DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, JANUARY 9, 2006 - 11:00 A.M.
CONFERENCE ROOM 113
I.

MAYOR
*1.

VETO MESSAGE from Mayor Coleen Seng - RE: Bill No. 05-161 for a
change of zone on property generally located at 2100 K Street and 05R-289
a zoning agreement associated with a change of zone at 21st and K Streets (See Letter)

*2.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Coleen Seng and representatives of the
Lincoln Area Agency on Aging will discuss the federal government’s new
Medicare prescription drug program (Part D) at a news conference at
9:45 a.m. on 12/22/05 - (See Advisory)

**3.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Releases Study On Improving
Development Process - Mayor will appoint implementation group-(Council
received this Release in their Thursday packets on 12/22/05) (See Release)

**4.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Assistance Available On Medicare Prescription
Drug Program - Family members urged to help older citizens access online
information-(Council received this Release in their Thursday packets on
12/22/05) (See Release)

**5.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of
December 24-30, 2005-Schedule subject to change -(See Advisory)

**6.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: 21 Educational Access To Air London Parade
Featuring Lincoln Southwest Band -(See Release)

**7.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Work To Restore Bur Oak Trees Continues In
Wilderness Park -(See Release)

**8.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: City To Recycle Trees For 19th Year -(See
Release)

**9.

Washington Report - December 22, 2005.

II.

10.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of
December 31, 2005 through January 6, 2006-Schedule subject to change (See Advisory)

11.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: Nominations Now Accepted For Arts Awards.
Four new awards created - (See Release)

DIRECTORS
FINANCE/BUDGET
**1.

Material from Steve Hubka - RE: December sales tax receipts -(See
Material)

FINANCE/CITY TREASURER
*1.

Monthly City Cash Report & Pledged Collateral Statement for November
2005 -(See Report)

PLANNING
**1.

E-Mail from Marvin Krout - RE: Planning Department goals for 2006-(See
E-Mail)

**2.

Response E-Mail from Jean Walker to Sarah Bettens - RE: Council/
Planning Commission Agendas -(Response to Item #14 under
Miscellaneous) (See E-Mail)

3.

Letter from Joe Rexwinkle to Michael R. Johnson, R.L.S., Olsson
Associates - RE: Branker Addition Final Plat #05119-Generally located at
N. 48th & R Streets -(See Letter)

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION .....
**1.

2.

Special Permit #05050, Hunters Pointe Townhomes CUP (N. 20th &
Superior Streets) Resolution No. PC-00973.
Special Permit #1114D, (Pheasant Run Community Unit Plan Amendment 6501 Pheasant Run Court) Resolution No. PC-00974.
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PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES
*1.

**2.

Memo & Material from Margaret Remmenga - RE: Lincoln Water &
Wastewater Systems Fiscal Year 2004-05 Audits -(Reports on file in the
City Council Office)(See Material)
Response Letter from Bill Nass to Cindy York - RE: Taylor Meadows curb
repair -(See Material)

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY
1.

Combined Weed Program - City of Lincoln - December 2005 Monthly
Report .

III.

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JON CAMP
*1.

E-Mail from Lynn Minch sent to Jon Camp - RE: Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail)

*2.

Response E-Mail from Jon Camp to Coby Mach, LIBA - RE: Performance
Auditor - (See E-Mail)

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN
1.

Request to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Center lanes
being painted on bike trails (RFI#2 - 11/09/05)

PATTE NEWMAN
1.

Request to Marc Wullschleger & Wynn Hjermstad, Urban Development/
Marvin Krout & Ed Zimmer, Planning Department - RE: Triplets-serious
concerns over the future of Whittier School (RFI#37 - 11/23/05). —
1.) SEE RESPONSE FROM MARC WULLSCHLEGER, URBAN
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR RECEIVED ON RFI#37 - 12/05/05.

-3-

V.

MISCELLANEOUS *1.

E-Mail from Susan Schulte - RE: 84th & Adams -(See E-Mail)

*2.

E-Mail from Wayne Simpson - RE: Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail)

*3.

E-Mail from Roy & Carolyn Wolgamott - RE: Sid Dillon lighting -(See
E-Mail)

*4.

E-Mail from Jim Johnson - RE: Pass the Floodplain standards -(See E-Mail)

*5.

E-Mail Letter & Material from LIBA - RE: Performance Auditor -(See
Material)

*6.

E-Mail from Lynn Kaufmann, A driver education instructor - RE: Failure to
pass driving ordinance-(See E-Mail)

*7.

E-Mail from Lt. Col. Joseph W. Johnson, Jr., USAF Retired - RE:
Ambulance Service - (See E-Mail)

*8.

E-Mail from Thomas A. Duden, Human Resources Manager, Design Data
Corporation - RE: Design Data 14th & Old Cheney Road -(See E-Mail)

*9.

Letter from M.A. Christensen - RE: Council struggling with increasingly
complex issues -(See Letter)

**10.

E-Mail from Jerry Follett - RE: New Wal-Mart store -(See E-Mail)

**11.

E-Mail from Linda Cass - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail)

**12.

E-Mail from Lynn Kaufmann - RE: Correction to previous e-mail -(See
E-Mail)

**13.

E-Mail from Larry Jablonski - RE: Time Warner additional cost for ESPN
high definition -(See E-Mail)

**14.

E-Mail from Sarah Bettens - RE: Council/Planning Commission Agendas
(Forwarded this E-Mail to Jean Walker, Planning Dept. & City Clerk Joan
Ross)(See E-Mail)
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**15.

Letter from Marcia Kinning, & Jill Schuerman, Brian D. Carstens &
Associates - RE: Upcoming changes that will have a significant impact on
Carstens & Associates -(See Letter)

**16.

Letter & Material from Sharon Miller - RE: Floodplain standards -(See
Material)

**17.

E-Mail from Dave Engler, Vice President, Lincoln Firefighters Association
- RE: Budget -(See E-Mail)

**18.

Letter from Bonny Downing, CFAI, Program Coordinator, Commission on
Fire Accreditation International, Inc. to Lincoln Fire & Rescue Chief Spadt
- RE: Inform you the Commission voted on 12/07/05, to approve the
Statement of Findings completed by your team leader on your August 2005,
Annual Compliance Report -(See Letter)

19.

E-Mail from Mary Jane Winquest - RE: Floodplain Ordinance -(See
E-Mail)

20.

E-Mail from Ann Adams - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail)

21.

E-Mail from Mary & James King - RE: Floodplain Amendments -(See
E-Mail)

22.

E-Mail from E. Wayne Boles - RE: Orderly and Sustainable Growth -(See
E-Mail)

23.

E-Mail from Richard K. Sutton, Landscape Architect - RE: Flood Prone
Areas -(See E-Mail)

24.

E-Mail from Wilbur Dasenbrock - RE: Floodplain Ordinance Amendments
-(See E-Mail)

25.

E-Mail from Michael Carlin, Friends of Wilderness Park - RE: Floodplain
Ordinances & Resolutions -(See E-Mail)

26.

E-Mail from Rosemary Thornton - RE: Floodplain Ordinance -(See E-Mail)

27.

E-Mail from Russell Miller - RE: Floodplain Ordinances & Resolutions (See E-Mail)
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VI.

28.

E-Mail from Laurie Farrow - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail)

29.

E-Mail from David Oenbring - RE: Ambulance Service -(See E-Mail)

30.

E-Mail from David Oenbring - RE: Wal-Mart -(See E-Mail)

31.

E-Mail - RE: The Wal-Mart situation -(See E-Mail)

32.

E-Mail from Bonnie Filipi - RE: Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail)

33.

Letter & Resolution from Terry L. Bundy, LES - RE: A revised Resolution
implementing LES’ rate increase and Power Cost Adjustment (PCA) (Council copies placed in their file folders on 1/04/06) (See Attached
Material)

34.

E-Mail from Walter A. Canney - RE: He recent letter that he wrote to the
Editor on the issue of a Northeast Wal-Mart - (See E-Mail)

35.

E-mail from Russell Miller - RE: Flood Plain Ordinances - (See E-Mail)

36.

Letter from Aquila, Steven Pella, - RE: Application with the Nebraska
Public Service Commission requesting pilot project for new pricing option.
- (See Letter)

ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER FROM DECEMBER 26, 2005.
**HELD OVER FROM JANUARY 2, 2006.

da010906/tjg
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.ADVISORY

CITY
NEBRASKA
OF LINCOLN

MAYOR
COLEENJ. SENG

Date:December30, 2005
Contact:Diane Gonzolas,Citizen InformationCenter,441-7831

Mayor Seng'sPublic Schedule
Week of December31,2005 through January 6, 2006
Schedulesubjectto change
Wednesday,January4

.

LincolnChapterof theNationalOrganization
for Women- 5:30 p.m., Women's Club,
14thand "L" streets

Friday, January6
.
News Conference,topic andlocationto be announced- 10 a.m.

lincoln.ne.goy

~

MAYOR
COLEEN
J. SENG

CITYOF LINCOLN

lincoln.ne.goy

NEBRASKA
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street,Lincoln, NE 68508,441-7511,fax 441-7120
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: January 5, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Infonnation Center, 441-7831
peb Weber, Lincoln Arts Council, 434-2787

NOMINATIONS

NOW ACCEPTED FOR ARTS AWARDS
Four newawardscreated

Nominationsarenow being acceptedfor the 28th annualMayor's Arts Awards. The awardswill
be presentedby the Lincoln Arts Council (LAC) the evening of Wednesday,June 7, 2006 at
the Lied Center for Performing Arts.
The Mayor's Arts Awards programfonnally recognizesartistic contributionsand achievements
in the Lincoln area. Thosewishing to nominatea project,organizationor personmay requesta
nominationfonn by calling the LAC at 434-2787or printing a fonn from the LAC Web site,
www.artscene.org.A list of previouswinnersalsois availableat that Web site. The nomination
deadline is February 17, 2006.
LAC Executive Director Deb Weber said some changeshave been made in the award categories,
resulting in four new awards. They are:
.
The Oliva Family "Arts for Kids"Award honors an individual from outside of the arts

.
.

.

.

professions whose leadership has enhancedarts activities and experiences for children.
The Artistic Achievement Award - Performing Arts recognizes excellence and
accomplishment in any of the performing arts.
The Artistic Achievement Award - Visual Arts recognizes excellence and
accomplishment in any of the visual arts.
The Artistic Achievement Award - Youth.recognizes
excellence
andaccomplishment
in
any arts discipline by a young person age 18 or younger.

Nominationsalso arebeing acceptedfor theseawards:
.
The Halcyon Allsman Benefactor of the Arts Award honorsan individual, family,
organizationor businessfor making significantfinancial contributionsto the artsin
Lincoln.
.
The Arts Organization Award recognizesan artsgroup that hasmadesignificant
contribution~to Lincoln's artscommunityover a period of years.
.
The Leadership Award recognizesan individual or organizationfor making a major
overall impact on the arts in Lincoln.
.
The Cultural Celebration Award recognizesartistic work that hasfosteredan
appreciationof a specific culture or culturesthroughthe arts.

- more-

Mayor's Arts Awards
January 5,2006
PageTwo

The Literary Heritage Award recognizes a writer or individual who promotes
excellence in writing and literature in Nebraska.
The Larry Enersen Award recognizes outstanding urban design in Lincoln.
The Heart of the Arts Award recognizes outstanding volunteer efforts on behalf of the
arts.
The Event of the Year Award recognizes a performance, exhibition, event or project in
2005 that will be notable in the community memory for years to come
The Gladys Lux Education Award recognizes special initiatives or dedication to arts
education.

A Mayor's Choice Award alsowill be presented.
The public also is encouraged to submit names of members of the Lincoln arts community who
have died since the last awards ceremony in June 2005 for memorial recognition at the event.

-30-

Combined Weed Program
City of Lincoln
December 2005 Monthly Report

Year in Review
Even though the weather conditions were dry,
weed abatement demand was greater. The
number of weed abatement and noxious weed
violations increased by 372. This created a 20%
increase in inspection workload. Bankruptcies
continue to be a problem. 142 notifications had to
be published in the paper.

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
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2005 Weed Program
5,768 inspections of 2,598 sites
1067

4787

Inspections
Sites Inspected

2141

Violations

1835

457

402 infestations were found on 437 acres. The
number of infestations found decreased by 32.
The number of infestations found by noxious
weed is shown below. 315 of these sites were
controlled by landowners. The Authority controlled

402

2005 NOXIOUS WEEDS
402 Infestations on 437 acres

315

1693

Owner controlled

251 sites received multiple complaints.
Sent 660 notices, 1,323 letters, published 142
notifications and made 40 personal contacts.
1,693 sites cut by landowners.
147 sites were contracted.
40 cut by landowners before contractor
arrived.
107 sites force cut at the cost $13,962.
81 properties were assessed for non-payment
of $10,557.

101 /17

Authority controlled

2

Saltcedar

0
Weed abatement

2,000

4,000

6,000

129

Purple loosestrife

243

Musk thistle

Noxious weeds

24

Leafy spurge

Inspection Activity
5,768 inspections were made of 2,598 sites on
3,287 acres during the year. 2,237 violations were
found on 1,217 acres.

W
Weeeedd A
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m
There was a continuing emphasis on obtaining
voluntary compliance of landowners. Almost 94%
of owners cut their overgrowth after notification.
This was accomplished with 70% of the
notifications being other than legal notifications.
• Made 4,787 inspections on 2,141 sites on
1,060 acres.
• Found 1,835 violations on 814 acres.
• Found no violations on 328 sites.
• 1,674 complaints received on 1,425 sites.

3

Canada thistle

0

100

200

300

12 sites.

DECEMBER Activities
1
15
19
31

Staff Meeting
LPWMA Meeting
Weed Assessment Hearing
Monthly activity report

JANUARY Planned Activities
13
19
-

Mgt Team Mtg
Lower Platte Purple Loosestrife Mtng
Commissioners approval of annual plan

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

12/30/2005 08:28 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Floodplain Ordinance

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 12/30/2005 08:32 AM ----"mary winquest"
<marywinquest@hotmail.com
>
12/29/2005 09:09 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
Subject Floodplain Ordinance

Dear City Council:
I support the revised floodplain ordinance amendments per the Mayor's
floodplain task force in order to use the best technical information
available and preserve flood-prone areas from development.
All the best, and thanks for your work on our behalf.
Mary Jane Winquest
6815 Northridge Rd.
Lincoln, NE 68516

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

12/30/2005 09:32 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Walmart

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 12/30/2005 09:36 AM ----Ann Adams
<aadams2@alltel.net>
12/30/2005 08:45 AM
Please respond to
aadams2@alltel.net

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
Subject Walmart

Dear City Council Members:
As you once again consider the vote on the Walmart in northeast Lincoln, I'd
like to add my nickel's worth.
First, whatever happened to the idea of free enterprise? Is Lincoln so
special
that we can't let businesses in because people don't agree with everything
about that business? The American economic system is designed to work on
the principles of competition and supply and demand. Perhaps if this
Walmart were permitted, Russ Raybould would be forced to have competitive
prices.
The only choices for groceries in reasonable proximity to my neighborhood
are Russ's in Havelock and Hy-Vee on north 48th. By default, I choose HyVee because their prices are consistently lower than Russ's. If I have lots
of
time, I drive to the north 27th Walmart because they have leaner hamburger
choices than either of the other stores.
Next, think of the positive economic impact for Lincoln if this Walmart were
to be permitted. People in Waverly would have a closer choice for shopping
as well which generates more money being spent in Lincoln. This store would
create jobs for many Lincoln residents. It would generate more sales tax for
our city budget (certainly a better idea than raising taxes), and it would
increase the spending ability of many Lincoln residents who don't have a job
or would like a second job.
For those of you who have personal objections to Walmart's practices,
consider the realities of today's business world. Walmart is not the only
place
where employees don't have insurance purchasing power. It is not the only
place that has non-American made products. It is not the only place which
manipulates prices.
Consider the desire of the majority of northeast Lincoln residents. Just
because the mayor doesn't shop at Walmart...by the way, she buys groceries
at Hy-Vee, not a mom and pop store...doesn't mean that others don't or won't
shop there. We all have a choice as to where we shop. If someone doesn't
like Walmart, they don't have to shop there, but their likes should not be

forced on others.
Thanks for your consideration.
Elizabeth Adams
2938 Delhay Drive
Lincoln, NE 68507
466-7109
Ann Adams

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

12/30/2005 12:20 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: floodplain amendments

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 12/30/2005 12:24 PM ----Mary King
<mking6@neb.rr.com>

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

12/30/2005 10:12 AM

cc
Subject floodplain amendments

Dear Council Members,
Please do not be dissuaded from the well thought out flood prone
amendments. With the present media focus on "being nice" to developers, it
is important to recall that their motivation is rarely the 'common good',
the discussion of which needs to inform development.
Thanks and good luck,
Mary B and James W. King
3900 Orchard St
Lincoln, 68503

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

12/30/2005 02:09 PM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Orderly and Sustainable Growth

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 12/30/2005 02:13 PM ----Wayne Boles
<WBOLES@telesis-inc.com>
12/30/2005 01:55 PM

To "Coleen Seng (E-mail)" <mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
"CityCouncil (E-mail)" <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc "LincolnJSEd&ReaderNetwork (E-mail)"
<krutledge@journalstar.com>, "David Landis (E-mail)"
<dlandis@unicam.state.ne.us>, "Edward F. Zimmer (E-mail)"
<ezimmer@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, "Jon David Carlson (E-mail)"
<joncarlson@alltel.net>
Subject Orderly and Sustainable Growth

The Honorable Coleen Seng
Mayor
City of Lincoln
Thank you, Mayor Seng and members of the the Lincoln City Council and
Lincoln-Lancaster County Planning Commission, for representing the tens of
thousands of Lincoln citizens who support orderly and sustainable urban
growth. Although requiring focus and courage, there is nothing sacred about
speculating with land and money. The thoughtful administration of this
growing city, however, is a beautiful phenomenon. Thinking is harder than
making money, according to me. Your administration, Mayor Seng, is also
doing an admirable job of anticipating and answering the age-old growth
question, "How're you gonna pay for it?"
Sincerely,
Wayne
E. Wayne Boles
506 University Towers
128 N. 13th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
(402) 450-4523

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

01/03/2006 07:54 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Flood Prone Areas

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 01/03/2006 07:56 AM ----Richard Sutton
<rsutton1@UNL.EDU>

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

12/31/2005 11:28 AM

cc
Subject Flood Prone Areas

City Council Members:
I was unable to attend the December public Hearings on revisions to the flood plain regulations,
but I was able to see the testimony on channel 5.
Here is my take on the issue before you: Why wouldn't anyone want access to and see the City of Lincoln
use the best technical information available regarding flood prone areas? Prudence dictates that
potential buyers and owners of property should be forewarned of possible damage by flooding so they
can make suitable arrangements to handle their risk.
Please vote for the the ordinance before you that includes the "best technical information available"
language.
Richard K. Sutton
Landscape Architect

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

01/03/2006 07:59 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Floodplain Ordinance Amendments

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 01/03/2006 08:01 AM ----Dasenb@aol.com
01/02/2006 03:53 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
Subject Floodplain Ordinance Amendments

Council Members: I support the amendments to the Floodplain Ordinance that are coming to you for
consideration.
Wilbur Dasenbrock, 1449 Meadow Dale Drive, Lincoln, NE. 68505
466-2465

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

01/03/2006 08:00 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: LETTER FOR JANUARY 9TH COUNCIL
MEETING--FLOODPLAIN ORDINANCES AND
RESOLUTIONS

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 01/03/2006 08:02 AM ----"Mike Carlin"
<mcarlin@neb.rr.com>
01/02/2006 10:13 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>, <reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov>, <amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <ksbvoda@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc "County Commissioners" <commish@lancaster.ne.gov>,
"Nicole Fleck-Tooze" <ntooze@lincoln.ne.gov>, "Karl
Fredrickson" <kfredrickson@lincoln.ne.gov>, "Marvin Krout"
<mkrout@lincoln.ne.gov>, "Coleen Seng"
<mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject LETTER FOR JANUARY 9TH COUNCIL
MEETING--FLOODPLAIN ORDINANCES AND
RESOLUTIONS

January 2, 2006

City of Lincoln City Council
555 S 10th St, Room 111
Lincoln, NE 68508

Members of the City Council,

This letter is regarding the floodplain agenda items that will be presented to you for third
reading and action on January 9, 2006 (Lincoln Municipal Code Amendments 05-175, 05-177,
05-176, 05-178; and Resolutions 05R-282, 05R-283, 05R-284 and 05R-285). I strongly support
these amendments and resolutions and encourage you to approve them as submitted with the
recommendations of the Planning Commission, the Director of the Planning and the Director of
Public Works and Utilities.

These amendments and resolutions represent the culmination of over four years of hard work
by staff and members of the community. The Mayor’s Floodplain Task Force was formed in
2001 and took over a year to complete their work. All stakeholder groups were represented on
the Task Force, including landowners in the floodplain and members of the development
community. The members of the Task Force dedicated a great deal of their time and energy to
achieve a balanced compromise and are to be applauded for their hard work and dedication to
their community.

The only thing that I find discouraging is that it has taken over two and a-half years for the
Task Force’s recommendations for existing urban areas to finally reach the city council. As
reflected by the significant number of floodplain building and fill permits that have been issued
in the interim, it would appear that a lot of landowners and developers have taken advantage of
the opportunity this delay-to-action has offered to build in the floodplain before the Task Force’
s recommendations are codified. I guess I can understand that to a point, but it is unfortunate
that their actions are in direct contrast to the “no adverse impact” concept espoused by the Task
Force. No adverse impact of course means simply that the action of one property owner does
not adversely impact the flooding risk for other properties.

A few developers and their lawyers who did not commit their time to the Task Force will
undoubtedly attempt to talk you into further delaying or diluting the amendments and
resolutions. The system has already provided them with a two and a-half year window of
opportunity to take advantage of the old rules. To allow them to undo or further delay the good
work that has been done would be a slap in the face to every member of the Task Force and will
make it very difficult to convince citizens to commit themselves to service on future task forces
or committees.

The amendments and resolutionsuse the “best technical information available” to identify
floodprone areas. That kind of seems like a no-brainer to me but it seems there are some people
who would rather continue the use of outdated data. Apparently, the “best technical
information available” has identified some areas as floodprone that were not previously
identified as such. This is partly because of the adverse impact that continued development in
the floodprone areas has had, but also because the science and methodology of identifying
floodprone areas has become much more precise. Do we really want to wait on the
bureaucratic processes at FEMA to grind their way to a formal stamp of approval before we take
action to protect our citizens? To not insist upon using the “best technical information
available” immediately would be irresponsible.

Last weeks flooding in northern California is a tragic example of what can happen when people
are given a false sense of security from outdated and inaccurate floodplain maps. Because local

officials had not updated the floodplain maps with “the best technical information available,”
many people did not know that their property was in a floodplain until it flooded after a rain
event of relatively modest proportion (compared to a 100-year flood). Consequently, many did
not take adequate precautions and did not have flood insurance even though use of “the best
technical information available” would have shown them to be in the floodplain.

Stand firm and approve the amendments and resolutions as submitted. The compromise has
been achieved; do not allow it to be weakened.

Sincerely,

Michael Carlin, Friends of Wilderness Park
2700 West Paddock Road
Lincoln, NE 68523
402-420-9092; MCarlin@neb.rr.com

CC:

Coleen Seng, Mayor, City of Lincoln
Lancaster County Board of Commissioners
Karl Fredrickson, Director, Public Works & Utilities
Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Special Projects Administrator, Watershed Management
Marvin Krout, Director, City/County Planning Department

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

01/03/2006 08:02 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: floodplain ordinance

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 01/03/2006 08:04 AM ----Rosemary Thornton
<rthorn@alltel.net>

To council@lincoln.ne.gov

12/31/2005 02:41 PM

cc
Subject floodplain ordinance

To City Council Members:
I would urge you to vote to adopt the flood plain ordinance
amendments in regard to flood prone areas ( Salt Creek, Beal Sough,
Cardwell Brance and Stevens Creek), so developers cannot build houses
there. It would seem wise not to follow the New Orleans debacle.
Rosemary Thornton
Rosemary Thornton
3405 M Street
Lincoln NE 68510
402-477-7597
rthorn@alltel.net

Tammy J Grammer /Notes

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

01/03/2006 08:03 AM

cc
bcc
Subject Fw: InterLinc: Council Feedback

----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 01/03/2006 08:05 AM ----DO NOT REPLY to this InterLinc
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>
01/01/2006 09:08 PM

To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council
Name:
Address:
City:

Russell Miller
341 S. 52
Lincoln, NE 68510

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

402-499-2611
neb31340@alltel.net

Comment or Question:
Hello City Council Members,
2005

30 December

It is my opinion that Lincoln’s government should not be trying to conceal
information that could harm Lincoln businesses and their future prosperity.
Delaying the publication of “best available flood data” can only harm property
owners.
The industrial property that I own is in the flood plain. The 1986 flood
mapping has it approximately 2.3 feet below the 100 year flood elevation.
(the “best available data” today has it 2.5 feet below flood elevation.) At
various times in the last 20 years I have given thought to the idea of somehow
raising the storage warehouses to put them above the 100 year flood. A well
informed investor will know that the flood elevation is a moving number and
you require the most current data before making any substantial investment.
However, the only reason I know that the water height increased 2 tenths of a
foot is because I went to the public meeting on 13 December. If that
important information is suppressed for 2 years awaiting FEMA's approval then
a less than perfect decision would be made. (The best information will be
concealed because Building Codes will not be required to tell me of the
correct elevation when
I get the building permit.)
I recall that when I was on the Mayor's Floodplain Task Force CLAY SMITH made
comments about his investment at 56th and Holdrege Street (the gas station and
strip mall on the southwest corner). Essentially, he said that they had
checked on flood information and everything was ok. After their $700,000
investment and 2 years later they were told that they were in the floodplain.

MY point is that if they had known earlier they could have made changes before
things were in concrete.
Several Council members have campaigned on a business platform which, I
think, is a good idea. However, the business plan of some business operations
is to charge the maximum that the customer will let them get away with and,
even better if they can, rape & pillage their victim ( er customer). Lincoln
has existed for over 100 years and there are many reasons to expect Lincoln to
continue to exist for another 100 years. The only way for this city to do
that is for Lincoln government’s business plan to mandate that it provide good
services to its customers and to have a clear focus of the long range impacts
of its decisions. The concealment of this new floodplain data is short term
(FEMA will approve it in 2 years) and the potential new buildings are long
term (50 - 100 years).
The data that should be made available involves 89 homes and 16 commercial
properties that will be added to the floodplain PLUS 28 homes and 8 commercial
that properties will be taken out of the floodplain. Why would any Council
Member want to be on record for keeping 36 properties in the floodplain any
longer than necessary? Why would any Council Member want to be on record
for concealing information about those 105 properties that are soon to be in
the floodplain with its extra requirements?
Successful business requires the most current available data so please pass
change of zone # 05070 & miscellaneous # 05023.
Russell Miller
341 S. 52 Street
Lincoln, Nebraska

68510

daytime phone 499-2611
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To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council
Name:
Address:
City:

Laurie Farrow
621 Wedgewood Drive
Lincoln, Ne 68510

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

402-430-9542
kaati@neb.rr.com

Comment or Question:
January 3, 2006
Dear City Council Members:
The nice thing about a letter is if you don’t like what it is saying, you don’
t have to keep reading. I sincerely hope that it will not be the case with
this email. I do apologize, up front, for the length.
I have been following, with interest, the Council meetings as well as the
opinions in the Journal Star along with other articles in the Star.
Here is my scenario. All city planners, inspectors, and of course, City
Council would not be needed. Instead Mayor Seng would do it all. She would
take applications, view the area in question, find the pro and con of such
endeavors and then vote how she wants it to be. Does this make sense to you,
of course not. But if you think about it that is exactly what she is doing.
Taking up people’s time and energy, paying multiple persons for doing the same
job, getting citizens in an uproar, just so she can use the power to destroy
hope by the people asking to be approved.
You are elected officials by the people and for the people (sound familiar),
just like any President. As such, we the citizens, expect you to vote for
what you believe in and feel is in the best interest for our city and do not
allow Mayor Seng to veto any project just because she can, has done, and will
do again, at the last minute. She stated that unless all of you vote yes for
Wal-Mart she will veto; even though it has passed by a majority. Surely
something could be put in the wording so she could not do this again. Stand

up and do what you should for this town now and in the future.
Spending is over the top in Lincoln and property tax is the highest of any
state I have ever lived in. Young people cannot own houses and retired are
moving because they cannot pay the taxes on their fixed income. To claim
homestead, you must be almost poverty level. There is not the revenue coming
into Lincoln to offset the amount spent out. You must have an equal balance
to thrive and grow. We cannot stand another tax increase.
It took 2 years plus to finish 84th St. Now we’re going to close “O” street,
which will be a nightmare for workers traveling both East and West. Referring
to 48th and O, why are owners not required to do up keep on their businesses?
They should be severely penalized so as not to let sections of the city become
rundown for tax payers to foot the bill to repair or rebuild. Just as a
comment, the business owners in that section should have been taken to task
years ago.
I have also heard, incorrectly I pray, that the train depot is going to be
torn down for a hotel and parking lot. Have we not lost enough historical
properties to date? We have 13 Walgreens in Lincoln with another one proposed
on “O”. I would like to know why a town approximately 10 miles wide with
240,000 residents needs 14 Walgreens. Absurd.
A person came to the Council meeting with 6,000 plus signatures not to have
another Wal-Mart store. I guarantee 98% of that group shopped there at
Christmas and probably another 80% buy groceries there. Why? It’s cheaper.
I’m on a fixed income and I shop there because I can afford to and get more
than I would elsewhere. Russ’ Markets are the most expensive in town with
HyVee next. I don’t shop Super Saver because it does not appeal to me. All I
heard from Russ’ representative at the meeting was "don’t hurt the Mom and Pop
businesses". Did they stop to consider Mom and Pop businesses when they put
in 11 stores (4 Super Savers and 7 Russ’) in Lincoln? Of course not,
otherwise, there would only be 2. It’s called less competition, more money
for me.
We desperately need the tax revenue from Wal-Mart in Lincoln, not to mention
more employment opportunities. The City is way over its head in debt.
Wal-Mart will not get us out of debt, by any means. However, it would be a
tremendous start.
Please be the City Council we elected and all vote yes for this business
opportunity.
Thank you for listening to my concerns and may you all have a blessed New
Year.
Sincerely,
Laurie Farrow
621 Wedgewood Drive
Lincoln, Ne 68510
(402)430-9542
P.S. A good (just to help) project would be to build a new, bigger City
Mission. These are our people who cannot afford a house and the tax burden or
who cannot get a job for whatever reason and just need a place to get a start.
The City Mission is overflowing now and our winters are sometimes fierce.
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----- Forwarded by Tammy J Grammer/Notes on 01/03/2006 11:52 AM ----Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com>
To council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
01/03/2006 10:06 AM

cc
Subject Ambulance Service

I’m writing to encourage a complete and accurate investigation into the ambulance service debacle. Back room
political deals were cut, officials were bought off or at least unduly influenced and the former employees of Eastern
Ambulance and the public at large were lied to by then Mayor Wesley, Mike Spadt and certain members of the city
council.
Contrary to the Mayor’s opinion the answer is not simply to approve a subsidy and index it for the future. The
solution is to fix the problem. Starting by firing Spadt and stopping the practice of sending the big truck along on all
ambulance calls. This practice only serves to inflate the call numbers and justify unneeded expansion. If the service
can’t be restored to break even then it’s time to open the bidding process up and hope that some private service will
be willing to locate here. Given the willingness of city government to engage in shoddy treatment of private
enterprise it seems unlikely that you will have any takers but the process must take place.
David Oenbring
th
2630 S 13
Lincoln, NE 68502
402-474-4300
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th

I’m writing to express my support for the Wal-Mart store at 84 and Adams. This is not and
should not be about Wal-Mart. It’s about free enterprise, private property rights and the
willingness of the city to accommodate new business. Rejecting a possible 700 new jobs is
tantamount to displaying a "Closed for Business" sign at the portal to the city.
The synergy between a Wal-Mart at that location and the event center is too powerful to ignore.
If the Mayor won’t step aside to allow progress, jobs and tax dollars to enter the city it may be
time to consider her removal from office.
David Oenbring
th
2630 S 13
Lincoln, NE 68502
402-474-4300
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To Council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc
Subject

After the e-mail I received from the mayor, it is apparent she will not back down
on the WalMart situation. However, you council members remember you are
elected by the people to represent the people. I would hope you have enough votes
to override the veto. Please do not vote along party lines. Everything does not
have to go along hiway 2. Give the people in northeast Lincoln a break and give us
some shopping and groceries and sit down resturants. We have money out here
too. Sincerely, a resident of NE Lincoln.
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To General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council
Name:
Address:
City:

Bonnie Filipi
5440 Cleveland E6
Lincoln, NE 68504

Phone:
Fax:
Email:
Comment or Question:
City Council Members:
PLEASE do not be fooled by Wal-Mart's latest tactic which
has come before the city in the form of an ULTIMATIM.
Why has Wal-Mart now waited until the 11th hour to inform
the city of its distribution center idea?
Testimony has been given at city council meetings by those
supporting as well as opposing the development of a third Wal-Mart
that NEW tax revenue WILL NOT be generated by another Wal-Mart.
Testimony reflected that the tax revenue from Wal-Mart is simply
a redistribution of revenue that will come from other businesses
that will no longer exist due to this corporate giant developing
ANOTHER Wal-Mart in the city of Lincoln.
Even though Wal-Mart says they will incur costs of building roads
suitable to travel to their business, it is not GUARANTEED that
development of the third Wal-Mart in Northeast Lincoln will
not in some way cost the city of Lincoln. How far along in the
project will the city be before it realizes that it has to pick up
part or all of the tab?
On a regional basis, Wal-Mart is in the news again. Illegal
aliens found working at a Wal-Mart in Nebraska. A shooting
at a Wal-Mart in Council Bluffs. It is not secret that bb and
pellet guns used in recent vandalisms in Lincoln were
STOLEN from both Lincoln Wal-Marts. Does Lincoln
Nebraska have enough police power to answer additional

calls to another Wal-Mart?
Please, do the smart thing and vote AGAINST allowing a
THIRD Wal-Mart in Lincoln Nebraska! PLEASE protect
the physical and financial well-being of all Lincolnites.
Instead, help build a "neighborhood" center that actually
lives up to the guidelines that have been set forth by
the city of Lincoln which includes a full complement of
businesses that ideally serve a neighborhood.
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To <cseng@lincoln.ne.gov>

01/04/2006 03:46 PM

cc <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
Subject FW:

Thought I would pass this on.—walt C.

From:Walter A. Canney [mailto:wacanney@inebraska.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 04, 2006 3:39 PM
To: 'jbaylor@threeeagles.com'
Subject:

John,

I missed the particular show, but someone mentioned that you commented on a recent letter to
the Editor I wrote on the issue of a Northeast Wal-Mart, particularly the possible savings
illustration I used. It was clearly just an illustration. I haven’t researched the overall number,
but I did notice a Wall Street Journal editorial today on a banking issue with Wal-Mart. I have
attached it. At least on Groceries I may have been well within the range-----and with food a
most basic need maybe the protect local merchants on groceries at least needs some evaluation.

Walter A. Canney
8239 Dorset Dr.
Lincoln, Ne 68510

Ph:402/489-2373 Fax: 402/489-3459

- Wall Street Journal06-01-04.jpg
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InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
General Council
Name:
Address:
City:

russell miller
341 S. 52
Lincoln, NE 68510

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

499-2611
none
neb31340@alltel.net

Comment or Question:
Hello City Council Members,
2005

30 December

It is my opinion that Lincoln’s government should not be trying to conceal
information that could harm Lincoln businesses and their future prosperity.
Delaying the publication of “best available flood data” can only harm property
owners.
The industrial property that I own is in the flood plain. The 1986 flood
mapping has it approximately 2.3 feet below the 100 year flood elevation.
(the “best available data” today has it 2.5 feet below flood elevation.) At
various times in the last 20 years I have given thought to the idea of somehow
raising the storage warehouses to put them above the 100 year flood. A well
informed investor will know that the flood elevation is a moving number and
you require the most current data before making any substantial investment.
However, the only reason I know that the water height increased 2 tenths of a
foot is because I went to the public meeting on 13 December. If that
important information is suppressed for 2 years awaiting FEMA's approval then
a less than perfect decision would be made. (The best information will be
concealed because Building Codes will not be required to tell me of the
correct elevation when
I get the building permit.)
I recall that when I was on the Mayor's Floodplain Task Force CLAY SMITH made
comments about his investment at 56th and Holdrege Street (the gas station and
strip mall on the southwest corner). Essentially, he said that they had
checked on flood information and everything was ok. After their $700,000
investment and 2 years later they were told that they were in the floodplain.

MY point is that if they had known earlier they could have made changes before
things were in concrete.
Several Council members have campaigned on a business platform which, I
think, is a good idea. However, the business plan of some business operations
is to charge the maximum that the customer will let them get away with and,
even better if they can, rape & pillage their victim ( er customer). Lincoln
has existed for over 100 years and there are many reasons to expect Lincoln to
continue to exist for another 100 years. The only way for this city to do
that is for Lincoln government’s business plan to mandate that it provide good
services to its customers and to have a clear focus of the long range impacts
of its decisions. The concealment of this new floodplain data is short term
(FEMA will approve it in 2 years) and the potential new buildings are long
term (50 - 100 years).
The data that should be made available involves 89 homes and 16 commercial
properties that will be added to the floodplain PLUS 28 homes and 8 commercial
that properties will be taken out of the floodplain. Why would any Council
Member want to be on record for keeping 36 properties in the floodplain any
longer than necessary? Why would any Council Member want to be on record
for concealing information about those 105 properties that are soon to be in
the floodplain with its extra requirements?
Successful business requires the most current available data so please pass
change of zone # 05070 & miscellaneous # 05023.
Russell Miller
341 S. 52 Street
Lincoln, Nebraska

68510

daytime phone 499-2611

