
STAFF MEETING MINUTES  
LANCASTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

COUNTY-CITY BUILDING
ROOM 113 - BILL LUXFORD STUDIO

THURSDAY, JUNE 30, 2016
8:30 A.M.

Commissioners Present: Roma Amundson, Chair
Todd Wiltgen, Vice Chair
Deb Schorr
Bill Avery

Commissioners Absent: Larry Hudkins

Others Present: Kerry Eagan, Chief Administrative Officer
Gwen Thorpe, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Dan Nolte, County Clerk
Cori Beattie, Deputy County Clerk
Ann Taylor, County Clerk’s Office

Advance public notice of the Board of Commissioners Staff Meeting was posted on the
County-City Building bulletin board and the Lancaster County, Nebraska, web site and
provided to the media on June 29, 2016.

The Chair noted the location of the Open Meetings Act and opened the meeting at 8:33
a.m.

AGENDA ITEM

 1 APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE JUNE 23, 2016 STAFF MEETING
MINUTES

MOTION: Wiltgen moved and Schorr seconded approval of the June 23, 2016 Staff
Meeting minutes.  Avery, Wiltgen, Schorr and Amundson voted yes.  
Hudkins was absent.  Motion carried 4-0. 

 2 ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA

A. Press Release Asking Citizens to Submit Photographs for Possible
Inclusion on the County’s Web Pages (Exhibit A)

MOTION: Wiltgen moved and Schorr seconded approval of the addition to the
agenda.  Wiltgen, Schorr, Avery and Amundson voted yes.  Hudkins was
absent.  Motion carried 4-0. 
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 3 ANNUAL EVALUATION OF KIM ETHERTON, COMMUNITY
CORRECTIONS DIRECTOR

Copies of the Human Services Director job description were disseminated (Exhibit B).

Kim Etherton, Community Corrections Director, responded to questions on an
evaluation questionnaire (Exhibit C) relating to goals, accomplishments, operations,
budget issues and succession planning.

There was consensus to schedule approval of the class description on the July 5, 2016
County Board of Commissioners Meeting.

 4 A) NEW OVERTIME REGULATIONS; AND B) CORRECTIONS
DIRECTOR SEARCH UPDATE - Doug McDaniel, Lincoln-Lancaster
County Human Resources Director

A) New Overtime Regulations

Doug McDaniel, Lincoln-Lancaster County Human Resources Director, said the U.S.
Department of Labor has issued its final rule updating overtime regulations.  The rule
focuses on updating the salary and compensation levels needed for executive,
administrative and professional workers to be exempt and sets the standard salary level
at $47,476 (there will also be an automatic threshold increase every three years). 
McDaniel said County departments have been notified of the change and will either
need to increase employees salaries or move employees to non-exempt status.  He said
the County currently has 11 employees that will be impacted by the change but said he
has not determined the financial impact yet.

B) Corrections Director Search Update

McDaniel disseminated copies of a recruitment brochure for the Director of Corrections
position (Exhibit D), noting the brochure is also available on Human Resources’
webpage: http://lincoln.ne.gov/city/person/county/Corrections.pdf.  He said he asked 
members of a focus group for their thoughts on the position.  NOTE: The focus group
was comprised of Sheli Schindler, Youth Services Center (YSC) Director; Kim Etherton,
Community Corrections Director; Terry Wagner, Lancaster County Sheriff; Todd
Duncan, Chief Deputy Sheriff; Judy Halstead, Lincoln-Lancaster County Health
Department (LLCHD) Director; Sandra Miller, Veterans Justice Outreach; Phil Tegler,
The Bridge Executive Director; Jeff Bliemeister, Chief of Police; Brian Jackson, Lincoln
Police Department (LPD); Brenda Fisher, Angie Koziol and Dennis Wagner, Corrections
Department; Corrections Lieutenants, with one exception; and Brett Wheeler and Dan
Goodman, Fraternal Order of Police (FOP), Lodge 32.  The position has been posted on
the County’s website, along with a supplemental questionnaire, and has been
advertised with the following: Corrections.com, DiscoverCorrections.com,

Page 2 BOC/STAFF/06/30/2016



CorrectionsOne.com, American Jail Association, and the American Correctional
Association.

Schorr inquired about the closing date.  McDaniel said it has been left open and will be
closed when Human Resources feels there are adequate candidates to select from.  He
said he will work with the Board to set up an interview composite team, adding he has
had requests from groups that want to be involved in the interviewing process.

 5 COUNTY SPECIAL PERMIT NO. 16021 FOR HILLSIDE EVENTS,
12400 WEST DENTON ROAD - David Cary, Director, Lincoln/Lancaster
County Planning Department; Steve Henrichsen, Development Review
Manager, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Department; Tom Cajka,
Planner II, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Department; David Derbin,
Deputy County Attorney; Mel Goddard, Chief Building Inspector, City of
Lincoln Building and Safety Department; Scott Holmes, Environmental
Public Health Division Manager, Lincoln-Lancaster County Health
Department (LLCHD)

Copies of a proposed amendment from Mark Hunzeker, attorney for Tyler and Melissa
Smith, owners of Hillside Events LLC, to the special permit conditions and a
memorandum from Steve Henrichsen, Development Review Manager, Lincoln/Lancaster
County Planning Department, regarding regulation compliance were disseminated
(Exhibits E & F).

Henrichsen discussed County Special Permit No. 16021, a request from Hillside Events,
12400 West Denton Road, for a Special Permit, per Article 13, Section 13.001(aa) of the
Lancaster County Zoning Regulations, for an expanded home occupation (see
http://lincoln.ne.gov/city/plan/dev/zoning/stratreg/zon13.pdf).  He said the applicants
received a plan from the Nebraska State Fire Marshal of changes they would have to
make to their facility to make it compliant with fire codes.  Henrichsen said since the
applicants have not made those changes and are not in compliance with the zoning
requirements, the Planning Department notified them in writing in April, 2015 they
should not hold any more events.  He said Tom Cajka, Planner II, Lincoln/Lancaster
County Planning Department, also emailed the applicants , following a discussion with
the County Attorney’s Office and the City Building and Safety Department, stating they
should cease operations.  Henrichsen noted there was discussion at the County Board’s
public hearing on June 28th about being in compliance and said he wants to make it
clear the applicants are not in compliance with the zoning or the building and fire code
items.  NOTE: The applicants have changed their wastewater treatment system.  He
pointed out the applicants have continued to hold events.

At the request of the Chair, Mel Goddard, Chief Building Inspector, City of Lincoln
Building and Safety Department, reviewed some of the Building and Safety Code
violations.  He noted the building (barn) where events are held was not built to
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standards for human occupancy and the applicants have contacted a structural
engineer and hired an architect to see what it would take to bring the building to code.

Wiltgen said it was his understanding that approval of the special permit would be
contingent upon compliance with the codes.  Amundson said she believes there are
significant issues that the Board needs to understand in order to make an informed
decision, including the trusses and footings.  David Derbin, Deputy County Attorney,
said one of the standard conditions would be that any building be subject to final
inspection by the Building and Safety Department.

Schorr asked whether the building would be required to have heating and/or air
conditioning.  Goddard said it would not. 

Amundson felt the sound component and restroom provisions should also be
addressed.  Goddard said the occupant load could be over 400, based on the square
footage, and said there are not sufficient restrooms to handle that number of people. 
He said the plumbing work was done without permits or inspections and a plumber who
has a camera will need to inspect the pipes to see if the work is up to code.

Schorr said the Board needs to define the parameters for the land use and said it will
be up to the applicants to look at their business model and determine whether it will be
feasible to “make a go of the business” within those restrictions.

Amundson said she believes it would be reckless to approve a special permit for a
building that does not meet safety and building standards.  Wiltgen disagreed, stating
its not reckless if the Board focuses on the zoning issues and makes any permit subject
to being compliant with Building and Safety and Fire Codes.

Wiltgen felt the intent had been to discuss restrictions for the land use, such as 
number of attendees, limiting alcohol to service by a catering service, closing time,
security, and frequency of events.  Schorr said she is concerned about the doors,
noting having them shut helps contains the noise but is not feasible without heating
and air conditioning.  Amundson said she believes the applicants need to be in
compliance before the Board needs to consider those items.

Gwen Thorpe, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer, inquired about enforcement.  Terry
Wagner, Lancaster County Sheriff, appeared and said the Lancaster Sheriff’s Office
(LSO) does not have authority to enforce codes violations.  He said they can document
the violations and forward that information to Building and Safety for enforcement
action.  Wagner added response to noise complaints is very subjective particularly if the
facility has a special event permit or special designated license (SDL).  Avery asked
what it takes to “shut down” an event.  Wagner said violence and weapons would
provide cause.  Amundson said there is a model that could be used by the owners that
involves an additional $1,500 deposit, explaining the deposit would not be refundable if
there was intoxication or improper behavior.
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Schorr asked whether it would be better to add social halls, with certain restrictions, to
the permitted uses under the County Zoning Regulations or to proceed with an
expanded home occupation and require each venue to come before the Board for a
unique set of restrictions.  Henrichsen noted there are 14 conditions under expanded
home occupations and said the applicants have asked that several be waived.  He said
expanded home occupation covers a variety of uses and additional conditions may be
necessary. 

Scott Holmes, Environmental Public Health Division Manager, Lincoln-Lancaster County
Health Department (LLCHD), said the County doesn’t have a noise code nor is it likely
the County would adopt one.  Cajka said he had inquired about the City’s noise code
and whether the noise level changed after a certain hour.  He said he was informed it
did after 10:00 p.m.  Holmes said special events typically request a variance from the
noise code.  He added the Lincoln Police Department (LPD) has similar enforcement
issues to those Sheriff Wagner described.  Holmes said the Board could set a noise limit
and said it likely won’t be exceeded at the property boundary.  He said the issue is that
neighbors aren’t accepting of noise disturbances.  Cajka said, since there isn’t a noise
ordinance, the Planning Department approached it by saying outdoor events must
conclude by 11:00 p.m.  He said the word “outdoor” could be struck so it would apply
to all events.  There is currently no condition that an indoor event must conclude by a
certain time.  

There was consensus to: 1) Delay a decision on County Special Permit No. 16021 and 
notify the applicant that the item will not be scheduled on the July 5, 2016 County
Board of Commissioners Meeting agenda; and 2) Schedule discussion of conditions on
the July County Board Staff Meeting agenda.

Henrichsen suggested Derek Zimmerman of the Baylor Evnen Law Firm, which
represents the applicants, who was present for the discussion notify the applicants.  He
said the Planning Department will notify the individuals who sent emails on this issue
that the matter will be continued.

 6 A) WINERIES; AND B) REVIEW AND UPDATE OF THE 1979
LANCASTER COUNTY ZONING RESOLUTION - David Cary, Director,
Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Department; Steve Henrichsen,
Development Review Manager, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning
Department; Tom Cajka, Planner II, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning
Department; David Derbin, Deputy County Attorney

A) Wineries

David Cary, Director, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Department, asked the Board’s
thoughts regarding farm wineries and any other items it would like to address in the
zoning code.
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Wiltgen noted the Board held a public hearing on a Class C liquor application from
Bluestem Tree Farm, 5895 West Sprague Road in Crete, Nebraska, at the June 14,
2016 County Board of Commissioners Meeting.  NOTE: The public hearing was
continued to the June 21, 2016 County Board of Commissioners Meeting.  He said the
Planning Department indicated at the public hearing that the applicant was not in
compliance with the zoning code and the County Attorney’s Office said there is
ambiguity in the code.  Wiltgen said the Board took action against that application
based on that advice and asked what clarification is needed in the zoning code.  Cary
pointed out there are other items in the zoning code that have similar ambiguity.

Tom Cajka, Planner II, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Department, disseminated
copies of the subsection related to farm wineries in Article 4, “AG” Agricultural District,
Section 4.005 Permitted Conditional Uses (Exhibit G).  He noted there is also a
definition of farm winery in Article 2, Definitions, Section 2.048: “Farm Winery shall
mean any enterprise which produces and sells wines produced from grapes, other fruit
or suitable agricultural products of which seventy-five (75) percent is grown in the State
of Nebraska.”  He said the definition is not clear on whether the wine must be produced
on-site, nor does the code address whether a minimum amount of wine must be
produced. 

David Derbin, Deputy County Attorney, said the applicant was arguably an enterprise
which was producing wine but they were sending the grapes they were producing off-
site.  He said the question arose whether they were required to produce wine on-site or
if their enterprise could include off-site production  Schorr suggested using a rolling
average, noting there may be circumstances in which on-site wine production would
not be possible.  

Derbin said the other issue that arose was related to the applicant stating during
testimony that they were not currently producing or selling wine, and hadn’t been for
some time, but would be willing to resume production and sales.  He said the definition
is written in the present tense so the applicant has a harder case to make that they are
currently a winery.  Derbin said the real ambiguity is with on-site production.

Wiltgen said it is common practice for wine growers to out-source production of their
wine to produce a better product.  He felt limiting production to on-site is
unreasonable.  Wiltgen also pointed out that zoning enforcement is by complaint and
said he is not aware of any complaints related to any of the wineries operating in
Lancaster County.   

Steve Henrichsen, Development Review Manager, Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning
Department, said there have been inquiries about BlueStem and one other winery,
questioning whether they meet the definition of a winery, i.e., they don’t grow many
grapes and are not actively selling wine and the majority of the business involves other
activities such as wedding receptions.  Cary added wineries receive certain rights under
the zoning, based on expected activity, and said it becomes an issue if something
different is occurring. 
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Cajka said the discussion on wineries has evolved from issues involving event centers,
noting a winery can hold wedding receptions and other events as accessory to their
business, and felt the definition of a winery needs further clarification.  He felt someone
who is growing grapes to have wine produced offsite for sale in a store would meet the
definition of agriculture, not a winery.  

Derbin explained the definition of winery was “cloned” from the statutory definition of
farm winery, which is in the Liquor Control Act.  He said the Liquor Control Act also
states that once you become licensed as a farm winery, you are allowed to sell wine
you have produced on site.  He said that language was not included in the zoning code
so it is difficult to enforce.

Schorr said suggested it may be appropriate to include a provision in the zoning code
for “social halls” for venues that want to hold events but not produce wine. 

Wiltgen asked whether existing wineries would be “grandfathered” if it they don’t meet
the definition of winery after further clarification.  Cary said it would be depend on
whether they were operating under the expectation of the existing rules. 

Cary felt a survey of the wineries in the County would be useful to get the background
information necessary to make a decision on what the threshold should be.  Avery said
the Board has been hesitant to do so because it could be misconstrued by the winery
as the beginning of an audit.  Cary said it would have to be made clear that the intent
is to find out what activities are happening.  Wiltgen felt it would lead to additional
restrictions.   

B) Review and Update of the 1979 Lancaster County Zoning Resolution 

The Chair said the Board has discussed initiating a review of the Lancaster County
Zoning Resolution.

Cary said the Planning Department has identified items it believes need better definition
or clarification and feels the overall organization of the code could be changed to make
it easier to read.  He said a complete rewrite of the code would be a different matter.

Wiltgen suggested starting with wineries and social halls.

Amundson said she believes the Board needs to begin to look at the entire code which
would be a lengthy process.

MOTION: Schorr moved and Avery seconded to ask the Planning Department to
have a conversation with each of the Lancaster County wineries about
their operations.  

Wiltgen stressed the wineries have the right to not provide any information.
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ROLL CALL:  Schorr, Avery, Wiltgen and Amundson voted yes.  Hudkins was absent. 
Motion carried 4-0.

The Planning Department was asked to provide an update in two weeks.

 7 LABOR NEGOTIATIONS - Doug McDaniel, Lincoln-Lancaster County
Human Resources Director, Nicole Gross and Amy Sadler, Compensation
Technicians, Lincoln-Lancaster County Human Resources; Kristy Bauer,
Deputy County Attorney

MOTION: Schorr moved and Avery seconded to enter Executive Session at 10:25
a.m. for the purpose of protecting the public interest with regards to labor
negotiations.  Avery, Wiltgen, Schorr and Amundson voted yes.  Hudkins
was absent.

The Chair restated the reason for the Board entering Executive Session.

Schorr exited the meeting.

MOTION: Wiltgen moved and Avery seconded to exit Executive Session at 10:57
a.m.  Avery, Wiltgen and Amundson voted yes.  Schorr and Hudkins were
absent.  Motion carried 3-0.

 8 BUDGET UPDATE - Dennis Meyer, Budget and Fiscal Officer
A)  Juvenile Drug Court

Lori Griggs, Chief Probation Officer, Juvenile Probation, appeared and noted $44,000
was budgeted for contracts with State Probation Administration for electronic
monitoring ($11,000), Independence Center for administrative costs ($8,000), and
Cedars Youth Services for a part-time tracker ($25,000).  She said those costs have
remained the same for the past seven years.  

Schorr returned to the meeting at 10:59 a.m.

Griggs said Juvenile Court Judge Toni Thorson, who presides over the Juvenile Drug
Court, wants the County to continue to fund those services.  She said there is not
consensus by the team that makes decisions on incentives and sanctions, which
includes the County Attorney, Public Defender, Juvenile Probation and Judge Thorson,
on how to move forward if the funding were to change so the Board is asked to
continue the contracts for six months.  Griggs said that will provide time to arrange
technical assistance and enhanced training and for additional discussion of funding and
how the team model would continue if the Juvenile Drug Court moved to Juvenile
Probation.
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Schorr felt three months would be more reasonable for the transition.  Griggs said
some providers do not like to enter into short-term contracts.

Avery exited the meeting at 11:03 a.m.

Amundson inquired about termination provisions.  David Derbin, Deputy County
Attorney, appeared and said he would have to review the interlocal agreement to see if
there is a termination for convenience clause.  

MOTION: Schorr moved and Wiltgen seconded to proceed with a three month
transition of the Juvenile Drug Court.  Schorr and Wiltgen voted yes. 
Amundson voted no.  Avery and Hudkins were absent.  Motion carried 2-
1.

NOTE: Also present for the discussion was Wendy Barrera-Andazola, Juvenile Drug
Court Coordinator.

E) Juvenile Diversion Consolidation

It was noted consolidation of the Juvenile Court functions under the County Attorney’s
Office was discussed at the June 27, 2016 City-County Common Meeting.

Juvenile Court Judge Reggie Ryder appeared and discussed the proposed merger of the 
City Attorney’s and County Attorney’s juvenile divisions.  He said both offices do an
excellent but the Juvenile Court Judges believe it would be more efficient to have one
office.  Judge Ryder said there are certain petitions and cases the City Attorney’s Office
cannot file in Juvenile Court so it would be better to merge the divisions under the
County Attorney’s Office.  He noted there are also statutory changes dealing with court
appointed counsel and said there are potential advantages to having one office in terms
of filings.

Avery returned to the meeting at 11:09 a.m.

Wiltgen noted there have been questions about whether a merger is in the best interest
of the juvenile and their family.  Judge Ryder said it can be confusing for families if
there are filings by both offices.

Avery asked Judge Ryder whether he has discussed this issue with the City.  Judge
Ryder said he has not.

MOTION: Schorr moved and Avery seconded to send a letter to the Mayor and City
Council outlining the points that were made by the County Attorney at the
June 27, 2016 City-County Common Meeting, showing the support of the
County Board and the Juvenile Court Judges, and requesting that the City
fund a portion of the merger costs.  
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Discussion took place regarding the funding amount.  Schorr suggested $45,000, noting
that is the amount the City paid Cedars Youth Services, up until this year, for juvenile
diversion services that are now being provided at the County level.  NOTE: The County
has received $145,000 in unallocated Community Aid funds from the Nebraska Crime
Commission that it has used to perform those services.  She pointed out  that won’t
cover the costs of a new attorney and paralegal, which the County Attorney has
estimated at $150,000.  Wiltgen thought funding should be proportionate (the City’s
portion would be $36,000 and the County’s $114,000).

FRIENDLY AMENDMENT: Wiltgen offered a friendly amendment to request the City
pay $36,000 annually towards an attorney, with a cost-of-living adjustment, with a
response by July 15, 2016.

The maker of the motion and the seconded accepted the friendly amendment.

ROLL CALL ON THE MOTION AS AMENDED:  Avery, Wiltgen, Schorr and Amundson
voted yes.  Hudkins was absent.  Motion carried 4-0. 

NOTE: Also present for the discussion were Theresa Emmert, Juvenile Court
Administrator, and Sara Hoyle, Human Services Director.

Wiltgen exited the meeting at 11:22 a.m.

B) Pre-Sentence Investigation (PSI) Contract

NOTE: The County entered into an interlocal agreement with the State of Nebraska
Probation Administration in 2008 for two probation officers to provide additional pre-
sentence investigation (PSI) report services for District Court in an effort to decrease
the time needed to complete PSI’s for inmates housed by Corrections. 

Jeff Curry, Chief Probation Officer, Adult Probation, appeared and disseminated the
following documents: District Court-Pre-Sentence Reports, In Custody/Not in Custody
Statistics 2015/2016, Fiscal Year Savings and Lancaster County Probation, Custodial
Sanctions (Exhibits H & I).  He also discussed custodial sanctions and how they affect
jail population numbers (before a felony offense can be revoked the individual must
serve 90 days in the county jail).  NOTE: The only exception is a new law violation.  In
that situation probation can be revoked instantly.  Curry said they try to use sanctions
that don’t involve jail time whenever possible.

Meyer noted $63,000 was built into the budget for the PSI contract and said it has
historically come in a little less.
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Brad Johnson, Interim Corrections Director, appeared and said Probation has been
averaging 45 days to complete a PSI once an individual is convicted.  Curry said
Probation calculates the days from the time the individual is convicted and said they
have been averaging 40 days from the time of the original sentencing date.  Sometimes
continuances occur that are out of Probation’s control, such as a mental health
evaluation, and those are not reflected in Probation’s data.  He added the goal has
been 30 days.  Johnson said Douglas County is running between 60 to 90 days and said
he believes the number of days will increase to at least 60 in Lancaster County if the
Board doesn’t continue the program.  He said the County can’t afford that with the
current jail population numbers. 

There was consensus to continue the contract and evaluate it on an annual basis.

NOTE: Also present for the discussion was Lieutenant Rick Gray, Corrections.

D) Drug Screening Technician for Community Corrections

Kim Etherton, Community Corrections Director, appeared and said there has been an
increase in the diversion numbers over the past year and said Community Corrections
does not have the staff to provide evening drug testing for females.  She requested
authorization to hire a part-time drug screening technician at a cost of less than
$18,000 a year.  Etherton said fees collected from diversion participants cover the cost
of the program and felt the cost could be absorbed by the budget.

MOTION: Schorr moved and Avery seconded to authorize Kim Etherton, Community
Corrections Director, to hire a part-time drug technician, as outlined. 
Schorr, Avery and Amundson voted yes.  Wiltgen and Hudkins were
absent.  Motion carried 3-0. 

C) Out-of-State Travel

Meyer noted requests from Brent Meyer, Weed Control Superintendent, and Brian
Pillard, Records & Information Manager, for out-of-state travel to conferences.

Amundson said she believes out-of-state travel should be allowed.  She said it improves
the professionalism of staff and felt the training and education was a benefit to the
County. 

Schorr noted B. Meyer attended a conference in British Columbia last year and said she
doesn’t believe one department should be allowed to attend an out-of-state conference
every single year.  She felt it would be unfair to allow out-of-state travel at this point,
suggesting other departments might have included it in their budgets if they knew it
would be allowed.
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MOTION: Schorr moved to pull the request from Brent Meyer, Weed Control
Superintendent, for out-of-state travel from the budget.

The motion died for the lack of a second.

There was general consensus to hold the out-of-state travel requests.

D) Drug Screening Technician for Community Corrections
E) Juvenile Diversion Consolidation

Items D and E were moved forward on the agenda.

OTHER BUDGET DISCUSSION

Avery said he would like to revisit the list of departments that submitted requests with
increases over 3.3%.

Thorpe said the County Attorney’s Office has advised her that Mental Health Crisis
Center staff should not be transporting clients because that is not in their job
description (see June 23, 2016 Staff Meeting minutes).  She said the Crisis Center can
utilize Midwest Medical or taxis, when necessary.  Schorr suggested that the Crisis
Center’s two vehicles be reallocated to Community Corrections.

 9 ACTION ITEMS

There were no action items.

10 CONSENT ITEMS

There were no consent items.

11 ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER REPORT

A. United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Agreement for
Wildlife Management

Eagan said the County’s contract with the USDA’s Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service Wildlife Services Program (APHIS-WS) for response to calls seeking
assistance with wildlife problems in the County stipulated the County would reimburse
APHIS-WS for the expenses incurred, not to exceed $7,500.00.  He said APHIS-WS
actually incurred $4,157.17 in expenses in assisting six property owners. 
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MOTION: Schorr moved and Avery seconded to schedule the agreement with the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) for wildlife management
on the July 5, 2016 County Board of Commissioners Meeting agenda for
approval.  Schorr, Avery and Amundson voted yes.  Wiltgen and Hudkins
were absent.  Motion carried 3-0.

B. Identity Theft Presentation by Ryan Sothan, Nebraska Attorney
General’s Office, to Employees

There was consensus to offer the identity theft presentation to employees in two “bring
your own lunch” sessions.  Notification will be through an Enterprise email.

C. Deputy Chief Administrative Officer Position

Copies of the class description were disseminated (Exhibit J).

D. Pension Plan Investment Review (September 15, 2016)

Informational only.

ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA

A. Press Release Asking Citizens to Submit Photographs for Possible
Inclusion on the County’s Web Pages (Exhibit A)

There was no objection to the press release.

12 PENDING

There were no pending items.

13 DISCUSSION OF BOARD MEMBER MEETINGS

A. Lincoln Independent Business Association (LIBA) Breakfast- Avery

Avery said discussion focused on Southeast Community College’s (SCC’s) bond issue,
the County budget process, Railroad Transportation Safety District (RTSD) and the
South Beltway project.

B. Meeting with Planning Department - Amundson, Wiltgen

Amundson reported discussion of farm wineries, expanded home occupation, and the
proposal to review and update the County Zoning Resolution. 

Page 13 BOC/STAFF/06/30/2016



C. Visitors Promotion Committee (VPC) - Schorr

Schorr said the VPC voted to recommend approving a request for lodging tax revenue
to support a $15,000,000 expansion of the Lincoln Children’s Zoo ($300,000 a year for
seven years beginning in 2018). The VPC also recommends approving a request for
$3,000,000 over a five year period ($250,000 for each of the first two years and more
than $830,000 for each of the next two years) to the Lancaster Event Center (LEC) to
support its bid to host the National High School Rodeo Finals (NHSRF).  The award to
LEC would be contingent upon a successful bid.

Schorr also suggested the Board recognize Julie Lattimer who has completed her term
on the VPC, and served as the Chair, at a County Board of Commissioners Meeting.

14 EMERGENCY ITEMS AND OTHER BUSINESS

There were no emergency items or other business.

15 ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Schorr moved and Avery seconded to adjourn the meeting at 12:15 p.m. 
Avery, Schorr and Amundson voted yes.  Hudkins and Wiltgen were
absent.  Motion carried 3-0.

_________________
Dan Nolte
Lancaster County Clerk
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