DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, APRIL 2, 2007
11:00 AM
COUNTY/CITY BUILDING
CONFERENCE ROOM 113
I.

MAYOR *1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor Presents 2006 Award of Excellence to Robert Mills
on March 19, 2007.
*2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Cable Advisory Board Sets Public Hearing for 03/27/07 at
7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, 555 South 10th Street.
*3. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Public Invited to Transit Open Houses on 03/28/07.
*4. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Open House Set on Road Improvements to N. W. 56th &
West Adams.
*5. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Mayor’s Youth Group to Host Mayoral Debate on
03/27/07 at the Lincoln Public Schools District Office, 5901 “O” Street.
*6. Washington Report, March 16, 2007.
7. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Schedule Week of March 24-30, 2007
(Council Members received copy on 03/26/07).
8. Report on Drinking Water Samples Tested for Total Coliform and E. Coli Bacteria
by the Colilert®Method of Analysis.
9. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Separation of Grass and Leaves Begins April 1, 2007.
10. Washington Report, March 23, 2007.

II.

DIRECTORS COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
1. Letter to Lincoln City Council - RE: Motorsports Task Force Findings and
Recommendations to be Presented at Commons Meeting, April 2, 2007.
FINANCE
*1. Investment Report for the Quarter Ending February 28, 2007.
*2. Monthly City Cash Report for February, 2007.
3. March Sales Tax Reports:
a) Actual Compared to Projected Sales Tax Collections;
b) Gross Sales Tax Collections (With Refunds Added Back In) 2001-2002 through
2006-2007;
c) Sales Tax Refunds 2001-2002 through 2006-2007; and
d) Net Sales Tax Collections 2001-2002 through 2006-2007.

FIRE
1. Memo from Interim Fire Chief Wright - RE: Pace Woods Donation for Diving
Communications Equipment.
2. Response Letter from Interim Fire Chief Wright to Mr. Pace Woods - RE: Donation
to Fund Underwater Communications Equipment.
HEALTH
*1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lincoln-Lancaster County Environmental Awards
Nominations Sought.
PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION .....
*1. Comprehensive Plan Conformance No. 07001 - Permanent Conservation Easement
South 105th & “A” Streets - Resolution No. PC-01042.
PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES
*1. ADVISORY - RE: Public Meeting - Northwest 56th & West Adams - Project
#701906.
*2. Memo on Policy for $750,000 Bond Money.
URBAN DEVELOPMENT
*1. Street and Alley Vacation No. 07001, 84th Street Right-of-Way South of Highway 2.

III.

CITY CLERK

IV.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE JONATHAN COOK
*1. Email from Karl Fredrickson, Public Works & Utilities, answering question on
residential street lighting, with link to web page.
*2. Letter from Charles Calcaterra - RE: Existing problems with Time Warner Cable.
3. Letter from Charles Calcaterra - RE: After communication with Time Warner Cable.
ANNETTE McROY
*1. Letter from Shelley Zaborowski - RE: Proposed motorsports complex location.
PATTE NEWMAN
1. E-Mail from Jane McDonald - RE: Calvert Recreation Center.
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V.

MISCELLANEOUS
*1. Email from Shannon McGovern - RE: Drag strip location.
*2. Email from Shannon McGovern - RE: Thoughts on Motorsports opportunities.
*3. Email from J. R. Brown - RE: Motorsports Task Force.
3a) Email from J. R. Brown providing link to Motorsports Task Force Survey
website.
*4. Letter from an anonymous writer - RE: 48th and Vine Streets.
5. Letter with newspaper article from Nancy Russell - RE: Dr. Johns store.
6. Email from Bruce Focken - RE: Time Warner problems.
7. Email & link to article from SW Mc - RE: Midwest Motorsports promoting
pledges and support for Nebraska Motorplex.
8. Email from Trent & Mona Welsh - RE: Continuing problems with Time Warner
Cable which are not user issues.
9. Email from Darryll Pederson - RE: Proposed actions on StarTran.
10. E-Mail from Richard Batten - RE: Time Warner Navigator software.
11. E-Mail from Dan Trausch - RE: Time Warner-The Cable Advisory Board.
12. E-Mail from Joel Ludwig - RE: City-County Common Meeting on Motorsports
Task Force Report.
13. Letter from Dolores Beckmann; Helen Ann Ubick; and Grace Mills - RE: The
proposed StarTran route and hour changes.

VI.

ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER FROM MARCH 26, 2007.

da040207/mmm/tjg
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Date: March 23, 2007
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule
Week of March 24 through 30, 2007
Schedule subject to change
Saturday, March 24
Girl Scout annual meeting and scholarship presentation - 9:45 a.m., Cornhusker Marriott Hotel, 333 S. 13th St.
Heartland Center for Leadership Training, remarks and certificate presentations - 11:45 a.m., Grace United
Methodist Church, 2640 “R” St.
Tuesday, March 27
KLIN call-in show - 8:10 a.m., Broadcast House, 4343 “O” St.
Ground breaking for Linh Quang Temple, remarks - 9:30 a.m., West Pleasant Hill Road and S.W. 33rd Street
Rotarian Salute to Business, remarks and Key to the City presentations - 11:30 a.m., Embassy Suites, 1040 “P” St.
Lincoln Chaplaincy Corps, remarks - 6 p.m., Ortner Center, Union College, 48th and Prescott streets
Wednesday, March 28
Jim Baird retirement ceremony -1:30 p.m., Cornhusker Place, 721 “K” St.
Rich Bailey retirement roast - 5:30 p.m., Country Club of Lincoln, 3200 S. 24th St.

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Solid Waste Operations, 2400 Theresa Street, Lincoln, NE 68521, 441-7043, fax 441-8735
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 27, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Gene Hanlon, Recycling Coordinator, 441-7043
Dan Kurtzer, President, Lincoln Solid Waste Management Association,
423-3708

SEPARATION OF GRASS AND LEAVES BEGINS APRIL 1
Beginning Monday, April 2, waste haulers will collect grass and leaves separately from household trash.
State law requires that residents separate grass and leaves from household trash from April 1 through
November 30 each year. Individuals can subscribe to a separate collection of grass and leaves that is
provided by local waste haulers. There is a separate fee for this collection service.
If individuals don’t wish to have their grass clippings and leaves collected separately by their hauler, they
have three options:
Haul grass and leaves to the 48th Street Transfer Station
Hire a lawn service
Mulch and compost grass clippings and leaves. The University of Nebraska Lancaster County
Extension Office will provide a series of backyard composting workshops in April and May.
This is the 14th year of the composting program in Lincoln. Since 1992, City officials estimate that
Lincoln has diverted more than 196,770 tons of grass and leaves and 69,400 tons of tree trimmings from
the landfill. To date, the composting program and annual wood-grinding operation has added almost 22.5
months to the life of the landfill. If the City stopped its composting and wood waste diversion program
today, the landfill would close in the year 2027 instead of the current projection of 2030.
Dan Kurtzer, President of the Lincoln Solid Waste Management Association, said people who subscribe to
the special collection of grass and leaves must separate the material after the last waste collection in
March. “Grass and leaves must be in approved containers,” Kurtzer said. “This includes paper lawn bags
that are available at area retailers, a 32-gallon waste container with a tight-fitting lid, or a 90-gallon
container provided by the waste hauler. People who use plastic trash bags for their yard waste will run the
risk of having the material left at the curb.”
-more-

Yard Waste Separation
March 27, 2007
Page Two
The City does not allow grass and leaves to be placed in plastic bags because they do not decompose and
cause litter problems at the City’s compost operation.
City Recycling Coordinator Gene Hanlon said that the City conducts inspections of loads coming to the
Bluff Road Landfill and composting site. If household trash is found mixed with grass and leaves, the City
can assess the haulers a $50 clean-up fee. Kurtzer said this cost may be passed on to the property owner
who mixed grass and leaves with the household trash.
Hanlon also said that with the start of spring, people can obtain wood chips and LinGro compost from the
City. To obtain more information on the City’s composting program or the availability of compost and
wood chips, contact the City of Lincoln Recycling Office at 441-8215 or see the City Web site at
lincoln.ne.gov (keyword: compost).
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BUDGET
House committee approves FY 2008 budget
blueprint. The House Budget Committee
approved its version of the FY 2008 budget
resolution this week, proposing $24 billion
more in domestic discretionary spending than
was proposed by the President.
The House resolution is similar to the
measure approved by the Senate Budget
Committee last week in that it would provide
for significant increases over the President’s
requests in areas such as veterans’ health
care, education, and the State Children’s
Health Insurance Program (SCHIP).
In
addition, it allows for at least inflation-level
increases in most domestic accounts.
The House budget resolution would also
provide for $631 million in FY 2008 for
highway funds through revenue aligned
budget authority (RABA). That amount that
was originally guaranteed under the 2005
SAFETEA-LU law but the President chose to
recommend its use for deficit reduction in FY
2008. The House resolution would also
restore $200 million in SAFETEA-LU
guaranteed funding for New Start rail
projects, and $100 million for “Small Starts”
at the Federal Transit Administration.
The annual budget resolution sets broadbased spending targets under which the
Appropriations Committees must operate
when crafting the FY 2008 budget. It does
not require Presidential approval.
The House is likely to take up the budget
resolution on the floor next week.
Meanwhile, the Senate is expected to approve
its version of the FY 2008 budget resolution
on the floor today. The version approved by
the Senate Budget Committee last week
proposed a $17 billion increase over the
White House proposal for domestic

discretionary programs.
Meanwhile, the House narrowly approved a
FY 2007 emergency supplemental
appropriations bill today. The $124 billion
measure would provide additional funds for
overseas military operations, base closure
activities, Gulf Coast relief efforts, and
agricultural assistance. The measure also
contains language that requires the
withdrawal of American troops in Iraq by
August 2008.
Passage of the bill was only assured after a
group of liberal Democrats wanting tougher
withdrawal language agreed to provide
enough votes to ensure its approval.
Ultimately, 14 Democrats voted against the
measure, with only two Republicans joining
in the 218-214 majority.
The Senate is expected to consider its version
of the FY 2007 supplemental spending bill
next week.
The Senate Appropriations
Committee approved a $122 billion measure
this week that also contains Iraq withdrawal
language.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS
FCC classifies wireless broadband as an
“information” service.
The Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) issued a
declaratory ruling this week that wireless
broadband services are information services
as opposed to telecommunications services),
thus freeing the industry from most state and
local regulation.
The ruling was expected, since the FCC has
classified both cable modem services and
DSL services as information services. A
2005 Supreme Court ruling affirmed the
FCC’s decision regarding cable modem
services.
As a result, state and local
governments are prohibited from collecting
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franchise fees from telecommunications
providers on revenues from that portion of
their services.
Meanwhile, local government
organizations continue to express their
concern with the December FCC
rulemaking that severely restricts state and
local government franchising authority.
Given that there is some doubt in Congress
that the FCC has the legal authority to
issue such a ruling, the organizations are
exploring legal challenges.

CENSUS
Local governments to play a key role as
preparations for 2010 count kick off. The
Census Bureau will soon ramp up its
efforts to prepare for the 2010 Census
when they formally invite local
governments to review and update the
address lists that will be used for the
decennial count.
Known as the Local Update of Census
Address (LUCA), the program was
authorized by the Census Address List
Improvement Act of 1994 (PL 103-430) in
response to local government complaints
that the Census Bureau did not accept local
input when creating address lists for the
decennial census. For the 2010 Census,
the Census Bureau appears to have
embraced LUCA as an important tool in
their efforts to conduct a successful count,
though only experience will tell if rank and
file Census employees share their
leadership’s enthusiasm for the program.
The Census Bureau mailed advance notice
letters about LUCA to the chief local
elected official of all cities and counties in
January and will mail formal invitation
letters and registration materials to the
chief local elected official of each city and
county in July.
Local governments
choosing to participate in LUCA will have
120 days to return an updated address list
and comments to the Census Bureau. The
Census Bureau will then spend a good part
of 2008 canvassing neighborhoods to
confirm and refine the LUCA updates.
During this same period, the Census
Bureau will also be updating its geographic
database, known as TIGER, to reflect
geographic boundaries that have occurred
since 2000.

Washington Report
In addition to participating in LUCA,
Census Bureau officials are urging local
officials to kick-off their own
preparations for the 2010 Census by
appointing a Complete Count Committee
and beginning to prepare local education
and outreach efforts.
More information on LUCA can be
found at:
www.census.gov/dmd/www/LUCA.htm.

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES
Department of Transportation
The Federal Transit Administration is
accepting applications for the Bus and
Bus Facilities Discretionary Program, in
which $438,184,372 is available in FY
2007.
This program provides public
transit agencies with funds for projects
to replace, rehabilitate, and purchase
buses, as well as purchase bus-related
equipment for bus facilities, projects,
and programs relating to bus facilities.
Also within this program, metropolitan
areas identified by FTA are eligible to
apply for these funds under the DOT
Congestion Initiative, which encourages
the combination of tolling, transit,
telecommuting, and technologies to
reduce congestion. There has been no
decision by FTA as to how much of the
$438 million will be awarded through
the Congestion Initiative. Applications
are due May 22, 2007. For more
information see:
http://www.fta.dot.gov/laws/leg_reg_fed
eral_register.html
Department of Transportation
The Federal Highway Administration
has announced modifications to the
Transportation, Community, and System
Preservation (TCSP) Program for FY
2007. FHWA has broadened the types of
projects it will fund and is now accepting
applications from large-scale projects
that provide safety and congestion
benefits under the TCSP program.
FHWA has also extended the application
deadline to April 30, 2007 and the
amount of funding available has
increased to $56 million. All projects
must meet the requirements published in
the Federal Register on March 22, pages
13552-13556. For more information see:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tcsp/gasolicitat
ion.html.

Department of Commerce
The Economic Development
Administration is accepting applications
in FY 2007 for the following programs
designed to promote economic growth in
communities and regions with high
unemployment and low per capita
income: Public Works and Economic
Development Investment Program
($158m); Planning Program ($27m);
Local Technical Assistance Program
($700,000); Economic Adjustment
Assistance Program ($44m).
Applications are accepted by EDA
Regional Offices on a rolling basis and
will be processed as received. For more
information see:
http://www.eda.gov/InvestmentsGrants/
FFON.xml
Department of Homeland Security
DHS has published guidance for the
Assistance to Firefighters Grants (AFG)
for FY 2007. This is not an
announcement, but a notification of
changes made in criteria and the
application process. AFG provides
funding for fire departments and
emergency medical services to assist the
public in health and safety issues and
increase the personnel in first response
to fires and fire-related hazards. For
more information see the Federal
Register on March 21, 2007, pages
13289-13296 (www.gpoaccess.gov).

Actual Compared to
Projected Sales Tax Collections
2006-07
PROJECTED
SEPTEMBER
$4,424,347
OCTOBER
$4,619,540
NOVEMBER
$4,619,540
DECEMBER
$4,321,330
JANUARY
$4,435,191
FEBRUARY
$5,628,031
MARCH
$4,115,294
APRIL
$3,909,258
MAY
$4,559,898
JUNE
$4,402,660
JULY
$4,446,036
AUGUST
$4,738,824
TOTAL

$54,219,949

2006-07
ACTUAL
$4,546,247
$4,545,825
$4,654,599
$4,270,321
$4,470,347
$5,666,534
$3,991,501

VARIANCE
FROM
PROJECTED
$121,900
($73,715)
$35,059
($51,009)
$35,156
$38,503
($123,793)

$32,145,374

($17,899)

$ CHANGE % CHANGE
FR. 05-06
FR. 05-06
($3,081)
-0.07%
$81,321
1.82%
$29,295
0.63%
($234,764)
-5.21%
$397,158
9.75%
($57,964)
-1.01%
($90,537)
-2.22%

$121,429

0.38%

Actual collections through March are within -0.06% of projected collections.

CITY OF LINCOLN
GROSS SALES TAX COLLECTIONS
(WITH REFUNDS ADDED BACK IN)
2001-2002 THROUGH 2006-2007

SEPTEMBER

ACTUAL
2001-2002
$3,844,150

ACTUAL
2002-2003
$4,239,938

ACTUAL
2003-2004
$4,453,875

ACTUAL
2004-2005
$4,648,160

% CHG.
FR. PRIOR
YEAR
4.36%

ACTUAL
2005-2006
$4,630,210

% CHG.
FR. PRIOR
YEAR
-0.39%

ACTUAL
2006-2007
$4,573,597

% CHG.
FR. PRIOR
YEAR
-1.22%

OCTOBER

$4,116,763

$4,464,191

$4,670,587

$4,706,690

0.77%

$4,823,369

2.48%

$4,712,519

-2.30%

NOVEMBER

$4,125,824

$4,407,744

$4,526,166

$4,687,792

3.57%

$4,799,275

2.38%

$4,658,480

-2.93%

DECEMBER

$3,855,906

$4,034,958

$4,314,111

$4,500,338

4.32%

$4,511,403

0.25%

$4,445,761

-1.46%

JANUARY

$4,140,990

$4,046,633

$4,335,924

$4,264,010

-1.66%

$4,342,902

1.85%

$4,554,634

4.88%

FEBRUARY

$4,982,568

$5,224,986

$5,531,405

$6,086,841

10.04%

$5,797,893

-4.75%

$5,993,653

3.38%

MARCH

$3,908,567

$4,076,943

$3,980,041

$4,158,874

4.49%

$4,247,908

2.14%

$4,125,074

-2.89%

APRIL

$3,641,403

$3,711,803

$3,889,388

$4,097,988

5.36%

$3,991,159

-2.61%

MAY

$3,949,873

$4,184,028

$4,602,788

$4,730,317

2.77%

$4,543,369

-3.95%

JUNE

$3,856,119

$4,169,550

$4,599,245

$4,557,735

-0.90%

$4,539,614

-0.40%

JULY

$4,033,350

$4,105,554

$4,391,257

$4,519,466

2.92%

$4,655,061

3.00%

AUGUST

$4,231,174

$4,402,156

$4,893,438

$4,803,665

-1.83%

$4,991,723

3.91%

TOTAL

$48,686,688

$51,068,484

$54,188,225

$55,761,877

2.90%
#DIV/0!

$55,873,886

0.20%
#DIV/0!

$33,063,718

-0.27%
#DIV/0!
Year to date vs.
previous year
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CITY OF LINCOLN
SALES TAX REFUNDS
2001-2002 THROUGH 2006-2007
ACTUAL
2001-2002

ACTUAL
2002-2003

ACTUAL
2003-2004

ACTUAL
2004-2005

% CHG.
FR. PRIOR
YEAR

ACTUAL
2005-2006

% CHG.
FR. PRIOR
YEAR

ACTUAL
2006-2007

% CHG.
FR. PRIOR
YEAR

SEPTEMBER

($646,545)

($48,531)

($69,997)

($135,858)

94.09%

($80,882)

-40.47%

($27,350)

-66.19%

OCTOBER

($379,290)

($64,605)

($110,193)

($165,219)

49.94%

($358,866)

117.21%

($166,695)

-53.55%

NOVEMBER

($132,336)

($134,088)

($219,454)

($101,531)

-53.73%

($173,972)

71.35%

($3,881)

-97.77%

DECEMBER

($240,014)

($177,459)

($390,445)

($325,510)

-16.63%

($6,319)

-98.06%

($175,440)

2676.56%

JANUARY

($74,082)

($306,467)

($59,315)

($220,967)

272.53%

($269,713)

22.06%

($84,287)

-68.75%

FEBRUARY

($509,277)

($61,404)

($323,218)

($394,324)

22.00%

($73,395)

-81.39%

($327,119)

345.70%

MARCH

($428,507)

($17,601)

($22,759)

($99,240)

336.05%

($165,869)

67.14%

($133,574)

-19.47%

APRIL

($333,878)

($281,861)

($199,018)

($69,900)

-64.88%

($196,682)

181.38%

($130,611)

-33.59%

MAY

($176,292)

($275,081)

($155,787)

($122,283)

-21.51%

($166,567)

36.21%

JUNE

($127,168)

($138,914)

($194,593)

($34,811)

-82.11%

($14,085)

-59.54%

JULY

($181,863)

($563,339)

($42,086)

($162,998)

287.30%

($39,492)

-75.77%

AUGUST

($63,949)

($341,868)

($531,884)

($148,028)

-72.17%

($57,700)

-61.02%

($2,318,751)

($1,980,668)

-14.58%

($1,603,541)

-19.04%

($1,048,956)

-20.88%

TOTAL

($3,293,201) ($2,411,218)

Year to date vs.
previous year
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CITY OF LINCOLN
NET SALES TAX COLLECTIONS
2001-2002 THROUGH 2006-2007

SEPTEMBER

ACTUAL
2001-2002
$3,197,606

ACTUAL
2002-2003
$4,191,407

ACTUAL
2003-2004
$4,383,878

ACTUAL
2004-2005
$4,512,303

% CHG.
FROM PR.
YEAR
2.93%

ACTUAL
2005-2006
$4,549,328

% CHG.
FROM PR.
YEAR
0.82%

ACTUAL
2006-2007
$4,546,247

% CHG.
FROM PR.
YEAR
-0.07%

OCTOBER

$3,737,474

$4,399,587

$4,560,394

$4,541,471

-0.41%

$4,464,503

-1.69%

$4,545,825

1.82%

NOVEMBER

$3,993,488

$4,273,655

$4,306,712

$4,586,261

6.49%

$4,625,303

0.85%

$4,654,599

0.63%

DECEMBER

$3,615,893

$3,857,499

$3,923,666

$4,174,828

6.40%

$4,505,085

7.91%

$4,270,321

-5.21%

JANUARY

$4,066,908

$3,740,166

$4,276,609

$4,043,044

-5.46%

$4,073,189

0.75%

$4,470,347

9.75%

FEBRUARY

$4,473,291

$5,163,582

$5,208,187

$5,692,517

9.30%

$5,724,498

0.56%

$5,666,534

-1.01%

MARCH

$3,480,060

$4,059,342

$3,957,283

$4,059,634

2.59%

$4,082,038

0.55%

$3,991,501

-2.22%

APRIL

$3,307,525

$3,429,942

$3,690,371

$4,028,088

9.15%

$3,794,477

-5.80%

MAY

$3,773,581

$3,908,947

$4,447,001

$4,608,034

3.62%

$4,376,803

-5.02%

JUNE

$3,728,951

$4,030,637

$4,404,651

$4,522,924

2.69%

$4,525,529

0.06%

JULY

$3,851,488

$3,542,215

$4,349,171

$4,356,468

0.17%

$4,615,569

5.95%

AUGUST

$4,167,224

$4,060,288

$4,361,554

$4,655,637

6.74%

$4,934,023

5.98%

TOTAL

$45,393,489

$48,657,267

$51,869,477

$53,781,209

3.69%

$54,270,346

0.91%

$32,145,373

0.38%
Year to date vs.
previous year
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Lincoln Fire & Rescue Memo
TO:

Mayor Seng

FROM:

Chief Wright, Interim Fire Chief

DATE:

March 26, 2007

SUBJECT:

Pace Woods Donation for Diving Communications Equipment

COPIES TO:

City Council, file

Last Monday, your office informed me that council members at the noon meeting asked
about a letter from Lincoln Fire & Rescue to Pace Woods asking for a contribution to
help pay for diving equipment. Council members expressed unhappiness about the
wording of the letter and Mark Bowen directed me to check into the history of the letter,
the accuracy of the letter, and if it went through the appropriate channels to be sent.
The letter sent to Mr. Woods was not accurate. I have reviewed the budgets of the last
two years and found that no formal budget requests were made for the equipment. The
description that the city “is unwilling or unable to spend the $5,500.00 necessary to
purchase this safety equipment” is therefore not accurate.
Firefighter Thavenet did receive permission from his supervisor to solicit a donation, but
the letter was not proofread by his supervisors as it should have been. I have written the
attached letter to Mr. Woods correcting Mr. Thavenet’s letter and offering to return the
donation if Mr. Woods requests. All parties involved have been cautioned, and this type
of action will not be repeated.
In the future, when an employee learns of a donation potential, the letter seeking a
donation will be signed by either the Fire Chief or an Assistant Chief. This will ensue
that the wording is accurate.
DW/sy
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March 26, 2007
,

Mr. Pace Woods
5706 Rolling Hills Blvd.
Lincoln, NE 68512
Dear Mr. Woods:
On behalf of Lincoln Fire & Rescue I want to personally thank you for your generous
donation to fund underwater communications equipment for our Dive Rescue Team. We all
know that our budgets are tight and our tax dollars are limited
I also want to apologize and correct some information that Mr. Thavanet wrote to you
requesting the donation. First, Firefighter Thavenet has a tremendous passion for his profession
as a firefighter and dive instructor, and for that I am grateful. Even though Mr Thavenet's
request for donated funds were well intended, he injected his personal opinions and incorrectly
wrote to you that the city was "unwilling or unable to spend the $5,500.00 necessary to purchase
this safety equipment". I agree that the underwater equipment will significantly increase our
divers safety. I have reviewed the formal budget requests from the last two years and find that
the funding for the under water communications equipment had not been requested by Deputy
Chief Pat Borer, who is the Chief officer responsible for our Dive program.
As with all formal requests for funding, Lincoln Fire & Rescue must prioritize our needs,
and I truly believe that all safety equipment should be seriously considered. Firefighter safety is
my highest priority when identifying items that should be considered for the budget.
Should you have a change of heart regarding your donation, I truly understand. If so, I
will gladly refund your donation. However, should you choose to allow us to utilize these funds
to assist in securing communication equipment for our divers, Lincoln Fire & Rescue and it's
members would be grateful.
Sincerely,
~\)J~
Danny D. Wright
Interim Fire Chief
DDW /sy
Chief/032207 A

"Patte Newman"
<newman2003@neb.rr.com>
03/24/2007 02:24 PM

To <tgrammer@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc
bcc
Subject Fw: Citizens For Quality Parks and Trails

History:

This message has been forwarded.

Tammy
If this did not go to each council member, please copy them all. Thanks.
Patte
----- Original Message ----From: "Jane McDonald" <janeparkermcd@hotmail.com>
To: <pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>
Sent: Saturday, March 24, 2007 1:40 PM
Subject: Citizens For Quality Parks and Trails
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
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Dear Patty Newman,
Hi, I am a recent graduate from UNL and substitute teacher for Lincoln
Public Schools and I wanted to contact you about the need for a heating
and cooling system for the Calvert Recreation Center. Being a substitute
teacher gives me the opportunity to visit many of Lincoln's elementary
schools and meet a diverse range of students. I love my job and would
like to see the children I work with to have a suitable place to go to
after school and during the summer. As you know, Nebraska's winter and
summer seasons can reach extremely low and high temperatures. I believe
it is critical for these children to have a safe and comfortable
environment that encourages positive behavior and development. Many of
these children do not have a safe or happy place to turn to after school
or during the summer, they should look forward to coming to the Rec
Center. I urge you to approve sufficient funding for Calvert Recreation
Center's heating and cooling system.
Thank you for your time,
Jane McDonald
_________________________________________________________________
Interest Rates near 39yr lows! $430,000 Mortgage for $1,399/mo - Calculate
new payment
http://www.lowermybills.com/lre/index.jsp?sourceid=lmb-9632-18466&moid=7581
-No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.5.446 / Virus Database: 268.18.17/731 - Release Date: 3/23/2007
3:27 PM

"Bruce Focken"
<bfocken@neb.rr.com>
03/27/2007 01:19 PM

To "councilman" <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject

I pay $1812.00 a year for cable service from Time Warner. All I ask is that for the 4 hours a day
I sit down and hit the on button to relax and enjoy the 18 channels of the 250 or so that they
offer is that the system works. That’s 232 channels they say I must pay for to receive the 18 that
I want. I’d like to see them offer a pay for the channels you want package.

I think during this time of experimentation to which we the PAYING customers are being used
as guinea pigs or lab rats for Times Warners benefit I have called, returned, or exchanged
equipment in or about 30 times, thought about calling another 30 times to which I was just so
frustrated going through their phones automated system and waiting, and waiting that I just
hung up.

Im no rocket scientist, but I’d think a company of size as Time Warner making millions could
have approached this matter much more professionally. Such as;
Notify customers all about the service area and ask if they would participate in the testing of
this new system integration by receiving and giving feedback to perfect the system before
blindsiding ALL PAYING CUSTOMERS with such a system to which they KNEW had flaws.
It’s time for Time Warner to stand up admit their mistake, pay the consequences, and give the
people who put food on the table and cash in their pockets restitution.
If I were late on payments or failed my contract to Time Warner, THEY WOULD GIVE ME
NO CHOICE BUT TO PAY A FEE OF RE-CONNECTION FEE, SERVICE FEE, DEPOSIT
FEE, THIS AND THAT FEE.
Lastly,
I’d like to see more packages for paying customers to fit our needs and eliminate unwanted,
unwatched channels.

Sincerely Bruce Focken

"SW Mc"
<midwestminichoppers @hotm
ail.com>
03/27/2007 01:51 PM

To carolserv@hotmail.com, mdekalb@lincoln.ne.gov,
commish@lancaster.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov,
customsncollision@huskeraccess.com,
cc
bcc
Subject Midwest Motorsports Pledges support

See article and info here.
http://www.autographday.homestead.com/SanfordArticle.html

"Trent & Mona Welsh"
<rwelsh@neb.rr.com>
03/27/2007 08:41 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
bcc
Subject Time Warner Cable

Council Members:
I know I should have sent this e-mail before the special hearing tonight but I guess it's better late
than never. I listened to Beth Scarborough say tonight, that she felt a lot of the issues were
basically user issues - customers not knowing how to use the new interface. Not only is she
passing the buck - but insulting her customers. Below is a list of some of the problems that we
have had since the upgrade to Navigator - please note, none of these are user issues:
DVR not recording series programs properly (not recording only new shows when instructed to do so, recording
repeats when set to only record new)
DVR not recording single shows set to record
TV and DVR box locking up, and automatically rebooting (this happened 3 times in one night)
while watching a movie, the TV and box froze up - with no response from either the TV or the cable box the only
option was unplugging the box - I had to do this FOUR times, each time rebooting was a 2 - 4 minute process
we had to replace our cable box after the upgrade (they did offer to have someone bring a box to us - but it was a 3
or 4 day wait)
an hour long show that was set to record stopped recording at 32 minutes (that show was "24" what a bummer!!)

I heard that Time Warner was responding to their customer complaints and issuing credits to
customers. I sent Time Warner an e-mail on this new system less than a week after it was
implemented. It detailed some of the interface issues that we saw immediately that we thought
were problems (the keyboard search is cumbersome, shows don't show as new or repeat, banner
is huge and stays up too long) and some of the problems we were having as I described above.
No one has EVER contacted me in response to this e-mail - nor have I received a credit. I have
called customer service probably 5 or 6 times since the upgrade - after a while it gets to be a
hassle and I also learned that more than likely they were going to tell me to do a soft reboot,
then a hard reboot and so on. Many times that I could have called I just went through these
steps to try to resolve the issue. If I would have called every time there was a problem - I would
have probably made at least 40 calls since Navigator has been implemented.
Beth Scarborough seemed glib, contrite and did not fully acknowledge of the fact that there IS a
problem and that this is not something that a customer who is paying good money should ever
expect much less put up with. I can tell you, if I would have not seen her speak tonight, or if
she would have been a bit more humble about this problem, I would not have written this
e-mail. I know there are options for TV service - but I guess sometimes it's kind of like voting picking the lesser of two evils. I think the only fair thing to do is to refund 1/2 of the Digipic

service cost to the customers that were affected by the upgrade and keep the service 1/2 price
until the problem is resolved. Money is a strong motivator.
Thank you for your time and your attention to this issue.
Ramona Welsh
5020 Bunker Hill Road
Lincoln, NE 68521

Darryll Pederson
<dpederson527@yahoo.com>
03/27/2007 04:00 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov
cc
bcc
Subject Star Tran

Lincoln City Council:
March 27th 2007
The proposed actions on Star Tran is a step away
from serving the citizens of Lincoln and making
Lincoln a progressive city. Of course people don’t
use the Lincoln city buses like they do in other
cities.
Compare the service in terms of timing and
routes between cities with well used buses and
Lincoln.
There is a bus that goes right past my house, but I
rarely use it because the first bus is way to early
and the second is way to late to get to work.
Additionally, I literally can run to work faster than
taking the bus. My workplace is the city campus of
UNL. This campus represents the biggest potential
users of the bus system in Lincoln, yet buses do not
go to the campus and with the new “routes” will be
further away yet.
The new routes are clearly designed to serve the
business community and not the citizens. There is no
end of complaining that the buses require subsidizing
when service to citizens is involved, but evidently it
is okay to subsidize routes that serve the business
community.
Most cities do not directly make money on their bus
routes. Where the payoff comes is less traffic
congestion, less road infrastructure, the ability to
move more people quickly, etc. Even the tourists in
San Francisco are offered the opportunity to buy 1,3,
& 7 day and monthly passes for the Muni system at far
less than the cost of service.
Is Lincoln a progressive city or a city serving
vested interests? Does it seem possible that Lincoln
could attract progressive businesses if the city
itself was a very liveable and forward thinking
community? The current practice of “buying
businesses” or serving the needs of “vested interests”
may represent a place where truly progressive
businesses avoid. It appears to me that the proposed
actions on Star Tran answer these questions.
Darryll Pederson- 527 Rockhurst Dr., Lincoln, NE 58510

______________________________________________________________________________
______

"Richard E. Batten"
<rick@batten.biz>
03/28/2007 03:31 PM

To <cic@lincoln.ne.gov>, <beth.scarborough@twcable.com>,
<john.matejovich@twcable.com>,
<mike.kennedy@twcable.com>,
cc
bcc
Subject Time Warner Navigator software

All concerned,

I currently subscribe to Time Warner Digital HDTV DVR service.
If TW thinks they have fixed the problems with their service they are seriously delusional.
As of today 3/28/07 these are some of the problems that still exist:

1. Time Warner programmers still have not fixed the fast forward/rewind function to intelligently stop where you
wanted the DVR to stop at. This is a function on which speed you were scanning at vs. eye to hand
coordination time. Now when you push play from fast forward it play from exactly where you pushed the
button instead of backing up 2 , 3, or even 5 seconds to where were when you pushed the button. So you spend
a lot of time forward and reversing to find the exact end of the commercials. This is something TIVO is very
proud of and so was Pioneer the people who wrote the previous software.
2. I still have to reboot every few days to receive my channel lineup. I select guide and move to 1 or 2 days in the
future and now programming has been updated
3. If I remain in the guide for more than a few seconds without programming available the DVR box crashes and
forces a reboot.
4. The interactive features do not work. I have tried to access programs about current models of automobiles, only
to have the box say that it is currently not working on my box. Time Warner scheduled an appointment to come
out and look at my box only to cancel 30” before they were supposed to be at my residence. I did not bother to
re-schedule.
5. You do not get enough program data from the guide. It looks like Microsoft Windows 3.0 all over again. My
daughter at WayneStateprograms better than this, and she is a psychology major.

The only reasons the number of complaints have decreased at Time Warner is that people are tired of the same
response, reboot and we’ll let tech know of you issues and force a download of the latest software. How many
versions of the latest software are there? One every time I call.

The only reason I keep Time Warner service is for Roadrunner and the DVR service. I can receive all HDTV
signals from my home antenna system, and as soon as I get all the bugs worked out of my multiple Home Theater
Personal Computers running Beyond TV software, I will give Time Warner cable the boot and run strictly
Roadrunner or move back a step to DSL.

Sincerely

Richard E. Batten

WebForm
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>
03/28/2007 10:02 PM

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

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

Dan
707 w. Burt
Lincoln, NE, 68521

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

261-4271
dtrausch@hotmail.com

Comment or Question:
What do exactly hope to accomplish with the cable advisor board? I don't
recall hearing a mission statement on behalf of the board. I would be
disappointed in the council if this was being used for a political football
just by happenstance right before elections.

"Joel Ludwig"
<jjl1963@alltel.net>
03/29/2007 12:09 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<commish@lancaster.ne.gov>
cc <mhunzeker@pierson-law.com>, <RogerYant@aol.com>,
<KSvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <russbayer@aol.com>
bcc
Subject City-County common meeting on Motor Sport Task Force
Report

Here are some notes that I would like to have people aware of for the City-County Common meeting to discuss the
Motor Sport Task Force Report. Many of these are observations and attempts to analyze and understand
motivations, and to clearly define the issue where only obstruction and confusion has been offered by opponents of
the Drag Strip project.

I believe Bob Workman put the cemetery restriction in the proposed ordinance just to block the track out on 77. It
is the only logical analysis. It serves no other purpose. The DanishCemeteryhas only about 3 burials per year.
Since most burials happen Monday through Friday during the day, the chance of interference is about 1 in 1000. I
would wager that there hasn’t been a burial on a Saturday in the last 5 years. Greg Sanford has already stated that
the races would stop during any funeral ceremony. It wouldn’t be a problem for the racers since they stop races for
other reasons such as when an ambulance would leave the event to handle an emergency. The same thing happens
at all the high school football games in the state. Stopping for a less than 1 in 1000 chance of a funeral ceremony
would not be a problem.

Eagle raceway has a cemetery right next to the track and has operated for nearly 4 decades without problem.

I’ve heard that Larry Hudkins told a person right after the task force presented to the county board that he really
wanted this track to happen and that he was working with Greg Sanford to put it out on West O streetbecause Hwy
77 just won’t work with the cemetery. Greg hasn’t spoken to Larry about this, and Greg still intends to put the track
on Hwy 77 because that is the best overall location, for the community and for the business. If it went down the
way I heard it, then Hudkins basically lied about it. I hope it was only a miss understanding. Why the push for
West O streetwhen any honest evaluation will judge it to be a less qualified location?

Bob Workman wrote a letter to Greg Sanford a couple years ago, expressing support for a track in LancasterCounty.
Why would he suddenly be against the same track? It is in his district. More of his constituents are for the track
than against it. Why not listen to them? They don’t have the leverage.

Jerry Minchow suddenly has plans made up to put 8 lots of 20 acres across from the track. He lives just down the
way from Workman. They are basically neighbors. Minchow owns a bunch of property up in that area, and the
story has been that he wants to develop housing on all of it. He has reportedly stated that the track will go in over
his dead body. I believe he was also bidding on the property that Greg Sanford purchased for the track. If the
recent housing development out east on O streetwas killed by the planning department, and Minchow’s

development on 77 gets approved, then something fishy really appears to be going on. We need
to preserve open plots for commercial development along Highway 77 for the future of the

community.

The sound issue must not be a real problem if they (Workman and Hudkins) are willing to go with West O street
over North Hwy 77. I believe they are acting to limit the growth of the city to the north and they know that any
development along the Highway will hasten the eventual growth of the city that direction.

I would really like to know the motivations of Mr. Workman and Mr. Hudkins. They have been all over the map on
the issue, with no logic in their motivation and no explanation for their positions.

Site Selection:

The methodology that was applied for the site selection was very poor, and I believe it was on purpose. Mike
Dekalb entered the process with an agenda to push a West O location, and his words and actions revealed that
purpose. The site map had absolutely no logical criteria for comparing locations. Dekalb merely tallied the number
of times each location was mentioned by the sub-committee members. If this is the professionalism, skill and ability
of Mike Dekalb, then he needs to be replaced by the new mayor. I believe it also reflects on his superior, Marvin
Krout. I don’t believe he is the guy plan anything related to the future of Lincoln. The city deserves better

planning from the professionals it employs.

Sound:

If the ordinance is enacted for the county with 65 db sound level limit, then forget ever having a race track in the
county. It is not feasible, and Workman knew it when he proposed it. It was disingenuous when he proposed it. He
should have had the guts to just come out and say he would kill it from the start and he would have saved a lot of
people a lot of time and money.

The track needs to be approved with no sound restrictions. Racers have contacted many drag strips around this part
of the country and have found none with sound level restrictions. All the drag strips in the region have NO sound
restrictions.

There is a sound contour chart that was part of some auxiliary information in the Task Force minutes. That chart is
a valid reference for potential sound impact. Dr. Cheenne’s information basically agrees with the chart. In fact his
information would predict nearly a 20 db lower sound level at 1 mile.

I am suspicious of the results from Scott Holmes of the Health department. I know that several employees in that

department are racers and support the track. He has made what I feel are errors in his presentation of the sound
information. Mostly related to his measurements of sound along Highway 77 and samples taken at Pacific Junction
drag strip. He took incomplete samples, failed to state his methods, and what were the traffic conditions at the time
of the samples. He made statements attributed to the presentation by Dr. Cheenne that were not part of the sound
presentation made by the Dr. Those statements miss-stated the theory presented or attributed factors in a way that
wasn’t presented.

The only compromise that I feel might work is to use the same 75 db level the city uses for commercial property,
but use the DNL method that the FAA and airports use to evaluate the sound level. DNL is a day-night level or a 24
hour average sound level. 75 DNL would be the best way to compromise on the sound level, if there were no way
to operate without restrictions. This is how to deal with the track in the future as the city grows.

For now: The track needs to go in with no restrictions. The normal operations for drag strips around the country are
without sound restrictions. There is no real need for them. The tracks operate without any real problems with
neighbors.

Any restriction by a sound ordinance will open the door for constant complaints by opponents. They will complain
without reason simply to stubbornly oppose this great opportunity. They will plan on calling every race day
whether they can hear the cars or not. You will probably get calls on nights where there is no racing going on. It
will only leave the door open for constant issues for any future elected officials. You don’t want that, and the
people of Lincolndon’t want that. The realistic choice is to approve the track without restrictions and move on with
the project.

Other notes:

Race tracks are typically in rural areas, but a rural location near a city helps bring business to both the city and the
track.

Plus, Greg owns his own fire truck and rescue unit and hires off duty EMT’s to staff the safety crew. The race track
in Cordova Illinoiseven went so far as to certify their emergency equipment as the local volunteer

fire department. It provided service that the local area didn’t have. Davey has no VFD, so
maybe this could be a future benefit that could be negotiated and benefit that area of the county.

I appears to the public that the county board, or at least part of it, doesn’t have the guts to vote up or down on the
drag strip. If they can push it into the city 3 mile zone, then they can avoid a decision and put it in the cities lap.
Greg won’t develop a track in the 3 mile zone. I don’t know of any other people willing either. It would kill the
opportunity.

Lincoln and Lancastercounty are facing the last chance to seize this opportunity.

These are just some of my thoughts and observations regarding the issue. I’ve tried to stay up to date on the issues
related to the motor sports task force, and hope that these issues can be considered in the discussions on the topic.
Lincolncan have a great future and this subject is only a small part of that. To the racers and fans it is a large part of
their lives and their futures. Thank you for your thorough consideration of the subject.

Joel Ludwig
th

219 4 Street
Garland, NE68360

AD D E N D U M
TO
D I R E C T O R S’ A G E N D A
MONDAY, APRIL 2, 2007
I.

MAYOR 1.

NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of March 31
through April 6, 2007 - Schedule subject to change.

2.

NEWS RELEASE - RE: New Pedestrian Buttons Installed At Downtown
Intersection.

II.

CITY CLERK - NONE

III.

CORRESPONDENCE
A.

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B.

DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - NONE

C.

MISCELLANEOUS -

1.

E-Mail from Will Thomas - RE: The proposed StarTran route and hour changes.

2.

E-Mail from Brad & Barbara Loos - RE: Opposed to Councilman Marvin’s
proposal to turn over anything regarding StarTran routes to the StarTran Advisory
Board.

3.

E-Mail from Jeff Schwebke; Karen Griffin Sieber; Karin Kotschwar; Terry
Schwimmer; Jeanette Fangmeyer; The Arnold Heights Neighborhood Association
- RE: Support for Change of Zone # 07008.

4.

E-Mail & Letter from Steve Bors - RE: Annexation #05015 and Change of Zone
#05068.

daadd040207/tjg

Date: March 30, 2007
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule
Week of March 31 through April 6, 2007
Schedule subject to change
Saturday, March 31
UNL “Big Event,” remarks - 5 p.m., Broyhill Fountain, near UNL Downtown Campus Union
(rain location - Union second floor, South Center Ballroom)
1st Choice Credit Union annual membership meeting - 6 p.m., Rococo Theatre, 140 North 13th Street
Monday, April 2
Joint LPS, County and City Common meeting - 7:30 a.m., Room 113, County-City Building, 555 South10th Street
City-County Common meeting - 8:30 a.m., Council Chambers, County-City Building, 555 South 10th Street
Tuesday, April 3
Parkinson Awareness Month, proclamation - 1:30 p.m., Mayor’s Conference Room, 555 South 10th Street
Thursday, April 5
Lazlo’s grand opening, remarks - 210 North 7th Street
Community Development Task Force reception, remarks, Key to the City and certificate presentations - 4:30 p.m.,
lobby outside the Mayor’s Office, 555 South 10th Street

PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
Engineering Services, 531 Westgate Blvd., Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7701, fax 441-8194
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 30, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Scott Opfer, Traffic Engineering, 441-7851

NEW PEDESTRIAN BUTTONS INSTALLED
AT DOWNTOWN INTERSECTION
As part of pedestrian safety improvements at the intersection of 11th and “O” streets, the City Public
Works and Utilities Department has installed specialized pedestrian push buttons to assist those with visual
impairments. An additional button has been installed on the northwest corner and existing buttons have
been replaced. The new buttons have three main features:
A low beeping tone will help pedestrians find the push button. The tone can be heard for about
25 to 30 feet.
A Braille sign indicates the name of the street the button allows them to cross.
The button has a raised arrow on its surface to reinforce the direction of travel, and it vibrates when
the “walk” light comes on.
For more information, contact Scott Opfer in the Public Works and Utilities Department at 441-7711.
- 30 -

WebForm
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>

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

03/30/2007 09:37 AM

bcc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

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

William G. Thomas, III
2819 Van Dorn Street
Lincoln, NE, 68502

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

402-421-0918
wgt@unl.edu

Comment or Question:
Dear Council Members,
I write to
family and
University
of Lincoln

urge you to proceed carefully with changes to the bus schedule. My
I moved to Lincoln 18 months ago. We were attracted here from the
of Virginia by a top offer from UNL and by the pleasant livability
for our family (we have 3 children).

One of the decisions we made immediately was to be a one-car family and the
key to that decision was the terrific reliability, service, and consistency of
the bus system for a city of this size. I ride the bus every day.
Lincoln appeared to us as a place that valued public transportation and
services in ways that set it apart from many similar communities. This was
powerfully attractive and told us a great deal about the values and priorities
of the community. We bought a house within easy walking distance of our
elementary school and within easy distance of the bus routes.
You should not underestimate these factors in a decision like ours to leave,
say, Charlottesville, Virginia, to come to Lincoln. It is my belief that
Lincoln's future economic growth as a "creative class" city to use Richard
Florida's language is on the line in the little but significant decisions that
you all make about things like bus transportation.
It appears from the proposed changes that the major routes down Sheridan could
be cancelled. I can certainly afford to buy another car, buy a parking
permit, and proceed to drive on city streets (and contribute to more traffic),
but I am sure that others are not so fortunate. I know many people along the
16 and 3 routes who are in the same position. I hope that in particular these
routes will not be cancelled.
You, of course, have a variety of considerations to balance--not least is the
budget. But I hope you will consider the big picture here of how such
services actually promote and sustain economic development in subtle but very
powerful (and quantifiable) ways.
Best,
Will Thomas

WebForm
<none@lincoln.ne.gov>

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

03/30/2007 11:34 AM

bcc
Subject InterLinc: Council Feedback

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

Brad & Barbara Loos
2742 Scott Ave.
Lincoln, NE 68506

Phone:
Fax:
Email:

486-3679

Comment or Question:
We are opposed to Councilman Marvin's proposal to turn over anything regarding
StarTran routes to the StarTran Advisory Board. Here's why:
1.

It is appointed, not elected.

2. According to the StarTran spokesman presenting at the March 28 Open House,
only 2 of the 7 members ride the bus; only 2 (perhaps the same people) of the
13 on the Advisory Committee ride the bus.
3. We can't find anything on the StarTran portion of the Lincoln site called
either Advisory Board or Advisory Committee, so don't know how to contact
anyone on those. (At least a majority on these entities should regularly ride
buses.)
4.

We don't know when, where, or how often that body meets.

5. We haven't found anything having to do with StarTran routes to be
"noncontroversial".
6. We frankly question Larry Worth's and Mike Weston's competence in managing
our transit system. It should be, first and foremost, a public service;
secondly, a business. (The contract with Corrections is a good idea. Have
either they or you considered similar partnerships with, for instance, public
and Parochial school systems, shopping centers, Dr.'s offices, etc."?)
7. When we try to get information from StarTran, it is like pulling teeth.
The current proposed route maps are difficult to figure out and information
regarding them is contradictory. (There are no text narratives listing
strreet names and describing turns on the routes, so people are left to guess
concerning exact locations.) Since the people there are not elected, we can't
vote them out.
8. The time frame for appeals that Councilwoman Eschliman raised is a valid
concern. (Even if you get 14 days of notice, we, the public, won't. And
since, to the best of our knowledge, you yourselves aren't regular bus riders,
you need direct input from us to make informed decisions.)
Please vote against this proposal.
Brad and Barbara Loos

AHNA
<arnoldheights@alltel.net>
03/30/2007 09:28 PM
Please respond to
arnoldheights@alltel.net

To Lincoln City Council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, Annette
McRoy <amcroy@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
cc
bcc
Subject Change of Zone No 07008 Support

The Arnold Heights Neighborhood Association has been made aware of and informed on
“Change of Zone No. 07008.” We have met with the applicant as well as having reviewed the
staff report.
It is with this knowledge in hand that we submit to you, our support for the application for
change of zone to provide additional commercial space in our immediate neighborhood. This
creative method to introduce additional commercial space along the primary transportation
th
corridor indicates that retail developers finally see potential in the NW 48 Stcorridor.
We are encouraged that the access point for this commercial center does not create additional
th
curb cuts to NW 48 Street. We can only hope that as site plans move forward the need for
sidewalks in this area are encouraged as well.
We are sorry we are unable to attend and testify in person, but hope that this letter will indicate
to you our excitement for the project.
The Arnold Heights Neighborhood Association and its officers would like to voice their support
for the proposed Change of Zone #07008.
Jeff Schwebke
Karen Griffin Sieber
Karin Kotschwar
Terry Schwimmer
JEanette Fangmeyer

Steve Bors
<SteveBors@neb.rr.com>
04/02/2007 07:10 AM

To <pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<jcook@lincoln.ne.gov>, <amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov>,
<reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov>, <ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov>,
cc <tgrammer@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mmmeyer@lincoln.ne.gov>
bcc
Subject Annexation #05015 and Change of Zone # 05068

I’m not sure if my schedule will permit me to attend today’s meeting of the City Council where
the annexation and change of zoning for the Woodlands at Yankee Hill development will be
discussed.
Attached you will find a letter that outlines my concerns about this development and why
changes should be considered before this project or annexation moves forward.
Thank you for taking the time to consider my concerns.

Steve Bors
6800 Rebel Drive
Lincoln, NE 68516
HOME: 402-420-7540
CELL: 402-560-8125
- CouncilLetter.doc

April 2, 2007

Dear Members of the Lincoln City Council:
I am a property owner that owns land and a home across from the proposed
Woodlands at Yankee Hill Development. I am opposed to parts of this proposed
development and I am opposed to the timing of this development. It is my
opinion that the zoning change to allow commercial development at this sight
should be denied and I believe the entire project should be postponed until
adequate infrastructure exists to support it.
When we purchased our home seven years ago, we researched the area and read
the Comprehensive Plan. I even paid a visit to the Planning Department and
talked to one of the staff members. We knew that someday there would be
homes across the street from us, but we had no idea that commercial
development would be allowed. It is time for the City Council to say “NO” to
projects that deviate from the Comprehensive Plan. There have been far too
many exceptions made to the Comprehensive Plan in order to accommodate
developers and land speculators. People make home purchase plans based on the
information found in the Comprehensive Plan. It’s time to stick to those plans. My
neighbors and I find ourselves in a situation very similar to the acreage owners
on south 66th Street off of Highway 2. Those homeowners and taxpayers bought
land and built their dream homes with the assurance that the property to the
east of them would someday be homes and not commercial space. Then a
wealthy developer requested a change in zoning and now these families, who
invested their hard earned money, have a view of Home Depot. The
Comprehensive Plan called for no commercial development between 56th Street
and 84th Street on Highway 2. This kind of preferential treatment toward
developers at the expense of individual property owners must stop now.
I have no doubt that the Woodlands at Yankee Hill development will move
forward at some point, but I am opposed to the commercial aspect of the
development and I have serious concerns whether the existing infrastructure is in
place to support such a large development. Some of my concerns are as follows:
• Why are lots smaller than the Comprehensive Plan calls for being allowed? Why
isn’t the reasoning for this waiver explained in the Staff Report? Is this just going
to be a fancy trailer park?

• Why is 600,000 square feet of commercial space being allowed, when the
Comprehensive Plan calls for neighborhood centers to be 50,000 to 250,000
square feet? Isn’t there enough commercial space to serve this area at 84th &
Hwy. 2, 70th & Hwy 2 and 56th & Highway 2? The commercial area developing at
84th & Hwy 2 and to the east is mammoth in size. Surely the Woodlands at
Yankee Hill would be adequately served by this area and the other nearby
commercial areas.
• Why is the Greenprint challenge in the Comprehensive Plan being ignored?
Wouldn’t the land in question be better suited for a park than the flat cornfield
that is currently Jensen Park? Why not sell and develop the cornfield that is
Jensen Park and use this more attractive land for parks?
• Has an environmental study been done in the area? It is rich in wildlife now
(turkey, deer, etc.). This wildlife will be destroyed by the development. Why not
sell the Jensen Park cornfield to a developer and use this more attractive land for
parks?
• Why is the Comprehensive Plan concept of “effective land use transitions” being
ignored? This development is bordered on two sides by acreages and the
development plan calls for commercial space and high density residential next to
the acreages? Where is the “transition” in this? What buffer areas exist in the
plan? The Planning Department claims that 70th Street is a “buffer”. Surely they
can’t be serious? Couldn’t more upscale lots be sold close to the adjoining
acreages, then gradually phase into other housing types?
• Why is the road issue being ignored? The Planning Department itself says, “The
development will be served by the adjacent arterial streets, which are not
improved to City standards.” And from page 6, paragraph 4 of the Planning Staff
Report “Generally, the required public infrastructure is not in place to serve this
development. Additional improvements are required in the surrounding arterial
streets to serve this development, improvements which are not currently funded
in the six-year CIP.” This section of 70th Street is already very busy and the
section near Pine Lake Road is dangerous because of the lack of turning lanes,
the hill just to the south of Pine Lake and the stoplight at Pine Lake. With the
increased traffic caused by this development it is just a mater of time before
someone dies on this stretch of road.
• It is also time to install infrastructure BEFORE development occurs, which is the
logical way to go. The city is full of examples where the necessary infrastructure
was installed well after area development. South 84th Street and Pine Lake Road
are two prime examples. A more recent example is the 1-mile stretch of Yankee
Hill Road between 40th and 56th that remains unpaved. ALL of these streets
should have been four laned before extensive commercial and residential
developments were installed along them.

• The nearest fire department is at 84th & South Streets. Is it prudent to have the
nearest fire station 5 miles from the commercial section of the development? Can
the city afford to have this area inadequately covered for even a year or two until
a closer firehouse is built?
• While probably legal, the manner in which “contiguous” annexation is being
achieved is sneaky at best and not in the best interests of ethical government. It
is this kind of maneuver that creates public skepticism of government.
• Why is the Lincoln Police Department’s concern about the waiver in block
length’s being ignored by the developers plan? Why isn’t the reasoning for this
waiver explained in the Staff Report?
• How will this area be served by law enforcement? Will LPD have to drive
through county jurisdiction to get to this area? Will additional county law
enforcement be provided for the adjoining acreage developments that will see
increased traffic because of this development? There is currently very little in the
way of traffic enforcement done in this area.
• Where will these kids go to school? The nearest elementary school is Cavett
and it is already so crowded that portable units are being used.
• Why are many elements of the current Comprehensive Plan being ignored? For
example, the Comprehensive Plan requires new development to be compatible
with character of neighborhood and adjacent uses (i.e., parking at rear, similar
setback, height and land use). The developer’s plan calls for a radical change in
the character of the neighborhood and does not even attempt a “gradual
transition”.
• The Comprehensive Plan also states that “similar housing types face each
other: single family faces single family, change to different use at rear of lot.”
You have a number of $300,000 acreages to the north and west and the
proposed development borders these properties with commercial space,
apartments, town homes and alternative residential use (group homes, assisted
living, etc.). How does this maintain the intent of the plan?
• The Comprehensive Plan says that “Expansion in existing centers should not
encroach, or expand to encroach, on existing neighborhoods, and commercial
areas must be screened from residential areas. Commercial development across
from existing acreages is definitely an “encroachment”. Why is this not being
addressed in the developer’s proposal? In addition, why is the developer being
allowed to wait until permit time to outline what screening will be build, planted
or constructed?

It is time to honor the commitments made in the Comprehensive Plan so that
citizens making future purchase decisions can be assured that their property
won’t someday overlook a Home Depot or Walmart. If the Comprehensive Plan is
going to be consistently ignored by the Planning Commission and City Council,
which seems to be the case now, then I would suggest throwing it away and
disbanding the Planning Commission and Planning Department all together. If the
developers get the final say on all future growth, then let’s at least save some tax
dollars by not wasting money on an expensive Comprehensive Plan, Planning
Department and Planning Commission.
Steve Bors
6800 Rebel Drive
Lincoln, NE 68516

420-7540 (home)
441-3131 (work)

