. Carstens & Associates
601 Old Cheney Rd. Suite C
Lincoln, NE 68512

RE: Lincoln Industrial Park South 8" Addition Final Plat #04053

Dear Mr. Carstens:

Lincoln Industrial Park South 8" Addition was approved by the Planning
Director on July 6, 2004. The plat and the subdivision agreement must be
recorded in the Register of Deeds. The fee is determined at $.50 per
existing fot and per new lot and $20.00 per plat sheet for the plat, and
$.50 per new lot and $5.00 per page for associated documents such as
the subdivision agreement. If you have a question about the fees, please
contact the Register of Deeds. Please make check payable to the
Lancaster County Register of Deeds. The Register of Deeds requests a
list of all new lots and blocks created by the plat be attached to the
subdivision agreement so the agreement can be recorded on each new
lot.

Pursuant to § 26.11.060(d) of the Lincoln Municipal Code, this approval
may be appealed to the Planning Commission and any decision of the
Planning Commission to the City Council by filing a letter of appeal within
14 days of the action being appealed. The plat will be recorded with the
Register of Deeds after the appeal period has lapsed (date + 14 days),
and the recording fee and signed subdivision agreement have been
received,

Sincerel

P P A
Vi

Tom Cajka
Planner

CC: Samuel P. Olson
Joan Ray, City Council (14)

tomn Domedmta Dhoabdi; YAfaul. . O FIL
Dennis oarEIs, ruUsiC VWOIKS & UL

Terry Kathe, Building & Safety
Sharon Theobald, Lincoln Electric
Jean Walker, Planning

File

1
i

.
Les

IAPC\FPVApprovat.wpd



CITY OF LINCOLN

NEBRASKA
MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

www.ci.linceln.ne.us

Lincoln-Lancaster County
Planning Department
Marvin §, Krout, Director

Mary E Bills-Strand, Chair
City-County Planning Commission

555 South 10th Street
Suite 213
Lincoln, Hebraska 68508
402-441-1491
fax: 402-441-6371

LINCO
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July 7, 2004 JUi G F Zhk 5‘?355‘3&;@%
CITY COUHCH [

Loel P. Brooks OFFICE UL 88

Brooks, Pansing, Brocks, PC LLO mwﬁﬁ@}j

1248 “O" St. Suite 984
Lincoln, NE 68508

RE: A.B.Wenzel Addition Final Plat #04025

Dear Mr. Brooks:

A. B. Wenzel Addition was approved by the Planning Director on June 29,
2004. The plat and the subdivision agreement must be recorded in the
Register of Deeds. The fee is determined at $.50 per existing lot and per
new lot and $20.00 per plat sheet for the plat, and $.50 per new Iot and
$5.00 per page for associated documents such as the subdivision
agreement. If you have a question about the fees, please contact the
Register of Deeds. Please make check payable to the Lancaster County
Register of Deeds. The Register of Deeds requests a list of all new lots
and blocks created by the plat be attached to the subdivision agreement
so the agreement can be recorded on each new lot.

Pursuant to § 26.11.060(d) of the Lincoln Municipal Code, this approval
may be appealed to the Planning Commission and any decision of the
Planning Commission to the City Council by filing a letter of appeal within
14 days of the action being appealed. The plat will be recorded with the
Register of Deeds after the appeal period has lapsed (date + 14 days),
and the recording fee and signed subdivision agreement have been
received.

Sincerely,

T /ﬁf/ '

Tom Cajka
Flanner

CC: Joan Ray, City Council (14)
Dennis Bartels, Public Works & Utilities
Terry Kathe, Building & Safety
Sharon Theobald, Lincoln Electric
Jean Walker, Planning

File

FAPCAFP\Approval.wpd



YQF HNCOLN Don W, Taute, Director  Lincoln, Nebraska 68508 fax: 402-441-8748
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- Lincoln-lancaster €.eunt!;. 5;55 South [0th Strest
Personnel Department Rooms 28 & (07 402-441-7397 :_ﬂ\___

! LINCOLN
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MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG www.ci.lincoln.ne.us

July 8, 2004

Sgt. Edmund Sheridan, President

Lincoln Police Union

c/o Lincoln Police Department

Hall of Justice & Law Enforcement Center
575 S. 10® St.

Lincoln, NE 68508

RE:  City of Lincoln/LPU 2004 Labor Negotiations
Dear Ed:

T am receipt of your July 5%, 2004 letter and as I advised you via telephone call the afternoon of July 7%,
2004, the City is agreeable to the terms outlined in your July 5%, 2004 letter regarding settlement of this
year’s negotiation.

The parties agree that a one year negotiated pay increase of two and one-quarter percent (2 ¥4%) will be
in effect for the 2004-2005 fiscal year and that the parties otherwise agree to the items previously
addressed in my June 23%, 2004 letter to you and agreed to at the table. All other items not tentatively
agreed to at the negotiations table and not addressed in my letter of June 23" nor your letter of July 5%
are considered withdrawn and no longer subject to this contract agreement.

Subsequent to LPU’s July 13%, 2004 membership meeting I would appreciate your contacting me to
advise me of the outcome of that meeting regarding acceptance of this proposal. I assume that the
proposal will be accepted by your membership and that the City can proceed to incorporate the 2 V4%
increase into the pay plan for the upcoming fiscal year.

Thank you for your time and cooperation in bringing this matter to an amicable resolution.

Smcere
@ ~ W, // A5
Don W. Taute,

Personnel Director

cc: Mayor Seng
City Council Members
Steve Hubka, Budget
Police Chief Tom Casady
Joyce Norris

John Cripe
DTITID



JUL e I0A L4 LillaeN MU LEMNIER dilz 44l oihl PR AF g < S

NEWS
RELEASE MAYOR COLEENJ.SENG  ncusago

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT N
Engineering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd., Lincoln, NE 63328, 441-771 1, fax 441-6576 AECEN: .

JUL 02 200
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE; July 2, 2004 = v GO
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Kelly Sieckmeyer, Engineering Services, 441-7454 m%;ggg&!a.
Wayne Teten, Antelope Valley Manager, 441-4939 ‘

LANES OF NORTH 27TH STREET TO CLOSE FOR IMPROVEMENTS
' Lanes of Vine Street also closed

Beginning Tuesday, July 6, the two east {(northbound) lanes of North 27th Street will close for
reconstruction from Vine Street north one block to Pear Street.  Two-way traffic will be
maintained on the west (southbound) lanes. All left turns are prohibited at the intersection of
27th and Vine streets. The intersection improvements, which include upgrading the pavement
and traffic signals and lengthening the left-turn lanes, are scheduled to be completed by mid-
August. ‘

The north (westbound) lanes of Vine Street remain closed from North 17th to North 28th streets.
Two-way traffic is maintained on the south (gastbound) lanes of Vine. The closures are necessary
for the installation of utilities and paving. Other improvements planned in the area include,
sidewalks, retaining walls, landscaping, a center-turn lane and omamental lighting, The speed
limit remains at 25 miles per hour in the arca.

Related to the Vine Street project is the reconsiruction of a portion of the sewer line which will
serve the recently constructed UNL dorms on the southwest corner of 17th and Vine streets.
Beginning Wednesday, July 7, the south (eastbound) lanes of Vine Sireet between 16th and 17th
streets will close for about two weeks. Eastbound traffic will be detoured south on 16th Street to
“R* Strest, then east to 17th and north to Vine Street where motorists will be allowed fo turn
east.

All lunes in the 27th and “0” area re-opened this wesk, which will help to ease congestion on

27th and Vine streets.

The work under way on Vine and 27th streets is part of the Antelope Valley Project. The
Antelope Valley Project includes transportation improvements, stormwater management and
community revitalization. Partners in the Antelope Valley Project are the City of Lincoln, the
Lower Platte South Natural Resources District and the University of Nebraska-Lincoln. A map
and other information are available on the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov. Information can also
be obtained by leaving a message at the Antelope Valley Hotline at 402-458-5999.

-30-
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PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES RECe..
Enpineering Services, 531 Westgate Boulevard, Lincoln, NE 68528, 441-7711, fax 441-6578}| 0o 2004

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 2, 2004 @?&E&ggn |
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Charlie Wilcox, Engineering Services, 441-7332 i

IMPROVEMENT WORK TO BEGIN AT 27TH AND HIGHWAY 2

Construction will begin about $ am. Tuesday, Julk 6, on the safety improvements to the
intersection of 27th Strest and Highway 2. The northbound outside lanes of 27th Street will be
closed from Piccadilly Court to Highway 2. The construction will take place in phases to
maintain traffic in each direction at all times. The project is scheduled to be completed in mid-

August.

The project includes the addition of northbound and southbound left-turn lanes along 27th Strect
to provide dual lefi-turn lanes at Highway 2. The additional left-turn lanes will be created with
minor street widening and revisions to the median and pavement markings. No additional right-
of-way will be needed. The traffic signal system at the intersection of 27th and Highway 2 also
will be replaced, and the median breaks 350 feet north and 250 feet south of Highway 2 will be
closed. Work also will be done on the intersections of 27th with Bishop Heights Drive and
Southwood Drive.

w30 -
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PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Enginsering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd,, Lincoln, NE 68528, 441-7711, fax 441-6576

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: fuly 2, 2004
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Larry Duensing, Engineering Services, 441-8401

PORTION OF SOUTH 56TH TO CLOSE TWO DAYS
FOR STORM sy\:WER WORK

A portion of South 56th Street near Cavvy Road Wéll be closed to through traffic Wednesday.,
July 7, aud Thursday, July 8, for storm sewer construction. Only local traffic will be permitted.
The defour route is South 40th from Pine Lake Road and Yankee Hill Road.
-30-
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OPEN HOUSE oo
27th Street, Saltillo Road North To Yankee Hill Road™*

July 15, 2004
5:30 to 7:30 pm
Pavilion Office Building
2930 Ridge Line Drive
in Southpointe Pavilions
Lincoln Nebraska

Representatives from the City of Lincoln Public Works and Utilities and HW'S Consulting
Group will be there to hear your comments and respond to questions. Learn about this
future project and how it interfaces with other public and private endeavors in this rapidly
developing area of Lincoln and Lancaster County.

Allen F. Jambor, PE

HWS Consulting Group, INC.
402-479-2200

27th Saitillo Rd Open House sim.wpd




Joan V Ray To: "Steve & Jerry Lee Jensen” <badaxepikat@mylifeline.net>
cc: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
07/02/2004 08:33AM g iect: Re: HOORAY For the Ban

Dear Steve and Jerry Lee: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded
to the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Coungil Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508 BECEIve.
Phone: 402-441-6868 .

Fax:  402-441-6533 JUL 01 2004
e-mail. jray@cilincoeln.ne.us Gty GltnQi,

"Steve & Jerry Lee Jensen" <badaxepike1@mylifeline.net>

"Steve & Jerry Lee To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Jensen™ ce:

<badaxepikel@mylifeli Subject: HOCRAY For the Ban
ne.net>

07/01/2004 06:44 PM

Thank you for taking a stand for the betterment of our community. It took
courage, but you did it. Smokers can do their polluting in their own homes
cars and outdoors (hopefully away from us). As far as Bleachers, maybe
we will even eat there now along with the other establishments we have
boycotted because of the disgusting smoke. Keep up the courage. You
may not be hearing from the people who are cheering for the ban. We
vote too!

H

Steve and Jerry Lee Jensen
Badaxepike1@mvlifeline.net




Joart V Ray To: Sandra Lab <blazingcometdS@yahoo.com>

. ¢ ceuncii@cilincoln.ne.us
07/02/12004 08:37 AM Subject: Re: Smoking ban

Dear Ms. Lab: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Coungci! Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533 RECEIVE.
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Sandra Lab <blazingeomet45@yahoo.com> gjl}'L 0 1 2004
SITY COUNCE
CFFIGE
Sandra Lab To: council@ci.fincoin.ne.us
<blazingcomet45@yah cc
co.com> Subject: Smoking ban

07/01/2004 09:18 PM

I couldn't be happier that common sense has prevailed in this issue. Iheard the news when my
sister was here from San Diego. She is a smoker. When Calif. implemented its ban, she whined
and complained and said she wouldn't go out any more. She is now completely comfortable with
1t. Thank vou, Thank vou, Thank you!

Sandra Lab
1931 Northville Circle
Lincoln, 68521

Do yo.u Yahoo!?
New and Improved Yahoo! Mail - 100MB free storage!




Joan V Ray To: SMiller@rbauction.com
ce:
07/02/2004 10:12 AM Subject: Re: Atten: All City Coungcil Nlembers

Dear Ms. Miller; Your message has been received in the Council Cffice and will be forwarded to the
Councit Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoin, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:  402-441-6533

Y

e-mail: jray@ci.linceln.ne.us JUL 02 2004
SMiller@rbauction.com QQW"‘“
SMiller@rbauction.co To: council@cilincoin.na.us
m cc: mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us

07/02/2004 10:04 AM Subject: Atten: All City Council Members

Good morning.

My name is Sharon Miller. | just wanted to let you know how | feel about the no smoking ban imposed
on the residents of Lincoln recently.

First, | am greatly opposed to the city telling privately owned businesses how to operate! Most Lincoln
restaurants are non smoking already by CHOICE! The ban that was originally passed provided a fair and
balanced opportunity for non-smokers to go wherever they wanted, yet allowed the smoking population
their choice as well. | also feel it was VERY unfair to change the rules this close fo the deadline. Yes,
some bar owners HAVE spent money to comply with the original ordinance!l Are you going to reimburse
every establishment that had made arrangements o comply? Of course not because in the arrogant
words of Ken Svoboda "We are the City Council and can do whatever we want to make Lincoin a better
city”. Better for whom? Yet the Vice President of the United States comes in to town for a pelitical
fundraiser and the city is down $32,000 and does not even make the benefici ary pay the expenses! Yes,
those are MY tax dollars at work!! Unfortunately, | did not have $250 to go hear Cheney speak, not that |
would even want to. |t just amazes me at the wasted money this city spends for an individual agenda-

which is EXACTLY what this smoking ban is about.
I'm sure favors have always been promised to special interest groups by council members, but this is
getting out of hand and something needs to be done about iti!

Jon Camp, Glen Friendt, Ken Svobhoda and Terry Werner all need to take a hard look at their practices
of deception and deceit when it comes o the underhanded nature in which this whole situation was
handled. You are not representing cur city in a professional manner and 'm embarassed to say that | live
here. Ken, why didn't you talk to ALL the council members before the meeting rather than a select few?
Oh, [ forgot. Annetie McRoy smokes and Patli Newman has made reference to the fact that she has
smoked in the past and John Cook is just & Democrat! How unfortunate for our city that & decision like
this that will impact many private businesses will not be voted on by the citizens of Lincoln. What are you
going to do when revenues start to diminish as many establishments will be closing their doors due to lack
of business? [ think with all the public testimony that went on ,"Select ive Hearing” (which is typically &
male frait) was used {o hear what you wanted fo hear and fact based information was dismissed as
casually as taking out your trash. Clearly, both parties directly affected by this ordinance are not equally
represented. And neither are the citizens of Lincoln. Channel 8 news did a poll Monday night and 84% of
people that voted did NOT approve of your new smoking ban. What does THAT tell you? Of course, as
always, you will nct listen to the citizens of Lincaln or the "little guy". You can have "public hearings” all



you want. Looks good on paper, but if you do not LISTEN to what the hardworking people of Lincaln are
saying, it does no good and is a waste of everyone's time. While my work schedule does not permit me to
attend the public hearings, | do watch the coverage on replay. | have noted numerous public hearings
where people take the time out of th eir busy schedules to testify, yet the City Coucil does exactly the
opposite of what the majority of the citizens were in favor of. You do not listen to the public. You have

your mind made up before you even walk info the room.
Well, | sure hape yous four arrogant, narrow minded councilmen are happy. Enjoy the rest of your time
on the City Council and your feeling of power over the little people as I'm positive none of you will be

re-elecied afier this fiasco you have puiled!
AVERY UNSATISFIED CITIZEN
Sharen Miller
2344 Burnham St
Lincoln, NE 68502
420-1170 (hm}
421-3200 X273 {(wrk)
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Dear City Council,

Thank you! Thank you! Thank you! No matter what
other people say, I believe you made a great decision! You are
protecting the health of the whole Lincoln population. I thank
you for passing the all city smoking ban. Everyone can eat and
drink without tasting the poisonous carcinogens of smoke. You
took a great first step and made Lincoln a role model for other
cities around Nebraska to follow. I can’t wait to take this
smoking ban to the state level. T hope you keep supporting the
ban as it expands. Thanks again, you made a wise, responsible
decision!

Thanks again,

Bailey Heafer
Co-chair of No Limits
2200 Pester Ridge Rd.
Lincoln, NE 68523
(402) 420-1233
bheafer@netscape.net
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Lincoln City Council 2 L9 B
555'S. 10™ Street ‘}Jﬂ\“ JUL 0 2 2004
Lincoln, NE 68508 Q%%Uﬁﬁ%

Councilman Svoboda:

Iam writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you proposed to
the City Council on Monday night.

You not only bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln, you
bypassed those citizens in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. Are you so afraid of
debate that you felt the need to slip this into the meeting with only the Board of Health
present? Where is public debate?

You have not addressed the issues fairly and in good faith, but took advantage of
members of the Council who were trying to come up with compromises. I would hope
that your fellow members will remember that in the days to come.

You still have not addressed the main issues of this debate and continue to look at
information that is not only debatable, but outdated. The many measures taken to insure
air quality have resulted in less pollution in our businesses and homes. The air guality in
Los Angeles and New York however, continues to deteriorate.

The main issue here is that smoking is LEGAL! You may not approve of it. You may not
smoke yourself. You may ban it in your own home or business, but in the true meaning of
democracy, you do not have the right to ban it in private establishments. You have failed
many Lincoln small businesses and tread of the liberties of Lincoln residents. Liberty is
the “right to choose”.

You should be ashamed of the methods used to achieve your goal. The ends never justify
the means. You cannot justify the use of deception and denial of due process in

government, which is exactly what you have done.

My vote (along with many others) will be against vou in the next election. Perhaps there
will be a permanent position on the Board of Health available.

Signed:
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Lincoln City Council JUL 02 2004
555 S. 10" Street GITY COUNCHL

Lincoln, NE 68506 OFFICE

Councilman Werner:

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you voted to
approve Monday night. '

You have bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln and you
did so in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. You have not addressed the issues
fairly and in good faith, but have slipped in an ordinance with no public debate, (except
for what you allowed the Health Department). Both sides of an issue must be allowed in a
government decision!

You have failed to address the issue of break rooms, smoking rooms and have allowed
some businesses to profit from your ordinance. If you truly believe that this is a health
1ssue, then is the health of a maid less important to you for some reason? What message
do you send with that exclusion?

You have failed many Lincoln small businesses and tread on the liberties of Lincoln
residents. Liberty is the “right to choose™. And, finally you have failed to address the fact
that smoking is legal.

The State of Nebraska could choose to address this issue and in making this a City, (not
even County) you have put many at a great disadvantage.

My vote (along with many others) will be against you in the next election.

Signed:
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Dear Council Members: Svoboda, Werner, Friendt, Camp

I would like to commend you on your decision to vote in a2 100% Smoking Ban in the Work
Place. I feel you are putting the citizens of Lincoln best interest first in your decision. lam
impressed with your courage to stand up for this ban while being fulling aware of the few but
loud opposition to the ban. I'm writing you to inform you that T am a citizen of Lincoln
supporting the ban and your vote, as there are many of us that do.

My father died at the young age of 64 of lung cancer in 1999. It clearly states on his death
certificate the cause of death was smoking. T wished the community where he lived had a ban
similar in order to make it harder for him to smoke since he was unable to quit on his own. The
only good thing that came from his death, is that my 10 year old child knows that smoking killed
his grandfather and that smoking is bad for you and he will not make the choice to smoke as he
matures. My son was five at the time of my father death and for years afterwards he would
"vell" at strangers in other cars "not to smoke" and asked why people did that when 1t wasn’t
good for you.

I appreciate the fact that I will be able to take my children anywhere in Lincoln and they will not
be subjected to second hand smoke. This isn’t just a bar and restaurant issue. There are many
other places where yvou may take your children and you don’t want them in a smoking
environment, for example bowling alleys, golf facilities, etc.

I have heard many asking whether government has a right to tell someone where they can and
cannot smoke, well, I never hear the question of whether government has a right to put up a stop
sign wherever government chooses. Public safety is public safety no matter how you look at it.
Thanks again for your decision.

Melinda Jones
4811 Beaver Creek Court
Lincoln, NE 68516

CC: Council Members McRoy, Newman, Cock
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July 2, 2004

Dear Lincoln City Council Members: Terry Wemer, Glenn Friendt, Ken Svoboda, Jon Camp
Thank-you for passing a complete ban on smoking in public places.

lused to socialize at the bars downtown quite regulaly but stopped because the smoke bothers my eyes a great deal.
} will retum now that | can do so without risking my health and without my dloths stinking like an ashiray when | leave.
fam looking forward to live music, dancing, and a drink with friends without having to weigh how gross | will feel when
leave against how much fun | will have.

You did the right thing.
l'am sure | am not alone. Business owners will gain customers like me.

In addition, ft is my opinion that people go out to bars to socialize, not smoke. Hard-core smokers might stay home
and smoke atone, but | think most people smoke because they see other pecple smoking and they think “What the
hell, my cloths are going fo stink efther way." Now they won't be saying that.

Thanks again!

Christy Aggens
1501 A Street
Lincoln, NE 68502
438-9629

CC Coleen Seng
jonathon Cook
Patte Newman
Annette McRoy



510-841-3060

TO: Lincoln City Council
555 3. 10th Street
Linceln, NE B8508

FROM: Anne Tegen

?

SUBJECT: Congratulations on a smokefree Lincoln!

DATE: July 2, 2004 08:15 PM

Dear Lincoln City Councit:

| am writing to thank the City Council for choosing to protect the health of ali workers,
residents, and visitors of Lincoln.

| hope you will keep the law strong and act as a proud model for other Nebraska cities.
Experience in hundreds of other communities around the country shows that smokefree
laws, once in effect, are not only popular, but also good for health, and good for

business.

Again, congratulations and thank you for passing a smart strong smokefree law. | look
forward to my next visit to Lincoln!

Sincerely,

Anne Tegen



Joan V Ray To: "Dale Butler" <butler203@cox.net>

ce:
07/06/2004 09:11 AM Subject: Re: Smoking Bang

Dear Mr. Butler: Your message has been received in the Council Cffice and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

“Dale Butier" <butler203 @cox.net>

“Dale Butler"” To: <council@cilincoin.ne.us>
<butler203@cox.net> Ge:

07/06/2004 08:25 AM ~ Subject: Smoking Ban

Please read this attachment. smokers-live-longer[1].pc
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TRUTH WAS AN EARLY VICTIM in the battle against tobacco.
The big lie, repeated ad nauseam in anti-tobacco circles, is that
smoking causes more than 400,000 premature deaths each year
in the United States. That mantra is the principal justification
for all manner of tobacco regulations and legislation, not to
mention lawsuits by dozens of states for Medicaid recovery,
class actions by seventy-five to eighty union health funds, sim
ilar Htigation by thirty-five Blue Cross plans, twenty-four class
suits by smokers who are not yet ill, sixty class actions by
allegedly ill smokers, five hundred suits for damages from sec-
ondhand smoke, and health-related litigation by twelve cities
and counties—an explosion of adjudication never before expe-
rienced in this country or elsewhere.

The war on smoking started with a kernel of truth—that cig-
arettes are a high risk factor for lung cancer—but has grown
into a monster of deceit and greed, eroding the credibility of
government and subverting the rule of law. Junk science has
replaced honest science and propaganda parades as fact. Our
legislators and judges, in need of dispassionate analysis, are
instead smothered by an avalanche of statistics—tendentious,
inadequately documented, and unchecked by even rudimentary
notions of objectivity. Meanwhile, Americans are indoctrinat-
ed by health “professionals™ bent on imposing their lifestyle
choices on the rest of us and brainwashed by politicians eager
1o tap the deep pockets of a pariah industry.

The aim of this paper is to dissect the granddaddy of all
tobacco Hes—that smoking causes 400,000 deaths each year.
To set the stage, let’s look at two of the many exaggerations,
misstatements, and outright fabrications that have dominated
the tobacco debate from the outset,

THIRD-RATE THINKING ABOUT

TN LIARTTY Q?\yﬂ'{'\!{'ﬁ‘

“Passive Smoking Does Cause Lung Cancer, Do Not Let
Them Fool You,” states the headline of a March 1998 press
release from the World Health Organization. The release
begins by noting that WHO had been accused of suppressing
its own study because it “failed to scientifically prove that

by Robert A. Levy and Rosalind B. Marimont

there is an association between passive smoking . . . and a
number of diseases, lung cancer in particular.” Not true, insist-
ed WHO. Smokers themselves are not the only ones who suf-
fer health problems because of their habit; secondhand smoke
can be fatal as well.

The press release went on to report that WHO researchers
found “an estimated 16 percent increased risk of lung cancer
among nonsmoking spouses of smokers. For workplace expo-
sure the estimated increase in risk was 17 percent.”
Remarkably, the very next line warned: “Due to small sample
size, neither increased risk was statistically significant.”
Contrast that conclusion with the hype in the headtine:
“Passive Smoking Does Cause Lung Cancer.” Spoken often
enough, the He becomes its own evidence,

The full study would not see the light of day for seven
more months, until October 1998, when it was finally pub-
lished in the Journal of the National Cancer Institute. News
reports omitted any mention of statistical insignificance,
Instead, they again trumpeted relative risks of 1.16 and 1.17,
corresponding to 16 and 17 percent increases, as if those
ratios were meaningful. Somehow lost in WHO’s media blitz
was the National Cancer Institute’s own guideline: “Relative
risks of less than 2 [that is, a 100 percent increase] are con-
sidered small. . . . Such increases may be due to chance, sta-
tistical bias, or effects of confounding factors that are some-
times not evident.” To put the WHO results in their proper
perspective, note that the relative risk of lung cancer for per-
sons who drink whole milk is 2.4. That is, the increased risk
of contracting lung cancer from whole milk is 140 percent—
more than eight times the 17 percent increase from second-
hand smoke.

What should have mattered most to government officials,
the health community and concerned parents is the following
pronouncement from the WHO study: After examining 650
lunig cancer patients and 1,500 healthy adults in seven
Buropean countries, WHO concluded that the “resuits indicate
no association between childhood exposure to environmental
tobacco smoke and lung cancer risk.”

Robert A. Levy is a senior fellow in constitutional studies at the Cato Institute and an adjunct professor at Georgetown

University Law Center where he teaches “Statistics for Lawyers.” Rosalind B. Marimont Is a mathematician and scientist now
refired after a 37-year career with the National Institute of Standards and Technology (formerly the Bureau of Standards) and
the National Institute of Health.
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EPA’S JUNK SCIENCE
Another example of anti-tobacco misinformation is the land-
mark 1993 report in which the Environmental Protection
Agency declared that environmental tobacco smoke (ETS) is a
dangerous carcinogen that kills three thousand Americans
vearly. Five years later, in July 1998, federal judge William L.
Osteen lambasted the EPA for “cherry picking” the data,
excluding studies that “demonstrated no association between
ETS and cancer,” and withholding “significant portions of its
findings and reasoning in striving to confirm its a priosi
hyvpothesis.” Both “the record and EPA’s explanation,” con-
cluded the court, “make it clear that using standard methodolo-
gy. EPA could not produce statistically significant results.” A
more damning assessment is difficult to imagine, but here are
the court’s conclusions at greater length, in its own words.
EPA publicly committed to a conclusion before
research had begun; excluded industry [input thereby]
viglating the [Radon Research] Act’s procedural
requirements: adjusted established procedure and sci-
entific norms to validate the Agency’s public conclu-
sion, and agpressively utilized the Act’s authority to
disseminate findings to establish a de facto regulatory
scheme intended to restrict Plaintiff’s products and to
influence public opinion. In conducting the ETS Risk
Assessment, EPA disregarded information and made
findings on selective information; did not disseminate
significant epidemiologic information: deviated from
its Risk Assessment Guidelines; failed to disclose
unportant findings and reasoning; and left significant
questions without answers. EPA’s conduct left sub-
stantial holes in the administrative record. While so
doing, EPA produced limited evidence, then claimed
the weight of the Agency’s research evidence demon-
strated ETS causes Cancer. [Flue-Cured Tobacco
Coop. Stabilization Corp. v. United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 4 F. Supp. 2d 435,
465-66 (M.D.N.C. 1998)]

Hundreds of states, cities, and counties have banned indoor
smoking—many in reaction to the EPA report. California even
prohibits smoking in bars. According to Matthew L. Myers,
general counsel ot the Campaign for Tobacco-Free Kids, “the
release of the original risk assessment gave an enormous boost
to efforts to restrict smoking.” Now that the study has been
thoroughly debunked, one would think that many of the bans
would be lifted. Doi't hold your breath. Whei science is adul-
terated and debased for political ends, the culprits are unlikely
to reverse course merely because they have been unmasked,

In reaction to the federal court’s criticism EPA administra-
tor Carol M. Browner said, “Tt’s so widely accepted that sec-
ondhand smoke causes very real problems for kids and adults.
Protecting people from the health hazards of secondhand
smoke should be a national imperative.” Like Alice in
Wonderiand, sentence first, evidence afterward. Browner reit-
erates: “We believe the health threats . . . from breathing sec-
ondhand smoke are very real.” Never mind science; it is
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Browner's beliefs that control. The research can be suitably
tailored.

For the EPA to alter results, disregard evidence, and adjust
its procedures and standards to satisfy agency prejudices is
unacceptable behavior, even to a first-year science student.
Those criticisms are about honesty, carefulness, and rigor—
the very essence of science.

CLASSIFYING DISEASES AS SMOKING-RELATED
With that record of distortion, if should come as no surprise that
anti-tobacco crusaders misrepresent the number of deaths due to
smoking. Start by considering the diseases that are incorrectly
classified as smoking-related. The Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC) prepares and distributes information on
smoking-attributable mortality, morbidity and economic costs
(SAMMEC). In its Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report for
27 Aungust 1993, the CDC states that 418,690 Americans died in
1990 of various discases that they contracted because, according
to the government, they smoked.

Diseases are categorized as smoking-related if the risk of
death for smokers exceeds that for nonsmokers. In the jargon
of epidemiology, a relative risk that is greater than 1 indicates
a connection between exposure (smoking} and effect {death).
Recall, however, the National Cancer Institute’s guideline:
“Relative risks of less than two are considered small. . . . Such
increases may be due to chance, statistical bias, or effects of
confounding factors that are sometimes not evident,” And the
Federal Reference Manual on Scientific Evidence confirms
that the threshold test for legal significance is a relative rigk of
two or higher. At any ratic below two, the results are insuffi-
ciently reliable to conclude that a particular agent (e.g., tobac-
c0) caused a particular disease.

What would happen if the SAMMEC data were to exclude
deaths from those diseases that had a relative risk of less than
two for current or former smokers? Table 1 (at the end of this
article} shows that 163,071 deaths reported by CDC were from
diseases that should not have been included in the report. Add
to that another 1,362 deaths from burn injuriecs—unless one
believes that Philip Morris is responsible when & smoker {alls
asleep with a lit cigarette. That is a total of 164,433 misreport-
ed deaths out of 418,690. When the report is properly limited
te diseases that have a significant relationship with smoking,
the death total declines to 254,257, Thus, on this count alone,
SAMMEC overstates the number of deaths by 65 percent.

CALCULATING EXCESS DEATHS

But there is more. Writing on “Risk Attribution and Tobacco-
Related Deaths” in the 1993 American Journal of
Epidemiology, T. D. Sterling. W. L. Rosenbaum, and J. J.
Weinkam expose another overstatement—exceeding 65 per-
cent—that flows from using the American Cancer Society’s
Cancer Prevention Survey (CPS) as a baseline against which
excess deaths are computed. Here is how one government
agency, the Office of Technology Assessment {OTA), calcu-
lates the number of deaths caused by smoking:

1998 25
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The OTA first determines the death rate for persons who
were part of the CPS sample and never smoked. Next, that rate
is applied to the total U.S. population in order to estimate the
number of Americans who would have died if no one ever
smoked. Finally. the hypothetical number of deaths for
assumed never-smokers is subtracted from the actal number
of U.8. deaths, and the difference is ascribed to smoking. That
appreach seems reasonable if one important condition is satis-
fied: The CPS sample must be roughly the same as the overall
U.S, population with respect to those factors, other than smok-
ing, that could be associated with the death rate. But as
Stetling, Rosenbaum, and Weinkam point cut, nothing could
be further from the truth.

The American Cancer Society bases its CPS study on a mil-
lion men and women volunteers, drawn from the ranks of the
Society’s members, friends, and acquaintances. The persons
who participate are more affiuent than average, overwhelm
ingly white, married, college graduates, who generally do not
have hazardous jobs. Each of those characteristics tends to
reduce the death rate of the CPS sample which, as a resuls,
enjoys an average life expectancy that is substantially longer
than the typical American enjoys.

Because OTA starts with an atypically low death rate for
never-smokers in the CPS sample, then applies that rate to the
whole population, its baseline for determining excess deaths is
grossly underestimated. By comparing actual deaths with a
baseline that is far too low, OTA creates the illusion that a
large number of deaths are due to smoking.

That same illusion pervades the statistics released by the U.S.
Surgeon General, who in his 1989 report estimated that 333,600
deaths were cansed by smoking. When Sterling, Rosenbaum,
and Weinkam recalculated the Surgeon General’s numbers,
replacing the distorted CPS sample with a more representative
baseline from large surveys conducted by the National Center for
Health Swatistics, they found that the number of smoking-related
deaths declined to 203,200, Thus, the Surgeon General’s report
overstated the number of deaths by more than 65 percent simply
by choosing the wrong stardard of comparison.

Sterling and his coauthors report that not only is the death
rate considerably lower for the CPS sample than for the entire
U.S. but, astonishingly, even smokers in the CPS sample have
a tower death rate than the national average for both smokers
and nonsmokers. As a result, if OTA were to have used the
CPS death rate for smokers, applied that rate to the total popu-

* sihfrantad tha antinal mnveaboan AF Aaatlhe Fae 211
lation, then subtracted the actual number of deaths for all

Americans, it would have found that smoking saves 277,621
lives each year. The authors caution, of course, that their cal-
culation is sheer nonsense, not a medical miracle. Those “Hves
would be saved only if the U.S. population would die with the
death rate of smokers in the affluent CPS sample.”

Unhappily, the death rate for Americans is considerably
higher than that for the CPS sample. Nearly as disturbing,
researchers like Sterling, Rosenbaum, and Weinkam identified
that statistical predicament many years ago; yet the govern-
ment persists in publishing data on smoking-related deaths
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that are known to be greatly inflated.

CONTROLLING FOR CONFOUNDING VARIABLES
Even if actual deaths were compared against an appropriate
baseline for nonsmokers, the excess deaths could not properly
be attributed to smoking alone. It cannot be assumed that the
only difference between smokers and nonsmokers is that the
former smoke. The two groups are dissimilar in many other
respects, some of which affect their propensity to contract dis-
eases that have been identified as smoking-related. For
instance, smokers have higher rates of alcoholism, exercise
less on average, eat fewer green vegetables, are more likely to
be exposed to workplace carcinogens, and are poorer than
nonsmokers. Each of those factors can be a “cause” of death
from a so-called smoking-related disease; and each must be
statistically controlled for if the irupact of a single factor, like
smoking, is to be reliably determined.

Sterling, Rosenbaum, and Weinkam found that adjusting
their calculations for just two lifestyle differences—in income
and alcohol consumption—between smokers and nonsmokers
had the effect of reducing the Surgeon General’s smoking-
refated death count still further, from 203,200 to 150,000, That
means the combined effect of using a proper standard of com
parison coupled with controls for income and alcohol was to
lower the Surgeon General’s estimate 55 percent—irom
333,600 to 150,000. Thas, the original estimate was a disquiet-
ing 124 percent too high, even without adjustments for impor-
tant variables like occupation, exercise, and nutritionat habits,

What if smokers got plenty of exercise and had healthy
diets while nonsmokers were couch potatoes who consumed
buckets of fast food? Naturally, there are some smokers and
nonsmokers who satisfy those criteria. Dr. William E. Wecker,
a consuiting statistician who has testified for the tobacco
industry, scanned the CPS database and found thousands of
smokers with relatively low risk factors and thousands of
never-smokers with high risk factors. Comparing the mortality
rates of the two groups, Dr. Wecker discovered that the smok-
ers were “healthier and die less often by a factor of three than
the never-smokers.” Obviously, other risk factors matter, and
any study that ignores them is utterly worthless.

Yet, if 2 smoker who is obese; has a family history of high
cholesterol, diabetes, and heart problems; and never exercises
dies of a heart attack, the government attributes his death to
smoking alone. That procedure, if applied to the other causal
factors identified in the C7S study, would produce more than
twice as many “attributed” deaths as there are actual deaths,
according to Dr. Wecker. For example, the same calculations
that yield 400,000 smoking-related deaths suggest that 504,000
people die each vear because they engage in little or no exer-
cise. Employing an ideatical formula. bad natritional habits can
be shown to account for 649,000 excess deaths annually, That is
nearty 1.6 million deaths from only three causes—without con-
sidering alcohotism, accidents, poverty, etc.—out of 2.3 miltion
deaths in 1995 from all causes combined. And on it goes—com
puter-generated phantom deaths, not real deaths—constrained
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. neither by accepted statistical yethods, by common sense, nor
by the number of people who die each year.

ADJUSTING FOR AGE AT DEATH

Next and last, we turn to a different sort of deceit—one pertain-
ing not to the number of smoking-related deaths but rather to
the misperception that those deaths are somehow associated
with kids and young adults. For purposes of this discussion, we
will work with the far-fetched statistics published by CDC—an
annual average from 1990 through 1994 of 427,743 deaths
attributable to tobacco. Is the problem as serious as it sounds?

At first blush, it would seem that more than 400,000 annual
deaths is an extremely serious problem. But suppose that all of
the people died at age ninety-nine. Surely then, the seriousness
of the problem would be tempered by the fact that the decedents
would have died soon from some other cause in any event. That
is not far from the truth: while tobacce does not kill people at an
average age of ninety-nine, it does kill people at an average age
of roughly seventy-two—far closer to ninety-nine than to child-
hood or even young adulthood. Indeed, according to a 1991
RAND study, smoking “reduces the life expectancy of a twen-
ty-year-old by about 4.3 vears”—not a trivial concern to be
sure, but not the horror that is sometimes portrayed.

Consider Table 2, which shows the number of deaths and
age at death for various causes of death: The three nonsmok-
ing categories total nearly 97,000 deaths—probably not much
different than the correctly calculated number of smoking-
related deaths—but the average age at death is only thirty-
nine. As contrasted with a seventy-two-year life expectancy
for smokers, each of those nonsmoking deaths snuffs out thir-
ty-three years of life—our most productive years, from both
an economic and child-rearing perspective.

Perhaps that is why the Carter Center’s “Closing the Gap”
project at Emory University examined “years of potential life
lost” (YPLL) for selected diseases, to identify those causes of
death that were of greatest severity and consequence. The
results were reported by R.W. Amler and PL.L. Eddins, “Cross-
Sectional Analysis: Precursors of Premature Death in the
United States,” in the 1987 American Journal of Preventive
Medicine, First, the authors determined for each disease the
annual number of deaths by age group. Second, they multi-
plied for each age group the number of deaths times the aver-
age number of years remaining before customary retirement at
age sixty-five. Then they computed YPLL by summing the
producis for each discase acioss age groups.

Thus, if smoking were deemed to have killed, say, fifty
thousand people from age sixty through sixty-four, a total of
150,600 years of life were lost in that age group—i.e., fifty
thousand lives times an average of three years remaining to
age sixty-five. YPLL for smoking would be the accumulation
of lost years for all age groups up to sixty-five.

Amler and Eddins identified nine major precursors of pre-
ventable deaths. Measured by YPLL, tobacco was about
halfway down the list—ranked four out of nine in terms of
vears lost—not “the number one killer in America” as
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alarmists have exclaimed. Table 3 shows the four most
destructive causes of death, based on 1980 YPLL statistics.
Bear in mind that the starting point for the YPLL calculation is
the number of deaths, which for tobacco is grossly magnified
for all of the reasons discussed above.

According to Amler and Eddins, even if we were to look at
medical treatment—measured by days of hospital care--nonaico-
hol-related injuries impose a 58 percent greater burden than tobac-
¢o, and nutrition-related diseases are more burdensome as well.

Another statistic that more accurately reflects the real health
repercussions of smoking is the age distribution of the 427,743
deaths that CDC mistakenly traces to tobacco. No doubt most
readers will be surprised to learn that—aside from burn vic-
tims and pediatric diseases—tobacco does not kill a single
person below the age of 35.

Each year from 1990 through 1994, as shown in Table 4,
only {910 tobacco-related deaths—Hess than half of 1 percent
of the total-—were persons below age thirty-five. Of those, 319

- were bura victims and the rest were infants whose parents

smoked. But the relationship between parental smoking and
pediatric diseases carries a risk ratio of less than 2, and thus is
statistically insignificant. Unless better evidence is produced,
those deaths should not be associated with smoking.

On the other hand, the National Center for Health Statistics
reports that more than twenty-one thousand persons below age
thirty-five died from motor vehicle accidents in 1992, more
than eleven thousand died from suicide, and nearly seventeen
thousand died from homicide. Over half of those deaths were
connected with alcehol or drug abuse. That should put smok-
ing-related deaths in a somewhat different light.

Most revealing of all, aimost 255,000 of the smoking-refat-
ed deaths—nearly 60 percent of the total—occurred at age
seventy or above. More than 192,000 deaths—nearly 45 per-
cent of the total—occurred at age seventy-five or higher. And
roughly 72,000 deaths—abmost 17 percent of the total-
occurred at the age of 85 or above. Still, the public health
community disingenuously refers to “premature” deaths from
smoking, as if there is no upper age limit to the computation.

The vast overestimate of the dangers of smoking has had
disastrous results for the health of young people. Risky behav-
ior does not exist in a vacuum; people compare unceriainties
and apportion thelr time, effort, and money according to the
perceived severity of the risk. Each year, alcohol and drug
abuse kills fens of thousands of people under the age of thirty-
five. Yei according to a 1995 swrvey by the U.S. Depariment
of Health and Human Services, high school seniors thought
smoking 2 pack a day was more dangerous than daily con-
sumption of four to five alcoholic beverages or using barbito-
rates, And the CPC reports that the aumber of pregnant
women who drank frequently guadrupled between {991 and
1995—notwithstanding that fetal alcohol syndrome is the
largest cause of preventable mental retazdation. occurring in
one out of every one thousand births.

Can anyone doubt that the drumbeat of antismoking propa-
ganda from the White House and the health establishment has
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lies, damned lies

deluded Americans into thinking that tobacco is the real dan-
ger to our children? In truth, alcohol and drag abuse poses an
immensely greater risk and antismoking zealots bear a heavy
burden for their daplicity.

CONCLUSION

The unvarnished fact is that children do not die of tebacco-relat-
ed diseases, correctly determined. If they smoke heavily during
their teens, they may die of lung cancer in their old age, fifty or
sixty years Iater, assuming lung cancer is still a threat then.

Meanwhile, do not expect consistency or even common
sense from public officials. Alcohelism contributes to crime,
violence, spousal abuse, and child neglect. Children are dying
by the thousands in accidents, suicides. and homicides. But
states go to war against nicotine—which is not an intoxicant,
has no causal connection with ¢rime, and poses little danger to
young adults or family members.

The campaign against cigarettes is not entirely dishonest.
After all, a seasoning of truth makes the lie more digestible.
Evidence does suggest that cigarettes substantially increase the
risk of lung cancer, bronchitis, and emphysema. The relationship
between smoking and other diseases is not nearly so clear, how
ever; and the scare-raongering that has passed for science is

appalling. Not only is tobacco far less pemicious than Americans
aie led to believe, but its destructive effect is amplified by all
manner of statistical legerdemain—counting diseases that should
not be counted, using the wrong sample as a standard of compar-
ison, and failing to control for obvious confounding variables.
To be blunt, there is no credible evidence that 400,000 deaths
per year—or any number remotely close to 400,000—are
caused by tobacco. Nor has that estimate been adjusted for the
positive effects of smoking—less obesity, colitis, depression.
Alzheimer’s disease, Parkinson’'s disease and, for some women,
a lower incidence of breast cancer. The actual damage from
smoking is neither known nor knowable with precision.
Responsible statisticians agree that it is impossible to aturibute
causation to a single variable, like tobacco, when there ate mul-
tiple causal factors that are correlated with one another. The
damage from cigarettes is far less than it is made out to be.
Most important, the government should stop lying and stop
pretending that smoking-related deaths are anything but a sta-
tistical artifact. The unifving bond of all science is that truth is
its aim. When that goal yields to politics, tainting science in
order to advance predetermined ends, we are all at risk. Sadly,
that is exactly what has transpired as our public officials fabri-
cate evidence to promote their crusade against big tobacco.

Table 1
Deaths from

Disease Category Relative Risk Smoking
Cancer of pancreas 1.1-1.8 2,931
Cancer of cervix 1. 647*
Cancer of bladder 1. 2,348%
Cancer of kidney, cther urinary 1.2-14 353
Hypertension 1.2-18 5,450
Ischemic heart disease (age 35-64) 1.4-18 15,535*
Ischemic heart disease {age 65+) 1.3-186 64,789
Cther heart disease : 1.2-18 35,314
Cerebrovascular disease {age 35-64) 1.4 2,681*
Cerebrovascular disease {age 65+) 1.0-1.8 14,610
Atherosclerosis 1.3 1,267*
Aortic aneurysm 1.3 448*
Other arterial disease 1.3 372*
Pneumonia and influenza 14-18 10,552*
Other respiratory disaases 14-18 1,083*
Pediatric diseases 1.5-18 1,711

Sub-total 160,071
Environmental tobacco smoke 1.2 3,000

Total 163,071

* Number of deaths for this category assumes population deaths distributed between current and former smokers in same
proportion as in Cancer Prevention Survey CPS-Il, provided by the American Cancer Sociely.
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lies, damned lies

Table 2
Number of Mean Age
Cause of Death Deaths per Year at Death
Smoking-atiributed 427,743 72
Motor vehicle accidents 40,982 39
Suicide " 30,484 45
Homicide 25,488 32

Source: Centers for Disease Control and Pravention

Table 3
Cause Deaths YPLL
Alcohol-related 98,247 1,795,458
Gaps in primary care* 132,583 1,771,133
Injuries (exciuding alcohol-related) 64,169 1,755,720

Tobacco-related 338,022 1,497,161

* Inadequate access, screening and preventive interventions.

Tabie 4
U.8. Smoking-Attributable Mortality by Cause and Age of Death
1890-1994 Annual Average
Age at Pediatric Burn All Other
Death Diseases Victims Diseases Total
Under 1 1,591 19 0 1,810
1-34 0 300 G 300
35-49 0 221 21,773 21,994
50 - 69 0 286 148,938 149,222
70-74 0 96 62,154 62,250
75 -84 0 133 120,537 120,670
85+ 0 45 71,652 71,897
Totals 1,591 1,100 425,052 427,743

Source: Private communication from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
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Joan V Ray To; KE12312312@MSN.CCM
) ce: council@@cilincoln.ne.us
07/06/2004 09:03 AM Subject: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

Dear Ms. Kernes: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded (o the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray

City Councit Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax: 402-441-6533 2
e-mait. jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us e R
KE12312312@M3SN.COM ' %‘»

% o

%?ﬁ'f%j, -
KE12312312@MSN.CO To: council@ei.lincoln.ne.us NN
M e v

07/02/2004 0746 PM Subject: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoin!

Lincoln City Council
555 5. 10th Street
Linceln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to thank the City Council for choosing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and visitors of Lincoln.

Please be wvigilant in safeguarding the new law from any
opposition attempts to weaken or repeal the law.

Lincoln residents, especially those working in smoke-filled
environments, can now look forward to fewer heart attacks, fewer
asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will have vyou to
thank for their improved health and guality of life.

Experience in hundreds of other communities around the country
shows that smokefree laws, once in effect, are not onlyv popular,
but alsec good for health, and good for business.

Thank you again for you commitment to a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Angela Xernes
17172 Atkins Plaza # 367
Omaha, Nebraska 68118



Joan V Ray To: debkermes1970@alitel.net

foon
07/06/2004 09:06 AM Subject: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln! [&

Dear Ms. Kernes: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Sireet

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

debkemes1970@alltel.net

debkernes1870@alliel. To: council@cllincoln.ne.us
net cC:

07/03/2004 07:46 AM Subject: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

Lincoln City Council
555 S. 10th Strest
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to thank the City Council for choosing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and visitors of Lincoln.

Pleage be vigilant in safeguarding the new law from any
opposition attempts to weaken or repeal the law.

Lincoln residents, especially those working in smoke-filled
environments, can now look forward to fewer heart attacks, fewer
asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will have vyou to
thank for their improved health and guality of life.

Experience in hundreds of other communities around the country
shows that smokefree laws, once in effect, are net only popular,
but also good for health, and good for business.

Thank you again for you commitment to a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Deborah Kernes
4233 N.W 49 st.
Lincoln, Nebraska 68524



Joan V Ray To: rshays@pacbell.net

) ce: council@gi.lincoln.ne.us
07/06/2004 09:06 AM Subject: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

Cear Ms. Hays: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508 %

Phone: 402-441-6866 K %
Fax:  402-441-6533 3 e%%
e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us @:’% -
Ww
rshays@pacbell.net 2 %’g; “w{”,%
rshays@pacbell.net To; council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
07/03/2004 12:39 PM -

Subject; Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

Lincoln City Council
EBEE 5. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to thank the City Council for chocsing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and visitors of Lincoln.

As a non-sgmoker, I have been advocating for the protection that
vyou now cffer since the 1970's in the county where I live
(Contra Costa) and in my state (California). What a difference
it makes! I can assure you that non-smokers do think about
rlaces and make decisions based on where smoke-free laws are in
affect - much more so than smokers. You have enhanced the
guality of life of your residence many fold. You certainly are
to be commended!

Please be vigilant in safeguarding the new law from any
opposition attempts to weaken or repeal the law.

Lincoln residents, especially those working in smoke-filled
environments, can now loock forward to fewer heart attacks, f[ewer
asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will have you to
thank for their improved health and quality of life.

Experience in hundreds of other communities arocund the country
shows that smckefree laws, once in effect, are not only popular,
but also good for healith, and good for business.

Thank you again for yveou commitment to a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Rita Hays
175 Caprice Cirele
Hercules, California 94547



Joan V Ray To: "Jackie Roth* <jiroth@neb.rr.com>

. : ce:
07/06/2004 09:09 AM Subject: Re: Smok%ng

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax: 402-441-8533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us
“Jackie Roth" <jiroth@neb.rr.com>

"Jackie Roth" To: <council @cilincoln.ne.yg>
<jiroth@neb.rr.com> oc:

07/05/2004 07:25 M Subject: Smoking

Our family is verty glad that the city council as voted to enforce a strict policy for a
smoke-free environment in public places, especially restaurants! | hope you stick to
your decision. Qur family has mutilple health concemns and will hopefully no longer

J Roth



Joan V Ray To: "Roger Coffey” <coffeyrl@cox.net> -

e
07/06/2004 08:10 AM Subject: Re: Smoking Ban Ordinance [

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6865

Fax:  402-441-8533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.ys
"Roger Coffey” <coffeyrl@cox.net>

"Roger Coffey" To: <council @ellincoln.ne.uss>
<coffeyri@cox.net> oc:

07/05/2004 09:48 PM Subject; Smoking Ban Ordinance

I'applaud your bold move forward in enacting a total ban on smoking in eating and drinking
establishments. This is a welcome move. The workers in these establishments that did not really have a
choice should welcome your protection. Some of them did not have the choice of quitting and finding
another job. Now they don't have to quit to be free from second hand smoke at their place of work.

Roger Coffey
402-592-6636

O
o
o



Joan V Ray To: "steve" <suetrechi@neb.rr.com>

. ccr <council@ci.lincoin.ne.us>
07/06/2004 09:04 AM Subject: Re: We want to commend you

Dear Mr. & Ms. Uetrecht: Your message has bsen received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to
the Councit Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866 ) %
Fax:  402-441-6533 E R )
e-mail: jray@ecilincoln.ne.us 2.5 -~ ‘%\
"steve" <suetrecht@neb.rr.com> ’3& T
%°%@ %":;
i, e
-.M.“}, % ‘_,:?T;v
"steve™ To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
<suetrecht@neb.rr.co cc:
m> Subject: We want to commend you

07/02/2004 10:08 PM

July 2, 2004

My wife and t would like to take this opportunity to commend you for taking the right stand on the smoking
issue and banning it from all public buildings. It will be such a pleasure to go to a restaurant and not be
forced to breath someone else's smoke. You did the right thing and in the long run, Lincoln will be @ much
healthier place to live. Please don't give into the measures that the smokers will fry to put on you to
change the vote. You have done the best thing for the current and future citizens of Lincoln. We will all be
able to live much healthier lives. My wife and 1 will remember this come election time and you can rest
assured that our votes will be to the those who support the ban. If there is anything we can do to help you
in your efforts to make this stand, please let us know.

Citizens proud of our City Council,
Steve and Jan Uetrecht



Joan V Ray To: Steve.V.Tafolla@ nwo02.usace.army.mil

ce: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
07/06/2004 08:52 AM Subject: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air io Lincoln!

Dear Mr. Taffola: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank vou for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Steve.V.Tafolla@nwo02.usace.army.mil

Steve.V.Tafolia@nwo0 To: council@cllincoln.ne.us
2.usace.army.mil folon

07/06/2004 0835 AM Subject: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoin!

[
Lincoln City Council ';g;%jr, g
555 §. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to thank the City Council for choosing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and vigitors of Lincoln.

Please be vigilant in safeguarding the new law from any
oppositicn attempts to weaken or repeal the law.

Lincoln residents, especially those working in smcoke-filled
environments, can now look forward to fewer heart attacks, fewer
asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will have you to
thank for their improved health and quality of life.

Experience in hundreds of other communities arcund the country
shows that smokefree laws, once in effect, are not cnly popular,
but alsc good for health, and good for business.

Thank you again for vou commitment To a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Steve Tafolla
3324 s 105 Avenue
Cmaha, Nebraska 68124



Jeoan V Ray To: "Rose Marie Tondl” <rtondi@neb.r.com>

cC.
(7/06/2004 12:09 PM Subject: Re: Thank You[ ']

Dear Ms. Tondl: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoin, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866 ‘%‘0
Fax:  402-441-6533 S S
_ gL . ‘j{ w&
e-mail. jray@eci.lincoln.ne.us L/
"Rose Marie Tond!" <rtondl@neb.rr.com> : S
@ o {){}G Qé}f}ﬁ
_ &th«%ﬁ:
"Rose Marie Tond!" To: <council@ci.lincoln.ne.ﬁs>
<rtondl@neb.rr.com> ce:

07/06/2004 12-10 PN Subject: Thank You

Tharks 1o Jon Camp, my representative and the other 3 council members who voted a smoke-free
Lincoin. One's health is so important and if this ordinance can help, let it remain on the books.

Rose Marie Tondl



Joan V Ray To: thomas_sandy@alitel.net

. cc: council@cidincoin.ne.us
(7/06/2004 04:40 PM Subject: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

Dear S. Thomas: Your message has been received in the Councif Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866 A
Fax:  402-441-6533 . ng@@g,
e-maif: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us vy 7
Sy, <
thomas_sandy@alitel.net Loy, N
_sandy@ Upicn
thomas_sandy@alitel.n To: councii@cildincoln.ne.us
et o

07/06/2004 04-38 PM - Subject: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

Linceln City Council
555 8. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Councii,

I am writing to thank the City Council for choosing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and visitors of Lincoln.

Our son lives in Lincoln and we visit often. Our choices for
dining are always governed by who has a no smoking policy. Now,
we can dine anywhere in Lincoln, thanks to vyou.

In addition, Lincoln residents, especially those working in
smoke-filled environments, can now look forward to fswer heart
attacks, fewer asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will
have you to thank for their improved health and quality of life.

Experience in hundreds of other communities around the country
shows that smokefree laws, ocnce in effect, are not only popular,
but also good for health, and good for business.

Thank you again for vou commitment to a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Sandy Thomas
315 North 22nd Street
Plattsmouth, Nebraska 68048-273%5



DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
InterLinc ce:

<none@lincoln.ne.goy  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

-

07/06/2004 02:18 PM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name: Marcus Porath - Tri-Con EHS Coordinator
Address: 4000 NW 44th

City: Lincoln, NE 68524

Phone: 402-470-3311 =112

Fax:

Email: marcus porath@tstna.com

Comment or Question:
Concerning the Smokefree Rir Issue:

I do maintain rveservations regarding the amount of power that may be exercised
by such a select group of individuals, however, the decigion to remove the
exemptions to the smokefree air act will make complying with the ban much
simpler for businesses.




Joan V Ray To: Cindy Dempsey <Cindy.Dempsey@mdsps.com>

e
07/07/2004 09:36 AM Subject: Re: Thank you[ ]

Dear Ms, Dempsey: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoin, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

Cindy Dempsey <Cindy. Dempsey@mdsps.com=>

Cindy Dempsey To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<Cindy.Dempsey@mds ce:
ps.com> Subject: Thank you

07/06/2604 01:23 PM

Thank you for making public health a priority with the recently passed smoking
ban. Sincerely, Cindy Dempsey

KRKARKRAIA A A AT AKX XA X RAKR A X K%

Cindy Dempsey, RN, BSN

Medical Writer

MDS Pharma Services

621 Rose Street

Lincoln, Nebraska 68502 USA

402-437-112¢

Cindy.Dempseyamdsps . com
L R R R R R R R R R R R R




Joan V Ray _ To: "George Wolcott” <gwolcott@alitel.net>

CC:
07/07/2004 09:37 AM g piect: Re: Smoking Ban[?

Dear Mr. Wolcott:. Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mall: jray@oci.lincoln.ne.us

"George Wolcott" <gwolcott@alltel net>

"George Wolcott” To: <councii@cilincoln.ne.us>
<gwolcoti@alltel.net> ce:

07/06/2004 01:43 pp Sublect: Smoking Ban

Bravo to our City Council members for passing this smoking ban!!ll FINALLY the majority of people can
enjoy the freedom that fellow citizens in California, New York, etc. have shjoyed for years. I'm sure
employees of these establishments will also thank you ance they've had a taste’ of a smoke free work
environment and its health benefits. | think they will be surprised how much better they will feel after the
ban is put into effect. | applaud your strength to overlook pressures from bar owners as | think, in the long
run, they will atso find out that this will not effect their businesses as much as they had thought. Thank
you for your progressivefinsightful action!!!



Joan V Ray To: PHarpo17@aocl.com

CC!
07/07/2004 09:38 AM gpiact: Re: Smoking banE)

Dear Ms. Stearley: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded fo the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoin, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoin.ne.us

PHarpo17@aoi.com

PHarpo17{@aol.com To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

. cc:
07/06/2004 01:43 PM Subject: Smoking ban

Bravo to our City Council members for passing this smoking ban! FINALLY the
majority of people can enjoy the freedom that fellow citizens in California,
New York, etc. have enjoyed for years. I'm sure employees of these
establishments will also thank you once they have had a ‘taste’ of a smoke
free work environment and its health benefits. I think they will be surprised
how much better they feel after the ban is put into effect. I applaud your
strength tCo overlook pressure from bar owners as I think, in the long run,
they will find also that this will not effect their businesses as much as they
had thought. Thank vyou for your progresgive/insightful action!!!

Pam Stearley




Joan V Ray To: "Kyle Gibson" <fusion_fission@hotmail.com>
CC:
U7/07/2004 09:38 AM Subject: Re: Thank you for passing the smoking ban![Z)

Dear Mr. Gibson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded o the
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you far your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Kyle Gibson" <fusion_fission@hotmail.com>

"Kyle Gibson” To: <council@ei.lincoln.ne.us>
<fusion_fission@hotm ce: "Colleen Seng" <mayor@cilincolin.ne. us>
ail.com> Subject: Thank you for passing the smoking ban!

07/06/2004 02:18 PM

Dear Members of the Lincoln City Council,

Thanks a million for putting the people of Lincoln first and voting for the smoking ban with its original
wording. The business owners who would rather save a buck than keep their customers alive have made
it clear to us that they have nothing but their own financia! interests in mind.

Gratefully,

Kyle Gibson
fusion fission@hotmail.com




Joan V Ray To: “Julie Amdi-Holiander" <juliehollander@hotmail.com>
. cc: council@cllincoln.ne.us, mayor@ci.lincoin.ne.us
07/07/2004 12:30 PM Subject: Re: Thank you for passing the Smoking Ban!

Dear Ms. Hollander: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue. :

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone; 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincolin.ne.us

"Julie Arndt-Hollander” <juliehollander @ hotmail.com>

“Julie To: council@cllincoln.ne.us, mayor@cilincoln.ne.us
Arndt-Holiander" cal

<juliehollander@hotma  Subject: Thank you for passing the Smoking Ban!
il.com>

07/07/2004 12:04 PM

Attention All Council Members and Mayor Seng:

Thank you so much for passing the Smoking Ban in all public places. T am excited that [ or my
children or other family members will not be forced to sit in a hazardous environment in order to
make a living and support their families or build their careers.

I am not a smoker and 1 have had to sit in a smoking environment to do my job. About 15 years
ago I lived in Denver and worked for the Denver Division of Super Value Stores, Inc.. They are
one of the leading wholesale grocers in the U.S.. It was my first big job out of college and I was
a Buyer Trainee and a Corporate Management Trainee. When I took the job, there was no smoke
in my area, then about a year later they built a new distribution facility and my office moved. I
was near a group of buyers who chain smoked constantly. When I brought my breif case home at
night and opened it up, I swear a puff of smoke rose to the ceiling. I bought an expensive air
cleaner and put it in my office, but that did not really help with the volume of smoke that was
produced and distributed through the air system. I went to the HR Director and he organized a
smoking committee for the division made up of 3-4 smokers and 3-4 non smokers. We had
several meetings, informed others what we were doing - trying to come up with a way so that
both groups were happy. We looked at the research on the issue. The result was that smokers
had to sit in their own office to smoke and have an air cleaner (desk type) running in their office.
Honestly, this did not make much difference in the air quality. After sitting in that air, I had
developed nasal polyps and have had trouble with my sinuses ever since. [ think I stayed at 5.V
. a couple more years and took an internship with IBM while [ worked on my Masters in
Information Systems. [ was glad to get out of that environment.



[ was thankful that the HR director took the time to organize the committee and bring it to
managements attention. Ie did what he could. but without top level direction from management
to provide a non-smoking healthy environment, the compromise did not help much.

My point is, even though you go through the channels to try to get a healthy environment to work
in, often one person or a few persons are only willing to take a stand and the end result does not
get you to the point that a government law will get you. 1 believe we need this law in order to
protect all the non-smokers (which I hear is actually the majority of people). It is the right thing
to do for current and future workers and the health of the people of Lincoln. Thank you for being
s0 progressive!

Thank You So Much For Taking A Stand To Keep The People of Lincoln Healthy!
Julie Hollander

904 Rockhurst Drive

Lincoln, NE 68510

402-489-8335

FREE pop-up blocking with the new MSN Toolbar - getitnow!




Joan V Ray To: "Jennifer M. Wolf-Wubbels® <jenwolfw @bryanigh.org>

ce: council@cilincoln.ne.us
07/07/2004 03:51 PM Subject: Re: smoking ban

Dear Ms. Wolf-Wubbels: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to
the Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

tincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-86533

e-mail; jray@cilincoln.ne.us

"Jennifer M. Wolf-Wubbels" <jenwolfw @ bryanigh.org>

£ -
“Jennifer M. To: council@cilincoln.ne.us ol o
S,
Wolf-Wubbels" cc: G
<jenwolfw@bryanlgh.o  Subject: smoking ban s g
rg>

07/07/2004 03:52 PM

Lincoln City Couyncil,

I just wanted to express my thanks for the council passing the smoking
ban. I am happy to see our leaders looking out for the communities
health and well being! Thanks again and keep up the good work!

Sincerely,
Jennifer Wolf - Wubbels

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any
attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s}
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies

of the original message.



Joan V Ray To: Paul Haith <phaith@alltel.net>

cc: council@ci.linceln.ne.us
07/08/2004 08:47 AM Subject: Re: Smoking Ordinance

Dear Mr. Haith: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax;  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us , _
7
Paul Haith <phaith@alltel.net> %{ 7
9,
. S e, Yy
Paul Haith To: council@ecilincoln.ne.us g ‘

<phaith@alltel.net> ce:
07/07/2004 0640 PM Subject: Smoking Ordinance

Members of the Lincoln City Council:

Thank you Ken for introducing the amendment to change the no smoking
ordinance back to it's original form and to those who supported Ken's
amendment .

I am sure that you all have read where Massachusetts has just passed a
no smcking law for the whole state, the sixth such State Lo do so.
Lincoln is now

in the leadership rcle for Nebraska. Omaha ig considering a similar
ordinance and hopefully the State legislature will have the courage to
follow the leadership

that you have established.

Threats of closing business are idle threats and will not happen because
of a smoking ban. Mavbe because of mis-management, but not for non smoking.

I would hope that the council members whe did not vote for the non
smoking cordinance will have the courage to vote for it 1f necessary in
the future.



DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@iincoin.ne.gov>
interLinc ce:

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: interLinc: Council Feedback

-

07/07/2004 07:19 PM

InterLinc: Clty Council Feedback for
General Council é?

&

é@
TR éf%:
éﬁ Py o,

Name : Derek Zimmerman é

Address: 65327 Sundance Court g%}.“jﬁ‘g

City: Lincoln, NE 68512 @;@g% @g;@:ﬁ,
ﬁ@%%% f

Phone: 402-423-0342

Fax:

Email: zimmyé6697@hotmall.com

Comment or Question:

Dear Council Members

I am writing this email to express my appreciation for passing the swmoking ban
in its current form without the exemptions. I also urge the council to keep
the ban in its current form and not bow in to pressures from certain groups
that may seek to be exempted from the ban., Allowing exemptions makes the bill
discriminatory and will only cause you further irritation down the road
because if cne group is exempted, then evervone feels they should be exempt as
well. Once again, thank you for passing the smoking ban without exempbions.
Derek Zimmerman



Joan V Ray To: “D. Dickerson" <barz1114@neb.rr.com>

ce: .
07/06/2004 09:07 AM Subject: Re: Using health department rules as smoking exemptian@

Dear Mr. Dickerson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for thelr consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Oifice

555 South 10th Street o
Lincoln, NE - 68508 Yy @‘%
Phone: 402-441-6866 L SO
Fax.  402-441-6533 G ~ 8 P
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoin.ne.us @&?30% ée:’{e{
“D. Dickerson" <barz1114@neb.rr.com> G

"D. Dickerson” To: <Councii@ci.Lincoln.ne.us>

<barzt114@neb.rr.com ot

> Subject: Using health department rules as smoking exemption

07/03/2004 05:22 PM

To all council members:
This is a copy of an e-mail | sent to Mr. Camp:
Mr. Camp:

| would like you, as the representative for my district, to consider an ammendment to the smoking ban.
Since the exemption to bars with a beer garden is going to kill my business, Sandy’s, owning a bar with no
possibility of having a beer garden, that you not exempt them. How is it possible to enforce the 25 foot
rute with people smoking in sidewalk cafes and beer gardens, anyway?

Perhaps a better way to handle an exception would be to use the rules set forth by the health
department regarding classes of food handlers permits. If the establishment has to have a full food
handler managers license, then they don't get to allow smoking. No fuss, no cooking of the books, no
problem. You sell food, no smoke. No food, no problem. The lines are already drawn by the health
department. They are official and a matter of public record. No one can argue about how they are
derived.

In the probable chance that the ban does stay, though, we are now drawing up our plans for our
"sidewalk cafe" permit. We have access to a hot dog cart for the food portion, and the seating area we
can capiure on the cormer of 14th and O is huge. | estimate that is will seat about 200. it will extend from
the door between us and Papa Johns, go about 12 feet out fowards the street, then extend about 75 feet
to the north, towards C, wrapping around our front door ke Brothers across the sireet or the Dish, then
head east to the edge of our building.

We do not have a choice about this, either. If | don't act, my business will be hurt so much by the bars
with beer gardens that | have to move out on to the sidwalk or risk laying people off or worse. Flease
don’'t make downiown a series of "smoking cafes”.

Daryl Dickerson

Sandy’s Lounge



Joan V Ray To: dim Johnson <jiohnson@cornhusker.net>

cc:
07/06/2004 09:09 AM Subject: Re: Rescind Smoking Ban[

Dear Mr. Johnson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Sireet

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

Jim Johnson <jjochnson@cornhusker.net>

Jim Johnson To: iwerner@ci.lincoin.ne.us, ksvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

<jjohnson@cornhuske jcamp @cilincoln.ne.us, giriendt@ci.fincoln.ne.us

r.net> ce: pnewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcock@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

07/05/2004 08:27 AM . amc‘roy@ci.lir?coln.ne.us, council@cl.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Rescind Smoking Ban

Council members Camp, Friendt, Svoboda, and Werner:

I urge you to reconsider your vote on the amended version of the smoking ban ordinance
that was passed at your June 28 meeting. '

I understand your thinking; I suspect that if a Council vote were taken on the theoretical
question of whether or not people ought to smoke, you'd get a 7-0 vote (and you'd have my
support).

But a ban on smoking in the workplace, (especially the new version but to some extent also
the previous carefully crafted compromise), does nothing to curtail smoking. I'll grant you that it
punishes blue-collar folks, and it will probably cause some of them to lose jobs in their now
smokefree workplaces, and it will probably drive them out of the bars & restaurants, back to
smoking in their homes (which are typically much less well-ventilated or fireproof than
businesses with designated smoking areas and alert wait staff), back to smoking in front of their
spouses and children. But there are plenty of good nonsmoking venues already; we don't need to
chase smokers out of the remaining places just because we have more votes than they do.

If we want people to stop smoking, let's dedicate more funds to education and smoking
cessation programs, not to punishment that does nothing to address the problem.

The 1ssue of fairness was tossed around during the discussion. True enough, the onty ban
which would be totally fair is no ban at all {and for the record, "no ban" would be my preference
anyway, but I suspect that's not going to happen); but it's bizarre to me that you think a
complaint-based ban could be anywhere near as fair as the permit-based ban which vou turned
down. Permits can be examined to determine whether or not ordinances are being applied fairly,
and they can serve as informal "contracts" to let employees know what's acceptable and what's
not. Complaints, especially anonymous complaints to the so-called hotline that the Health
Department is planning, have neither of these attributes. If I'm running a bar and I decide I can
get more business by having friends call in anonymous complaints about the competing bar next



door, and force the owner to have to prove his or her innocence to the police or Health
Department officials, what's to stop me from doing so? How can my competitor appeal an
anonymous complaint? And who really thinks that the complaints will be fairly distributed
anyway? If the police have to choose between hanging around country clubs ticketing the fat cat
cigar smokers vs hanging around the Zoo Bar ticketing the blue-collar working folks, does
anyone doubt that they'll choose the latter? And do we really want bar employees or workplace
managers to have to check out the bathrooms every ten or fifteen minutes to make sure that no
one is smoking on the sly?

You've made your point, smoking is a bad thing, now do the right thing for the city; move to
reconsider that vote and approve the less strict, more sensible, smoking ban. (Or drop the ban
completely and show the business owners that you trust them to do what's in the best interests of
their customers, whatever.)

A few weeks ago some of you voted to allow liquor sales before noon on July 4th; I don't
think any of you were suggesting that people ought to spend their Sunday mornings drinking
beer, but on that particular issue you balanced your theoretical beliefs about whether people
ought to get drunk on Sunday with your pragmatic beliefs about whether they would go out to the
surrounding towns and get their Sunday morning alcohol, and vou came down on the side of
pragmatism. I'm asking you to do that again now, on the smoking issue.

Thanks in advance!

Jim Johnson

1261 Berkshire Ct #36
Lincoln NE 68505

(402) 466-0690
jjohnson{@cornhusker.net



Joan V Ray To: Tobias Tempelmeyer <stockpicker2222 @ yahoo.com>

faten
07/06/2004 09:12 AM Subject: Re: Smoking Banjit

Dear Mr. Tempelmeyer Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to
the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866 4

Fax:  402-441-6533 v S

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us W'Mf:' . %

Tobias Tempelmeyer <stockpicker2222@ yahoo.com: i"*?g, "’:
ot ¢,
f%wg;? L

Tobias Tempelmeyer To: councif@ci.lincoln.ne.us
<stockpicker2222@yah ec:

oo.com> Subject: Smoking Ban
07/06/2004 08:31 AM

Let me start off by saying that I am not a smoker, but [ believe that the Lincoln City Council
went to far in its smoking ban. While I do not like to smoke or to be around others that are
smoking, they have a right to smoke since it is a legal activity.

I believe that a better alternative to the smoking ban would be to require businesses to decide to
be either be smoke free or to allow smoking. Then business should be required to advertise on
the outside of their buildings if they allow smoking are not. This would allow me, as a
consumer, to decide for myself if I wish to patron a business that allows smoking. This
alternative will allow the market place to decide if smoking should be allowed.

Business owners should be allowed to decide which LEGAL activies occur within their
buisness. [ know the arguement on the otherside is that second hand smoke harms others, but
what about drinking or noise. Drinking by others causes serious harm to others, should
businesses be forced to ban drinking in their establishments? Some places have live music or
music being played over their sound system. If this music is to loud it can cause hearing damage,
should businesses be forced to ban loud noise in their establishments?

T 1
1

obias Tempehneyer

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - You care about security. So do we.



Joan V Ray To: "MFrauen” <mfrauen@secmut.com>
. cc. <council@cilincoln.ne.ws>, <campicn@acl.com>,
47/07/2604 09:35 AM <amcroy@cilincoln.ne.us>, <pnewman@cilincoln.ne.us>,
<gfriendt@cilincoln.ne.us>, <twerner@eciiincoln.ne.us>,
<jcook{@cilincoin.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@gcilincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Re: Lincoln's Smoking Ban

Dear Ms. Frauen: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail. jray@cilincoln.ne.us

"MFrauen" <mfrauen@secmut.com>

"MFrauen” To: =council@ci.linceln.ne.us>, <campjon@acl.com=,
<mfrauen@secmut.co <amcroy@cilincoln.ne.us>, <pnewmangcitincoln.ne.us>,
m> <gfriendt@cilincoin.ne.us>, <twerner@cilincoln.ne.us>,

. <jcock@cilincoln.ne.us>, <ksvoboda@cilincoln.ne.us>
07/06/2004 01:12 PM -

Subject: Lincoln's Smoking Ban

I just wanted to register a complaint with each and every one of you about the
way you have handled the smoking ban. I hope that none of vou really wants to
remain a ¢lty councilperson, because I have not spoken to a single person vet
who 1s not outraged by your "under the radar® tactics.

I think that the first plan that was finally settled upcn was fair to
everyone. 1t would have maintained venues for smokers and non-smokers alike to
get out and patronize our local businesses.

Changing the law without notice, without a public hearing and without a bit of
concern for what your constituents might want was simply an abuse of power. I
hope that each of you loses any future campaign for public office.

Maryvlou Frauen
2812 R Street
Lincoln, NE 68503
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Joan V Ray To:; <dvanwinkle@neb.rr.com>

cC!
07/07/2004 09:43 AM Subject: Re: smoking regiz]

Dear Mr. Van Winkle: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoin, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-8533

e-mail. jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

“David Van Winkie" <dvanwinkie@neb.rr.com> ”5?@@;5.
@s{;"fip" %
Loy 5,
"David Van Winklg" To: <jray@lincoln.ne.gov> {’?f}‘fﬂ? a;%}?ﬁ :
<dvanwinkle@neb.rr.c oy Oy i, §
om> Subject: smoking reg ’%:'@ o
07/06/2004 05:34 PM
Please respond to
dvanwinkle

Dear Councit Members,

As a citizen on Lincoln, | urge you to reconsider your decision to pass the Smoking Regulation Act. This
kind of “blanket” ban is discriminative and a violation of smoker’s {everyone’'s) rights, Furthermore, this
kind of legisiation sets precedence for similar regulation of the people’s rights. Why don’t you pass a law
that regulates the use of vehicles with diesel engines within the city limits? Far more toxicity is exuded
from such vehicles than all smokers combined. Even if they are running outdoors, we have no choice but
to breathe in their toxic stench every day. Every day | have to follow a seemingly ordinary person fike
myself who for some reason needs a diesel pickup truck, and every day [ have to roll up my windows and
turn off my vents to keep the fumes from my lungs (which does no good anyway, since | succeed only in
trapping the offensive stuff in the passenger compartment!). You won't ever regulate this, because vou
can find no moral grounds to do so (other than the destruction of the environment, but Lincoln couldnt
possibly give two hoots about that righi?)! Not that morals should dictate law in the first place!

t do agree that non-smokers also have rights, but by enforcing businesses to designate “smoking areas”,
non-smoker's rights are being duly addressed. If a business’s clientele are vocal enough about their
disapproval of the allowance of smoking within that business’s domain, then it should be the business’s
decision ALONE to ban smoking within their premises. Government regulations of such matiers assume
that we are all too stupid to make decisions for ourselves, and “big brother” needs to step in o assert their
dictatorial rulings to protect their "helpless” subjects. As a free human being, it is MY decision whether |
choose {o voice my complaints or not and MY decision to frequent an establishment or not. if fam a
smoker or a non-smoker and a bar or restaurant does or doesn't allow smoking, then | can decide
whether or not to stay or go someplace else. Why should any of you decide this for me? | am not a child,
and neither are any of the registered voters in this or any other American city.



Though | believe my efforts to be in vain, and my request fruitless, | still implore you to reply with some
sort of acceptable justification for your decision that takes my preceding arguments into account. Please
forward this to your fellow council members and their staff.

Thank You,

David H. Van Winkle



Joan V Ray To: "Sherry Minnig" <sminnig@neb.rr.com>
ce:

07/07/2004 09:43 AM g viact: Re: SMOKING BANE]

Dear Ms. Minnig: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarcied to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
JoanV, Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Linceln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-8533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Sherry Minnig" <sminnig@neb.rr.com>

G,
"Sherry Minnig"® To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us> @%@g’%
<sminnig@neb.rr.com ce:
> Subject: SMOKING BAN

07/06/2004 06:46 PM

As council members vou are supposed to represent the people, all the people, not just the ones you think are
better. I smoker's can't smoke anywhere, they shouldn'’t have to pay cigarette taxes, and you can't build all
the things that have been build with cigaretie taxes.

You are deciding for everyone that smoking is bad, what kind of dog you own is bad, what kind of car you
drive, is bad. Where does it stop? This is a freedom of choice issue, pot 2 smoking issue. Smoker's gave non
smokers the right te have a place in the restaurants but where is the choice for the owner's of the bar, or
restaurant? Where is the smoker's choice?

I think you are over stepping your bounds with this kind of legislation. What kind of communists are you
anyway? And this is communism! I want my freedom of choice back!

Sherry Minnig



Joan V Ray To: "Jason Gove" <jason_gove@hotmail.com>

. cc: council@cilincoln.ne.us
07/07/2004 08:44 AM Subject: Re: smoking han

Dear Mr, Gove: Your message has been received in the Councit Office and wiii be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533 P
e-mail: jray@ecilincoln.ne.us j@ @’j@
"Jason Gove" <jason_gove @hotmail.com> Lo L
fah ;:39
Q;ﬂig}‘i/f}p é}?g
“Jason Gove"” To: councii@cilincoln.ne.us (e
<jason_gove@hotmail. cer
com> Subject: smoking ban

07/06/2004 07:56 PM

T am upset by the City Council's vote on Monday (without a public

hearing) to ban gmoking, contact these City Council members and let them
know

vour thoughts. If encugh people complain in the next two weeks, this can be
brought to a vote again - with a public hearing.

FREE pop-up blocking with the new MSN Toolbar - get it now!
http://toclbar.msn.click-url.com/ge/onm00200415ave/direct/01/



DO NOT REPLY fto this- To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
interLinc ce!
<none@lincein.ne.gov  Subject: interLinc: Council Feedback

>

G7/07/2004 07:38 PM

Interline: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : Carla Sguitieri “E

address: 2301 Liberty Bell Lane G Yo,

city: Lincoln, NE 68521 Tye, "’45%%;
@&? éfﬁ?&& 3‘{

Phone : G

Fax:

Email: whieeping@earthlink.net

Comment or Quesgtion:
Dear City Council Members:

I am a smoker. My husband is non-smcker and has never smoked. He is as
furious ag I am with the direction that the Council has taken when this was
not even being publicly discussed. I feel that you are going far beyond your
boundaries with this topic.

We both fully agree with the restaurant side of the argument.

Children under the age of 18 should not be allowed in bars. As taxpaying
citizens, we should have the right to decide to choose. There are plenty of
places that people can meet that are non-smcking. We fully understand the
conseguences our decisions and fully accept responsibilities for our
decisions.

Why is it that you can mandate what is appropriate for us?
What happened to the petitions that were previously signed?
Why can’'t we put this to a vote of the pecple?

The pecple should decide.

Have you even thought about how many will be laid off due to places closing
up?

Is the government (TAXPAYERS) going to take care of these folks that were
displaced?

After all, we have gent our Military to find for freedoms of others, yet we
have our government trying to take more of our freedoms away every day.
FREEDOM is to choose.

Sincerely,
Carla Sguitieri



Joan V Ray To: "Teri Boberts™ <arcdirector @ alltel.net>
cc: <ksvoboda@cilincoin.ne.us>, <twerner@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
07/62/2004 04:07 PM <gfriendt@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <pnewman @ci.lincoln.ne.us:>,
<amcroy@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <jcamp@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
<jcook @ci.lincoin.ne.us>, <council@ci.lincoln.na.us>,
<mayor@cilincoln.ne.us>
Subject: Re: The Arc of Lincoln/Lancaster County

Dear Ms. Roberts: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508 RECEV:,

Phone: 402-441-6866 . -

Fax.  402-441-6533 JUL 02 2004

e-mail; jray@ci.lincoin.ne.us CITY Guwsion,

"Teri Roberts" <arcdirector @ alltel.net> oFFICE
"Teri Roberis” To: <ksvoboda@cilincoln.ne.us>, <twemer@ci.lincoln.ne.us:,
<arcdirector@alitel.net <gfriendt@ci lincoln.ne.us>, <pnewman @ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
> <amcroy@cilincoln.ne.us>, <jcamp@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
07/02/2004 03:39 PM <jcook @ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <council@cllincoin.ne.us>

cc: <mayor@ci.lincoin.ne.us> )
Subject: The Arc of Lincoln/Lancasier County

Dear Council Members,

I want to take a moment to clarify an issue for you that was misrepresentad
on the news last night and this morning by the owner of Critters Bar. This
is the bar that is emitting second hand smoke peollution into the Arc of
Lincoln/Lancaster County’s office. During the broadcast she had stated that
she had just recently received a 51200.00 bill for a ventilation fan that
was reguired by the Health Department. I want to inform vou that the fan
installation was & part of a recommendation made in November 2001 as a
remedy to the second hand tobacco smoke pollution being emitted by Critters
Bar into our office on a dally basis. This installation did not "djust® occcur
and it was not a reqguirement of the Lincoln/Lancaster County Health
Department and it was not in response to the smoking ban or the vote on
Monday .

when the Arc took occupancy of this office space in September 2001, I
contacted Mike Holmguist, Envircnmental Health Specialist III, at
Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department, requesting that he conduct a
site wisit with regard te the smoke issue here. Mr. Helmguist and cur
landlord, G&C Investments, thoroughly investigated the daily health hazard
present in our office. At that time Mr. Holmquist indicated that there were
three main factors contributing to the transport of ETS from Critters Bar
intec the Arc office: a gap along the top of the fire wall separating our two
spaces, the lack of a dedicated fresh air supply to the HVAC system of the
Arc office and Critters Rar, and the lack of a 24 hour exhaust system in
Critters Bar. G&C Investments instructed the owner of Critters Bar to make
these necessary changes as a resolution Lo the ongoing problems and also as
a condition cf the lease agreement for the gpace occupied by the bar.

The owner of Critters did eventually install an exhaust fan. However she did



not carry out the other two recommendations made by Mr. Holmguist and
required as a condition of the lease agreement by G&C Investments. As the
situation continued and worsened in our office, I again contacted Mr.
Holmguist and cur landlord and reguested another site wvisit. They
established during this second visit in April 2004 that Critters Bar was not
running the exhaust fan 24 hours a day as instructed during the initial
vigit, the gap on the top of the wall remained copen and no dedicated fresh
air supply had been installed.

Our landlord has since made the arrangements for the dedicated fresh air
supply to be installed and notified the owner of Critters RBary that the cost
of this unit ($522.26}, along with running their fan 24 hours a day and
closing the gap along the top of the wall is all their responsibility to
resolve the transport of secondhand smoke pollution into cur office AND to
meet the conditions of the lease agreement for the space cccuplied by the
bar.

I wanted to furnish vou with the facts of this issue rather than vou
believing that this is anvthing other than a compliance issue between a
landleord and tenant. This did not occur because of, or in response to, the
smoking ban or the vote on Monday.

Sincerely,

Teri Roberts

Executive Director

The Arc of Lincoin/Lancaster County

1101 Arapahoe Street, Suite 5

Lingcoln, NE 68502

421-8866
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Version: 6.0.708 / Virus Databage: 464 - Release Date: 06/18/2004



BO NOTREPLY tothis- To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
intertine cc:

<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

>

07/03/2004 03:17 PM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for % éﬁ

General Council Q%ﬂ 5%? v
' ’ %Y, "<

Name : Elizabeth Volkmer Uty Gy

Address: 3818 C Street o

City: Lincoln, NE 68510

Phone:

Fax:

Email: Jedilizeid7?.com

Comment or Question:

I was wondering if Lincoln could start a strict enforcement of NO FIREWORKS
BEFORE the 4th of July. And only allowing them ON the 4th of July {unliess its
done profesgsgionally). I have been hearing fireworks going off BEFORE the
start of July- by Mid June it always seems that there are fireworks being shot
off. :

I think a strict time limit of no fireworks from 12:00 Midnight tc 7:00 AM
would also be a good idea. Some people have no respect for elderly or people
with small children who have their babies or toddlers awcken because people
are shooting fireworks off at 12:30 midnight or even later.

Also, 1t seems that every vear, somecne manages to sneak illegal fireworks
into cur city and nothing is done about it. There are always numerous
complaints to the police, but nothing else is done.

If Lincoln plans to do something, they better do it now.



Joan V Ray To: "D. Dickerson” <barz1114@neb.rr.com>

. cc: <Council@ci.Lincoln.ne.us>
07/06/2004 05:08 AM Subject: Re: sidewalk cafe permit

Dear Mr. Dickerson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded fo the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoin, NE - 68508

Phaone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

"D. Dickerson" <barz1114@neb.rr.com>

"D. Dickerson™ To: <Council@ei.Lincoln.ne.us>
<barztt14@neb.rr.com ce:
> Subject: sidewalk cafe permit

07/04/2004 02:23 PM

To all council members:
This is a copy of another e-mail | sent to Mr. Camp:
Mr Camp.

It would appear that the very wording that is said to be unenforceable for differentiation when it comes
to allowing smoking or not in bars v restaraunts is being used in the sidewalk cafe permit ordinance. | feel
very confident that the food percentage language would not stand up fo a legal challenge, just as the
anti-smoking lobby has said in their fight.

In light of the way this smoking battle has gone, | will definitely have to fake my chances and press
forward with the sidewalk seating when the smoking ban commences.

Daryl Dickerson




Community Healin L Endoewment of Lincela

Jduly 1, 2004

FECEn,
Coleen Seng, Mayor i 9o,
City of Lincoln .y Yo gg§;§
555 So. 10" Street @gﬁw@g
Lincoln, NE 68510 e

Dear Mayor Seng:

The purpose of this letter is to remind you that the three-year terms of the following members of
the Board of Trustees of the Community Health Endowment (CHE) wili expire on August 31,
2004,

Name Current Position

Michael J. Tavhin Treasurer: Chair, Finance/Investment Committee
Molvina Carter Chair, Funding Committee

Michelle Petersen, M.D. Member, Administration Committee; Past President
Carol Ot Schacht Chair, Administration Committee

Mr. Taviin, Ms. Carter, and Dr. Petersen have completed two, three-year terms, the maximum
allowed by city ordinance. Ms. Ctt Schacht, who has completed one, three-year term, is eligible
{0 be re-appointed, at your discretion and with City Council confirmation, to serve an additional
three-year term. For your information, Ms. Ott Schacht has indicated to me that she would be
pleased to accept a mayoral appointment to serve an additional, three-year lerm.

We respectfully request that new appointments to the CHE Board of Trustees be made by
August 15, 2004. To assist you in the selection process, | have asked the CHE Trustees to
provide me with recommendations for potential Trustee appointments. | would be pleased to
provide you with this information at your request.

If t can be of any other assistance 1o you or your staff in the appointment process, please do not
hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your attention to this matter and for your commitment to
CHE.

tam momorm b

Lor Vriiska Seibel
Executive Director

(ofo Board of Trustees
Members of the City Councll
Dana Roper, City Attorney

PO . Box 51309 Lincain, NE 653501 www.CHELincoln. org T 4062.336.35%6 Fox 402.436.47728

A MUKICIFAL FUND DF THE CITY GF 13NCGLN



Mr. Werner,

Thank you for making
all worksites in Lincoln
smoke-free and for
protecting the health

of everyone in Lincoln!
Roberta Clausen

Roberta Clausen

1925 SW 22" Street

Lincoln, NE 68522
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RECEVED
Terry Werner o
Lincoln City Council UL 06 2004
555 8. 10™ Street - SITY COUNCHL
Lincoln, NE 68506 OFFICE.
Councilman Werner:

T am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you voted to
approve Monday night.

You have bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln and you
did so in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. You have not addressed the issues
fairly and in good faith, but have slipped in an ordinance with no public debate, {except
for what you allowed the Health Department). Both sides of an issue must be allowed ina
government decision!

You have failed to address the issue of break rooms, smoking rooms and have allowed
some businesses to profit from your ordinance. If you truly believe that this is a health
issue, then is the health of a maid less important to you for some reason? What message
do you send with that exclusion? :

You have failed many Lincoln small businesses and tread on the liberties of Lincoln
residents. Liberty is the “right to choose”. And, finally you have failed to address the fact
that smoking is legal.

The State of Nebraska could choose to address this issue and in making this a City, (not
even County) you have put many at a great disadvantage.

My vote (along with many others) will be against you in the next election.




Christine & Walt Bleich
1062 “Y™ St
Lincoln, NE 68508

Councilperson Terry Werner RECEvED

Lincoln City Council —

555 S. 107 St. JUL 06 2004

Lincoln, NE 68508 GITY COUNGIL,
OFFicE

Dear Terry,

We wounld like to express our deepest appreciation to you for all you have done to
make Lincoln smoke free. We know that you have taken a lot of flack and criticism for
your stand to protect Lincoln’s citizens, especially our children. Such courage is-quite
rare these days when most politicians try to placate all sides of an issue. Seeing an
elected official like you standing by their convictions is quite refreshing.

We sincerely hope that this miraculous turn of events is not sabotaged and that the
ban is not again watered-down to the point of being meaningless. We have a hard time
understanding the Jogic of restaurant and bar owners who assume that their business will
suffer under the ban. When seven out of every ten Lincolnites are non-smokers many of
whom, like Christine and myself do not enter smoking establishments, how can serving
thirty-percent of your customers at the expense of the other seventy-percent be a good '
business decision. Anecdotal accounts of lost business elsewhere are completely
contradicted by the validity of the many studies, which have shown no adverse economic
effects.

The positives of a smoking ban are indeed many, but we feel one of the most
important aspects of the ban, will be the message that this sends to our young people.
Allowing smoking in public places is sending contradictory messages and has
undermined our attempts to keep our children from choosing to use tobacco products.

It’s funny, in polis, about 90% of smokers have said they would like to quit, with that in
mind the ban far from being an attack on these people’s rights, is more of an assist in _Jb#
helping them become what they truly want to be, smoke-free. A

y-9

%

Sincerely, P
w4 Aot

Walt & Christine Bleich
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July 1, 2004

Members of Lincoln City Council
575 So. 10™ Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

RE:  “07” Street Revitalization Plan in Conjunction with Antelope Valley Project
Dear Council Members:

This letter is written on behalf of the Block 23 Business Owners’ Association. We
represent T. O. Haas, LL.C, one of the members of the Block 23 Business Owners’ Association.
T. O. Haas, LLC operates a retail tire and service center at 2400 “O” Street in Lincoln. For
several months, T. O. Haas, LLC has been in discussions with Marc Wullschleger and others
representing the Department of Urban Development concerning the proposed inclusion of the
block bordered by *“O” and “P” Streets and 24™ and 25™ Streets (Block 23) in the redevelopment
plan which is proposed for the area to the East and North of the Antelope Valley Project.

T. O. Haas, LLC became aware of the proposed redevelopment plan somewhat by
accident, and has been concerned ever since. As you may or may not be aware, T. Q. Haas, LLC
has already expended a considerable sum of money, labor and time in doing renovation to the 2™
floor of the tire store and service center at 247 & “O” Street. F urther, T. O. Haas, LLC has been
planning for some time to renovate the exterior and make additions to the building and other
improvements for the location. Additionally, other property owners on Block 23 have recently
made considerable expenditures to renovate their buildings. All are concerned with the issues
discussed in this letter.

While Urban Development has indicated hy email that it will be some time before any
development plans would be undertaken for this block, there has been no indication that the
block will be removed from the proposed redevelopment plan. In other words, Block 23 is in the
current plan which indicates that the City would condemn the tire store and other businesses, and
through one or more developers, provide for new residential housing with some ground floor
service retail in this block. It appears from the proposed plan that T. O. Haas, LLC would be
unable to maintain its retail tire store at this location. Again, while assurances have been made

that this would be a long way in the future, the plan still includes this block.

134 Scuth 13th St, Suite 800 Lincoin, NE 88508 PO, Box 81607, Linceoln, NE 63501-1807
P 402.438.2500 - F 402.4238. 6329 - W demarsgergon.cem



Members of Lincoln City Council
July 1, 2004
Page 2 of 2

My client and the other Block 23 business owners are unsure of how to proceed at this
stage. Any further investment in their properties at this time may be unwise knowing that
sometime in the near or distant future eminent domain may make such an investment at the least
foolish. At the best, it would require the city to pay a great deal more for this property than it
would be required to pay without such renovations.

There are other Block 23 landowners who have even more concerns. For instance, the
- owner of the property at the Southeast corner of 24™ & “P” Street is unable to rent his building
due to the shadow of eminent domain. The possibility of eminent domain chills opportunities
for leasing or selling this property. It makes it nearly impossible to finance any improvements.

It seems unlikely that the city would not desire current owners to improve their property
or make any investments for the next 20 years, assuming that is the time-line for ultimate
redevelopment. In addition, it is unfeasible for any of the current owners of businesses on this
block to move their businesses to other locations due to the cost of moving and the probable
depressed land value which would occur in the event of a desire to sell caused by the inclusion in
the redevelopment plan '

The only recourse the owners now have is to request that the block be removed from the
proposed redevelopment plan, thus removing the shadow of eminent domain. This remedy
seems only fair since the possible redevelopment of this block is years, if not decades away.

We would like to meet with you to discuss these issues.
Very truly yours,

Y AN

William E. Olson
For the Block 23 Business Owners Association
And T. O. Haas, LLC

WEO:sks



“Carol B"” To: RHoskins@ch.lincoln.ne.us
<carolserv@hotmail.co cc: PNewman@ecilincoln.ne.us, AHarrell@ci lincoin.ne.us,
m> aabboti@cilincoln.ne.us, HKroos@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

: SOpfer@ci.kncoln.ne.us
07/08/2004 04:00 PM Subject: Re: sidewatks

Randy,

Thank You for replvying. Although you think the areas that I pointed out to
yvou may be functional and better than the old very broken sidewalks, will
they last over the time we expect cur sidewalks to last...especially if they
are already breaking down. Shouldn't the contractor be held to replacing the
sidewalks, 1f they don't last a certain amount of vears. I did not see a
standard of how many years or menths you expect these sidewalks to last. We
think we have a problem with gidewalk repairs now, what about 5 vears down
the road? I ask vou to lock at the sidewalks outside of your home, compare
them to areas that have recently been done....is this all we can expect of
our tax dollars? Is this how you feel about the roads that are going to have
to be replaced in residential neighborhoods? It makes it sound like we
should have less guality standards for the older neighborhoods when it comes
to replacement. Should we have to settle for less....Hummm.

When I was referring to the crookedness of the sidewalks on 49th and
Huntington it was between the sidewalk sections, that I was referring to.
Nothing that Mr. Groat did to put a finish on his sidewalk made the
sidewalks look bad. It is evident without a t-sguare that the lines were not
straight but I wanted to measure the curve. Hven in ¢ity standerds you talk
about having straight lines. 5o just what standards are we using? Are the
standards the same for old neighborhoods different from new neighborhoods,
because I have not seen any new construction sidewalks locking like this.
Again I expect good guality work, that will last, out of my tax dollars. Is
rthat toc much to ask?

Now I do have a suggesticn for these ramps with or without dome. Scwme ramps
have a built in seam on the wings of the ramp. So vyou don't have to travel
far for an example there is one on the Northeast corner of the City Co
building. This technigue seems to alleviate the cracking that occurs on
these wings, on the sidewalk ramps that I have observed. Maybe this should
be 'standard' sc these wings don't crack coff like they are deoing. What
evidence do you use to make the assumption that large trucks have caused the
cracking of these ramps so I can use that same criteria when T cbhserve more
of these ramps? If that is a fact then we need different standards like the
sectioning of the wings that I have mentioned above g0 we get more life out
of our sidewalk ramps.

You stated the department has spent 'about $140,000 for design and
inspection of these projects through July 2' I beg yvour pardon but what
design is involved in these sidewalks?

I still have a few questions that you did not address and a few added
gquestions:

What is the expectation of longevity for our sidewalks?

How many and who are the contractors working with the city to fulfill ocur
gquota of sidewalk repair?

Is there a guarantee on the life of the concrete etc.

Is the concrete good quality? How do we know it is good guality concrete?
How many sidewalk inspectors do we have specifically for sidewalks?

Thank vyou,
Carol Brown



>From: RHoskins@ci.lincoln.ne.us

»>To: "Carol B" <carolservehotmalil.coms

sCC: PNewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us, AHarrell@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
saabbott@ci.linceln.ne.us, HEroos@ci.lincoln.ne.usg, SOpfere@ci.lincoln.ne.us
>Subject: Re: sidewalks

>Date: Tue, 6 Jul 2004 11:00:54 -0B0O

>

>

>0Our inspectors have been out and locked at the list that vyou provided, and
>I went out and looked at a number of the leocations myself. Was it the best
>locking work I'd ever seen? No. Was it functional and a vast Lmprovement
>over what was there before and did it meet specs? I would say yes.

=

>We also tock a look at the cracked ramps. There is unfortunately nothing
>to suggest that the cracks had anything to do with workmanship or
»>situations that the contractor could contrel. The evidence suggests that
>the ramps were run over by large vehicles, causing the cracking. As a
>result, the contractor has no responsibility to repair or replace those
sramps. We will be asking the contractor to seal the cracksg in those ramps
>in an effort to prevent problemg that might result in the cracks widening.
>We will keep an eye on the Hartley ramp you noted to see 1if it does
>continue to subside after the crack is sealed. Some of the ramps you ncted
sare older ramps {(without domes} that we would have no recourse on even 1if
>they were the fault of the contractors.

>

>The worst looking sidewalk 1 saw was due to the work Groat did in front of
>hig housge. In his attempits to edge it, he did not keep straight lines, so
>the edge of the sidewalk looks crooked through there, as you noted. This
>ig certainly not the contractor's fault. As to the joints not being
=square, the only one of note I saw was where Groat's driveway goes at a
>skew to the sidewalk. 1In that case, the joint line followed the edge of
>the driveway, as it should have. I would suggest that if one has to get
sout a T-sguare to find a deflection of less than 2 degrees, that is
»definitely within acceptable standards.

=l

>You mentioned that at 1210 Benton it "looks as though the concrete was
>smeared on®. There 1is a little new concrete that ended up con the old
sconcrete.  You can tell that by the color differences, though it is flat
>and poses no problems. The only cother problem I could see at that location
>was that a cat walked through the wet concrete. The finishers tried to
>smooth out the first couple of paw prints, but the concrete had already set
>up too much, maybe that is what you were referring to as the smeared on
sportion. The rest of the paw prints were just left in place, as they are
>fairly light and do not impact the sidewalk other than its appearance.

>

*You can find the information you asked about regarding ocur specs at
shttp://www.cl.lincoln.ne.us/city/pworks/engine/spx/cho7.htm. The standard
>plans can be found at

shttp://www.ci.lincoln.ne. us/city/pworks/engine/spx/estdplans. htm. We have
>let contracts in excess of our million dollars alloctted this year. This
>was accomplished by using a multi-year contract on the last contract let,
sexpecting to finish constructing and paying off the contract with the
>zidewalk money next year. In locking through the project budgets, it
>appears we have spent about $140,000 for design and insgpection of these
sprojects through July 2. That amount may not have been totally out of this
syear's budget, but rather that is the entire amocunt spent on the projects
>to-date.

>

>We've passed along your list of "good" locations to the contractor in hopes
>that he will centinue that type of work at other locations under contract.



>

»Randy Hoskins, P.E.
»>City Traffic Engineer
>City of Lincoln, NE

=3

carolserv@hotmail .com
From : Carol B <carolserv@hotmail.com>
Sent : Wednesday, June 16, 2004 3:10 AM
To : aabbott@ci.lincoln.ne.us, RHeskins@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject : sidewalks
Alan and Randy,

Foergive me for not replying to you sooner....l do have a 1life and do not,
spite what you might think, make it my life’s mission to monitor the
sidewalks of Lincoln. Having said that though and having walked the
Huntington/Walker and 4%th to 5ist street area today for the fifth time,
during a break at Weslevan registration, I will respond to your messages.

You are prokably right. My expectations and the expectationg of those that
put in the sidewalks, at the locations that I will list, do not match. I
expect straight lines between the sections of sidewalks and smooth (not
broken off} edges to my sidewalks. I expect no quarter size holes between
the sidewalk sections either. To me it is a matter of pride, training and
attitude in workmanship and pride in preserving our existing community. Many
cf the older porticns of sidewalk are 20-30 or 40 vears old. They have
lasted that long because they were done with skill, knowledge of the correct
methods of laying sidewalk and without shortcuts. I really have my doubts
that we will get the longevity out of the sidewalks we are putting in today
egp. when we are seeing deterioration, cracking and crumbling of sidewalks
that have only been in place for short pericds of time. We will be in the
game financial fix with our sidewalks in 2-3 to 4 vyears if they are not
installed properly.

Randy vou stated that you get what you pay for. If my husband and I do a
ring sizing for 20 dollars and another jewelry store does the same ring
sizing for 60 dollars don’'t those customers deserve a job well done in both
circumstancesg? Shouldn't they expect top guality workmanship no matter what
the cost? I tell you we would not be in business anyvmore 1f we only did half
the work or did not take pride in guality. Maybe it is time we start
eliminating the companies that don’t do quality work. There are many hungry
concrete workers out there.

I have a few wondering guestions I hope you can answer,

What are the standards and expectations of the companies that lay the
sidewalks for our city? Could I get a copy of those standards?

Are inspections required for all of the sidewalks put in?

What is the expectation of longevity for our sidewalks?

How many contractors are working with the city to fulfill our quota of
sidewalk repair? ‘

Are there any funds remaining from our million that we put toward the
sidewalk repair program and how much has been used on soft costs?

Is there a guarantee on the life of the concrete etc.

Is the concrete good quality?

Now here is a list of just some sidewalks 1 have noticed in areas that I
freguent.

4935 and Huntington (yes in front of Mr.Greoat’s home) the sidewalks are
crude looking at best, with quarter size holes in-between the sections that
were marked with something that was obviously warped. I took a t-sguare to



the sections and they are ¥ to 1 % off sguare. It makes you dizzy to walk
the sidewalk if vou are locking down. The edges also are not smooth by any
means. It looks sloppy. This same method continues around the corner south
ontc 49th st.

I walked up to Walker and 51st and the ramp with dome 1s cracked. (NE corner)
F would like to know when the ramp at 51st and Huntington (east side} was
put in for it does not look very old and it is cracked intoc 5 pieces.

46th and ¢ st a ramp is cracked

48th and R a ramp with dome is cracked

4l1lst and Adamg ramp 1s cracked

4th and W.Flecther ramp is cracked

Portia and Manatt ramp is cracked

1649 Hartley ramp with dome is cracked. The resident of this home came over
and talked to me and he and his neighbors are nct happy campers. They have
called several timeg to the city Lo report this ramp and someone told them
gseveral times they would send someone out and it has not been looked at. It
is more than cracked it is separating rapidly. I suggest you talk with this
resident to help him understand how government works.

NW Gary and W Beal Intersection and sidewalk con the north side has very
crude logking surface looks very sloppy.

1210 Benton locks as though the concrete was smeared on you will just have
go look at this one.

These are just ones that I have driven by recently that I took the time to
write down. It is very distressing when you can tell by the white appearance
that they have been done very recently.

Now I will alsc tell you of some sidewalks that leok very nice that have
been put in around areas that I frequent.

Paxton st in my neighborhood

NW 7th and W Beal

NW 1st and Superioxr

N 10th and Bentcn

N 13th and Benton

Also at the MRT this last Thursday it was brought up that we still do not
have anyone responding back to us when we submit sidewalks for repair. We
are hoping that someone is recording that we are reporting these for repair
it would be nice to have an email back saying that you have received the
mesgsage. That way we don’t have to worry if it is flcocati g out there
somewhere in cyberland.

T will take this opportunity to report some very bad sidewalks, that have
not been repaired, I have walked recently.

3810 N 17th

1411 Atlas

1241 Irving

611, 631, 409, 423 West Beal

1845 Fairfield

6200 NW 5th

4521, 4401, 4225, 4100 N 10th

I am sorry if I make your life miserable but I care too much about my city
and the hard earned tax dollars that go intc maintenance of our fair city to
stand by and watch when I think this is COST SAVINGS and EFFICIENCES just
like we addressed in the reoads situation.

Carcl Brown

From: aabbott@ci.lincoln.ne.us
To: "Carol B" <carolserv@hotmail.com>



CC: aabbott@ci.lincoln.ne.us, counciléci.lincoln.ne.us,
Mayor@ci.linceln.ne.us, RHoskinsgs®ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Re: sidewalks

Date: Thu, 10 Jun 2004 08:51:29 -0500

What are you talking about? waht sidewalks do not meet yvour expectations.
We do not let contracts to do shoddy work. If there is a problem let me
know where it is and I will look into it. I do not appreciate the
innuendo that PW&U does not care about the gquality of a product.

"Carol B"
<carclgerv@hotmai To:
aabbott@ci.lincoln.ne.us, councileci.lincoln.ne.us, Mayor@ci.lincoln.ne. us,
1.com> RHoskins®ci.lincoln.ne.us
olok’
06/09/2004 10:50 Subject: sidewalks
PM

I am very disappeointed that our new sidewalk repairs are not up to a
standard that we would expect them to be. We have worked too hard to find
funds for replacing our cur broken sidewalks I would not like to see those
funds sguandered on shoddy workmanship. What would be the problem of
bidding

out the sidewalks to those that take pride in guality not guantity.

Carol Brown

From: RHoskins@ci.lincoln.ne.us
To: "Carol B" «<carolservéhotmail.com>
Subject: Re: sidewalks
Date: Thu, 10 Jun 2004 12:50:20 -0500

Could you please give me specific examples of locations where vou've seen
sidewalk repairs that are not up to standards or where this shoddy
workmanship is? I will have our sidewalk inspectors te take ancther look
at those locations. I can tell vou I am aware of instances where we've had
standards not met or shoddy workmanship and we have reguired the
contractors to remove new sidewalk and repour it.

The problem in bidding cut the sidewalks to those that take pride in their
work is that we are limited by State law to take the low bidder. Just as
all houses are required to meet building codes, some arve better built than
others. The difference between the two houses is typically reflected in
the prices paid for them, with the nicer one coming at a premium.

Therein lies the cateh. We could upgrade our standards for finishing
sidewalks, but it would cost more. The higher price for those sidewalks
would reguire that we either need even more money to catch up on zidewalk
repairs, or we would have to again spread them out over a longer time
pericd. Under the current scenario, new sidewalks are constructed of
proper materials to the proper thickness and smoothness, taking care of the
problems that existed. The finish on the sidewalks is a more subjective
aspect and is dependent upon the work ethic and pride of those doing the
work. If the finish is truly an issue for a homeowner, they can hire the
work done by the firm of their choice {or do it themselves) and be
reimbursed by the City.



Randy Hosking, P.E.
City Traffic Engineer
City of Lincoln, NE

Is yvour PC infected? Get & FREE online computer virug scan from MchAfee®
Security. http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963
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DO NOT REPLY te this- To: General Gouncil <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
interLinc ccl

<none@Iiincoln.ne.gov  Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

> .

07/07/2004 10:17 AM

InterLing: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : Ed Schnabel

Address: 7317 South Wedgewocod Drive
City: Lincoln, NE 68510

Phone:

Fax:

Email: edsl9495@acl.com

Comment or Question:
T hope vou have taken the time to read my note to Mayer Seng, "Where has the
money gone?"

I would you to address this issuse also, 1 would like to know where all the
money has gone that the developers have paid into the city for new roads next
to their developments, roads that have yet to be built. Some over ten to
twenty vears behind the development.

T would hope that vou {(council) would address this question with the city
staff before vou even think of asking for a bond issuse, or even think of
apending money for a special vote on a bond issuse.

I will be looking forward to your answers, I would like to hear from you, not
vour staff or a form letter from the city, but a letter that does address the
question, "Where has the money gone?"

Thanks,

Ed



Joan V Ray To: EDS19495@a0l.com
) ce: mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us, council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, EDS19495@acl.com
07/07/2004 10:26 AM Subjact: Re: Where has all the money gone?

Dear Mr, Schnabel: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-8533

e-mail: jray@ctilincoln.ne.us

EDS16485@aol.com

EDS19495@ao0l.com To: mayor@ci.lincoin.ne.us, councii@ci.linceln.ne.us

07/07/2004 10:08 AM cc: EDS19495@acl.com
Subject: Where has all the money gone?

Mayor Seng,

I would really like to know, "Where has all the money gone?” | read that you and your staif said that we
are $135 million dollars behind in street and road construction and need fo pass a $75 million dollar bond
issues to start io address these needed road improvements.

Again, 1 have to ask, "Where has all the money gone?" When | drive around the city and see all these
new developments, homes, shopping centers, churches, industrial sites, | have to ask, "Where has all the
money gone?" Where has the taxes gone that these developers have paid in the way of fees for road
improvement next to their developments? What has become of the money from the increase in taxes that
should have come in from these developments?

Then | keep reading and hearing you said that taxes have not gone up. | should go back and see what my
taxes where when | bought my home 30 years ago, just to see how much they really have increased. |
know that my home has had it valve ralsed many times over the years, thus, as you state, "Your taxes
have not been raised,” my taxes | pay should be next to nothing. As, if the taxes have not gone up, then
as my value has gone up my taxes paid should have gone down the same percentage.

Sorry to say that has not been the case. In years past, the value has gone up and the taxes have
remained the same, thus a tax increase.

"Again, where has all the money gone?" The whee! and gas taxes keep going up, year after year, most

were passed as a short term, one time tax. | can never recall a year when we had a press release stating
that a given tax has now ended.

i would really like to know where the money has gone? Why haven't the streets been built as the new
developments were being built? 1look at West South Street, West A Street, South 14th street, Adams,
Holdredge, etc., why were these streets not built to 4 or 5 lanes before the developers were allowed to turn
the land over for development,

South 14th street should have been built to the five lanes, completed, before the new high school was
allowed to open, same goes for the new YMCA, Lib. and park.



| do not like to say it, but this has been on going for all the years | have lived in Lincoln, 50 years. 1travel
to other cities, see that they are building new roads to 4 or 5 lanes before the developers are allowed to
open their new developments. Why doesn’t Lincoln, why are we always 10 to 20 years behind the
developers in getting the roads built? For some improvements we are over 30 to 40 years behind the
developmenis.

Same goes for our water and waste water trunk ines. Why hasn't the city been looking ahead and seeing
the needs to bring these systems on line before the developers move into these new areas”?

| watch the council week after week approve new developments, talk about the need to pay for the roads
and other improvements, the cost to be paid by the developers. But | do not see the roads that should
have been built being built as these developments have been built. Again, where has these funds gone
that shouid have been used for the roads around these new developments?

| hear the city said we cannot afford this and that, then we build a new ball park. The funds just happen to
be there that were not there just the week before. Again, where did the money go, or in this case, where
did it come from? No one has ever said how the city was able to give money for the new ball park a week
after it (city) said it was going to have to cut projects from the city budget because the lack of funds to
carry them out.

Now you tell me that | cannot vote on more than one issue at a time, thus will spend more funds to have a
special election to vote on this bond issue. 1see this as a total waste of money that could be better spent,
like on sidewalk repair, efc.

| really would like you, Mayor Seng, to tell me where the money has gone these past twenty years, as you
have been Mayor or on the council? | would hope that you would answer these questions before you even
think about having a bond issues for road construction. If | were a member of the press, | would be asking
you this question at every meeting with the press or whenever you address the public.

| wish | had the time to attend the meetings and address you face to face on this question, just to get it out
in front of the public. My friends all have the same question, "Where has the money gone?”

Well, "Where has it gone?"
| will be looking for you answer.
Sincerely,

Ed Schnabel
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Tt also further upsets me — to know that the tobacco indusiry
nicoting in cigarettes. The tobacco indusiry intent

f“;npace of financial g Thisise 3

ptus health problem . a‘id cath! Yet, our Federal Government has done noth g to ban or prohibit
smoking. It would be a glorious day in America if our Federal Government would

substance.

T}'e e was time when Coca-Cola was made with cocaine. Our governs
nd banned cocaine as an itle ga al
decrease the amount of smokir g
longer have the strong "di tion and urge to smoke, nor would they be forced to spend
earned mongy on a tobac "bii Yes, you still may have some peopl L
ment of the smoke, such as what you see with cigar smokers of pipe smokers — but the smoking ha
we see today, would not be i‘:e Sarne. Pecpxe who wanted to continue to smoke — Wo T'id no longer be
d — an {f ﬁ‘;i‘;'v' could EU_;O e smiokir ing in the p;waC}f of their own homes or jE 111&}"}
ventilated rooms if some Lusmess s wasited to have a smoking cm‘ﬁ or lounge. But the b(}ﬁ{}m
ed, they would not smoke nearly as much as they do now. And
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But, why should there be a CITY BAN OF SMOKING when the Federal Governmen E:rs nof been

responsible on their end. Why should a group of LOCAL BUQW SSES be forced to suffer a huge financial
and economic loss — when the Federal Government is not protecting peopic from the harm‘hx a"f cis

cigarettes? The Federal Government supporis, subsidizes and taxes the tobacco products and the politicians

badd]jf ceept the money from the tobacco industry. It seerms like everyone is beneﬁimg unanuc.ll} from ithe

tobacco m\;ustry except for local business people who will take huge financial and economic losses as the
result of a Cry Smoking Ban. All the pohuuaﬂb seem to be in favor of the economic gains and benefits of

the tobacco industry. And now, we have a City Council wheo is asking me to ughﬁ this problem in my

bus mess We now have a City Ceur*cxi who is asking me to take huge fi

§

. L.t e teitle ila st i fenes i raall: sk ot po Lie arimling
aliy a d fight this smoking baitle, while not doing a darn thinig to reaily put an end to this smoking
T

nt owner I, served a hamburger that made people sick and gave them stamach
cramps and pains —and caused them to be nauseous all the time - would the m:ﬁ}th depariment aliow n‘
continue to serve my hamburgers? Of course not, I would be shut down rather quickly. Yet, our Feder

Government allows these la rg e tobacco industries to grow a crop and manufacture a product that is killing

I
(e

o

people daily — yet our government does nothing. Our local Healih Dppdﬁﬁ ent does nothing to stop the real
problem of smoking. There are no battles being fought against the tobacco companies. Tobacco COMpPanic
are making hiige profiis. Gevenm‘ent is receiving financial gair}s and beﬂe its from the tobacco industry —
but now — you are asking me — a small business person to taxe all the financia! loss and economic backlash
for a problem that T did not create or start. Now, where is the fairness in that logic? You as a City Counci
and our local Health Department say that you are for the health of this community Then, if you are for the
Health of this community, file a lawsuit against the Federal Government for negligence on their part — for
supporting and helping the tobacco indusiry and for allowing a company to grow, make and financially gain
from a product that is addictive and tremendously Gestructive 1o a perss i’s health, And, they grow, produce



vars and restaurants of Lit‘zcoin Suu.ti{ economically because
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Ciiy Council, this
d;ﬁg up for the
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places to smoke — and they will not patmmze bars and restaurants as frequently -- which is where the
eCononmic shoricomings will take plac NG Tam not in favor of destroying the local business pervson that has
- e x B L n A U - .1 21 i
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and fight with my customers — only to see politicians take m ‘ley fmm the tuba(:w mdu;t ’? Vv’hy should the
city of Lincoln see financial gain from the taxes of cigareties, 30 vou can build buildings a*’lﬁ pay salaries, but
you ask me to take huge financial losses by banning smoking in my establishment? 1 think you — as a City
Council — are looking al the wrong people (o fght this batile. Why would yﬂu ask vouwr fellow neighl

2
~To o e e s | Py, PO [ i L. ~s4l by . bt g . I o gy e end D .
take an economic loss and fight a battle that is not theirs, when the real battle S"i(}d}d be fougiy hit in Washi 1ZL0N

My name is Bob Ihrigand I am iz-'-‘- owner of Bob's Gridivon Grille & the Pigskin Pub in the Bishop Heighis
bhoppmg Cenier at 27th é’., l—.ig‘m ay Z in South Lincoln lamrea amg with great msp;easurv of vour discussions about

L)

# possibie or poieniial "exermpiion io the smoking ban for bars.” If a bar serves "no food"” or "incidental foed” - you are
considering the possibility o allow sinoking in their establishment.  In other words, people can still simcks L;} thoae
esiablisiiments. That sounds to me like an unfair advaniage to those esiablishments that offer "no food” or “incideniai
food.” And. what does "incidentai food” really mean? Are vou reaily tryving o pass a bill that would alow a customer
1o still go to places such as Cheerleadors, Bleachers, Brewkay's, Sportscasters, the Misty's Isles and places such as that
and siil eat and smoke? While af the same time felling restamrants such as Appichees, Chili's Mishy's, Dave's, Whiskey
Creek and ours thal we will be penalized - because we will no fonger be able (0 caier or serve those people who wish to
CoIne in and oot and seke, The only fair way to handle this problem is to allow each individpal busincss owner the
choice on what they wand for their business and their customer base. Or, if you must, ban smoking ail fogether - for
cvery ousmessn I also ihink if is hypocritical to allowing smoking for "theairical performunces.” ifa story was a story

! i 2, wondd vou allow thet on stage, simply because it is 3 "theatrical performance”™? I # s banped
- ncmiﬁ be ‘n,mneﬂ for everyone and all business ownets - period. That means, the city shouid not allow any business

to offer or penmt smomng Any Olher soiution is unfcur and you wm be snowmg fuy ﬁnnsm wlucn will open the city up

an

i a8 C a7
not what 1 wani and that is not nat the city should want. i1 hud my choice | vmiﬂd wish everyone would guit
smomng: and ihe iobacco wmpames szxoula be fined for proaucmg & produ,i ihai has caused serious damage 1o our

bU\.ri\.vi.§ DUL as iuw nu.u\\...ib uuuuuy ua.‘) U‘\-\ali UuiV\. ‘le.Uuéli ¥} Uu.u Dixx\)f\.qu, anLUL,bda\.-l ,.)un.ihu_hf_., i:: IV uxuém



activity, Instead, smoking is a privilege we have allowed the citizens of this country to engage in - i they are of agc

Now, you have many peopie who have a serious habit and thcy want fo smoke. To make any type of e‘;e}rpam
would be {otaily unfair and wonld only come back to cause further probiems, 1 agree, non- stnokers have a legitimate
r‘ntnan1nT and should not be forced o he in an environment that ic ha

LA, LA R ALK BLF AR REE SRR RalViRSinaaaieest i IS dik

Rut it armearg to me thoat ag

Uity 4% SRpSpoSARE S 87 IRRN Laaien

lawmakers, if it is really that bad, then take a stance to make it iHlegat mtogemer But, whj expect private business
owners {0 be the policemen of a social probiem - when you as lawmakers are (o afraid to take the real steps you should
be taking on the matter. To me, Lus is not 2 city issue, it is a State and Federal issue and we either say that smoking is
bad and make it iltegal - or we allow it - and let private people and let private business owners make their own decisions
on how they will handle this issue. Furthermore, if the smoking ban is passed, it wiil cause many problems for this city.
You will cause many lttle bars and restaurants to open outside of the city limits and you will see a decrease in city
funds. You will force many business owners cnt of business, because smokers will go to piaces right ouiside of the city
fimiis to smoke. You will hurt our business, because we have both a restanzant side and a pub side. You will force us
to be totally a restaurant or totally a bar. And why should a business be pf*naLzed because they have done both for their
business existence. In summary, ! am against the S{HJ{H‘ £ ban, because | betieve the ban should come from a higher
auihority aud if this country decided o make it a federal law, {hat would be the best course of action. Until then, why
arc you as a "City Council” trying to tell citizens of this ¢ity and visitors (o this city that the pecple in Lincoln cannot do
something that is legal to do in our society. This is another examplc of lawmakers trving to force business owners inio a
roie that should not be their role. T'm not saying I favor smoking, T am againsi smoking. But, a smoking ban is noi the
answer. A Federal Law against smoking should be passed. As a City Council, you should attempt to change the laws
that would be fair for everyone. To me, the fair thing would be to make smoking in the State illegal Then, we should
not be able to legally buy cigarettes and we shouid noi be allowed to sioke. But, you would not do (hat and the State
would not do that - becanse it wonld affect state income. But, you are willing to tamper with ary business income. That
s not fair and 1 am very disappointed in the course this council is taking. Perhaps, you as a City Council, should bring
lawsnits against the people who make the cigareties and if you are really trying to protect the citizens of this city, that
wontld be the correct course of action. But, you are telling me that it is iflegal for me fo allow someone to do something
that is a “legal activity" in our society. That does not seem tight and even if you pass the ban, this issue will not be
solved uniil it is really solved and uniil sinoking becomes an "illegal activity.” Robert Thrig”

Needless to say, the City Council passed a “Smomng Ban” fuli of e‘(emplwm The original
i

Simoking Ban was one that showed favoritism to Bars, but you passed it nonetheless.

I ‘th wrote the Mayor and asked her to veto the “Smoking Ban.” She did veto the City Council’s
Smoking Ban, but the City Council ove “&Md ¢ the Mayor’s veto and you passed a “Partial Smoking
T

uan” anyw y— much to my disappointment.

Because of the City Council’s “Partial” and “Unfair” Smoking Bam we as business owners, had
ard deci“ions to make. We agam wrote and emailed the C \Jn._y Council Members and the
Health Depariment for information about the new and partial * Sme‘-:mg Ban”, We needed to know
what we should do if we were going to allow customers to smoke or if we needed to be totally
smoke free. You, the City Council, basically forced us into becoming either 4 TOTAL

T“'*S”" “‘URANT or a TOTAL BAR. No longer woul d “w‘“, as a private, free enterprise business be
allowed to make our own d isicn on w;;eu we wante d to be. You I ve intruded inio mmy business
“(i e forcmg us to “m re tatking about & p

s that it will be “illegal

£ R

smoke this “‘ega‘a” pr"du“t ini my private establishment. That does not appear very democratic

We existed guite well before the Sn wimg Ban — b'ﬂ' allowing our Non-Smoking Customers to sit on
one side of our establishment in a Smoke Free environment, while at the same time, a}iowing our
Smoking Customers to sit in a Pub — where Wci ad very good ventilation and little smoke. In the

year we were in operation, we had a total of one compiairt about smoking from & customer in our
non-smoking section. Most of cur customers were very happy that they had an environment where
they could not see or smell smoke. One compiaim from one customer about smoking and we
served 130,000 people in that first year. But, according to you — The City Council — our operation

was not good enough. You still felt compelled to force us to be cither a RESTAURANT or a BAR.



ecause of the original “Smoking Ban” and how it was drafted — and because of the exemptions and
favoritism that is showed to Bars — we fing s in our best interest to concentrate
on the Pub side Gf our operation. In ofher Partial Smoking Ban it would be
best for us to become a total BAR that W@uid aﬁ@'-’ 80 f our customers to smoke, rather than a
TAU" ANT that would reguire us atly eiw free. Again, we were forced inio
ecause of the Smoking Ban uncil passed. We felt that the
were veing penalized for being a rest we felt that the favoritism that you
RS was such — that rather than b d for being a restaurant — we would just
Vhich we did,. We also knew ha of restaurants would become non-
rall, if 80% of their customer numSmmmm we knew that the majority of
id decide to go Non-Smokin { should say that the majority of
d be forced to go Non-Smoking

throughout the autumn and early winter.

T
e e oy i amn L "ATTEY AATTU/DNT TTY o mnmin o Al PYTTEY A~ TY ATY A
peration — ffom a RESTAURANT/APU Cunucp’i*tu at tai TubB OF BAR. Anat
s .

Was a Uit O

Restavrant and Fu‘ﬂ. We needed {0 be silher one or the eth& Gur loss in sales revenue is mainly
due to the i

Gl 1o the

8
“Smoking Ban” — because we oi\ this ban very sericusly and we made changes because
. ™

of the Smoking Ban
"’-“u can iry and in akt: an ar gumcnt that we shouid pot have made any changes — but that would be a
iy arguiment to try and make. Of course we should take the Ci Ly CGuucii and the passms; of a law
and a “Smoking an’ as s 111eih1rﬁg 'ERY SERICUS. That is why I am insulted by the words of
Ken Svoboda. Does he think that the first Smoking Ban was just & trial run fﬁr fun and games? We
hizd and still do have — every intention of ‘ﬂema law abiding members of this community. But, I also
Hiave the right of Freedom of Speeci‘ I have the ﬁghi 1o voice E‘ﬁ}r’ opinions — especially when the
laws vou make have a profound affe upon my business and m y ivelihood. And thus far, this
Smoking Ban has had a profound negative affect upon the fina 1 well-being of our business.
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Smoking Ban” that i-ﬁ ity C-:)m}r-gi appmved We

}-
>
-

February of 2003, some of our most lo yaﬁ and suppo; tive customers h“‘v‘a’:‘: been people who smoke
They have been respectful of our restaurant and have emi; smoked in the Pub and in these sections
that have been desi gnat for smoking. And, in regards to our smoking customers, we felt it would
be wrcﬂé, to turn our back on their support ail 1} lcyaity. We do not feel it is right to treat our
SmOKing customers as second class citizens. Many people who smoke feel like second class
citizens — almost as criminals and as people who should no go out into the public - because of the
Smoking Ban that is being forced upon the citizens of Lincoln by the City Council.

1 believe that smokers would be g eatly helped if there was no nicotine in cigarettes, and this would
help many of them kick the habit. But, a Smoking Bar will do uOLumEj more than alienate the
smoking population from the Cily Council and from the local businesses of this community who

~ P I

U T . 2 ~ g PR, PR
i€ OCInE forced to “shun Smokers.” This is not 1aif, ot C“,thcax, Of ught.

-

I spoke with a gentleman customer of ours the other day. He fought in World War 11, He never

smoked until he joined the Army. Upon arriving at boot camp there was a “Care Package” E,w e to
Lim by the Red Cross. In this “Care Fackage Was a pack of cigarettes. Thmtzghﬁm his stay in the

~yioht r 11 v cioar =l
muiy and while he fought in World ‘vaaz 11, the Red Cross pluvmt;u him with cigareti 3 Vell,

&s
ss what happﬂne ? He became addic They did not call 1t an addiction in the 1940°s or

Fat T M? ad Tum . PV P e
{’s or even in the 1960’s. But the Red Cross and the Uni A3 Ty pm_yeu a hugz role in

tiing this young man addicted to c;gafeue:, Since then, o Gcwmmem has done ﬁcahmg but tc
F L R B AU PO R TS T W [P,

ollect mone yiaomt the tobacco L«uulpamca and run with it. M Many more bodies have been buried

iga.fetie smolking than all the bodies that have been buried as a result of

i¢ Korean Conflict and the Vietnam War! I‘v‘fﬁﬁ_y of'the pﬁ(}p}e WHO

smoke are good law abiding citizens; many of them have fought for our country, yet you still want

to treat them as second ciass itizens or criminals. Yet, our Federal Government has done little to
l

help solve this problem cotine addiction. Yei, you ask me, a local business person to fight this
battle.

(Iw N
Ln &

et O g0 e (0
=

A City Wide Smoking Ban will not solve or stop the prob
smokers out of local businesses. Smokers will visit 1sinesses less offen — causing economic
and financial hardship on the Lincoln bars and restaurants. Again, most people smoke because of
t’neir addition to nicotine. It would be more humane to ban nicotine — than it would be to tell

st hey are second class citizens and cannot smoke a substance that our Government supports,
sab di zes and gains from financially.

biem of smam;:zg it wili I“‘i”‘f&i}' force the
these businesses less often — causing economi

1

a total smoking ban goes into effect, many smokers will go to the bars on the cutskirts of Lincoln.
Or, they will make more frequent trips to Omaha ot the gambling boats in Council Bluffs. Many of
thern will stay home more often - because they will feel more comfortable in their home. Not
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in a simoke-free environment? If a Non-Smoking Bar is such a great idea a“ia something that the
Non-Smokers were really interested in — why h -5 1

on-5t m}‘cmgj Bars were so mzanmauy profitable, you would bes 1\0{1 Smoking Bars on cp up aﬁ
U

over Lincoln. DuL you doi’t

q—nm’ ~ ’\. (\- e
aren’'t the n-Smoking Bars t the craze o
W 1

d
E -~ - o - - T e E A SRaww —~
t see it - because they are not ove _y ofitable. And yct YOur Smoxking

ban wili stimply make ali of the present bars less profitable — by L;enaung the smoking community
from the bars.

:,..

The bars that allow smoking are simply miore profitable and it is the smokers that are the backbone
of the bar business. It is the smoking clientele that has been supportive of the bars of Lincoln
Much to your dismay, I must say that the Non-Smokers are not the life and backbone of the bar
business. Smokers are the backbone. And vet, your smoking ban will force a large majority of the

smokers out of the bars.  And yet, you think your Smoking ban will transplant those cusiomers with
an equal amount of Noa-smokers who will now feel comfortable in a bar because it wﬂ} now be a
Sil"'Oke—ﬁ‘e‘“ envirorzmeﬁi But, tuc Smokers Wiﬂ rm il o
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who coine 1o bars now — versus the comfori of ihﬂ Nori- mox{e;‘a who do

And, my belief is that the Non-Smoking papulat on wiﬁ not mak

when the smokers stop comniing o bars as often i ;
e

iat you are asking m

b‘

[P et
=

It is ot that I am in favor of making all bars an uncomfortable piaee for Non-Smokers, Even some
Smokers do not like the fact that some bars become t 0 smoky. But the solution is not a smoking
ban. The solution is to help those bars get better ventil iar sy tems and to cut down on the amount
of sinoke in their establishments. But if the City Council hurl "i‘m}{h blow to the bars in Lincoln
and if many of them shut down, you shut down the Night Life of this city. And if this happens, you
will have taken major steps in making it a boring and docile city with little fun and adventure. Live
music and entertainment will decrease. With less to do, crime will increase. And, if there Is any
hope of gaining conventions and tourism business, you can cross those hopes off of the agen a
because businesses and people do not like to visit boring and docile towns. Which city in lhiS
country does the most convention business and attracts r“me tourism - none other than the city of

Lights - Las Vegas. Don’t laugh: people like to go to places that are fun and adventurous. Lincoln
will become a boring ¢ "‘t'y‘ that will cater to the Non-Smokers who won't even support a No"l-

5 J—

Smoeking Bar. How do you think they will suppor‘ t all the existing Bars and Night Spots in town?
They won’t and many wi ! go out of business. The tourism business will dry up and the eConoimy of
Lincoln wiil take a hard hit.

There is one other problem that 1 see Wi‘:'ﬂ tﬂlS “‘Smoking Ban™ and {nat
f_é
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fi
that the City Uouncﬂ i T3 everyone to act, behave and be like the City Counci
Members. Where are our fz‘eedom Of choice and our freedoim to be who we wish to be? Where is
our freedom of choice to go and patronize where we want 1o patronize and turn away from those
establishments that we don’t want to paﬂomze You have taken away all our freedom and choices
in this matter and have a like s ORITo! its. Sorry, but I don’t need seven more
$

cted like stern and controllin nE DEFCIHS.
parents. I must simply say, how sad it is that we have such a conservativ
peopie on our Cit y Council — and — if you vote in a smoking

{.
a

man le b

di
i rrant harm tm thic mit
ani nal Goes great narm 1o this ¢ity, 1t

1.
W)
only be & matter of time in which many of you will be voted out and a new Council will be voted in
to restore the i fe o this city. But, you will never be able to rebuild those businesses you tear

down.



exceptions and one th
after you passed the “Pa
was to become a bar.
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This brings me o another important point — and that is the
govermng body. I am not the only bar or restat
I

PR S 2 o PR P EEEE & ¥ P M .y ole Fnae
OTigl 1al Sﬁ’iukiug, Ban.” We did not ask for

voled to completely change ihe law. You came up with a compleiely new Smoking Ban. To me,
this is totally wrresponsible government

Suppose thai a new law were passed to permit gambling. And, as a result of that new law, a
business owner decided to invest money into the gambling industry and went out and built a new
Casino. Now, how responsible would the local government be — if six months after a law was
passed to permit gambling — that a new law was passed that prohibited gambling? I think the
business owner that built the Casine would have grounds for restitution for the dama

T bl s cora Bes T o D s e e ok Vs A d 2Tt T et 1
i thiflk & remedy Could ve iorced in a court of law. And thisis precisely
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before we were scheduled to reap some of the benefits because of the changes we made — based on

the exemptions you voted for aﬁd passed - you go and change he

smoking ban that again be devastating to our business. In fact, so devastating
P S B N S S T

ban — based on the Cua,ug,ca we ‘rad - that you and this new sin n.iug ban Mgy 10rce us
business.

We made decisions based on your original “Smoking Ban” — and right before it was scheduled to go
into effect, you drastic&‘djy changed the law - in a cowardly, late evening, unplanned session. Any
business confronted with this much Cﬁ&‘iée is likely to suffer irrepa‘rabie damage, or die all together
I have serious doubts that we will recover from this recent change in the Smoking Ban. We will
fight and do everything we can 0 keep our business alive. But, let’s go back fo the ilusiration of
the Casino that was built — only to have the law changed and ambhng abolished. That business

g ey

Casino owner would probably be forced out of business because of irTesponsible government

That is exactly our posifion. Your Cﬂaﬂgi'}g of the Smoking Ban has made our business a lame
duck and our chance for survival is now in serious question. v‘vc made decisions and changes based
on your original law and on the original Smoking Ban. You changed the law, without any regards
to the economic and financial damage that you are causing bus niess owners. Thus, we are
frustrated and upset with this entire process

So, the question needs to be asked — “Where do we go from here?”

I believe we need to go back to the original Smokmsg Ban and work with that ban. In fact, T uige
and encourage you to go back and allow the exemptions that you originally gave to Bars. Bars and

restaurants are not the same.

Then the q estion neads to be asked — but what about the Restaurants, are they being treated fairly

Ani d hat question, I wouid TcSpOﬁu — simiply let each business decide for ﬁ"‘i’i’i if they want to be

- or a restaurant.  You have already passed a law and Smoking Ban that stat Re

b on—Smoxmg — because they cater to a large Non-Smoking clientele. Bars will be "I}owed
cing areas — because they cater to a large Smoking Clientele.”

""{"
r-> ot
7]

4

wever, I still think you can make some progress in this area — by demanding Nox -Smeking areas

R b Jr—

in Bars. Even when we decided to convert our business in to a full Bar — we still planned to have
some very ccr“’ortabie Won-3moking sections within the Pub. We still have many wonderful Non-

Smoking customers — who support us in our efforts. We still have man iy 2 Noun-Simoking customers
who plan {0 p tronize our establishiment, even thougn we hope to continue to allow our bt‘ﬂurﬁﬂg
customers a comfortable p;ace to COi‘ﬂe and smoke. We still plan to piovmc our Non-Smoking
customers with an area ihat is free from smoke. And, I don't ihink thai many bars woul d overly
object n you added & stipulation that Bar must now provide Non-Smoking Areas for Non-Smokers
that is free from smoke There are some relatively me'\;penstve units that can be purchased that
filter the smo»;e out of the air. In fact, we are looking at a couple units now that costs about a
$31000.00 each and they cover about 1300 square f feet. They clean the air and pull the smoke out of
the air Aﬁer ail, there is a State Law that reguires Bars, if they have any sort of food service, that
Non-Smwoking areas be provided for Non-Smokers. I am certainly not &édﬁlst ne Non-Smokers,
because I myself am a Non-Smoker. But, I also believe strongly we need to support our smoking
customers. And, if you let each business decide for themselves what they want to be, then you



don’t have to worry about whether or not you are being fair, because you gave each individual
business the freedom to be who they want to be

ou as a Council Member may say, “But what about a place that does miore than 60% o
To this question about the original percentages — I would say, “Who cares?” Is this
expression of Ken Svoboda trying to conirol ever 3
simply stupid. Who cares what the sales are in a business — as long as we pay our fair share

stop trylng io control every dollar that is brought into a business. If
> . : .
U i i
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isainecs  Then ool dhe aotrs $0o0 ddis o L
of business. Then, with the extra time that YOou nave — iight Was
.. X . -

i i

o ~ o am b ae - 111
et them to make nicotine a1 11:¢ga

ecome a bar — that as a public
tial customer about the
:h customer would have

et ot o emidta falea thmie oI 2T T £ T T IS T S SR R N T - =
cannot parents take their children o the place of their choice? Ifth v simoxe at home ang if
P OV VR S SN SR T P S T - = . o
simoking parents want to visit 2 bar that allows smoking - what is the big deal? Once again, I see a
very cartralling meemtalies £ hig it Cenineil that T Jiict Aoy st ol omct o S T o iae
y coittrolling mentality from this City Council that I just do not understand Whiy should the City
t. Y y 2 g 1L £ al
‘ H i

1
hese decisions? Why does this City Counci

e

h rivate citizens doing something that is legal? Hi
Saddam Hussein was controlling. Every empire that has been too controlling has crumbled —
because people need to have some rights and choices — or th ¢y rebel. If you pass this law, it will
a

my request is that this City Council reverses the last vote an
smoking ban with some fair exemptions. However, if thi
original smoking ban — then I wish ioc request thal we receive a special eXEinp 3
AL Py S [ A
¢ < L1,

PO T, s tha et d 1
Of Ciiainges ailer ine Origina: smoki 12 0di



Just as there are now two Non-Smoking Bar it town, why not allow us to be one of a few
ishments where smok g wouid be per ilillit;d I know that Granite Cit}r invested quite a bit of
money into a veniilation s ystem; per hapb they should also receive a 3ge e*:;empuo to allow

S:uuﬁii‘xﬁ - 1fthey wish to continue to allow Sm()mug If we allow smokir g it out bar and we alert

the public to this fact, then the public can decide for themselves if they wish to patronize our
business..

In fact, it would not be a bad idea to allow few exemptions for a few smoking bars in Lincoln, so
that Smokers would have some place they can go. The Non-Smokers have lots of bars where there
would be no smoking., They would have many, many, many more choices if you pass u S moKing
Ban. But why not allow the Smokers a few places they can go? So, if the original smoking ban is
not re-instated, then we request a special exemption to allow smoking in our establishment.
"One of the other reasons I am opposed io the Smoking Ban is simply because of the principie that
think it is wrong for Government to try and cartr“‘ id force every' decision of the private busiiness

3 t L 4t
owner. 1 have said before, and I will say agaisn, if I had known about a pc»ssihi“ Smoking Ban in
Lincoln, we would have nEVer opened a restaurant and pub in this town. Ifa smﬁking ban is passed
you will see a sharp decrease in the number of bars that operate in Lincoln and the number of new

bars openings will drastically decrease. Perhaps, this is what the City Council is trying to do, force

the Bars cut of business because the City Council does not agree with Bars and the fiee spirit and
L 4.1,. i pre PO B 5 W A

T¥ e
i that is prevaCin in Bars and Pubs.

I can understand the reasoming for a smoking ban in public buildings such as Post Gilices and
Libraries and Court Houses and buildings such as this, A Non-Smoker should never be “forced” to
be around smoke — i they do not wish to be. But, wé are a privaie business and peop}f‘ havea
CHOICE as to whether or not they want to come into my place of business. If they like our food
and our aimﬁsphere and prices, they may decide to come in. If they see that we aliow smoking in
certain areas and if th they do not like that demswu, they have the right to Eeaw Why is it — that this
City Council cannot give each person and each t Lsmess th:: iigﬂt to rui ieir business i the manner

that they see fit. As long as we are not doing anything illegal, why can’t a B f allow so*neone to
smoke a legal substance? This I will never understand, the coniro Eing ature of this City Council

So, in summary, 1 would urge and encourage the Clty Council to re-insiate the original Smoking

Ban — that WG“"" allow Smoking in Bars. Each business Shﬂmu oe 5"’6 n the choice if they want to
be a Bar or a Restaurant — it is ﬁ at simple! Non-Smoking sections that are comfortable must be

1 1 1 Bars and everyone is happy. {f this is not possible, then
request a special exemption to allow smoking in cur private establishment.

I realize that this letter is passicziate but if ycu were in my shoes, if you bhad worked the majority of
your life trying to build a business — only to have it ripped apart because of controiling and
mesponsib govemment — you would also be upaei We first fought for a ievel playing fieid — you
did not vote for a fair law. You voted in a law with exuepuons We decided to take adv ntage of
t‘; ose egempums and now yuu want to rip those exeinptions away from us — after we made Hl&jc-‘i

"g&a 1o abide by the law and Siuakmg ban that w '"as passr:d You have lefi us in no other pGSELiGﬁ
E’ n to fight for our I‘lgmb ai*d f01 fatrness. This iy Council has not been responsible — nor 1&11
You were not fair in the beginning and you are r“ “ii“ ig fair now. You cannot agree on anything
and you are grasping to do sof i hing. But, in the end, you will only hurt many businesses of
Lincoln if you pass a controlling Smoking Ban.



Piease understand, peopie still have the right as to whether or
allows smoking. Nobody is forcing people to comie into Bars

h ey waiit (G CGI’E
‘L..
1EL0

LY
4 shoul

this comi ;‘anny The omuki‘i
..
7

‘;}i gbouam 1ot ins i fe

*

July is an important date for the City of Lincoln. T urge thi

respectful of the rights of all the citizens and business owners o

Issue can continug to be fought, but it should be fought in the Ha

my Pub. Qur Smoking Customers should not be treated like sec

must be given to right (o decide whai is best for their businass — espec'aii} since we are {alking
about a “legal substance

Robert M. Ii‘xﬁg
Bob’s Gridiron

Lincoln, Nebraska.

Grille & the Pigskin Pub

y\,a will leave me with no
““““ I urge you to be
a City Council can be held

1 oI m el 1.
lease vote in a 1Uapuumb € At

1110 & bar that
uld go back and let business
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Joan V Ray To: BJNehe@aol.com

) cc: council@ci.linceln.ne.us
07/08/2004 10:44 AM Subject: Re: smoking crdinance

Dear Mr. Nehe: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508 ﬁg@@?% ,
Phone: 402-441-6866 - )
Fax:  402-441-6533 Y g 5
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us @zry%g;”@g%
BJNehe@aol.com @H;fw‘é?‘ .
BJNehe@aol.com To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

i 07/08/2004 10:10 AM oc

Subject: smoking ordinance

Council Members,

| am sure by now that you are exhausted reading and hearing comments on the smoking ordinance. {am
only contributing my comments because of the logic that | hear citizens and business owners using when
supporting or aruing against the smoking ordinance.

[ firmly believe that government should be Iimited in scope. No offense, but | believe that the best
government is a government that limits its involvement in the actions of individuals and businesses.
However, one area where government shouid, and has for well over 200 years, play & role in is public
safety. This smoking ordinance should not be an issue over whether government should have a right to
interfere in what a business does. The smoking ordinance is not an issue of taking away the rights of
individuals. In the arena of public safety, governments have established laws protecting the public from
the actions of individuals and businesses for a long time.

Does a restaurant owner have the right to have a delivery driver drive 50 mph on a residential street to
deliver a food item faster than the competition? Do I as an individual have a right to drive 50 mphon a
residential street? Of course not, because the government has determined that driving over 25 mph in a
residential area is a public safety hazard.

Does a restaurant owner have the right to allow patrons to bring their own candles for a remantic dinner?
Do | as an individual have the right to light my own candles in a restaurant? No, because in the name of
public safety, fire codes restrict the type of candles used in restaurants.

| could go on with more examples, but [ have researched the Lincoln Municipal Code and have counted

82 Lt 0

well over 100 public safety requirements that restaurant owners must comply with.

The real issue is simple. Is second hand smoke a safety hazard? If the City Council answers no to this
question, then | question the Council's objectivity. If the City Council accepts all of the research supporting
that second hand smoke is a safety hazard, then the City Councit has the right and obligation to protect
the public from the unsafe actions of others.

Thank you for listening to another citizen on this subject.

Sincerety,

Brian Nehe



RECENVEL

JUL 08 2004 Robert V. Blevins
ATV COUNG 2717 North 48" Street
par==ray | Apartment # 3
Lmeoln, NE 68504
July 7, 2004 (402) 416-0510
Star Tran
710 J Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

To Whom it May Concern:

It is with utter dismay that I must sit down and write such a communication to you about
this, however I won't feel right if T don’t. { intend to convert this into an article that I will
have published in the Journal Star. I realize that you will not respond.

Look. T have been a loyal customer of yours since I moved to Lincoln. I have Monthly
Bus Passports dating back to August of 1996 to prove this. [ am one who praises your
service. I know Pam, who is or was the head of some Union you have as well as Lyle,
Casey and Jolene plus a multitude of other drivers in your employ. I am not a stranger to
YOUur service.

Yet “service” was exactly what I didn’t see fast Saturday, July 3.

Knowing that there would be no service on Sunday or Monday of this week, I decided to
take the 48" Street Shuttle (#18) on Saturday over to what was Gateway and drop $55 at
Younkers and another forty or fifty at the music/video store there. (I plan everything in
advance including the ride.) | board the bus at 48" Street just north of Madison. Sitting in
the shelter there, it was difficult for me not to notice that the #18 was running tragically
behind schedule. It was twenty past noon and the bus was supposed to be at Gateway at
noon. I thought very little of it. Hell...we are living in “Norman Rockwell land” here in
Lincoln, aren’t we? | am & patient man. I realize that traffic snarls and wheelchair
boardings will be a time detriment to the bus schedule. No problem.

Until the bus approached. | wanted to make sure that the driver would notice me so 1
stood out at the curb. Even afler seeing me, the bus driver continued to accelerate. So [
started to wave my arms about in the air like some character from the Looney Tunes. He
might as weil have opened the door and flipped the bird at me as he flew by. He was a
short, bald-headed man whose name I do not know. Anyway...there 1 stood with bus pass
in hand and no bus willing to stop for me. I began to wonder if I'd died and was only
imagining myself as being a real human being. Maybe 1 was only a ghost who people
couldn’t see. So I went to the local bar. They were able to see me there so | knew [ wasn’t
dead.



But I wonder about you. Is ridership so good that you are able to pass some people up
along the way?

This was not only blatant disrespect for a customer but blatant disrespect for 2 human
being. A person who was willing to go to the stores and spend money.

I don’t know whe this bald-headed little guy was but were I in a position of hierarchy with
you 1 would not only severely reprimand him but fire him on the spot. I would not engage

such a person as an employee. I am not able to understand why he “passed me up.”

Please, somehow respond to this communication. I will continue to be a loyal customer of
yours in spite of this anomaly.

Sincerely,

Robert V. Blevins

cc: Office of the Governor
Office of the Mayor, City of Lincoln
Office of the City Council, City of Lincoln



July 6, 2004

JECEVEL
Terry Werner, Lincoln City Councilman ﬁ‘t@& ’ %%‘
City Council Oifice R Wil
555 South 10™ Street JUL 0 bNC%L
Lincoln, NE 68508 Gy GO
OFFICE

Dear Mr. Wermer;

Some folks are now praising your recent passage of the total smoking ban for Lincoln. Many of us are not
at all impressed with the ban itself nor with the manver in which it was made law. In one quick, swoop of
behind-the-scenes collusion you trashed the wishes and efforts of a lot of Lincolnites. It has been called &

cheap, sneaky act and T would have to agree. [ was surprised and disappointed.

Last weeks passage of the total ban--as an “amendment”—was preceded by months of efforts by Council
members and many of the most affected people to reach some sort of compromise. The latest version of
that compromise was messy, yes. But such is the nature of such compromise. It is imporiant to a well-
functioning representative government. 1t is far too important to simply trash it so suddenly and casually.
What about all the people who put time and effost into reaching 2 compromise? When a government body
considers the making of laws which remove or Testrict the rights and freedoms of one group in favor of
another, such willingress to compromise is especially important. 1t's WORTH some degree of messiness.

Except for extreme and theoretical settings, the case for second-hand smoke being a serious health threat is
actually not very strong. For most noa-smokers, second-hand smoke is much more an annoyance or an
irritant than it is a serious health concern. The effect of second-hand smoke on a non-smoker is orders-of-
magnitude less than the effect of primary smoke on a smoker. They aren’t even in the same ballpark. In
recent years we’ve seen this issue become politicized. There is litile if any genuinely objective research on
the subject. The ‘data’ and ‘research’ often quoted is designed to support a predetermined agenda, Tt is
shared, repeated, and stated with intentional exaggeration, misrepresentation, and above all, lack of
sufficient context to fairly evaluate what it means. It is spread, believed, and repeated largely by people
who accept it simply because they WANT to believe it: “Smoking is bad, so anything negative that can be
said about it is OK, no matter how factual, fair, or extreme.”

I cannot understand why we cannot find a way to allow bars to serve smokers, and for smokers to be able to
choose bars that do. Aren’t there enough options and choices in a city the size of Lincoln for smokers and
non-smokers BOTH to have what they want? Can’t we let bar owners decide for themselves? 1fnon-
smoking bars are really preferred by enough people, won’t we see more of them?....with or without
government intervention?

It is my hope that a compromise short of a total smoking ban can séll be reached for bars in Lincoln. 1
strongly encourage you to allow such a compromise to occur. At the very least, T urge you to resist the sort
of tactics that led to the last-minute passage of the total stnoking ban last week. There will certainly be
other issues brought before you which share similarities to this one. Task that you always be candid,
above-board, patient, and willing to carefully consider the wishes and freedoms of minority constituencies.
These are some of the things I value most in government leaders such as yourself,

Sincerely,

A [t

Steve Drda

2533 Arlene Ave.
Lincoln, NE 68502
{402) 421-8688

copies: All other Council members
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CITY COUNGI
OFFICE

Dedy My, WEFrNEY,

Ow beralf of owr family, thawie You so mueh for your vote i support of the
croie free ovdinance. You spoke for the majority of Lincolnites!

Our 24 year old Ls eagerly Looking forward to perforndng with his band n
svaolee free venues now tn Lincoln. Our 22 Yenr old is also plensed that his
favorite waterbng hole witl now be simoke free. My husband and | way) take
wp bowling again - abandoned dut to the smokly evvironment. | don't think
businesses who are upset with you realize how wuch business they are

curvently missing out on due to the svaoking Ln thelr establishiments,

wnforounately, most of Your constituents probably wow't take the thwe to
thank you personally. Trowm the conversations we have had bn ouy

T R 3 UL B SRR G DU RS PO S Y i d fyc]
workplaces, Yo aii Wi vioht thing ba dumpbng that witered dowin version.

Thiwk uou pgaiin

Cathsy g, Borid




CITY COURGH
QFFICE

Defy Ms. MERo,

own. el of our family, thave sent thank yous to Bour feilow cowncilmen who
voted i support of the smokee free ordinance.  They spore {or the wajority of
Lineplnites!

wnfortunatell, wost of thely constituents probably won't takg the tiwme to thank
them personslly. From the conversations we have had, dumping that watered down
version was the vight thling to do.

our 24 pear old is engerly Looking forward to performing with his band in smoke
Free venues wow in Lincoln. Our 22 year ol is also pleased that his favorite
wakeving hole will wows be swpie free. MY hustand and Tmay take up bowling
aogin ~ the swoky environment wis 4 redl trrnoff. Buslnesses who are upset with
the ordinance don't vealize how wany potential patrons have avoided thely
establishments due to suwokling.

Ler's make Lincoln 6 chamepion for healthier living.

3 3,
Sy Loty &, Lok




Sound Side Boardwalk, 1998
©Susan Hollis / Bayview Press

FOR DIAGNOSIS, CAREGIVING, OR TREATMENT MATERIALS,
CONTACT THE ALZHEIMER’S ASSOCIATION AT (860) 272-3%06.
www.alz.org

ALZPPEIMERS

Alzheimer’s Disease and Related Disorders Association, Inc.

16984

MIKE & CATHY GORKA
7216 SHIRL DRIVE
{INCOLN NE €8518




M_{-‘_e\fw‘@ {}\:\Q\f o af”

BECENEL |
pL 08 2004 5/8/04 Tree Incident
' GITY COUHCH LPD Case #A4-048551
OFFICE

On 5/8/04 at approximately 1:30 a.m., I was awakened by a loud noise. Upon
inspection, I found a 40 foot leader had rotted and fallen from the Silver
Maple tree in the right of way, totaling my vehicle and damaging my north
neighbor’s roof and fence. The weather that evening was calm, not windy.
There was a UNL graduation party in the front yard of the house on the south
side of me. Ifthis had fallen in the other direction we could possibly have had
casualties.

When T contacted the Police department at 2:00 a.m., they were unable to
provide information of what to do about this leader. The LPD help desk
informed me that due to the holiday weckend, the City of Lincoln would not
pay overtime for this leader to be removed. This was Mother’s Day weckend
and the leader was blocking the entrance to my home, thus causing my family
and guests to climb over the tree to celebrate Mother’s Day with me.

I informed the City of Lincoln Parks & Recreation on 5/10/04 of the fallen
leader and also filed a claim with the City of Lincoln. Parks & Rec came and
immediately removed the rotted leader. The next day they removed the rest of
the top of the tree leaving a 10” trunk. On 6/22/04, following the City Council
meeting 6/21/04 approving reconsideration of my denied claim, the City
removed the rest of the trunk of this tree. If the city is not liable for my total
loss, why did they remove the tree? If the tree was someone else’s
responsibility, why would the City of Lincoln incur on itself the expense of
removing the tree?

My vehicle was a 1986 Pontiac 6000 that I purchased in January, 2004. This
car had 10,000 original miles, 13,500 when totaled, no rust, dents or door
dings. The condition was immaculate. I paid $3,800.00 for this car on
1/12/04. Due to the age of the car, my insurance company blue booked it at
$1,500.00. The damages were $3,829.29, thus totaling my car. I was not
provided a rentat car. For 10 days I did not have transportation. I have 2 jobs
and this was extremely difficult and inconvenient. This unfortunate incident
was very costly for me. $9,756.00 (replacement vehicle) + $3.800 (original
Loan) = $13,556.00. 1 was able to convince State Farm to come up to
$2.585.00 due to the immaculate condition of the car. The total loss caused
by the City tree falling is $10,971.80. Calculations for time missed at work,
duress and inconvenience are not included. Please be advised that  am a
tepant at 1926 Pepper Ave. I do not own the property.



5. I requested the maintenance records from Parks & Rec on 6/16/04. According
to their records, the last time they performed maintenance was 10/12/2000.
“Silver Maple Tree Prev Trimmed”. 1926 Pepper Ave. has been my residence
since 2/2003. 1 spoke to my neighbors who have resided at 1928 Pepper Ave.
for a number of years. They informed me that the tree at one point had a bee
infestation issue. The bees had burrowed a hole through the entire tree.
According to them, Parks & Rec came and filled the hole with something
unknown to them. I do not see a record of this nor a record of the trimming of
the tree in May, 2004. T do have pictures of the carpenter ant holes at the base
of the tree and several knobby areas from previous maintenance throughout
the vears. It was quite visible that this tree had problems by inspecting the
exterior condition of the tree.

6. On 7/7/04, the rest of the stump was ground up and left in a large pile i my
yard. Upon inspecting the mulch, it is filled with carpenter ants. It is
interesting that the City Parks & Rec have reacted hand in hand with my
communications with the City Council. T am due to speak before you 7/12/04
for reconsideration of my claim.

7. It is my belief that if the City had properly inspected this tree in a timely
manner they would have clearly seen the carpenter ants. The pictures show
the ants everywhere as well as the large holes at the base of the tree where
they reside. Carpenter ants cause a tree to become soft, weak and are a
warning of serious internal decay. This would have indicated to a trained
forestry employee that a more thorough inspection of the tree should have
been completed and any necessary maintenance accomplished.

Thank you.

Patti Talamante
1926 Pepper Ave.
Lincoln, NE 68502
474-7238

Enclosures: Who Do I Contact..., B & D Auto Receipt, Parks & Rec Maintenance Records, Mid-Town
Body Estimate, Misc. pictures (you all have different ones)



InterLinc: City of Lincoln: Parks & Recreation Page 1 of 1

ne.lincoln.gov

City of Lincoln
Parks & Recreation - Community Forestry/Horticulture

(Y oF H%{ﬁﬂm Who Do | Contact For...
L

HEBRASKA

Who Do | Contact For...

Planting, Trimming, Maintenance
Contact Forestry at (402) 441-7035, weekdays from 8:00 am to 4:3C pm, regarding planting, trimming, and
maintenance of street trees or other public trees located on City property.

Emergencies
Tree related emergencies- after hours/ weekends/holidays- contact the Lincoln Police Department at (402)

441-8000. Dgi; _ : : =5 —_— A
'c},l‘&_m& @ .% 3oem. ﬁa/ﬁ"{-’ vee ach ferpard  wndl 5?0 +54 Dus
TO Motrhens Day Holldawy.
Vandalism/Accidents (3
Vandalism or vehicular accidents involving damage to pubiic trees contact the Lincoin Police Department at

(402} 441-6000.

~#4%  Ppower Lines
Trees in the power lines- contact Lincoln Electric System (LES) at (402) 465-7125.

#% Community Forestry/Horticulture

hitn-/Awww lincoln.ne.gov/city/parks/parks/forestry/contact. htm 6/16/2004
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REMOVEREPLACE R FENDER ADHESIVE NAMERLATE

REMOVEREFLACE L FENDER ADHESIE NAMEPLATE

REROVEREPLACE WSHIELD GLARS

REMOVEREPLACE VHEHIELD BSTALLATIONRIT |
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ADDENDUM
TO '
DIRECTORS AGENDA
MONDAY, JULY 12, 2004
MAYOR - NONE
CITY CLERK - NONE
CORRESPONDENCE
A, COUNCIHL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE
TERRY WERNER

1. E-Mail from Josh Knapp with response from Terry Wemer - RE: The Smoking
Ban - (See E-Mail)

2. 4 Format Letters to Terry Werner - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban - (See
Letters)

JON CAMP

1. Letter from Craig Loeck to Jon Camp - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban - (See

Letter)
KEN SVOBODA
L. 4 Format Letters to Ken Svoboda - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban - (See Letter)

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS

FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

1. Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer -
RE: Resolution & Finance Department Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased July 6, 2004 thru July 9, 2004,

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT

1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: East “Q” Lanes To Close For Pavement Marking - (See
Release)



10,

daadd071204/tig

ADVISORY - RE: Pre-Construction Open House - West “A” Street Storm Sewer
Project on Wednesday, July 14, 2004 from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. at Roper
Elementary School - (See Advisory)

MISCELLANEQOUS

Letter from Alex Knight - RE: “Thank-you’ for the smoking ban - (See Letter)

Letter from Robert L. Miller - RE: Supports the Council 1n its Resolution to
change parts of the Patriot Act - (See Letter)

3 “Thank-you’ Note Cards - RE: The smoking ban - (See Note Cards)

E-Mail from Karin Fuog - RE: StarTran route from Lux to Vintage Heights - (See
E-Mail)

E-Mail from Jim Johnson - RE: Correction to a KOLN/KGIIN news story - on the
smoking ban petition - (See E-Mail}

E-Mail from John A. Roby - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban - (See E-Mail}
7 E-Mail’s - RE: Thank you for the 100% smoking ban (See E-Mail’s)

Letter from Hugh E. Bowen, President, USWA Local 286 - RE: Opposed to new
smoking ban go back to what was voted on the first time - (See Letter)

Letter from Peter M. Townley, M.D., President of Nebraska Oncology Society -
RE: Thank you for passing the smoking ban - (See Letter)

Letter & Resolution from Polly McMullen, DLA President & Michelle Waite,
DLA Chair (Downtown Lincoln Association) - RE: Supporting the Infrastructure
Financing - (See Material)



-------- "josh knapp" To: TWernerLNK@aot.ccm
<joshknapp20@hotmai cc: jecamp@ci.lincoln.ne.us, ksvobhoda@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
Lcom> jcook@cilincoln.ne.us, pnewman@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

gfriendt@ci lincoln.ne.us, amcroy@ci lincoln.ne.us
07/08/2004 01:51 PM Subject: Re: smoking ban

Coucil member,

I do understand where you come from on the issue of people dying. However,
skewed results from bilased research agenciesg may oY may not maintain that it
is the actual killer. What I do know is that a 100% ban is a direct
violation of a person‘s rights. It should not be up te the council to pass
this ban under a cloak without the public's knowledge. Alsc, when you can
not make everyone happy, outlawing something should be the last regort. A
better median should be able toc be found. the 60/40 rule was a weak attempt
at making everycne happy. Giving people and businesses choices is what this
country is founded on. The freedom to degcide without government forcing it
upon them.

I perscnally am not a smoker. Have I smoked before — yes. Do I find it
unpleasant — sometimes.

Should we favor the 10/1 majority because the minority doesn't have the same
size of wvoice> I den't think so.

Do people really die from scley being around 2nd hand swoke in public places
- I doubt it.

You probably wonder what the soluticmn is then. Give pecple the choice of
whether or not Lo go to a smeking environment. Give business owners the
choice to offer a smoke free environment 10/1 citizens who want the smoking

O ban. If the demand for smoke free is up, then let the bars and restaurants
N decide whether they want to provide it.

Thanks for your time. Please write back,

Josh EKnapp

sFrom: TWernerLNKeaol.com
»To: Jjoshknapp20®@hotmail.com
»Subject: Re: smoking ban
>Date: Thu, § Jul 2004 13:21:53 EDT
>
>Mr.Knapp, I 4id not vote for the 60/40 ordinance. I have alwayvs
>maintained
>that it needed to 100% or nothing. The prior ordinance discriminated
»agalnst ‘
>many small businesses. Now everyone in on a level playving field.
=
>I disagree with your peoint about the people of Lincoln net wanting the
»total
=pban. My emalls have been 10 to 1 in favor. Also, polls taken in Lincoln
>show
»an overwhelming majority favor a ban.
>
>Ag far as smokers go, they can still smeke. No-one is taking that right
K- >away
>from them.

=



>

»Finally, there may be one big difference between you and I on this issue.
>1

>believe that emplovyees in the hospitality industry are dying because of
»>second

»hand smoke. The study conducted in Lincoln surmised that could be up to 17
>a

>year in Lincoln alone. Therefore it is a very legitimate thing to
»legislate

>to save lives. T cannot turn the other way when people are dying. You may
>say people have a choice where they work. I heard testimeony from single
sparents, with college degrees who made more money waltressing than in their
>field.

>Her choice was to feed her child and clothe her child or not. Again, this
>ig &

>matter of saving lives every day.

>

»I will not change my vote. I have never wavered on my support of a 100%
ssmoking ban.

-

»I am sorry we disagree on this subject. Thank you for vour input. Terry
>Werner

Get tips for maintaining your PC, notebook accessories and reviews in
Technelogy 101. http://special.msn.com/tech/technologyl10l1.armx
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Terry Wemer
Lincoln City Council
555 S. 10™ Sireet
Lincoln, NE 68506

Councilman Werner:

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you voted to
approve Monday night. _ ' '

You have bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln and you

did so in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. You have not addressed the issues
fairly and in good faith, but have slipped in an ordinance with no public debate, (except
for what you allowed the Health Department). Both sides of an issue must be allowed in a
government decision! '

You have failed to address the issue of break rooms, smoking rooms and have allowed
some businesses to profit from your ordinance. If you truly believe that this is a health
issue, then is the health of a maid less important to you for some reason? What message
do you send with that exclusion? ‘

You have failed many Lincoln small businesses and tread on the liberties of Lincoln
residents. Liberty is the “right to choose”. And, finally you have failed to address the fact
that smoking is legal.

The State of Nebraska could choose to address this issue and in making this a City, (not
even County) you have put many at a great disadvantage. ‘

My vote (along with many others) will be against you in the next election.

Signed: W m i '.



Terry Werner
Lincoln City Council
555 8. 10™ Street
Lincoln, NE 68506

Councilman Werner:

Tam writing to Iet you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you Vcted to
approve Monday night.

You have bypassed the legmmate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln and you
did so in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. You have not addressed the issues
fairly and in good faith, but have slipped in an ordinance with no public debate, (except
for what you allowed the Health Department). Both sides of an issue must be allowed in a
government decision!

You have failed to address the issue of break rooms, smoking rooms and have allowed
some businesses to profit from your ordinance. If you truly believe that this is a health
1ssue, then is the health of a maid less 1mp0ﬁant to you for some reason? What message
do you send Wlth that exclusion?

You have faﬂed many Lincoln small businesses and tread on the liberties of Lincoln
residents. Liberty is the “right to choose™, And, finaﬁy you have failed to address the fact
that smoking is legal.

The State of Nebraska could choose to address this issue and in making this a City, (not
“even County) you have put many at a great disadvantage.

My vote (along with many others) will be against you in the next election.

Signed:
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Terry Werner (- &
Lincoln City Council Uy, 2
555 S. 10™ Street e 1 |

Lincoln, NE 68506
Councilman Wemer:

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you voted to
approve Monday night. '

You have bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Linceln and you
did so in an wnderhanded and unacceptable manner. You have not addressed the issues
fairly and in good faith, but have slipped in an ordinance with no public debate, (except
for what you allowed the Health Department). Both sides of an issue must be allowed in a
government decision!

You have failed to address the issue of break rooms, smoking rooms and have allowed
some businesses to profit from vour ordinance. If you truly believe that this is a health
issue, then is the health of a maid less important to you for some reason? What message
do you send with that exclusion?

You have failed many Lincoln small businesses and fread on the liberties of Lincoln
restdents. Liberty is the “right to choose”. And, finally you have failed to address the fact
that smoking is legal. '

The State of Nebraska could choose to address this issue and in making this a City, (not
even County} you have put many at a great disadvantage.

My vote {along with many others) will be against you in the next election,

Signed:

Foun Choddern
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Terry Werner S &S o,
Lincoln City Council bl Y
555 8. 10" Street ?z}%ﬁ” Yy
Lincoln, NE 68506 ey F

Counciliman Werer

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you voted to
approve Monday night. _

You have bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln and you
did so in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. You have not addressed the issues
fairly and in good faith, but have slipped in an ordinance with no public debate, (except
for what you allowed the Health Department). Both sides of an issue must be allowedina
government decision!

You have failed to address the issue of break rooms, smoking rooms and have allowed
some businesses to profit from your ordinance. If vou truly believe that this is a health
issue, then is the health of 2 maid less important to you for some reason? What message
do you send with that exclusion?

You have failed many Lincoln small businesses and fread on the liberties of Lincoln
residents. Liberty is the “right to choose”, And, finally you have failed to address the fact
that smoking is legal. :

The State of Nebraska could choose to address this issue and in making this a City, (not
even County) you have put many at a great disadvantage.

My vote {along with many others) will be against you in the next election.

Signed:
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Jon Camp
PO Box 82307

Lincoln, NE 68501-2307
Dear Jon,

Why would you feel you have the authority to tell a business owner people can not smoke
in his or her establishment?

What I can’t figure out is who or what is the power that forces anyone into a bar or
restaurant that allows smoking? The government does not have the authority to make
them go in. Who forces people to work in a business that allows smoking? There are
scores of restaurants and some bars that choose to be non-smoking. There are countless
jobs available where exposure to smoke isn’t an issue.

Who forces those offended by smoking to be there? You? Government? Perhaps there
is a whole segment of our America just looking for something to be offended by.

Dear officials, mind your own business and run the government. Don’t put on your tan
shirts and tell people what’s best for them in your opinion. Leave private enterprise in

America alone and let people decide for themselves where they chose to go and where

they choose not to go.

These are my thoughts on Independence Day in the United States of America regarding
the smoking question in my city.

Sincerely,
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Ken Svoboda
Lincoln City Council
555 S 10" Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Councilman Svoboda:

I am writing to let you know that I am opposed to the amendments that you proposed to
the City Coungeil on Monday night.

You not only bypassed the legitimate concems of many of the citizens of Lincoln, you
bypassed those citizens in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. Are you so afraid of
debate that you felt the need to slip this into the meeting with only the Board of Health
present? Where is public debate?

You have not addressed the issues fairly and in good faith, but took advantage of
members of the Council who were trying to come up with compromises. I would hope
that your fellow members will remember that in the days to come.

You still have not addressed the main issues of this debate and continue to look at
information that is not only debatable, but outdated. The many measures taken to insure

- air quality have resulted in less pollution in our businesses and homes. The air quality in

Los Angeles and New York however, continues to deteriorate.

The main issue here is that smoking is LEGAL! You may not approve of it. You may not
smoke yourself. You may ban it in your own home or business, but in the frue meaning of
democracy, you do not have the right to ban it in private establishments. You have failed
many Lincoln small businesses and tread of the lberties of Lincoln residents. Liberty is
the “right to choose™.

You should be ashamed of the methods used to achieve your goal. The ends never justify
the means. You cannot justify the use of deception and denial of due process n
government, which is exactly what you have done.

My vote (along with many others) will be against you in the next election. Perhaps there

e e

will be a permanent position on the Board of Health available, ————

Signed:
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Ken Svoboda
Lincoln C1ty Council

555 8. 10% Street

Lincoln, NE 68508
Councilman Svoboda:

T am writing to let you know that [ am opposed to the amendments that_ you proposed to
the City Council on Monday night.

You not only bypassed the legitimate concemns of many of the citizens of Lincoln, you
bypassed those citizens in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. Are you so afraid of
debate that you felt the need to slip this into the meetmg with only the Board of Health

- present? Where is public debate?

You have not addressed the issues fairlyand in good faith, but took advantage of
members of the Council who were trying to come up with compromises. I would hope
that your fellow members will remember that in the days to come.

You still have not addressed the main issues of this debate and continue to look at
information that is not only debatable, but outdated. The many measures taken to insure
air quality have resulted in less pollution in our businesses and homes. The air quality in
Los Angeles and New York however, continues to deteriorate.

The main issue here is that smoking is LEGAL! You may not approve of it. You may not
smoke yourself. You may ban it in your own home or business, but in the true meaning of
democracy, you do not have the right to ban it in private establishments. You have failed
many Lincoln small businesses and tread of the liberties of Lincoln residents. Liberty is
the “right to choose™.

You should be ashamed of the methods used to achieve your goal. The ends never justify
the means. You cannot justify the use of deception and denial of due process in
government, which is exactly what you have done.

My vote (along with many othets) will be against you in the next election. Perhaps there
will be a permanent position on the Board of Health available.

Signed:
%x 1 M/y(, j \/W
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Ken Svoboda

Lincoln City Council
555 8. 10™ Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Councilman Svoboda:

Tam writing to let you know that [ am opposed to the amendments that you proposed to
the City Council on Monday night.

You not only bypassed the legitimate concems of many of the citizens of Lincoln, you
bypassed those citizens in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. Are you so afraid of
debate that you felt the need to slip this info the meeting with only the Board of Health
present? Where is public debate? '

You have not addressed the issues fairly and in good faith, but took advaritage of
members of the Council who were trying to come up with compromises. T would hope
that your fellow members will remember that in the days to come.

You still have not addressed the main issues of this debate and continue to look at
information that is not only debatable, but outdated. The many measures taken to insure
air quality have resulted in less pollution in our businesses and homes. The air quality in
Los Angeles and New York however, continues to deteriorate.

The main issue here is that smoking is LEGAL! You may not approve of it. You may not
smoke yourself. You may ban it in your own home or business, but in the true meaning of
democracy, you do not have the right to ban it in private establishments. You have failed
many Lincoln small businesses and tread of the liberties of Lincoln residents. Liberty is

- the “right to choose™.

You should be ashamed of the methods used to achieve your goal. The ends never justify
the means. You cannot justify the use of deception and denial of due process in
government, which 1s exactly what you have done. :

My vote (along with many others) will be against you in the next election. Perbaps there
will be a permanent position on the Board of Health available.
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Ken Svoboda

Lincoln City Council
555 8. 10™ Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
Councilman Svoboda:

I'am writing to let you know that T am opposed to the amendments that you ?roposed to
the City Council on Monday night.

You not only bypassed the legitimate concerns of many of the citizens of Lincoln, you

‘bypassed those citizens in an underhanded and unacceptable manner. Are you so afraid of

debate that you felt the need to slip this into the meeting with only the Board of Health
present? Where is public debate? : :

You have not addressed the issues fairly and in good faith, but took advaﬁiage of
members of the Council who were trying to come up with compromises. I would hope
that your fellow members will remember that in the days to come,

You still have not addressed the main issues of this debate and continue to look at
information that is not only debatable, but outdated. The many measures taken to insure

~air quality have resulted in less pollution in our businesses and homes. The air quality in

Los Angeles and New York however, continues to deteriorate.

The main issue here is that smoking is LEGAL! You may not approve of it. You may not
smoke yourself. You may ban it in your own home or business, but in the true meaning of
democracy, you do not have the right to ban it in private establishments. You have failed
many Lincoln small businesses and tread of the liberties of Lincoln residents. Liberty is
the “right to choose™. :

You should be ashamed of the methods used to achieve your goal. The ends never Jjustify
the means. You cannot justify the use of deception and denial of due process in
government, which is exactly what vou have done.

My vote (along with many othets) will be against you in the next election. Perhaps there
will be a permanent position on the Board of Health available.

Signed:

VA



e
@%@

oy, © g
%@g?@é RESOLUTION NO. A-

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the City of
Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the attached list of investmeﬁts be confirmed and approved, and the City
Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investments until maturity unless

otherwise directed by the City Council.

INTRODUCED BY:

Approved:

Don Herz, Finance Director

Approved this day of

Mayor




5 FINANCE DEPARTMENT
@@@% - TREASURER OF LINCOLN, NEBRASKA

R

e INVESTMENTS PURCHASED
D,y JULY 6 THRU JULY 9, 2004
Sy

Tuly 6, 2004, we cashed a $439,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank out

of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $415,000 as follows:

$170,000 | Treasury Cash Management Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

$245,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

July 7, 2004, we cashed a $35,000 First American Government Obligation Fund at US Bank out

of the Short Term Pool. We then invested $260,000 as follows:

$60,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$200,000 | Treasury Cash Management Fund at Wells Fargo Bank

A $5,000,000 investment matured July 8, 2004, and we immediately cashed along with a

$2,830,000 Treasury Cash Management Fund and a $1,000,000 USB Business Money Market

out of the Short Term Pool for a total of $8,830,000. We then reinvested $6,960,000 as
follows:

$10,000 | Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$4.450,000 | First !American Government Obligation Fund at Us Bank

$2,500,000 | CD, purchased at par, rate of 1.53%, maturing August 26, 2003




July 9, 2004, we cashed a total of $2,218,000 out of the Short Term Pool. We then added to that
amount and invested $3,540,000 as follows:

$40,000 Nebraska Public Agency Investment Trust at Union Bank

$1,000,000 | USB Business Money Market

$2.500,000 | FREDN, discounted 99.80725%, costing $2,495,181.25, yielding
1.308940%, maturing September 1, 2004

We respectfully request approval of our actions.

Don Herz, Finance Director Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer




JUL-@e-2and4 12:15 CITIZEN INFO CENTER 4A2 441 B553  P.AL7L

NEWS

CITY OF LINCOL

RELEA S E MAYOR COLEEN J. SERG lincoln.negov

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Engineering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd,, Lincoln, NE 68528, 441-7711, fax 441-6576

NEBRASKA

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 9, 2004
FOR MORE INFORMATION: .
Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831 _
Linda Weaver Beacham, Project Manager, The Schemmer Associates, 438-2500
‘Stroud Evans, Copstruction Administrator, The Schemmer Associates, 488-2498
. Larry Duensing, City Project Manager, Public Works and Utilities Dept.,441-7711
" Randy Howard, President, Constructors Inc., 434-1764

- EAST “0” LANES T0O CLOSE FOR PAVEMENT MARKING

Beginning Monday, July 12, some lanes of traffic in the East “(y* Street area will temporanily
close as crews apply permanent pavement markings to streets. The streets affected by these lane

closures are:
. East “O™ Street from Lyncrest Drive to Wedgewood Drive;
- . 66th Street from Taylor Patk Drive to “Q” Street;
. 70th Street from “L” Street to “P” Street; and
. the intersections of East “O" with 63rd Street, 68th Street and Wedgewood Drive.

Permanent striping is expected to be completed by August 1. All affected sireets will remain
open during the work, but traffic will be limited by partial closures. Lane closures for each strest
section may shift during the course of the day as crews work on different parts of the street.

-30-
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~ PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES

UTY OF L INNCO AD )i Y HAYOR COLEEN J SENG  smctens

NEBRAS

PRE-CONSTRUCTION OPEN HOUSE
WEST ‘A’ STREET STORM SEWER PROJECT
WEDNESDAY, JULY 14, 2004
5:00 - 6:00 PM
ROPER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
2323 S. CODDINGTON AVE
(ENTRANCE ON NORTH SIDE OF BUILDING, INSIDE GYM)

This advisory 1s to inform you of an informational meeting regarding the upcoming
construction of the West ‘A’ Storm Sewer Street project between SW15th and SW17th
Street. City personnel and construction contractors will be at this meeting to answer
questions concermng the project. Information and detourroute are available on the City’s
website: lincoln.ne.gov.

Please call Charlie Wilcox with any questions.

Charlie Wilcox

Senior Engineering Specialist

Public Works & Utilities Department
531 Westgate Blvd. Suite 100
Lincoln NE 68528

402-441-7532
cwilcox(@ci.lincoln.ne.us

27th & Hwy 2 Storm sewer odw ajm.wvpd D€t0ur Map on BaCk
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Joan V Ray To: "Fuog, Karin" <Karin.Fuog@nelnet.net>
] cc: “campjon@aol.com™ <campicn@acl.comz, "council@ci.lincoln.ne.us™
07/08/2004 04:25 PM <council @ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Home (E-mail}"
<karinanderic@397 @ sarthlink.net>, “*mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us™
<mayer@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Subiect: Re: StarTran route from Lux to Vintage Heights

Dear K. Foug: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the Council
Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street Rer
Lincoin, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax.  402-441-6533 Giry,, © <004
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us @gﬁ%‘?ﬁf’y@ﬁ )
"Fuog, Karin" <Karin.Fuog @nelnet.net> E T
*Fuog, Karin" To: “campjon@aol.com™ <campjon @ aol.com>
<Karin.Fuog@nelnet.n cc: "council @cilincoln.ne.us™ <council @ci lincoin.ne.us>, "Home (E-mail)"
ei> <karinandetic8397 @ earthlink.net>, “mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us™
07/09/2004 04:25 PM <mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject: StarTran route from Lux to Vintaege Heights

Jon:

T am writing to applaud Mayor Seng’s inclusicn in the 2004-2005 <ity budget
of the new bus route between Lux Middle School and neighborhoods south,
including Vintage Heights.

My elder son will start attending Lux Middle School this fall and as my
husband and I both work, we were concerned about how tc get him to and from
school without impacting our work schedules. Many cother parents in Vintage
Heights and the other southeastern neighborhoods that feed into Lux have had
the same concern. The new bus route will solve this problem and simplify
i1ife for all of us.

I strongly urge you to keep this bus route in the 2004-2005 budget. The
southeastern area of Lincoln is growing and most of the new residents are
families with voung children. The demand for a reliable means of
rransportation to and from the schools will only get stronger. Establishing
this bus route will make these neighborhoods even more attractive.

Sincerely,

Karin Fuog
486.0386

The information contained in this message is confidential
proprietary property of Nelnet, Inc. and its affiliated
companies (Nelnet) and is intended for the recipient only.
Any reproduction, forwarding, or copying without the express
permission of Nelnet ig strictly prohibkited. If you have

;eceiyed this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to this e-mail.
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Joan V Ray To: Jim Johnson <jjohnson@ cornhusker.net>

. cc: info@kolnkgin.com, ksvoboda@ci.lincoin.ne.us,
07/12/2004 08:45 AM council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: Re: Correction to a KOLN/KGIN news story

Dear Mr. Johnson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoin.ne.us

Jirm Johnson <jjohnson @ cornhusker.net>

Jim Johnson To: info@kolnkgin.com
<jjohnson@cornhuske cc: ksvoboda@cilincoln.ne.us, council @ci.lincoin.ne.us
r.net> Subject: Correction to a KOLN/KGIN news story

07/10/2004 12:29 AM

KOLN/KGIN news department:
In vour Friday story on the smoking ban petition,
hitp://www.kolnkgin,.com/home/ headlines/873846 . hitml

vou guoted Council member Ken Svoboda ag saving that *Those individual
signatures have to not only be registered voters, they have to have voted
in the last gubermnatorial election a year and a half ago.*®

In my opinion, Mr. Svoboda is misinterpreting the City Charter provisgion on
public referendums. In the City Charter, which is available online at:

hittp://lincoln.ne.gov/city/attorn/lme/charter.pdf

Article IV, Section 23, (page 12 of 50 on my computer screen) savs, in part:
" if, during said fifteen days, a referendum petition, signed and
verified as provided in this article by at least four percent of the number
of participating city voters at the last general gubernatorial election
protesting against the passage of such ordinance, be filed with the city
clerk, ..."

Mr. Svoboda apparently believes that means that four percent of the actual
gubernatorial election voters have to sign the petitions, not just four
percent of the number of voters. I think if the authors of the charter had
meant it that way they surely would have just SAID "four percent of the

voters ...", instead of "four percent of the NUMBER of voters
..." Admittedly there's room for more clarity in the language, bub it
seems clear enough to me. (Obviously, the person you should be

interviewing regarding signabure requirements is Election Commissioner
David Shively, not Ken Svoboda nor myself, nor the KOLN/KGIN news staff.)



Given the circumstances, I also think it’'s a little "convenient”™ that Mr.
Svoboda’s comments, i1f heeded, would tend to discourage University Students

who in many cases weren’t old encugh to vote in the 2002 gubernatorial
election.

I urge you to check with the Election Commissioner on Monday (sconer if vou
can track him down on the weekend) and if it turns out that Mr. Svoboda’s
interpretation is wrong, alr a retraction.

Thanks!
Jim Johnson,
1201 Berkshire Ct #36
Lincoln NE 68505



DO NOT REPLY to this- To: General Council <council@lingoln.ne.gov>
InterLinc oc: '
<none@lincoln.ne.gov  Subject: Interling: Council Feedback

-

07/10/2004 11:16 AM

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name : John A. Roby

Address: 2615 NorthWest 55th Street
City: Lincoln, NE 68524

Phone: 402-470-2973

Tax:

Email: johnandbrendaearthlink.net

Comment or Question:

Dear City Council Members:

I implore the Lincoln City Council to say no to the anti-smoking fascists who
seek to regulate behavior they don’t agree with in the name of ‘public
health.”’

As much as Tobacco Free Lincoln and the rest the nanny gtaters would like to
wrap their intentions up in the s=lf righteous blanket of protecting the
proletariat, they truly seek to regulate bhehavior they find disagreeable.
They regurgitate endless, grim statistics to support their position, but the
"bottom line is they don’t like smoking and so seek to impose themselves on
everyone and use the city government to do it.

The entire issue bolils down to personal free choice. A business owner
{currently) has the freedom to run his or her business. Those who disagree
with the way that business is run have the freedom to choodse not to fregquent
that business. Curtailing that freedom and making all march in myopic lock
step is insulting. Dressing up the destruction of this liberty in benevolent
rhetoric is fascist.

Oh, by the way, I'm a non-smoker.

Sincerely,
John A. Roby

2615 NorthWest 55th Street
Lincoln, Nebraska 68524



Joan V Ray To: “Julie & Harry Watsen” <hj725@earthlink.net>

cce: <council @ci.lincoln.ne.us>
07/12/2004 08:48 AM Subject: Re: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ban

Dear Mr. & Ms. Watson: Your message has been received in the Coungil Office and wilt be forwarded to
the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray :
City Council Office

555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-8533
e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Julie & Harry Watson" <hj725@ea;‘thiinknet$

“Julie & Harry Watson" To: <council@cilincoln.ne.us>
<hj725@earthlink.net> cc:

07/10/2004 12:16 PM Subiect: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ban

We are writing as a very happy and concermed family. When we originally heard of the smoking ban
months ago, we were excited. Then frustraied when the amendmenis passed with restrictions, we fel,
weren't easy to enforce. . When we heard of the vote of 100% smoking ban, we were ecstatic! We
notified all of our friends and family that night. They all were just as excited.

Passing of the 100% smoking ban has been something we have wanted for over 10 years. We are in our
late 20’s and enjoy the bar atmosphere. However, there have been numerous times when we choose not
o go out due to the smoky environment. We don't like the way our clothes, hair, throat and sinuses feel
after a night out at a smoky bar. Actually, we've lost our voice from the smoke filled bars before.

This 108% smoking ban has motivated our friends from Omaha to visit Lincoln and go to the bars
due to the smoke free environment.

As a registered pharmacist, 1 feel, the ban will allow those smokers who have had a hard time breaking
the habit, be more successful at quitting. Many smokers smoke more when they drink alcohol or see
others around them smoking. Less smokers equals less health care costs. The Surgeon General
warning should explain the concern cigarettes have for people’s health. Why should non smokers have to
sacrifice their health and choice of bars by smokers habits? Yeou would think business owners would be
more concerned about the heatth of their employees and customers, rather than their "rights”.

We have wanted to open a smoke free bar of our own, but knew placement of a nonsmoking bar next to
smoking bars would be unsuccessful. It has to be all-or-none in this case. Anyone who thinks that this
ban is going to hurt business is crazy. Do you really think that people are going to stay home? Judging by
the success rate of local restaurants and bars, | dont think anyone stays home any more. The ban on
airplanes didn't seem to keep people from flying, did it? Not being able to smoke in grocery stores didn't
decrease business. People will never stop going to bars. It's about being with friends and having a good
time, not to just smoke. The only thing people are afraid of is change, no matter what you are doing, and
this is no different. Change scares most people, but usuaily change ends up being for the beiterment of
ail.



Please don’t waste our city money by dragging this debate out, when it is clear a more healthy
environment is necessary.

We are also proud to be part of a community who are pioneers in this healthy decision for all
citizens. It's exciting to know we are the first splash in the rippies to come throughout Nebraska
and the Midwest.

Thank you for your time and support of protecting your citizens and visitors of Lincoin! I is nice
to know our City Council members are leaders, not followers. Anyone can be a foliower, but it
takes vision to be a leader.

Julie & Harry Watson



Lo

Joan V Ray To: "Sarie Mundhenke" <cmundhenkel @neb.rr.com

CCl -
07712/2004 08:52 AM g et Re: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ben B

Dear C and $ Mundhenke: Your message has been received in the Council Office and wili be forwarded
to the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Councii Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax: . 402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"Sarie Mundhenke® <cmuncdhenke1 @neb.rr.com>

"Sarie Mundhenke” To: <council@cllincoln.ne.us>
<cmundhenke1@neh.r ce:

r.com> Subject: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ban
07/10/2004 02:04 PM

| support the 100% smoking ban! Thank you for taking the initiative for making our environment more
healthy for all. Please domn’t waste our city money by dragging this debate out, when it is clear a more
healthy environment is necessary. | can guaraniee | will go out to more places knowing they will be smoke
free.

Thank Youl
Camden & Sarepta Mundhenke




Joan V Ray To: HLWaisonSr@aol.com

ce:
07/12/2004 08:53 AM Subiect: Re: Thank You for the 100% Smeking Ban@ﬁ

Dear Mr. & Ms. Watson: Your message has been received in the Council Office and wili be forwarded o
the Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray -

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533
e-mall: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

HLWatsonSr@aol.com

HLWatsonSr@aol.com To: council@ci.lincoin.ne.us

07/10/2004 03:13 PM ce:
. Subject: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ban

We support the 100% Smoking Ban! Thank you for taking the inltiative for making cur environment more
healthy for all. Please don’t wast our city money by dragging this debate out, when it is clear a more

healthy enviroment is necessary. We can guarantee we will go cut to more places knowing they will be
smoke free. -

Harry and Mary Watson




Joan V Ray To: amberyou@yahoo.com

cc:
07/12/2004 08:56 AM Subiect: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln] B

Dear Ms. Girard: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Councii Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone; 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

amberyou @yahod.com

amberyou®@yahoo.com To: council@cildincoln.ne.us

07/11/2004 01:11 PM ce: _
Subject: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoin!

Lincoln City Council
555 S. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to thank the City Council for choesing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and visitors of Lincoln.

Please be vigilant in safeguarding the new law from any
opposition attempts to weaken or repeal the law.

Lincoln residents, especially those working in smoke-filled
envirconments, can now 100k [orward to fewer heart attacks, fewer
asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will have you to
thank for their improved health and guality of life.

Experience in hundreds of cther communities arcund the country
shows that smokefree laws, once in effect, are not only popular,
bhut alseo good for health, and good for business. :

Thank vou again for yvou commitment to a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

imber Girard
1600 Primrose LAne
Fairborn, Chio 45324




Joan V Ray To: "Dr. Kim Tucker" <kiucker @ eyecarespecialties.com>
cc:

07/12/2004 08:57 AM Subject: Re: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ban B

Dear Dr. Tucker: Yeour message has been received in the Councit Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phore: 402-441-6866

Fax:  402-441-6533

e-mzil: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

"Dr. Kim Tucker” <ktucker @ eyecarespecialties.com:

“Dr. Kim Tucker" To: council@cllincoln.ne.us
<ktucker@eyecarespe cc:

cialties.com> Subject: Thank You for the 100% Smoking Ban
07/12/2004 08:28 AM

City council members:

1 support the 100% smoking ban! Thank vou for taking the initiative for
making our environment more healthy for all. Please don’t waste our city
money by dragging this debate out, when it is c¢lear a more healthy
environment is necessary. I can guarantee I will go out to more places
knowing they will be snmoke free.

Dr. Kim Tuckerl! support the 100% smoking ban! Thank you for taking the initiative for making our
environment more heaithy {or all. Please don’t waste our city money by dragging this debate out, when it
is clear a more healthy environment is necessary. | can guarantee | will go out to more places knowing
they will be smoke free.




Joan V Ray To: <christina@neb.rr.com>

oo
07/12/2004 08:57 AM Subject: Re: Smoking Baﬂ

iR

Dear Christina: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration.  Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Coungil Office

555 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax: 402-441-6533

e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

<christina @ neb.rr.com>

<christina@neb.rr.com To: <council@cllincoln.ne.us>
> oc:

07/12/2004 07:46 AM ~ Subject: Smoking Ban

| emailed the City Council a few weeks ago regarding the smoking ban and how excited | am about it. |
am now getting nervous, as a waitress at Brewskys | see the many petitions around the bar and all the
customers Brewskys is irying to get to sign. Please do not let them persuade you, | have spoke with
customers in the bar myself whom are so pleased and can't wait for the ban-this is for everyones health!
Piease keep this bant!




Joan V Ray To: mary@ncdhd.info

cc: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
07/12/2004 09:21 AM Subject: Re: Thank you for bringing smokefree air to Lincoln!

BPear Ms. Drudik: Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the
Council Members for their consideration. Thank you for your input on this issue.

Joan V. Ray

City Council Office

‘555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508

Phone: 402-441-6866

Fax: 402-441-6533
e-mail: jray@cilincoln.ne.us

mary@ncdhd.info

mary@ncdhd.info To: councii@ci.lincoln.ne.us

07/12/2004 09:13 AM oc:
Subject: Thank you for bringing smokefree air fo Lincoln!

Lincoln City Council
555 S. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to thank the City Council for choosing to protect
the health of all workers, residents, and visitcrs of Lincoln.

Please be vigilant in safeguarding the new law from any
opposition attempts to weaken or repeal the law.

Lincoln residents, especially thosge working in smoke-f£illed
environments, can now look forward to fewer heart attacks, fewer
asthma attacks, and lower cancer rates. They will have you to
thank for their improved health and guality of life.

Experience 1in hundreds of other communities around the country
shows that smokefree laws, once in effect, are not only popular,
but also good for health, and good for business.

Thank yvou again for you commitmeni to a healthier Lincoln.

Sincerely,

Mary Drudik
316 E. Douglas Street
Oneill, Nebraska 68763



RUBBER / PLASTICS INDUSTEY CONFLRENCE
Liocal Urndon No. 286
5724 Seward BAve.
Lincoln, NE 88507
402/434-2976
Fax 402/434-2978

July 9, 2004

Terry Warner
Lincoln City Council
555 South 10™ St.
Lincoln, NE 683508

Mr, Warner:

Goodyear has eight break rooms set wp in the plant for steokers and nine break rooms for non-smokers.
After the City Council took action to reverse the smoking policy to no smoking, Goodyear stopped on the
smoking rooms and put a notice out saying no one can smoke anywhere in the factory.

I would ask that you reconsider the no smoking ban and go back to what was voted on the first time.

Yours truly,

Hugh E. Bowen
President
USWA Local 286

HER:bg
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~ ONCOLOGY HEMATOLOGY WEST, PC.
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Medical Oncology «‘ { A 2ﬁﬁ§ Margaret Block, M.D., F.A.CP.
Hematelogy 7y CU&;‘;};Q Laxmi Narayana R. Buddheraju, M.D.
@%@ 4, Robert M. Langdon, Jr., MD., FA.CP.

David A. Silverberg, M.D., FA.CP.

Gomini S, Soori, M.D., FACP., FRCP.
June 30, 2004 Stephan D, Themé, M.D. '

Peter M. Townley, M.D.

Rose Townley Bakewell, M.S.N., A.P.R.N.

Sheryl P. Shannon, M.S.N., APRN.

Mr. Terry Werner

Lincoln City Council

555 South 10™ St., Rm. 111
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Terry,

I thank you for passing the Smoke Free Bill in Lincoln, Nebraska. Currently, | am the
president of the Nebraska Oncology Society, and | am a practicing oncologist in the
Omaha area. Unfortunately, | see far too many patients with incurable lung carcinoma
that we have inadequate treatment for.

We have seen a number of patients and their families suffer needlessly; and, in fact,
one story | will share with you is of a young man who has contracted terminal lung
cancer from second-hand smoke. This patient, unfortunately, had worked a second job,
which was in a bar, two nights a week to save money to send his children to school.
Unfortunately, related to this, he has contracted lung carcinoma, and he has been
undergoing very rigorous treatment. | know that he would not have contracted this
without the second-hand smoke exposure. As you may be aware, recent studies came
out this week demonstrating the increased risk of patients developing heart attacks
when exposed to second-hand smoke.

| thank you again for the support. 1 know this was not an easy task, but the health of
Lincoln restaurant-bar workers, as well as other residents, will be improved significantly
over upcoming years.
Sincerely,

R N

Peter M. Townley, M.D.

President of Nebraska Oncology Society
(o PMT:vsl
[ Bergan Mercy Medical Bidg {7 Methodist Cancer Center [ Oncology Hematology West, P.C. 1] Lakeside Health Park
7710 Mercy Rd, Suite 122 8303 Dodge St, Suite 250 611 Fenwick Dr 17030 Lakeside Hills Plz, Suite 100
Omaha, Nebraska 68124 Omaha, Nebraska 68114 Papillion, Nebraska 68046-5706 Omaha, Nebraske 68130-2325
402-393-3110 402-354-8124 A402-593-3141 402-334-4773

402-393-5732 fox A02-354-8127 fax 402-593-3145 fox 402-330-7463 fox
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July 9, 2004

ASSOCEATIORN

Mayor Coleen Seng
Lincoln City Council
555 'S. 10™ Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Mayor Seng and Council Members:

On June 22, the DLA board was updated by Brad Korell and Russ Bayer on the progress of the
SRT committee in addressing the serious infrastructure financing needs faced by our community.

After discussion, the board adopted by unanimous vote the attached resolution supporting the
SRT process and the financing package, including a $75 million general obligation bond, and the
proposed rate mcreases for water and waste water, to close the financing gap. The board also
recognized the dedication and hard work of the SRT comumittee and gave special recognition to
leaders, Russ Bayer, Brad Korell, Jan Gauger and Dan Marvin.

The DLA stands ready to provide our support in the upcoming months to ensure the
mmplementation of the financing package.

Sincerely,
~ ’_\ . . .

e L lb‘ Ty N i
Michelle Waite Polly McMullen
DLA Chair DLA President
PM: pas

CC:  Russ Bayer
Brad Korell

1200 N Street, Saite 101
Lincoln, NE 68508
(402) 434-6900
FAX (402) 434-6907

www.downtowniincoln.org



ASSOCIATIORN

RESOLUTION ON INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING
JUNE, 2004

The Downtown Lincoln Association (DILA) considers infrastructure needs to be
one of the greatest challenges facing Lincoln and we endorse the Mayor’s process
to identify financing alternatives.

We strongly encourage the Mayor and City Council to adopt a financing package
to fund the $135 million gap for streets and roads, including a general obligation
bond in the amount of $75 million and the proposed rate increases for water and
waste water.

DLA commends the SRT Committee and its leaders for their commitment and hard
work in identifying and bringing to the community a range of options for funding
Lincoln’s infrastructure and financing needs.



DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MINUTES
MONDAY, JULY 12, 2004
CONFERENCE ROOM 113

Council Members Present: Terry Werner, Chair; Ken Svoboda, Vice-Chair; Jon Camp,
Jonathan Cook, Patte Newman, Glenn Friendt, Annette McRoy.

Others Present: Mayor Coleen Seng, Mark Bowen, Ann Harrell, Darl Naumann, Corrie Kielty,
Mayor’s Office; Deputy City Clerk, Teresa Meier-Brock; Dana Roper, City Attorney; Directors
and Department Heads; Darrell Podany, Aide to Council Members Camp, Friendt, & Svoboda;
Tammy Grammer, City Council Staff and Nate Jenkins, Lincoln Journal Star Representative.

I. MAYOR

Mayor Seng stated to Council that she has a couple of things that she wants to
pass out to them this morning. One is a ‘Thank-you’ note from the Village of Hallam
and she wanted them to have it and then the letter from the Hallam Board that she wanted
them to see, they were saying ‘Thank-you’. In the ‘Downtown Idea Exchange’ Lincoln
made the news, which comes out about once a month and they send it around to people
that are working on downtown things and they’re in it.

Mayor Seng noted on Friday evening was the ‘Relay For Life’ and Terry
[Werner] had a team there, right. Mr. Werner responded ‘yes’. Mayor Seng stated it was
a huge affair, she heard any where from 7,000 to 9,000 people attended, it was quite a big
fund raiser.

Mayor Seng said on Saturday morning the Health Partners had their first
neighborhood type project and they all need to know that Ken [Svoboda] did a lot of
donation over at Cooper Park. Mr. Svoboda commented got it done.

Mayor Seng stated to Council that they’re all invited to the rally out in front of the
Hall of Justice on Thursday evening at 5:00 p.m. and it’s really important if there’s
anyway they can be there to be supportive. This is sort of the formal announcement of
the Saturday diversity event out at Pioneers Park.

Mayor Seng commented just to let them know that the group coming into town
has called and they are not very pleasant when they call and talk, they rant and rave.
Mayor Seng said she doesn’t know, she hasn’t asked Chief of Police if she should be
returning this phone call or not. She did listen to someone taking the call and it was not
very pleasant. Ms. McRoy asked Mayor Seng if they were trying to cancel. Mayor Seng
replied ‘no’, they were mad that they were having another rally the same day.



Mayor Seng stated she thinks Police Chief Casady wanted to talk a little bit about
what went on out at the Event Center on Saturday night. Chief Casady said ‘yes’, he just
wanted the Council to be aware that they have had some problems recently at the
Lancaster County Event Center. Two or three years ago the Event Center was annexed
into the City, not all the properties inside the City limits, but the building is so they’re
responsible for the law enforcement services out there. Early yesterday morning they had
dispatched 9 officers and a couple of deputy sheriff’s over there because they had a party
of about 1,000 to maybe 1,500 people that got out of control a little bit after midnight,
which looks like it was some kind of a wedding party. Lots and lots of alcohol out in the
parking and bottles, glasses and cans, they had an assault inside, it was just a pretty ugly
scene and they’re not happy about it at all. There was one employee of the Event Center
on duty, he’s a young man that’s been working there as a security guard for about two
weeks and the Director of the Event Center could not be located despite repeated
attempts to call him. So, they’ll be in touch with Mr. Bentler, they kind of want to get a
handle on this so they don’t have potential problems out there. Mr. Werner commented
security would be their full responsibility, right. Chief Casady replied oh ‘yes’,
absolutely.

Mayor Seng called on Marc Wullschleger, he has something about T.O. Haas. Marc
Waullschleger stated Council received a letter in their packet from T.O. Haas’s Attorney
representing some of the other landowners on the block, approximately 24™ & “O”, 24" & 25"-
“0” to “P”. They’ve met with 3 of the... he believes, it’s 5 property owners on that block earlier
this year, the block was identified as 1 of the 31 redevelopment projects in the Antelope Valley
area. At this meeting they agreed [inaudible] with Child Guidance and Mr. Olson was there and
T.O. Haas and they agreed that the City would not pursue a redevelopment project on that block.
They’re working on two projects out of the 31, one of them is in the 18" & “P” area and the
other one so there’s no confusion is right north of this block so they are working on a residential
project for the two blocks north of this block, which would be “P” to “R”-24™ & 25" and they’re
working with Neighborhoods, Inc. on it, they have secured some money for it. The
redevelopment plan for Antelope Valley will be in front of Council in late September and of
course any condemnation action that they would take or the City would take, would have to be
authorized by them on an individual basis. They will not be coming in on a project why basis
with 31 projects and asking for condemnation authority, it will be done on individual projects.
Mayor Seng asked Council if they have any questions on it because it’s really important that they
get this straight. Mr. Friendt stated does that mean the property that T.O. Haas and the Child
Guidance Center sits on is not on some list that indicates it can potentially be condemned or be
taken by eminent domain. Mr. Wullschleger stated 'no’, their consultant came up with the 31
redevelopment projects those are going forward and this block is in there. However, they had
told them they are not interested in pursuing this and that goes for the other 29 as well. Mr.
Waullschleger indicated they are working on two of them, they had narrowed down to 6 and
they’re working on two of those 6. This one will come forward in the redevelopment plan, it can
always be taken out, obviously this letter will go into the packet, they will have the opportunity
to decide if those 31 projects come forward also.



*1.

*2.

*3.

%4,

*5.

*6.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Washington Report - June 18, 2004. — NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Names City Council Compensation Committee.
— NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - Mayor Kicks Off Effort to Prevent Cigarette Litter (Also See
#1 Under IIl CORRESPONDENCE - B: DIRECTORS/DEPARTMENT HEADS
- Health Department). — NO COMMENTS

NEWS ADVISORY - Mayor’s Public Meeting Schedule for June 24™ - June 28",

NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Accepts Report Of Streets, Roads and Trails
Committee. — NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Invites Area Residents To City’s Fourth Of July
Celebration - Annual event returns to Oak Lake Park for second year. — NO
COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Seng Balances City Budget - Mayor cuts budget
requests, but flat revenues call for restoring one cent of previous rate cut to

maintain services. — NO COMMENTS

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen J. Seng’s schedule includes the
following events: - (See Advisory). — NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - Mayor Rededicates Lincoln Mall. — NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: City Receives New Robot To Handle Explosives. — NO
COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: New Services To Be Available On City-County Web
Site - Public-private partnerships to help promote InterLinc. — NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Open House Planned On Improvements To South 27,
— NO COMMENTS

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng will have a news conference at
10:00 a.m., Thursday, July 8" - (See Advisory). — NO COMMENTS



I1. CITY CLERK

Deputy City Clerk Teresa Meier-Brock stated to Council the only thing that she

has is a request to call Items 5 through 11 together just for Public Hearing, which are all
agreements with the State Department of Roads regarding Antelope Valley. Mr. Werner
commented suppose they could, anybody object to it or would they rather hear them one
at a time. No objections from anybody. Mr. Werner asked Allan [Abbott] if he would
start out by going over just briefly each one of them. Mr. Abbott stated he can do that.
Mr. Werner stated okay, call them together. [See Formal Council Agenda of July 12" for
further descriptions of Items 5 through 11.]

III. CORRESPONDENCE

A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

PATTE NEWMAN

Ms. Newman stated that she is still waiting for some responses to her RFI’s (Requests
For Information).

1.

OUTSTANDING Request to Ernie Castillo, Wynn Hjermstad, Marc
Waullschleger, Urban Development Department/ Terry Bundy, LES/ Allan
Abbott, Public Works & Utilities Director/Mike DeKalb, Marvin Krout,
Planning Department/Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE:
Signs or banners identifying individual neighborhoods - (For Witherbee and
Eastridge area) - (RFI#20 - 3/24/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM TERRY
BUNDY, LES RECEIVED ON RFI#20 - 4/12/04. — NO COMMENTS

OUTSTANDING Request to Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Dennis Bartels, Allan Abbott,
Public Works/ Tonya Skinner, Dana Roper, City Law Dept./Marvin Krout,
Planning - RE: A resident of the Easthart Neighborhood a problem they had in
their development - the commons area between 78" St. & Maxey School -
(RFI#21- 4/29/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM DENNIS BARTELS,
PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON RFI#21 -
5/24/04. — 2.) Response from Dennis Bartels, PW received on RFI#21 -
06/04/04 (Same response as 1.). — Ms. Newman stated she thinks Tonya
Skinner had some more information on this Request For Information (#21)
regarding the Easthart Neighborhood problem and she’s still waiting for a
response from her.



3.

OUTSTANDING Request to Allan Abbott, Public Works & Utilities
Director/Dana Roper, City Law Department - RE: The Infrastructure
Financing Meeting on 5/18/04 - subject of wheel tax was raised (RFI#24 -
5/19/04). — Ms. Newman said she’s still waiting for a response from the Law
Department on this RFI.

Request to Marc Wullschleger (UD)// Kit Boesch (Human Services) / Dana
Roper (Law) RE: A concern that College Students may be usurping Low-Income
Public Housing from the Poor. (RFI #25 - 06-23-04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE
FROM KIT BOESCH, HUMAN SERVICES ADMINISTRATOR
RECEIVED ON RFI#25 - 7/02/04. — Ms. Newman stated to Marc
Waullschleger that she would appreciate it if she could get a response from them as
to how HUD funds are used on public housing, not private. She understands that
they can’t do anything about merge mercy, but she thinks this is an issue. She
knows that there have to be changes at the Federal level, but she would hope on
the City level that they can ensure that the waiting list of 2,500 people for low-
income housing would be prioritized for single moms with kids and certain
situations rather than athletes who are getting housing and stuff. Mr.
Waullschleger commented that’s Housing Authority. Ms. Newman said ‘yes’, she
understands, but HUD funding comes from them. Mayor Seng commented to
Marc [Wullschleger] but the funding for Housing Authority does not come
through them. Mr. Wullschleger stated that’s correct. Ms. Newman stated to Mr.
Waullschleger correct, there are two different situations, her question of Law and
of them is there anything they can do as a locality to keep things like this from
happening here as to what the newspaper article said. Mr. Wullschleger stated
okay, he can respond to that. Ms. Newman ‘thanked’ Mr. Wullschleger.

TERRY WERNER

1.

Request to PW/Planning - RE: Inquiry from Jay Petersen on Kajan Drive - Public
or Private Roadway, plus Surface Rehabilitation Process (RFI #130 - 6-15-04). —
NO COMMENTS

Request to Vince Mejer, Purchasing Agent - RE: Notice to Bidders #04-110 —
Television Equipment (RFI#132 - 6/16/04). — NO COMMENTS

Request to Marvin Krout, Planning Director - RE: Opening Fletcher Avenue to
14" Street (RFI#133 - 6/16/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM DENNIS
BARTELS, PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT RECEIVED
ON RFI#133 - 7/01/04. — NO COMMENTS



5. 2 E-Mail’s to Terry Werner - RE: Comments- The smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s).
— NO COMMENTS

6. 15 E-Mail’s Opposed & 50 E-Mail’s ‘Thank-you’ to Terry Werner - RE: The
smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s). — NO COMMENTS

GLENN FRIENDT

1. Request to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Rec. Director - RE: South Salt Creek
Community Organization concerns (RFI#33-5/25/04). — NO COMMENTS

JONATHAN COOK

1. Request to Weed Control/Public Works & Utilities Department/Parks &
Recreation Department - RE: Maintaining of ROW along W Van Dorn -
(RFI#114 - 6/14/04). — NO COMMENTS

2. Request to Terry Bundy, LES - RE: Administrative and general expense item in
LES budget - (RFI#115 - 6/28/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM TERRY
BUNDY, LES RECEIVED ON RFI#115 - 7/01/04. — NO COMMENTS

3. Request to Steve Masters, Lincoln Water System, PW - RE: Lead in Water -
(RFI#116 - 7/06/04). — NO COMMENTS

JON CAMP

*1. E-Mail to Jon Camp - RE: Cats. — NO COMMENTS

*2.  E-Mail from Bill English to Jon Camp - RE: Cats on a leash. — NO
COMMENTS

*3.  E-mail to Jon Camp from Ed Caudill - President of the North Bottoms
Neighborhood Association RE: Enforcement of current codes relating to
Overgrown Lawns. — NO COMMENTS

*4.  E-mail and letter to Jon Camp from Lori Yaeger RE: In Support of Cat Leash

Request to Allan Abbott, Public Works & Ultilities Director/Larry Worth,
StarTran - RE: HandiVan Service to Coaches, 640 W. Prospector Ct. (RFI#134 -
6/21/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM LARRY WORTH, STARTRAN
RECEIVED ON RFI#134 -6/24/04. — NO COMMENTS

Law. — NO COMMENTS



5 - “Thank-you’ E-Mail’s to Jon Camp & 2 Opposed E-Mail’s - RE: The smoking
ban - (See E-Mail’s). — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail to Jon Camp from Teri Roberts, Executive Director, The Arc of
Lincoln/Lancaster County - RE: Comments- The smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS

3 -E-Mail’s from Daryl Dickerson to Jon Camp - RE: Meeting sidewalk café
permit requirements - (See E-Mail’s). — NO COMMENTS

ANNETTE McROY

1.

B.

Request to Polly McMullen, Downtown Lincoln Association - RE: An area that is
being utilized as a garbage and brush storage collection point for the DLA - area
directly East of 610 “G” Street - (RFI#151-6/24/04). — NO COMMENTS -
[NOTE: Response Letter & pictures from Polly McMullen, President
Downtown Lincoln Association to this RFI#151 received on 6/25/04 - RE: An
area that is being utilized as a garbage and brush storage collection point for
the DLA-area directly East of 610 G Street was listed & attached to the
Directors’ Addendum for 6/28/04.]

Request to Public Works & Utilities Department - RE: Stop signs (RFI#152 -
6/28/04). — 1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM RANDY HOSKINS, PUBLIC
WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON RFI#152 - 7/06/04.
— NO COMMENTS

DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS

BUILDING & SAFETY DEPARTMENT

*1.

Letter from Mike Merwick to Mayor Seng, City Council, County Board - RE:
Hallam. — NO COMMENTS

FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

*1.

*2.

Material - RE: Monthly City Cash Report & City of Lincoln-Pledged Collateral
Statement - May 31, 2004. — NO COMMENTS

Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Joel L. Wittrock, Asst. City
Treasurer - RE: Resolution & Finance Department Treasurer of Lincoln,
Nebraska - Investments Purchased June 14, 2004 thru June 18, 2004. — NO
COMMENTS



3. Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer -
RE: Resolution & Finance Department Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased June 21, 2004 thru July 2, 2004. — NO COMMENTS

4. Response E-Mail from Don Herz to Fred Fisher - RE: Wheel Tax. — NO
COMMENTS

HEALTH DEPARTMENT

*E]L Response Letter from Bruce D. Dart to Danny Walker - RE: The property directly
east of 610 G Street. — NO COMMENTS

HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT
1. Memo from Kit Boesch - RE: Low Income City Bus/Handivan Transportation
(Material for Pre-Council Meeting scheduled on 7/12/04 at 8:15 a.m.) (See
Material). — NO COMMENTS
LIBRARY

**]1.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: Discovery Bags Available @ your library. — NO
COMMENTS

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Discover Reading-Pups @ Your Library! — NO
COMMENTS

LINCOLN-LANCASTER COUNTY: EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

*1.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: County Revises Time Frames For Debris Removal. —
NO COMMENTS

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lancaster County Emergency Management No Longer
Recruiting Volunteers to Help with Clean-Up Efforts. — NO COMMENTS

**3.  NEWS RELEASE - RE: More Disaster Cleanup Volunteers Needed On July 9
And 10 For Final “Push” In Hallam And Lancaster County. — NO COMMENTS

4. E-Mail from Scott Crippen, Temporary Labor Supervisor, Lincoln/Lancaster
County Emergency Management - RE: Recognize Mr. Ahlberg’s efforts - tornado
damage in Hallam. — NO COMMENTS



LINCOLN-LANCASTER COUNTY: HEALTH DEPARTMENT

*1.  NEWS RELEASE RE: CIGARETTE LITTER PREVENTION RESEARCH
PROJECT ANNOUNCED w/Invitation to Council Members for Kick-Off
Celebration (Council Members Received this Release on June 21, 2004). — NO
COMMENTS

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

*1. Letter to Jason Theillen RE: Prairie Village 1* Addition Final Plat #04036. — NO
COMMENTS

2. Letter from Tom Cajka to Brian D. Carstens, Brian D. Carstens & Associates -
RE: Lincoln Industrial Park South 8" Addition Final Plat #04053. — NO
COMMENTS

3. Letter from Tom Cajka to Loel P. Brooks, Brooks, Pansing, Brooks, PC LLO -

RE: A. B. Wenzel Addition Final Plat #04025. — NO COMMENTS

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION.....

*1. Special Permit No. 04031 (Dwelling units above the first floor in B-4 Lincoln
Business District) Resolution No. PC-00879. — NO COMMENTS

*2.  Preliminary Plat No. 04002 - Stone Bridge Creek 1* Addition (South of
Humphrey Avenue and east of N. 14" Street) Resolution No. PC-00881. — NO
COMMENTS

*3. Special Permit No. 04030 (Expand nonstandard single-family dwelling at 2653 S.
11™ Street) Resolution No. PC-00878. — NO COMMENTS

*4.  Preliminary Plat No. 04007 - Anderson’s Place (South of Leighton Avenue and
east of N. 84™ Street) Resolution No. PC-00880. — NO COMMENTS

PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT

*]. Letter from Don W. Taute to John O’Brien - RE: Your Letter dated June 9,
2004. — NO COMMENTS

2. Letter from Don W. Taute to Sgt. Edmund Sheridan, President, Lincoln Police

Union - RE: City of Lincoln/LPU 2004 Labor Negotiations. — NO COMMENTS



PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT

*1.

*2.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lane Closures On Vine Street Extended. — NO
COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Intersection of 8" and “O” To Become Four-Way Stop.
— NO COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - Lanes of North 27" Street to Close for Improvements. — NO
COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - Improvement Work to Begin at 27" and Highway 2. — NO
COMMENTS

NEWS RELEASE - Portion of South 56" Street to Close Two Days for Storm
Sewer Work. — NO COMMENTS

ADVISORY - RE: Open House - 27" Street, Saltillo Road North To Yankee Hill
Road - (See Advisory). — NO COMMENTS

URBAN DEVELOPMENT - Real Estate Division

*1.

**2'

**3.

#44,

**5'

MEMO from Clinton W. Thomas RE: Vacation of South 489" Street; Prescott to
Lowell - Followup to June 4™ Letter - Revised sale price. for the vacated property.
— NO COMMENTS

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4007 Washington Street from 1* Street to Southwest 1% Street; and the east-west
alley between West A and West Washington Streets, South 1* Street to Southwest
1* Street. — NO COMMENTS

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4008 21* Street between Y Street and the abandoned MoPac RR right-of-way. —
NO COMMENTS

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4005 Allen Road from west line of Stephanie Lane west approximately 565 feet.
— NO COMMENTS

Interoffice Memo from Clinton W. Thomas - RE: Street & Alley Vacation No.
4004 6™ & M Streets. — NO COMMENTS
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*1.

*2.

*3.

*4,

*5.

*6.

*7.

*8.

*9.

*10.

*11.

*12.

MISCELLANEOUS

Letter from C.W. Swingle - RE: The objective of this letter is to notify all of the
Lincoln Council Members that action on all of the following items must be put in
place. — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Dave Shoemaker - RE: Smoking - (Council & City Clerk received
copies of this E-Mail on 6/21/04). — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Mark Welsch, GASP President - RE: Letter for Public Hearing on
Non-Smoking Ordinance - (Council & City Clerk received copies of this E-Mail
on 6/21/04). — NO COMMENTS

Letter From Thomas A. Green of the Democratic Party RE: Formation of a Non-
Partisan Committee to establish a Code of Ethics for City Government.— NO
COMMENTS

E-Mail from Peggy Sturwe RE: Mayor’s State of the City Address - Notification.
— NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Bob Valentine RE: Charges for Vice-President Cheney’s Lincoln
visit.(Against). — Mr. Werner stated he sees that Bob Valentine is against

charging Vice-President Cheney and noted that Mr. Valentine is moving on the
21%.

Letter from Dr. Robert W. Beck RE: Charges for Vice-President Cheney’s
Lincoln visit.(Against). — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Jan Karst RE: Smoking Ban Ordinance. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Bruce J. Bohrer, Senior Vice-President/Governmental Affairs
Counsel, Lincoln Chamber of Commerce - RE: State Fair. — NO COMMENTS

Material from Lincoln Chamber of Commerce - RE: Resolution on State Fair
Constitutional Amendment. — NO COMMENTS

Material from Richard Meyer - RE: Get Fluoride Out Of Our Drinking Water! —
NO COMMENTS

Letter from Simera Reynolds, M. E.d., State Executive Director, MADD to Bob
Logsdon, Chairman, Liquor Control Commission - RE: MADD has not received
any information about the commission’s future actions with regard to the loophole
in the liquor control statute. — NO COMMENTS
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*13.

**14,

**]15.

**16.

**17.

**18.

**109.

*#20.

**21.

*#22.

*#23.

*424,

**25.

*#26.

E-Mail from A.C. Thayn - RE: Public smoking ban proposal. — NO
COMMENTS

Letter from Nancy Russell - RE: The City budget. — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Mark Siske - RE: The Council Meeting on June 28", — NO
COMMENTS

44 E-Mail’s - RE: Thank-you for the smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s). — NO
COMMENTS

E-Mail from John (J.R.) Brown III - RE: Innovation in Infrastructure Financing.
— NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Bob Ihrig with response from Joan Ray - RE: Length Of Terms for
City Council. — NO COMMENTS

4 E-Mail’s - RE: Comments on Smoking Ban - (See E-Mail’s). — NO
COMMENTS

10 E-Mail’s - RE: Against the Smoking Ban - (See E-Mail’s). — NO
COMMENTS

E-Mail from David Oenbring - RE: My very strong opposition to the holding of a
special election for the purpose of voting on a bond issue. — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from John Leonard Harris, President, Encouragement Unlimited, Inc. -
RE: Issue regarding the Housing Authority. — NO COMMENTS

9 Note Cards - RE: Please reconsider your vote on the Smoking Ban - (See Note
Cards). — NO COMMENTS

7 Thank-you cards - RE: The Smoking Ban - (See Cards). — NO COMMENTS

3 Thank-you Letters - RE: The Smoking Ban - (See Letters). — NO
COMMENTS

Material from Ed A. Schneider, O.D., Lincoln Vision Clinic P.C. - RE: Hard

Evidence - Study: Secondhand Smoke Is Much More Dangerous Than First
Thought. — NO COMMENTS
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**27.

**28.

**29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Letter & Material from Peter W. Katt, Pierson/Fitchett, Law Firm - RE: Cardinal
Heights Second Addition Annexation and Zoning Agreement Resolution No.
04R-143. — [Allan Abbott mentioned this issue to Council under “I'V. Directors-
Public Works & Utilities Department”.] (See that discussion)

Letter from Teresa J. Meier - RE: Applaud your decision of a total smoking ban.
—  NO COMMENTS

Letter from Edmund Sheridan, President of Lincoln Police Union to Don Taute,
Personnel Director - RE: The City’s last best offer. — NO COMMENTS

E-mail from Steve and Jerry Lee Jensen RE: Thanking Council for Passing
Smoking Ban. — NO COMMENTS

E-mail from Sandra Lab - Thanking Council for Passing Smoking Ban. — NO
COMMENTS

E-mail from Sharon Miller RE: Opposition to Smoking Ban. — NO
COMMENTS

Letter to Entire Council from Bailey Heafer RE: Thanking Council for Passing
Smoking Ban. — NO COMMENTS

Written Letter from Mary Rauner to Ken Svoboda Re: Smoking Ban (Opposes).
— NO COMMENTS

Approx. 368 Signatures on Anti Smoking Ban Form Letters to Ken Svoboda from
patrons of BC’s Bar - brought in by Mary Rauner (See form letter attached) -
Letters on File in Council Office. — NO COMMENTS

Approx. 298 Signatures on Anti-Smoking Ban Form Letters to Terry Werner from
patrons at BC’s Bar - brought in by Mary Rauner (See form letter attached) -
Letters on File in Council Office. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Melinda Jones, RE: Approval of Smoking Ban. — NO COMMENTS
Letter from Christy Aggens RE: Approval of Smoking Ban. — NO COMMENTS

Faxed Letter from Anne Tegen - RE: Congratulations on a smokefree Lincoln! —
NO COMMENTS

E-Mail Article from Dale Butler - RE: Smoking ban-‘Lies, Damned Lies, &
400,000 Smoking-Related Deaths’. — NO COMMENTS
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41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

18 E-Mail’s - RE: Thank-you for smoking ban - (See E-Mail’s). — NO
COMMENTS

8 E-Mail’s - RE: Opposed to smoking ban - consider an amendment - (See
E-Mail’s). — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Teri Roberts, Executive Director, The Arc of Lincoln/Lancaster
County - RE: Comments - smoking ban - wants to take a moment to clarify an
issue for you that was misrepresented on the news last night and this morning by
the owner of Critters Bar. — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Elizabeth Volkmer - RE: Fireworks. — NO COMMENTS
E-Mail from Daryl Dickerson - RE: Sidewalk café permit. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Lori Vrtiska Seibel, Executive Director, Community Health
Endowment of Lincoln - RE: Purpose of this letter is to remind you that the three-
year terms of the following members of the Board of Trustees of the Community
Health Endowment (CHE) will expire on August 31, 2004: - (See Letter). — NO
COMMENTS

5 ‘Thank-you’ Notes - RE: The smoking ban. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Gina Noel - RE: Opposed to the amendments on the smoking ban. —
NO COMMENTS

Letter from Walt & Christine Bleich - RE: The smoking ban, ‘Thank-you’. — NO
COMMENTS

Letter from William E. Olson, Demars, Gordon, Olson, Zalewski Law Firm, For
the Block 23 Business Owners Association And T.O. Haas, LLC - RE: “O” Street
Revitalization Plan in Conjunction with Antelope Valley Project. — [Marc
Waullschleger mentioned this letter to Council earlier under “I. Mayor”.] (See
that discussion)

E-Mail from Carol Brown to Randy Hoskins, Public Works & Utilities
Department - RE: Sidewalks. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from E. Sommer - RE: The Patriot Act. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Lorrie Stierwalt - RE: ‘Thank-you’ for the smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS
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Iv.

54. 2 E-Mail’s from Ed Schnabel - RE: Where has all the money gone? - (See E-
Mail’s). — NO COMMENTS

55.  Letter from Robert M. Thrig, Bob’s Gridiron Grille & the Pigskin Pub - RE:
Reconsider the new and present “Smoking Ban”. — NO COMMENTS

56.  E-Mail - RE: Comments on the smoking ban. — NO COMMENTS

57.  Letter from Robert V. Blevins to StarTran - RE: The 48" Street Shuttle (#18). —
Ms. Newman asked Allan Abbott if Larry Worth got a copy of this letter that they
all got from Robert Blevins that he was out there waving at the bus feeling like a
bird flapping and the bus did not stop. Allan Abbott stated ‘no’, he’ll have to take
a look at it and see what it says, he has not seen it yet. Ms. Newman stated to Mr.
Abbott okay, it would be nice if StarTran or you guys took care of it. Mr. Abbott
stated they will.

58.  Letter from Steve Drda - RE: The Smoking Ban. — NO COMMENTS

59.  Note Card for each of the Council members from Cathy Gorka - RE: The
Smoking Ban. — NO COMMENTS

60. Material & pictures from Patti Talamante - RE: Claim - 5/8/04 Tree Incident -
(See Material). — NO COMMENTS

DIRECTORS

POLICE DEPARTMENT - Chief Casady commented to Council that he neglected to
tell them that the alone security guard that was working at the Event Center was a 19 year
old.

[Chief Casady passed out to Council copies of the fliers to them to see.] Chief
Casady stated last night or this morning someone deposited a few hundred fliers in
various residential areas in Lincoln. The same kind of fliers that they had distributed
earlier from the National Alliance and seems to have hit various parts of Lincoln, no clear
pattern. Just so they’re aware, despite what he said the last time they had these fliers
delivered, he was wrong, it is not littering. In fact, who ever is distributing these fliers
seems to be more familiar with Lincoln’s law on distributing hand bill than the Chief of
Police was and they’ve complied with it to the “T’. Mr. Werner commented how did they
comply when they throw them from a car in plastic bags. Chief Casady stated they have
ordinances on how you can legally deliver hand bills and they have to be secured on
private premises or they have to be placed in a plastic bag that either has ventilated holes
or is no wider than 6 inches in diameter and secured against being blown out by the wind.
So a 6 inch or less zip lock with pebbles meets the requirements of the ordinance
perfectly. Mr. Werner commented that’s how they did it again. Chief Casady replied

5 b

yes’.
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PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT - [Allan Abbott handed out to
Council a memo regarding the Hartland’s Cardinal Heights/Northwest 56" Street] Allan
Abbott stated to Council on their Agenda there has been a lot of discussion about
Cardinal Heights and this is a summary from Dennis Bartels to Roger Figard as far as the
history of who said what and when and there’s a map with it so they can see where it is.
Mr. Abbott stated if they have any questions about it let him know. Mr. Werner said
okay and asked if Dennis [Bartels] will be at the meeting today or is he handling it. Mr.
Abbott stated he thinks Dennis [Bartels] is going to be there. (Copy of this Memo on file
in the City Council Office.)

V. CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
ANNETTE McROY - NO COMMENTS
JON CAMP - NO COMMENTS

KEN SVOBODA - NO COMMENTS

TERRY WERNER

Mr. Werner stated that he would like to talk to Bruce Dart and Fire Chief Spadt
after the Directors’ Meeting today.
GLENN FRIENDT - NO COMMENTS

JONATHAN COOK - NO COMMENTS

PATTE NEWMAN

Ms. Newman stated that she would like to talk with Allan Abbott after the
Directors’ Meeting today.

Mr. Werner adjourned the meeting at this time. - [Approximately at 11:23 a.m.]

ADDENDUM - (For July 12™)
I.  MAYOR-NONE

II. CITY CLERK - NONE
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I11.

CORRESPONDENCE
A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE
TERRY WERNER

I. E-Mail from Josh Knapp with response from Terry Werner - RE: The Smoking
Ban. — NO COMMENTS

2. 4 Format Letters to Terry Werner - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS

JON CAMP

1. Letter from Craig Loeck to Jon Camp - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS

KEN SVOBODA

1. 4 Format Letters to Ken Svoboda - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS

FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

1. Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer -
RE: Resolution & Finance Department Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased July 6, 2004 thru July 9, 2004. — NO COMMENTS

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT

1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: East “O” Lanes To Close For Pavement Marking. — NO
COMMENTS

2. ADVISORY - RE: Pre-Construction Open House - West “A” Street Storm Sewer
Project on Wednesday, July 14, 2004 from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. at Roper
Elementary School - (See Advisory). — NO COMMENTS

C. MISCELLANEOUS

1. Letter from Alex Knight - RE: ‘Thank-you’ for the smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS
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10.

Letter from Robert L. Miller - RE: Supports the Council in its Resolution to
change parts of the Patriot Act. — NO COMMENTS

3 ‘Thank-you’ Note Cards - RE: The smoking ban. — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Karin Fuog - RE: StarTran route from Lux to Vintage Heights. —
NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from Jim Johnson - RE: Correction to a KOLN/KGIN news story - on the
smoking ban petition. — NO COMMENTS

E-Mail from John A. Roby - RE: Opposed to the smoking ban. — NO
COMMENTS
7 E-Mail’s - RE: Thank you for the 100% smoking ban. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Hugh E. Bowen, President, USWA Local 286 - RE: Opposed to new
smoking ban go back to what was voted on the first time. — NO COMMENTS

Letter from Peter M. Townley, M.D., President of Nebraska Oncology Society -
RE: Thank you for passing the smoking ban. — NO COMMENTS

Letter & Resolution from Polly McMullen, DLA President & Michelle Waite,
DLA Chair (Downtown Lincoln Association) - RE: Supporting the Infrastructure
Financing - (See Material). — NO COMMENTS

VI. MEETING ADJOURNED - Approximately at 11:23 a.m.

dm071204/tjg

*HELD OVER FROM JUNE 28, 2004.
*HELD OVER FROM JULY 5, 2004.
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