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THE M NUTES OF THE REGULAR CI TY COUNCI L MEETI NG HELD
MONDAY, MARCH 26, 2001 AT 5:30 P. M

The Meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m Present: Counci
Chai rperson Shoecraft; Council Menbers: Canp, Cook, Fortenberry,
Johnson, MRoy, Seng; Joan Ross, City Clerk; Mnmbers Absent: None.
The Council stood for a nmonent of silent neditation

READI NG OF THE M NUTES

Havi ng been appointed to read the nminutes of the Gty Counci
proceedi ngs of Mar. 19, 2001, reported having done so, found sane
correct.

Seconded by Cook & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None; ABSENT: None.

PUBLI C HEARI NG

TO SHOW APPRECI ATI ON FOR SUPPORT OF HOMESTEAD NATI ONAL MONUMENT OF AMERI CA &

HOVESTEAD EXPRESSWAY PORTION OF HW 77 - Lorene Reidelso: I'm the
President of Friends of Homestead in Beatrice, Nebraska and we're here
toni ght to say thank you to you for help and support over a period of tine
particularly | ast years assistance with the Honest ead Expressway and we're
very pl eased when we see that nane and we're thrilled that it does connect
our two comunities in the way that it does and we see this as a begi nni ng
point of the kind of support that it's going to take, for not just
Beatrice, but all of southeast Nebraska and certainly the conmunity that
we realize is the nost growing and the one that has the npbst significant
popul ation in our area, Lincoln. So, we do really appreciate all the help
and support you've been to us to date. Last year we were fortunate in
havi ng Congressman Regulia cone and visit Honestead National Monunment
thanks to the invitation of Congressman Beureuter. And, for that event a
speci al series of five posters were created. Afterwards those were made
into the poster conbination you're seeing right now There's five
i ndi vidual posters that are there together and M. Scully who's handi ng
those out was the corporate underwiter, the volunteer who nade this al
possible for us. This year we are presenting themto people who hel ped
nmake that Honmestead Expressway. Before you put these away | have to tell
you he's going to ask you for a photo-op so you mght as well just hold on
to thema mnute. As a thank you, these are not for sale so when you get
them you're not going to be able to go buy them sonmewhere el se. The
Nebraska State Historical Society was kind enough to allow us to use the
phot ographs and so we are not able to sell them but we are able to donate
themto people who are part, and a very positive part, of the process as
you were. | do want to point out, we've started handi ng those out earlier
and it was African American H story Month when we began and you'll notice
we do have sone honesteaders who were people who noved here from the
south. You'll also notice this is Wnen's History Month and you'll see
the Christman sisters, series of sisters who all went out and honest eaded
together. So, it gives sone idea of the variety of people that were able
to homestead. |If you were a citizen or you had the intent of beconing a
citizen you were able to honmestead this land. And of course, for many
people that was truly the start of the Anerican dream of having |and of
your very own. O course, the corollary is when it becane soneone new,
their home, soneone else left and so we al so have the story and are nore
aware all the time of this story of the people who were forced to | eave
the I and so that there was an opportunity for others. And that's, all of
that is part of honesteading and part of the story. And, so | do want to
say thank you again, we hope that you will enjoy these. W hope that you
will put themup in a proninent place and help us tell the story. Do you
want to take the picture?

Bill Scully: | thought 1'd just nention that, | thought | would
just nention, I'mBill Scully fromBeatrice, Nebraska, and |I'ma Friend
as well, and a |l ot of people don't realize this, but there was 270 nillion

acres in Anerica that was honesteaded and in fact as the econom c basis
for the reason you're probably here today. And, the first honestead was
in Beatrice, Nebraska and the |last one was actually in Al aska on the 5th
of May, 1988. So, that's the bracket that we dealt with and dealt with
all sorts of, there were several different types of issues that went on

There was the, it caused the industrial revolution. It was very negative
of Native Americans. Big, big inpact on agriculture, so | thought, but
with that I'd like to take a picture of all of you hol ding up your posters
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and we'll get out of your way and thank you very much.
Ms. Reidelso: | will also nmention this, you were bragging Bill, so
I will brag on your behalf that this poster did win an Addie. It was a

silver award wi nner, so when you have that you have a truly award w nning
poster. Thanks agai n.

Jeff Fortenberry, Council Menber: M am we really appreciate all
you've done. You guys have been just extra special nice to us for our
very small part in all of this and thanks for com ng down & giving us
t hi s.

Ms. Reidelso: Your welconme. Conme and visit anytine, and you know
t he way.

M. Fortenberry: Very well nmarked. Thank you.

M. Shoecraft: Thank you again, appreciate it.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

APPLI CATION OF GJR L.L.C. DBA “RANDY'S CRILL & CHILL" FOR A CLASS “C’ LIQUOR
LI CENSE AT 4947 HOLDRECGE STREET;

MANAGER APPL| CATI ON OF RANDY A. WLSON, JR FOR GJR L.L.C. DBA “RANDY’ S GRI LL
& CHI LL” AT 4947 HOLDREGE STREET - Randy W/ son, 1630 Prairie Lane, took
oath, cane forward to answer questi ons:

Col een Seng, Council Menber: | saw on your nmrquee today that
you' re going to have your opening soon right? Have you got a date?
Wlson: W hope for a couple of weeks.
Seng: About two weeks?
W son: Yeah.
Seng: Gk, | ooking good.
This matter was taken under advi sement.

5555

APPLI CATI ON OF EXPO I NC. DBA “I GUANA' S PUB & GRILL” TO DELETE AN AREA MEASURI NG
APPROXI MATELY 140" X 23' TO THE EAST OF THE LI CENSED PREM SES AT 1430 O
STREET - Becky Snmith, 1424 O Street, took oath, came forward to answer
guesti ons:

Jerry Shoecraft, Council Menber: Are you just |ike, what's going on
with ...

Ms. Smith: Just downsizing a little bit going back to where we
originally started 10 years ago and ..

M. Shoecraft: Yeah, | remenber that.

Ms. Smith: ... there'll be sonebody el se probably com ng before you
here before too long to request a liquor license for that area. | didn't
think there'd be too many questions for a deletion.

M. Shoecraft: No, no, thanks.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF MATTHEW HERVAN FOR NAMREH INC. DBA D & D DI STRI BUTOR
LOCATED AT 5840 NORTH 70™ STREET - WMatt Hernman, 6424 Thunderbird Circle,
took oath, canme forward to answer any questions:

This matter was taken under advi senent.

APPEAL OF ARLON E. & CORRINE D. BARTELS, DALE & JENINE M MEINER, DEANNA
MUMGAARD, MARY MJUMGAARD, DAVID WATTS, DRENNEN WATTS, M LAI MONS
| ESALNI EKS, & LARRY & DENI SE MAACK, FROM THE PLANNI NG COWM SSI ON APPROVAL
OF SPECI AL PERM T 1892 AUTHORI ZI NG QNEST W RELESS L.L.C. TO CONSTRUCT A
123" TALL PERSONAL W RELESS FACI LI TY W TH ASSOCI ATED GROUND EQUI PMENT & A
WAl VER OF THE FALL ZONE REQUI REMENT ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT N.
7TH ST. & FLETCHER AVE. - Jennifer Dam Planning Dept.: W have received
an E-mail from Jill Bazell of Qwsest wireless. We received this | ast
Friday requesting a one week delay of the Public Hearing and Action on
this item so that additional information could be submitted to Planning
Staff. Staff concurs. M contact is, the neighbors & inforned themthat
Quvest would be asking for a deferral. | don't know if anyone is here
toni ght or not.

M. Shoecraft: And for the record so that we are mindful of this,
as part of the ordinance if we are required, the City, to go out and have
to hire a consultant, which we are doing to | ook at those nunmbers, that we
recoup that cost.

Ms. Dam Yes that is in the ordinance.

M. Shoecraft: And so, and the applicant is aware of that, that
that is what will occur.

Ms. Dam That is in the ordinance.

M. Shoecraft: OK, so everybody knows that.

City Cerk: Did anyone wish to nake a notion to delay the action
for one week?

Jonat han Cook, Council Menber: Before we nake that notion can | ask
Jennifer one other thing? Are you satisfied that one week is | ong enough
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for us to have tine to look over all the materials Qwest submtted or
m ght we be facing another del ay next week?

Ms. Dam |It's potential we m ght be facing another del ay next week.
Qnest is submitting some structural information to us. | understand we
shoul d receive that by tonorrow as Jerry alluded. W are in the process
of having a contract signed with an engineer to review the coverage data
or the radio frequency data. | understand that M. Huggenberger was
overni ghting the contract back to that company who's in Virginia and t hat
they can do a pretty short two day turnaround if we have all of the
requi red information. So, our hope is that you would have all of the
information and able to make an inforned decision at this time next week

City Clerk: Do we have a notion?

Ms. Seng: Yes, so noved.

M. Cook: This would be for public hearing and action next week

M. Shoecraft: W haven't deci ded whether or not we're going to
reopen it up for public hearing. That will be up to this body if you want
to reopen it back up for public hearing. In this particular case | would
think it would probably be w se because of the additional information
comng in and data that needs to be anal yzed and then all ow the nei ghbors

a chance of rebuttal. And it wasn't too bad |ast tinme.

Ms. Seng: | want to ask Jennifer again, because you're menp to us
really said you were asking till April 2nd and that's what Jonathan was
asking you too, right? For one week. |Is that plenty do you think?

Ms. Dam Right, because they have asked for one week and

Ms. Seng: And that is what ny notion is, for one week

Ms. Dam Ri ght, and we would recomend that the public hearing
woul d rermain open so that the neighbors and Qrvest and stuff can present
i nformation.

M. Shoecraft: And so, Jonathan, and so the process is going to be
as it was in the first public hearing. The neighbors are up first, Quest,
and the nei ghbors get the last word as far as the rebuttal. That will be
t he process next week

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

This matter was taken under advi senent.

VACATI NG THE SOUTH 40' OF X ST. ADJACENT TO LOT 1, BLOCK 6, NORTH LI NCOLN ADD. ,
GENERALLY LOCATED AT N. 9TH & X STS. - Frank Sidles, Capital Contractors:
| amthe president & owner of Capital Contractors which is |ocated down
the intersection of 9th & X Street. Qur address, if you want that, is
1001 North 9th here in Lincoln. Capital petitioned the City to vacate the
40' of the south 40' of X Street adjacent to Lot 1, Block 6 North Lincoln
The City Planning Dept. has recommended t hat 34' be vacated. Now, | want
to clearly state that the petitioner will gladly, will accept 34', but we
woul d I'i ke an additional 6'. And, in support, not only of the vacation of
34" and of the additional 6', |I would just Iike to present the follow ng
docunentation for you to see. (showing picture on the Elnmo) This is, this
is X Street right here and with the material that you received | sent out,
sent you kind of a brief and a resume of what has taken place, but thisis
X Street right here. And, the top of this is to the east. The north is
over this direction over here. The parcel of ground that we're tal king
about is this yellow, this little yellow area. The darker ground is
property that is owned by Capital at this present tinme. This, the 40" is

in the 100" right-of-way of X Street. | just want to acquaint you wth
this area, where it is, and then | want to show you what this is |ike
First of all, this is X Street. These two huge power poles sit right in

the mddle of this ditch. Those are LES power poles that have been there
for sone tine. They stand about 70" in the air. The area that we are
trying to have the City vacate is this area right in here. There's a
little line right there and it goes down to just the point where the alley
cones in. That part of the ground is | ocated, nunber one there used to be
a railroad track over here, and this ditch has becone a real eyesore for
t he nei ghborhood. The City has to maintain, although, they haven't done
much of that in the past few years. And, because there was a railroad
right in the mddle of X Street which has now been renpved, the traffic
pattern for X Street is over here what woul d be the north side. 1'll show
you a picture of that. Here is X Street what is used. That is the
traffic pattern that is north of this ditch. There used to be this
railroad line in here and that railroad |ine had been there for nany, many
years probably since the turn of the century. So, the traffic has really
been on the very north 30 or 33rd part of this ground. So, nunber one
there was a railroad which has been taken out. The ditch is there which
is an eyesore. The LES power poles there really prevent any use of this
ground for traffic purposes. The traffic pattern has been to the north of
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the railroad track, is probably on 25 to 30" as it is right now and the
vacation of this parcel will not interfere with any traffic at all inthis
area. Nunber one, this is a gravel and dirt road. The other roads in the
area are all asphalt. So, there's very, there's not a great deal of use
of this property. As | say the parcel is |located, the parcel that we're
trying to vacate is not going to be used for any traffic purposes in the
future because of the ditch and because of those power poles. Now, the
Pl anni ng Dept. reconmended t hat 34' be vacated. Wy? Because they wanted

a 66' right-of-way. So, | said X Street is a 100'. If they take 34,
obviously that l|eaves 36 and the City Planning Dept. says that that 66
wi || acconmopbdate 33' of paving. Now, they've been using that street,

which is substantially less than 33", certainly isn't paved and it's been
in an older industrial area for, well Capital has been |ocated there for
al nost 70 years or practically nore than 70 years. So, we're not newto
t hi s nei ghborhood. But, the point, the point is that if they ever pave
that street all the way through that is going to encourage traffic from
the ball dianbnd down to the North Bottons area. And one of the things
that the North Bottons area has been very insistent with the devel opnent
of the baseball dianond is not encouraging traffic into that area, so the
conclusion is that this road shoul d not be paved. So, a 66' right-of-way
is really not necessary. A 66' right-of-way woul d be nore than adequate
to take care of all of the traffic. So, the benefits are, the ditch wll
be closed, we'd fence in the area and rock it, the whole area that we are
vacating would | ook nmuch better than what it does right now, the City
woul dn't have the mmintenance of that, and also the City would have the
benefit of revenue comng in fromthe street that is, or the parcel that

is being put back onto the tax rolls. | hope you | ook favorably upon
this. |f anybody has any questions |'d be happy to answer them
M. Shoecraft: So, you're expanding it for industrial purposes.

From the picture, obviously we recognize it, it looks |like an eyesore
I"'mjust trying to find a way, even nore a way of enhancing that area for
the North Bottons area. So, and | don't know if what you have pl anned
will do that just with the gravel and the fence.

M. Sidles: Nunber one if we don't do sonething with it M.
Chai rman chances are nothing's going to be done with it. |f you think the
City's going to go down there and close up that ditch and enhance that
area just for the sole purposes of naking that area | ook better | have to
tell you that in the North Bottons area people, | think, can tell you that
50 years of frustration have cone out with various things and the City
hasn't done anything down there for a long period of tinme. | don't
anticipate that that's going to happen

M. Shoecraft: I'mgoing to ask Staff to come forward to address the
34" versus the 40 and if there is sone conpelling reason as why they're
requesting 34' could you live with that?

M. Sidles: We definitely could live with 34", but 34' ends up
right in the nmddle of that ditch and an additional 6' just takes it
al nost to the north edge of the ditch. That's what the 6' does. Sure we
can live with 34" and we're going to have to work with the City to close
the ditch and make those inprovements. But, the fact of the matter is
that 6' just takes it just a touch further. The City isn't, the traffic
way is never going to be able to be used because of the power poles.

Jeff Fortenberry, Council Menber: Before you sit down & Staff
answers, what is your prinmary purpose or the reason that you desire to
have this?

M. Sidles: W own the four lots that are i mredi ately south of this
ar ea. I think it shows on your seat there that | passed out there
There's Lots 1, 2, 3, &4, Block 6. Capital owns those. W use those for
storage purposes right now W want to increase the size of our storage
area. W, also, want to fence it in. W also have to rock it because
it's right at this particular noment it isn't all rock and it's dirt
W' ve been waiting to see what will develop with this vacation before we
go ahead and do sonet hi ng,

M. Fortenberry: Those structures i mediately to the south are your
structures?

M. Sidles: There are no structures on those four lots to the
south. | can put this back on here and show you. This, as you | ook at
this these are the four lots right here. There's nothing on those lots
right now, they are all vacant. Your map nmay show a house there, but
that's been renoved

M. Fortenberry: | think | have an ol d photo.

M. Sidle: Yeah, you do

Ni col e Fl eck-Tooze, Public Wrks Dept.: The photograph is old and
t hose two structures have been removed. To respond to the question about
the right-of-way widths, | guess, we would continue to recommend that we
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keep the 66' of right-of-way with the vacation so that the vacati on would
be a vacation of only 34" versus 40'. 66' is the standard for industria
streets in subdivisions through the Subdivision Odinance, so we wll
continue to recomend that we nmaintain that amount of right-of-way.

Jon Canp, Council Menber: Nicole, |'ve always been an advocate of
not selling some of this right-of-ways, especially on 8th Street and all
however, when you look at this particular area and the fact that you've
got this ditch and as | understand it you'd be nmeking i nprovenents on the

drai nage there, | guess | find it hard to think that we're ever going to
have any major traffic through there.
Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | would agree that we wouldn't anticipate that it

woul d ever be nore than a local street in that area. But, in terms of
anticipating whether at sone future date it mght, there mght be a
request to pave that area. |It's hard to anticipate and so, again , just
interns of trying to neet that standard that will be the standard that we
woul d have in a subdivision today for industrial use.

M. Canp: How would you ever pave on the 6' where the LES power
pol es are | ocated?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Well, | don't know exactly where those fall within
t hose di mensions. One alternative that was di scussed for the ditch was to
pl ace that ditch under ground instead of having an open ditch

M. Canp: Bud, you'd still have those LES power poles which are
substantial itens. You're never going to nove those | wouldn't think

M. Sidles: There's the power poles.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Correct.

M. Canp: But, can you show us again the 6' on there how that
relates to the power poles.

M. Sidles: The additional 6' goes about 3' to the north of that
first power pole. The 34" is to the south of the power pole. The 40" is
3' to, about 3', to the north of that power pole.

M. Canp: N cole, would we ever pave within 3' of a power pole?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | don't know that we would. | think that the 66'
of right-of-way is intended to acconmpbdat e not only the street paving, but
if there are other things within that public right-of-way other utility
functions. They are intended to acconmpdate those as well. W' d have to
design wise. | wouldn't be able to answer dinensionally whether paving
would fall within 3'.

M. Canp: Wuld there, | guess another thought when | |ooked at
this, and this may be a |l egal question, but what about the idea if, if
there is just a Council desire not to include that 6' what about doing
sone type of an easenent? As | understand it, Bud, it's the idea then
that Capital could use it for storage there in cleaning up the ditch and
so if you did some type of easenent that would allow that and yet keep
your right-of-way would that be an agreeable conprom se so that for the
foreseeabl e future, you know, there's nothing going to happen and yet this
woul d hel p encourage Capital to nore efficiently conduct it's operation?

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | guess I'mnot certain what the precedence for
that is and |'d probably defer to our Law Dept. to respond

M. Shoecraft: Before Annette talks, Jon, point nunber twelve of
the Staff report indicates that the easenent over the area of the drai nage
ditch would be required unless Frank would be willing to construct a
public stormsewer. So, sonmething has to occur in regards to this issue.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Correct. That's right. If the right-of-way is
vacat ed there woul d need to be an easement maintained by the City over the
open drainage ditch if it stays open

M. Sidles: |I'mfamliar with that and | know t hat we woul d have to
do sone ...work with the Gty in providing for the easenent and doing
sonet hing for the drainage ditch. W just can't go fill in the drai nage

ditch and cl ose that up, you know. And, we al so know t hat the power I|ines
they're going to want a right of ingress and egress to take care of the
power lines. So, ...

Annette MRoy, Council Menber: First of all the North Bottons
nei ghborhood is working on their focus area plan. They started it [ ast

year. | think they took the winter off and they' re going to gear back up
again real shortly, | think, actually sonmetine next week or this week the
27th | think they're starting nmeetings again. So, they haven't solidified
what they want for that area yet because they're still working on those

pl ans. So, any thoughts of future developnents is alittle bit premature.
| know |'ve talked to one resident consistently that lives within % a
bl ock of this area and her concern is, not so much Capital Steel, but that
a vacation will lead to people using the alley along Y Street as a city
street. That's, you know, | think her concern wasn't about Capital Stee

so much, but that the traffic would be nmoving over to an alley that's
al ready overused under constructed as it is now. And, so we have to think
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about that that this vacation, not that it will cause it, but there is
concern in the neighborhood about the alley's that are adjacent to this
area that will becone nore heavily used.

M. Sidles: Wuld you |ike ne to address that?

Ms. McRoy: Sure if you woul d.

M. Sidles: |I'mfamliar with the comments of the woman that owns
that lot that is, (showing nmap) that's where the lot is that the wonman
who's house is located right on the alley. |In actuality, the vacation of
this parcel of ground will in no way affect that traffic. It's not going
to affect the traffic going north or south on X Street. It is not going
to increase the traffic. It is not going to decrease the traffic. Al
we're asking, that area is, the traffic pattern on X Street is to the
north of what would have been the center Iine. That line right there

which is the former railroad track. And, that's this mud road that is
| ocated right in here. So, there's not going to be, we're not putting in
houses, we're not adding any facilities that are going to have nore peopl e
comng in or going out. And, the idea that nore people are going to go
down t hi s because, down this alleyway because we're vacating this piece of
ground right here to nme nakes no sense. That's not to say that there
won't be an increase of traffic once you start ball ganmes or in the fal

when there's football ganes. But, that has nothing to do with the
vacation on this parcel of ground.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: | might be able to clarify that alittle bit also.
| think that

M. Fortenberry: Could | interrupt you a second? If you could work
off of that photo because that's what | have and it's a little bit
confusing to figure out directions. | think your map i s turned the other
way .

M. Sidles: WelIl, | nmay have turned it so it's north and south.

Ms. Fleck-Tooze: |1'd be glad to. | think that perhaps one concern

that had been expressed was if this ditch were enclosed underground |
believe the conditions as it reads in the staff report is to do so from
the west side of this alley east. And, | think one concern may have been
that if, if that were true it would have opened up access fromthis alley
to X Street and there was concern about traffic novenent through this
area. One alternative would be to revise the condition so that it's from
the east side of the alley east and it would continue to keep that
connection separate from X Street.

M. Sidles: W never wanted, | nmean we only wanted it fromthe | ot
line to the lot Iine. It was never to go over the alley. Any other
guesti ons?

M. Cook: And, | remenber that discussion. M question is that if
you don't fill it in to where the alley is located, is it still possible
for traffic to get around and go over an area that has been filled in or
woul d there be sonething to i npede that. Just in case traffic were to try
to cut through there find that they ..

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: Currently the ditch inpedes that.

M. Cook: Right. Currently it does, but if the ditch was filled
even fromthe ot Iine to lot line and not over the area that is directly

that isinlinewiththe alley, would it still be possible to just jog out
of their way and still drive over it and what would inpede that.

Ms. Fl eck-Tooze: WelIl, today there's a barricade there?

M. Cook: | guess that if that we were to try to make sure we

address this concern we m ght have to consider that type of thing naking
sure there is a barricade or sonething up to prevent traffic from even
jogging and finding that they can still drive over.

M. Sidles: There is definitely a barricade there and nobody coul d
drive straight through

M. Shoecraft: And, you have no problemw th filling in the ditch?

Ms. Fleck-Tooze: No. Well, it wouldn't be filled in it would be
pi ped underground. But, either would be acceptable. I think the
condition reads that either an easenent's provided for the open ditch that
is there today or it's enclosed in a storm sewer. And, either way is
acceptable to Public Wrks.

M. Shoecraft: | think you're testinobny is you intend to fill in
the ditch.

M. Sidles: Well, we would work with the City to either fill it in
or provide the easenent, do whatever we needed to do that, to take care of
it. |1 don't have any problemwth that.

M. Fortenberry: Do you anticipate just utilizing chain link type
fencing, you'd suggest that you're going to fence this in for storage
structures?

M. Sidles: W would have a chain link fence that would be 5 or 6'
hi gh.
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M. Shoecraft: What about the visibility then we're tal ki ng about?

M. Fortenberry: Yeah, the deeper issue is, in general, the
aesthetics and what we try to do in the area along with the Urban
Devel opnent Depts. ongoing process into ... if the City was to go al ong

with this it would be hel pful to see yourself as a part of that focused
pl anned area in terns of community aesthetics?

M. Sidles: Nunber one, | believe in noving in things that'll nake
it look nicer. Nunber one we think that closing up the ditch and rocking
it .

M. Fortenberry: It's a tough argunent to make, | know, right now
because of the way it |ooks, but if we've got sone opportunities ...

M. Sidles: And we could show you pictures of what it was |ike when
the weeds were 10' tall and go fromthere. So, would we fence it and put

around a bunch of tall trees, | doubt that. You know, we mght fence it
and put around sone little bushes and sonme things of this nature. But |
nmean, nunber one, we're probably going to fence off, if the vacation

doesn't go through, we own four lots there right now. W've been waiting
for the, to see what develops with this before we actually go in and fence
it. So, we can go in right now and put a fence down and rock it just to
protect our equi pnent which is what truly we're interested in doing. And,
the material and supplies we store out there.

M. Shoecraft: But, | guess the driving point is, we're working on
the focus plan in that area, we're trying to inprove that nei ghborhood
from aesthetic standpoint, just putting up a fence from a visibility
st andpoi nt of seeing a certain type of equipnrent.

M. Sidles: I'"'m not sure where we are at this particular point.
Are you saying as part of this whole thing that as part of this whole
thing that there's sonme nmandatory | andscaping that goes with it?

M. Fortenberry: | don't think we can do that.
M. Shoecraft: Cooperation
M. Sidles: Onh, yeah, | nean we're willing to do that. |'m not

you know, we're trying to, we've been down there | ong enough we want the
area | ooking as nice as we can, but you've got to understand this is an
i ndustrial business and, you know, we have big trucks running through
there. The City has been very cooperative with us as far as the street
pl anni ng and everything so our trucks can get in and get out. But, we are
i nterested i n maki ng t he nei ghbor hood | ook as good as possi bl e, doi ng what
we do which isn't easy | nust say.

M. Cook: Well, at this point | don't think we have any feedback
from the Urban Devel opnment Dept. have you spoken with them discussed
anyt hi ng about the focus area?

M. Sidles: No, | have not.

M. Cook: Well, and of course, there were quite a few nei ghbors who
showed up who were concerned about this at Planning Conmm ssion. | guess
it would be nice to have this be | ooked at as part of the whole plan that
they're working on and I knowthat it's in the early stages, but it seens
like it would be appropriate to have that contact with Urban Devel opnent
and work with the neighbors in that regards. This m ght end up being just
fine and it might be that there are sone particular issues with
| andscapi ng or fencing or whatever that woul d be worked out as part of the
di scussion with Urban Devel opnent. or there m ght be some other plan that
they cone up with that supercedes what you're | ooking at here and be nore

appropriate. | guessit's alittle premature given what's going on, given
t he discussion that's going on
M. Sidles: It may be. I, | guess |I'm not exactly sure what

they're going to do with a 40' piece of ground that is really right inthe
m dst of a ditch right now and if nothing is done, ny attitude is, we'll
make it |ook better than what it does right now And, if sonething
doesn't happen now it's going to be a long tinme before | think sonething
does happen.

C ndy Johnson, Council Menber: Frank, if we were to support this
and allow you to do all of that with the idea that the neighborhood
association's are working on that area, if they were to cone back and say
we're looking at doing a landscaping inprovenent in all areas of this
nei ghbor hood woul d you be a real partner with themin helping this occur
there in that area?

M. Sidles: For our parcels of the ground?

Ms. Johnson: For your particular area.

M. Sidles: Sure.

Ms. Johnson: OK, so you would be a partner to themin hel ping them
and not opposing them comi ng back and sayi ng (inaudible).

M. Sidles: As long as everybody's treated equal. There's a lot of
pl aces down there that need a | ot of help

M. Shoecraft: So Frank, this is an ordi nance which we obviously
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won't vote on until next week.

M. Sidles: Exactly.

M. Shoecraft: So, during this tinme perhaps we could have sone
conmuni cati on with Urban Devel opnent this week. Council obviously appears
to be aniable to sone degree of working something out here. Annette is
representative of that area and | don't know if the Council wants your
suggestion to be sone type of condition or not to insure that it happens
for the nei ghborhood and al so in hel pi ng your busi ness out.

Ms. McRoy: (inaudible) and ask themis this included in your future
plans for the area or if, you know, you have no opposition then we'll nove
forward on it. W knowit's not fair to cone back and say we want you to
do this, this, and this, you know, as a condition of vacating your street
when if it's not necessary and not of the future plans 'cause, you know,
| don't want to saddle you with, you know, things that, you know, aren't
going to be fair for you neither. W tal ked to, you know, the nei ghborhood
and said, you know, this vital, this is a vital piece to the future focus

area pl an.

M. Shoecraft: | don't want to hold you up because the focus area
plan could potentially could take six months, year, year and a half
what ever the time table. I would agree, obviously, anything you do
initially would be an inprovenent obviously with the fencing and the
graveling of the area. |I'mreally, you know, and we can take that into
consi deration. But, again your inmedi ate i npact woul d be positive froman
aesthetic standpoint, but I'm very interested in what Cndy said and

whet her we nmake that a condition then that would, although you do an
initial inprovement that would force also the communication, or the
cooperation | should say, with the neighborhood association as they go
t hrough the focus area plan. So, and you obviously had said, indicated
you were willing to work with them but we woul d have to deci de whet her we
want that to be a condition. So | guess we can discuss it this week

M. Fortenberry: The Urban, | don't think that Urban Devel opnent is
here this evening, but, Wnn H ernstad probably she's coordinated that
focus area setting. Just as the mechanism to inplement what's being
suggested here | think a conversation with here is the starting point that
woul d potentially allow you to see what other visions are out there that
m ght be conpletely conpatible with what you're suggesting and be an
i mprovenent to your facility as well and conpatible with the |arger
desires for the nei ghborhood. The Council's in a difficult position
trying to accommpdate a good industrial business that is against a
nei ghbor hood which is trying to upgrade and i nprove itself because of al
the vari ous pressures that are going on around there, so ..

M. Sidles: Yeah, | have had conversation, not recently with Wnn,
but in the past when we had another petition that we were trying to get
di scussed in the Planning Dept., but |1'd be happy to call Wnn and see
what the situation is. | don't knowthat we'll know anynore after | get
through talking with Wnn as to what you know right now And, but |'d be
happy to talk with her and tell her what our plans are, what we'd |ike do
and, you know, work with the nei ghborhood.

G en Cekal, 1420 C Street: In a way this seens very superfl uous,
but I kind of set her listening to this, den Cekal, 1420 C. From a
di stance |'ve know Frank Sidles for 500 years. | don't think he remenbers
nme, but he's a very good citizen of the City of Lincoln. He knows
busi ness. He's a good person to have in our city. He's a nman of his word
far beyond average. So, | think the thing to do is when you have people
that are this high thinking, high purpose type individuals and of |ong
many years of standing, he should be given all the courtesy's and help
possi ble and the North Bottonms should be given the sane thing because
obvi ously they have been put upon in many, by nany things over many years.

And so, the parties involved need to get together. It would seemto ne
like Urban and the Planning Dept., Public Wrks, LES, and M. Sidles.
And, I, this isn't sonething you can settle up here. And, get at it and
get it done. | think there's alot, there's sone problens here that's why

there's great opportunities. And it's certainly anything that happens
here is going to be better than what's there now because Frank Sidles is
i nvol ved. Thank you.

Danny Wl ker, 427 E Street: | think M. Cekal's right. | think what
he's tal ki ng about, basically, is togetherness and | think all of you will
agree sonewhat to the extent when | state the North Bottons have been
short changed for years, one shot right after another | might add. And, |
think if we sit back Capital is a very large property owner down there,
and | think if they can get together with Urban Devel opment and the
nei ghborhood | think it could turn into a very good positive and that way,
hopefully, there wouldn't be any hard feeling in the long run. Any
guesti ons?
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Karen Bl essen, 705 Y Street: | own a hone a 705 Y Street and | own
three other properties on Y Street, 701 Y, 714 Y, & 722 Y. Wll, | hate

to throw a damper on this love-in that's going on, but Capital Steel and
our nei ghborhood residents have been nei ghbors co-existing for many years
and | think the gentleman's idea of us working together is a good one

However, as the proposal stands now | am opposed to the vacation of X
Street. What |, what the gentleman from Capital Steel sees as an eyesore
| see as potential green space. There's no insurance that what will

replace this nmud now will be any |less of an eyesore. So, we in the
nei ghbor hood are working very hard as the focus plan has been brought up
a nunber of tine. I'm one of the nenbers of the focus plan. We're
wor ki ng very hard with Urban Planning Dept. to try to bring i nprovenents
to this neighborhood to nake it a vital asset to the City and to the
State. This is a neighborhood that nany people see when they cone into
the City of Lincolnto go to football ganes. |If there's a way that we can
all work together since we are all neighbors, but as it stands now unl ess
there are provisions wittenintoit to allowfor green space to make this
| ess of an eyesore than just a chain link fence and nore steel then |I'm
opposed to it. Thank you for hearing ne.

Ed Kadel, 1223 N 9th Street: | own a condo in the Hayward, the old
Hayward school building and | have eight others that | own there that |
rent. |I'malso on the focus group working with Urban Devel opment seei ng
what we can do to keep this neighborhood fromdeteriorating. The problem
| think that we have is illustrated by the photograph where there's two
houses m ssing now. And, we have residences over there. W have people
living in these honmes and we don't want to see these hones keep
di sappearing. |I'mall for neighbors getting along and us all cooperating
with each other, but I"'mreal |eery of hugging a 1000 pound bear. They,
both Capital Steel and the neighbors have co-existed for 75 years, but
they seem to be growing now and it's a real concern for us trying to
devel op this plan and figure out how we're going to keep this nei ghborhood
frombeing ate anay with sone of the things that are going onin the City.
So, | really do not want to see the City give up a foot of |and right now
that belongs to the City. Let's finish this plan. Let's see where we're
goi ng, what we might be able to do over there before we go giving away or
selling this land. Any questions?

This matter was taken under advi senent.

VACATI NG THE PUBLI C RI GHT- OF- WAY ADJACENT TO THE WEST SI DE OF STADI UM DR. FROM
THE SOUTH LINE OF U ST. TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 4, BLOCK 10, NORTH
LI NCOLN ADD., & VACATING U ST. FROM THE EAST LINE OF 10TH ST. TO A PO NT
12 FEET EAST OF THE WEST LINE OF STADIUM DR - Tom Huston, 233 S 13th
Street: I'm here on behalf of the Al umi Association. The Al um
Associ ation of the University of Nebraska is working with the University
on a new expanded parking facility adjacent to Menorial Stadiumand that,
the two petitions that are before you today are really to accomodat e t hat
design. This was on the consent agenda before the Pl anni ng Comm ssi on and
| did want to publicly thank not only the Public Wrks Dept., but also the
City Real Estate Dept. in working with us to try to get this project
underway. The University has noved up the start of the football season
for us which kind of puts additional pressure on getting construction
underway and we are working with the Building and Safety Dept. to allow
that and this is just the final piece of the puzzle to let this project go
forward. |'d be happy to answer any questions that you nay have.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

APPROVI NG AN AGREENVENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND LI NCOLN CHAMBER ECONOM C DEVELOPMENT
CORP. FOR THE PROMOTI ON OF ECONOM C DEVELOPMENT | N LI NCOLN - Danny \al ker,
427 E St.: I don't know how many residents of the City of Lincoln
actually know how nuch this agreement cost the taxpayers. |It's in the
proximty of a quarter nmillion dollars a year. |If this agreenent is so
necessary | don't know why we have a Planning Director, Planning Dept,
Bui | di ng and Safety, Planning Conm ssion and or City Council. Were's
the necessity for that if we're going to have this econom c Devel opnent
tracking staff?

M. Shoecraft: wel | sinply, Danny, the creation of additiona
econom ¢ devel opnent opportunities in the community expands the tax base
and | owers your taxes.

M. Walker: Ch, is that why right now we're at least four mllion
dollars in the hole on the next budget, and then probably that's going to

i ncrease. Now, | don't buy this crap, Jerry, that you know new
devel opnent just, oh it just tremendously helps the City on the whole. It
does not. That's an out and out flagrant lie. |In the long run it cost

every citizen in the Gty of Lincoln. |If that wasn't the case why do we
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have a phony infrastructure financial study team It's all set up and
sel f appoi nted and handpi cked pro-busi ness and devel opnent. Like |I say |
don't see where this so called comrittee is worth any quarter nmillion
dol l ars of taxpayers noney for a year. | think it's a farce nockery and
it's a political deal. Are there any questions? A few of you signed it.
You shoul d have thought twi ce before you signed it for a little agreenent
like that. Thank you.

G en Cekal, 1427 C Street: Wwen | was a real estate man, realtor
and they cone up with the pact deal at the time | was worki ng with Gat eway
Realty, | didn't like it. | still don't likeit. | don't want sonebody
donati ng noney to sone, excuse the termpolitician, unless | approve it.
| don't want sonebody to do nmy thinking for me in this regard. Now,
that's what | think we have here. That's not to say there's nmany good
great things. In fact, but when you have a republic, we are having
not hi ng but trouble in this country today with governnment for sale. | can
give you a, cite you a bunch of exanples of howthis is so and I'mfed up
withit. | get tired of politicians posturing. Do what |ooks good. |I'm
interested in sonmebody that cares enough to touch the wall and make the
di fference. Not just use phony words and action and junp up and down and
clap their hands, but that actually acconplishes sonething that puts their
wi sdom and their hard work and their, hopefully, spiritual awakening to
work to acconplish sonething for thenselves and for the people. This to

nme, and, |'ve been sick for a few nonths. I'm having a hard tine
br eat hi ng. Getting excited about stuff like this gives me a problem
gives ne asthnma. | had the wong, picked the wong parents, ok? But,
there's a lot nore at stake here. I'"'m not criticizing the Chanber of
Conmerce as such. I think it's great. I"'mall for them but when
sonebody starts telling nme and doing for nme beyond reasonabl eness |
object. | don't care who they are. | do not want to live... | have seen
conmittees appointed in this City of Lincoln. I have seen conmittees
appoi nted by the Mayor on subjects of extrene inportance. |'mthinking of
especially one which I won't nane at this time. And, | have seen very

i mportant nenbers of that commttee intinidated because of the financia
threat and destruction that one or nore people on that conmittee could
have done this other party or parties. |Intinidation of all sorts, |ack of
know edge, quick shifting nmeeting tines, not full disclosure, pushing the
envel ope beyond what it's designed, you end up havi ng your own attorney as
a, as a citizen advisory on a, being a citizen on an advisory commttee,
bringing in your own |awer, in this case one thing |I'm speaking of is

Kent Seacrest, | thought it was unethical, bad taste & in nmy own opinion
illegal. This is what | would call in ny nonmenclature a fast track
docunent . | don't like it. It's, it's, the people are not being

represented appropriately as per law the way this city government is set
up and you are going to be in law suits in the near future if you don't
straighten up your act. Fast track is |ike anything el se it depends who's
in control of the knife. And, these conmittees are stacked with people
that represent only the basic and majority of selfish interest, not the
peopl es interest of whole in the Gty of Lincoln. | was hoping sonebody
woul d have sone questi ons.

M. Canp: Wat are you addressing, G en? Are you addressing the
subarea plan or the Econonic Devel oprment ?

M. Cekal: |1'maddressing this contract that originally ..

M. Canp: | just wanted to know whi ch because it sounded |ike you
were hitting two different issues.

M. Cekal: |[|'magainst this contract.

M. Canp: And that being?

M. Cekal: And, | got a copy of it by hook or crook

M. Canp: | just want to know what you're addressing.

M. Cekal: Yes, and | think that this City has gone so far so bad

they hide things like this. The public doesn't knowthis is around. Just
like they hid things out at W/Iderness Park. And, they hid things on,
whether it's good or bad, the ball park. W've got to quit taking
shortcuts. You've been warned. Thank you.

Mark Bowen, Mayor's Chief of Staff: W are tal king about the
Li ncol n Partnership contract. It is a three year extension with the
revisions toit. It extends to change the dates from Sept. 1, 2001, Aug.
31, 2004. The contract extends up until the end of Aug. this year. The
dollar contribution by the Cty remains the same, $250.000, as den
ref erenced. The changes in it primarily are nmore direction, nore
coordi nation between the City through Help Ed ..

G en Cekal: W can't hear

M. Bowen: Sorry den, |'Il speak closer to the mike. It
enphasi zes nore communi cation and nore coordination with the partnership
and with the Chanber and the other business associations. Sone of the
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enphasis that are changing init are nore coordination with the Conp Pl an

nore direction with howthe Partnership and the City and the Chamber have
interacted before to make sure that there is nmore constant communi cati on
which gives to the nore Staff coordination. W think it strengthens it.
It does identify sone areas that we're continuing to work on. Help Ed has
al ready participated and continues to participate nore in the Conp Pl an

One note which | think Paul may nention is that there is an Econonic
Devel opnent conponent of the Conp Plan which Help Ed through Paul is
serving on. You also know the Mayor has named two co-chairmans of the

Mayors Technol ogy Council. Help Ed is also assisting with that and so
it'sinthat sense it is expanding. Wth that |'lIl stop there and if you
have any questions for me I'll be glad to answer them If not | think

Paul 's going to make a couple of coments.

Paul MQue, 6520 Lone Tree Dr.: And, I'"'mthe Admnistrator of the
Partnership Contract. W have learned a lot. This is our 6th year of
operation. The Gty has put, of late, $250,000 a year into it. The first

year was $200,000. So, you can nultiply that out. In the sane time the
private sector has raised and i nvested $2, 000,000 in econom ¢ devel opnent
in this conmunity. The notion initially was that we could nore
ef fectively apply our resources working together. W think that this has
been a nore affective association . I think if you read through our
annual report and sone of you have spent nore tine |ooking at this than
others, | think you'll agree this has been a period of extraordinary
economic growh in Lincoln and | think that we can denobnstrate it has
saved the taxpayers of this comunity considerable nbney. | have to go

back and | ook 6 and 7 years ago to see what our Econom c Devel opnent Dept.
in the City and the Chanber was costing, but | can tell you it was nore
than the aggregate here. So, we think it's been a good investnent

There's been good news. | wish that we could assure you that all of that
was due to our efforts, but Iike all of the things you do and we do all we
can do is give it our best effort and hope that together we can bring
t hese things about. Perhaps the strongest thing that's conme out of this
aside fromthe real growth and jobs an opportunity and econom c activity
has been the working relationships with the City departments and
departments. W're working to strengthen that as Mark just referred to.
And, | see Kathl een here and others and Al l en Abbott and so forth, we have
developed a daily working relationship to come through sone of our
probl ems together. W think that's one of the best things that's come out
of that. The City now has as part of its Conprehensive Plan an economc
devel opnent conponent which we are participating in. W think that is a
very good way to | ook at this conprehensively . That's something the City
| ear ned. That's sonething we've | earned. That is, after all, our
conprehensive | and use plan and we shoul d be working in coordination with
that. And, we've had sone struggles as you all knoww th projects that get
out side of our box and we're going to work hard to see that devel opnent
happens within those perineters, but we're also going to have to find new

ways to define those perineters. |'ll give you sone exanples of things
that we've worked through successfully without getting out the boxing
gl oves: East O Street w dening. That started out to be a very
contentious i ssue and wor ki ng toget her we have resol ved that, | woul d say,
am cably with al nbst everybody out there. Not everybody. The bel tway
thing is under way. | know we've been working with on that with you for
10 years. It precedes the partnership. Antelope Valley is sonething we

have conme to support very strongly. W have got a challenge before us
over at the State Legislature to nake the Urban Devel opment, a part of
that thing, work. | think sone of you are aware of that. W' re working
with the Mayor & his administration and the City Lobbyist to acconplish
that with our people over there. W've got a challenge in front of us now
called no net rise. W recognize the challenge to us with devel opnent in
the flood plain. | think you all recognize that for 100 years we've been
forcing industry and comrerce into the flood plain. So, we have to find
sonme way for these property owners to work their way through this, at the
sane time recogni zing though, we do have a large portion of the Cty in

the flood plain. Again, there's an annual report there. | won't bore you
with too nany nore details, but to remind you that on the 16th of Apri
you have, | think, all received or will receive an invitation soon to the

ri bbon cutting of the Nebraska Center for Excell ence and El ectroni cs which
is a product of the City and t he Chanber and Partnershi p worki ng toget her

W went to the State Legislature and obtained a $5,000,000 grant to
Sout heast Conmmunity Col | ege. W have built and are opening a state of the
arc el ectronics testing facility. There are only 12 others in this nation
and we'll be conpetitive on a 12 state basis. W have alnost all of the
testing time leased up. W're building a new building out at the test
park working in cooperation with the University Foundation to bring those
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conpani es or keep those conpanies in Lincoln that are nerging fromthe
i ncubators. So, we think we've got a | ot successes. W' ve had one or two
di sappoi ntments, but that's |ife. What is the, is there any neasurable
standard here? Well, that's just not a part of this kind of work. W win
sone, we lose sone. But, I'll put it to you like this, in spite of al

t he phenonenal growh we've seen in Lincoln and in the 25 years |'ve been
here | haven't seen anything like it. We all just got the popul ation
nunmbers, the census nunbers, that was a shock to all of us. W still have
2% unenpl oyment in this comunity. We still have 1500 jobs that are
|l ooking for staff, which we are assisting through our workforce
devel opnent departnent. But, the fact is we have been able to al nost
continually maintain full enploynment in this city. Now, if that isn't
definition of econom c devel opment | don't know what it is. It is called
the quality of Iife for everybody, good jobs. |'d be happy to answer any
guesti ons.

M. Fortenberry: Thank you for your testinony, M. MQe. | had
one question and you began to answer it and you pull ed back because you
nm ght not have the date on the top of your head, but it was in reference
in consideration to sone of the earlier objections. I was hoping you
mght give a little presentation on the genesis of this partnership and
what the City previously spent on its own in doing econonc devel opnent
prior to the partnership. | can't honestly answer that. | would have to
take a guess, M. Fortenberry, but I'd have to go back to the City Finance
Director and ask. But, at one tinme we added up the Chanbers expenditures,
LCDC s expenditures in the City and | think it was in the nei ghborhood of
$5 to $600, 000 and we fundanental ly really had only two full tine staffers
working on it. W're spending a lot of tine chasing each other around

but | can't answer that directly, | don't know.

M. Fortenberry: Coleen, do you recall? | don't recall the nunber
ei t her

Ms. Seng: | don't recall a nunber, but | do recall that we felt

there was a need to do what we're now doing. W had the departnent, we
had an Econoni c Devel opnent Department and they did work with the Chanber,
but we felt it was better to do what we're now doing. W spent a |lot of
time giving birth to this.

M. MQe: It was not easy because, and this is not a negative
conmment, but there's alittle cultural gap here between fol ks worki ng for
the Gty and fol ks working in the private sector and we've had to learn to
accommodat e each other. That, as | said earlier, that may have been one
of the greater strengths of this. It's fine we've raised a couple of
mllion bucks and relieved the tax burden here, whatever, but the real key
thing is that together we've, and | point to the East O Street w dening,
we can work through these thorny things because we can get people in the
room lower the tenperature and talk it out. That's worth a |lot.
Anyt hing el se? Thanks for your tinme.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

REAPPO NTI NG RANDY BOLDT TO THE EMS, |INC. BOARD OF DI RECTORS FOR A THREE- YEAR
TERM EXPI RI NG MARCH 28, 2004,

APPO NTI NG REV. LAUREN EKDAHL TO THE EMS, I NC. BOARD COF DI RECTORS FOR A THREE-
YEAR TERM EXPI RING MARCH 28, 2004 - Annette MRoy: M. Chair, | would
like to move that we delay itens 12 & 13 because they're both related. |
had sonme questions and |'mgetting some information and I'd |ike a week to
| ook at that.

M. Shoecraft: For how nuch tine?

Ms. McRoy: For two weeks.

M. Shoecraft: Two weeks.

Ms. McRoy: | don't want to gointo it publicly, but | would like to
| ook at some nore information on one of the applicants.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS:. None.

Norm Leach, 1720 SW 17th St.: | come to speak in favor of the
appoi nt nent of the Rev. Lauren Ekdahl to the EMS Board. | do so because
I've been made aware that there is sone opposition that's been nade to
Past or Ekdahl's nenbership on the Planned Parenthood Board of Directors
and his leadership in the ad canpaign that took place a year ago in an
attenpt to bring sone peace to the besieged Westm nister Presbyterian
Church. Pastor Ekdahl has the necessary qualifications for services on
the EMS Board and that, | think, is all that the Council should consider
when | ooking at this appointment. Whether somebody is pro-life or pro-
choi ce nust not becone a divisive litnus test for public service in our
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conmunity. There's no correlation between that particul ar i ssue or set of
i ssues in service on the EMS Board. Paster Ekdahl has served six years on
the Dakota City Fire and Anbul ance Cormittee a similar board. He's served
over ten years in other church mnistries in Nebraska and a statew de
health commttee. And, he served two years as the President of the
Nebraska Rural Health Association. He's also been the president of the
Lincoln Interfaith Council and has otherw se denonstrated his comn t nent
to our total conmunity by his | eadership with his own congregation and his
service in many other settings within this community.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

PLAN AMENDMVENT 94-56 - APPLI CATI ON OF THE PLANNI NG DI RECTOR TO AMEND THE
1994 LI NCOLN- LANCASTER COUNTY COVPREHENSI VE PLAN TO ADCPT THE “ SOUTHEAST
LI NCOLN H GHVWAY 2 SUBAREA PLAN' FOR THE AREA CGENERALLY FROM S. 56TH TO S
98TH STREET, FROM OLD CHENEY RCAD TO % M LE SOQUTH OF YANKEE HI LL ROAD,
| NCLUDI NG ANY ASSOCI ATED AMENDMENTS TO THE LAND USE, PHASING UTILITY
AND/ OR COMMUNITY FACILITIES SECTIONS OF THE PLAN - Steve Henrichsen,

Pl anning Dept.: | just want to very quickly go over a few things. This
particul ar subarea plan has been the result of about six nonths of public
partici pation. We've had nunerous neetings from |ast Septenber and

Noverber, earlier through January and February of this year with many
menbers of the public on this so | won't go into extensive details over
the 41 page subarea plan. But, | thought | would just very briefly note
sone of the thenmes and then tal k about two proposed anendnents that have
been in process for the | ast several nonths and that with the details have
been worked out so those can be forwarded to you today. GCenerally, the
t henes of the subarea plan and we have a copy of the |and use map that is
in front of you which is just one part of the subarea plan. Certainly,
t he thenes have been one to | ook at. What is the existing residences, the
exi sting character of the area, and how to have future devel opnent and
changes in this subarea be consistent with the existing residences and
exi sting character of the area. The second thing that we've certainly
been looking at is that with any changes in land use in this area that
those | and uses have a direct connection to the transportation network.
The pl anned inprovements that we have in this area for 70th Street, Pine
Lake Road, 84th and other streets that any |and use decisions in regards
to comercial or residential take into account those transportation
i mpacts. And, then certainly another inportant thenme of the entire
subarea pl an has been one to take into account the affect the devel oprment
in this area would have on Highway 2 as an inportant entryway into
Lincoln. So, while there's certainly been a |lot of other facets to the
subarea plan those three thenes have really gone throughout the subarea
plan itself. To go into the two amendnents, first the very first notion
to anend, this is for a specific area of the subarea plan. This is for
the area generally west of 84th Street. 84th Street is shown on the east
side of the map here, right hand side, H ghway 2. Here is the current
| ocation of Pine Lake Road today and as this nmap shows there's a revised
| ocation of a through street in this area. To the north is the Pine Lake
Association. To the east is the Andermatt regional conmercial center.
CGenerally, this first nmotion to anmend is one that revised sone | anguage
that the Pl anni ng Comm ssion put in when they had reconmended approval of
this in March 7th. And, that |anguage generally noted that a conprom se
was underway between the property owners in the Pine Lake Association. W
had al so been working with City Staff to address several issues. Since
t he Pl anni ng Commi ssi on approval the applicant has shown that, in general

the road as shown, actually even with this area which previously had been
shown for urban residential, even with this area being designated for
approxi nately 200,000 sq. ft. of office that with this adjacent, with this
new road network through the site it actually may have sonme ability to
i mprove sone of the turning novenments that m ght occur at 84th and Hi ghway
2 sonme of those novenents instead coming through this triangular shaped of
area, but with those traffic novenents woul d be done in such a way not to
exi st, excuse nme, not to inpact the existing Pine Lake Association. The
site plan includes nearly a quarter of the site, about el even acres to be
remai ned i n wet | ands and open space t hrough the site and approxi mately one
acre of land was shown at the new entrance to the site in terns of
| andscapi ng for both the neighborhood, but also as part of the overal

entryway. And, an idea, er part of this that would be additional
| andscapi ng and set back woul d be offered al ong H ghway 2 and in addition
just to the open spaces in regards of addressing the entryway inpact and
that all of this use would be shown for office instead of some of the
retail and the 300,000 sq. ft. that the property owners had initially
pr oposed. | definitely would like to say that | think this is due
certainly to a large degree to the hard work and some conprom ses have
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been nmade both by the Pine Lake Association and the various property
owners inthis area. | believe they are here to nore specifically address
any questions you may have in regard to this. But, | think this anendnment

is very much in keeping with the overall theme for the area. They have
addressed the i npact and the entryway. They have shown that even with the
addi ti onal comrerci al space. That they have a road network that we'll be
able to address the transportation inpacts of that |and use change and
have worked out an agreenment with the existing residential area to address
the inpact of this proposal both through |I|andscaping buffers and
residential buffers over in here on the adjacent residential area. So, we
woul d recommend approval of the first notion to amend which is very nuch
in keeping with what the Planning Conmi ssion had approved. The second
notion to anend is also very simlar to some of the facts of the first
area. |It's a substantially snaller area directly on the southeast corner
of Highway 2 and O d Cheney. To give you sone idea of where the Trade
Center is to the southwest. To the north is Edgewood. | believe there's
a bank in Lazlo's which is directly north of this site. To the east of
this site is an existing low density residential neighborhood. The
subarea plan currently shows this area for a special residential uses with
the idea that it nmght be a domciliary, sone type of facility |ike that,
however, the subarea plan al so noted that this area may be appropriate for
transitional office uses. |If this, about five to six acre site, if the
traffic i npact of that can be addressed. The applicant for this area had
submitted traffic study to Public Wrks which was revi ewed during the | ast
nonth. They subnitted additional information that would show what the
entrance to this site how that would affect the entrance to Edgewood and
addressed if there was going to be any significant inpact at the point.
And, last week Public Wrks generally felt that this proposal for
transitional office use, about 50,000 sq. ft., would be acceptable to
Public Wirks in terns of the traffic inmpact. The site additionally, the
part of the anendnent woul d be to show open spaces agai n al ong Hi ghway 2.
There are sone existing trees along the south and east Iine of this. The
applicant has agreed to preserve sone of the existing trees to provide a
buffer to the existing |ow density residential to the east. And again,
instead of just strictly retail which night have been for offices or,
excuse me, for hotels or restaurants instead to develop the site with
office uses to provide an appropriate transition to the east as well as
part of the H ghway 2 entryway. This also includes sone | anguage simlar
to the other anendnent which describes basically what | have tal ked about
here in ternms of preserving sonme open space and providing a buffer to the
east. Except for notion No. 2, again, very nuch keeping with the Pl anning
Conmi ssi on recommendati on we woul d recormend approval of the nmotion No. 2
toclarify that. Certainly, when you go back to the overall subarea plan
we've heard from many different property owners in terms of other
conmer ci al proposal s specifically, the site is owned by Shopko i nmedi ately
east of the Trade Center had proposed for 50 acres which could have
accommodat ed nearly half a mllion square feet of comercial space. Sone
ot her commercial proposals including on the north side of Cheney, all of
these proposals we had extensive discussion on this part of public
participation process. We continue to reconmend these other sites be
devel oped for future urban residential uses based on their inpact not only
on the existing neighborhoods, but their inpact on the H ghway 2 road
network and the road network overall and potential to (inaudible) on the
entryway. The final itemthat | think is worth noting is the area of
Cheney which is 84th Street, H ghway 2 here. Generally at 91st Street
I've had a lot of discussion with the residents of Cheney specifically
focusing on the areas of not only land uses | previously mentioned, but
also on issues of potential annexation. The subarea plan notes that
there's a lot of work that would have to be done before the Cheney
annexation be conpleted specifically to address providi ng urban services,
water and sewer to this site. There's issues to be resolved with the
rural water district and also very inportantly the inpact on the Cheney
School District. So, the subarea planin this regards, nore or less itens
that need to be addressed in the future than providing specific solutions
on the Cheney annexation. And, | think starts to note some of those
i ssues that can be resolved in the future. Wth that 1'd be happy to
answer any questions if you have them

M. Canp: Do we first of all need to adopt those anendnents before
we discuss or ...?

M. Shoecraft: For them to be part of the discussion from the
public they would need to be adopted and then anybody can cone up and
address any aspects of the legislation

M. Canp: Do you need a motion first?

M. Shoecraft: So, right. So, we've got two anmendnents here t hough
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so let's just take themone at a tine. Can we conbi ne them Dana?

Dana Roper, City Attorney: Sure.

M. Shoecraft: W can? OK  Put those on the floor

M. Canp: |'Il make the notion then for both of them

Ms. Seng: Second.

M. Shoecraft: There's been a nmotion and a second for both
amendnents. Discussion in regards to the anendnents?

M. Canp: Well, | had one question, if | my, on the south of
Edgewood. Where woul d the proposed access be on, | assune, onto Ad
Cheney?

M. Henrichsen: GCenerally on this particular site this point right
in here aligns up with the Vandervoort Drive. Vandervoort Drive being the
main entry now to Edgewood just to the east of Lazlo's.

M. Canp: The question | would have then, of course we've had
concerns on Edgewood in the past, are we going to run into traffic
problens or is this, this is where the proposed light would be as well?

M. Henrichsen: That's correct. A matter of fact the specific
traffic study that was submitted by the applicant took a |look at the
turni ng novenents comng off of Hi ghway 2 onto O d Cheney, and also the
stacking distance along Od Cheney Road waiting to cone to Vandervoort
Drive. This will be the new |ocation of a new |ight when A d Cheney Road
is widened to four lanes. And, it was the opinion of Public Wrks | ooking
at both the traffic study and a very specific Engineering drawing as to
how t hose turn | anes | woul d be accommpdated in addition to a signal, the
signal switching froma three-way intersectionto a four-way intersection
In talking with Dennis Bartels |ast week, Public Wrks felt confortable
that particularly since this is only about 50,000 square feet of office
space that those turning novenents could be accommpdated to this site
wi t hout inpacting significantly the turning nmovenments into Edgewood.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

M. Fortenberry: One other brief question, at the end of your
sunmary you were tal ki ng about Cheney, |I'msorry | nmissed exactly what you
were saying. There was a constituent here earlier who had a concern about
novenent in and out of Cheney.

M. Henrichsen: ©Oh, yes |'msorry we, had, that was probably one of
the three issues that was nost discussed with Cheney, one being the
annexation and two being the | and uses north of Cheney. The subarea plan
specifically states that the full turning novenents into Cheney at 91st
Street shoul d be preserved and that prior to any conmerci al change of zone
on the south side of Cheney as part of the Andermatt proposal that that

entrance needs to be addressed to show that any commercial use wll not
i npact that entryway or that entrance point to Cheney. It is envisioned
that that wll probably be with a new light at a joint four way

i ntersection that woul d provide access to the Andernmatt on the north side
and at Cheney on the south side. Specific drawings are actually underway
on that. Andermatt has included that in their traffic study and showed
Publ ic Works some prelimnary informati on showi ng that they felt there was
enough nmovenent or enough distance there for stacking and all the other
i ssues, but that hasn't been concluded. So, we left that as an itemthat
needed to be addressed prior to the Andermatt rezoning on the south side
of Hi ghway 2.

Jeanette Stull, 233 S. 13th St., #1400: | represent Bonnie Shafer
and Ernest Sturzenegger. They are the owners of the property right al ong
here (showing a map), if you can see that to the east of the intersection
of Highway 2, the A d Cheney Road the property that's a subject of
Amendnent 2. And, we do support the subarea plan as anended with
Amendnent 2. The property was originally designated for the specia
residential use, but we have requested the comercial transition use. W
have the support of the Public Works Dept. as well as Planning Staff. W
do believe it's appropriate in light of the fact that we are right across
the street fromvery dense commercial devel opnent with a trade center in
Edgewood. This would serve as a good transition between those areas and
the residential uses to the east. W believe that we have satisfied any
concerns that the City may have had about traffic i ssues. Steve nentioned
we did have the traffic study conducted showthat there is not going to be
any significant inmpact on Hi ghway 2 as far as traffic goes. W did also
submt sone plans as far as how the | anes woul d be configured and that net
with the approval of the Public Works Dept. Finally, we've agreed to
sufficient setbacks and | andscaping that will conplete the whol e H ghway
2 corridor concerns and nake sure that everything still |ooks good as
you're coming into Lincoln. W have the approval of the Planning Dept. as
wel | as the Public Wrks Dept. and we do support the area, subarea plan as
amended. Any questions?
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Mar k Hunzeker, 530 S. 13th St., Suite B: |'mappearing on behal f of
Hanpton's Devel opnent Services and Stan and Grace Portsche. Hanpt on
Devel opnent Services and Stan and Grace Portsche both are property owners
in the triangle located between H ghway 2, Pine Lake Road, and 84th
Street. W nade trenendous progress in discussing the issue of how this
property is going to be used over the |ast 60 days. W have been neeting
with the Planning Dept. Steve Henrichsen and the Public Works Dept.
several people including Allen Abbott and Roger Figard, for quite sone
time nowtrying to work out howto deal with the issue of this particular
pi ece of land. W nmade nopst progress, however, when we began to neet with
the Pine Lake Honeowners Association. And, | wanted to say we've had a
very good experience working with Deb and Alvy who is the president of
t hat association and his | awer Allen Slattery, and al so, Chuck Sanderford
of the 7th Day Adventist Church and Charlie Hunble. We've had nore
neetings than | care to renmenber over the last 60 days or so, but
basi cally we cane down to a common understandi ng that it was unlikely that
single fam |y residential uses were going to be proposed for this triangle
because of the anmount of traffic that was going by both on 84th Street and

on Hi ghway 2. And, that it was necessary in order for all of the
transportation plans that have been worked up to operate to end up with a
roadway running through fromeast to west as Steve showed you. |n order

for the owners of property in that triangle to be able to support that
roadway econonically we needed to be able to find soneway to use it that
woul d justify that expense. So, we worked at that and we cane up with
sone transitional uses al ong Pi ne Lake Road whi ch woul d be residential and
or open space in character and the balance in site wuld be devel oped
approxi nately 200,000 sq. ft. of office space. And, we still had to
persuade Public Wrks that the transportation plan would work, but having
done that we are now here, | think, altogether agreeing that this is a
good plan for the use of this property. So, | would ask that you approve
thi s docunent as you've amended it now and say to you that it's been hard
work, but we're really glad that we got this worked out and we think it's
going to be a good plan. I'lIl try to answer any questions.

Li nda Spanel, 8440 S. 91st St., Cheney, NE And, | am here
representing the SID which is the Sanitary Inprovenment District #5 of
Cheney. And, the board of officers and trustees of Sanitary | nprovenent
District #5 in Cheney, Nebraska would like to submt the follow ng
information to the Lincoln Gty Council. It has been the expressed
opi nion of all board nenbers that strong consideration be given to the
annexation of the Village of Cheney into the Gty of Lincoln. SID has
reached it's maxi mum capacity for hookups to our sewer system and unti
such time as annexation to Lincoln goes through there will be no new
growth available to our community. Wth Lincoln Planning it's new service
boundaries to be so close to ours we feel that annexation would benefit
the community and nany ot her aspects. W are very proud of our comunity
and want our growth to be a successful one. Because the SIDis made up of
a board of residents and | andowners we have | ooked at annexation from al
directions. The want of growh to our community and the benefits that
woul d come fromjoining the Gty of Lincoln as a whole would be a wel conme
opportunity for all. W have had several conversations and a nmeeting with
t he Pl anning Conmi ssion on this subject to make us wait until the year
2005 to be annexed to the Gty would be a disservice to our conmunity. W
feel that many quick changes are conming to the City of Lincoln. The fact

that they betrust our community by Yankee Hi Il Road and exclude us as a
conmunity would be unfair in our eyes. W want to have i nput on how we
will be included into the big picture especially since we will be on the
line of Lincoln's new gateway. Please don't exclude us, include us. It

is also a unani nous concern of the SID #5 Board that the property within
t he boundari es of Cheney which are 91st, 1st and H ghway 2 remain as Urban
Resi dential as is shown in the Conprehensive Plan. W feel that any type
of commercial zoning would not be in the best interest of our community.
Pl ease |l eave it urban residential for our conmunity to grow. Thank you.
And, | would also |ike to show you on here (nmap), as you can see Cheney's
not that big of a community and this area right here is what it has been
proposed to be comercial you can see that that al nost equals half the
area of our comunity. Thank you.

Ms. Seng: Point that out again

Ms. Spanel: Point that out again? This is Cheney right here and
they would i ke to comrercialize this part for you right here and we woul d
like you to | eave urban devel opnent.

Julie Southw ck, 8301 S. 91st Street: I'"'m the president of the
Cheney Conmunity Organization. |s there anyway we can bring this map a
little bit closer?

M. Shoecraft: Ma'amif you are going to speak in reference to that
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grab the cordless m ke there so the audi ence can hear you if you go away
fromthe mke

Ms. Southwick: I'mkind of newat all this, so bear with me here
We're just, basically, we do really like this proposal of the subarea plan
and we are really in favor of it, but we do have sone issues that we need
to discuss about, our direct area of the town of Cheney. Basically, I'm
going to be talking about this triangle right here. This is 1st Street,
H ghway 2, and 91st Street. W' ve had, been working with, not really
wor ki ng wi th, but Brian Carstens has brought sone proposals to us and what
they would Iike to do is change that area to a H4 zoning. To do that we
went out and did a petition, we collected a 109 signatures plus on the
signature that would Iike to | eave this as urban residential. W don't
want to see commercial growh in our town. W will let Andernatt's
property go ahead and grow around us before we'd |ike to have comercia
cone into our town. And, the reason being, this is 20 acres right here.
If you come over here there's another property owner right there that has
five acres, and she's 90 years old. There's other properties. So, what
we will start to see is a fallout affect com ng clear around because we
al ready have. So, therefore Cheney will be in a circle of comercia
zoning, that's why we'd like to leave it as urban residential. W, the
citizens of Cheney, totally agreed that we nust have a full, safe access
in and out of our community. W ask that the County and City Engineers
work with the residents of the Cheney village with the details of the
intersection at 91st and Yankee Hill Road. This is going to be our
gateway to our community. The annexation | want to discuss a little bit
al so. Ladies and gentlenen we're at a very unique nonment in our history
here. | think the last tine we've annexed in a conmunity has been Air
Park. And so, we really need to discuss and we need to get all these City
and governnent departments together with us to discuss this annexation.
You know, there's going to be major and ninor issues that we've tal ked
about and Steve already nentioned the SID, the water, the school, but
we've got traffic, roads, police, fire departnent. You know, the
annexation cones right up to ny backdoor on my property on the city
l[imts. So, we're going to have a flow over of things, you know, with the
County and with the Cty so we really need to discuss a |lot of stuff.
Jensen Park's going in down over here. You know, that's going to be a
big, big inpact on our conmunity. W really want to keep our identity as
a village and we would appreciate you |eaving Cheney as a urban
resi dential devel opnent.

M. Fortenberry: M amif you'd like to stay up for a nonent |'m
going to ask Planning Staff sone questions that are relevant to what you
said. Steve clarify sonething for me, the subarea plan as proposed is
showi ng that portion to the northwest of the Village of Cheney as urban
is it urban residential or |ow density residential?

M. Henrichsen: Generally what the subarea plan is showi ng here
here's the main area of the Village of Cheney right in here existing
al so, residences along 91st Street here as part of Cheney, sone other
large lot uses in this area here. To the northeast here, generally, is
future urban residential |and currently owned by Andermatt, but woul d be
devel oped as residential, 1'll zoomout slightly a little bit here, and
actually see here is Yankee H Il Road conmng up to 91st Street, 91st
Street then bends throughout the site, cones back up to Pine Lake Road and
over to 98th. This, everything east of this new 91st St. would all be

urban residential. It woul d be commercial inthis area. Also, to the west
of Cheney woul d have Jensen Park and al so to the northwest you' d al so have
urban residential as well. There's just a little area that had been

previously designated for low density residential just to the east of
Cheney. But the main area in question and di scussion has been this area
in here where we did have a proposal for 20 acres of commrercial use, but
we are, the subarea plan is recommending this area remain to be shown for
urban residential uses.

M. Fortenberry: That's what | was hoping to clarify since the
H ghway designation is not before us.

Marlyn Schwartz, 10445 Dawn Avenue: And, | am here representing
sonme property owners and nyself as a property owner on what's referred to
as a triangle. The sane piece of property as was previously discussed
Yeah, this area right here (referring to nap) represents about 21 acres
out of 81 acres and the entire area there of Cheney. And, our objectionis
tocall it residential is that it presently is mxed use. There is sone
area that is shaded in here that is grandfather'd and used as commercia
and there are no plans to vacate that. Farther west on 91st Street there
is sone | industrial. It is already m xed use and the concern that we have
as property owners, there's a lot of vacant ground there. If it's
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residential it's not going to be devel oped by resi dences for two reasons:
1. The highway noise. The trucks coming up and down the highway
resi dences will not want to be that close to the highway. And, 2. Since
it already is mixed use we would like to propose that the final use of
this property be reviewed at the tinme that Cheney is annexed into the City
and not decide today that it has to be residential. The partition that
was submitted to the Planning Conmission on March 7 by the Cheney
conmunity organization clearly stated that the signatures of the 109
peopl e were citizens of Cheney. | would like to clarify that. There were
30 sighatures that were not citizens for Cheney. Sone of them 18 of them
that lived nore than one mle from Cheney. Now, |'m assuning that those
peopl e that signed probably are working or are enployee, or enployed in
Cheney. But, | just want to make sure that you don't get the picture that
there's 109 to 0 in favor of calling this residential at this point in
time. We would like to distribute a newpetition starting i medi ately and
if this Conprehensive Plan is not voted on today we would start
circulating this petition asking for m xed use. Now m xed use woul d not
nmean H4 necessarily. It would nean m xed use. Sone residential, sone
commercial as it's now al ready bei ng devel oped. So, we would |ike to have
this note added to suburban plan regarding the property stating the fina
use of this property bounded by South 91st Street, Yankee H Il Road, 1st
Street. Hi ghway 2 shall be further reviewed at the ti me Cheney i s annexed
into the Cty of Lincoln and the roadway connection at relocated South
91st Street and Yankee Hill Road is conpleted.

Charlie Hunble, Erickson, Sederstrom Law Firm Representing the
M d- Anerica Association of Seventh Day Adventists. We're the other
property owners involved in the Anendrment 1, notion to anend before you
and | would like to echo what Mark said in terns of the cooperation of
working with the City, the other private property owners within the so
called triangle and of course the Pine Lake Associ ation, Beven Al vey, the
Board and the nenbership toward the conprom se agreenent. As you well
know the Church canmpus is extrenely attractive and we have a trenendous
interest in what goes on in the remainder of the triangle to enhance what
has been, | think, a nost attractive addition to that area. The idea
behi nd working together was to fix the uses within the triangle. And
that's for the good of everyone because if it doesn't go, if it has an
unreal conprehensive plan designation then you know and | know what wi ||
happen several years from now, other folks will be appearing before you
saying that nothing happened and therefore we ought to put in sone
comercial pad sites and the Iike. By making the decision now, by taking
a realistic approach to what ought to happen in the triangle you then
cenent the uses for the future that gives you certainty. That gives the
Associ ati on nmenbers certainty. It gives our church certainty. And |
think everyone is very happy. Now, as Mark indicated, the road network
wor ks which will al so enhance the Andermatt devel opnent across the street.
It works for their benefit. It works for the benefit of the residences of
t he Associ ation by keeping traffic out of the neighborhood and | ooks to ne
i ke one of those win win situations which has come as a result of a |ot
of hard neetings, a lot of negotiations, but | think the end result is
worth it. So, we would urge you to go forward and vote for Amendnent 1
and the rest of the subarea plan. Please vote tonight. Keep the things
noving and | think we'll have a good Conp Plan. Thank you.

Beven Al vey, 5950 Vandervoort Dr. , Ste C |'mthe president of the
Pi ne Lake Association. | wll just take a minute to endorse the Subarea
Pl an and the Anendnents as proposed by the Planning Staff. W do support
the Amendnment in particular in the triangle, Hanpton Triangle. W
appreci ate the cooperation, the support of the Hanpton Devel opnent peopl e,
t he Seventh Day Adventist people, the Porsche's. This is getting to fee
like a real love fest prepared to the last tine | was involved with this,
of course. | and Mark Hunzeker even, can you believe |'msaying that? O
course. And, it really was good working with them W got things worked
out to our satisfaction. W got what we felt |ike we needed to protect
the Pine Lake Association and we hope that they got what they needed in
devel opi ng that property. As, of course you know, we did this really just
as Charlie was saying was to have certainty in terns of the devel opnent
and have what we think works out in everybody's best interest. Thi s
shouldn't be interpreted as a, as an approval of obviously heavy
comerci al devel opnent in the future. W do support the Conprehensive
Plan the way it's set up right now. W support very nmuch Steve
Henrichsen's efforts and we appreciate his support all the way through

this as well. Thank you.
Bill Rentschler, 8200 S. 91st: | live at the north end of Cheney
and | want to talk to you a little, this is where we're talking

here(referring to map). This is where | live right here and this is the
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triangle that we've tal ked about. 1'll tell you exactly what | want right
up front so you' re not confused. I'd like to have that area, that 21

acres that we tal ked about, sonme type of note in the Conp Plan that at the
time of the annexation that we can re-review the zoning in that area
And, there's several reasons for that. First of all right nowit's urban
residential that they'd like us to do that and it actually fits in rea
well. It all sort of this orange color (on nap) conmes around and it | ooks
real nice, but froma practical point of view on the north side it's a
four | ane highway and potentially at sone point a six |ane highway. On
the south side it's a gravel road with a, with hones on the south side in
the $75 to $85,000 range. You're not going to put Vintage Hei ght type of
hones in that area. And, the other thing is in the area that's to the
north, they pointed out that it was the Aldernmatt project. And, these
peopl e, you know, they have, they can go 80 to 100 acres at a tinme and
they can go in and they can put in roads and they can put in sewers and
t hen they can have their plots and go ahead and devel op those and t hey can
do that to the west of Cheney also. But, there's six | andowners that own
the land in that 21 acres and it's going to be nuch nore difficult. |
think anything will develop eventually, but you sort of have to ask
yoursel f, you know, how easy is it going to be. And, I've lived in the
north end of Cheney for alnpbst 10 years. |I'mnot in, this is not a noney
nmaki ng deal for ne. | hope | do nake sone noney if sonethi ng happens, but
that's not the purpose and | certainly want Cheney to have sonethi ng nice
on the north. If that 21 acres can develop at one time you can get a
developer in there to sit there and they can plan the roads in there
They can plan the roads in there. They can plan the sewer in there and
then they can communicate with the residents of Cheney on what kind of
things can go in there that would be acceptable. It's ny fear that if
there's many del ays over a period of time that any one of these individua
| andowners through here could decide to sell or to develop it in sone
other fashion that actually would ruin that and, for exanple, of nyself
and the nei ghbor to the south of me were to, to enter into sone agreenent
and do sonething appropriate there we'd block access into the rest of
Cheney for you know, who knows, 40, 50 years until you get to this point
again. First of all, Andermatt has had, this project has been going on
since the early 1990's. | don't know when it actually even started, but
| was out there and | heard about it a long time ago in the early 90's.
But, north into Cheney would not have developed unless the Andernmatt
proj ect goes ahead. But, if the Andernmatt project goes ahead, which it
sounds like it will and I'mcertainly for that, that's the kind, that's
the tine and this probably kicked in a few nonths ago, that you started to
| ook at what was going into the north part of Cheney. So, we've not had
near the opportunity to comunicate with the community, wth the
nei ghbor hood associ ation or anybody like that to talk to them | think
the petition that you signed has given sort of a skewed point of view
W' ve not had a chance to talk to peopl e and say what kind of things would
you like to see in the north side of town? Wuld this be sonething that
woul d be acceptable? |'ve addressed the Planning Commi ssion. |'ve seen
people on the Planning Commi ssion that have given applause to people
who' ve stuck with projects over tine because it's been sonething that, as
difficult as it was, probably was good for the community. And, it's
certainly ny point of view that this would be good for Cheney. And,
think all you have to do is put that amendnent in, or just that paragraph
in where that asterisk is there to say nothing will be devel oped until the
town of Cheney is annexed and that's there now and then if you add it on
and at that time we will reviewthe zoning in that area. And, that would
give us tine to nmeet as a comunity nore and in a non-confrontative manner
in that we can work out sone of these issues. This is not going to be
sonet hing that happens, |'m guessing, in a real short period of tine.
This should give us time as a comunity to cone together with nore of a
uni fying point of view And, |'d be happy to answer any questi ons.
Lonni e At hey, 10701 Dawn: My home address i s 9400 Yankee Hi || Road,
but | have a business that | operate out of 9400, |I'msorry | just turned
it around there, 1701 Dawn is my hone address. M/ address there is 9400
1st Street & A d Cheney and | operate a painting business out of there

enploy. |'ve been there five years and | have no plans of noving, you
know. |'munder grandfather's clause there, whatever anyway, to operate
ny business. | feel that it should be | eft open so there can be sonething

done with the, you know, that could be beneficial to everyone including,
but | do say there is going to be business there because |'m going to be
there for at |east another 10 years, the good Lord willing. So, | thank
you.

Christine Kiara, President of Country Meadows Honme Omners Assn.
And, | wanted to say our Home Oamers Assn. al so supports the subarea pl an
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W see it as a protection plan for our nei ghborhood and for the entryway
i nto Southeast Lincoln. And while we do al so support the two amendnents
that you're considering nowl'd |like you to take very seriously this plan

and not think because you're anending it now that it will be chipped out
away nore in the near future. But | think there's two circunstances that
surround these anendnents that are worth noting and that | hope will be

considered before any further amendnents or this plan would be
reconsidered later on and those are that the surroundi ng nei ghborhood
associ ati ons and individual honmeowners agree and support the devel opers
plans for this property and that also the traffic concerns have been
addressed so as to not add to the pressure of wi dening H ghway 2. That's
all | need to say. Do you have any questions?

Mar k Sout hwi ck, 8301 S. 91st.: |'mpretty new at this because as a
resident and not representative of the nei ghborhood association which |
| eft about six years ago. M wife would like the Council to have that
fromthe new organi zation we're involved in. At any rate sone things have
been said about the triangle and ny house is the first property probably
that's going to be affected by the new 91st Street as it turns into Cheney
of f of Yankee Hi |l Road. And, when | bought ny property six years ago we
were shown a map by the county as to how the new 91st Street was going to
turn and wasn't quite so close to my house. Now, it looks like it's going

to be within a 100 feet instead 300 feet. | have sone concerns with that.
And, if you guys go ahead and | eave that triangle open, of currently it's
at urban residential. |If you leave it open like they' re asking for then

potentially that roadway that cones into Cheney could turn into a four
| ane which would put it even closer to ny house and that isn't why | noved
there. | got tired of conflict being within the Cty. Color used to be
a hot bed. | guess I'minto a bigger one. At this point, | guess what |
really want to put the enphasis onis leaving it as the Planning Dept. has
put it and the Planni ng Conmi ssion has approved, urban residential, keep
it that way. And, when annexation does conme about then we will be open,
but I think it has to go through the total process to change anythi ng over
there. Now, currently there is one piece of property in the triangle that

is zoned |I. And, currently there is one piece of property wthin that
triangle with a use permt. And, if you recall a few years ago, | as a
person who didn't live in Cheney watched it all on TV. | cane down here

and watched it. But, Jan & Charlie cane here and tried to nove Good Life
Tour out there along with LTR and there was a | ot of discussion about that
inthat triangle and they didn't get the job done. And, there's a reason
for it. The comunity of Cheney would like to be a residential conmunity.
And, | would like to remain residential, also. Thank you for your tine.

Kent Seacrest, Seacrest & Kal kowski, 1111 Lincoln Mall, Suite 350:
Representing Andermatt who is the |andowner of that area, large area
designated red along with Iger who is the devel oper of the property. W
want to just stand up here in support. We have worked hard for nany
nonths with the adm nistration and we've reached an agreenment on about
5800 and 50pmtrips which is the nagic mark now that we are shooting for
to accompdate the network out here and still get the | evel of service to
be what the City wants and not wi den H ghway 2. W want to thank Public
Wirks, Planning, Steve Henrichsen, Kathleen Sellman, Allan Abbott, Roger
Figard, Kelly, everybody because they've worked hard on this effort. W
saw the map tonight on the Hanpton Triangle solution. W see that the
open space is now shown on the westside of the Andermatt tract. Steve
tells nme that that's supposed to be 50' of green area and we support that.
The H ghway 2 corridor setback is 100' to nake it an attractive entryway.
W al so want to thank Pine Lake Nei ghborhood. Over two nonths ago we were
able to reach agreenent with them on what was best to try to buffer them
fromthe proposed regional center and they were delightful to work with
and we got a good win win out of that one. And, finally the Village of
Cheney has been very hel pful to supporting our project as well and master
pl anning with us and we hope to work closely with themto get themtheir
proper entrance along 91st Street. So, with that 1'd be glad to answer
any questions you m ght have.

7:40 TOOK BREAK 8: 03 RECONVENED

Steve Henrichsen, Planning Dept.: |'ll be very quick. | just wanted
to address a few itenms that were nentioned during the public testinony.
First, inregards to the setback along 84th Street, the notion No. 1 does
include a note that the setbacks along 84th Street, north or H ghway 2
woul d be addressed at tine of use permitting. |n general Andermatt had
shown 100' setback when the area to the west was residential, nowthat it
woul d be a nixed or commercial it's probably nore appropriate just to go
with the standard B-5 50" front yard setback. No. 2, certainly | do take
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the comment from the County Meadows in regards to concern about future
chi pping away of the plan. That's why we have spent six nonths on the
subarea plan to have a subarea plan that neets the transportati on goals,

the entryway goals for the community and that, generally, we have heard
fromnunerous property owners as to their proposals. So, we've had at one
time or another, generally, nost property owners along the way contact us
along Hghway 2 to hear from their proposals and to try to nake a
determi nation as to what is the best |and use for the future. So, we are
| ooking at, very nmuch, this subarea plan has addressed nobst of those
issues and it'd be something we'd ook to inmplenment in the future. Very
specifically just on the Cheney itens that were renmarked, | had passed
al ong, passed around a meno from Buil ding & Safety when we had a public
neeting in regards to this triangular area at the Berean Church. W heard
several concerns fromproperty owners about uses in this particular area,

and the m xed use conment was brought up. One thing that | should note,

this area here in gray is the area that M. Athey owns and he was correct
he has a grandfather'd commercial nonconformng use. It is not zoned for
commer ci al use as a nonconformng use. The other properties in the area
that are noted as m xed use, the Twi ehous property here is Item A under
the meno of Building and Safety. There's an illegal sal vage yard on that
site. The City is currently in court trying to have the illegal sal vage
yard renoved. The second itemthat was brought up was sonme property that
is owned by Velnma Snyder and the City is working to have that building
condemed. The site is quite unsafe and Building and Safety has been
working with Vel na Snyder to have the buildings renpbved fromthat site.

It is also currently residential or agricultural zoned. The other item
| should also note is right here in the mddle is property that is owned
by St. Mchael's Church of Cheney. There is a church on the southern side
of the site and a residential use inmediately adjacent to it. Al the
rest of the properties along in here are in residential use, residentia

uses in here. The reason we continue to reconmend that this is urban
residential is that as this property subdivides in the future as we get
devel opnent proposals it is quite appropriate this may not necessarily be
an area of single famly imredi ately adjacent to H ghway 2, but a mx of
di fferent kinds of urban residential uses. W have shown the property
i mredi atel y adj acent to Yankee Hi |l Road where M. Rentschler resides that
this might be an area appropriate for sone type of special residentia

uses, child care centers, domiciliary care facilities, elderly retirenent,
ot her kinds of uses in that area. And, certainly one of the nmajor issues
we have with 21 acres comrercial zoning in this area would be the very
i ssue that Cheney residents have expressed their concern about. A large
amount of m xed use, even comrercial uses in here may affect the turning
noverments into the site and may nake it very difficult for the City to
maintain this access. So, for all those reasons concerned about the
i npact on the existing Cheney area at all of the neetings that | have
attended wi th Cheney residents | heard very nuch support for retaining the
residential character of the Cheney area. W continue to recomrend that
this area be shown as urban residential. Now, we've had considerable
di scussi on over the past several nonths about this site and so we, that's
why we have, continue to showit as urban residential in the subarea plan

This matter was taken under advi senent.

M SCELLANEQUS BUSI NESS

Danny Wal ker, 427 E St.: He asked for the nunber of tie downs &
pi ctures to show proof of the tie downs in the Gty inmpound lot. He heard
there were only 18 tie downs. There should be one for each vehicle.
During potential flooding there will be only one hour notice on a storm
wat er systemto get the tie downs in place.

Ms. McRoy: Stated she inspected the tow lot & verified there are
ti e downs.

M. Shoecraft: Stated he will ask how nany & how long it woul d t ake
to hook all of the tie downs up

A en Cekal, 1420 C Street: He spoke about the possibility of oil
gas, brake fluids that could cause contamination in the inmpound lots &
asked if the City was going to honor the flood plain regulation. He
suggest ed that Danny Wal ker be invited to | ook at the tie downs situation
hi nsel f.

Rich Wese, West "O' Area Business Assn.: He thanked the City
Counci|l and the Code Dept. for their help in cleaning up the vicinity of
West O and West P Street

M. Shoecraft: Asked if West O Street woul d generate enough traffic
in the future to support other businesses.

This matter was taken under advi sement.
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Bob Val enti ne, 2660 Park Avenue: He cane forward expressi ng concern
about the $4.7 nmillion deficit in the City budget as reported in the
newspaper.

This matter was taken under advi sement.

ORDI NANCES - 3RD READI NG

APPROVI NG A LEASE AGRMI. BETWEEN THE CITY, AT&T, & TOUCH AMERICA FOR THE
PLACEMENT OF TELECOVMUNI CATI ONS CONDUI TS AT THE CI TY' S ASHLAND WELLFI ELD
PROPERTY - CLERK Read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, the City of
Lincoln desires to |l ease property inits Platte River wellfield, generally
| ocat ed near Ashl and Nebraska, to AT&T Corp. and Touch Anerica, Inc. for
t he placenent of a conduit and fiber optic lines, the third tine.

CAWVP Moved to pass ordi nance as read.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
The ordi nance, being nunbered #17815, is recorded in O di nance Book 24, Page

SPECI AL PERM TS, USE PERM TS

APPEAL OF ARLON E. & CORRINE D. BARTELS, DALE & JENINE M MEI NER, DEANNA
MUMGAARD, MARY MUMGAARD, DAVID WATTS, DRENNEN WATTS, M LAI MONS
| ESALNI EKS, & LARRY & DENI SE MAACK, FROM THE PLANNI NG COVM SSI ON APPROVAL
OF SPECI AL PERM T 1892 AUTHORI ZI NG QNEST W RELESS L.L.C. TO CONSTRUCT A
123" TALL PERSONAL W RELESS FACI LI TY W TH ASSOCI ATED GROUND EQUI PMENT & A
WAI VER OF THE FALL ZONE REQUI REMENT ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT N.
7TH ST. & FLETCHER AVE. - PRIOR to reading:

SENG Moved to delay Action on Bill No. 01R-44 for one week with Public
Hearing to 4/2/01.

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

APPEAL OF HEARTLAND | NSURANCE POOL, | NC. FROM THE PLANNI NG COVM SSI ON DENI AL OF
SPECI AL PERM T 1896 FOR AUTHORI TY TO OPERATE A SALVAGE YARD ON PROPERTY
GENERALLY LCCATED AT N. 1ST & CHARLESTON STS. - PRIOR to reading:

MCROY Moved to delay Action on Bill No. O0l1R-50 for two weeks w Public
Hearing reopened to 4/9/01.

Seconded by Cook & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

PETI TI ONS & COVMUNI CATI ONS

THE FOLLON NG WERE REFERRED TO THE PLANNI NG DEPT. :

Change of Zone 3306 - App. of Krein Real Estate, Inc. from RR1 to RT on
property at S 56'" St. & Waltz Rd.

Change of Zone 3314 - App. of D & R Developnent, Inc. fromAGto H3 & I-3 at
N. W 56'" & West O Sts.

Change of Zone 3315 - App. of Phil Durst fromR4 to I-1 at 1% and L Street.

Change of Zone 3316 - App. of Lancaster County Board of Comm ssioners fromO 3
to P at 46'" & R Streets.

Change of Zone 3317 - App. of Noel Chadd fromR-2 to R4 at N 1%t St. & Garber
Ave.

Use Permit 138 - App. of Krein Real Estate, Inc. to devel op of fi ce/ nedical space
as per 27.28.090 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code at S. 56'" St. & Waltz Rd.

Special Permt 1447A - App. of Capitol Sports Foundation for baseball fields
with associ ated parking at 70'" & Arbor Rd.

Special Permt 1665A - App. of Chateau Devel oprment, Stefan Gaspar, to add 13
units & request height variance to 40" at 72" & Van Dorn Bl vd.

Special Permt 1808A - App. of NEBCO, Inc. to develop duplex units at N 1t &
Fal | br ook Bl vd.

Special Permt 1904 - App. of Todd J. Corliss for a liquor license for a
reception hall, sale of alcoholic beverages for on & off sale at 4538 N.
62" & 6221 Burlington. (W THDRAWN BY APPLI| CANT)

Special Permit 1905 - App. of Noel Chadd to develop a Community Unit Plan
containing 2-4 plex units, 3-6 plex units & associ ated parki ng areas at N.
1st Street & Garber Ave.

Special Pernit 1906 - App. of Alltel to add three antennas to existing tower at
400 S. 84th st

Special Permt 1907 - App. of Alltel to add three antennas to existing tower at
7t & Fl et cher.

Change of Zone 3308 - App. of Pine Lake Heights Apartnments, L.L.C. to change
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Li ncol n Municipal Code Sec. 27.67.03 reference Parking for multi-famly
dwel lings in any zoning district.

REPORTS TO CI TY OFFI CERS

CLERK' S LETTER & MAYOR S APPROVAL OF ORDI NANCES & RESOLUTI ONS PASSED ON Mar. 12,
2001 - CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the Ofice
of the City derk.

| NVESTMENT OF FUNDS - CLERK read the foll owi ng resol ution, introduced by Jonat han
Cook, who noved its adoption:

A- 80753 BE | T HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL of the Gty of Lincoln,
Nebr aska:

That the attached list of investnents be confirmed and approved, and
the City Treasurer is hereby directed to hold said investments until
maturity unl ess otherwi se directed by the City Council. (Investnents from
March 12 to 16, 2001.)

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

REPORTS FROM CI TY TREASURER OF TELECOMM OCC. TAX FOR THE MONTH OF FEBRUARY,
2001: VI ATEL, QAEST COW , TOUCH AMERI CA, LCI INT' L. TRACFONE W RELESS,
PRI MUS, TRANS NATI ONAL, WORKI NG ASSETS FUNDI NG, TELI GENT SERVICES, D & D
COMM , ONE CALL, ATLAS, NPCR I NC./NEXTEL, NEXTEL WEST, ATS MOBILE, PHCENI X
NETWORK, OPERATOR COMM , RSL COM USA, TRI-M | NCOWNET, NOSVA, LIGHTYEAR,
ATT WRELESS PCS, TELCO WESTERN UNI ON, MCLEODUSA, ASSN. ADM , LONG
DI STANCE OF M CHI GAN, XO LONG DI STANCE, COVDATA, GLYPHI CS, NEBRASKA
TECHNOLOGY, USA PAG NG SPRINT SPECTRUM EXCEL, BI G PLANET, |-LINK, ZONE
TELECOM , EQUALITY, GST NET, NOS, G.OBALCOM SINGLE BILLI NG SERVI CES -
CLERK presented said report which was placed on file in the Ofice of the
Cty Cerk. (20)

OTHER RESCLUTI ONS

APPLI CATION OF GJR L.L.C. DBA “RANDY'S CRILL & CHILL" FOR A CLASS “C’ LIQUOR
LI CENSE AT 4947 HOLDREGE STREET - CLERK read the follow ng resol ution,
i ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:
A-80743 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:
That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the City Council recommends that the
application of GJR L.L.C. dba “Randy’s Gill & Chill” for a Cass “C
liquor license at 4947 Hol drege Street, Lincoln, Nebraska, for the |license
peri od endi ng October 31, 2001, be approved with the condition that the
prem se conplies in every respect with all city and state regul ations.
The City Cerk is directed to transmt a copy of this resolution to the
Nebraska Liquor Control Conmi ssion.
I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson
Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS:. None.

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF RANDY A. WLSON, JR FOR GIRL.L.C. DBA “RANDY'S GRILL &
CHI LL” AT 4947 HOLDREGE STREET -CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:

A- 80744 WHEREAS, GIR, L.L.C. dba “Randy’s Gill & Chill” located at 4947
Hol drege Street, Lincoln, Nebraska has been approved for a Retail d ass
"C' liquor license, and now requests that Randy A W/Ison be naned
manager ;

WHEREAS, Randy A. W/ son appears to be a fit and proper person to
manage sai d busi ness.

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the City Council recommends that Randy A
W son be approved as nanager of this business for said |icensee. The
City Cerk is directed to transmit a copy of this resolution to the
Nebr aska Liquor Control Conmi ssion.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.



REGULAR MEETI NG
MARCH 26, 2001
PAGE 148

APPLI CATI ON OF EXPO INC. DBA “I1 GUANA' S PUB & GRILL"” TO DELETE AN AREA MEASURI NG
APPROXI MATELY 140' X 23" TO THE EAST OF THE LI CENSED PREM SES AT 1430 O
STREET - CLERK read the following resolution, introduced by G ndy
Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:

A- 80745 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act including Neb.
Rev. Stat. § 53-132, the pertinent Cty ordi nances, and Resol ution No. A
66729, the City Council reconmmends that the application of Expo Inc. dba
“lguana’s Pub & Gill” to delete an area neasuring approxi mately 140" by
23" to the east fromtheir presently licensed prenises |ocated at 1426 -
1430 "O' Street, Lincoln, Nebraska, be approved with the condition that
the preni se conplies in every respect with all Cty and State regul ati ons.

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk is directed to transmt
a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska Liquor Control Conmi ssion.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS:. None.

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF CHARLES R. SALEM FOR SALEM O L COVPANY DBA “ SOUTH STREET
AMOCO' AT 1648 SOUTH STREET - CLERK read the follow ng resolution,
i ntroduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:

A-80746 WHEREAS, Salem Q| Conpany dba “South Street Anbco” |ocated at 1648
South Street, Lincoln, Nebraska has been approved for a Retail Cass "D’
liquor license, and now requests that Charles R Sal em be named manager;

WHEREAS, Charles R Salem appears to be a fit and proper person to
manage sai d busi ness.

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the Cty Council recommends that Charles R
Sal em be approved as manager of this business for said |licensee. The City
Clerk is directed to transmt a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska
Li quor Control Commi ssion.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

MANAGER APPLI CATI ON OF MATTHEW HERVAN FOR NAMREH INC. DBA D & D DI STRI BUTOR
LOCATED AT 5840 NORTH 70™ STREET - CLERK read the follow ng resol ution,
i ntroduced by Cindy Johnson, who noved its adoption for approval:

A-80747 WHEREAS, Nenreh. Inc. dba “D & D Distributor” | ocated at 5840 N. 70th
Street, Lincoln, Nebraska has been approved for a Retail Class "W |iquor
Iicense, and now requests that Matthew Herman be named nanager;

WHEREAS, Matthew Herman appears to be a fit and proper person to
manage sai d busi ness.

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED by the Gty Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That after hearing duly had as required by | aw, consi derati on of the
facts of this application, the Nebraska Liquor Control Act, and the
pertinent City ordinances, the City Council reconmends that Matthew Her man
be approved as nanager of this business for said |icensee. The City derk
is directed to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Nebraska Liquor
Control Conmi ssi on.

I ntroduced by Ci ndy Johnson

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS:. None.

APPROVI NG AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CI TY AND LI NCOLN CHAMBER ECONOM C DEVEL OPMENT
CORP. FOR THE PROMOTI ON OF ECONOM C DEVELOPMENT I N LINCOLN - CLERK read
the following resolution, introduced by Jonathan Cook, who noved its
adopti on:

A-80748 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the Economi c Devel opnent Agreenent between the City of Lincoln
and L.CE D.C. for the pronotion of econom c developnment in Lincoln, a
copy of which is attached hereto, marked as Attachnent "A" and nade a part
hereof by reference, is hereby approved and the Mayor is authorized to
execute said Agreement on behal f of the City.

The City Cerk is directed to return one fully executed copy of said
Agreenent to the Lincoln Chanmber Econonic Devel oprment Cor poration.

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.
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APPROVI NG AN | NTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE ClI TY AND THE COUNTY FOR THE PAVI NG
OF NORTH 70TH STREET FROM | NTERSTATE 80 NORTH TO WAVERLY ROAD - CLERK read
the following resolution, introduced by Jonathan Cook, who noved its
adopti on:

A- 80749 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the Interlocal Agreenent between the City of Lincoln and
Lancaster County, for paving of North 70th Street fromInterstate 80 north
to Waverly Road and to fund the asphalt paving equally anong the City and
t he County, upon the terns and conditions as set forth in said Agreenent,
a copy of which is attached hereto narked as Attachnent "A" and nade a
part hereof by reference, is hereby approved and the Mayor is authorized
to execute said Interlocal Agreenent on behalf of the City.

The City Cerk is directed to return one fully executed copy of said
Interl ocal Agreement to Earleen Ladd, Lancaster County Clerk's Ofice for
filing with the County.

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook
Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

AUTHORI ZI NG THE APPLI CATI ON TO THE FEDERAL TRANSI T ADM NI STRATI ON FOR FI NANCI AL
ASSI STANCE ASSOCI ATED W TH THE PLANNI NG, RESEARCH CAPI TAL, AND OPERATI NG
COSTS FOR STARTRAN DURING FY 2001 - 2002 - CLERK read the follow ng
resol ution, introduced by Jonat han Cook, who noved its adoption:

A- 80750 A resolution authorizing the filing of applications with the United
St at es Departnent of Transportation for financial assistance during Fiscal
Year 2001-2002 (Septenber 1, 2001 - August 31, 2002) under the Urban Mass
Transportation Act of 1964, as anended.

RECI TALS
I

The Secretary of Transportation is authorized to nmake grants for
nmass transportation projects.

Il

A contract between the City of Lincoln and the United States
Depart ment of Transportation for financial assistance will inmpose certain
obligations upon the Cty of Lincoln as an applicant for funding,
i ncluding the provision by it of the | ocal share of project costs.

111

It isrequired by the United States Departnent of Transportation, in
accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil R ghts Act of
1964, that in connection with the filing of an application for assistance
under the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as anended, the applicant
gi ves an assurance that it will conply with Title VI of the Cvil Rights
Act of 1964 and the United States Departnent of Transportation
requi rements thereunder.

IV

It is the goal of the City of Lincoln, Nebraska, as an applicant,
that minority business enterprises be utilized to the fullest extent
possi bl e in connection with these projects, and that definitive procedures
shal | be established and adm nistered to ensure that mnority businesses
shal | have the nmaxi num feasi bl e opportunity to conpete for contracts when
procuring construction contracts, supplies, equipnment contracts, or
consul tant and ot her services.

NOW THEREFORE, BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

1. That the Mayor is authorized to execute and file applications
on behalf of the City of Lincoln with the United States Department of
Transportation for financial assistance to aid in the financing of
pl anni ng and techni cal studies, research, capital or operating assistance
projects, or both, pursuant to Sections 3, 3(a) (1) (c), 4(1), 6, 8 and 9
of the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as anended.

2. That the Mayor is authorized to execute and file with such
applications an assurance or any other docunent required by the United
States Departnent of Transportation effectuating the purposes of Title VI
of the Civil R ghts Act of 1964.

3. That the Myor is authorized to set forth and execute
affirmative mnority business policies in connection with the project's
procur enent needs.

4. That the City's Director of Public Wrks & Uilities is
aut horized to furnish such additional infornation as the United States
Departnment of Transportation nmay require in connection wth the
application for the financial assistance.
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5. That the Mayor is authorized to execute grant agreenments, and
anmendnments and addenduns thereto, on behalf of the City of Lincoln with
the United States Departnent of Transportation, and such other docunents
as nay be necessary, for aid in the financing of the planning, capital,
and operating assistance program of projects.

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,

Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

REAPPO NTI NG RANDY BOLDT TO THE EMS, | NC. BOARD OF DI RECTORS FOR A THREE- YEAR

MCROY

TERM EXPI RI NG MARCH 28, 2004 - PRIOR to reading:
Moved to delay action on Bill No. 01R-60 for two weeks to 4/9/01.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS:. None.

APPO NTI NG REV. LAUREN EKDAHL TO THE EMS, | NC. BOARD OF DI RECTORS FOR A THREE-

MCROY

COwP.

YEAR TERM EXPI RI NG MARCH 28, 2004 - PRIOR to reading:

Moved to delay action on Bill No. 01R-61 for two weeks to 4/9/01.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS:. None.
PLAN AMENDMVENT 94-56 - APPLI CATI ON OF THE PLANNI NG DI RECTOR TO AMEND THE
1994 LI NCOLN- LANCASTER COUNTY COVPREHENSI VE PLAN TO ADOPT THE “ SOUTHEAST
LI NCOLN H GHWAY 2 SUBAREA PLAN' FOR THE AREA GENERALLY FROM S. 56TH TO S.
98TH STREET, FROM OLD CHENEY ROAD TO ¥ M LE SOUTH OF YANKEE HI LL ROAD,
| NCLUDI NG ANY ASSCCI ATED AMENDMENTS TO THE LAND USE, PHASI NG UTILITY
AND/ OR COVMUNI TY FACI LI TIES SECTIONS OF THE PLAN - PRIOR to reading:

Moved to adopt Amendnents #1 & #2 to Bill No. 01lR-59 as follows:
On page 1, between lines 11 and 12, insert the foll ow ng | anguage:

That the Sout heast Lincol n/H ghway 2 Subarea Pl an, marked as
Attachnent A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference, is hereby approved, except as follows:

1. Delete the text in subparagraph 6 under Additional
Requests for Commercial Use on pages 11 and 12 and insert in lieu
t hereof the foll ow ng:

An alternative | and use plan for the northwest corner of

84t h and H ghway 2 was devel oped bet ween property owners

and the Pine Lake Associ ation. The approved alternative

pl an provi des for approxi mately 11 acres of open space,

wet | ands, buffer and entryway | andscapi ng, residenti al

uses and approximately 200,000 square feet of office

space. This land north of Hi ghway 2, south of Pine Lake

Road and west of 84th Street is nowdesignated for a m x

of commercial (office), residential and open space uses

in the subarea pl an.

Future specific site plans will preserve open_ space,

trees, and wetlands, provide |andscaped and other

buffers to the Pine Lake neighborhood, enhance the

H ghway 2 entryway, provide a local road network to

address the potential i npact on the Pine Lake

nei ghborhood, linit access at Pine Lake Road and Hi ghway

2, and mtigate the traffic inpact of the potential

office use on _a portion of the property. Wiile it

appears that the alternative planwill not significantly

i npact road i nprovenent plans for this area, a traffic

study will be required with future devel opnent proposal s

to verify the inpact of the office use.

2. Anend the existing Fiqure 2 -- Proposed Southeast
Li ncol n/ Hi ghway 2 Subarea Plan -- as shown on Exhibit 1 attached
her et o.

BE I T FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the Cty of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

On page 1, between lines 11 and 12, insert the foll ow ng | anguage:

That the Sout heast Lincol n/H ghway 2 Subarea Pl an, marked as
Attachnent A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference, is hereby approved, except as follows:

1. Delete the text in subparagraph 2 under Additional
Requests for Conmercial Use on page 11 and insert in lieu thereof
t he foll ow ng:

A proposal by Jeanette Stoll for a small area of

transitional office use on the southeast corner of

H ghway 2 and O d Cheney Road is appropriate since the

i npacts on the network and | ocal intersections have been

addressed. The approved alternative plan provides for

open space, residential buffer and entryway | andscapi ng.




REGULAR MEETI NG
MARCH 26, 2001
PAGE 151

This land i s now designated for transitional office and

open _space uses in the subarea plan. Future specific

site plans will preserve open space, trees, provide

| andscaped buffer to the adj acent nei ghbors, enhance the

H ghway 2 entryway, and provide for transportation

i nprovenents required by the office use.

2. Amend the existing Figure 2 -- Proposed Southeast
Li ncol n/ Hi ghway 2 Subarea Plan -- as shown on Exhibit 1 attached
her et o.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

CLERK Read the fol | owi ng resol ution, introduced by Jonat han Cook, who noved
its adoption:
A- 80751 WHEREAS, the Planning Director has namde application to anend the

Lincoln City-Lancaster County Conprehensive Plan (1994) to adopt the
Sout heast Lincol n/ H ghway 2 Subarea Pl an (hereinafter “Subarea Plan”) as
an approved subarea plan in an area generally located from South 56th
Street to South 98th Street, from A d Cheney Road to % mile south of
Yankee Hi || Road, and to add text to the Conprehensive Pl an regarding | and
use, infrastructure, and resources for the Southeast Lincoln/H ghway 2
Subarea (herei nafter “Subarea”); and

WHEREAS, the Lincoln City - Lancaster County Pl anni ng Conm ssi on has
recommended approval of said proposed anendrent.

NOW THEREFORE, BE |IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Li ncol n, Nebraska:

That the Lincoln Cty-Lancaster County Conprehensive Plan (1994) be
amended as foll ows:

1. Amend Figure 16, “Lincoln’'s Future Land Use Plan,” page 39,
and Figure 17, “Lancaster County’s Land Use Plan,” page 41, to revise the
| and uses and future service limt as shown on Figure 2 of the Subarea
Pl an.

2. Amend Figure 38, Lincoln Area Current and Future Trails
Net wor k, page 120 to add trails as shown on Figure 7 of the Subarea Pl an
. Amend page 197, Figure 65, “Lincoln Service Limt and Phasi ng
Plan” to

a. Change the designation of |and within the Subarea which
is currently inside the city linits to Phase |

b. Change the designation of |and within the Subarea which
is currently shown as Phase IlIl to Phase Il for near
term devel opnent .

C. Anmend the “Lincoln’s Future Service Limt” to reflect
the future service Iimt as shown on the Subarea Pl an

4, Amend Appendi x A, Part |, “Approved Subarea Plans” to add the

foll owi ng Subarea Plan to the |ist of approved subarea pl ans:
The Conprehensive Plan Amendnent  94-56  Sout heast
Li ncol n/ H ghway 2 Subarea Area Plan - approved by the

Gty Council Resolution No. A on
, 2001.
5. Amend Appendi x A, Part |, “Approved Subarea Plans” to

del ete Exhibit A through E of the conceptual subarea plan for 84th and
H ghway 2 and to anend the text as follows:
.

pran—for—the ?e||ene al—area—arourd—Seuth—84th—Street

a'?.||g|°ﬁ? 2 Fhe—coneeptual—ptar |?qu [e? of-the

eontatnred—here— Additionally, a subarea plan for the

N1-N2 Pl anning Zones should be developed prior to

further devel opnent actions in the area. (Anmendnent 94-

30)

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat any other references in said plan which
may be affected by the above-specified anendnents be, and they hereby are
anmended to conformwi th such specific anmendnents.

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook

Seconded by Johnson & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

SETTI NG HEARI NG DATE OF MONDAY, APRIL 16, 2001 AT 1:30 P.M ON THE MAN. APP. OF
MATTHEW J. KEMPSTON FOR B & R STORES | NC. DBA SUPER SAVER #17 AT 2525 PI NE
LAKE RD. - CLERK read the followi ng resolution, introduced by Jonathan
Cook, who noved its adoption

A- 80752 BE | T RESOLVED by the City Council, of the City of Lincoln, that a
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hearing date is hereby fixed for Mon., April 16, 2001, at 1:30 p.m or as
soon thereafter as possible in the City Council Chanmbers, County-City
Buil ding, 555 S. 10th Street, Lincoln, NE, for the purpose of considering
the Man. App. of Matthew J. Kenpston for B & R Stores, Inc. dba Super
Saver #17 at 2525 Pine Lake Road.

If the Police Dept. is unable to conplete the investigation by said
time, a new hearing date will be set.

I ntroduced by Jonat han Cook

Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ORDI NANCES - 1ST & 2ND READI NG

DECLARI NG APPROXI MATELY .91 ACRES OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED IN LOT 2,
FAI RVI EW CEMETERY 1ST ADDI Tl ON, GENERALLY LOCATED NEAR N. 84TH STREET AND
ADAMS STREET, AS SURPLUS AND AUTHORI ZI NG THE SALE THERECF - CLERK read an
ordi nance, introduced by Jonat han Cook, declaring a tract of City-owned
property generally located near North 84th and Adans Streets as surplus
and authorizing the sale thereof to Wuka Cenetery, the first tine.

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 6. 04 OF THE LI NCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE RELATI NG TO ANI MAL CONTROL
REGULATI ONS GENERALLY TO AMEND DEFI NI TI ONS; TO | NCREASE | MPOUNDVENT FEES;
TO MAKE |IT UNLAWUL TO OAMN AN MAL HYBRIDS; TO PROVIDE RESTRI CTI ONS
RELATING TO ACTIVITIES OF PET SHOPS; AMENDI NG CRUELTY TO AN MALS TO
PROVI DE A SEPARATE SECTION RELATING TO AN MAL NEGLECT; TO PROVIDE
EXCEPTI ONS TO VI OLATI ONS; AMENDI NG PROVI SI ONS REGARDI NG SELLI NG OR d VI NG
AVWAY ANI MALS; AND TO PROVI DE ADDI TI ONAL PENALTI ES FOR VI OLATI ONS - CLERK
read an ordi nance anending Chapter 6.04 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code
relating to Animal Control Regulations Generally by anending Section

6.04.010 to add definitions for "adequate shelter", "animal exhibit,"
"boardi ng", "exotic animal", "hybrid", "shade" and "wild aninmal" and to
amend the definitions of "large animal" and "unusual aninal"; anending

Section 6.04.150 to increase inpoundnent fees; adding a new Section
6.04. 155 to nake it unlawful to own animal hybrids; adding a new Section
6.04.165 to provide restrictions relating to activities of pet shops;
amendi ng Section 6.04.310 relating to cruelty to animals; adding a new
Section 6.04.315 to provide a separate section relating to ani nal negl ect
by anendi ng provi sions previously contained 6.04.310, Cruelty to Aninals;
adding a new section nunbered 6.04.317 to provide exceptions to the
violations set forth in Section 6.04.310; anending Section 6.04.350
regarding selling or giving away aninmals; anending Section 6.04.440 to
provi de additi onal penalties for violations of Chapter 6.04 of the Lincoln
Muni ci pal Code; and repealing Sections 6.04.010, 6.04.150, 6.04.310,
6. 04. 350, and 6. 04. 440 of the Lincol n Muni ci pal Code as hitherto existing,
the first tine.

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 6. 04 OF THE LI NCOLN MUNI Cl PAL CODE RELATI NG TO ANI MAL CONTROL
REGULATI ONS GENERALLY TO ALLOW THE DI RECTOR OF THE HEALTH DEPARTMENT TO
| MPOUND UNUSUAL ANI MALS; TO PROVI DE PERM T PROVI SI ONS FOR ANI MAL EXHI BI TS
OR RIDES; TO MAKE | T UNLAWFUL TO PROVI DE FOR UNUSUAL CARNI VOROUS MAMVALS
TO BE RESTRAI NED BY THE PUBLI C FOR ENTERTAI NMENT PURPCSES; AND TO PROVI DE
AN APPEAL PROCESS FOR DENI ED, NON- RENEVWED AND REVOKED ANI MAL EXHIBI T OR
RIDE PERM TS - CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jonathan Cook,
amendi ng Chapter 6.04 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code relating to Animal
Control Regulations - Generally by anendi ng Section 6.04.020 to allow the
Director of the Health Departnent to inpound unusual aninals; anending
Section 6.04.210 to provide permt provisions for animal exhibits or
ri des; adding a new section nunbered 6.04.215 to make it unlawful to
provi de for young unusual carnivorous mamual s to be held by the public for
entertai nment purposes; adding a new section nunbered 6.04.225 to provide
an appeal process for denied, non-renewed and revoked ani mal exhibit or
ride permts; and repealing Sections 6.04.020 and 6. 04. 210 of the Lincoln
Muni ci pal Code as hitherto existing, the first tinme.

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 6. 12 OF THE LI NCOLN MJNI Cl PAL CODE RELATI NG TO CATS TO ADD A
DEFI NI TI ON FOR “ CAT HOBBY KENNEL” AND AMENDI NG THE DEFI NI TI ON OF “ KENNEL;
TO PROVI DE THE WORD “LI NCOLN' BE ENGRAVED ON ALL CAT TAGS; TO PROVI DE THAT
ALL MONEY RECEI VED BY THE DI RECTOR UNDER CHAPTER 6. 12 SHALL BE CREDI TED TO
THE ANI MAL CONTROL FUND; TO MAKE | T UNLAWFUL FOR CATS THAT ARE NOT SPAYED



REGULAR MEETI NG
MARCH 26, 2001
PAGE 153

OR NEUTERED TO RUN AT LARGE; TO REPEAL THE CURRENT PROVI SI ONS RELATI NG TO
CATS RUNNI NG AT LARGE WHI LE I N HEAT; TO DELETE REFERENCES TO SECTI ONS
BEI NG REPEALED; TO MAKE I T UNLAWFUL TO MAI NTAIN A CAT KENNEL; TO PROVI DE
EXCEPTI ONS TO HAVI NG A CAT KENNEL; TO CREATE A PERM T PROCESS TO OBTAIN A
CAT HOBBY KENNEL; TO PROVI DE RESTRI CTI ONS RELATI NG TO A CAT HOBBY KENNEL

TO REPEAL THE CURRENT PROVI SIONS RELATING TO HOBBY KENNEL OR CATTERY
PERM TS; AND TO | NCREASE THE M NI MUM FI NE FOR FI RST OFFENSE VI OLATI ONS OF
CHAPTER 6.12 FROM $25 TO $35 - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by
Jonat han Cook, anmending Chapter 6.12 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code
relating to Cats by anending Section 6.12.010 to add a definition for "cat
hobby kennel" and anmending the definition of "kennel"; anmending Section
6.12.050 to provide the word "Lincol n" be engraved on all cat tags; addi ng
a new section 6.12.055 to provide that all noney received by the Director
under Chapter 6.12 shall be credited to the Animal Control Fund; anendi ng
Section 6.12.070 to nake it unlawful for cats that are not spayed or
neutered to run at large; repealing Section 6.12.080 relating to cats
running at large while in heat; anmending Section 6.12.100 to delete a
reference to Section 6.12.080 which is being repealed; adding a new
Section 6.12.123 to nake it unlawful to maintain a cat kennel; adding a
new Section 6.12.125 to provi de exceptions to having a cat kennel; addi ng
a new section nunbered 6. 12.127 to create a pernmt process to obtain a cat
hobby kennel; adding a new section nunbered 6.12.129 to provide
restrictions relating to a cat hobby kennel; repealing Section 6.12.130
relating to hobby kennel or cattery pernit; and amendi ng Section 6.12.290
to increase the mninumfine for first offense violations of Chapter 6.12
from $25.00 to $35.00; and repealing Sections 6.12.010, 6.12.050,

6.12.070, 6.12.100, and 6.12.290 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code as hitherto
existing, the first tine.

AMENDI NG CHAPTER 6. 08 OF THE LI NCOLN MJUNI Cl PAL CODE RELATING TO DOGS TO ADD A
DEFI NI TI ON FOR “ DOG HOBBY KENNEL” AND TO AMEND THE DEFI NI TI ON OF “ KENNEL” ;
TO PROVI DE THE WORD “ LI NCOLN' BE DI E- STAMPED ON DOG TAGS; TO PROVI DE THAT
OMNNERS OF DOGS SHALL DI SPOSE OF WASTE MATERI AL ACCUMULATI NG FROM THEI R
DOGS AT LEAST ONCE EVERY FIVE DAYS; TO | NCLUDE DOG HOBBY KENNEL PERM T
HOLDERS AS EXCEPTI ONS TO DOG KENNEL PRCHI BI TI ON; TO CREATE AN EXCEPTI ON TO
HAVI NG A DOG KENNEL FOR PERSONS ON LAND THAT IS ANNEXED BY THE CITY; TO
REQUI RE PERM TS FOR DOG HOBBY KENNELS; TO PROVI DE RESTRI CTI ONS RELATI NG TO
DOG HOBBY KENNELS; TO PROVI DE THAT MONEY RECEI VED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 6. 08
SHALL BE CREDI TED TO THE ANI MAL CONTROL FUND; AND TO | NCREASE THE M NI MUM
FI NE FOR FI RST OFFENSE VI OLATI ONS OF CHAPTER 6. 08 FROM $25. 00 TO $35. 00 -
CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jonathan Cook, anending Chapter
6. 08 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code relating to Dogs by anendi ng Section
6.08.010 to add a definition for "dog hobby kennel", and to amend the
definition of "kennel"; amending Section 6.08.040 to provide the word
"Li ncol n" be di e-stanped on dog tags; amendi ng Section 6.08.150 to provide
that owners of dogs shall dispose of waste material accumulating from
their dogs at |east once every five days; anending Section 6.08.310 to
i nclude dog hobby kennel permt holders as exceptions to dog kenne
prohi bition; adding a new secti on nunmbered 6.08. 311 creating an excepti on
to having a dog kennel for persons on land that is annexed by the Cty;
adding a new section nunbered 6.08.313 to require permts for dog hobby
kennel s; addi ng a new Section 6.08.315 to provide restrictions relating to
dog hobby kennels; adding a new Section 6.08.317 to provide that nopney
recei ved pursuant to Chapter 6.08 shall be credited to the Aninal Contro
Fund; anending Section 6.08.350 to increase the mininum fine for first
of fense violations of Chapter 6.08 from $25.00 to $35.00; and repealing
Sections 6.08.010, 6.08.040, 6.08.150, 6.08.310, and 6.08.350 of the
Li ncol n Municipal Code as hitherto existing, the first tinme.

CHANGE OF ZONE 3263 - APPLI CATI ON OF Pl ONEER WOODS, L.L.C. FOR A CHANGE OF ZONE
FROM B-1 LOCAL BUSI NESS AND R-3 RESI DENTI AL TO B-2 PLANNED NEI GHBORHOOD
BUSI NESS ON PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER COF 70TH AND
Pl ONEERS BLVD. - CLERK read an ordinance, introduced by Jonathan Cook,
amendi ng the Lincoln Zoning District Maps attached to and nade a part of
Title 27 of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, as provided by Section 27.05.020
of the Lincoln Minicipal Code, by changi ng the boundaries of the districts
establi shed and shown thereon, the first tine.

APPROVI NG A REDEVELOPMVENT AGRMTI. BETWEEN THE CI TY & TJK | NVESTMENTS, | NC. FOR THE
REDEVELOPMENT OF THE WEST SIDE OF N. 27™ ST. BETWEEN S & T STS. TO BE
KNOWN AS “ STERLI NG VI LLAGE” OFFI CE/ RETAIL SITE - CLERK read an ordi nance,
i ntroduced by Jonathan Cook, accepting and approving the North 27th and
"S" to "T" Streets Redevel opnent Agreenent (Redevel opnent Agreenent)
between the City of Lincoln and TJK Investnents, Inc., a Nebraska
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corporation, 105 S.W 92nd Street, Lincoln, NE 68532 (Redevel oper), the
first tinme.

VACATI NG THE SOQUTH 40" OF X ST. ADJACENT TO LOT 1, BLOCK 6, NORTH LI NCOLN ADD.,
GENERALLY LOCATED AT N. 9TH & X STS. - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced
by Jon Canmp, vacating the south 40" of X Street adjacent to Lot 1, Bl ock
6, North Lincoln Addition, generally located at N 9th & X Streets, and
retaining title thereto in the Cty of Lincoln, Lancaster County,
Nebraska, for the second tine.

VACATI NG THE PUBLI C RI GHT- OF- WAY ADJACENT TO THE WEST S| DE OF STADI UM DR. FROM
THE SOUTH LINE OF U ST. TO THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 4, BLOCK 10, NORTH
LI NCOLN ADD., & VACATING U ST. FROM THE EAST LINE OF 10TH ST. TO A PO NT
12 FEET EAST OF THE WEST LINE OF STADIUM DR. - CLERK read and ordi nance,
i ntroduced by Jon Canp, vacating the public right-of-way adjacent to the
west side of Stadium Drive fromthe south line of U Street to the north
line of Lot 4, Block 10, North Lincoln Addition, and U Street fromthe
east line of 10th Street to a point 12 feet east of the west line of
Stadium Drive, and retaining title thereto in the City of Lincoln,
Lancaster County, Nebraska, for the second tine.

APPROVI NG A LEASE AGRMI. BETWEEN THE CITY, AT&T, & TOUCH AMERICA FOR THE
PLACEMENT OF TELECOVMUNI CATI ONS CONDUI TS AT THE CI TY' S ASHLAND VELLFI ELD
PROPERTY - CLERK read an ordi nance, introduced by Jon Canp, whereas, the
City of Lincoln desires to |l ease property inits Platte River wellfield,
general |y | ocat ed near Ashl and Nebraska, to AT&T Corp. and Touch Aneri ca,
Inc. (hereinafter "AT&T") for placenent of a conduit and fiber optic
lines, the second tine. (See Council Action under "ORDI NANCES - 3RD

READI NG')

M SCELLANEQUS BUSI NESS

PENDI NG LI ST -
CAVP Moved to extend the Pending List for 1 week.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the followi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,
Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

UPCOM NG RESOLUTI ONS -
CAVP Moved to approve the resol utions to have Public Hearing on April 2,

2001.
Seconded by Seng & carried by the foll owi ng vote: AYES: Canp, Cook,

Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

ADJ OQURNMENT

8:49 p.m
CAVP Moved to adjourn the City Council Meeting of March 26, 2001.

Seconded by Seng & carried by the follow ng vote: AYES. Canp,
Cook, Fortenberry, Johnson, MRoy, Seng, Shoecraft; NAYS: None.

So ordered.

Joan E. Ross, City Cderk

Judy Roscoe, O fice Assistant 111



