
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, MAY 8, 2006

COUNTY-CITY BUILDING, ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 
1. NEWS ADVISORY - Mayor Seng News Conference on May 12, 2006.

(Swimming Pool Safety) 
2. NEWS RELEASE - Free Family Safety Event Set for May 12, 2006.
3. NEWS RELEASE - Season Pool Passes Now Available Online.
4. Washington Report 04/28/06. 

II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE
1. EMS Cash Receipts/Expenditure Data.
2. EMS Call Volume Data.

PLANNING COMMISSION
1. Transit Open Houses on May 11, 2006. 

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION 
1. Special permit No. 06026 - Wireless Facility (Monopole) (8450 Eagle Crest Road)

Resolution No. PC-00992.
2. Special Permit No. 06027, Prairie Crossing Community Unit Plan. (So. 33rd Street and

Yankee Hill Road) Resolution No. PC-00993.

PUBLIC WORKS /ENGINEERING
1. Letter from Engineering and Traffic Operations Regarding L-8867.3 - 77th Street North

and South of Old Cheney Road. Change of Parking.

III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JONATHAN COOK 
1. Request to Bruce Dart, Health Director - RE:  Request for a sign at 31st & Calvert about

dogs having to be on a leash and cleaning up after them (RFI#129 - 05/04/06) 

2. Request to Harry Kroos, Public Works & Utilities Dept.-Sidewalks - RE: Sidewalk
Ramps around Milder Manor (RFI#130 - 5/04/06)

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN 
1. Request to Steve Hubka, Budget Officer - RE: Weeks ago the City had deficit of $6

million-What is it now? - RFI#4 - 04/12/06.
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ANNETTE McROY
1. Request to Karl Fredrickson and Ken Smith, Public Works & Utilities Dept. - RE:

Parking management study update - RFI#170 - 04/19/06. SEE RESPONSE
RECEIVED FROM KARL FREDRICKSON ON 05/04/06.  

PATTE NEWMAN
1. Letter from Jack Tatro, RE: Solving the problem of runoff water pooling. 

V. MISCELLANEOUS

Emails/Letters Opposed to Concealed Carry Ban in Lincoln
1. Email from Robin L. Hoffman.
2. Email from Gregg Stearns. 

Emails/Letters Opposed to Downtown Development Plan/Including Demolition of 
Starship Theater and Taste of China Restaurant 
1. Email from Robin L. Hoffman
2. Email from Cindy Elder. (Hard Copy Distributed to Council on Monday, May 1)
3. Email from Mrs. Willa Grange. (Hard Copy Distributed to Council on Monday, May 1)
4. Email from Mrs. Willa Grange. (Hard Copy Distributed to Council on Monday, May 1)
5. Email from Nancy Taylor. (Hard Copy Distributed to Council on Monday, May 1)
6. Letter and Attachments from Kim K. Sturzenegger. (Hard Copy Distributed to Council

on Monday, May 1)

Other Correspondence
1. Email from Jayne Sebby RE: Loud Audio Systems in Vehicles. 
2. Letter from Nancy Russell, RE: Injustice to Property by Landlords. (Hard Copy

Distributed to Council on Monday, May 1)
3. Email from Vicky Valenta, RE: Opposed to Convention Center in Haymarket District.  
4. Email from Vicky Valenta, RE: Reaction to Council Members Actions.
5. Letter and attachments from Charles Humble, Erickson & Sederstrom, RE: Bill No. 06-

67 (Tree Service Text Amendment). (Hard Copy Distributed to Council on May 4, 2006)

VI.  ADJOURNMENT
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CONGRESS 
Members return to Washington after two-
week Spring recess.  Both the House and 
Senate were back in session this week after an 
extended recess that allowed Members to 
spend valuable time in their districts during 
this election year. 
 
Congress will also have one-week breaks in 
late May and early July, followed by a 
month-long August recess.  Combined with 
Tuesday through Thursday work weeks, this 
schedule leaves very few legislative days left 
before the target adjournment date of October 
6.  As a result, matters relating to the FY 
2007 federal budget are likely to dominate 
debate over the next several weeks, but the 
House and Senate will also attempt to address 
some other high-profile items such as 
i m m i g r a t i o n ,  l o b b y i n g  r e f o r m , 
telecommunications, and high gasoline prices. 
 
House 
 
The House this week spent much of their time 
working on a package of ethics and lobbying 
reform initiatives in response to the Jack 
Abramoff scandal.  An internal battle among 
House Republicans almost derailed the 
legislation this week, but it appears that 
House GOP leadership was able to stave off a 
potential revolt by House Appropriations 
Committee members by promising to address 
their concerns in a House-Senate conference 
committee on the bill.  Appropriators were 
concerned that the earmark reforms 
(identifying sponsors of an earmark in 
legislation, for example) would only apply to 
their panel, and not tax-writing and 
authorizing committees that also include 
sizable amounts of “pork” in many of their 
bills.  With virtually all Democrats prepared 
to vote against a bill they describe as a 
“trivial” response to the recent scandals, 
Republicans cannot afford many defections. 

 
House leaders also continue to negotiate floor 
consideration of a FY 2007 budget resolution.  
The resolution, which sets broad parameters 
by which the Appropriations Committee must 
operate, has been slowed by a stalemate 
between the conservative and moderate wings 
of the Republican Party over spending.  
Neither side appears to be willing to back off, 
and mass defection by either side would 
defeat the resolution on the floor.  The House 
Appropriations Committee has chosen to 
move forward without the direction provided 
by the budget resolution, and has set an 
ambitious schedule for its ten FY 2007 
spending bills that would allow for their 
passage on the floor prior to the July 4 recess. 
 
Senate 
 
The Senate continued its debate this week of 
a FY 2006 supplemental appropriations bill 
that would provide funds primarily for 
overseas military operations and hurricane 
recovery.  However, the Senate measure 
stands at $106.5 billion, significantly more 
than the $92.2 billion requested by the 
President, and as a result, the White House 
has suggested it would veto the measure.  
Amendments to trim the pricetag of the bill 
have been defeated on the Senate floor this 
week, and Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist 
(R-TN) has conceded that the bill would have 
to be trimmed in a House-Senate conference 
committee.  The House version of the bill is 
more in line with the President’s request, but 
it does not contain provisions such as the one 
in the Senate that would add an additional $1 
billion to the $4.2 billion in CDBG funds that 
the President requested for hurricane-affected 
states on the Gulf Coast.  Frist is looking to 
complete action on the bill next week. 
 
Also pending in the Senate is an immigration 
reform bill that was stalled just prior to the 
congressional recess.  Senate leaders thought 
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they had an agreement on a modified guest 
worker program, but the deal fell apart 
when some Republican Senators 
announced their intention to introduce 
amendments to the agreement.  Democrats, 
who wanted the compromise to be voted 
without changes, blocked further 
consideration of the bill.  The President, 
who supports a guest worker program, this 
week urged Senators to continue their 
negotiations, but still must deal with the 
House, which passed a much more 
stringent immigration bill last year that 
contains no guest worker program. 
 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
House panel clears telecom measure after 
defeating local amendments.  The House 
Energy and Commerce Committee 
approved, 42-12, legislation designed to 
ease the entry of the regional bell operating 
companies into the video services market 
by allowing them to obtain a national 
franchise.  The final vote came after a full 
day of spirited debate and rejection of a 
slew of amendments designed to preserve 
local government authority and the free 
flow of information over the Internet. 
 
As cleared by the Committee, the bill 
would allow companies that want to enter 
the video services market to obtain a 
national franchise.  It would also allow 
incumbent cable television providers to 
immediately abandon their existing 
franchises and obtain a national franchise 
as soon as a new provider enters the 
market.  The bill also includes language 
regarding Internet-based telephone service 
and a section that would preempt all state 
laws that prohibit municipalities from 
offering broadband and video services. 
 
Although the bill includes language 
affirming local government authority over 
public rights-of-way, it lacks any serious 
local enforcement authority and would 
essentially transform the Federal 
Communications Commission into the 
final arbiter of rights-of-way disputes.  
Similarly, the bill would require video 
services providers to pay a five percent 
franchise fee to local governments plus an 
additional one percent fee to cover the 
costs of in-kind services and public, 
educational and governmental (PEG) 
channels. 
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However, questions remain about 
whether the bill gives local governments 
adequate audit authority and how 
disputes would be resolved.  In addition, 
local government organizations remain 
concerned about the bill’s weak 
redlining language and its lack of a build 
out requirement, which they fear will 
leave many neighborhoods with inferior 
service and higher prices. 
 
The Committee approved a manager’s 
amendment that addressed some local 
government concerns, including 
language clarifying that all video 
services providers are covered by the 
bill, regardless of technology or 
platform.  Language in earlier versions 
of the bill was vague enough that some 
argued that it would create a loophole 
that would allow AT&T and other 
providers to avoid franchise payments 
and circumvent local rights-of-way 
authority through a technicality.   In 
addition, the manager’s amendment 
includes language tightening the 
definition of “local franchise area” so 
that providers would not be able to 
identify a single street or block as a 
“local franchise area.”  The manager’s 
amendment also included stronger 
rights-of-way language.  However, it still 
lacks enforcement authority and would 
continue to make the FCC the final 
arbiter of disputes. 
 
The Committee rejected a series of 
amendments supported by local 
government organizations that would 
have strengthened local authority over 
rights-of way and provided more 
stringent consumer protections. 
 
Rep. Michael Burgess (R-TX) engaged 
Barton in a colloquy in which he asked 
whether the changes made to the bill at 
the Subcommittee and Committee level 
addressed the concerns of local 
governments in his district.  In response 
to Burgess’s questions, Barton said: 
 
• The bill gives local governments 

audit authority to ensure full 
payment of the five percent 
franchise fees and that it includes 
penalties for excessive or purposeful 
underpayments; 

 
 

• The bill does not affect local 
g o v e r n m e n t  r i g h t s - o f - w a y 
management authority, and 

 
• Although the FCC has final 

authority to address consumer 
protection standards, local 
governments can bring complaints 
to the FCC and the FCC must 
address them within 120 days and 
that an amendment offered by Rep. 
Albert Wynn (D-MD) would “beef 
up” the bill’s consumer protection 
language. 

 
Although the colloquy does not change 
the bill’s language, and local 
governments do not entirely share 
Barton’s interpretation of the bill 
language, it serves as part of the bill’s 
legislative history and may prove useful 
to local governments in a House-Senate 
conference committee and/or any court 
challenges that arise from the bill should 
it become law. 
 
In addition, the issue of net neutrality 
has begun to spark grass roots interest in 
the bill that may complicate House 
consideration.  Callers have begun 
contacting Capitol Hill offices about the 
issue, spurred on by Internet content 
providers such as Yahoo!, Google, 
Microsoft and Amazon who fear that the 
bill will allow broadband providers to 
provide preferential treatment to their 
own content. 
 
The bill now heads to the House floor, 
possibly as soon as next week.  Local 
government organizations are formally 
opposing the measure in its current form, 
and further amendments supporting the 
local position may not be ruled in order 
on the House floor.  We will provide 
additional information about specific 
amendments as it becomes available. 
 
In the Senate, the Commerce Committee 
continues to draft its version of the bill 
that observers say will be more 
comprehensive.  They also say that it 
will strongly reflect the concerns about 
rural issues and universal service of 
Senator Ted Stevens (R-AK), the 
Committee’s Chairman.  Commerce 
Committee staff expects to unveil a draft 
bill early next month. 
 



 

TRANSPORTATION 
Senate Republicans offer Gas Price Relief 
and Rebate Act of 2006.  Senate 
Republicans unveiled a package of 
measures on Thursday in an attempt to 
give consumers relief from increasing gas 
prices and increase congressional approval 
ratings.  The highlight of the package is a 
proposed $100 taxpayer rebate that would 
cost the U.S. Treasury at least $1 billion, 
according to the Senate Finance 
Committee. 
 
Also included in the “Gas Price Relief and 
Rebate Act of 2006:” 
 
• a provision that would open the Arctic 

National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) to 
oil and gas drilling and exploration; 

 
• a $100 tax rebate check for single 

filers making less than $145,950 a 
year and couples who earn less than 
$218,950; 

 
• a summer suspension of the 18.4-cent-

per-gallon federal retail gasoline tax, 
to be paid for by ending some tax 
breaks for the oil industry; 

 
• a suspension of deposits to the 

Strategic Petroleum Reserve for six 
months; 

 
• increased incentives for the 

deployment and purchase of hybrid 
fuel vehicles; 

 
• authorize the Federal Trade 

Commission to investigate price 
gauging, but only for retail pricing and 
not wholesale distribution, and 

 
• authorize the Department of 

Transportation to increase fuel 
efficiency standards. 

 
A number of the provisions of the bill, 
most notably the ANWR drilling language 
and tighter fuel efficiency standards, have 
been debated and rejected by the Senate in 
the past.  The gas tax suspension proposal 
was quickly rejected by groups such as the 
American Road and Transportation 
Builder’s Association (ARTBA), which 
says suspending the gas tax would 
jeopardize much needed highway funding. 
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House Speaker Dennis Hastert (R-IL) 
said House Republicans are working on 
nearly a dozen proposals that focus on 
everything from incentives for refineries 
and price gouging to oil exploration in 
Alaska and the Gulf of Mexico. 
 
Neither Senate nor House proposals 
appear to have much chance of 
becoming law, but with rising gas prices 
at the pump and November elections 
nearing, each party hopes to direct public 
anger toward the opposition. 
 
GRANT OPPORTUNITIES 
Environmental Protection Agency: 
The EPA is seeking nominations for 
brownfields redevelopment projects to 
honor through its Phoenix Award 
program.  One project will be selected 
from each of the EPA’s ten regions 
along with several special categories to 
be recognized at the annual Brownfields 
conference November 13-15, 2006 in 
Boston.  The deadline is June 30, 2006, 
and details can be found at: 
http://www.phoenixawards.org/.  
 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development :  Program-specific 
information on HOPE VI Revitalization 
Grants has been published to supplement 
the general information in the January 
SuperNOFA.  In FY 2006, $71.9 million 
is available for four grants of up to $20 
million to improve severely distressed 
public housing projects.  Applications 
are due July 10, 2006, and the NOFA 
can be found in the Federal Register, 
18496-18560. 
 
National Endowment for the Arts: The 
NEA is seeking applications for the FY 
2006 Summer School in the Arts.  The 
program is designed to promote summer 
educational programs for children that 
promote life-long interest in the arts.  
The NEA expects to award fifty grants 
of between $15,000 and $35,000, and a 
100 percent match is required.  
Statements of interest are due May 22, 
2006.  For more information, see: 
http://www.arts.gov/grants/apply/Summ
erSchools.html.  
 
National League of Cities:  The NLC is 
accepting nominations for Awards for 
Municipal Excellence.   Awards 
recognize cities that exemplify 

excellence in city governance, best 
practices in municipal policy, and 
models to follow to improve the lives of 
their citizens.  Packets are due June 21, 
2006.  Nomination materials can be 
found at: 
http://www.nlc.org/resources_for_cities/
awards___recognition/7760.cfm.  
 
Department of Health and Human 
Services: The Office of the Secretary is 
accepting nominations for the 2006 
Secretary’s Innovation in Prevention 
Awards Initiative.  The award recognizes 
organizations that implemented 
innovative and creative chronic disease 
prevention and health promotion 
programs.  Nominations are due June 15, 
2006, and guidance can be found in the 
Federal Register, 20107. 
 
Department of Agriculture: The Food 
and Nutrition Service is accepting 
applications to improve accessibility and 
awareness of the Food Stamp Program in 
low-income households through Food 
Stamp Program Participation grants.  
There is $5.0 million available in FY 
2006.  Proposals are due June 7, 2006.  
For detailed information, see: 
http://www.fns.usda.gov/fsp/.  
 
Department of Agriculture: Local 
governments interested in the Summer 
Food Service Program to provide meals 
to low-income children during summer 
vacation should be in conversation with 
their state nutrition agency.  A directory 
of state agencies and their summer 
deadlines can be found at: 
http://www.fns.usda.gov/cnd/Contacts/St
ateDirectory.htm. 
 
Department of Veterans Affairs:  The 
Department is accepting applications for 
the VA Homeless Providers Grant and 
Per Diem program.  Funds are available 
to construct and maintain housing 
facilities and support services for 
homeless veterans.  The aim is to help 
veterans achieve residential stability, 
increase their skill levels and income and 
obtain greater self-determination.  There 
is $10 million available with a required 
match of at least 35 percent.  The 
deadline to apply is June 14, 2006, and 
for more information, see: 
http://www1.va.gov/homeless/page.cfm?
pg=3. 



City of Lincoln
EMS Cash Receipts/Expenditure Data 04/30/06
FY 2005-06

Emergency:
Total Month Total Month Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2004-05 Balance Forward 14,753,913    15,653,293     (899,380)        
September 194,915        320,591          (125,676)           14,948,828    15,973,884     (1,025,056)     
October 271,703        339,577          (67,874)             15,220,531    16,313,461     (1,092,930)     
November 288,590        226,268          62,322              15,509,121    16,539,729     (1,030,608)     
December 287,140        310,908          (23,768)             15,796,261    16,850,637     (1,054,376)     
January 252,365        437,869          (185,504)           16,048,626    17,288,506     (1,239,880)     
February 268,621        245,355          23,266              16,317,247    17,533,861     (1,216,614)     
March 348,357        421,991          (73,634)             16,665,604    17,955,852     (1,290,248)     
April 407,065        323,713          83,352              17,072,669    18,279,565     (1,206,896)     
May
June
July
August

   
   

Non-Emergency:
Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2004-05 Balance Forward 1,500,232      1,992,811       (492,579)        
September 242              37                   205                   1,500,474      1,992,848       (492,374)        
October 314              8                     306                   1,500,788      1,992,856       (492,068)        
November 1,284           3                     1,281                1,502,072      1,992,859       (490,787)        
December 2,056           4                     2,052                1,504,128      1,992,863       (488,735)        
January 283              143                 140                   1,504,411      1,993,006       (488,595)        
February -               5                     (5)                      1,504,411      1,993,011       (488,600)        
March 663              -                  663                   1,505,074      1,993,011       (487,937)        
April 697              109                 588                   1,505,771      1,993,120       (487,349)        
May
June
July
August

    
    

Total
Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2004-05 Balance Forward 16,254,145    17,646,104     (1,391,959)     
September 195,157        320,628          (125,471)           16,449,302    17,966,732     (1,517,430)     
October 272,017        339,585          (67,568)             16,721,319    18,306,317     (1,584,998)     
November 289,874        226,271          63,603              17,011,193    18,532,588     (1,521,395)     
December 289,196        310,912          (21,716)             17,300,389    18,843,500     (1,543,111)     
January 252,648        438,012          (185,364)           17,553,037    19,281,512     (1,728,475)     
February 268,621        245,360          23,261              17,821,658    19,526,872     (1,705,214)     
March 349,020        421,991          (72,971)             18,170,678    19,948,863     (1,778,185)     
April 407,762        323,822          83,940              18,578,440    20,272,685     (1,694,245)     
May
June
July
August

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



City of Lincoln Note:  Activity is through April 30, 2006
EMS Call Volume Data  
FY 2000-06  

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            -                   0.00%

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

FY 2002-03  
September 838                  424,805            83,276             341,529            276,798            65.16% 81.05% 64,731             -                   0.00%   
October 844                  425,929            79,976             345,953            278,059            65.28% 80.37% 67,894             -                   0.00%   
November 822                  428,926            86,826             342,100            276,829            64.54% 80.92% 65,271             -                   0.00%   
December 830                  428,831            85,385             343,446            289,455            67.50% 84.28% 53,991             -                   0.00%   
January 789                  407,270            92,113             315,157            264,263            64.89% 83.85% 50,894             -                   0.00%   
February 797                  414,155            88,432             325,723            272,570            65.81% 83.68% 53,153             -                   0.00%   
March 848                  430,166            92,573             337,593            275,663            64.08% 81.66% 61,930             -                   0.00%   
April 851                  431,818            85,796             346,022            273,675            63.38% 79.09% 72,347             -                   0.00%   
May 882                  443,385            87,365             356,020            276,554            62.37% 77.68% 79,466             -                   0.00%   
June 781                  385,596            79,051             306,546            243,431            63.13% 79.41% 62,568             546                  0.14% 58,575               1,713                  
July 822                  417,088            89,209             327,879            249,515            59.82% 76.10% 77,403             961                  0.23% 70,061               2,914                 
August 910                  468,964            99,940             369,024            300,684            64.12% 81.48% 65,758             2,582               0.55% 62,015               3,401                 
  FY2002-03 Total 10,014             5,106,933         1,049,942         4,056,991         3,277,495         64.18% 80.79% 775,407            4,089               0.08% 190,651 8,028

FY 2003-04  
September 792                  399,190            84,060             315,130            257,586            64.53% 81.74% 56,724             820                  0.21% 50,392               4,270                 
October 898                  452,964            94,732             358,232            294,648            65.05% 82.25% 62,357             1,228               0.27% 57,764               4,283                 
November 860                  436,197            95,111             341,086            277,974            63.73% 81.50% 61,354             1,758               0.40% 54,758               2,652                 
December 936                  473,764            108,114            365,650            301,375            63.61% 82.42% 62,500             1,775               0.37% 56,493               2,861                 
January 873                  455,362            111,441            343,921            277,939            61.04% 80.81% 63,102             2,880               0.63% 54,818               1,566                 
February 832                  439,696            114,882            324,814            267,074            60.74% 82.22% 55,664             2,076               0.47% 49,085               3,334                 
March 716                  386,466            96,830             289,636            239,052            61.86% 82.54% 48,941             1,643               0.43% 44,101               2,992                 
April 757                  398,475            97,566             300,910            243,886            61.20% 81.05% 52,441             4,583               1.15% 49,307               2,880                 
May 847                  442,566            102,759            339,807            264,447            59.75% 77.82% 70,706             4,654               1.05% 66,443               1,169                 
June 857                  455,891            110,500            345,391            274,908            60.30% 79.59% 66,113             4,370               0.96% 61,647               1,387                 
July 898                  477,111            105,468            371,643            290,488            60.88% 78.16% 77,627             3,528               0.74% 68,317               3,547                 
August 870                  466,970            106,059            360,911            273,539            58.58% 75.79% 82,878             4,494               0.96% 76,088               706                    
  FY2003-04 Total 10,136             5,284,652         1,227,523         4,057,129         3,262,915         61.74% 80.42% 760,407            33,807             0.64% 689,213 31,648

FY 2004-05
September 901                  498,957            120,542            378,415            291,033            58.33% 76.91% 84,028             3,354               0.67% 76,962               3,147                 
October 845                  458,671            115,911            342,760            269,849            58.83% 78.73% 68,553             4,358               0.95% 65,739               3,971                 
November 775                  428,019            100,439            327,580            250,685            58.57% 76.53% 70,945             5,950               1.39% 66,221               1,066                 
December 806                  446,238            113,658            332,580            263,119            58.96% 79.11% 66,019             3,442               0.77% 62,132               4,140                 
January 931                  523,701            142,513            381,188            306,273            58.48% 80.35% 67,907             7,008               1.34% 61,396               2,769                 
February 833                  468,584            120,887            347,697            271,147            57.87% 77.98% 68,768             7,782               1.66% 67,562               1,425                 
March 885                  499,323            123,693            375,630            288,816            57.84% 76.89% 73,736             13,078             2.62% 72,783               2,383                 
April 850                  471,558            123,528            348,030            266,361            56.49% 76.53% 64,360             17,309             3.67% 64,156               932                    
May 942                  521,580            124,627            396,953            308,926            59.23% 77.82% 64,139             23,888             4.58% 61,393               2,117                 
June 893                  481,254            105,425            375,829            260,444            54.12% 69.30% 78,101             37,284             7.75% 73,684               -                     
July 944                  520,989            123,467            397,522            288,787            55.43% 72.65% 67,692             41,043             7.88% 61,889               101                    
August 847                  462,764            111,151            351,613            256,619            55.45% 72.98% 55,301             39,693             8.58% 53,312               -                     
  FY2004-05 Total 10,452             5,781,636         1,425,841         4,355,795         3,322,059         57.46% 76.27% 829,549            204,187            3.53% 787,229 22,050

FY 2005-06   
September 903                  490,718            117,266            373,452            270,503            55.12% 72.43% 49,612             53,337             10.87% 46,468               -                     
October 846                  461,136            105,472            355,664            240,089            52.06% 67.50% 41,997             73,578             15.96% 40,830               -                     
November 810                  443,288            108,979            334,309            215,293            48.57% 64.40% 18,480             100,536            22.68% 17,243               -                     
December 823                  455,241            111,752            343,489            208,604            45.82% 60.73% 11,953             122,932            27.00% 10,805               -                     
January 864                  480,731            111,362            369,369            188,623            39.24% 51.07% 12,847             167,899            12,572               -                     
February 816                  449,853            109,697            340,156            148,055            32.91% 43.53% 5,729               186,372            5,729                 -                     
March 884                  481,615            100,223            381,392            46,371              1,195               333,826            1,079                 -                     
April 194                  107,999            20,707             87,292             1,726               275                  85,291              -                     
May  -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                    -                     
June  -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                    -                     
July  -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                    -                     
August   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                    -                     
  FY2005-06 Total 6,140               3,370,581         785,458            2,585,123         1,319,264         39.14% 51.03% 142,088            1,123,771         33.34% 134,726 0



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             -                   0.00%

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

FY 2002-03
September 140                  56,319             16,747             39,572             36,110             64.12% 91.25% 3,462               -                   0.00%  -                     
October 199                  85,725             28,758             56,967             47,540             55.46% 83.45% 9,427               -                   0.00%  -                     
November 171                  77,898             22,824             55,074             46,290             59.42% 84.05% 8,784               -                   0.00%  -                     
December 200                  81,937             24,932             57,005             51,231             62.52% 89.87% 5,774               -                   0.00%  -                     
January 209                  86,852             28,485             58,367             50,140             57.73% 85.90% 8,227               -                   0.00%  -                     
February 167                  63,981             20,286             43,695             37,396           58.45% 85.58% 6,299             -                 0.00% -                   
March 198                  79,128             26,134             52,994             46,164             58.34% 87.11% 6,830               -                   0.00%  -                     
April 145                  59,819             13,373             46,446             35,782             59.82% 77.04% 10,664             -                   0.00%  -                     
May 129                  54,812             14,360             40,452             31,999             58.38% 79.10% 8,453               -                   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               -                   0.00% 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 0

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             30,825             59.63% 86.71% 4,724               0                      0.00% 3,507                 -                     
November 99                    42,922             12,705             30,217             28,508             66.42% 94.34% 1,709               0                      0.00% 343                    -                     
December 118                  49,024             12,805             36,219             31,888             65.05% 88.04% 4,331               0                      0.00% 2,381                 -                     
January 101                  41,919             15,368             26,551             23,558             56.20% 88.73% 2,087               906                  2.16% 1,679                 -                     
February 7                      3,774 1,069 2,704               2,704 71.66% 100.00% -                   -                   0.00% -                     -                     
March 6                      2,126 162 1,964               1,615 75.98% 82.25% 349                  -                   0.00% 349                    -                     
April 5                      1,761 445 1,316               1,316 74.73% 100.00% -                   -                   0.00% -                     -                     
May 5                      1,315 108 1,207               1,207 91.78% 100.00% -                   -                   0.00% -                     -                     
June -                   -                   -                   -                   -                     -                   -                    -                     -                     
July -                   -                   -                   -                   -                     -                   -                    -                     -                     
August -                   -                   -                   -                   -                     -                   -                    -                     -                     
  FY2003-04 Total 606                  252,893            78,788             174,106            157,903            62.44% 90.69% 14,953             1,250               0.49% 10,013 0



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            -                   0.00% -                     -                     

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

FY 2002-03   
September 978                  481,124            100,023            381,101            312,908            65.04% 82.11% 68,193             -                   0.00%   
October 1,043               511,654            108,734            402,920            325,599            63.64% 80.81% 77,321             -                   0.00%   
November 993                  506,824            109,650            397,174            323,119            63.75% 81.35% 74,055             -                   0.00%   
December 1,030               510,768            110,317            400,451            340,686            66.70% 85.08% 59,765             -                   0.00%   
January 998                  494,122            120,598            373,524            314,403            63.63% 84.17% 59,121             -                   0.00%   
February 964                  478,136            108,718            369,418            309,966            64.83% 83.91% 59,452             -                   0.00%   
March 1,046               509,294            118,707            390,587            321,827            63.19% 82.40% 68,760             -                   0.00%   
April 996                  491,637            99,169             392,468            309,457            62.94% 78.85% 83,011             -                   0.00%   
May 1,011               498,197            101,725            396,472            308,553            61.93% 77.82% 87,919             -                   0.00%  
June 912                  442,896            96,384             346,512            281,740            63.61% 81.31% 64,226             546                  0.12% 60,232               1,713                 
July 967                  477,919            106,517            371,402            290,022            60.68% 78.09% 80,420             961                  0.20% 72,058               2,914                 
August 1,036               519,928            116,683            403,245            330,987            63.66% 82.08% 69,333             2,925               0.56% 64,958               3,401                 
  FY2002-03 Total 11,974             5,922,499         1,297,224         4,625,275         3,769,268         63.64% 81.49% 851,575            4,432               0.07% 197,249 8,028

FY 2003-04   
September 931                  457,552            104,043            353,509            293,867            64.23% 83.13% 58,478             1,163               0.25% 52,146               4,270                 
October 1,024               504,655            110,874            393,781            325,473            64.49% 82.65% 67,081             1,228               0.24% 61,271               4,283                 
November 959                  479,119            107,816            371,303            306,482            63.97% 82.54% 63,063             1,758               0.37% 55,101               2,652                 
December 1,054               522,788            120,919            401,869            333,263            63.75% 82.93% 66,831             1,775               0.34% 58,874               2,861                 
January 974                  497,281            126,809            370,472            301,497            60.63% 81.38% 65,189             3,786               0.76% 56,497               1,566                 
February 839                  443,470            115,951            327,518            269,778            60.83% 82.37% 55,664             2,076               0.47% 49,085               3,334                 
March 722                  388,592            96,992             291,600            240,667            61.93% 82.53% 49,290             1,643               0.42% 44,450               2,992                 
April 762                  400,236            98,010             302,225            245,202            61.26% 81.13% 52,441             4,583               1.14% 49,307               2,880                 
May 852                  443,881            102,867            341,014            265,654            59.85% 77.90% 70,706             4,654               1.05% 66,443               1,169                 
June 857                  455,891            110,500            345,391            274,908            60.30% 79.59% 66,113             4,370               0.96% 61,647               1,387                 
July 898                  477,111            105,468            371,643            290,488            60.88% 78.16% 77,627             3,528               0.74% 68,317               3,547                 
August 870                  466,970            106,059            360,911            273,539            58.58% 75.79% 82,878             4,494               0.96% 76,088               706                    
  FY2003-04 Total 10,742             5,537,545         1,306,310         4,231,235         3,420,818         61.77% 80.85% 775,360            35,057             0.63% 699,226 31,648

FY 2004-05   
September 901                  498,957            120,542            378,415            291,033            58.33% 76.91% 84,028             3,354               0.67% 76,962               3,147                 
October 845                  458,671            115,911            342,760            269,849            58.83% 78.73% 68,553             4,358               0.95% 65,739               3,971                 
November 775                  428,019            100,439            327,580            250,685            58.57% 76.53% 70,945             5,950               1.39% 66,221               1,066                 
December 806                  446,238            113,658            332,580            263,119            58.96% 79.11% 66,019             3,442               0.77% 62,132               4,140                 
January 931                  523,701            142,513            381,188            306,273            58.48% 80.35% 67,907             7,008               1.34% 61,396               2,769                 
February 833                  468,584            120,887            347,697            271,147            57.87% 77.98% 68,768             7,782               1.66% 67,562               1,425                 
March 885                  499,323            123,693            375,630            288,816            57.84% 76.89% 73,736             13,078             2.62% 72,783               2,383                 
April 850                  471,558            123,528            348,030            266,361            56.49% 76.53% 64,360             17,309             3.67% 64,156               932                    
May 942                  521,580            124,627            396,953            308,926            59.23% 77.82% 64,139             23,888             4.58% 61,393               2,117                 
June 893                  481,254            105,425            375,829            260,444            54.12% 69.30% 78,101             37,284             7.75% 73,684               -                     
July 944                  520,989            123,467            397,522            288,787            55.43% 72.65% 67,692             41,043             7.88% 61,889               101                    
August 847                  462,764            111,151            351,613            256,619            55.45% 72.98% 55,301             39,693             8.58% 53,312               -                     
  FY2004-05 Total 10,452             5,781,636         1,425,841         4,355,795         3,322,059         57.46% 76.27% 829,549            204,187            3.53% 787,229 22,050

FY 2005-06   
September 903                  490,718            117,266            373,452            270,503            55.12% 72.43% 49,612             53,337             10.87% 46,468               -                     
October 846                  461,136            105,472            355,664            240,089            52.06% 67.50% 41,997             73,578             15.96% 40,830               -                     
November 810                  443,288            108,979            334,309            215,293            48.57% 64.40% 18,480             100,536            22.68% 17,243               -                     
December 823                  455,241            111,752            343,489            208,604            45.82% 60.73% 11,953             122,932            27.00% 10,805               -                     
January 864                  480,731            111,362            369,369            188,623            39.24% 51.07% 12,847             167,899            34.93% 12,572               -                     
February 816                  449,853            109,697            340,156            148,055            32.91% 43.53% 5,729               186,372            41.43% 5,729                 -                     
March 884                  481,615            100,223            381,392            46,371             9.63% 12.16% 1,195               333,826            69.31% 1,079                 -                     
April 194                  107,999            20,707             87,292             1,726               1.60% 1.98% 275                  85,291             78.97% -                     -                     
May  -                   -                   -                   -                     -                   -                   -                     -                     
June  -                   -                   -                   -                    -                   -                   -                     -                     
July  -                   -                   -                   -                     -                   -                   -                     -                     
August   -                   -                   -                   -                     -                   -                   -                     -                     
  FY2005-06 Total 6,140               3,370,581         785,458            2,585,123         1,319,264         39.14% 51.03% 142,088            1,123,771         33.34% 134,726 0

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 59,558             31,083,378       7,054,206         24,029,173       18,529,772       59.61% 77.11% 4,131,954         1,367,447         4.40% 1,818,430          61,725               
  

AccuMed Totals 30,249             16,130,505       3,837,193         12,293,313       8,964,891         55.58% 72.92% 1,960,975         1,367,447         8.48% 1,818,430          61,725               
 

 



























M e m o r a n d u m

To: Annette McRoy
City Council Member

From: Karl Fredrickson, P.E.
Director of Public Works & Utilities

Subject: RFI #170 Parking Management Study Update

Date: May 4, 2006

cc: Margaret Remmenga, Ken Smith, Christine Jackson

I have been in contact with Christine Jackson, Vice Chancellor for Business and Finance with UNL,
regarding participating with the City in an interlocal agreement that would create a “management
authority”.  I am scheduled to meet with Christine next week to discuss this agreement and plan for
subsequent steps (DLA, stakeholder, and public input meetings, etc.) prior to bringing the agreement
to City Council for approval.

As you may recall there are two methods for creation of a parking authority.  The first, and desired
choice, is through the interlocal agreement (similar to Pershing).  The second is to place it on the
ballot for vote (similar to Lincoln Airport Authority).

Business interests will weigh heavily in the detail of the agreement.  We met last fall with DLA
representatives, Polly McMullen, Drew Stange, and their attorney Kent Seacrest where we received
their comments on the draft agreement.  Since that meeting our priority has been the catalyst
downtown parking/tower project outlined in the Downtown Master Plan. We need to discuss their
ideas in more detail with them and with other stakeholders.  However, the City’s partner UNL needs
to be satisfied with the concepts in the draft agreement and willing to go further into final details the
agreement. 
 
Should the current draft agreement be close in language, and UNL’s interests satisfied, subsequent
interaction with stakeholders taken and agreement reached, then I would anticipate the agreement
coming before City Council sometime this summer.





"Robin L. Hoffman" 
<rlhoffman@alltel.net> 

04/30/2006 06:33 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Concealed Carry Ban in Lincoln

Council Members:
I keep hearing and reading that Mayor Seng is pushing for an ordinance
banning the carry of concealed weapons in Lincoln, NE.  I urge the City
Council to delay any action on implementing an ordinance to ban the
carry of concealed weapons in Lincoln until at least 2008 or later.
The state law does not go into effect until January, 2007.  I urge the
Council to take a "wait and see" approach and determine what impact the
new state law has on the citizens in Lincoln during 2007.  The Council
can then make an informed decision based on actual experience instead of
acting on everyone's emotioanl opinion regarding the new state law.

Robin L. Hoffman
801 West Chadderton Drive
Lincoln, NE 68521

402-476-0980
rlhoffman@alltel.net



"Gregg Stearns" 
<malkore@gmail.com> 

05/01/2006 02:26 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject Lincoln's carry conceal weapon ordinance

I invite you to read this brief article: http://www.timesleader.com/mld/timesleader/14449026.htm

synopsis: Man breaks into home with crowbar, grabs Japanese sword off wall, and attempts to 
rob 2 men and 1 woman.  The 2 men flee.  The woman, who legally owns a handgun, and can 
legally carry the handgun, fires upon her attacker, wounding him, so she can escape.

Legal gun.
Legal permit.

Justifiable shoot.

This is why Lincoln should NOT try to second guess the state senators, and NOT try to ban legal 
permit holders from carrying in approved areas inside Lincoln.  All your ban/ordinance will do, 
is prevent law-abiding citizens from carrying a weapon.
Criminals break laws.  Do you honestly think for one second that they would abide by this 
ordinance?

We've had two home invasions in April, barely a week apart.  In one case, the owner shot his 
attackers, and the county prosecutor won't press charges, because it was a good shoot.
In the other case, the home owner was beaten and robbed, unable to defend himself against 
multiple attackers.

According to your proposed ordinance, I should only be allowed to feel safe...to protect myself 
and my family...only within the confines of my own home?  That out on the streets, I'm simply 
'fair game' to thieves and car-jackers?  You have heard about Omaha's recent car-jackings, 
haven't you?  

Just because this is Nebraska, doesn't mean we don't have crime.  We are the 48th state to realize 
that lawful concealed carry is a right law-abiding citizens, who met designated criteria, should be 
allowed.

I hope you will make the right decision, and allow us to keep the rights allowed in the 2nd 
ammendment, and granted by the recent passing of LB454.

Regards,

-- 
Gregg Stearns
705 N. 31st
Lincoln, NE 68503



DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

04/30/2006 06:45 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Robin L. Hoffman
Address:  801 West Chadderton Drive
City:     Lincoln, NE 68521

Phone:    402-476-0980
Fax:
Email:    rlhoffman@alltel.net

Comment or Question:
I am dismayed that Mayor Seng is seeking Council approval to purchase the 
Starship Nine Theater to make way for more economic development in downtown 
Lincoln.  I am the parent of a special needs adult who lives on a fixed income 
and a tight budget.  He enjoys going to a movie with his other special needs 
firends for entertainment.  They can view a movie at the Starship for $2.00 as 
comapred to $8.00 at  the Grand and still have money for a soda or popcorn.  
If the Starship Nine is demolished for the sake of economic sevelopment, then 
you have just taken away his entertainment and a way for him to stretch his 
limited dollars.  I urge the Council to vote against Mayor Seng's plan and to 
save the Starship Nine.  Your thoughts would be appreciated.  Thanks!



"Cindy Elder" 
<cindyelder@gmail.com> 

05/01/2006 10:19 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

bcc

Subject Downtown development

Hello,
I wanted to voice my disapproval of the Mayor's plan for the 13th and Q downtown block and 
request you do not request proposals from developer's for this plan.  I appreciate the Mayor's 
desire to revitalize downtown as I have worked at Nelnet for 3 years and live at 17th and F; I 
consider the downtown area my home neighborhood, so I am supportive of the Mayor's desire to 
build up downtown, but her planned is greatly flawed.  
 
First, there are surface parking lots downtown that could be developed into parking garages 
(14th street by M and N streets).  It is illogical to spend massive amounts of the City's money to 
buy buildings from Douglas Theatres (and other business owners) just to tear them down and 
build a garage that could go elsewhere for less cost.  Also, the idea of adding a high-rise 
building, especially if it included office space, doesn't make sense.  There is already a great 
amount of office space not utilized downtown, so there doesn't need to be more.  If the high-rise 
would include a hotel, it will be utilized fully only on Football Saturdays--this will not benefit 
the City at-large.     
 
I've loved the downtown neighborhood since I was young and have wanted to work and live here 
for a long time, so to be able to say I do now is a dream come true. I bought a condo near 
downtown, because I love the area.  I want to see downtown stay active, but the money would be 
better spent in another way.  I don't believe the 13th and Q component of the Mayor's plan makes 
sense. 
 
Thank you,
 
Cindy Elder
831 S 17th St Unit 5, 68508
phone: 402.304.7883
email: cindyelder@gmail.com
 
 



DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

05/01/2006 10:44 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Mrs. Willa Grange
Address:  848 Moraine Drive
City:     Lincoln, NE 68510

Phone:
Fax:
Email:    willagrange@alltel.net

Comment or Question:
May 1, 2006
Dear Mayor and City Council,

I am writing as a City of Lincoln citizen/voter to encourage you to vote NO to 
the parking garage that would remove Star Ship 9 and the Taste of China 
restaurant from downtown.  If this is not possible for you, at least vote YES 
to building around the Taste of China restaurant.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
Mrs. Willa Grange
substitute teacher, LPS
848 Moraine Drive
Lincoln 68510
city district 1



"Willa Grange" 
<willagrange@alltel.net> 

05/01/2006 10:44 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Taste of China restaurant

May 1, 2006

Dear Mayor and City Council, 

I am writing as a City of Lincoln citizen/voter to encourage you to vote  NO to the parking 
garage that would remove Star Ship 9 and the Taste  of China restaurant from downtown. If this 
is not possible for you, at least  vote YES to building around the Taste of China restaurant.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Willa Grange

substitute teacher, LPS

848 Moraine Drive

Lincoln 68510

city district 1



DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

05/01/2006 12:09 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Nancy Taylor
Address:  6801 Sumner St
City:     Lincoln, NE  68506

Phone:
Fax:
Email:    moose@neb.rr.com

Comment or Question:
I just finished reading the Journal Star article about Mr. Chan and his Taste 
of China restaurant.  I'm stunned that our city government could be so utterly 
heartless.  If you're going to buy him out then I feel that you are duty bound 
to make him a FAIR and EQUITABLE offer - so that he can restart his business - 
if you're not going to do that, you might as do what the soldiers in Cambodia 
did and just ask if you can "borrow" his restaurant.

sheesh

test of article:

Owner fights to hold onto business

By DEENA WINTER / Lincoln Journal Star
Monday, May 01, 2006 - 10:01:53 am CDT

Chan Hua’s grandparents lost a hog and farm operation to Communist China. His 
parents lost a construction company in Cambodia to the Khmer Rouge. And now, 
Hua fears he’s about to lose his Chinese restaurant to the city of Lincoln.

The city wants to demolish his family’s Taste of China Chinese Restaurant in 
downtown Lincoln __ a spartan hole in the wall at 14th and Q streets where you 
can get lunch, soup, rice and an egg roll for about $5.

His restaurant is in the way of Mayor Coleen Seng’s plan to build a six-story 
parking garage topped by a high-rise that she hopes will invigorate the area. 
The city has already reached an agreement to buy the Japanese restaurant just 
south of him and the Star Ship 9 discount theater to the west.

Businesses on the other end of the block would be left alone. So now only Hua 
stands in the way.

The Urban Development Department has been negotiating with Hua for about six 
months, but the two sides are at a stalemate. Hua doesn’t want to move, but if 
he must, he wants the city to find him a suitable replacement building. Since 
that hasn’t happened yet, he says it proves there is nothing in the price 
range they’re offering him for his building.

The city has offered $240,000 for his building and its fixtures. Hua says he 



paid almost $290,000 for the building two years ago, when his landlord gave
him a good deal after he rented the place for 13 years.

Hua’s real estate agent, Steve Guittar, said the city’s offer is “absurdly 
low” and that they’ve looked at everything on the market between $200,000 and 
$600,000, to no avail. The city sent a list of possible properties, most of 
which cost a half million dollars, Hua said. He’d have to close his business 
at that price, he said.

The very thought of closing leaves him speechless as he chokes off tears.

The Taste of China isn’t just a business to him and his family. He and his 
brother, San, co-own the building, and the business is owned by the family. 
Five family members work in the restaurant, and he fears what would happen if 
he had to close it: Not just the disintegration of a business, but perhaps a 
family.

It’s not about money, he said. The restaurant doesn’t make much; it’s 
something his family built together and it’s a tie that binds them.

Hua and his brothers started out working on the lowest rungs of another 
Chinese restaurant in Lincoln and eventually saved enough to open their own 
place.

His brother San manages the restaurant six days a week, putting in 11-hour 
days. Chan lives and works in Omaha as a software engineer and drives to 
Lincoln on weekends to give his brother a break.

His wife sometimes asks why he makes the trek to Lincoln every weekend. It’s 
hard to explain.

The restaurant means a lot to Hua’s mother, and his mother means a lot to Hua. 
They bonded when his family was separated in Cambodia and only he was allowed 
to stay with his parents.

He said his family was among Phnom Penh’s 2 million residents forced at 
gunpoint to evacuate the city on foot into the country, where they were forced 
into slave labor in Pol Pot’s “killing fields.”

There, an estimated one-quarter of Cambodia’s population was worked to death, 
starved or executed during Pol Pot’s attempt to form a Communist peasant 
farming society from 1975 to 1979. Hua said his father died of starvation in 
1977.

Hua was just a boy during the genocide, but he has vivid memories of nearly 
starving, being forced to bury children, foraging for anything edible, 
catching fish with his bare hands, translating for refugees in a mental 
hospital, subsisting on two tablespoons of rice per day.

After the Vietnamese invaded Cambodia in 1978, the family was reunited and 
began a small business. They saved everything they had to pay someone to help 
escape to Thailand.

From there, they made their way to the United States on Nov. 29, 1985, and 
started over in Lincoln.

Every generation has lost something precious to the government, he said.

“I feel I create this thing,” he said. “You don’t want to give up something 
you have. … This is the only thing we owned in all life.”



It reminds him of the soldiers who, if they spotted anything of value on a 
peasant, would ask if they could borrow it.

“And you knew, it will never return,” Hua says. “It’s not much different now, 
except they have to pay.”

Hua said he’s never lost more sleep than in the past six months.

“This thing, to me, to my family, it’s been hell,” he said. “It’s almost like 
you’re being hunted.”

Hua hoped he could persuade the mayor to spare his business during a December 
meeting, but he walked away disappointed, even though he told her she’d have 
to put a gun to his head to get him to give up the business.

“She said, ‘We will progress with our plan,’ ” Hua said. “I’ll never forget 
that.” He also sent the mayor a letter detailing his family’s history and his 
attachment to the business. He said she never replied.

Urban Development officials are sympathetic to Hua but resolute.

“Chan’s a very impressive individual,” said Jeff Cole of the Urban Development 
Department. “We have nothing but the highest regard for Chan and all that he’s 
been through and … we look forward to continuing to work with him.”

However, city officials seem more determined to buy out Hua’s restaurant than 
when the project was announced in February. Back then, officials said, 
demolishing Hua’s restaurant wasn’t crucial but was preferable.

Now Cole says they need the entire northeast corner of the block if they’re 
going to build anything above the parking garage.

“It’s a very important piece,” Cole said. The city could “drop some kind of 
pier into the right-of-way and build above it,” he said, but that would be 
expensive.

Urban Development Director Marc Wullschleger said some of the developers 
interested in building above the parking garage would prefer that the city buy 
out the whole northeast corner, including Hua.

“I think the city has some specific developers who are pushing this 
development,” said Hua’s real estate agent, Guittar.

Cole said negotiations with Hua aren’t over; the Urban Development Department 
is looking at paying him in the range of a previous offer of $330,000, which 
expired.

“It’s been a lot of work,” he said. “We feel like that work has not come to an 
end yet.”

Aside from whatever the city would pay Hua for his building, he can get up to 
$10,000 in “re-establishment” expenses for new signs and stationery, for 
example; $2,500 in search expenses and an uncapped amount for moving expenses.

The two sides have also discussed building around the restaurant (an expensive 
option that the city’s not too interested in), temporarily relocating Hua 
during construction and then rebuilding in the same location. None of those 
talks have gone far.



The elephant in the negotiating room is the city’s power to use eminent 
domain, or condemnation, to take Hua’s property if they can’t reach an 
agreement. The area was already previously declared blighted, opening the door 
to condemnation.

Asked whether the city would resort to that, Wullschleger said, “We don’t see 
that happening. That’s up to the City Council. I don’t think the council has 
an appetite to use eminent domain. I’m not sure.”

Without condemnation, the city can’t force Hua to move.

Hua and Guittar will plead his case before the City Council today, when it 
holds a public hearing on redeveloping the downtown block. They will ask that 
Hua’s corner be spared from the wrecking ball.

Reach Deena Winter at 473-2642 or dwinter@journalstar.com.

What's going on?

What’s happening? The owner of the downtown Taste of China restaurant is 
fighting the city’s attempt to buy his property to make way for a parking 
garage topped by a high-rise in downtown Lincoln. Owners of the neighboring 
Wasabi! Japanese restaurant and Star Ship 9 discount theater have agreed to 
sell their property to the city.

What’s happening today? City Council members will hold a public hearing Monday 
on whether to solicit developers’ proposals to build housing, offices or a 
hotel above the parking garage at 14th and Q. The city would also tear down 
the Douglas 3 theater and build a civic plaza at 13th and P.

Today’s council meeting begins at 1:30 p.m.

What does it mean? The council may have to grapple again with whether to use 
its condemnation power to take the restaurant if negotiations fail.

What’s next? If the council gives the go-ahead, proposals will be sought by 
developers and after a few months, the best proposal will be brought back to 
the council for final approval and possibly a request to use eminent domain.











DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

05/02/2006 11:00 AM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Jayne Sebby
Address:  320 S. 29th St.
City:     Lincoln, NE  68510

Phone:    474-3059
Fax:
Email:    jsebby@cornhusker.net

Comment or Question:
I would very much appreciate it if the Council would address the problem of 
overly loud audio systems in vehicles.  While these motorists may have a First 
Amendment right to listen to whatever music they choose, I also have a First 
Amendment right not to have to listen to their music.  The problem arises when 
I am in my home and someone drives by with their speakers turned up so loud 
that my windows rattle and I can hear the moise throughout my house and even 
in my backyard.  As I live on a moderately busy residential street this 
happens several times a day and throughout the night.

If this problem is addressed via the First Amendment, a governmental body can 
restrict the time, place, and manner of the speach in public forums such as 
city streets.  This would also avoid the requirment that a citizen report the 
problem to the police as a "public disturbance".  The police would be able to 
make contact with any motorist whose music could be heard within a certain 
distance from the vehicle.





"Jim & Vicky" 
<jandv@inebraska.com> 

05/03/2006 02:36 PM

To "Dick Campbell" <rbc@campbellsnursery.com>, "Coleen 
Seng" <cseng@lincoln.ne.gov>, "City Council" 
<Council@lincoln.ne.gov>, "LIBA" <coby@liba.org>, "Wendy 

cc

bcc

Subject Robin's survey

Regarding the arena-

Do you people "get it" yet? There is NO ROOM for  this in the Haymarket! We already have a 
GLUT of hotel rooms downtown, terrible  traffic flow problems in the Haymarket already, and 
no tax money to pay for all  of this. Ms. Seng told me the traffic flow in the Haymarket will be 
solved by  building lots of new roads. (Going "where" I wonder?) Who are you kidding? We  
can't fix the roads we already have, and are millions in the hole for this  already. Leave the post 
office alone! (Judging from these comments, apparently I  am not the only smart person in 
Lincoln.) You are pushing everyone out of this  town- retirees, college grads, businesses, etc. 
with your dumb ideas/ high  taxes. You will be left with an arena which is losing money, and 
nobody left to  pay for it. No one is excited about the prospect of all those new jobs making  beds 
at your new hotel, serving banquets at your new convention center, nor  sweeping the floors at 
your new arena, while you force 250 postal jobs out of  Lincoln, not to mention the hundreds of 
jobs that may be lost if we lose our  mail Processing and Distribution Center in Lincoln. The big 
bulk mailers  will not stay! Maybe you should speak with them also? You would all do well  to 
consider the quality of the jobs you are bringing into Lincoln as  opposed to the quality of jobs 
you are pushing out.  Go take a look at  the main post office. It is perfectly functional and quite 
attractive. To tear  this building down would be the ultimate WASTE of our tax dollars. 

Your little chat with a few clerks at the post  office recently was a joke. Besides the fact that you 
lied to them about BNSF's  intentions, and your empty promises to "save their jobs" (not even 
YOU have the  power to do this) , you didn't even speak with the folks who will be impacted by  
this. You do need to go back and speak with the mail handlers,  maintenance and custodial staff 
who will never find comparable work in this  town. Most of the clerks you spoke with will be 
absorbed into the various  stations here, and will not be forced to relocate. This wasn't even a 
close  sampling of the folks who will be most affected. 

Driving around Lincoln and seeing all of the  vacant businesses, it is not difficult to imagine 
Lincoln, the ghost town, as  this appears to be where we are headed.

Oh, by the way- has the city fixed one single  sidewalk since we voted to make it your job? 
Maybe this would be a good thing to  do FIRST? Just a thought.

And please do keep in mind, that not all of  Lincoln is wealthy. We are at our absolute limit 
when it comes to high taxes and  out of control  city spending. Have some compassion for the 
little guy just  once instead of constantly thinking up new ways to shaft us???



Thank you for your time,

Vicky Valenta

Please pay special attention to the comments  below-

5. BUILDING A CONVENTION CENTER AND ARENA IN THE DOWNTOWN  AREA 

Most of the items that fell into the middle of this survey were scored a  variety of ways. 
However, when tabulating these surveys, it became apparent that  it wasn’t moderate scores that 
placed this item in the middle of the rankings—it  was polarized scores with many very high or 
very low numbers. It also elicited  as many comments as the #1 item. 

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: 

1. Should be a 22,000 arena 

2. The convention center will create the jobs and revitalize Downtown. 

3. Poor use of funds. 

4. Why would we tear down the post office when a convention center could be  built somewhere 
else—like State Fairgrounds property. 

5. I support an arena in downtown but not a convention center/hotel. I  support the arena if it is 
in conjunction with the University. Lincoln cannot  support more convention space and hotel 
rooms. The market is already saturated.  

6. Stupid idea 

7. Everything is going on at the Qwest Center in Omaha. We need to put  something here in 
Lincoln. 

8. Utilize Devaney. 

9. Why try to copy Omaha? Be original—go for co-op with Event Center—a place  with access! 

10. Arena should be built but not Downtown. 

11. Not Downtown. Enough about Downtown already. 

12. Not Downtown. 

13. At State Fair Park 

14. Absolutely not in the Downtown area 

15. If you want to build a convention center, what about east of town towards  Omaha. Plus, I’d  
like to see a nice hotel on the east/southeast side of  the City. 



16. Big deal. 

17. Build it at State Fair Park or Devaney Ctr. Move State Fair to Lancaster  Events Center. Do 
not overwhelm Downtown, Haymarket and parking with a  convention center. State Fair Park 
as a convention site will still support  downtown, UNL and economic growth. 

18. Not quite understanding why we need an arena! We need schools, not  sports. 

19. Would rank higher only if Recruiting Businesses That Provide Jobs would  take place 

20. This is next to the dumbest idea. 

21. Continue to work on getting Events Center State park and this concept  coordinated. 

22. Desirable, not essential. 



"Jim & Vicky" 
<jandv@inebraska.com> 

05/04/2006 09:33 AM

To "City Council" <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject bravo to a few

Dear City Council members,
I have wanted to write for some time to commend  a couple of you specifically on a few issues.
First, Ms. Newman- regarding the eminent domain  issue and Taste of China, I was nearly 
reduced to tears when I read your comment  that no citizen of this city should have to live in fear 
of their government.  What an amazing statement! I don't doubt for a moment that this mayor 
would use  eminent domain to force this poor man off his property. I commend all of  you for 
voting unanimously against this. Bravo!
I commend Ms. Newman and Mr. Cook for their  profound comments and thoughtful insight in 
voting against the K Street fiasco.  How refreshing that at least two of you could see this issue 
for the shady deal  it was. Good for you!
To Mr. Camp- Thank you for standing up to this  mayor and at least attempting to keep her in 
line. It's not an easy job, I know.  And it does appear that you consider our tax burden and the 
plight of your  constituents at least half the time when you vote. You have my deepest respect  
for being the only council member, that I have heard from, who deems  tearing down the main 
post office a waste of taxpayer's money.  Bravo!
To Mr. Marvin- I can only say that  your lofty goal of being a Seng-wanna-be is the fastest way 
to commit  political suicide I have ever witnessed. Your "gotta have it- tear it down-  build it- 
build it- quick quick quick" mentality is going to drive  even more Lincolnites right out of town. 
Slow down for heaven's sake. I will  remind you since you so want to be just like Ms. Seng, that 
even her own  party does not want her to seek reelection. Does that not tell you something?  
So, Patte, Jonathan and Jon, thank you for  fighting the good fight and keep it up! It is wonderful 
to see flashes of  compassion coming from the Council chambers on occasion!!! How  
refreshing!
Thank you for your time,
Vicky Valenta
Lincoln
 
 
 

















AD D E N D U M 
T O 

 D I R E C T O R S’  A G E N D A
MONDAY, MAY 8, 2006   

I. MAYOR - 

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of May 6
through May 12, 2006 -Schedule subject to change -(See Advisory) 

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Traffic To Shift Back To North 14th Monday -(See
Release) 

II. CITY CLERK - NONE 

III. CORRESPONDENCE

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS -

PARKS & RECREATION 

1. E-Mail from Lynn Johnson - RE: Parks Board Recommendation-Delay Action -    
Agenda Items 06R-86 and 06-65, zoning and development of property owned by
B&J Partnership for property located generally north of 9th, 10th and Van Dorn
Streets.       

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES 

1. Response Letters from Randy Hoskins & Mayor Coleen Seng to Mary Susan
Orester, President, American Council of the Blind of Nebraska - RE: The
construction work at the intersection of 48th & ‘O’ Street was referred to me for
consideration.        

C. MISCELLANEOUS - 

1. E-Mail from Maggie Stroup - RE: Opposed-Change of Zone #06012-9th Street &
Van Dorn Proposal. 



-2-

2. E-Mail from Zemis Sedriks - RE: Opposed-Change of Zone #06012-9th Street &
Van Dorn Proposal. 

3. E-Mail from Pamela Grieser - RE: Why do you think you need the block the
Starship 9 is on?  

4. E-Mail from Kitty Fynbu, President, Irvingdale Neighborhood Association &
Alene Swinehart, Issues Chair - RE:  B&J Partnership project at 9th & 10th at Van
Dorn. 

       

 

daadd050806/tjg  







Tammy J Grammer/Notes 

05/05/2006 04:04 PM

To campjon@aol.com, jcookcc@aol.com, robine@neb.rr.com, 
amcroy@mccrealty.com, newman2003@neb.rr.com, 
ksvoboda@alltel.net, dmarvin@neb.rr.com

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Parks Board Recommendation

Council, 

I will also list this on the Directors' Addendum for May 8th!  Thanks. 

Tammy Grammer
City Council Office 
441-6867
 
----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 05/05/2006 04:02 PM -----

Jeanne Bowling 
<jbowling@lincoln.ne.gov> 

05/05/2006 12:37 PM

To Council@lincoln.ne.gov, Karen Hand <khand@lps.org>, 
Judge Hastings <HWCHastings@aol.com>, Jonathan Cook 
<council@lincoln.ne.gov>, Susan Rodenburg 
<rodenburgr@aol.com>, Bob Ripley 
<bripley@notes.state.ne.us>, Mary Arth 
<marth@neb.rr.com>, Sue Quambusch 
<squam@atozprint.com>, Dennis Scheer 
<dscheer@clarkenersen.com>, Jolanda Junge 
<jojunge@aol.com>, Sandra Washington 
<sandra_washington@nps.gov>, Georgia Glass 
<georgia.glass@nelnet.net>, Peter Woolman 
<pedrowoolmano14@hotmail.com>, commish 
<commish@co.lancaster.ne.us>, MNNCTB1 
<MNNCTB1@aolcom>

cc rhoskins@lincoln.ne.gov, kfredrickson@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mkrout@lincoln.ne.gov, rhill@lincoln.ne.gov, aharrell 
<aharrell@lincoln.ne.gov>

Subject Parks Board Recommendation

Tammy:  Please forward this e-mail  to the City Council Members.

Dear City Council Members:

During their regular meeting of May 4, 2006, the Parks and Recreation
Advisory discussed the proposed
roadway safety project at 9th/10th and Van Dorn Streets.  The safety
project includes construction of two
new traffic lanes accomodation left turn movements from So. 10th Street
to Van Dorn Street.  The
proposed alignment of the new lanes divides and existing landscape
island.  The Parks and Recreation
Advisory Board expressed concern regarding:
- the configuration of the roadway and associated loss of green space;
-east/west and north/south pedestrian and bicyclists access to Van Dorn
Park and the Bison Trail; and -
development of an overall streetscape plan for the area around the
intersection of 9th/10th and Van Dorn



Streets as a "gateway within the community.  As know, development has
been proposed for the area
located immediately north of 9th/10th and Van Dorn Streets.  The Parks
and Recreation Advisory Board
feels that potential solutions to the pedestrian/bicycle access and
streetscape may involve this site.

The Parks and Recreation Advisory Board is recommending that the City
Council delay action on
Agenda Items 06R-86 and 06-65 regarding zoning and development of
propoerty owned by B&J
Partnership for property located generally north of 9th, 10th and Van
Dorn Streets until a meeting can be
convened to address the concerns outlined above.

I anticipate that this meeting could be convened within the next two
weeks, and solutions developed.
Please phone me at 441-8265 if you have questions.

Lynn Johnson, Director
Parks and Recreation Department
2740 'A' Street
Lincoln, NE 68502
402/441-8265













maggie stroup 
<maggiemaestroup21@yahoo
.com> 

05/07/2006 09:53 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

cc

bcc

Subject 9th Street and Van Dorn Purposal

City Council Members,
 
I appreciated the oppurtunity to listen and speak at your hearing regaurding the 9th street and 
Van Dorn street purposal.  I sincerely hope you turn this purposal down.  This block is lovely, 
and I consider it my home.  You have planted a new locust tree in my front yard and I have 
planted this year's garden.  Again, I ask you to consider turning down this purposal.  I believe 
that 9th and Van Dorn could be a city block that everyone enjoys driving by or walking through.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maggie Stroup
2727 So. 10th
Lincoln, NE. 68506
402-261-4392

Blab-away for as little as 1¢/min. Make  PC-to-Phone Calls using Yahoo! Messenger with 
Voice.



"Zemis Sedriks" 
<zemiss@hotmail.com> 

05/07/2006 10:04 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject change of zone #06012

Dear City Council & Mayor,

 

I appreciated speaking at the City Council meeting on 5-1-06 opposing the change of zone 
#06012 generally located at 9th and Van Dorn.  I again urge the Council to vote down the 
redevelopment plan as it currently stands.  This would allow for other possibilities to be 
considered that would be pro-neighborhood.  Thank you for your time considering this matter.

 

Sincerely,

 

Zemis Sedriks

2643 S. 10th St.

Lincoln, NE 68502

(402)202-5289



DO NOT REPLY to this - 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov> 

05/04/2006 09:00 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council

Name:     Pamela Grieser
Address:  925 South 6th Street
City:     Lincoln, NE  68508

Phone:    474-5958
Fax:
Email:    radWBba@juno.com

Comment or Question:
Why do you think you need the block the Starship 9 is on?  There is a block 
the old police station is on, what about that one?  Or the block where Trump 
Memorials use to be?  What is wrong with those blocks?



Alene Swinehart 
<swinehart@alltel.net> 

05/08/2006 08:50 AM

To City Council Council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc

bcc

Subject 9th and 10th at Van Dorn

Dear City Council, 

The Irvingdale Neighborhood Association is very supportive of allowing for more time for discussion 
between all parties concerned with the B&J Partnership project at 9th and 10 at Van Dorn.  It is our 
understanding that all stakeholders have a genuine interest in finding a resolution that is of benefit to all.  
Please delay your ruling on this matter so that this compromising process can happen.  

Thank you for your consideration, 

Kitty Fynbu, President Alene Swinehart, Issues Chair
Irvingdale Neighborhood Association Irvingdale Neighborhood Association 




