




































c)he \Bowftn qnquirer 
October, 1997 

Our 5th Year! 

Bowfin Street -
Not Tobacco Road! 

The text of a letter to JAG Productions 
dated October 28, 1997 

by Stephen C. Andersen (376) 

To Whom It Should Concern: 

I have been a loyal JAG watcher since the 
first season the program was broadcast. 
What attracted me to the program was the 
positive moral values reflected in the 
character of the lead actor and actress and 
the positive image the program portrayed 

of the US Navy and Marines. The story 
lines have almost always been interesting 
and semi-plausible if not humanly possible 
and have commendably avoided excessive 
violence, profanity, t&a, and pyrotechnics. 

In view of all the good things about the 
program, I am seriously disgusted with 
your production's blatant promotion of the 
Tobacco Industry over the last two 
seasons. I'm sure you know exactly what 
you are doing and why. What is sad is that 
you are doing it anyway. 

From my perspective, JAG is about 
honesty, morality and ethics in the 
personal conduct of its lead characters and 
in the conduct of the military. Should I 
assume that the people who are making 
sure that the smoking scenes get into each 
JAG episode are the same people who 
would look their own children in the eye 
and tell them that nicotine IS addictive? 

Can I also assume that these same people 
(see Andersen - page 2)

Panning the 
City Center Planning 

Letter to the F. C. Progress

by Fred L Sommer (360) 

Having seen the official plans for the city 
center, and having read the comments by the 
City Council, I would like to go on record that 
I strongly disagree with the proposed direction. 

I . 

Among my concerns is the northern addition to· 
the newly rebuilt Recreation Center. This is· 
planned as a Senior Center, but has a woefully 
inadequate number of parking spaces. Are 
seniors expected to walk from the southern 
parking lot, through the entire building? What 
is wrong with the old library being adapted and 
used by the seniors for far less money than new 
construction? Alternately, what is wrong with 
a southern addition closer to parking? 

A second concern is Councilman Townsend''s 
proposal to tear down the existing Fire and 
Police stations and rebuild along Shell 
Boulevard. His claim that the buildings are old 
and need to be tom down does not appear to 
be logical. My house is older than both 
buildings, but just because my roof leaks, r
don't plan to tear it down. I replace the roof. 
Why not do the same thing for the existing 
buildings? Is this not far less expensive than to 

• I 

rebutld? 

In my opinion, there has been inadequate 
public input to the official plans, nor has there 
been sufficient scrutiny by experts. Why has 
the Planning Commission not been involved? 
Is this not part of their responsibility? I would 
like to urge the City Council to defer any 
decisions until there has been more public 
input and until the voters understand both the 
financial and the usage impact of the plan. 














