
IN LIEU OF  
DIRECTORS’ MEETING

 MONDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 2007

 I. MAYOR 
1. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor Presents January Award of Excellence to Bus Operator

Clifton Carpenter. 
2. (a) City of Lincoln Snow/Traffic Conditions Report for Tuesday, February 13, 2007,

4:30 a.m.
(b) City of Lincoln Snow/Traffic Conditions Report for Tuesday, February 13, 2007,

10:00 a.m. 
3. Washington Report, February 9, 2007.

            
II. DIRECTORS 

PLANNING
1. Annexation by Ordinance.  Number 18860, Effective January 2, 2007, 6.97 Acres.
2. Residential Land Inventory and Single Family Lots As of January 1, 2007 from

Marvin Krout, Planning Director. 

PUBLIC WORKS
1. Memo from Steve Masters regarding Discharge of Sump Pump/Foundation Drains.
2. Memo from David Cary, Transportation Planner regarding 14th Street Bike Lane.

 
III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE 

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN 
1. Request to Karl Fredrickson, Public Works & Utilities Director - RE: Retirement

Buyout Information (EschlimanRFI#6 - 02/01/07)  

ANNETTE McROY/PATTE NEWMAN 
*1. Request to Scott Holmes & Bruce Dart, Health Department /Dale Stertz & Mike

Merwick, Building & Safety Department/Tonya Skinner & Dana Roper, City Law
Department - RE: Bar owners, outdoor smoking areas (McRoyRFI#175 &
NewmanRFI#41 - 12/18/06). — 1.)  SEE RESPONSE FROM SCOTT HOLMES,
HEALTH DEPARTMENT RECEIVED ON McRoyRFI#175 &
NewmanRFI#41 - 01/11/07.    

*2. Request to Darl Naumann, Mayor’s Office/Karl Fredrickson, Public Works &
Utilities Director/Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Public Works-Watershed Management - 
RE: 50th Street corridor costs (NewmanRFI#42 & McRoyRFI#177 - 01/10/07)   
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 V. MISCELLANEOUS
1. Email from Shannon McGovern giving Web Address of IHRA Motorsports.
2. Email from Shannon McGovern giving the Official Website of the National Muscle

Car Association. 
3. Email from Randy Haas giving Support for Amendment to West “O” Redevelopment

Plan.
4. Email from Joel Ludwig listing questions and comments for the City Council,

County Board, and Lincoln Chamber of Commerce.
5. Letter from Darrell K. Stock, Snyder & Stock, regarding 727 Partners and 725/727

“O” Street/Harris Overpass Project.  
6. Letter from Robert A. Miles with suggestions for projects within Lincoln.      
7. Letter from H. Eugene Cook re: Problem with having cancelled checks returned

when payments made to Lincoln Electric System and the Lincoln Water and
Wastewater System. (Distributed to Council Members on 02/14/07)   

8. Email from Joyce Fisher questioning the Aquila seven dollar surcharge, possibly not
legal and  unethical.

9. Letter to Police Chief Casady from The New Americans Task Force on work done by
liaison with new Americans.  (Delivered to Council Members on February 15, 2007)

  
VI.  ADJOURNMENT

W:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\DA021907.wpd 



MAYOR PRESENTS JANUARY AWARD OF EXCELLENCE

Mayor Coleen J. Seng today presented the Mayor’s Award of Excellence for January to Bus Operator 
Clifton Carpenter of the StarTran division of Public Works and Utilities.  The monthly award recognizes 
City employees who consistently provide exemplary service and work that demonstrates personal 
commitment to the City.  The award was presented at the beginning of today’s City Council meeting.  
 
Carpenter has worked for the City since 2002.  He was nominated by StarTran Field Supervisor Dave Tivis 
in the category of safety for his actions last November 6 when a teenage girl ran up to the bus he was 
operating at Centennial Mall and Q Street.  The girl seemed to be out of breath, and was not wearing shoes 
or a coat.  After Carpenter questioned the girl, she admitted she was a runaway.  Carpenter contacted 
StarTran dispatch and asked for a Police Officer.  The officer took custody of the girl, who was then 
returned to her mother.  Tivis said the fact that Carpenter took note of the girl’s plight and took action to 
help her substantially increased the teenager’s level of safety that day. 

The other categories in which employees can be nominated are customer relations, valor, productivity and 
loss prevention.  All City employees are eligible for the Mayor’s Award of Excellence except for elected 
officials and some managers.  Individuals or teams can be nominated by supervisors, peers, subordinates 
and the general public.  Nomination forms are available from department heads, employee bulletin boards 
or the Personnel Department, which oversees the awards program.  

Nominations are reviewed by the Mayor’s Award of Excellence Committee, which includes a representative 
with each union and a non-union representative appointed by the Mayor.  Award winners receive a $100 
U.S. savings bond, a day off with pay and a plaque.  Monthly winners are eligible to receive the annual 
award, which comes with a $500 U.S. savings bond, two days off with pay and a plaque.

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: February 12, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
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DGonzolas@ci.lincoln.ne.us 

02/13/2007 04:33 AM

To CIC_Snow_Notification%NOTES@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc

bcc

Subject 4:30 a.m. snow report

CITY OF LINCOLN SNOW/TRAFFIC CONDITIONS REPORT

A complete voice report is available at 441-7783. This number is for news media use only.

For more information:

Public Works Snow Center ? 441-7644

Diane Gonzolas, 421-1247, 525-1520

Date: Tuesday, February 13, 2007

Time: 4:30 a.m.

Lincoln is waking up to about four inches of snow this morning, and the wind is causing some drifting, so you?ll 
want to allow a little extra time to get to work. Material spreaders have been out across the City since the snow 
began falling in Lincoln about 6 Monday evening. About 84 snow plows began working on emergency routes, 
arterials and bus routes at about midnight. Snow is expected to continue throughout the morning. Parking bans are 
not in effect at this time. 

Please stay informed on the status of snow operations in Lincoln. Additional information is available on the City 
Web site at lincoln.ne.gov and in your Windstream phone directory. If you have questions, you may call the Public 
Works Snow Center at 441-7644.



DGonzolas@ci.lincoln.ne.us 

02/13/2007 10:08 AM

To CIC_Snow_Notification%NOTES@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc

bcc

Subject 10 a.m. snow report

CITY OF LINCOLN SNOW/TRAFFIC CONDITIONS REPORT

A complete voice report is available at 441-7783.  This number is for news
media use only.

For more information:
Public Works Snow Center - 441-7644
Diane Gonzolas -  441-7831

Date: Tuesday, February 13,  2007
Time: 10 a.m.

City snow plows have been working on bus routes, snow emergency routes and
major arterials since midnight.  As they complete the second pass on these
streets this morning, they are moving into residential areas.  Parking bans
are not in effect, but residents are asked to move their cars off the
streets to help the plowing effort.  Plowing and material spreading
operations will continue all day.

The Police Department reports that streets are slick, and there have been
about 18 accidents since midnight.  Drivers are advised to slow down, allow
plenty of following distance and be especially careful at intersections.
Make sure all windows are cleaned off and don’t forget to wear your seat
belts.

StarTran reports that a few buses are running five to ten minutes late, but
most are on time.

As you are shoveling your walks today, don’t forget to clear snow from
crosswalks, curb cuts and fire hydrants.  Remember, it is illegal to push
or blow snow into or on any street, alley or sidewalk.

Again, parking bans are not in effect at this time.

Please stay informed on the status of snow operations in Lincoln.
Additional information is available on the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov
and in your Windstream phone directory.  If you have questions, you may
call the Public Works Snow Center at 441-7644.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is
for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential
and privileged
information.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited.  If you are not
the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and
destroy all copies of theoriginal message.



 

BUDGET 
President sends proposed FY 2008 budget to 
Capitol Hill while FY 2007 budget stalls in 
the Senate.  Although the FY 2007 budget is 
still not finalized, the White House presented 
its FY 2008 budget recommendations to 
Congress this week.  The $2.9 trillion 
proposal assumes an overall increase of less 
than one percent for non-defense domestic 
discretionary spending.  Meanwhile, the 
Defense Department would receive an 11 
percent increase in FY 2008 under the 
President’s plan, adding to a Pentagon budget 
that has increased 62 percent since the 
September 11 attacks. 
 
In presenting his budget, the President 
outlined his plan to balance the federal budget 
by 2012, predominantly by slowing the 
growth of entitlement programs such as 
Medicare and Medicaid.  The President also 
assumes annual reductions in domestic 
discretionary programs in areas such as 
health, education, and housing while 
proposing a permanent extension of tax cuts 
enacted in 2001 and 2003 that are scheduled 
to expire in 2010.  Such a move would cost 
$374 billion over the next five years and 
$1.62 trillion over the next 10. 
 
As expected, the White House budget 
received a cool reception from Democratic 
leaders, who criticized the proposals as re-
warmed versions of past plans that have been 
rejected by Congress on several occasions. 
 
The next step for the FY 2008 budget is the 
development of a budget resolution by 
Congress, which will set a broad-based 
outline under which Appropriations 
Committees must operate this summer when 
recommending funding for specific programs. 
 
Meanwhile, Senate Majority Leader Harry 
Reid (D-NV) was having difficulty getting 

the joint resolution that will fund non-
Defense and non-Homeland Security 
programs for the remainder of FY 2007.  The 
House approved the measure last week, but 
Reid is having difficulty with some 
Republican Senators who would like to offer 
amendments to the plan.  The Majority 
Leader used a procedural tactic that prevents 
amendments from being offered, but 
Republicans responded by threatening to 
filibuster the measure. 
 
That has set-up a showdown that could 
potentially result in a government shutdown, 
since the current resolution funding FY 2007 
programs expires on February 15.  Since 
Republicans still recall taking the brunt of the 
blame for the last shutdown in the 1990’s, a 
filibuster is not likely.  However, GOP 
members continue to look for a deal in which 
funding for base closure activities could be 
increased in the resolution, paid for with a 
one percent across-the-board reduction in all 
FY 2007 programs. 
 
HOUSING AND CD 
No surprises in President’s HUD budget.  The 
proposed FY 2008 budget for the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
followed the pattern of agency budgets from 
previous years, where most key programs 
would either be cut or receive level funding 
and new initiatives are presented that are 
largely ignored by Congress. 
 
The plan calls for Community Development 
Block Grant (CDBG) formula grants to be 
funded at $2.975 billion in FY 2008, a 
decrease of $735 million from the expected 
FY 2007 level.  In addition, the proposal asks 
Congress to authorize a new formula for the 
program that “will more effectively target 
CDBG funding to areas of greatest need in 
21st Century America.”  Since the HUD 
proposal to change the CDBG formula was 
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not met with enthusiasm by the 
Republican-controlled Congress last year, 
we do not expect any activity on this front 
in the coming year. 
 
As in past years, the HUD budget would 
eliminate funding for programs such as 
Brownfields redevelopment and HOPE VI 
severely distressed public housing, while 
extending all expiring Section 8 assisted 
housing contracts and providing a $224 
million increase for HOME (to $1.68 
billion), and a $57 million increase for 
homeless assistance grants (to $1.231 
billion). 
 
As expected, the proposed HUD budget 
was met with skepticism by Democratic 
leaders on Capitol Hill.  However, the 
continued need for spending on military 
activities, combined with a Democratic 
mandate to balance the budget, will make 
it difficult for significant increases in HUD 
programs in the coming year.  The U.S. 
Conference of Mayors is calling on 
Congress to double CDBG funding in FY 
2008 to $8 billion. 
 
TRANSPORTATION 
DOT budget proposal falls short of 
SAFETEA-LU guaranteed levels.  The FY 
2008 budget proposal for the Department 
of Transportation (DOT) recommends 
levels for highway and transit programs 
that are below the levels that were spelled 
out for the programs in the 2007 portion of 
the SAFETEA-LU law. 
 
Under the plan, programs at the Federal 
Transit Administration would receive 
$9.422 billion, $309 million below 
SAFETEA-LU levels, but $452 million 
above FY 2007 levels.  For federal-aid 
highway programs, the Bush budget 
proposes $39.6 billion, which is the level 
from SAFETEA-LU, but does not allow 
for the distribution of an additional $631 
million in Revenue Aligned Budget 
Authority (RABA).  The SAFETEA-LU 
law provides for RABA proceeds to be 
distributed to states if gas tax receipts are 
higher than expected.  The Bush 
Administration is proposing using FY 2008 
RABA funds to shore up the Highway 
Trust Fund, which observers believe will 
dry up between 2009 and 2011. 
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For Amtrak, the Administration requests 
$800 million, which is well below the 
$1.3 billion that the railroad is expected 
to receive in FY 2007.  Aviation 
programs at the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) would receive 
$14.1 billion, down from the $14.49 
billion that the agency is to receive in 
FY 2007.  The Administration is also 
expected to formally propose 
overhauling the current passenger ticket 
tax in order to meet the high costs of 
upgrading the nation’s air traffic control 
system. 
 
Both the Democratic and Republican 
leaders of the House Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee were unhappy 
with the President’s DOT proposal, 
particularly the SAFETEA-LU shortfalls 
for highways and transit. 
 
Meanwhile, a $3.5 billion transit security 
grant bill passed Senate Banking 
Committee this week.  On Thursday, the 
Senate Banking Committee revived a 
major transit security grant initiative that 
failed to pass the 108th and 109th 
Congress.  The draft legislation would 
authorize $3.5 billion in transit security 
grants over three years and would fund a 
new public transportation security 
training program. 
 
The bill would provide $1.1 billion in 
FY 2008, of which $536 million would 
be provided for capital investments and 
$534 million would be available for 
operational assistance. 
 
The Committee is hopeful that the transit 
security initiative will be approved this 
year.  The bill came close to passing last 
Congress when it cleared both chambers 
as part of the port security bill.  
However, because of financial 
constraints, the transit portion was 
stripped during a House-Senate 
conference before the bill was enacted 
last October. 
 
The bill now heads to the full Senate.  It 
has been reported that the House 
Homeland Security and Transportation 
Committees are working together to 
draft a companion bill, which is expected 
to be introduced by the end of the month. 
 

Additional transit news.  Representatives 
at the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) confirmed today that once the FY 
2007 Continuing Resolution is enacted, 
the agency will within 10 days outline 
the agency’s process for releasing FY 
2007 funds.  This announcement will 
also include guidelines on the 
distribution of almost $500 million in 
Bus and Bus Facilities account funding 
that will be open to competition as a 
result of the elimination of congressional 
earmarks from the CR.  FTA officials 
indicate that congestion relief is a big 
priority for the agency, which may lend 
itself to funding being directed to the 
Urban Partnerships program, a 
comprehensive congestion initiative that 
is not currently funded. 
 
FTA is also expected to publish 
regulations in the next few weeks 
implementing SAFETEA-LU provisions 
regarding Charter Bus Service, Buy 
America regulations, and possibly 
Americans with Disabilities Act 
regulations.  Finally, FTA is expected to 
announce the appointment of Sherry 
Little as Deputy Administrator.  Little is 
a longtime Professional Staff Member at 
the Senate Banking and Urban Affairs 
Committee and was instrumental in 
crafting the transit title of the 2005 
SAFETEA-LU law. 
 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 
President would slash local law 
enforcement programs.  The FY 2008 
budget proposal that President Bush 
submitted to Congress this week would 
cut funding for local law enforcement 
programs by 50 percent, from $2.4 
billion to $1.2 billion.  The 
congressional leadership reacted to this 
proposed cut in the same way that it 
reacted to the rest of the President’s 
budget, rejecting it outright.  However, 
given the budget constraints facing 
Congress, avoiding cuts to local law 
enforcement programs in FY 2008 will 
require effort on the part of local 
governments and officials. 
 
Under the President’s proposal, COPS, 
Byrne Discretionary Grants, Drug 
Courts, the State Criminal Alien 
Assistance Program, Weed and Seed and 
other discretionary grant programs 



 

would be replaced by a $200 million 
Violent Crime Reduction Partnership 
Initiative.  The new program would make 
discretionary grants to communities with 
high rates of violent crime and to help 
develop multi-jurisdictional partnerships.  
The FY 2007 Continuing Resolution 
passed by the House and pending in the 
Senate would spend over $700 million on 
the discretionary grant programs that the 
President has targeted for elimination in 
FY 2008. 
 
On the formula side, the President would 
combine the Byrne Formula Grant 
Program, the State Criminal Alien 
Assistance Program (SCAAP) and other 
formula programs into a single new state 
local formula grant program called the 
Byrne Public Safety and Protection 
Program funded at $350 million.  In the FY 
2007 Continuing Resolution Byrne and 
SCAAP combined are slated to receive 
$839 million. 
 
The President is also calling for cuts to the 
other two Justice Department programs of 
interest to local governments.  The 
President’s FY 2008 Budget proposes to 
fund Violence Against Women Act 
programs at $370 million in FY 2008, a 
$13 million decrease from the pending FY 
2007 Continuing Resolution.  Juvenile 
Justice Programs would also see a cut, 
from $335 million in the pending FY 2007 
Continuing Resolution to $280 million. 
 
HUMAN SERVICES 
Administration calls for cuts to social 
service programs.  President Bush 
submitted a proposed FY 2008 budget for 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services that would eliminate several 
health and social service programs and 
would instead focus on health-related 
terror threats.  Key congressional leaders 
reacted angrily to the proposed program 
elimination and Congress is unlikely to 
follow through on the President’s 
recommendations. 
 
The President is once again proposing to 
eliminate the Community Services Block 
Grant (CSBG), a proposal that Republican-
led Congresses have rejected several times.  
The FY 2007 Continuing Resolution (CR) 
passed by the House and pending in the 
Senate would provide $625 million for the 
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CSBG.  The President would also 
eliminate the Preventive Health and 
Health Services Block Grant ($99 
million in the CR) and the Commodity 
Supplemental Food Program ($107 
million in the CR). 
 
The Budget would retain the Social 
Services Block Grant (SSBG) but cut its 
funding by $466 million from the 
Continuing Resolution to $1.2 billion.  
Funding for the Low-Income Home 
Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) 
would decline by $379 million from the 
CR to $1.8 billion.  Aging Services 
Program would also see a cut, declining 
by $48 million from the Continuing 
Resolution to $1.335 billion.  In 
addition, despite the Budget’s focus on 
combating terror, the Bioterrorism 
Preparedness Program would see its 
funding fall by $125 million from the 
CR to $698 million. 
 
The President’s Budget treats other 
programs of interest to local 
governments more generously.  The 
Ryan White AIDS Program would 
receive a $95 million increase from the 
FY 2007 CR to $2.2 billion while 
funding for the Child Care Block Grant 
would increase by $21 million to $2.062 
billion.  Other highlights include $6.789 
billion for Head Start ($100 million less 
than the CR), $101 million for Healthy 
Start (same as the CR), $656 million for 
Refugee Assistance ($97 million more 
than the CR) and $88 million for 
Runaway and Homeless Youth (same as 
the CR). 
 
HOMELAND SECURITY 
President cuts Department of Homeland 
Security funds by $3 billion.  The FY 
2008 budget requests $34.6 billion for 
Homeland Security compared to $37.6 
billion requested for FY 2007.  Of that 
reduction, $1.9 billion would come from 
programs for state and local first 
responders. 
 
The budget proposes $1.9 billion for first 
responder programs, a reduction of $985 
million from FY 2007.  Included in this 
reduction, the state block grants are 
reduced by $650 million and the fire 
assistance grants are reduced by $362 
million.  The Public Safety Interoperable 

Communications (PSIC) grant program, 
from the Department of Homeland 
Security and the Department of 
Commerce, is requested to be funded at 
$1 billion as it was in FY 2007. 
 
The Administration proposed changes to 
border security and transportation 
security programs.  Other proposals and 
the changes from FY 2007 in 
parentheses include: $9.1 billion for 
Border Security (+$1.1 billion), $4.7 
billion for Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (+$300 million), and $210 
million for Port Security (-$190 million) 
 
Also, the President proposed to keep 
Intercity Bus Security funded at $12 
million and Transit Security funded at 
$175 million. 

 
JOB TRAINING 
Job training programs slashed in Bush 
budget.  The Bush Administration 
requested $10.6 billion in funding for the 
Department of Labor in FY 2008, a three 
percent decrease from levels in the 
pending FY 2007 Continuing Resolution 
(CR).  A majority of the decreases in 
funding would come from job training 
programs at the Employment and 
Training Administration. 
 
Once again, the President proposes the 
consolidation of Youth Training, Adult 
Training, Dislocated Worker Assistance, 
and Employment Services formula grant 
programs into “Career Advancement 
Accounts” with a proposed budget of 
$3.4 billion.  Funding for these programs 
in the FY 2007 (CR) is estimated at 
$3.834 billion.  Congress has rejected 
the career Advancement Account 
proposal in each of the last two years 
and is expected to do so again this year. 
 
The President’s proposed budget also 
included $40 million for the Prisoner Re-
entry Program, which was consolidated 
with Reintegration of Youth Offenders.  
However, that level represents a 4 
percent decrease for those programs 
from FY 2007 levels.  The Youthbuild 
program is proposed to again receive 
$50 million, a slight increase from the 
estimated FY 2007 CR funding levels. 
 
 



 

ENVIRONMENT 
EPA funding once again proposed to be 
cut.  The Bush Administration proposed a 
total of $7.2 billion in FY 2008 for the 
Environment Protection Agency (EPA), a 
decrease from the estimated $7.7 billion in 
the pending FY 2007 Continuing 
Resolution (CR). 
 
The plan also recommends $688 million 
for the Clean Water State Revolving Loan 
Fund, a $412 million cut from the FY 2007 
CR level.  The White House has proposed 
deep cuts in this program in recent years, 
and suggests in its budget plan that states 
and localities explore more public-private 
partnerships to improve their water 
infrastructure. 
 
Decreases in funding from FY 2007 CR 
levels were proposed for several other 
programs, including Brownfields (-$1 
million to $162 million), Leaking 
Underground Storage Tanks (-$1 million to 
$72 million, and Superfund (-10 million to 
$1.24 billion). 
 
ARTS & RECREATION 
Administration once again targets LWCF.  
In his FY 2008 Budget, President Bush is 
once again calling from the elimination of 
state grants under the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund (LWCF), which funds 
land acquisition for conservation and 
recreation.  Under the FY 2007 Continuing 
Resolution passed by the House and 
pending in the Senate, state grants would 
receive $30 million, the same as FY 2006.  
As recently as FY 2000 the state grant 
program received $127 million. 
 
Funding for arts and humanities fare better 
in the President’s Budget.  The 
Administration is proposing $128 million 
for the National Endowment for the Arts, a 
$5 million increase from the Continuing 
Resolution, and $142 million for the 
National Endowment for the Humanities, a 
$2 million increase from the Continuing 
Resolution. 
 
Other art and recreation highlights from 
the President’s Budget include $43 million 
for the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Fund, a $5 million increase 
from the Continuing Resolution level and 
$64 million for the Historic Preservation 
Fund, an $8 million increase. 

4 February 9, 2007                                   Washington 

WATER RESOURCES 
House panel clears trio of water 
infrastructure measures.  The House 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee cleared three water 
infrastructure bills this week.  The 
Committee cleared the bills (HR 720, 
HR 700 and HR 569) one week after 
they were approved on the subcommittee 
level. 
 
The Water Quality Financing Act (HR 
720) would reauthorize the Clean Water 
State Revolving Loan Fund for five 
years at $4 billion a year, more than four 
times the FY 2006 appropriation.  The 
program was funded at $887 million in 
FY 2006 and is slated to receive $1.084 
billion in FY 2007 under the Continuing 
Resolution passed by the House last 
week.  Funding for the program, which 
provides low-interest loans for the 
construction of wastewater treatment 
plants, peaked at $1.35 billion in FY 
2000. 
 
The Committee also approved legislation 
(HR 700) that would reauthorize an EPA 
pilot grant program that helps construct 
alternative water supply projects.  The 
bill would authorize $125 million a year 
for the grants; they were last authorized 
in FY 2004 at $75 million.  The third bill 
(HR 569) would reauthorize grants to 
repair and replace combined sewers.  
The bill would authorize $1.8 billion for 
the grants over five years; the program 
was last authorized in FY 2003 at $750 
million, but has not been funded since. 
 
Although all three bills enjoy widespread 
bipartisan support among Committee 
members, consideration of the bills was 
once again marked by partisan 
disagreement over whether the Davis-
Bacon Act, which requires that workers 
on federally-funded construction projects 
be paid union wages, should be applied 
to water infrastructure projects.  The 
bills are expected to be considered on the 
House floor in the next few weeks. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PUBLIC SAFETY 
House bill would create voluntary 
standards for meth lab cleanup.  The 
House overwhelmingly (426-2) passed 
legislation (HR 365) that would require 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) to develop voluntary guidelines 
for the cleanup of methamphetamine 
laboratories. 
 
The proliferation of methamphetamine 
laboratories has created an expensive 
headache for local governments.  The 
laboratories create large amounts of 
toxic hazardous waste and are often 
located in residential neighborhoods.  
The bill would authorize $3.6 million in 
FY 2008 for EPA to develop the 
guidelines, which would be voluntary.  
The bill would also authorize $1.5 
million in FY 2008 for the National 
Institutes of Standards and Technology 
to conduct research on meth lab cleanup. 
 
The bill has not been scheduled for 
Senate action to date. 
 
GRANT OPPORUNITIES 
National Endowment for the Arts: 
NEA has announced the funding 
opportunity The Big Read for the second 
cycle of FY 2007. The program is 
designed to promote and support literary 
reading to an entire community.  The 
funding will provide a launch part, 
themed events, and forums to involve a 
community-wide campaign for literary 
reading.  NEA will be allocating $5,000-
$20,000 in funding to approximately 120 
cities, along with providing additional 
resources to guide and enhance the 
program.  Aside from the funding 
received the NEA will also use different 
forms of media to promote publicity for 
project to all sections of the community. 
Intend to apply applications are due 
March 1, 2007 and proposals are due 
April 12, 2007. For more information 
see: 
http://www.neabigread.org/. 
 
 
  











Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes 

02/15/2007 09:10 AM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: sump pumps

 I am sending this to all Council members as constituents may make contact with you on this topic and 
having the information may be useful.

Patte:

First: Thank you for your interest in this matter! 
Keeping ground & surface water OUT of the sanitary continue to be a concern. While we do not have an 
apparent solution to this concern for the Wastewater System,  we are continuing to give attention to the 
matter. In fact as we've worked with our consultant on the Wastewater Facilities Studies, we have asked 
for examples of what other communities might be doing to remedy issues related to these types of 
discharges. 

Second:  Firethorn's desire to be annexed is partly caused by the fact that flows to their wastewater 
treatment plant exceed design. We understand that some of flows were caused by the improper 
connection of home heat pump discharges to the sanitary. Thus, Firethorn is an example of what can 
happen to capital and operating costs when this source of water is ignored.

Third: Some communities (e.g. Minneapolis-St. Paul area ) are working with property owners and actually 
entering homes to eliminate sump pump/foundation drains from the sanitary. The Cities have simply run 
out of space to build further treatment. (I sent Council an article that I authored on this in Feb. 2006). One 
issue, however, another community system (more cost) may be necessary to receive sump pump 
discharges. When discharges are to the street, one may observe icing in winter and moss in the summer. 
Discharges to yards are sometimes problematic for other reasons. 

One more time, thank you for your interest in this matter. It is encouraging to have a Council member 
asking about sump pumps. I lack a simple, off the shelf solution to this discharges of this nature. We will 
continue to monitor and to ask questions of consultants and other communities.

Steve Masters
Public Utilities Administrator
(402) 441-7588
(402) 441-8609(fax)

"Patte Newman" <pattenewman@neb.rr.com>

"Patte Newman" 
<pattenewman@neb.rr.com> 

02/08/2007 10:04 AM

To <SMasters@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc <CZimmerman@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, 
<DRoper@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <kfredrickson@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<NTooze@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

Subject Re: sump pumps

Thanks Steve. I'll let people know. My understanding was this was something 
that some city staff thought was important to look at to require
all new construction to meet those codes. If you're saying that that's part 
of B&S inspections, it appears it is being done and only retro-fits or



homes grandfathered in are a problem.
If Wastewater is not interested in pursuing anything right now I'll just go 
silently into the night on this. Thanks.
Patte

----- Original Message ----- 
From: <SMasters@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
To: "Patte Newman" <pattenewman@neb.rr.com>
Cc: <CZimmerman@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; <DRoper@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; 
<kfredrickson@lincoln.ne.gov>; <NTooze@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2007 9:51 AM
Subject: Re: sump pumps

>
> Patte-
> City Code does prohibit the discharge of sump pumps to the sanitary.
>
> Wastewater Division continues to examine the peak flows attributable to
> quantities having origin other than domestic/commercial/industrial process
> wastewater. Comparisons made of Lincoln's peak to dry weather flows are
> actually less than a number of the midwestern cities that were considered.
>
> Further reductions of inflow/infiltration (I/I) is of continuing interest
> to the Lincoln Wastewater System. Our staff has for many years, sought to
> identify sources if I/I as a matter of daily work. Design for trunk sewer
> systems provides for the peak flows and possible system options for wet
> weather conditions.
>
> To place further emphasis upon individual home contributions to I/I
> requires extra costs for the community. Some of these costs are:
>   provisions to enter homes and inspect home plumbing after occupancy, on
>   some recurring frequency, and
>   additional provisions within the subdivision design/grading to
>   accomodate sump pump discharges.
>
> This matter will continue to have consideration. However, at this point,
> much work remains to bring a proposal forward.
>
> Steve Masters
> Public Utilities Administrator
> (402) 441-7588
> (402) 441-8609(fax)
>
>
>
>             "Patte Newman"
>             <pattenewman@neb
>             .rr.com>                                                   To
>                                      <smasters@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
>             02/04/2007 07:20         <kfredrickson@lincoln.ne.gov>
>             PM                                                         cc
>                                      <DRoper@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
>                                      <CZimmerman@ci.lincoln.ne.us>,
>                                      <NTooze@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
>                                                                   Subject
>                                      sump pumps
>
> Steve, Karl, Nicole, Chuck and Dana
> Some sort of code to require this separation for new construction has been



> discussed in the past.
> Is there anything coming forward? If so, I'd like to get moving on it in
> the next month or two. What is
> the status?
> Thanks.
> Patte
>
>
>
>  Effects of and possible solutions to mixing of Storm Sewer and Sanitary
>                                Sewer Water
>
> · Heavy rain events increase sanitary sewer loads by 4 to 6 times normal.
> This water normally should be carried by the storm sewer system, but
> somehow the increased water finds its way into the sanitary sewer system
> and increases the amount of water that must be treated.
> · Current sanitary treatment capacity and trunk sewer capacity is sized
> based on these largest flows.
> · Some of this water is “infiltration,” rainwater soaking into the soil 
> and
> finding its way into sanitary sewer pipes through cracks in old sanitary
> lines.
> · Some (and many believe most) of this water is illegally pumped into the
> sanitary sewers by residential or commercial building sump pumps to drain
> or prevent flooded basements during rainstorms.
> · No one knows how many sump pumps are currently discharging into floor
> drains or directly into sanitary sewers.
> · The current building code does require at least an exterior drain tile,
> but does not require any discharge outlet or drain to carry away the water
> that might build up against the exterior walls of the structure.
> · The current practice for new construction in Lincoln seems to be to
> provide both an interior and exterior drain tile and to drain them into a
> sump pit in the basement, but to not provide a pump or a discharge outlet
> for any water should a pump be added later. For the lucky homebuyer no 
> pump
> is ever needed. For those unlucky enough to discover a water problem, the
> simplest solution is to purchase a sump pump and run a discharge hose to
> the nearest floor drain, and dump the water into the sanitary sewer. They
> then have a dry basement and no one ever knows the difference unless they
> inspect the basement and see the discharge hoses.
> · If the code were amended to require a legal discharge outlet should a
> sump be provided, either to the yard or garden outside or to a nearby 
> storm
> sewer, the cost would be minimal. The code would not even have to require 
> a
> sump pit; only that a legal outlet be provided in the event that a sump is
> constructed.
> · If all new construction in Lincoln were to follow this practice the need
> for more sewage treatment capacity could be delayed, and the size required
> for sanitary sewer trunk lines might even possibly be reduced.
> · If an education program or stricter enforcement of current or amended
> codes were to encourage owners or older homes with illegal connections to
> sanitary sewers to upgrade to legal connections, the load on the city’s
> sanitary system could be reduced even more.
>
>
>                           (See attached file: water.doc)
>
>                           CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message,
>                           including any attachments, is



>                           for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)
>                           and may contain confidential and privileged
>                           information.  Any unauthorized review, use,
>                           disclosure or distribution is prohibited.  If
>                           you are not
>                           the intended recipient, please contact the
>                           sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of
>                           the
>                           original message.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.5.432 / Virus Database: 268.17.30/674 - Release Date: 2/7/2007 
3:33 PM



Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes 

02/15/2007 10:10 AM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: 14th Street Bike Lane

FYI

Karen Sieckmeyer
Executive Secretary
Public Works/Utilities
555 South 10th
402-441-7566
sieckmeyer@lincoln.ne.gov
----- Forwarded by Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes on 02/15/2007 10:08 AM -----

David R Cary/Notes 

02/14/2007 02:45 PM To jasonstege@windstream.net

cc CAMPJON@AOL.COM, Karl A Fredrickson/Notes@Notes, 
Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes@Notes

Subject 14th Street Bike Lane

Dear Mr. Stege,

Thank you for your insights and comments regarding the bike lane on 14th Street.  I am responding to 
your e-mail after Karl Fredrickson requested I do so.  I understand your concerns and would like to 
provide you with some information that may help explain the situation as it exists today.

I want to let you know that the Downtown bike lanes continue to be monitored and studied and will be 
discussed again with the City Council this summer.  This does not necessarily mean that they will be 
removed, nor does it mean they will remain exactly the same as they are today.  What it does mean is that 
the bike lane facility and concept is something that we are committed to trying in Downtown, and possibly 
in the future in other locations, and we will try to improve their application here in Lincoln as we learn more 
about their use.  Thus your continued input is more than welcome today and in the future.

Now, to address your comments and questions.  On 14th Street, the issue of delivery trucks using one of 
the thru traffic lanes for their deliveries is an issue that is most appropriately addressed by the Lincoln 
Police Department.  The Downtown police team was involved in the process to implement the bike lanes 
and is well aware of the need to keep the thru-lanes clear of parked delivery trucks.  It is understood that 
delivery trucks are not to block lanes for moving traffic, be they bike lanes or automobile lanes.  In other 
words, this is an enforcement issue that is being monitored by the Police Department.

As to the issue of traffic trying not to cross the bike lane when there is an obstruction in the thru-lane, be it 
an illegal parked delivery truck or an accident, automobiles and city buses may cross the bike lane legally 
if necessary to move into a turn-lane, to enter or exit a private driveway, to enter or exit on-street parking, 
or to avoid a conflict as necessary.  However, autos are not to use the bike lane for continuous travel 
down the street.

The use of the right-turn lane on 14th between N and M Streets is again more of an enforcement issue.  
The design of the street with the bike lane installed has been done to inform the driver that they either 
need to cross over the bike lane to enter the thru lane, or make the right turn legally.  A right turn only sign 
has been installed on the signal at the intersection, a right turn only arrow has been painted on the lane 
itself, and the length of the angle parking stalls north of N Street have been extended to better inform the 



driver that there is no thru lane continuing after the intersection.  Given this, continued disregard for the
proper movement of traffic again becomes and enforcement issue.  I know that up until now the Police 
Department has been issuing warnings to those they cite for not following the rules of the road.  The 
issuance of tickets in the future may be the next step to help ensure adherence to the rules of the road.  
This, of course, is a decision to be made by the Police Department.  This, by the way, also applies to 
bicycle users who decide to not follow the rules of the road.  With events at Pershing and out of town 
users, there always will be conflicts and issues, but there also is a learning process for people in general 
with something like this, so over time we believe this will be less and less of an issue for such users.

During the process of determining where to place the bike lanes in Downtown, a process that included 
multiple public meetings with city leaders, interested citizens, and Downtown businesses and 
stakeholders along the proposed routes, it was determined that 12th Street would result in too much of a 
negative impact on the on-street parking and traffic flow (mostly due to the fact that 12th is 2-way for a 
stretch) for it to be chosen for a northbound bike lane.  Instead, 14th Street was studied and then chosen 
for implementation.  I would agree that there are conflicts on 14th as well, but the reality is that there will 
be conflicts on any street that proposes to install bike lanes with different conflicts on different streets.  
Also, 14th Street does provide positives in that it leads directly into the UNL campus and the Student 
Union area, it serves directly the Downtown City Library, and the major employers and businesses along 
14th were supportive of the concept.  
I will also tell you that we have observed the bike lanes to work well on both 11th and 14th will relatively 
few complaints.  We do know that the biking community is very supportive of them as a first step toward 
making Lincoln more of a bicycle friendly community, with on-street bicycle facilities being a major step 
toward this goal.  Also, the installation of bike lanes in Downtown Lincoln is supported and called for in our 
Downtown Master Plan with the hope to make our Downtown as vibrant and successful as possible.  
We've also received strong support for the bike lanes from Downtown workers who bike to work, and from 
UNL students, faculty, and staff. 

I hope this information has been helpful and informative.  As I said earlier, your input and comments are 
very much appreciated and desired as they will help us adjust and improve the bike lane system over 
time.  Please feel free to contact me in the future if you have any further comments.  Thank you.

Sincerely, 

David R. Cary, AICP
Transportation Planner
Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Department
402.441.6364

From: jasonstege@windstream.net
To: newman2003@neb.rr.com; pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov; jcamp@lincoln.ne.gov; 
jcook@lincoln.ne.gov; amcroy@lincoln.ne.gov; dmarvin@lincoln.ne.gov; 
ksvoboda@lincoln.ne.gov; reschliman@lincoln.ne.gov
Sent: Mon, 12 Feb 2007 4:43 PM
Subject: Bicyle Lane

Hello Council Members
 
I would like the council to revisit the bike lane issue.  I think it is unsafe to continue to have this lane on 
14th street. For Example on Monday about noon at 14th and O streets,there was a beer delivery truck in 
the west lane with a fed-ex truck behind it and in the east lane a 53 foot truck and trailer with an Armark 
delivery vehicle behind it.  Then there was buses and regular traffic trying to use one lane without 
crossing through the bike lane.
 



Everyday I see cars driving east of the bike lane between M and N streets, which is supposed to be illegal 
with nothing being done about it.  When Pershing Center has events it makes the problem worse 
especially when there is alot of out-of-town traffic.
 
I have a solution why don't we move it to 12th street.  This street flows right into campus the reason we 
have this lane I presume.  It will be safer since the commercial vehicle don't use this street as much as 
14th.
 
The bicycle lane is inconvenient to 99.9% of the people in this city please change it!
 
Jason Stege
325-8966 or 610-0345
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is
for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged
information.  Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.  If you are not
the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the
original message.



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

02/09/2007 09:25 PM

To carolserv@hotmail.com, commish@lancaster.ne.gov, 
commish@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
dnaumann@lincoln.ne.gov, keagan@lancaster.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject IHRA.com - Homepage Of IHRA Motorsports - A Division Of 
Live Nation

http://www.ihra.com/index.php

Please visit this site. The IHRA is a step down from the NHRA. The cars are
not as loud as the top fuel dragsters of the NHRA. The events they hold
would bring in just as much revenue to our community.



"shannon mcgovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

02/09/2007 09:43 PM

To russbayer@aol.com, SHolmes@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
keagan@lancaster.ne.gov, gjuilfs@lancaster.ne.gov, 
randy@schwisow.com, llama_mama@alltel.net, 

cc

bcc

Subject NMCA DIGITAL - The official website of the National Muscle 
Car Association

http://www.fasteststreetcar.com/schedule.php?PHPSESSID=e02f86972a3eb60e57c62e3
1c35c8e1f

The NMCA is one of the fastest growing Drag race venues. Most all of these
cars have mufflers.
It would be great to have Nebraska on there schedule.



"Randy Haas" 
<RHaas@tohaastire.com> 

02/12/2007 09:16 AM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Support for Agenda Item #16, Amendment to West O 
Redevelopment Plan

City Council, The West 'O' Area Business Assn supports the Proposed
Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan, Randy Haas, President, West 'O' Area
Business Assn.



"Joel Ludwig" 
<jjl1963@alltel.net> 

02/13/2007 12:35 AM

To <KSvoboda@ci.lincoln.ne.us>, <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <plan@lincoln.ne.gov>, 
<RogerYant@aol.com>, <wbirdsall@lcoc.com>, 

cc "'LIBA'" <coby@liba.org>, <Matt.Olberding@lee.net>, 
<online@journalstar.com>, <richard.baier@ded.ne.gov>

bcc

Subject Ties that bind .... growth

What is the relation between the Lincoln Chamber of Commerce, the Lancaster County Board and the Lincoln City 
Council?  Does the chamber receive a lot of it’s funding from the County?  The city?  What about member dues?  

 

I believe that the Chamber of Commerce has had it’s arm twisted by a member of the county board, through threats 
of funding cuts.  I believe the purpose is to deter the growth of Lincolnto the north of I-80.  I believe the 
drag strip has simply been the initial catalyst in a series of events.  It has been showing in recent 
activities surrounding other projects in the county.

 

I wonder what the business members of the Lincoln Chamber of Commerce would think of this?  I would like to ask 
all the chamber members how they would feel this situation, if it is true.  Isn’t the chamber supposed to work for 
economic growth and vitality for the community?

 

A lot of people are wondering why the Chamber hasn’t gotten on-board to help support the development of the drag 
strip project.  It will clearly benefit the community.  It will clearly bring in economic growth for many other 
businesses in the area.  There are stories of people from the chamber who have said they are directed to stay “hands 
off” this project.  The implication is that they risk budget reprisals from the county if they support the drag strip.  

 

If the chamber can be threatened with budget cuts by elected officials, then it should be disbanded.  If they are 
collecting member dues, and taxpayer money, they should act in the interests of the local business community and 
the taxpayers that work for them.

 

I have heard of chamber associates saying they can’t support the drag strip since there is no guarantee that NHRA 
would sanction the track, or that they would bring a divisional meet to Lincoln.  This is a parrot of opposition 
arguments that are false.  Who is feeding this to them?  The facts are: Rob Park, the NHRA 
Division 5 director spoke at the planning commission hearing and expressed the complete 
support of NHRA.  Mr. Park attended the meeting, even though his wife was pregnant and 
expecting their first child at any moment.  He received a call prior to the meeting that she went 
into labor, and yet he stayed and spoke to the planning commission before rushing home to 
Kansas City.  I don’t think you can question the support of NHRA.  Greg operated the previous 
track at Scribner with NHRA sanction for 5 seasons.  Since the excuses of the Chamber are lies, 
repeated from opposition sources, and sounding very similar to comments from a particular 
county board member, it is understandable that a person put 2 and 2 together.



 

Other interesting stories surround some key government associates in the planning department acting on directions 
to distract, obstruct, subvert and divert any activity related to growth along Highway 77 north of the interstate.  
There seem to be a bunch of friends of this particular county board member in key positions of the local 
government.  Lots of strings to pull.  Obstacles always seem to come up from planning department associates when 
a project needs to be stopped.  Sewer and water projects can’t get done.  Task force activities are obstructed.  
Developers are discouraged.  It just can’t get done in Lincoln.  That is the impression given.  Lots of 
strings getting pulled.

 

One member of the motor sport task force has basically stated that the drag strip can’t go in on the property along 
highway 77 because “those people up there will just cause all kinds of problems for BOB (identity withheld, but 
you can probably figure it out)”.  He is there to look out for BOB.   It is implied that BOB wants to run for another 
elected office someday.  BOB lives in the area.  BOB doesn’t want to hear his annoying neighbors complaining to 
him, and the people of Lincolnseem ignorant of him.  BOB appears to be putting his personal interests 
ahead of the 45,000 or so people in his district.  Most of the county residents live in LINCOLN, not 
out in the rural county.  He is acting against their interests when he obstructs growth of the city into the rest of the 
county.

 

Other people appointed to the motor sport task force were known to be aggressive opponents to the drag strip  
project.  One of these persons eventually exposed his agenda during recent meetings on location.  While discussing 
criteria for potential race track locations, they kept coming back to the eventual conclusion that the property along 
highway 77 is superior to the alternatives.  The frustrated response from this member was “it can’t be out there 
because then there would be all other kinds of stuff going out there.  We have enough growth in that area and just 
don’t want all the extra traffic and stuff that goes with it”.  He and others have admitted their intentions.  Stop 
growth.  Stop the 56th Streetdevelopment.  Stop anything along Highway 77.  Stop the drag strip because any 
successful development in the area will draw others.  

 

There has been interest in a truck stop and motels around the Highway 77 and I-80 exit.  That interest is heightened 
when the potential of the drag strip is added.  The increased customer traffic would be a boon to the county.  But is 
isn’t in the interests of the F.O.B.’s (Friends Of BOB).  They don’t want the inconvenience of the extra traffic.  
They think that having the LES wind generators in the area is enough of a burden on them.

 

Is it what it appears to be? When does a small group of people opposed to growth in the northern part of the county 
get to put a county board member in their pocket?  Opponents to the drag strip stated in letters to the planning 
commission that they were promised that northern Lancastercounty would be left agricultural.  Promised?  
By WHO?  

 

And who are these “concerned citizens”?  Many of these “concerned citizens” are associated with the anti-growth 
group CPRLife.org.  They spoke out against the recent soil mining permit north of Lincoln.  They are against any 
development at 56th streetand I-80.  They will continue to be active against any growth of Lincolnto the North 
along Highway 77.  Growth is great as long is it happens on the other three sides of Lincoln.  Just 
not in their backyard.  How precious are they?



 

The people of Lincolnshould be aware of these actions.  A small group of people are actively working to fence in 
the city, and the line is drawn at Interstate 80.  The rest of the county is not being represented by their county board.  

 

You are being copied in this letter in the hope that you can provide some leadership in these areas.  We need to see 
someone stand up to these anti-growth groups.  Lincolnneeds the city council and the Mayor to act in their 
interests.  Lincolnneeds local business to speak up.  Nebraskaneeds to take note of how things are 
done in Lincoln.  No tiptoeing around the topic.  Call it what it is. 

 

The county board appears to be acting against the interests of the city and the state.  If the fight isn’t answered now 
by the city, it is lost.

 

How has it come to LancasterCountyacting at odds with the interests of the City of Lincoln?  Wasn’t the 
combining of some city-county departments supposed to streamline and improve conditions for the people in the 
area?  If you have two bosses, you really have none.  This is the life of the planning department.

 

One only needs to read the recent headlines.  The 56th Streetdevelopment is in risk of cancellation.  Another Lincoln
company is contemplating leaving because of obstructions to growth.  Other projects are being 
stopped in the planning stages.  

 

In recent years, developers have stopped bringing projects to the Lincolnarea because other communities in other 
states know how to encourage economic growth.  The obstructions to growth in Lincolnare clear, and the people 
that live or work in Lincolncan easily recognize them.  Lincolnis losing.  Losing businesses.  Losing jobs.  
Losing opportunities to others.

 

These obstructions to growth affect the State of Nebraskaas much as the city of Lincoln.  Lincolnlives 
disproportionately on the backs of the taxpayers of the state.  It would be nice if the private 
sector were allowed to grow and help carry a larger portion of the burden in the Lincolnmetro area.  
I hope the people of Nebraskabegin to pay more attention to the actions taking place in Lincoln.

 

Why has the city grown so lopsided to the south and east?  If the city had grown proportionally since I the time I 
started college in the early 80’s, there would already be development up north past Waverly road.  Lincolnwould be 
using I-80 to help relieve cross town traffic.  The infrastructure costs of the city would be a less today when it 
comes to roads.  No one can explain why the city has been so poorly planned that the obvious benefits of a 
proportional growth plan haven’t been utilized.  Have the obstructions to northern growth been in place that long?



 

The city of Lincolnneeds to stand up to the few people that are obstructions to growth.  It needs strong leaders that 
aren’t afraid to call the obstructionists out in public.  I believe you can do this for the city.  I believe that the great 
majority of people who work, and who live in Lincolnwould recognize and appreciate your efforts on their behalf. 
 The people of Lincolnalready recognize the problems.  Show them some solutions.

 

 

Joel Ludwig

219 4th Street

Garland, NE68360

 

 















"Joyce Fisher" 
<huskerfish@windstream.net> 

02/14/2007 09:30 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject aquila

Are you KIDDING ME?  a seven dollar surcharge for  what?  acccording to my legal council, 
this is not legal.  I hope  this issue will be addressed at the next meeting because it is highly  
unethical.  Ever wonder why people are moving away from Lincoln to the  surrounding  
towns?                                                                                                                                                
                                                                                                            ?




