DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, JUNE 12, 2006
COUNTY-CITY BUILDING, ROOM 113

I.

MAYOR
1. NEWS RELEASE - Public Invited to Anniversary Event at the Veterans Memorial
Garden.
2. NEW RELEASE - City’s Safety Program Recognized.

II.

DIRECTORS
FINANCE DEPARTMENT
1. Investment Report for quarter ending February 28, 2006:
(a) Memo from Finance Director,
(b) City of Lincoln Investment Quarterly Report data, and
(c) City of Lincoln Investment Portfolio Composition graph.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Response to Tim K. Johnson’s email regarding complete sewage plant cost benefit
analysis.
2. Response to Jackie Barnhardt’s email regarding possible sewage treatment plant near
Wilderness Park.
3. Response to Neil M. Engstrom’s email re: Opposition to water treatment site near
Wilderness Park.
4. Invitation to Groundbreaking of the Jamaica North Trail crossing Old Cheney.
PUBLIC WORKS
1. Email and article from Nicole Fleck-Tooze re: Article co-authored by Devin Biesecker,
Engineer in Public Works/Watershed Management on Stormwater - “Drainage
Improvement Prioritization in Lincoln, NE”.
2. Memo with article from Karl Fredrickson re: Obligations the Public Works and Utilities
Department administers on the City’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit with the small staff involved.
PUBLIC WORKS - ENGINEERING
1. ADVISORY - Water Capital Improvement Project 700273. 11th Street; “L” - Lincoln
Mall.
2. Memorandum from Randy Hoskins, City Traffic Engineer, re: Prairie Village North.

III.

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

V.

MISCELLANEOUS
Correspondence Received on Proposal to Build Sewage Treatment Plant
1. Email from Tim K. Johnson re: Possible cost benefit analysis to be completed.
2. Email from Rosemary Thornton re: Proposal to build sewage treatment plant.
3. Email from Jackie Barnhardt re: Land to build a sewage treatment plant.
4. Email from Neil M. Engstrom re: Vote no to building by Wilderness Park.
5. Email from Amber Mohr re: Reconsider plant by Wilderness Park.
6. Email from Dan Lutz re: Consideration of cost benefit analysis and environmental
effects before voting.
7. Email from Rebecca Williams re: Need thorough report on proposed sewage plant by
Wilderness Park before vote.
Miscellaneous Continued
1. Email from Zemis Sedriks re: Opposed to Change of Zone #06012, 9th/10th and Van
Dorn Streets. (Email distributed to Council Members before 06/05/06 meeting)
2. Email from Donald F. Burt of Cline, Williams, Wright, Johnson and Oldfather re:
Support B&J Partnership development of the South 2700 blocks of 9th and 10th Streets.
(Email distributed to Council Members before 06/05/06 meeting)
3. Correspondence from Glenn A. Friendt re: What’s Right About Wal-Mart.
4. Letter from Jennifer Sheaff re: Opposed to Southwest Village development, mainly the
three big box stores proposed for Highway 77.
5. Letter from Ron Davis re: Meeting this City’s future transportation needs.
6. Email from Larry Zink re: Increase funding in current CIP for sidewalk repairs.

VI.

ADJOURNMENT
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City of Lincoln

Investment Quarterly Report
As of February 28, 2006

Certificate of Deposit

Security
Description
Certificate of Deposit 4.43 03/09/06
Certificate of Deposit 4.47 03/16/06
Certificate of Deposit 4.53 03/16/06
Certificate of Deposit 4.53 03/23/06
Certificate of Deposit 3.76 03/23/06
Certificate of Deposit 3.76 03/24/06
Certificate of Deposit 4.48 03/30/06
Certificate of Deposit 2.72 04/05/06
Certificate of Deposit 3.21 08/22/06
Certificate of Deposit Total

Coupon
Rate
4.430
4.470
4.530
4.530
3.760
3.760
4.480
2.720
3.210
4.112

Yield
Purchase Maturity Ending Book
Maturity
Date
Date
Value
4.4300 01/23/06 03/09/06
3,000,000.00
4.4700 01/26/06 03/16/06
2,500,000.00
4.5300 02/17/06 03/16/06
2,500,000.00
4.5300 02/17/06 03/23/06
3,000,000.00
3.7600 03/23/05 03/23/06
2,000,000.00
3.7600 03/24/05 03/24/06
2,000,000.00
4.4800 02/22/06 03/30/06
5,000,000.00
2.7200 04/05/05 04/05/06
2,000,000.00
3.2100 08/22/05 08/22/06
2,000,000.00
4.1117
24,000,000.00

FFCB

FFCB 3.02 11/24/06
FFCB 2.44 03/09/07
FFCB 3.05 10/29/07
FFCB 3.64 04/23/08
FFCB 4.25 02/11/09
FFCB Total

3.020
2.440
3.050
3.640
4.250
3.165

3.0200
2.4400
3.2405
3.6400
3.6803
3.1478

05/24/04
06/09/03
04/30/04
04/24/03
08/27/04

11/24/06
03/09/07
10/29/07
04/23/08
02/11/09

FHLB

FHLB 1.85 04/20/06
FHLB 2.65 05/05/06
FHLB 2.27 07/28/06
FHLB 2.22 07/28/06
FHLB 2.55 10/27/06
FHLB 3.125 11/15/06
FHLB 2.75 11/20/06
FHLB 2.785 11/21/06
FHLB 3.00 02/20/07
FHLB 2.40 03/30/07
FHLB 2.40 03/30/07
FHLB 2.50 04/05/07
FHLB 3.00 05/09/07
FHLB 2.75 05/21/07
FHLB 3.03 06/18/07
FHLB 2.80 07/16/07
FHLB 3.01 10/07/07
FHLB 3.625 10/22/07
FHLB 3.10 12/17/07
FHLB 3.50 01/07/08
FHLB 2.82 01/08/08
FHLB 3.00 01/15/08
FHLB 3.40 02/06/08
FHLB 3.45 02/25/08
FHLB 3.03 04/17/08
FHLB 3.25 06/03/08
FHLB 3.05 06/30/08
FHLB 4.15 07/15/08
FHLB 3.375 07/21/08
FHLB 3.35 08/07/08
FHLB 3.625 08/14/08
FHLB 3.69 08/14/08
FHLB 3.09 10/06/08
FHLB 3.25 10/06/08
FHLB 4.00 11/12/08
FHLB 4.00 11/12/08
FHLB 3.50 12/12/08
FHLB 3.65 02/27/09
FHLB 3.67 04/23/09
FHLB 4.35 09/01/09
FHLB 4.43 09/10/09
FHLB 5.00 10/15/12
FHLB Total

1.850
2.650
2.270
2.220
2.550
3.125
2.750
2.785
3.000
2.400
2.400
2.500
3.000
2.750
3.030
2.800
3.010
3.625
3.100
3.500
2.820
3.000
3.400
3.450
3.030
3.250
3.050
4.150
3.375
3.350
3.625
3.690
3.090
3.250
4.000
4.000
3.500
3.650
3.670
4.350
4.430
5.000
3.193

1.8500
2.6500
2.2700
2.2200
2.6801
3.1530
2.7500
3.0691
3.0000
2.4380
2.4435
2.5000
3.0000
2.7500
3.0300
2.8000
3.0100
3.6674
3.1000
3.5000
2.8370
3.0000
3.4000
3.4500
3.0300
3.2500
3.0500
4.1436
3.3750
3.3500
3.8023
3.6900
3.0900
3.2500
4.0000
4.0000
3.4748
3.6500
3.6700
4.3500
4.4300
5.0000
3.2080

10/20/05
05/05/03
07/28/03
07/28/03
04/27/04
12/27/04
05/20/03
08/21/03
08/20/03
03/30/04
03/30/04
04/05/04
05/09/03
05/21/03
03/18/04
04/16/04
10/07/03
10/22/03
03/17/04
01/07/04
04/08/04
04/15/04
02/06/04
02/25/04
07/17/03
06/03/03
06/30/03
05/10/05
02/19/04
08/07/03
12/26/03
08/14/03
04/06/04
04/06/04
11/14/03
11/12/03
06/12/03
02/27/04
04/23/04
09/01/04
09/10/04
10/15/04

04/20/06
05/05/06
07/28/06
07/28/06
10/27/06
11/15/06
11/20/06
11/21/06
02/20/07
03/30/07
03/30/07
04/05/07
05/09/07
05/21/07
06/18/07
07/16/07
10/07/07
10/22/07
12/17/07
01/07/08
01/08/08
01/15/08
02/06/08
02/25/08
04/17/08
06/03/08
06/30/08
07/15/08
07/21/08
08/07/08
08/14/08
08/14/08
10/06/08
10/06/08
11/12/08
11/12/08
12/12/08
02/27/09
04/23/09
09/01/09
09/10/09
10/15/12

2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
1,994,062.75
2,000,000.00
942,227.79
8,936,290.54

Ending
Par Value
3,000,000.00
2,500,000.00
2,500,000.00
3,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
24,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
928,000.00
8,928,000.00

2,520,000.00
2,520,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
1,000,000.00
1,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,497,951.39
2,500,000.00
4,999,007.23
5,000,000.00
2,500,000.00
2,500,000.00
1,207,647.22
1,210,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
4,998,030.24
5,000,000.00
4,997,748.84
5,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,050,000.00
2,050,000.00
3,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
1,998,717.45
2,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
3,848,811.13
3,850,000.00
2,080,000.00
2,080,000.00
5,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
4,000,000.00
4,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
4,000,000.00
4,000,000.00
315,049.34
315,000.00
1,000,000.00
1,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
1,992,059.35
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,001,263.89
2,000,000.00
1,500,000.00
1,500,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
3,875,000.00
3,875,000.00
111,381,286.08 111,400,000.00

City of Lincoln

Investment Quarterly Report
As of February 28, 2006
Security
Description

Coupon
Rate

Yield
Maturity

Purchase Maturity
Date
Date

Ending Book
Value

Ending
Par Value

FHLMC

FHLMC 3.25
FHLMC 3.00
FHLMC 3.25
FHLMC 3.25
FHLMC 3.60
FHLMC 4.00
FHLMC Total

05/14/07
08/27/07
01/28/08
01/28/08
04/16/08
09/15/09

3.250
3.000
3.250
3.250
3.600
4.000
3.350

3.3824
3.0000
3.1649
3.2085
3.6000
4.0000
3.3482

08/05/03
02/27/04
02/25/04
02/27/04
04/16/03
03/15/04

05/14/07
08/27/07
01/28/08
01/28/08
04/16/08
09/15/09

1,997,012.97
5,000,000.00
2,003,014.44
3,002,191.00
2,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
17,002,218.41

2,000,000.00
5,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
2,000,000.00
3,000,000.00
17,000,000.00

FNMA

FNMA 1.80 04/07/06
FNMA 3.375 12/15/08
FNMA Total

1.800
3.375
1.955

1.8000
4.1550
2.0318

04/07/04
05/10/05

04/07/06
12/15/08

5,000,000.00
545,840.65
5,545,840.65

5,000,000.00
557,000.00
5,557,000.00

FNMA Discount Note

FNMA Discount Note 0.00 03/02/06
FNMA Discount Note Total

0.000
0.000

4.3607
4.3607

01/20/06

03/02/06

4,999,405.56
4,999,405.56

5,000,000.00
5,000,000.00

Inter Fund Investments

General Fund Obligation
General Fund Obligation
Lincoln Star Bldg TIF
Lincoln Building TIF
Liberty Village TIF
Inter Fund investments Total

3.750
3.900
6.390
4.060
4.750
3.803

3.7500
3.9000
6.3900
4.0600
4.7500
3.8031

09/01/04
06/03/05
04/21/00
06/02/03
08/15/05

05/31/10
05/31/10
06/15/10
12/01/11
02/15/18

12,995,191.98
2,501,070.06
122,277.93
31,813.80
354,174.36
16,004,528.13

12,995,191.98
2,501,070.06
122,277.93
31,813.80
354,174.36
16,004,528.13

Money Market

Money Market-USB Sweep
Money Market-NPAIT
Money Market-STFIT
Money Market-STFIT
Money Market-STFIT
Money Market-Savings Account
Money Market-WFB Overnight Repo
Money Market Total

3.870
4.014
4.034
4.034
4.034
4.100
4.160
4.079

3.8700
4.0136
4.0335
4.0335
4.0335
4.1000
4.1600
4.0793

09/01/01
09/01/01
09/19/01
03/13/02
05/29/02
07/26/02
08/31/04

4,173,517.74
1,670,000.00
100,000.00
250,000.00
250,000.00
5,000,000.00
3,700,000.00
15,143,517.74

4,173,517.74
1,670,000.00
100,000.00
250,000.00
250,000.00
5,000,000.00
3,700,000.00
15,143,517.74

Investment Agreement

Investment Agreement 4.51 12/01/15
Investment Agreement 4.60 08/15/22
Investment Agreement 4.70 08/15/25
Investment Agreement 4.83 10/15/26
Investment Agreement 4.83 06/15/30
Investment Agreement Total

4.510
4.600
4.700
4.830
4.830
4.705

4.5100
4.6000
4.7000
4.8300
4.8300
4.7045

03/23/05
03/23/05
03/23/05
12/01/05
12/01/05

12/01/15
08/15/22
08/15/25
10/15/26
06/15/30

1,120,000.00
1,540,000.00
3,390,000.00
1,910,000.00
1,229,980.83
9,189,980.83

1,120,000.00
1,540,000.00
3,390,000.00
1,910,000.00
1,229,980.83
9,189,980.83

Time Deposit

Time Deposit 3.30 06/23/06
Time Deposit 4.50 01/11/07
Time Deposit Total

3.300
4.500
3.986

3.3000
4.5000
3.9857

06/23/05
01/11/06

06/23/06
01/11/07

1,500,000.00
2,000,000.00
3,500,000.00

1,500,000.00
2,000,000.00
3,500,000.00

Treasury Note

Treasury Note 6.50 10/15/06
Treasury Note 3.625 04/30/07
Treasury Note 3.75 05/15/08
Treasury Note 4.375 08/15/12
Treasury Note Total

6.500
3.625
3.750
4.375
4.001

6.5925
3.6286
3.6081
4.1749
3.9071

02/29/00
05/13/05
05/19/05
05/19/03

10/15/06
04/30/07
05/15/08
08/15/12

374,823.35
3,999,814.77
2,507,352.12
3,200,551.30
10,082,541.54

375,000.00
4,000,000.00
2,500,000.00
3,167,000.00
10,042,000.00

Treasury STRIP

Treasury STRIP 0.00 11/15/06
Treasury STRIP Total

0.000
0.000

5.5315
5.5315

12/31/98

11/15/06

626,080.22
626,080.22

644,000.00
644,000.00

Investment Total

3.355

3.4072

Open
Open
Open
Open
Open
Open
Open

226,411,689.70 226,409,026.70

City of Lincoln
Investment Portfolio Composition, February 28, 2006
Treasuries
4.73%
NPAIT Time Deposit
1.55%
Investment Agreement
4.06%

FFCB
3.95%
FHLMC
7.51%
FNMA
4.66%

Money Market
6.69%

Inter Fund Investments
7.07%

Certificate of Deposit
10.60%
FHLB
49.19%

JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us
06/01/2006 03:21 PM

To "timkjohnson1947@juno.com"
<timkjohnson1947@juno.com>
cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,
MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SHartzell@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
SHenrichsen@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SMasters@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
bcc
Subject Re: sewage plant

Dear Mr. Johnson:
Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on the Capital Improvements Program for the Wastewater Division of
Public Works & Utilities. I am forwarding a copy to each Planning
Commission member for their consideration. The Planning Commission is
scheduled to take action on the proposed CIP at their next meeting on
Wednesday, June 7th. The public hearing has been closed so there will be
no further testimony.
If you have any questions about this process, please do not hesitate to
contact me.
--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department
441-6365

"timkjohnson1947@
juno.com"
<timkjohnson1947@
juno.com>
06/01/2006 03:15
PM

To
plan@lincoln.ne.gov,
council@lincoln.ne.gov,
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
Subject
sewage plant

Dear All,
In the meeting that I attended on this topic it was obvious that a complete
cost benefit analysis including an environmental impact analysis on each
choice. Postponing a decision on acquiring land would be necessary. In
research on this issue in other states it appears that often a larger site
is more cost efficient over a long period than multiple sites, including
pumping stations.

I. The cost benefit analysis should include
- an itemized estimate of the expansion, operation, and maintenance
costs of expanded Northeast,(North 70th Street) and/or Theresa Street
Facilities over a long-term 30-50 year period into the future versus the
cost of building and operating an additional new facility. (Some cities are
finding it cheaper to monitor and operate fewer larger sites, even
including the cost of extra piping, than to maintain a greater number of
smaller sites.
-A thorough examination of different pipe routing options with an
itemization of costs for different routes
-acceleration of the program for repairing leaking sewer pipes and a
building code requiring that sump pumps drain be piped outside a building.
III Sewage discharge should flow to the northeast of Lincoln where there is
much higher creek flow, thereby avoiding draining sewage through Wilderness
Park and downtown Lincoln. There is always a danger of emergency discharge
of raw sewage into the creek. Nationwide, many chemicals are being found in
sewage discharge.
Thank you for considering this approach as it seems wise as far as costs
and environmental impact.
Tim K. Johnson

JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us
06/02/2006 12:44 PM

To outreach@openharvest.com
cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,
MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SHenrichsen@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
SHartzell@ci.lincoln.ne.us, kmorgan@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
bcc
Subject Re: Sewage Treatment Facility

Dear Ms. Barnhardt:
Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on the Capital Improvements Program for the Wastewater Division of
Public Works & Utilities. I am forwarding a copy to each Planning
Commission member for their consideration. The Planning Commission is
scheduled to take action on the proposed CIP at their next meeting on
Wednesday, June 7th. The public hearing has been closed so there will be
no further testimony.
If you have any questions about this process, please do not hesitate to
contact me.
--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department
441-6365

Open Harvest
Outreach
<outreach@openhar
vest.com>
06/02/2006 12:40
PM

To
plan@lincoln.ne.gov,
council@lincoln.ne.gov,
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
Subject

Please respond to
outreach@openharv
est.com

Sewage Treatment Facility

Dear Administrators of our City of Lincoln,
I am concerned at the rush to purchase land to build a sewage treatment
plant near Wilderness Park even though a cost analysis has not been
conducted. This park should be regarded as a jewel of our city and be
maintained as such. Water quality and aquatic life is remarkably good
and should not be compromised.
Please be fiscally responsible and explore cost benefit options

including expansion of the current Northeast Sewage treatment
facility. Major cites have closed small treatment facilities and
expanded a centralized treatment facility as this is more cost effective
and environmentally sound.
Sincerely,
Jackie Barnhardt
1010 Sumner Street
Lincoln, NE 68502

JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us
06/05/2006 09:46 AM

To "Neil" <nme84810@neb.rr.com>
cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,
MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SHenrichsen@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
SHartzell@ci.lincoln.ne.us, kmorgan@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
bcc
Subject Re: sewage treatment plant

Dear Mr. Engstrom:
Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on the Capital Improvements Program for the Wastewater Division of
Public Works & Utilities. I am forwarding a copy to each Planning
Commission member for their consideration. The Planning Commission is
scheduled to take action on the proposed CIP at their next meeting on
Wednesday, June 7th. The public hearing has been closed so there will be
no further testimony.
If you have any questions about this process, please do not hesitate to
contact me.
--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department
441-6365

"Neil"
<nme84810@neb.rr.
com>
06/04/2006 03:29
PM

To
<plan@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<council@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
Subject
sewage treatment plant

As a concerned resident of Lincoln, and a lover af nature, I wish to ask
you to not allow a waste treatment site to be built near Wilderness Park.
I realize that Lincoln is growing and expanding, especially in a southernly
direction, but to build there would and could do much more harm than good.
Eventually Lincoln will probably encompass the whole of Wilderness Park
within its city limits, and it will be a wonderful place to take our
children to enjoy nature close at hand. Now, imagine you are out there
walking with your child and 1, the odor like the Theresa St. plant
eminates, drifts up to greet you on your walk. 2, a raw sewage discharge
has happened, your child slips while near the creek and is suddenly in the
contaminated water, possibly even swallowing some as he or she slipped in.

3, along with this discharge, the damage to fish and other wildlife living
there would be terrible and then before it could flow away from the city,
it would have to pass THROUGH the city, creating even more health risks. I
know that there are other options available in combating the rising waste
treatment problems of Lincoln. True, no one likes to think of the streets
torn up, Lord knows we seem to have more than enough of that as it is, but
with the advances in technology I'm sure that better and safer lines could
be installed to a site far more suited to serve Lincoln without putting
Wilderness Park at risk. Please, reconsider all of your options and do NOT
vote to build there. Thank you, a very concerned voter. Neil M Engstrom

Lincoln Parks & Recreation
2740 A Street
Lincoln, NE 68502

TUESDAY, JUNE 13
4 P.M.
Groundbreaking will be
where the Jamaica North
Trail crosses Old Cheney.
Park in the Wilderness Park
lot near 3rd & Old Cheney
Island attire is requested
For more information, call 441-7939

JAMAICA NORTH TRAIL

IN BREAKING GROUND FOR THE

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT
PROGRAM

AND THE

COUNTY OF LANCASTER,
NEBRASKA TRAILS FOUNDATION/
GREAT PLAINS TRAILS NETWORK

JOIN THE

Karl A Fredrickson /Notes
Sent by: Chris L Koll
06/07/2006 01:24 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cc Mayor/Notes@Notes, Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes@Notes
bcc
Subject City of Dallas settles with EPA: $3.5 Million total

Last week the Journal Star reported on some correspondence regarding potential budget cuts.
"Substantial cuts" were suggested by Robin Eschliman to "expenditures involving water run-off, flood
plain issues, etc." As a reminder, the City is obligated under State and Federal regulations relating to the
Clean Water Act to address stormwater run-off and water quality. The Public Works and Utilities
Department administers the City's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater
permit which specifies 21 program activities to meet these requirements. As a reminder of the
consequences of not taking these responsibilities seriously, below is an EPA article regarding the
agency's settlement with the City of Dallas, requiring that City to spend in excess of $3.5 million to
address stormwater issues, including an $800,000 penalty, the construction of wetlands, and an increase
to their staff by 25% to 36 people working in the City's stormwater management section. The City of
Lincoln does a lot with a very small staff to insure that the requirements of our permit are met. Cuts to this
budget have the potential to result in significantly higher costs to the City if we are not able to meet State
and Federal requirements regarding stormwater.
Karl Fredrickson, Director
Public Works and Utilities Dept.

$3.5 Million Settlement with City of Dallas Requires Increased City
Effort to Keep Stormwater Sewers Clean
Release date: 05/10/2006
Contact Information: Dave Bary, 214-665-2200
(Dallas, Texas -- May 10, 2006) The City of Dallas, Texas, has reached an
agreement with the federal government requiring the City to spend in excess of
$3.5 million in a comprehensive effort to decrease the amount of pollution
entering the city's stormwater system, the Department of Justice and
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced today. The settlement
requires the City to construct two wetlands at an estimated cost of $1.2
million-one along the Trinity River, and one along Cedar Creek near the Dallas
Zoo-and to pay a civil penalty of $800,000.
Today's settlement resolves allegations-first made by the federal government
in an EPA order issued in February 2004-that the City failed to implement,
adequately fund and adequately staff the City's stormwater management program.
Under the agreement, the City is required to fill staff positions, inspect
hundreds of industrial facilities and construction sites, and improve
management systems at several facilities.
"We are pleased to conclude this matter with a settlement that will result in
vigorous City efforts to keep the City's stormwater compliant with applicable
law," said Sue Ellen Wooldridge, Assistant Attorney General of the Department
of Justice's Environment and Natural Resources Division. "We expect all
cities to comply with the stormwater requirements of the Clean Water Act."
"This settlement benefits everyone in Dallas by helping to keep the City's
rivers, lakes, and streams clean. I am particularly pleased that we and the
City were able to resolve this matter in a way that improves our urban

environment by building water-purifying wetlands along the Trinity River and
at the Zoo," said Richard Greene, Regional Administrator of U.S. EPA Region 6
in Dallas.
The settlement requires the City to have at least 36 people working in the
City's stormwater management section, a 25 percent increase over the number of
people on staff when EPA issued its order. The consent decree also requires
the City to inspect at least 500 stormwater discharge pipes per year, 500
industrial facilities each year, and large construction sites every two weeks.
Pursuant to the settlement, the City will prepare a formal environmental
management system for 12 city-run facilities, including the city's service
centers, and then have a third-party auditor review the management systems.
EPA plans to conduct a full audit of the stormwater system within the next one
to three years.
The first wetland the City will construct will be a 60-acre or larger area
along the Trinity River downstream of Sylvan Avenue, in the vicinity of the
Pavaho pump station. Currently the City pumps stormwater directly from the
sump to the Trinity River. This project will use the stormwater to water a
wetland that will provide urban green space and filter impurities out of the
stormwater before it is reaches the Trinity. Before beginning construction,
the City is required to submit a detailed design plan for the wetland to be
reviewed by the EPA.
The second wetland will be a small wetland along Cedar Creek near the Dallas
Zoo. The wetland will be the last in a series of treatment steps designed to
treat run-off from a portion of the Dallas Zoo. The system will be designed
so that water emerging from the wetland can be returned to the Zoo for use in
drip irrigation. As with the wetland along the Trinity River, a detailed
design plan must be approved by the EPA before work begins.
Richard B. Roper, U.S. Attorney for the Northern District of Texas, said, "I
applaud the officials of the City of Dallas in acting with the Department of
Justice and the Environmental Protection Agency to insure that the citizens of
Dallas can enjoy the cleanest possible rivers, lakes, and streams."
"Stormwater, if not properly managed, is a major source of water pollution,"
said Granta Y. Nakayama, EPA's Assistant Administrator for the Office of
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance. "By agreeing to make changes to its
operations under this settlement, the City of Dallas will reduce pollution,
improve the quality of its stormwater system, and have a positive impact on
the environment."
City stormwater sewers carry significant amounts of pollution into urban
rivers, lakes, and streams. City storm sewers can discharge annually as much
lead and copper, and as many oxygen-depleting materials, as do city sewage
treatment plants. When it comes to stream-clogging sediment, storm sewers can
discharge ten times the "total suspended solids" that come from sewage
treatment plants.
Discharges of stormwater from city storm sewers are regulated by the federal
Clean Water Act. Municipalities must obtain permits for their stormwater
discharges. The stormwater management program at issue in this settlement was
drafted by the City and made part of the stormwater discharge permit issued by
the EPA to the City in 1997.
The proposed consent decree lodged today is open for a 30-day public comment

period. A copy of the consent decree is available on the Department of
Justice website at http://www.usdoj.gov/enrd/open.html.
More information:
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/resources/cases/civil/cwa/dallas-stormwater.html
.
EPA's mission is to protect our nation's land, air and water. Citizens can
help by reporting potential environmental violations:
http://epa.gov/compliance/complaints.

June 6, 2006

Water Capital Improvement Project 700273
11th Street; “L” - Lincoln Mall
The City of Lincoln Public Works Department, Engineering Services Division would like to advise
you that a bid for the utility construction has been awarded to Skoda Construction. This private
contractor plans to start on 11th Street on Monday, June 12, 2006
The installation of the replacement water main is going to be installed on the west side of 11th Street.
There may be times while the main is being installed that you will not be able to access your driveway.
After the installation is complete, the new main has to be tested and chlorinated before the services are
transferred. The area will then be cleaned up and the pavement, driveway, and sidewalks replaced.
The length of the construction period is a concern to most people. Unfortunately, Nebraska’s uncertain
weather combined with the complexity of the construction work, will dictate the amount of time the
work will take. However, the Sunday Journal Star does run a list of street closings along with a
probable opening date for the street.
While the City has contracted with a private firm to do the work, a City of Lincoln Project Manager
will be overseeing the project to insure that the work is done properly and as quickly as possible. If
you have any questions, please contact Steven Faust with the City of Lincoln Engineering Services
Division at 441-7711 or Ron Skoda with Skoda Construction at 489-9027.

Steven Faust, Project Manager
City of Lincoln Engineering Services
(402) 441-7711
sfaust@lincoln.ne.gov

700273 Adv SRF tdq.wpd

Ron Skoda
Skoda Construction
(402) 489-9027

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

"timkjohnson1947@juno.com"
<timkjohnson1947@juno.com
>
06/01/2006 03:15 PM

bcc
Subject sewage plant

Dear All,
In the meeting that I attended on this topic it was obvious that a complete cost benefit analysis
including an environmental impact analysis on each choice. Postponing a decision on acquiring
land would be necessary. In research on this issue in other states it appears that often a larger
site is more cost efficient over a long period than multiple sites, including pumping stations.
I. The cost benefit analysis should include
- an itemized estimate of the expansion, operation, and maintenance costs of expanded
Northeast,(North 70th Street) and/or Theresa Street Facilities over a long-term 30-50 year period
into the future versus the cost of building and operating an additional new facility. (Some cities
are finding it cheaper to monitor and operate fewer larger sites, even including the cost of extra
piping, than to maintain a greater number of smaller sites.
-A thorough examination of different pipe routing options with an itemization of costs for
different routes
-acceleration of the program for repairing leaking sewer pipes and a building code requiring
that sump pumps drain be piped outside a building.
III Sewage discharge should flow to the northeast of Lincoln where there is much higher creek
flow, thereby avoiding draining sewage through Wilderness Park and downtown Lincoln. There
is always a danger of emergency discharge of raw sewage into the creek. Nationwide, many
chemicals are being found in sewage discharge.
Thank you for considering this approach as it seems wise as far as costs and environmental
impact.
Tim K. Johnson

Rosemary Thornton
<rthorn@alltel.net>
06/01/2006 03:38 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject new sewage treatment plant

Dear City Council Members:
I am concerned about the proposal to build a sewage treatment plant that would send discharge
into Salt Creek near Wilderness Park. Please insist on a cost/benefit analysis for a new plant
versus expanding existing plants. It would seem that Wilderness Park would no longer be much
of a preserve for wildlife if the water in the creek was degraded with harmful chemicals.
Thank you for your consideration.
Rosemary Thornton
Rosemary Thornton
3405 M Street
Lincoln NE 68510
402-477-7597
rthorn@alltel.net

Open Harvest Outreach
<outreach@openharvest.com
>
06/02/2006 12:40 PM
Please respond to
outreach@openharvest.com

To plan@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov,
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Sewage Treatment Facility

Dear Administrators of our City of Lincoln,
I am concerned at the rush to purchase land to build a sewage treatment
plant near Wilderness Park even though a cost analysis has not been
conducted. This park should be regarded as a jewel of our city and be
maintained as such. Water quality and aquatic life is remarkably good
and should not be compromised.
Please be fiscally responsible and explore cost benefit options
including expansion of the current Northeast Sewage treatment
facility. Major cites have closed small treatment facilities and
expanded a centralized treatment facility as this is more cost effective
and environmentally sound.
Sincerely,
Jackie Barnhardt
1010 Sumner Street
Lincoln, NE 68502

"Neil"
<nme84810@neb.rr.com>
06/04/2006 03:29 PM

To <plan@lincoln.ne.gov>, <council@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject sewage treatment plant

As a concerned resident of Lincoln, and a lover af nature, I wish to ask you to not allow a waste
treatment site to be built near Wilderness Park. I realize that Lincoln is growing and expanding,
especially in a southernly direction, but to build there would and could do much more harm than
good. Eventually Lincoln will probably encompass the whole of Wilderness Park within its city
limits, and it will be a wonderful place to take our children to enjoy nature close at hand. Now,
imagine you are out there walking with your child and 1, the odor like the Theresa St. plant
eminates, drifts up to greet you on your walk. 2, a raw sewage discharge has happened, your
child slips while near the creek and is suddenly in the contaminated water, possibly even
swallowing some as he or she slipped in. 3, along with this discharge, the damage to fish and
other wildlife living there would be terrible and then before it could flow away from the city, it
would have to pass THROUGH the city, creating even more health risks. I know that there are
other options available in combating the rising waste treatment problems of Lincoln. True, no
one likes to think of the streets torn up, Lord knows we seem to have more than enough of that
as it is, but with the advances in technology I'm sure that better and safer lines could be installed
to a site far more suited to serve Lincoln without putting Wilderness Park at risk. Please,
reconsider all of your options and do NOT vote to build there. Thank you, a very concerned
voter. Neil M Engstrom

"Amber Mohr"
<mohramber@hotmail.com>
06/05/2006 08:30 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Sewage Treatment Drainage

Dear Members of the City Council:
It makes me ill to think that one of the most natural and beautiful public parks in the area would
see drainage from a sewage Treatment plant. I hope you will postpone taking any steps toward
acquisition of land for an additional third sewage treatment plant until after a comprehensive cost
benefit analysis has been done, including the environmental effects of different options. Water
quality and aquatic life is good in Wilderness Park at the present time, and much wildlife there
depends on a healthy Salt Creek. A sewage plant would surely destroy much of that life.
Thank you for your consideration,
Amber Mohr
Lincoln, NE 68510

"Dan Lutz"
<llmkbigdeal@earthlink.net>
06/06/2006 10:32 AM

To <plan@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>
bcc
Subject Sewage plant considerations

My name is Dan Lutz, resident of northeast Lincoln, contacting you as members of the Planning
Commission regarding your scheduled vote June 7 regarding the proposed Southwest
Wastewater Treatment Facility. If my information is correct, a comprehensive cost benefit
analysis has not been done regarding this proposed facility. It has been reported to me that the
current city Wastewater Facilities Plan does not include cost information associated with
building a Southwest Wastewater Facility, which would drain into Salt Creek. I strongly believe
that an itemized estimate of long-term costs associated with expanded Northeast and/or Theresa
Street facilities should be developed before any plans proceed to acquire land required for the
proposed Southwest wastewater treatment facility. Obviously, if not already done,
environmental effects of different options also need to be assessed. Thank you for your
consideration of these factors as you make the difficult choices associated with this complex
situation.

Metapattern@aol.com

To plan@ci.lincoln.ne.us

06/06/2006 12:04 PM

cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
bcc
Subject Sewage Plant By Wilderness Park

Dear Commissioners:
I don't remember anyone, during the Wilderness Park Subarea Plan process, indicating that it would be a good idea
to build a sewage plant on a site that would drain into Salt Creek in the Wilderness Park area. This is a
southeastern Nebraska treasure. What is the city thinking???? Why would the city, in the same year, put a
proposal to buy new park land on the ballot while scheming to send treated sewage through a precious public
forest? If this goes through, we should change the name of the city to "Backward, USA" because no truly forward
thinking city would do this.
That anyone would propose this is outrageous enough, but I understand there has not been a thorough cost benefit
analysis done to compare costs of expanding the current facilities versus building a new facility. There needs to be
a thorough reporting of different pipe routing options and an itemization of their costs.
No acquisition of land should be authorized until the above has been done and made public. And, surely it would
make more sense to keep the sewer plant discharge from moving through downtown Lincoln. No matter how safe
the new plant might be, there is always the possibility of raw sewage making it into Salt Creek. How lovely that
would be for the people and animals who depend on the Park and for the city of Lincoln as well.
Rebecca Williams
16150 Wittstruck Rd
Bennet, NE 68317

<jcopple@alltel.net>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

06/07/2006 01:06 PM

cc
bcc
Subject cost/benefit analysis

To the members of the City Council:
Please don't rush into buying land for a sewage treatment plant. A detailed
cost-benefit analysis should be undertaken first, as well as further study of
emerging trends in the industry, such as piping it to an enlarged Theresa St.
site. which can be expanded.
I don't believe it is like purchasing land for a future school or library.
Once this land is purchased, I believe the wheels will be set in motion to
move ahead with it, whether the most current industry best practices support
this option or not. I base this on having attended one of the public
information meetings.
I have talked to neighbors and users of the levee trail. All were horrified at
the thought of a treatment plant anywhere near the proposed site.
Requiring that sump pumps not be connected to the sewer system and encouraging
more water saving measures could take much pressure off the current system.
Thank you for conidering these issues.
Respectfully Submitted, Janine Copple

"Zemis Sedriks"
<zemiss@hotmail.com>

To council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
cc swinehart@alltel.net

06/05/2006 10:35 AM

bcc
Subject Change of zone #06012

Dear Council Members and Mayor Seng,

I am writing to ask you to please vote downchange of zone #06012. Our neighborhood
has worked hard to express just how much the proposed commercial encroachment will
negatively impact us. Our concerns are valid and should be given greater weight considering we
have to live here. Zoning impacts property values and those of us who actually live here care
about the future of our neighborhood. In addition, during the charrette a public staffer
th
th
recognized they do anticipate greater accidents on Hill St. between 9 and 10 . This is not the
recipe for keeping our neighborhood intact.
Make no mistake; no one cares more about this area than those of us who choose to live
here. We voted with our dollars when we bought our houses. The prima facie factor told us we
were moving into an existing neighborhood. Little did we know that houses were slowly being
bought up right next to us by people who have no intention of living here. On the contrary, they
plan to commercially encroach on our neighborhood despite the detriment this causes. It will be
seen in the form of greater accidents on Hill St. It will be seen with depreciated property values.
These unintended consequences will be very real for us. The question to consider is whether or
not those in the immediately impacted area will be able to sell their houses for as much as they
otherwise would be able to, unless of course they have to sell out to developers. We beg you to
not wait for the evidence to come in but to prevent this from occurring in the first place.
As far as tax revenues for the city are involved we appreciate seeing our city grow and
prosper. It is possible to be pro-neighborhood and pro-business at the same time. During the
charrette the issue was raised that representatives of B & J Partnership informed a local business
th
th
owner that they will not put a Starbucks on 15 and South Stif they are able to put one at 9 and
Van Dorn. We request that you vote this down so that B & J Partnership develops where it is
already a commercial area and the impact on property values will be negligible. We are an
existing neighborhood and the impact on us will be felt for a longtime to come. You have
competing duties to do the best thing for Lincolnin terms of maintaining our economic strength
while at the same time having a balanced land use policy. If you make it clear to B & J
partnership that this area is not suitable for development then they will have to consider their
other options. When they build elsewhere Lincolnwill still see the construction jobs and tax
revenue, while at the same time the wishes of the neighborhood will have been respected.
One city council member remarked whether we are simply against the businesses moving
in here. Our protest has nothing to do with any particular business; it is that this location is a
very poor choice for a business. To thrive here as a specialty shop a business will have to

overcome many difficulties such as the inaccessibility posed by the limited entryways. The
th
developers originally wanted traffic to enter in the middle of the block on 10 street. I believe it
was traffic engineering that recognized what a bad idea this was. This is why most of the
automobile access is directly on Hill St. For other failed specialty businesses nearby one need
only look a little north where Jimmy Aces and the oil change store used to be. These single use
shops don’t thrive in part due to the location. Consumers want convenience and the access to
this block is anything but. You may be doing B & J Partnership a favor if you vote this down as
there is a considerable possibility that it will end up as another empty lot, never to go back to
residential but instead be an eyesore for the neighborhood. During the charrette one woman
stated in no uncertain terms that by rezoning it for commercial use would be rewarding the
developers for allowing the properties to get run down in the first place.
The issue of congestion was also discussed during the charrette. When I asked about
th
th
congestion on 9 between Van Dorn and Hill Stthe presenter answered in regards to 10 and Van
Dorn. He suggested that the congestion on Van Dorn may be a wash as the turning lane will take
th
some of the traffic off 10 and Van Dorn. This was an answer to a different question and did not
speak to the current congestion in the other area.
Another suggestion to come out of the charrette was whether or not a roundabout was
considered for this area. It was not. This should be further looked into as roundabouts can have
a generally safer impact on traffic as it forces drivers to slow down and has a calming effect.
This is the type of effect this area needs as many drivers are still experiencing velocitization as
they enter this residential area coming in from Highway 2. Also the turning lane as it is
currently proposed may simply encourage speeders to gun it as they don’t have to slow down as
th
one normally does for a right angle turn. The 10 and Van Dorn corner is like a balloon where
we are pushing on one side only for the other side to push out. While at the same time
encouraging greater traffic with a commercial center is simply inflating the balloon further. The
neighborhood would like any change to our neighborhood be low impact in terms reducing
congestion, not encouraging more.
Because Lincoln is a primary class city it is exempt from following Nebraska statute
section 19-905 which provides property owners with extra protections against rezoning when
greater than 20% of the property owners within 300 feet object. As a home rule city Lincolnhas
the ability to strengthen property rights. Lincoln should follow the intent of the law and pay
greater deference to the people in the immediately impacted area as our wishes are very clear.
Please look at the addresses of all of the petition signatures and other letters to see that most
people in this area are opposed to the proposed development.
Our first petition request was to keep it residential and have the developers maintain their
properties. In the first public hearing they stated they do not envision keeping it residential.
Thus we then suggested green space which would potentially involve a land swap deal with
public lands. It is appropriate to ask the public at large if they support such a use and therefore it
is appropriate to gather their signatures as well. Voting this down and allowing commercial
development elsewhere would be in keeping with what a comprehensive plan is supposed to be
about: the public good, reducing congestion, the adequate provision of transportation and “to
protect property against blight and depreciation.” (NE statute 19-903). This development will

th

th

create a residential pocket between 8 and 9 that will likely wither over time and further carve
away at our existing neighborhood.
Again, please follow the principles which limit commercial encroachment. Please
encourage the good people at B& J Partnership to develop commercially in an area that is truly
suitable for commercial. Encourage them to maintain their houses and if not please enter into
some type of a land swap deal so that something that is low impact can be done with this area.

Sincerely,

Zemis Sedriks
th

2643 S. 10 St.
Lincoln, NE68502
(402)202-5289

"Donald Burt"
<dburt@clinewilliams.com>
06/04/2006 10:14 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject B & J Partnership * 9th-10th St Development

Dear Council Members
I write to support the application of B&J Partnership to develop the
area in the South 2700 blocks of 9th and 10th Streets. B&J is well know
in our City as a developer of quality, community-oriented projects, and
this proposed project would restore a blighted and unsightly area, as
well as enhancing the economic viability of this area of our City. I
heartily endorse this project and urge you to support it. Regards, Don
Burt
Donald F. Burt
For the Firm
Cline, Williams, Wright, Johnson and Oldfather, L.L.P.
1900 U.S. Bank Building
233 S. 13th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
(402) 474-6900
dburt@clinewilliams.com
This electronic message contains confidential information intended only
for the use of the addressee and includes legally privileged
information. If you are not the addressee or a properly empowered agent
of the addressee, the reading, disseminating, distributing or copying of
this electronic message is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this electronic message and are not the addressee or a properly
empowered agent of the addressee, please notify us immediately and
permanently delete the original message and any attachments and any
copies thereof, electronic or otherwise. Thank you.

"Larry Zink"
<zinklarry@gmail.com>
06/07/2006 09:20 AM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Sidewalks and the Proposed CIP

Mayor Seng and Members of the Lincoln City Council:
The Lincoln Neighborhood Alliance wishes to express our concern about the lack of funding for
sidewalks in the current Capitol Improvements Program. The LNA Plan for Action calls for the
city to improve the repair backlog from the current forty year schedule to a more reasonable ten
year schedule.

Sidewalks are a very important infrastructure and need for all of our neighborhoods - whether
children on their way to school or adults on their way to work, church, or shopping. Good
sidewalks increase safety and mobility. The Lincoln Neighborhood Alliance urges you to
increase the funding for this important community need.
Thank you for your consideration and support,
-Larry K. Zink
For the Board of the Lincoln Neighborhood Alliance
4926 Leighton Ave.
Lincoln, NE 68504
402-464-6937

AD D E N D U M
TO
D I R E C T O R S’ A G E N D A
MONDAY, JUNE 12, 2006
I.

MAYOR 1.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of June 10
through 16, 2006 -Schedule subject to change.

2.

Letter from Mayor Seng to Dr. E. Susan Gourley, Superintendent % Dennis Van
Horn, Lincoln Public Schools (LPS) - RE: Arnold Elementary Land Acquisition
Proposal.

II.

CITY CLERK - NONE

III.

CORRESPONDENCE
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B.

DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS -

PLANNING
1.

Material from Marvin Krout - RE: Annexation #05004 & Change of Zone
#05022, (Bill #06-93 & 06-94 - 1st Reading on June 12, 2006).

C.

MISCELLANEOUS - NONE
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