
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2007

11:00 A.M. 
COUNTY/CITY BUILDING
CONFERENCE ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 

*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE:  Mayor Presents September Award of Excellence to Tim
Beckman, Public Works & Utilities Department, StarTran Field Supervisor. 

*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE:  Public Invited to Dedication of Prairie Building Addition
Tuesday, October 30, 2007 at 4:00 p.m.

*3. Washington Report, October 19, 2007.
  4. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: The media invited to cover the annual meeting between the

Lincoln and Omaha City Councils on 11/01/07 at Haymarket Park.
  5. Washington Report, October 26, 2007.

   
II. DIRECTORS

CITY ATTORNEY
*1. Memo from City Attorneys’ Office - RE:  Randy Thimm Claim Against City.
*2. Letter to Randy Thimm from Connor Reuter, Assistant City Attorney - RE:  Claim Against

City.   

FINANCE
  1. Memo from Don Herz, Finance Director. EMS Reports.

a) Billing Data to September 1, 2007; and
b) EMS Receipts and Expenditure Data to September 1, 2007.  

FINANCE/BUDGET
*1. October Sales Tax Reports for the Month of August:

a) Actual Compared to Projected Sales Tax Collections;
b) Gross Sales Tax Collection (with Refunds Added Back In) 2002-2003 Through 2007-

2008;
c) Sales Tax Refunds 2002-2003 Through 2007-2008; and
d) Net Sales Tax Collection 2002-2003 Through 2007-2008.

FINANCE/TREASURER
*1. Investment Report for Quarter Ending May 31, 2007.

HEALTH 
*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE:  Last Household Hazardous Waste Collection. 
*2. NEW RELEASE - RE:  Safe Kids: Lincoln-Lancaster County Provides Halloween Safety

Tips.

PLANNING
*1. Annexation by Ordinance #18991 - Effective: October 2, 2007, 39.5 Acres. 
*2. Memo from Marvin Krout, Planning Director - RE:  Bike Lanes Update.
  3. Firethorn 27th Addition - Final Plat #07060 - Generally Located at South 84th Street &

Montello Road. 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 
*1. Action by Planning Commission, October 24, 2007.

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION .....
  1. Special Permit #1992A - Edenton Woods Community Unit Plan (Ashbrook Drive & 

Hwy 2) - Resolution No. PC-01085. 
  2. Special Permit #07045 - Alltel Wireless Facility (South 74th Street & Saltillo Road)

Resolution No. PC-01086.
   
PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES 
*1. ADVISORY - RE: 16" Water Main Project in Holdrege Street to Start - Executive Order

No. 79014. 

III. CITY CLERK
*1. LES Resolution 2007-14. 

   

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE  

JONATHAN COOK
*1. Correspondence from Alison Stewart - RE: Support of Proposed Bus Routes.

DAN MARVIN
*1. Letter from Luke Scholl - RE:  Do Not Demolish the Jack Magorian Shooting Range.

V. MISCELLANEOUS
*1. Email from Randy Ralston - RE:  Approval of Bringing Capital Humane Society into

Discussion of Contracting Both Animal Control and Animal Sheltering Services.
*2. Email from Darrell & Donna Best - RE:  Date of Expiration of Lincoln Fire

Departments Emergency Ambulance Contract?
  3. Email from Gabby Evans, Stephen Memorial Animal Shelter Director, Oskaloosa, IA - 

RE:  Animal Control in Lincoln. 
  4. Email from LaDonna VanArsdall - RE:  Keep Capital Humane Society from Taking

Over Animal Control.
  5. Email from Elizabeth A. Snuttjer - RE:  Animal Control Needs to be Separate from the

Humane Society.
  6. Lincoln Electric System (LES) Document Review of 2008 Operating and Capital

Budget (Material for Pre-Council on 11/05/07 at 10:00 a.m.)
  7. Email from Joyce Porter - RE:  Consider an Alternative to Having the Lincoln Humane

Society Getting Involved in Animal Control.
  8. Email from Richard O’Hearn - RE:  Use Both North and South Bound Bike Lanes,

Consider Some East West Lanes.
  9. Letter from Christopher Jackson Ways - RE:  Suggest Installing Drinking Fountains.
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10. Note and Newspaper Article from Nancy Russell on State Fair Grounds. 
11. Media Release from Lori Seibel, CHE - RE:  Community Health Endowment Elects

Officers.   
12. Email from Marilyn Scheffler - RE:  Mandatory Spay Neuter Proposal Comments.
13. Email from Laurie De La Cruz - RE:  Comments on Animal Laws.
14. Letter from George Foster - RE:  Opposed to a Contract with the Capital Humane

Society for Animal Control Services.  Supportive of Animal Control with City Staff.   
15. Media Release from Lori Seibel, CHE - RE:  Community Health Endowment

Announces Funding for Fiscal Year 2007-2008.  
   

VI. ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER FROM OCTOBER 29, 2007. 

  

F:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\da110507.wpd.mmm/TJG



The media are invited to cover the annual meeting between the Lincoln and Omaha City
Councils at 1:30 p.m. Thursday, November 1 at Haymarket Park.

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

DATE: October 31, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

MAYOR CHRIS BEUTLER



 

CONGRESS 
Slow progress on FY 2008 budget likely to 
push congressional session into December.  
When creating a Continuing Resolution in 
September to keep government operations 
running in the absence of a budget, 
congressional leaders had set their sights on a 
November 16 adjournment date.  However, 
the House Majority Leader admitted this 
week that an impasse with the White House 
over spending means that Congress will likely 
be in session into December. 
 
It is now almost a month into FY 2008 and 
Congress has yet to send the President any of 
the 12 annual spending bills.  Democrats have 
been slow to unveil a plan for confronting 
Presidential veto threats over their $20 billion 
difference in domestic discretionary spending 
for the year, but there are reports this week 
that a package including a spending bill for 
the Departments of Labor, HHS, and 
Education and one for Military Construction 
and Veterans’ Affairs will be sent to the 
President by Veterans’ Day (November 12).  
The two bills may also go forward separately. 
 
In addition to getting the FY 2008 
appropriations process started, the proposed 
package represents a symbolic gesture on two 
fronts – daring the President to veto a bill to 
fund veterans programs around Veteran’s 
Day, and sending the President the two 
spending bills that contain a majority of the 
$20 billion in additional funds sought by 
Democrats. 
 
Meanwhile, the President this week received 
the Water Resources Development Act 
(WRDA) from the Congress.  The measure, 
last approved in 2000, authorizes a variety of 
flood control, navigation, and dredging 
projects.  It was approved by the House and 
Senate last month but was held back from the 
President until after the attempted veto 

override of the State Children’s Health 
program (SCHIP) bill.  The President is 
expected to veto the WRDA bill as well, but 
may face the first successful override, as the 
measure enjoys wide, bipartisan support. 
 
Next week, the Senate is scheduled to 
complete debate on an Amtrak 
reauthorization bill (see related story below) 
while the House will consider legislation to 
protect laid-off workers and a measure to 
reauthorize programs at the Small Business 
Administration. 
 
INTERNET TAX 
Senate clears seven-year extension of Internet 
tax moratorium.  Late last night the Senate 
unanimously approved legislation (HR 3678) 
to renew the moratorium on state and local 
taxation of Internet access. 
 
After a long day of behind-the-scenes 
negotiations, the Senate quickly amended and 
then cleared by voice vote House-passed 
legislation extending the moratorium.  The 
House version extended the ban by four 
years, then the Senate lengthened it to seven. 
 
While pleased that the Senate did not approve 
a permanent ban, state and local government 
organizations have concerns with language 
the Senate added that would extend the 
moratorium to ban taxation of services 
incidental to the provision of Internet access 
when furnished to users as part of Internet 
access service or independently of Internet 
access service, such as a home page, 
electronic mail, instant messaging, video clips 
and personal electronic storage capacity. 
 
Senator Ron Wyden (D-OR), the lead Senate 
champion of the telecommunications industry 
argues that the language is needed to stop 
state and local governments from taxing e-
mail, despite the fact that no state or local 
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government taxes e-mail or has plans to do 
so.  The Wyden language appears intended 
to provide an opening for the industry to 
exempt itself from a broad array of state 
and local taxes that are imposed on 
business and consumers in general.  As a 
result, the Wyden language would likely 
lead to litigation, with the industry trying 
to argue that the language, for example, 
bars sales taxes on web-design services or 
the sale of digital music and videos. 
 
In addition, the Senate-passed bill would 
require state and local governments to 
phase out taxes on the “backbone” of the 
Internet by June, 2008 and includes 
language that would prohibit a 
grandfathered tax on Internet access from 
being reinstated once it is repealed. 
 
Attention once again turns to the House on 
this issue.  State and local government 
organizations will work to shorten the 
length of moratorium and strike the Wyden 
language.  However, with the moratorium 
set to expire in less than a week 
(November 1), early reports indicate that 
the House and Senate will probably not 
convene a formal Conference Committee. 
 
Instead, the House will probably take up 
the Senate-passed bill early next week and 
send it to the President for his signature. 
 
TRANSPORTATION 
Senate debates future of Amtrak.  The 
Senate began debate this week on a six-
year Amtrak reauthorization bill that would 
provide $11.4 billion in funding for the 
nation’s passenger rail system. 
 
Amtrak’s authorization expired in 2003, 
and since then Congress has been unable to 
agree on substantive changes to the manner 
in which the railroad operates, barely 
providing enough funding to survive on a 
year-to-year basis.  Meanwhile, the Bush 
Administration has repeatedly tried to 
eliminate non-profitable routes and has 
suggested privatizing Amtrak, a proposal 
that has run into opposition from many 
lawmakers. 
 
According to sponsors, the Passenger Rail 
Investment and Improvement Act of 2007 
(S 294) would implement a comprehensive 
plan to revitalize and reform the passenger 
rail system that would enhance security, 
implement new quality standards, and 
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make fundamental operational reforms 
to improve service.   The measure would 
also place Amtrak on more solid 
financial ground with predictable levels 
of funding, a debt refinancing plan, and a 
new accounting system. 
 
Amtrak would be funded annually at a 
level of $1.9 billion, and would have 
access to an additional $1.2 billion 
annually in bond authority if the Senate 
Finance Committee clears a tax revenue 
proposal for the rail system.   The Senate 
bill would authorize $3.3 billion in 
operating subsidies and $4.9 billion for 
capital grants, including a $1.4 billion 
program to states for intercity passenger 
rail upgrades.  The grants would require 
states to provide a 20 percent match. 
 
Senator John Sununu (R-NH) offered an 
amendment to cut funding for any 
Amtrak route requiring a federal subsidy 
of at least $200 or more per passenger, 
but the proposal was rejected.   The 
Senate also rejected an amendment by 
Sununu that would have expanded a 
two-year pilot program in the bill to 
allow Amtrak to open for bidding up to 
two routes per year.  Private companies 
would have received Amtrak’s federal 
subsidy for the routes they operate under 
the failed proposal. 
 
Senate debate on the Amtrak 
reauthorization bill is expected to 
continue next week. 
 
DOT Secretary visits Capitol Hill.  
Meanwhile, Transportation Secretary 
Mary Peters told the House Budget 
Committee this week that she continues 
to strongly favor a new federal surface 
transportation funding system that favors 
state control and private investment over 
the current highway trust fund model.  
Peters has long advocated for more 
public-private partnerships, and the 
impending depletion of the highway trust 
fund in 2009 has provided her a large 
stage from which to push for that 
change.  Peters also personally endorsed 
a proposal that would allow states to opt-
out of paying into the federal highway 
trust fund and finance transportation 
projects with their own resources.  The 
Bush Administration has not taken a 
position on that proposal, however. 
 

FARM BILL 
Senate panel clears farm bill.  The 
Senate Agriculture Committee approved 
a five-year, $283 billion reauthorization 
of agriculture, rural development and 
nutrition programs.  Although the bill 
results from months of negotiations 
among Agriculture Committee members, 
the Senate will likely spend at least a 
week debating a slew of amendments to 
the bill. 
 
As cleared by the Agriculture 
Committee, the bill would increase 
funding for conservation programs by $4 
billion.  At the insistence of Southern 
senators eager to protect cotton and rice 
farmers, the bill would retain traditional 
crop subsidies but would limit subsidy 
payments to those earning less than 
$750,000 a year but makes an exception 
for those individuals who earn most of 
their income from farming. 
 
In addition, Senators Frank Lautenberg 
(D-NJ) and Richard Lugar (R-IN) plan 
to offer an amendment that would 
further trim traditional subsidy payments 
and direct the $16 billion in savings 
towards conservation and nutrition 
programs as well as deficit reduction.  
 
The Lautenberg-Lugar approach has the 
support of a strange bedfellows coalition 
of environmentalists, anti-hunger 
organizations, budget hawks and free 
trade advocates who argue that current 
farm policy distorts world food prices, 
hurts farmers in developing countries, 
burdens the federal budget and short 
changes environmental and nutrition 
programs.  A similar amendment was 
defeated in the House. 
 
If the Senate passes a farm bill, a tough 
Conference Committee with the House 
looms.  In a sign of how difficult House-
Senate negotiations may be, Senate 
agriculture Committee Chairman Tom 
Harkin (D-IA) has already publicly 
challenged his House counterparts on 
increased funding for the Conservation 
Stewardship Program, saying that he will 
be Chairman of the Conference 
Committee and that he expects them to 
defer to him on that issue. 
 
  





City of Lincoln Note:  Activity is through September 30, 2007
EMS Call Volume Data  
FY 2000-07  

Emergency: Collection Collection
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent Agency Agency

Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining Accounts Payments

  FY2000-01 Total 6,570                3,475,230 590,113 2,885,117 2,337,731 67.27% 81.03% 547,386 0 0.00%

  FY2001-02 Total 9,858                5,179,834 967,560 4,212,274 3,410,835 65.85% 80.97% 801,439 0 0.00%

FY 2002-03  
September 838                   424,805 83,276 341,529 276,798 65.16% 81.05% 64,731 0 0.00%   
October 844                   425,929 79,976 345,953 278,059 65.28% 80.37% 67,894 0 0.00%   
November 822                   428,926 86,826 342,100 276,829 64.54% 80.92% 65,271 0 0.00%   
December 830                   428,831 85,385 343,446 289,455 67.50% 84.28% 53,991 0 0.00%   
January 789                   407,270 92,113 315,157 264,263 64.89% 83.85% 50,894 0 0.00%   
February 797                   414,155 88,432 325,723 272,570 65.81% 83.68% 53,153 0 0.00%   
March 848                   430,166 92,573 337,593 275,663 64.08% 81.66% 61,930 0 0.00%   
April 851                   431,818 85,796 346,022 273,675 63.38% 79.09% 72,347 0 0.00%   
May 882                   443,385 87,365 356,020 276,554 62.37% 77.68% 79,466 0 0.00%   
June 781                   385,596 78,939 306,657 244,089 63.30% 79.60% 62,568 0 0.00% 58,325 3,373
July 822                   416,735 88,968 327,767 249,183 59.79% 76.02% 78,585 0 0.00% 71,022 6,315
August 910                   468,964 99,940 369,024 300,818 64.15% 81.52% 66,577 1,630 0.35% 62,361 5,431
  FY2002-03 Total 10,014              5,106,579 1,049,588 4,056,991 3,277,955 64.19% 80.80% 777,407 1,630 0.03% 191,708 15,119

FY 2003-04  
September 792                   399,190 84,060 315,130 259,490 65.00% 82.34% 56,724 (1,083) -0.27% 50,392 5,815
October 898                   452,964 94,732 358,233 294,668 65.05% 82.26% 63,035 530 0.12% 58,442 5,669
November 860                   436,197 95,111 341,085 278,197 63.78% 81.56% 62,234 654 0.15% 55,239 3,524
December 936                   473,764 108,372 365,391 301,250 63.59% 82.45% 63,188 954 0.20% 56,060 5,184
January 873                   455,362 111,705 343,657 278,201 61.09% 80.95% 63,520 1,935 0.43% 54,962 2,491
February 832                   439,716 114,928 324,788 267,079 60.74% 82.23% 56,870 839 0.19% 50,266 6,039
March 716                   386,466 97,185 289,280 239,554 61.99% 82.81% 49,157 569 0.15% 44,173 4,129
April 757                   398,475 98,738 299,737 244,873 61.45% 81.70% 53,729 1,136 0.29% 50,320 3,174
May 847                   442,566 103,644 338,922 266,068 60.12% 78.50% 71,710 1,145 0.26% 66,403 2,821
June 857                   455,891 110,199 345,691 275,675 60.47% 79.75% 67,231 2,785 0.61% 62,765 2,223
July 894                   475,075 105,468 369,607 291,448 61.35% 78.85% 76,458 1,700 0.36% 66,169 5,637
August 870                   467,369 107,284 360,084 274,611 58.76% 76.26% 84,010 1,463 0.31% 76,968 4,253
  FY2003-04 Total 10,132              5,283,034 1,231,428 4,051,607 3,271,115 61.92% 80.74% 767,865 12,627 0.24% 692,159 50,959

FY 2004-05
September 901                   498,957 120,470 378,486 292,679 58.66% 77.33% 86,018 (210) -0.04% 77,671 7,962
October 845                   458,708 115,902 342,806 270,444 58.96% 78.89% 70,517 1,846 0.40% 65,647 9,872
November 775                   428,019 100,393 327,626 252,204 58.92% 76.98% 73,389 2,033 0.47% 67,454 2,736
December 806                   446,238 113,658 332,580 264,131 59.19% 79.42% 67,731 718 0.16% 62,143 8,706
January 931                   523,701 143,130 380,571 308,189 58.85% 80.98% 71,602 780 0.15% 62,960 7,387
February 833                   468,584 121,444 347,140 272,934 58.25% 78.62% 70,895 3,310 0.71% 67,823 7,026
March 885                   499,388 128,327 371,061 290,369 58.14% 78.25% 79,219 1,474 0.30% 76,577 8,184
April 850                   471,558 127,570 343,988 269,942 57.24% 78.47% 71,548 2,497 0.53% 69,054 6,499
May 942                   521,562 125,839 395,724 318,788 61.12% 80.56% 75,173 1,763 0.34% 71,154 7,542
June 894                   482,192 107,524 374,668 276,131 57.27% 73.70% 94,671 3,866 0.80% 88,764 6,843
July 949                   516,202 125,912 390,290 296,549 57.45% 75.98% 89,090 4,652 0.90% 79,014 6,233
August 853                   465,436 115,322 350,115 268,356 57.66% 76.65% 78,430 3,328 0.72% 70,660 3,498
  FY2004-05 Total 10,464              5,780,545 1,445,490 4,335,055 3,380,714 58.48% 77.99% 928,283 26,057 0.45% 858,922 82,490

FY 2005-06   
September 904                   490,041 119,706 370,335 292,606 59.71% 79.01% 75,318 2,411 0.49% 68,487 6,148
October 847                   462,239 112,191 350,048 271,677 58.77% 77.61% 76,353 2,018 0.44% 67,133 2,556
November 810                   443,434 112,367 331,068 256,738 57.90% 77.55% 72,384 1,946 0.44% 65,943 4,806
December 825                   456,001 119,298 336,703 263,573 57.80% 78.28% 70,290 2,840 0.62% 65,687 7,044
January 877                   486,509 127,655 358,854 280,613 57.68% 78.20% 72,674 5,566 1.14% 66,809 2,325
February 832                   457,757 127,642 330,114 264,925 57.87% 80.25% 61,509 3,680 0.80% 58,557 10,423
March 894                   486,392 122,916 363,476 287,485 59.11% 79.09% 71,136 4,855 1.00% 66,612 6,164
April 908                   494,410 124,061 370,349 283,639 57.37% 76.59% 80,695 6,015 1.22% 77,717 5,136
May 906                   500,378 123,779 376,599 281,939 56.35% 74.86% 91,600 3,060 0.61% 86,189 7,550
June 866                   475,864 117,329 358,535 279,568 58.75% 77.98% 74,685 4,282 0.90% 67,109 3,703
July 854                   467,902 112,930 354,973 272,896 58.32% 76.88% 70,457 11,620 2.48% 66,986 3,159
August 918                   503,947 128,543 375,404 286,284 56.81% 76.26% 74,587 14,532 2.88% 68,855 2,773
  FY2005-06 Total 10,441              5,724,873 1,448,417 4,276,456 3,321,943 58.03% 77.68% 891,688 62,825 1.10% 826,084 61,788

FY 2006-07   
September 892                   486,679 116,348 370,331 282,800 58.11% 76.36% 66,100 21,431 4.40% 60,553 2,575
October 957                   527,078 131,832 395,245 300,352 56.98% 75.99% 58,349 36,545 6.93% 54,174 2,465
November 806                   489,367 144,573 344,794 262,008 53.54% 75.99% 50,190 32,596 6.66% 44,278 112
December 892                   597,441 205,547 391,893 280,625 46.97% 71.61% 64,952 46,317 7.75% 59,259 1,538
January 882                   581,690 196,139 385,551 266,526 45.82% 69.13% 46,109 72,917 12.54% 41,170 659
February 826                   555,373 185,009 370,364 249,093 44.85% 67.26% 26,293 94,979 17.10% 23,668 0
March 905                   589,202 181,721 407,481 255,963 43.44% 62.82% 42,460 109,058 18.51% 37,344 0
April 893                   594,915 177,018 417,896 242,455 40.75% 58.02% 33,946 141,496 23.78% 32,079 0
May 942                   626,378 187,469 438,909 283,802 45.31% 64.66% 23,687 131,421 20.98% 22,597 0
June 967                   667,218 195,335 471,883 261,013 39.12% 55.31% 29,548 181,323 27.18% 27,990 0
July 991                   681,338 215,045 466,294 239,157 35.10% 51.29% 13,625 213,511 31.34% 12,488 0
August 904                   625,858 174,041 451,816 76,756 12.26% 16.99% 723 374,338 59.81% 723 0
  FY2006-07 Total 10,857              7,022,535 2,110,077 4,912,458 3,000,548 42.73% 61.08% 455,980 1,455,930 20.73% 416,322 7,349



Non-Emergency: Collection Collection
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent Agency Agency

Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining Accounts Payments

  FY2000-01 Total 1,633                750,531 279,174 471,357 383,802 51.14% 81.42% 87,555 0 0.00%

  FY2001-02 Total 2,189                1,065,522 402,525 662,997 565,995 53.12% 85.37% 97,002 0 0.00%

FY 2002-03
September 140                   56,319 16,747 39,572 36,110 64.12% 91.25% 3,462 0 0.00%  
October 199                   85,725 28,758 56,967 47,540 55.46% 83.45% 9,427 0 0.00%  
November 171                   77,898 22,824 55,074 46,290 59.42% 84.05% 8,784 0 0.00%  
December 200                   81,937 24,932 57,005 51,231 62.52% 89.87% 5,774 0 0.00%  
January 209                   86,852 28,485 58,367 50,140 57.73% 85.90% 8,227 0 0.00%  
February 167                   63,981 20,286 43,695 37,396 58.45% 85.58% 6,299 0 0.00%
March 198                   79,128 26,134 52,994 46,164 58.34% 87.11% 6,830 0 0.00%  
April 145                   59,819 13,373 46,446 35,782 59.82% 77.04% 10,664 0 0.00%  
May 129                   54,812 14,360 40,452 31,999 58.38% 79.10% 8,453 0 0.00%  
June 131                   57,300 17,333 39,967 38,309 66.86% 95.85% 1,657 0 0.00% 1,657
July 145                   60,831 17,307 43,524 40,507 66.59% 93.07% 3,016 0 0.00% 1,997
August 126                   50,964 16,743 34,221 30,303 59.46% 88.55% 3,575 343 0.67% 2,943
  FY2002-03 Total 1,960                815,566 247,282 568,284 491,772 60.30% 86.54% 76,169 343 0.04% 6,598

FY 2003-04    
September 139                   58,362 19,983 38,379 36,282 62.17% 94.54% 1,754 343 0.59% 1,754
October 126                   51,691 16,142 35,549 30,678 59.35% 86.30% 4,871 0 0.00% 3,507
November 99                     42,922 12,705 30,217 28,508 66.42% 94.35% 1,709 0 0.00% 343
December 118                   49,024 12,524 36,500 32,169 65.62% 88.14% 4,331 0 0.00% 2,381
January 101                   41,919 15,422 26,497 24,044 57.36% 90.75% 2,452 0 0.00% 2,045
February 7                       3,774 1,069 2,704 2,704 71.66% 100.00% 0 0 0.00% 0
March 6                       2,126 162 1,964 1,615 75.98% 82.25% 349 0 0.00% 349
April 5                       1,761 445 1,316 1,316 74.73% 100.00% 0 0 0.00% 0
May 5                       1,315 108 1,207 1,207 91.78% 100.00% 0 0 0.00% 0
June -                    0 0 0 0 - - 0 0  0
July -                    0 0 0 0 - - 0 0  0
August -                    0 0 0 0 - - 0 0  0
  FY2003-04 Total 606                   252,893 78,562 174,331 158,523 62.68% 90.93% 15,465 343 0.14% 10,377  

Total Collection Collection
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent Agency Agency

Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining Accounts Payments

  FY2000-01 Total 8,203                4,225,761 869,287 3,356,474 2,721,533 64.40% 81.08% 634,941 0 0.00% 0 0

  FY2001-02 Total 12,047              6,245,356 1,370,085 4,875,271 3,976,830 63.68% 81.57% 898,441 0 0.00% 0 0

FY 2002-03   
September 978                   481,124 100,023 381,101 312,908 65.04% 82.11% 68,193 0 0.00%   
October 1,043                511,654 108,734 402,920 325,599 63.64% 80.81% 77,321 0 0.00%   
November 993                   506,824 109,650 397,174 323,119 63.75% 81.35% 74,055 0 0.00%   
December 1,030                510,768 110,317 400,451 340,686 66.70% 85.08% 59,765 0 0.00%   
January 998                   494,122 120,598 373,524 314,403 63.63% 84.17% 59,121 0 0.00%   
February 964                   478,136 108,718 369,418 309,966 64.83% 83.91% 59,452 0 0.00%   
March 1,046                509,294 118,707 390,587 321,827 63.19% 82.40% 68,760 0 0.00%   
April 996                   491,637 99,169 392,468 309,457 62.94% 78.85% 83,011 0 0.00%   
May 1,011                498,197 101,725 396,472 308,553 61.93% 77.82% 87,919 0 0.00%  
June 912                   442,896 96,272 346,624 282,398 63.76% 81.47% 64,226 (0) 0.00% 59,982 3,373
July 967                   477,566 106,275 371,291 289,690 60.66% 78.02% 81,601 0 0.00% 73,019 6,315
August 1,036                519,928 116,683 403,245 331,121 63.69% 82.11% 70,152 1,973 0.38% 65,304 5,431
  FY2002-03 Total 11,974              5,922,145 1,296,870 4,625,275 3,769,727 63.65% 81.50% 853,575 1,972 0.03% 198,306 15,119

FY 2003-04   
September 931                   457,552 104,044 353,509 295,772 64.64% 83.67% 58,477 (740) -0.16% 52,146 5,815
October 1,024                504,655 110,874 393,781 325,346 64.47% 82.62% 67,906 530 0.11% 61,949 5,669
November 959                   479,119 107,817 371,302 306,705 64.01% 82.60% 63,943 654 0.14% 55,582 3,524
December 1,054                522,788 120,897 401,891 333,420 63.78% 82.96% 67,518 954 0.18% 58,441 5,184
January 974                   497,281 127,128 370,153 302,245 60.78% 81.65% 65,972 1,935 0.39% 57,006 2,491
February 839                   443,489 115,998 327,492 269,783 60.83% 82.38% 56,870 839 0.19% 50,266 6,039
March 722                   388,592 97,347 291,244 241,170 62.06% 82.81% 49,506 569 0.15% 44,521 4,129
April 762                   400,235 99,182 301,053 246,188 61.51% 81.78% 53,729 1,136 0.28% 50,320 3,174
May 852                   443,881 103,752 340,129 267,275 60.21% 78.58% 71,710 1,145 0.26% 66,403 2,821
June 857                   455,891 110,199 345,691 275,675 60.47% 79.75% 67,231 2,785 0.61% 62,765 2,223
July 894                   475,075 105,468 369,607 291,448 61.35% 78.85% 76,458 1,700 0.36% 66,169 5,637
August 870                   467,369 107,284 360,084 274,611 58.76% 76.26% 84,010 1,463 0.31% 76,968 4,253
  FY2003-04 Total 10,738              5,535,928 1,309,990 4,225,938 3,429,639 61.95% 81.16% 783,329 12,970 0.23% 702,536 50,959

FY 2004-05   
September 901                   498,957 120,470 378,486 292,679 58.66% 77.33% 86,018 (210) -0.04% 77,671 7,962
October 845                   458,708 115,902 342,806 270,444 58.96% 78.89% 70,517 1,846 0.40% 65,647 9,872
November 775                   428,019 100,393 327,626 252,204 58.92% 76.98% 73,389 2,033 0.47% 67,454 2,736
December 806                   446,238 113,658 332,580 264,131 59.19% 79.42% 67,731 718 0.16% 62,143 8,706
January 931                   523,701 143,130 380,571 308,189 58.85% 80.98% 71,602 780 0.15% 62,960 7,387
February 833                   468,584 121,444 347,140 272,934 58.25% 78.62% 70,895 3,310 0.71% 67,823 7,026
March 885                   499,388 128,327 371,061 290,369 58.14% 78.25% 79,219 1,474 0.30% 76,577 8,184
April 850                   471,558 127,570 343,988 269,942 57.24% 78.47% 71,548 2,497 0.53% 69,054 6,499
May 942                   521,562 125,839 395,724 318,788 61.12% 80.56% 75,173 1,763 0.34% 71,154 7,542
June 894                   482,192 107,524 374,668 276,131 57.27% 73.70% 94,671 3,866 0.80% 88,764 6,843
July 949                   516,202 125,912 390,290 296,549 57.45% 75.98% 89,090 4,652 0.90% 79,014 6,233
August 853                   465,436 115,322 350,115 268,356 57.66% 76.65% 78,430 3,328 0.72% 70,660 3,498



  FY2004-05 Total 10,464              5,780,545 1,445,490 4,335,055 3,380,714 58.48% 77.99% 928,283 26,057 0.45% 858,922 82,490

FY 2005-06   
September 904                   490,041 119,706 370,335 292,606 59.71% 79.01% 75,318 2,411 0.49% 68,487 6,148
October 847                   462,239 112,191 350,048 271,677 58.77% 77.61% 76,353 2,018 0.44% 67,133 2,556
November 810                   443,434 112,367 331,068 256,738 57.90% 77.55% 72,384 1,946 0.44% 65,943 4,806
December 825                   456,001 119,298 336,703 263,573 57.80% 78.28% 70,290 2,840 0.62% 65,687 7,044
January 877                   486,509 127,655 358,854 280,613 57.68% 78.20% 72,674 5,566 1.14% 66,809 2,325
February 832                   457,757 127,642 330,114 264,925 57.87% 80.25% 61,509 3,680 0.80% 58,557 10,423
March 894                   486,392 122,916 363,476 287,485 59.11% 79.09% 71,136 4,855 1.00% 66,612 6,164
April 908                   494,410 124,061 370,349 283,639 57.37% 76.59% 80,695 6,015 1.22% 77,717 5,136
May 906                   500,378 123,779 376,599 281,939 56.35% 74.86% 91,600 3,060 0.61% 86,189 7,550
June 866                   475,864 117,329 358,535 279,568 58.75% 77.98% 74,685 4,282 0.90% 67,109 3,703
July 854                   467,902 112,930 354,973 272,896 58.32% 76.88% 70,457 11,620 2.48% 66,986 3,159
August 918                   503,947 128,543 375,404 286,284 56.81% 76.26% 74,587 14,532 2.88% 68,855 2,773
  FY2005-06 Total 10,441              5,724,873 1,448,417 4,276,456 3,321,943 58.03% 77.68% 891,688 62,825 1.10% 826,084 61,788

FY 2006-07   
September 892                   486,679 116,348 370,331 282,800 58.11% 76.36% 66,100 21,431 4.40% 60,553 2,575
October 957                   527,078 131,832 395,245 300,352 56.98% 75.99% 58,349 36,545 6.93% 54,174 2,465
November 806                   489,367 144,573 344,794 262,008 53.54% 75.99% 50,190 32,596 6.66% 44,278 112
December 892                   597,441 205,547 391,893 280,625 46.97% 71.61% 64,952 46,317 7.75% 59,259 1,538
January 882                   581,690 196,139 385,551 266,526 45.82% 69.13% 46,109 72,917 12.54% 41,170 659
February 826                   555,373 185,009 370,364 249,093 44.85% 67.26% 26,293 94,979 17.10% 23,668 0
March 905                   589,202 181,721 407,481 255,963 43.44% 62.82% 42,460 109,058 18.51% 37,344 0
April 893                   594,915 177,018 417,896 242,455 40.75% 58.02% 33,946 141,496 23.78% 32,079 0
May 942                   626,378 187,469 438,909 283,802 45.31% 64.66% 23,687 131,421 20.98% 22,597 0
June 967                   667,218 195,335 471,883 261,013 39.12% 55.31% 29,548 181,323 27.18% 27,990 0
July 991                   681,338 215,045 466,294 239,157 35.10% 51.29% 13,625 213,511 31.34% 12,488 0
August 904                   625,858 174,041 451,816 76,756   723 374,338  723 0
  FY2006-07 Total 10,857              7,022,535 2,110,077 4,912,458 3,000,548 42.73% 61.08% 455,980 1,455,930 20.73% 416,322 7,349

Note:  The Amount collected for the first twenty months (1-1-2001 to 8-31-2002) does not reflect a reduction of the $100,000 refunded to Medicare as result of the compliance audit.  
If that amount were included, the net collections will approximate 63.5% for the first twenty months. 

Grand Totals 74,724              40,457,142 9,850,216 30,606,927 23,600,935 58.34% 77.11% 5,446,238 1,559,754 3.86% 3,002,171 217,705
  

AccuMed Totals 45,415              25,504,269 6,633,203 18,871,067 14,036,054 55.03% 74.38% 3,275,259 1,559,754 6.12% 3,002,171 217,705
 

 



City of Lincoln
EMS Cash Receipts/Expenditure Data 08/31/07
FY 2006-07

Emergency:
Total Month Total Month Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2005-06 Balance Forward 18,276,555    19,538,446     (1,261,891)     
September 255,406        288,784          (33,378)             18,531,961    19,827,230     (1,295,269)     
October 334,528        302,377          32,151              18,866,489    20,129,607     (1,263,118)     
November 347,188        221,263          125,925            19,213,677    20,350,870     (1,137,193)     
December 303,437        320,433          (16,996)             19,517,114    20,671,303     (1,154,189)     
January 282,521        489,999          (207,478)           19,799,635    21,161,302     (1,361,667)     
February 272,043        231,207          40,836              20,071,678    21,392,509     (1,320,831)     
March 311,247        337,777          (26,530)             20,382,925    21,730,286     (1,347,361)     
April 246,191        313,719          (67,528)             20,629,116    22,044,005     (1,414,889)     
May 223,811        205,756          18,055              20,852,927    22,249,761     (1,396,834)     
June 224,190        241,419          (17,229)             21,077,117    22,491,180     (1,414,063)     
July 404,069        257,979          146,090            21,481,186    22,749,159     (1,267,973)     
August 428,363        494,345          (65,982)             21,909,549    23,243,504     (1,333,955)     

   
   

Non-Emergency:
Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2005-06 Balance Forward 1,505,771      1,993,120       (487,349)        
September -               -                  -                    1,505,771      1,993,120       (487,349)        
October -               85                   (85)                    1,505,771      1,993,205       (487,434)        
November -               (85)                  85                     1,505,771      1,993,120       (487,349)        
December 152               12                   140                   1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
January -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
February -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
March -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
April -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
May -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
June -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
July -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        
August -               -                  -                    1,505,923      1,993,132       (487,209)        

    
    

Total
Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2005-06 Balance Forward 19,782,326    21,531,566     (1,749,240)     
September 255,406        288,784          (33,378)             20,037,732    21,820,350     (1,782,618)     
October 334,528        302,462          32,066              20,372,260    22,122,812     (1,750,552)     
November 347,188        221,178          126,010            20,719,448    22,343,990     (1,624,542)     
December 303,589        320,445          (16,856)             21,023,037    22,664,435     (1,641,398)     
January 282,521        489,999          (207,478)           21,305,558    23,154,434     (1,848,876)     
February 272,043        231,207          40,836              21,577,601    23,385,641     (1,808,040)     
March 311,247        337,777          (26,530)             21,888,848    23,723,418     (1,834,570)     
April 246,191        313,719          (67,528)             22,135,039    24,037,137     (1,902,098)     
May 223,811        205,756          18,055              22,358,850    24,242,893     (1,884,043)     
June 224,190        241,419          (17,229)             22,583,040    24,484,312     (1,901,272)     
July 404,069        257,979          146,090            22,987,109    24,742,291     (1,755,182)     
August 428,363        494,345          (65,982)             23,415,472    25,236,636     (1,821,164)     

 
SOURCE:  Finance Department General Ledger
NOTE:  Amount Pending in JDE:  $0
NOTE:  Amount Received in Lock Box not posted: $0



































"Gabby Evans" 
<gab.evans@iowatelecom.net
> 

10/30/2007 08:23 AM
Please respond to

"Gabby Evans" 
<gab.evans@iowatelecom.net

>

To <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Animal Control

Good morning,
I have just been informed that Capital HS wants to take over animal control.  As a visitor of 
your shelter and a director of my shelter, I was appalled at the conditions of the building, 
grounds, cleanliness, etc.  No, I did not go early in the morning.  I was there three different 
times of day, to make sure I wasn't imagining things.  The people that work there, especially the 
director, is rude and obnoxious to the general public.  They are not there for the animals, they 
are there for a paycheck.
 
We do animal control in our County and City and I have been in animal control for over 15 
years.  You can NOT let someone that can't take care of the animals in your shelter do the 
animal control.  Why not make a few visits, unexpected of course, and see what I mean.  
 
Think before leaping, it will cost the City much more in the long run.
 
Thanks,
Gabby Evans, Director
Stephen Memorial Animal Shelter
Oskaloosa, IA

Free Animations for your email - By IncrediMail! Click Here!



"VanArsdall, LaDonna" 
<LaDonna.VanArsdall@ps.net
> 

10/30/2007 08:30 AM

To <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <health@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject the ones who give you Unconditional love

 Hello my  friends. I am contacting you today because I need your help. The short  version of a 
very long story is the Bob Downey, from the Capital Humane Socity  is trying to take over 
Animal Control... Animal Control   has  had problems with them for  a long time because 
Animals control does not have their  own shelter ( yes they are two  different groups) They  have 
been doing a month by month  agreement, which is very bad for the animals  taken in ...  It is not 
a  contract, which has set minimum standards for the animals (which hasnot be done!) and the 
facility is very dirty  and smells...(And a lot more  you have heard things in the past You  can fill 
in  the blanks Sick  animals ) 
Now   Bob Downey thinks he can do a  better job  - DOING Animal  Control too!  ( but only 
after he was  told the Omaha's Nebraska Humane Society may come in )  ... I am  contacting you 
today because you are very special in my life and in  these animals life's WE need your help. The 
Mayor and the City Council  believes that the citizens are ok with this situation. No one has 
contacted them  in support of Animals Control . NO ONE. If you feel that is correct, do nothing.  
If you think they  have done a good job, with what tools they have been  given  our Mayor, city 
councils people , the Lincoln Journal Star  Even your TV stations . Next year, if  we do nothing, 
Animal Control  is no more.    I have worked with   Animal control for years now and may not 
agree with everything or  everybody, but, I do agree with what they do.  AND I agree to keep 
them away from Bob  Downey  and the Capital Human  Society 
 I just hope that we can make some noise...  It doesn't matter if  you live in Lincoln anymore. Just 
send in your name and your opinion .. But  Think of what is really the best for the Animals - the 
ones who give you  Unconditional love   Thank  you     Animals2u@aol.com    they may  only be 
an animal to you but to me they are my family 
 
Here are a few  Email  Addresses      Council@lincoln.ne.gov       health@lincoln.ne.gov     
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

See what's new at AOL.com  and Make AOL Your Homepage.



"Snuttjer, Elizabeth A." 
<Elizabeth.Snuttjer@ps.net> 

10/30/2007 10:03 AM

To <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>

bcc

Subject Animal Control

Dear Mayor's office, 

I think that Animal Control needs to be separate from the Humane Society. It is a city office that does a public 
service for the community. It does need it's own holding shelter that can be regulated by federal, state and local 
laws that protect and attempt to rehabilitate animals. We also need to provide owner's with 
information/communication on what their choices are when there is a situation that involves their animal. 
This is not being done well by having to utilize an out-side service that is not well staffed nor regulated! 

The Human Society is anything but humane. They are desperately under staffed and it is extremely depressing to 
even visit their facilities. The dogs are not even given a place or opportunity to urinate. When I was there the last 
time in July, the first thing that happened when someone was taking a dog to adopt, the dog pissed all over the front 
lobby floor. You know it had not been given a place to go in it's holding cell. The place is worse than any human 
prison. These are just animals, and most have not done anything against people, unlike our prisons. But they are 
treated much worse than prisoners.

I had a bad experience at the Human Society last July. They decapitated by cat, and could not find her body for me 
to pick up and bury. I was not told that they would do this, especially since I provided the animal control officer 
with documentation from my vet of her current rabies record, which I sent with the officer. To my shock, the two 
agencies do not work well together. 

When good citizens do the right thing and have to use animal control to surrender their family pet due to behavior 
problems, they should be informed as to what will happen with their animal. I was not told about the decapitation 
procedure to check for rabies by animal control or the human society. I had spoken to several people at animal 
control and the humane society. The humane society 

could not even find my animal's body at the end of their slaughtering day, even though I asked them to hold her 
until they closed the same day! 

I think animal agencies need to be more regulated. I also wish that I had used my vets office instead of having to 
deal with the humane society and animal control. I think people should have a choice when doing a voluntary 
surrender. My vets office was open at the time and I called to ask their opinion of what I should do. My cat was 
captured by the animal control officer on a Saturday morning and I asked the officer to please put my cat in my 
carrier so I could take her to my vet to be put down, but they never did this. Instead she was held for 48 hours at the 
Humane Society. Then on Monday morning she was put to death and decapitated. I do not know if she had food or 
water during those hours and how she was even euthanized. As the owner I feel that I should have the right to be 
informed of these things.

I will NEVER visit or use the services of either again as long as I live in Lincoln. It was such a bad experience for 
me that I still to this day am in shock as I remember the moment the manager at the humane society opened the 
black bag that held my Kallie. I saw the blood on the pink towel and asked why she was bloody, he then told me 
that she was decapitated. I just stood there and cried. 

Sincerely, 



Elizabeth Snuttjer 

Elizabeth A. Snuttjer 
TAG- A Perot Systems Company 
Old Mutual Financial Life Insurance-Annuity Services 
Policy Holder Services 
Ext 11392 
elizabeth.snuttjer@tagtmi.com  



October 30, 2007 
 
 
Dear Chair Marvin and Members of the City Council: 
 
This document reviews the Lincoln Electric System 2008 Operating and Capital Budget.  
The budget was reviewed in detail with the LES Administrative Board Budget and Rates 
Committee and approved by the Board at its regular meeting on October 19, 2007.  
 
For 2008 the LES Operating Budget shows an increase of $17.8 million while the Capital 
Budget is reduced by more than $46 million.  The combined requested authorization of 
$286 million for 2008 is a reduction of $28 million from 2007.   
 
As you recall, LES did not have an increase in base rates during 2007.  We did institute a 
5.5% surcharge in March, 2007 to recover added replacement power costs due to the 
central Nebraska ice storm.  At the October 2007 meeting of the LES Board, the Board 
reviewed LES’ financial situation and determined that while the increased costs due to 
the storm were not fully recovered by the surcharge, that improvements in other areas 
had made up the difference.  Therefore, the Board voted to end the surcharge at the end 
of October. 
 
Two of the focal points of 2008 will be to improve our financial metrics and to make a 
positive step forward in sustainable energy.  First is to dedicate 1% of retail revenue 
(approximately $2 million per year) to start rebuilding the rate stabilization fund which has 
been drawn down significantly over the last few years.  Once at about $12 million, the 
current balance is about $4.3 million.  The second initiative involves putting 0.5% of retail 
revenue (about $1 million per year) into programs that support sustainable energy 
programs that focus on energy efficiency, conservation, renewable energy, consumer 
education and research.  The capital budget also includes $4.5 million for renewable 
energy projects. 
 
We expect that the 2008 Budget will require a 5.5% increase in retail rates in March of 
2008.  The components of the increase are: 
 

Power Costs, O&M, A&G since 2006: 3.0% 
Adverse STB decision on rail rates:  1.0% 
Rebuild Rate Stabilization fund:  1.0% 
Sustainable Energy Programs:  0.5% 
TOTAL     5.5% 
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The approval of this budget does not constitute approval of an increase in rates.  LES 
will conduct a cost analysis and review any recommendations with the public and the 
LES Board prior to bringing a formal rate recommendation to the City Council.  
 
The following pages describe in greater detail the major components of the operating 
and capital budgets.  We have proposed the following schedule for your consideration 
of the 2007 budget: 
 

Monday, November   5 - Introduction and Pre-Council review 
Monday, November 19 - Public Hearing 
Monday, December   4 - City Council Action 

 
The LES Administrative Board and Management recommend the 2008 Budget for your 
approval. 
 
If you have any questions about the budget, we would be glad to address them prior to 
or during the Pre-Council Session on November 5. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Terry L. Bundy, P.E. 
Administrator and CEO 
 
TLB:cls 
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2008 LES Budget Summary 
for the Lincoln City Council 

 
Operating Budget 

 

 
The Operating Budget reflects our planned operating expenses and it is this amount 
that we use to track our budget progress.  For purposes of City Council authorization we 
also include the Budget Authorization which is derived by subtracting depreciation (a 
non-cash item) from the Operating Budget and adding back in debt service and the 
payment in lieu of tax (PILOT).  Because of a required accounting change, PILOT is no 
longer included as an operating expense.  In order for the historical years to be on a 
comparable basis, we have also removed PILOT from the 2005-2007 numbers in the 
chart above and any comparative tables.   
 
The 2008 LES Operating Budget is nearly $18 million higher than the current year’s 
budget.  The chart above shows the “Operating Budget” of $198,213,000 and an 
“Operating Authorization” of $217,962,000.   
 
The largest increase is in power costs although a significant component of that increase 
is due to increased production at the Walter Scott #4 plant that will be sold at wholesale.  
Wholesale revenue from that sale will more than offset the increased production costs.  
About $2 million of the increase is due to the decision of the Surface Transportation 
Board to deny rail rate relief to the participants in Laramie River Station.  The 
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participants continue to pursue rate relief on several fronts.  Power costs are also 
increased to cover a projected 2.5% increase in retail energy sales.  
 
The $2.7 million increase in Other Operating expenses includes the $1 million for 
sustainable energy projects.  Increased labor and materials costs are also in other 
operating expenses. 
 
Depreciation expenses have increased by more than 10% ($3.6 million) with the 
addition of new generation and transmission plant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The drivers of the LES Operating budget are Power Costs at 61.4% and Depreciation of 
our large capital infrastructure at 18.1%.  Together they are roughly 80% of our budget.  
The amounts going to other functional areas are also shown.   
 
The addition of the Walter Scott #4 unit in Council Bluffs represents a major change in 
our resource portfolio.  It will significantly reduce our use of natural gas and in the long 
term, will help to keep our costs down.  In the short term, while we are growing into that 
resource we expect to be selling additional power on the wholesale market.  We 
forecast our wholesale revenue to grow from $16 million in 2006, to $21 million in 2007, 
and $31 million in 2008.  For 2008 we will be selling half of the output of the Walter 
Scott unit.   

LES 2008 Operating Budget * 

Power Costs, 61.4% 

Depreciation, 18.1%

Operations, 5.2%

External Transmission,  
1.0%

Financial Services, 2.5% 
Human Resources, 2.3% 
IT , 2.0%

Consumer Services, 3.0% 
Engineering, 1.0% 
Administration, 1.6% 
Cust & Corp Comm, 0.6% 
Power Supply, 1.3% 

* PILOT (Payment in Lieu of Tax) of $10,200,000 is not included in operating 
expense, however is a required part of the budget request. 
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We continue to face challenges of increasing coal costs and freight rates as well as 
record low water conditions at the reservoir serving Laramie River Station.   
 
The budget also assumes in increase in the Energy Voucher Program with Lincoln 
Action Program from the equivalent of $0.07 per customer per month to $0.08 in 2008.  
The LES Administrative Board had previously directed that the funding level for the 
program be reviewed whenever there was an approved change in LES rates.  The 
funding level for the program would increase from about $105,000 in 2007 to $123,000 
in 2008. 
 
The proposed 2008 budget assumes adding $2 million to the Rate Stabilization Fund 
and a debt service coverage of 1.90.   
 
LES, along with a number of other utilities in Montana, North and South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Minnesota and Iowa are considering various proposals to become market 
participants in the wholesale market administered by the Midwest Independent 
Transmission System Operator.  This would be the most significant, fundamental 
change in the way LES operates since we moved from primarily a wholesale customer 
to a facility owning utility in the late 1970s.   
 
Such a market operates under an approach called Locational Marginal Pricing (LMP).  
Under LMP, we would no longer run our generation to meet our load.  Our load would 
be served from the market at market prices, and our generation would run and receive 
payment only when it is able to produce at a cost that is at or below the LMP.  Studies 
are currently under way to determine if there are economic benefits for LES.  The 
difficulty is that LES may not really have any choice if all of our neighboring utilities 
decide to join the market.  Decision points are likely to occur before the end of this year 
and the dates currently being discussed for the operational change are June, 2008 or 
September, 2008.   
 
 



 

 
6 

Capital Budget 

 
The 2008 LES Capital budget of $67,750,000 is down $46.2 million from this year’s 
capital budget.  The above chart shows that LES capital costs tend to fluctuate from 
year to year, which is a function of the intermittent nature of large generation and 
transmission projects.  The decrease in 2008 reflects the completion of the Walter A. 
Scott #4 coal-fired power plant and significant transmission projects to assure continued 
high levels of service reliability.  LES has added significant generation and transmission 
infrastructure over the past few years.  While 2008 reflects a significant decrease, we 
expect the capital budget to decrease further to the $50 million dollar range in 2009.  
Capital costs are primarily funded by long-term debt which is why we see increased 
debt service payments in the 2008 budget. 
 
The capital construction is necessary to continue providing reliable electric service to 
approximately 128,800 customers and a total system load of 799 megawatts.  As noted 
earlier, LES will add about 1,800 net new customers.  Service will be upgraded to about 
1,200 existing customers, including about 500 overhead to underground residential 
conversions.   
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Nearly $20 million of the proposed 2008 capital budget is for transmission infrastructure.  
Part of this is a carryover of projects started, but not completed in 2007.  In 2008, a new 
transmission line being constructed by the Omaha Public Power District (OPPD) will be 
connected to the LES system which will enhance regional reliability.  OPPD will 
reimburse LES for the cost of the substation and facilities to connect the line to the LES 
system. 
 
Part of the increase in the capital budget is attributed to continuing escalation in the cost 
of raw materials, particularly steel, copper and aluminum.   
 
On the generation side, LES has completed a multi-year plan to add over $325 million in 
local and regional generation resources.  We have completed the Salt Valley 
Generating Station, a natural gas-fired combined cycle plant in northeast Lincoln and 
the WAS #4 coal-fired plant was completed in 2007.  LES expects that it will be several 
years before major new generation resources are needed.  One of the goals of the 
sustainable energy program is to further delay the need for additional resources. 
 
In recent years, LES has been under pressure to increase its financial metrics in order 
to maintain its enviable “AA” debt ratings.  These ratings are important to keep 
borrowing costs low, recognizing that LES finances more than 70% of its capital needs 
with bonds.  With this budget LES proposes to start rebuilding the rate stabilization fund, 
start moving the debt to equity ratio back to the goal and to meet a target debt coverage 
of 1.85 or greater.  The following charts show history and projections for these ratios. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Debt to Equity Ratio 
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 Debt Coverage Ratio 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Budget Request Summary 
 
The total budget authorization request for 2008 is $285,712,000, compared to last 
year’s request of $313,262,000.  The decrease from 2007 a function of significantly 
reduced capital costs. 
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"Porter, Joyce" 
<Joyce.Porter@ps.net> 

10/30/2007 10:22 AM

To <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <health@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Animal Control

I would just like to voice my concern and opinion about the Lincoln Humane Society  
taking over Animal Control.  I do not think that would be a good idea. This would not  
be good for the animals as the conditions they are put in there are not good.  I think there  
is a better solution than this.  If necessary let another party (outside of Lincoln if necessary) 
step in and help out.  These animals are living, loving creature's and should not be treated poorly 
just 
because there is no place for them to be held and nursed back to good health if necessary.   

I really hope you will consider an alternative to having the Lincoln Humane Society  
getting involved in Animal Control.   These animals need to be treated humanely. 

Thank you! 

Joyce Porter 
Lincoln Resident   



WebForm 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

10/30/2007 11:41 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Richard O'Hearn
Address:  542 Trail Ridge Circle
City:     Lincoln, NE 68505

Phone:
Fax:
Email:    rohearn@bvh.com

Comment or Question:
I've been using both N- and S-bound bike lanes at least weekly and love 'em.  
Please keep them in place and consider some E-W bike lanes.









marilyn scheffler  
<mscheffler1@unl.edu> 

10/30/2007 03:39 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject mandatory spay neuter proposal

Rather than rushing into a simple solution for a complex problem, please consider some 
information  on the issue. Here are some links that provide more reasoned solutions and some 
instances where the spay/neuter laws did not work.

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?file=/g/a/2007/05/29/petscol.DTL

http://pet-law.com/euth7_MSN.html

Briefly:

1. is not clear mandating spay/neuter for every dog and cat with few exceptions and increasing 
licensing fees for unaltered animals necessarily means there will be fewer dogs and cats that end 
up in shelters. Nor will it necessarily lead to a decrease in animals euthanized in shelters. 

2. The cost of administering and enforcing laws in some locales has been prohibitive. Breeder 
licensing laws, for example, can be expensive to administer because they often require the local 
government to evaluate the suitability of the breeder’s facility and the animal for breeding, track 
all sales of litters, and assure compliance with the permitting requirements. In some areas the 
laws have resulted in decreased licensing compliance, further reducing revenues. With fewer 
people licensing animals or obtaining mandated breeding permits, it is not clear the laws are 
having much effect on backyard breeders or puppy mills.  It should be noted Nebraska is 
notorious for puppy mills, why do something that drives them further underground?

3. Since the passage of the 2000 “spay or pay” Los Angeles ordinance, there has been a decline 
in dog licensing compliance. The animal control budget after passage of the law rose 269%.,from 
$6.7 million to $18 million. The city hired additional animal control officers and bought new 
trucks and equipment just to enforce the new law. 

4. In Montgomery County, MD the mandatory spay/neuter law was repealed. When the law was 
enacted, it was estimated that 550 breeding permits would be issued per year. In reality only an 
average of 30 permits were issued per year. There was an estimated 50% decline in licensing 
compliance.Although the euthanasia rate declined 21.5% after the ordinance was passed, it had 
declined 34% prior to enactment of the law  

5. Fort Worth TX also ended its manadatory spay/neuter program. In that city licensing 
compliance fell off after passage of the ordinance. As a result there was a reduction in rabies 
vaccinations which lead to an increase in rabies in the city. 

6. There are many reasons why animals are left in shelters. It does not appear to have much to do 
with the operations of most purebred breeders. Thus, banning most if not all breeding will not 
reduce shelter intake or euthanasia rates. many of the reasons animals end up in shelters have 
nothing to do with breeding, but rather irresponsible pet owners who opt not to care for their 



animals.Only education and aggressive fostering and adoption programs will help resolve these 
situations. 

7. -- pets from the best (most visible) breeders are the *least* likely to be found among shelter 
intakes because contracts requiring return of no longer wanted animals are the norm in this 
group, indeed some breeders now use a guaranteed repurchase clause.

8.  Overpopulation due to free-ranging animals requires a combination of several approaches: a. 
A strongly enforced leash law. b. Spay/neuter programs that are in fact available to the owner 
population. c. Educational programs to communicate not just the facts of the law and 
consequences of violation, but the advantages to the owner and pet of sterilization. d. 
Establishment of and support for 'new owner' classes e. Publicizing pet-problem solving 
resources f.  Promoting owner/pet activities (see Greater Lincoln Obedience Club, Cornhusker 
Kennel Club, Golden Retriever and Boston Terrier rescue groups as examples in Nebraska) g. 
Supporting obtaining of pets from sources that provide evaluation and matching of pet to home, 
support the home after the sale, and 
guarantee take-back if the pet cannot be kept.

Thank you for considering a dog loving and responsible owner's view.
[IMAGE]

Marilyn Scheffler
Coordinator, Barkley Speech-Language and Hearing Clinic
253 Barkley Center
University of Nebraska-Lincoln
Lincoln, NE 68583-0731
(402) 472-5492
FAX (404) 472-3814

e-mail: mscheffler1@unl.edu



WebForm 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

10/31/2007 08:59 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Laurie De La Cruz
Address:  1924 Hartley st
City:     Lincoln, NE. 68521

Phone:    402-435-7622
Fax:
Email:    lstmyheart@yahoo.com

Comment or Question:
You are only making more residents of Lincoln want to leave. So many rules, so 
many taxes.
My animal is fine and I don't need you or the city council sticking thier nose 
in my business.
You can't force people do some thing that you may feel is right.
Go after the person that created the problem (I am sure they are the ones that 
are broke, but still want the dog for companionship)
Just scoop up all the pets and take them away along with children that are not 
taken care of.
The city has enough laws that are not enforce- try using some of them before 
you create more.
Laurie D
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D I R E C T O R S’  A G E N D A
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2007     

I. MAYOR - 

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Beutler’s Public Schedule Week of
November 3 through November 9, 2007 - Schedule subject to change. 

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lincoln Fire And Rescue Urges Residents To
“Change Your Clock, Change Your Battery”(Council received Release on 
11/01/07 in their Thursday packet) 

II. CITY CLERK - NONE

III. CORRESPONDENCE - 

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE -

DAN MARVIN

1. E-Mail Letter from Lisa J. Good - RE: City Maintenance Shop issues. 

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE

C. MISCELLANEOUS - 

1. E-Mail from Camilla Svoboda - RE: New Arena vs. existing buildings.

2. E-Mail from Dick & Joyce Vosteen - RE: West Denton Road. 

3. E-Mail from Sara Beninghaus - RE: West Denton Road. 

4. E-Mail from SW McGovern - RE: Quest Center not big enough. 
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Date: November 2, 2007
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Beutler’s Public Schedule
Week of November 3 through  9, 2007

Schedule subject to change

Saturday, November 3

Monday, November 5

Tuesday, November 6

Thursday, November 8

Friday, November 9

NAACP Freedom Fund Scholarship Banquet, remarks - 6 p.m., Embassy Suites, 1040 “P” St. 

Mayor’s Award of Excellence presentation - 1:30 p.m., Council Chambers, County-City Building, 555 S. 10th St.

People’s City Mission Centennial Dinner, remarks - 6:15 p.m., Cornhusker Marriott Hotel, 333 S. 13th St.

News conference, Star City Holiday Parade - 10 a.m., float factory (location is not public - map will be sent)

Home Builders Association luncheon - noon, The Nebraska Club, 233 S. 13th St., 20th floor

Association of Government Accountants panel discussion - 11:45 a.m., Ferguson Center, 700 S. 16th St.



LINCOLN FIRE AND RESCUE URGES RESIDENTS TO
“CHANGE YOUR CLOCK, CHANGE YOUR BATTERY”

Americans will set their clocks back one hour Sunday, November 4 as Daylight Savings Time comes to an 
end.  Lincoln Fire and Rescue (LFR) is encouraging residents to make a life-saving change at the same time, 
by changing the batteries in their smoke alarms and carbon monoxide detectors.  LFR is joining Energizer and 
the International Association of Fire Chiefs for the 20th annual “Change Your Clock, Change Your Battery” 
campaign.  

Every day, an average of three children die in home fires, and 80 percent of those occur in homes without 
working smoke alarms.  The most commonly cited cause of non-working smoke alarms is worn or missing 
batteries.  Properly functioning smoke alarms reduce the risk of dying in a home fire by nearly 50 percent.  
The International Association of Fire Chiefs also recommends that smoke alarms be replaced every ten years.

“The peak time for home fire fatalities is between 10 p.m. and 6 a.m. when most families are sleeping,” said 

For more information about fire safety, see the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov (keyword: fire) or call LFR at 
441-8370.

LINCOLN FIRE AND RESCUE
1801 “Q” St., Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-8350, fax 441-7098

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: November 1, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Captain Guy Pinkman, 441-8370

- 30 -

Test smoke alarms and carbon monoxide detectors by pushing the test button.

Plan two ways out of every room, and practice escape routes with the entire family.

Prepare a fire safety kit that includes working flashlights and fresh batteries.



November 1, 2007 
 
 
TO:   Mayor’s Office  
 
 
After a grueling drive across portions of Wyoming and the entire state of Nebraska all 
day and into the  night,  I went to bed at 2 a.m. on Halloween Night.  
 
At about 8:20 a.m. on Thursday, November 1,   I was  awakened by a very loud 
incessant beeping.  I reached for my alarm clock and it wouldn’t shut off.  As I “came 
to”, I realized the loud noise was not my bedside alarm clock, but a heavy equipment 
truck at the city maintenance shop over 200 yards away.   The noise stopped by 8:30 
a.m., b ut it was too late.  I apologize that I am cranky from lack of sleep and as this 
happens so frequently,  I am forced to have this letter serve as an official complaint.   
 
We have a problem.  A city industrial site in a residential neighborhood.  When I moved 
here, the snow removal operations at 30th and South Street already existed on a smaller 
scale and were further away from Franklin Street.   Yes, I “signed on” for occasional 
noise in the neighborhood when snow was imminent and the maintenance crews were 
readying their sanding and salt trucks.  I think they do a good job, and have an 
important purpose.   All the neighbors on Franklin Street put up with a little 
inconvenience in the winter when the windows are generally shut, and the snow helps 
to blanket the loud noise.  It’s reasonable for us, as good citizens, to do so.   
 
But now, the city has moved these operations at the 30th and South street maintenance 
shop even closer to residential homes in a residential neighborhood—when it should 
have been built towards the South Street side where it wouldn’t bother anybody except 
a 4-lane city arterial.   This was approved by building and safety who really are not 
qualified, in my opinion, to affect such a grave zoning undertaking absent of checks 
and balances.   And the racket is hourly, daily, weekly and sometimes on weekends.   
We have three homes that work second shift here, and one that works third shift.  This 
racket is ruining our health and peace.   Enough already!  
 
The city was not required to follow zoning regulations as they considered themselves 
exempt according to former Mayor Colleen Seng.   This is also not wise.  When this 
maintenance shop was expanded it was done at the expense of the nearby residents 
who were given a quickie informational meeting (where substantial questions were 
raised).  Then the year-long noisy construction project continued without our input.  
There are very serious EPA draining and run-off issues at this site as well.   The expansion 
of the South Street Maintenance Shop has already cost more taxpayer money to fix this 
than it would have if it were properly planned in the first place.  That is not a good thing 
for a city to do when financial resources are thin.  Overall, I have no complaints with 
city personnel---they are hard working and do the best they can given the 
circumstances.   
 
Yet, all of this ensuing fiasco was preventable.  I sincerely hope that the city will not be 
cavalier towards the citizen homeowners that foot the bills when their personal quality 



of life and health and property values are adversely impacted.    Will you do anything 
about the drainage, noise and light pollution emanating from this industrial street 
maintenance shop that clamors, blinds and spews 24/7?  I have some solutions and 
one would be no property taxes from us!  Another solution would be to combine this 
service at the County salt barn located at  approximately 134th and Adams and save 
both the city and county some money with a cooperative venture that is imminent 
anyway.  
 
 
 
I have alerted the health department, Mike Merwick at the building and safety division, 
the maintenance shop operations manager, a statewide federal regulations OSHA 
overseer, a safety manager, the parks and recs department (which is supposed to 
install planted sound barriers); the planning commission, the city council and the 
planning department and will continue this pursuit until a compromise or workable 
solution is reached.  
 
 
Your response and attention are most appreciated.   I’m sorry I have to ask, but this 
situation is not acceptable “as is”.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Lisa J. Good 
3036 Franklin St 
Lincoln, NE  68502 
402-489-0869  
 
 
 
 



Cmsvoboda3@wmconnect.co
m 

11/02/2007 12:37 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject New Arena vs. existing buildings

I have read with interest the articles in the newspaper regarding the proposed new City Convention Center, hotel, 
etc.   Then today I read there is NO MONEY for roads -- which includes the Southeast Bypass. 
My questions are:  How can we afford to build something of this magnitude and then not find the money to finish 
something that should have been done 10 years ago?   
Secondly, how can you expect anyone to come to a convention in Lincoln when you cannot get a flight INTO or 
OUT of Lincoln dependenbly??  I think we must fix these two things first. 
Thank goodness the mayor is saying that we will have a vote of the people. 
Camilla Svoboda     



"Joyce Vosteen" 
<djvost@alltel.net> 

11/04/2007 11:15 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject West Denton Road

 
Council Members,
 
This is an e-mail urging you to approve  the completion of the west Denton road.  It is an accident waiting to  
happen in it's present state.  The roads for the non-existent mall are  wonderful, but the road that is traveled every 
day by the tax payers is  dangerous and not complete.  If you weren't planning to complete the road  you should 
have left the old road for the safety of all conderned.
 
Thank you for your time and  consideration.
 
Dick and Joyce Vosteen
7530 Cardwell Circle



"packergirl1994@earthlink.net
" 
<packergirl1994@earthlink.ne
t> 

11/05/2007 06:18 AM
Please respond to

packergirl1994@earthlink.net

To Council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject RE: West Denton Road

 I am a homeowner in the Cardwell Woods subdivision off of S.W. 27th Street I am writing in 
regards to the "new" West Denton road or really should I say lack thereof. Who in the world 
designed a road that just about cuts off residents living west of highway 77 from the city of 
Lincoln? We are all Lincoln residents according to my address I know I pay Lincoln city 
property taxes and work in the city of Lincoln. I moved to Lincoln from Florida in 2000 and 
have loved the city since day one I do understand things change and sometimes not the way we 
would all like them to be, but honestly I hope there is more to the plan on the corner of highway 
77 and Warlick that will allow the rest of our road to be built. From what we can see the new 
road has put us driving directly through whatever the big plan is for shopping and living on that 
corner. The area west of us is growing and Lincoln is pushing west and all directions daily why 
would they not design a bet! ter way to keep traffic flow moving and above all safe. The first day 
I drove through the new area was a Sunday and could not believe the sharp left turn that we 
needed to make, on that particular day there was not so much as a left arrow sign up or "slow" 
sign I can't believe someone did not go off the cliff that was there. My son is grown and living in 
town but I can easily see some teenager from out here going right through the rickety barricade 
the city has constructed, are there at least plans for some kind of guard rail if you are not 
planning to finish the road?
 
I appreciate your time,
 
Sara Beninghaus
 
 
 



SW McGovern 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

11/04/2007 01:22 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <commish@lancaster.ne.gov>, 
<commish@lincoln.ne.gov>, <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>, 

cc

bcc

Subject Quest Center not big enough

What is Lincoln and Lancaster county doing to take advantage of the growing industry of 
Motorsports? 
The World¹s Largest Racing Trade Show features the latest in motorsports technology from 
1,400 companies all in a 1,000,000 square-foot exhibit hall. Over 45,000 buyers attended the 
2006 PRI Trade Show! 
http://www.performanceracing.com/tradeshow/
 
As far as I know Greg Sanford is always looking for a place to build a new drag racing 
motorsports facility. There are possible locations closer than Scribner but nothing found so far. It 
is just really sad that the people against the proposed HWY77 location have made a drag strip 
sound so bad and scared all possibilities of having it in Lancaster County. I just do not 
understand why our local government does not come forward with location ideas. It seems you 
do not know how to take advantage of private investors. Did the Motorsports Task Force final 
report just go in one ear and out the other? What is being done to bring in tax revenue for our 
community? 
If you have not read the Motorsports Task Force final report here it is. 
http://www.lincoln.ne.gov/cnty/commiss/motor/report.pdf 
 
 




