
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, MAY 7, 2007

11:00 A.M.
 COUNTY/CITY BUILDING
CONFERENCE ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 
*1. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor Announces Developer For Downtown Project.

Negotiations with Lincoln Synergy Group to begin.
*2. NEWS ADVISORY. News Conferences for Mayor Seng on Thursday, April 26,

2007. One at 10:00 am at the Woods Park Picnic Shelter with Lincoln Electric
Announcing a New Public Tree Initiative, and the second at 11:00 am at Voices of
Hope, an agency receiving donation from Verizon Wireless, at 2545 “N” Street. 

*3. NEWS RELEASE. City and LES Partner on “Right Tree - Right Place”.
*4. NEWS RELEASE. Public invited to comment on use of federal funds, Thursday,

May 3, 2007 from 4:30 pm to 6:30 pm at the Center Team Police Station at 27th and
Holdrege Streets. 

*5. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Coleen Seng will announce plans for Trago Park at
news conference on Friday, April 27, 2007, 10:30 am at Trago Park.  

*6. Washington Report, April 20, 2007.
  7. NEWS RELEASE. Winners Announced in First City Employee Art Contest.

Receptions from 4:00 pm to 6:00 pm Eiseley and Gere Libraries. 
  8. Drinking Water Samples Tested for Total Coliform and E.Coli Bacteria by the

Colilert® Method of Analysis.
  9. Washington Report, April 27, 2007.
    

II. DIRECTORS

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
 1. Planning Director letter releasing the Planning Commission Edition of the “Draft

City of Lincoln FY 2007-08 through 2012-13 Capital Improvements Program.
 2. On-line instructions for FY 2007-08 through 2012-13 CIP documents. 

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION 
*1. Special Permit No. 07008. Expansion of nonconforming Use, Casey’s. (North Cotner

Boulevard and Leighton Avenue) Resolution No. PC-01048. 
*2. Special Permit No. 07010. Expansion of nonconforming use, Casey’s. (Southwest

corner of North 70th Street and Havelock Avenue) Resolution No. PC-01047.

PARKS & RECREATION
*1. Letter from Lynn Johnson, Parks and Recreation Director, to the Substance Abuse

Action Coalition Prevention Leadership Team on possible amendments to City
regulations regarding alcoholic beverages in parks.  
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PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES
*1. ADVISORY. Water Main Project #700276. Sumner Street; 27th - Jefferson. 
*2. ADVISORY. Storm Sewer Project #702191.
*2b. Map for Storm Sewer Project #70291.
  3. ADVISORY. Sanitary Sewer Force Main Project to Start. EO #78975.
  3b. Map for Project EO #78975.

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY
  1. Combined Weed Program for City of Lincoln, April 2007 Monthly Report. 

III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE
1. Letter to Jerry Irwin, Foxy Lady, from City Prosecutor John McQuinn, and

previous correspondence regarding the Smoking Regulation Act.
2. Letter from Mayor Coleen Seng to Beth Thacker, Mayor’s Pedestrian/Bicycle

Advisory Committee, with copy of amendment. 

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN
1. Request to Don Herz, Finance Director - RE: Keno Funds (Eschliman RFI#7 -

04/03/07)  - SEE RESPONSE FROM DON HERZ, CITY FINANCE
DIRECTOR ON ESCHLIMAN RFI#7. 

1.b. Follow up Questions to Don Herz, Finance Director, on RFI#7.  - SEE
RESPONSE FROM DON HERZ, CITY FINANCE DIRECTOR ON
FOLLOW UP QUESTIONS TO ESCHLIMAN RFI#7.  

2. Email from Drew Stange, NAIFMA Realty, on proposed ordinance regarding
vacant buildings.

3. Email from David Schmidt, Concorde Management & Development, Inc., on
proposed ordinance regarding vacant buildings.

4. Email from John Watson, Century Sales & Management Company, on proposed
ordinance regarding vacant buildings. 

5. Email from Monte Froehlich, Comprehensive Real Estate Solutions, on proposed
ordinance regarding vacant buildings. 

ANNETTE McROY
1. Request to Mike Merwick, Building & Safety Director/Michaela Hansen, Public

Works & Utilities-Impact Fee Administrator - RE: Property at 543 Lamont 
(McRoy RFI#178 - 04/27/07) - SEE RESPONSE FROM MIKE MERWICK,
BUILDING AND SAFETY DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR ON MCROY
RFI#178.  
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PATTE NEWMAN
1. Response to City Landfill questions from request of April 17, 2007 with attachment

of constituent email.

V. MISCELLANEOUS
*1. Email from Carol B. Sanford interactive website promoting Nebraska Motorplex

unveiled. 
*2. Email from Neb Economis, Shannon McGovern, text amendments. 
*3. Email from Shannon McGovern, motor sports locations consultant.
*3b. Email attachment from Shannon McGovern. Riverside Motorsports Park single site

evaluation and preliminary incentive assessment final report.  
*4. Email from Lisa Wheeler. Neighborhood dogs not being leashed or in an enclosed

yard. 

MISCELLANEOUS RECEIVED WEEK OF 05/07/07
 1. Email from Shannon McGovern. Supporter of proposed drag race track, moving

Lincoln forward. 
 2a. Email from Drag Tech. Nebraska getting national publicity with web site listed. 
 2b. Zimmerman named to Nebraska Auto Racing Hall of Fame article. 

VI.  ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER FROM APRIL 30, 2007.  

W:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\da050707.wpd/mmm



WINNERS ANNOUNCED IN FIRST CITY EMPLOYEE ART CONTEST
Work to be displayed at Gere and Eiseley branch libraries

Mayor Coleen J. Seng will present cash awards Thursday, May 3 to the winners of the first National 
Arts Program contest for employees of the City of Lincoln and their families.  More than 100 entries 
were received, and 13 artists will be recognized in a ceremony at 10 a.m. in the City Council 
Chambers, 555 South 10th Street.  The awards ceremony will be carried live on 5 CITY-TV, the 
government access cable channel.  No City funds were used for the contest or exhibit, and the 
program had no entry fee.

This is the first year the City of Lincoln has participated in the National Arts Program, which 
sponsors art contests and exhibits for City employees and their families in about 450 communities 
across the country.  Lincoln is the first city in Nebraska to take part in the program. Additional 
financial support is being provided by the Duncan Family, AmeriCorps/the Lincoln Arts Council 
and the Nebraska Arts Council.

All artworks entered will be exhibited at two branch libraries from Thursday through May 23.  Art 
entered in the youth categories will displayed at Eiseley, 1530 Superior Street, and art entered in the 
adult categories will be displayed at Gere, 2400 South 56th.  Opening receptions will be held from 
4 to 6 p.m. Friday, May 4 at both locations.

“We were so pleased to receive so many entries in our first year of the program,” said Mayor Seng.  
“This is an excellent opportunity for our employees to display their creativity outside of the work 
environment and for their families to share their talents.  I want to thank those agencies supporting 
the program, and I want to encourage the public to visit the exhibits to see the outstanding work.”

The winner of the “Best in Show” award is Roxanna Piersol, the 9-year-old daughter of Vicky 
Piersol in the LIFE Office of the Lincoln Area Agency on Aging.  In addition to her $75 award as 
winner of her youth category, Roxanna will receive art lessons from the Lux Center for the Arts and 
the National Arts Program and an additional cash award from Lincoln Benefit Life.  A complete list 
of award recipients follows this release.

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

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: May 2, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

- more -

Anne Schuff, AmeriCorps/Lincoln Arts Council, 434-2789
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National Arts Program
May 2, 2007
Page Two

Judges for the exhibition were Norman Geske, former Director of the Sheldon Memorial Art Gallery; 
Anne Pagel, Curator for the Duncan Family; and Dean Settle, Director of the Community Mental Health 
Center of Lancaster County.  

More information on the national program is available at www.nationalartsprogram.org.  The Nebraska 
Arts Council, a state agency, supports the program through a matching grant funded by the Nebraska 
Legislature, the National Endowment for the Arts and the Nebraska Cultural Endowment.  More 
information is available at www.nebraskaartscouncil.org.

NATIONAL ARTS PROGRAM AWARD WINNERS

BEST IN SHOW ($340 in prizes) - Roxanna Piersol (parent Vicky Piersol, Aging LIFE Office)

YOUTH UNDER12
First place ($75) - Roxanna Piersol
Second place ($50) - Raine Rittscher (parent Jacki Rittscher, Aging LIFE Office) 
Third place ($25) - Raine Rittscher

YOUTH 12 - 18
First place ($75) - Micah Mullins (parent Diane Mullins, Women’s Commission)
Second place ($50)  - Maggie Austin (parent Jennie Kohl Austin, Urban Development)
Third place ($25) - Sabrina Roland (parent Kathryn Burklund, Parks and Recreation)

ADULT AMATEUR
First place ($300) - Rebecca Hueske, Library
Second place ($200) - Dallas McGee, Urban Development Department
Third place ($100) - Dallas McGee

ADULT INTERMEDIATE
First place ($300) - Donna Gustafson, Library
Second place ($200) - Becky Wurm Clark, Library
Third place ($100) - Valerie Oertli, Library

ADULT PROFESSIONAL
First place ($300) - Jen Craun (sister of Anna Seckman, Parks and Recreation)
Second place ($200) - Jon Sundermeier, Lincoln Police Department
Third place ($100) - Olga Kanne-Sanchez, Urban Development Department



















 

BUDGET 
Congress sends war supplemental to the 
President for certain veto.  Both the House 
and Senate approved legislation this week to 
provide $124 billion in supplemental FY 
2007 spending for overseas military 
operations and a variety of domestic 
emergencies such as hurricane relief and 
agricultural assistance. 
 
The President is expected to quickly veto the 
measure based on his opposition to language 
that would set a timetable for the beginning of 
troop withdrawal in Iraq.  Since Democrats 
lack a veto-proof majority in both chambers 
and do not expect any help from 
congressional Republicans in that quest, it 
remains to be seen at this time how the matter 
will play out. 
 
Since the supplemental appropriations bill has 
been classified as emergency spending, 
Congress is under no obligation to offset the 
additional spending with cuts in other areas. 
However, sponsors of the bill chose to rescind 
$683 million in unobligated contract authority 
from FY 2007 highway programs at the 
Department of Transportation (DOT) in order 
to lower the pricetag of the bill and offset 
emergency highway spending related to 
hurricanes. 
 
That move drew the ire of the leaders of the 
House Transportation and Infrastructure 
(T&I) Committee, who objected to the 
“gratuitous nature” of the cuts given that no 
other initiatives in the massive bill were 
offset.  And, in addition to the move being an 
infringement on his jurisdiction, House T&I 
Committee Chairman James Oberstar (D-
MN) expressed concern that the cuts would 
jeopardize air quality programs. 
 
According to Oberstar, while the Congestion 
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) program 

accounts for only 4 to 5 percent of highway 
funding, 20 percent of all highway funds 
rescinded by states in recent years have come 
from CMAQ.  States have traditionally been 
given the option as to where they will make 
cuts when Congress orders rescissions of 
federal highway funding. 
 
Oberstar hopes to convince those crafting the 
war supplemental to exclude the highway 
rescissions in the next version of the bill, but 
appropriators appear to be standing by their 
decision. 
 
DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
Housing assistance for Gulf Coast hurricane 
victims extended for 18 months.  The Bush 
Administration announced this week that the 
temporary housing assistance programs for 
Gulf Coast hurricane victims living in 
apartments, trailers or mobile homes have 
been extended by 18 months, until March 
2009. The current extension would have 
expired on August 31, 2007 and nearly 
100,000 families across the country currently 
participate in the program. 
 
Representatives of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) also indicated that they would begin 
the process of transferring all responsibility 
for the rental assistance programs to HUD.  
Presently, FEMA administers rental vouchers 
for about 40,000 families, but the agency 
feels that in the long-term, HUD is better 
equipped to handle the matter.  FEMA will 
continue to oversee the mobile homes and 
travel trailers provided to hurricane victims, 
but will also give the families the option of 
purchasing them. 
 
Beginning in March 2008, individuals in both 
the rental housing and trailer/mobile home 
programs will pay a portion of the cost, which 
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will begin at $50 per month and 
incrementally increase each month 
thereafter until the program concludes on 
March 1, 2009.  HUD and FEMA officials 
also mentioned that participants in both 
programs will be given complete 
information, supportive services, resources 
and ample time to prepare themselves for 
the end of temporary, subsidized housing. 
 
Congress will need to be consulted on 
some of the moves proposed by the Bush 
Administration, and the key Members of 
Congress on both sides of the aisle praised 
the plan this week. 
 
TRANSPORTATION 
Senate Commerce Committee passes 
Amtrak reauthorization bill.  On 
Wednesday, the Senate Commerce 
Committee approved S 294, the “Passenger 
Rail Investment and Improvement Act,” a 
six-year Amtrak reauthorization bill that 
would provide $11.4 billion to the nation’s 
rail system. 
 
The bill, sponsored by Senators Frank 
Lautenberg (D-NJ) and Trent Lott (R-MI) , 
would implement a plan to revamp and 
restructure Amtrak, enhance security, 
establish higher quality standards, and 
reduce operating costs by 40 percent.  The 
bill would also implement a new financial 
accounting system with a debt reform plan 
to put Amtrak back on track fiscally. 
 
Over the next six years, Amtrak would 
receive $4.9 billion in capital grants and 
$3.3 billion in operating subsidies, as well 
as an additional $1.3 billion annually in 
bond authority.  From this amount, 
approximately $1.4 billion would be 
provided for capital grants to states to pay 
80 percent of the capital costs related to 
intercity passenger rail.  The legislation 
would also authorize new railroad security 
measures. 
 
The committee also approved an 
amendment to the legislation that would 
make certain development near Amtrak 
stations eligible for capital grants. 
 
Sponsors hope that the legislation will 
allow Amtrak to make the necessary 
investments to ensure the long-term health 
of the railroad.  In recent years, the Bush 
Administration has proposed privatizing 
rai lroad operations  or passing 
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responsibility to the states and 
recommended funding far below what 
Amtrak needs each year.  As a result, 
Congress has provided only enough 
funding to keep the trains running, with 
no room for improvements. 
 
Leaders of the House Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee have indicated 
that Amtrak would be a high priority for 
the year, but have yet to draft any 
legislation. 
 
PUBLIC SAFETY 
House passes bill addressing hate 
crimes.  The House Judiciary Committee 
approved legislation (HR 1592), the 
“Local Law Enforcement Hate Crimes 
Prevention Act of 2007,” that would add 
violent offenses motivated by sexual 
orientation and gender to the list of 
prejudice crimes that are considered hate 
crimes under federal law. 
 
Under the bill, hate crimes motivated by 
gender or sexual orientation would be 
punishable by a minimum of 10 years in 
prison and a maximum of life in prison 
for those hate crimes involving murder 
or kidnapping, the same penalties for 
hate crimes motivated by race, color or 
national origin. 
 
The bill also would authorize $5 million 
annually for FY 2008 and FY 2009 for 
Justice Department investigations of hate 
crimes and for grants to state and local 
law enforcement agencies to help meet 
ex t rao rd ina r y e xpenses  when 
investigating hate crimes. 
 
The bill would also authorize grants to 
state and local governments for 
programs to combat hate crimes 
committed by juveniles, and to train law 
enforcement officers in identifying and 
investigating hate crimes. 
 
Similar legislation (S 1105) has been 
introduced in the Senate, but has not 
seen any action. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LAW ENFORCEMENT 
House Subcommittee gives nod to COPS 
bill; Senate panel approves E-911 
measure.  The House Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism and Homeland 
Security of the House Judiciary 
Committee approved legislation (HR 
1700) that would reauthorize the 
Community Oriented Policing Services 
(COPS) Program at $1.15 billion a year 
through FY 2012. 
 
The bill would expand COPS eligible 
activities to include paying for officers 
hired to perform intelligence, anti-terror 
and homeland security activities and 
establishing and implementing 
innovative programs to reduce and 
prevent illegal drug activity, including 
methamphetamine manufacturing, 
distribution and use.  The bill would also 
allow the use of COPS funds for 
community prosecutor programs to 
handle cases from specific geographical 
areas as well as to address specific 
violent crime problems. 
 
Of the $1.15 billion it authorizes 
annually for COPS, the bill would 
allocate $600 million to hiring grants 
(including anti-terror officers), $350 
million for technology grants and $200 
million for community prosecutor grants. 
 
The bill now heads to the full Judiciary 
Committee, which has not yet scheduled 
a markup of the bill. The Senate 
Judiciary Committee approved a 
companion bill last month and that 
measure is awaiting consideration by the 
Senate. 
 
Also this week, the Senate Commerce 
Committee approved legislation (S 428) 
that would require Internet telephone 
providers to offer enhanced 911 services 
(E-911).  Currently, most Internet 
telephone providers offer only regular 
911 services, which do not necessarily 
give operators the location of the caller. 
 
The bill would also require the Federal 
Communications Commission (FCC) to 
issue regulations requiring the regional 
Bells to give Internet telephone 
providers access to their 911 
infrastructure.  The bill would also 
r e q u i r e  t h e  N a t i o n a l 
Telecommunications and Information 



 

Administration to issue a plan for a 
national migration of 911 services to 
Internet enabled infrastructure. 
 
The bill now heads to the Senate floor, 
though the leadership has not yet set a date 
for its consideration. 
 
SMALL BUSINESS 
House overwhelmingly approves 
expansion of SBA loan programs.  Despite 
the opposition of the Administration, the 
House voted 380-45 to approve legislation 
(HR 1332) that would expand Small 
Business Administration (SBA) loan 
programs and would decrease fees for 
lenders and borrowers. 
 
The bill would create four new SBA loan 
programs and would reduce the fees 
lenders charge and borrowers pay for SBA 
loans.  The bill would also direct more 
loans to businesses owned by women, 
veterans and other individuals from 
socially or economically disadvantaged 
groups.  Both of these provisions have 
drawn the ire of the White House, though 
the President has stopped short of a veto 
threat. 
 
As passed by the House, the bill would 
provide higher loan guarantees for medical 
businesses in medically underserved areas.  
The bill now heads to the Senate.  There is 
no similar Senate bill. 
 
GRANT OPPORTUNITIES 
 
Department of Labor 
The Employment and Training 
Administration (ETA) is now accepting 
applications for FY 2007 YouthBuild 
Grants.  YouthBuild is designed to provide 
disadvantaged youth with the proper 
education and training for those high 
demand occupations.  Among other things, 
YouthBuild also uses disadvantaged youth 
to work on the construction of permanent 
low-income housing within a community.  
ETA has $47 million available for the 
YouthBuild grants and approximately 90-
100 grants will be awarded to 
communities, with the hope of serving 
2,900 youth participants.  The deadline for 
applications is July 3, 2007.  For more 
information see: 
http://www.doleta.gov/sga/sga.cfm. 
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May 2, 2007

Sanitary Sewer Force Main Project to Start
EO #78975

Next week the construction of a sanitary sewer force main is scheduled to begin and we are
issuing this advisory because the construction could temporarily disrupt traffic on the roads
in your area.

Project Limits: See map on back.

The construction will begin at approximately 92nd and Adams Street, travel east in the south
ditch of Adams Street to 98th Street, turn south and travel in the west ditch of 98th Street
boring under Leighton Avenue to Holdrege Street, boring under Holdrege Street from the
northwest corner to the southeast corner of the intersection, then proceed east and end at
approximately 106th Street.

With this construction, there may be some temporary inconveniences with drives and roads but
the contractor will try to keep those inconveniences to a minimum.  The roads will not be
closed to traffic at any time but 98th Street could be limited to one lane during normal working
hours.

If you have questions concerning this project, please contact:

Ray Lipsey Brian Dittmann
Lipsey Construction City of Lincoln, Engineering Services
(402) 432-2293 (402) 525-5646

EO78975 Adv BKD tdq.wpd





 
 

 Combined Weed Program 
City of Lincoln 

April 2007 Monthly Report  
 

Inspection Activity  
1,239 inspections on 755 sites were made 
during the month.  
1,478 inspections on 994 sites have been 
made this year. 
 
Noxious Weeds  
• Made 187 inspections on 187 sites on 

1,207 acres. 
• Found 150 violations on 337 acres. 

- 146 musk thistle 
- 4 leafy spurge 

• Found no violations on 37 sites. 
• Sent 5 notices, 109 letters, and made 10 

personal contacts. 
• Control is pending on 150 sites. 
. 

 
Weed Abatement 
Advance work orders have been prepared 
on 146 properties that have been habitual 
problems. Foreclosures are expected to be 
an increasing problem. Over 70 foreclosed  
 

 
 
properties had to be force controlled last 
year. 
 

Riparian Vegetative 
Management Task 
Force   
LB 701 was just signed into law by the Governor 
to address the State’s water concerns. This law 

will create state riparian vegetation management 
task forces to address the plants invading the 
riparian areas of Nebraska Rivers.  

INSPECTION SUMMARY 
187 Inspections of 187 sites

Direct 
contact

6%

None
23%

Letter
68%

Notice
3%

 

APRIL Activities  
4 Twin Rivers WMA Red Cloud 
5 Threats to Ne Rivers Mtng 
9 Musk thistle inspections begin 
20 LPWMA Landowner Meeting 
30 Monthly activity report 
 

Planned MAY Activities 
4 Vacation 
7 Contract for Landfill spraying 
14 Begin City Weed Abatement inspections 
10 Mgt Team Mtg 
14 Prepare leafy spurge roadside map 
15-31 leafy spurge roadside spraying 
16 LPWMA Mtng 10:00 AM 
26 Vacation 





























"Robin Eschliman" 
<robine@neb.rr.com> 

05/01/2007 05:32 PM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Ordinance about vacant buildings

Tammy, I have heard from several people with concerns about the proposed  legislation on 
vacant buildings.  You may put these in the Director's  Agenda.
 
From: Drew Stange 
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 5:04 PM
Subject: RE: Ordinance about vacant buildings

I would have the  following comments regarding this proposed  legislation.

 

·          As a  manager of over 100 properties in Lincoln, we have customers that are very  vigilant in keeping their 
properties maintained and others that are not so  vigilant.  Making the “resident agent” liable for the care or 
maintenance  of a “neglected property” is wrong as we serve at the pleasure of our owners and  their pocket books.

·          The  definition of deterioration as defined in the ordinance leaves much room for  judgment and subjectivity.

·          There are  adequate laws on the books now under which the city may condemn or red tag  buildings.

·          The  administration and follow-up on this would be time intensive, meaning more staff  and more dollars for 
the city’s budget which is under enough stress at this  time.

 

Drew  Stange

NAIFMA  Realty



"Robin Eschliman" 
<robine@neb.rr.com> 

05/01/2007 05:33 PM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Ordinance about vacant buildings

----- Original Message -----  
From: David  Schmidt 
To: Robin  Eschliman 
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 12:33 PM
Subject: RE: Ordinance about vacant buildings

Robin,  thanks for the info.  I would agree that  the City should have some "teeth" in the codes against violators.  
There  are many buildings sitting around that the owners don't take care of but I also  believe that an owner has the 
right to leave a building vacant as long as the  building is being cared for and meets all city codes. 
 
I read some of the language that requires an owner or agent  to have a plan on the vacant space.  I think that the City 
cannot force an  owner to rent their property if they don't choose to.  Some people are  content to sit on their real 
estate and let it appreciate in value over time and  they don't want the hassles of renting or using the building 
themselves.   I'm certain you walk a fine line sometimes at the Council whether you are  exceeding the public's 
inherent property rights? 
 
Another point is that you and I have seen tons of  properties around town that are occupied that are in deplorable  
condition.   I have personally called to complain about some residential properties close to  my rental properties that 
have many obvious violations going on all the time and  the City does nothing to enforce the codes that I know exist 
on the books.   As a landlord sometimes I wonder how I can make any sense of all of this.   
 
On top of that,  I am competing with the Housing  Authority who seems hell bent on becoming the eventual winner 
of Monopoly of  dwelling units in Lincoln.  That's exactly why we're developing apts. in  Papillion currently and no 
more here.  It simply doesn't make any  sense(cents)!  Thanks for letting me vent.  You can sense my  frustration 
with the way things are going in Lincoln,  currently.
 
David M. Schmidt
President
 
Concorde Management & Development,  Inc,
1225 L Street
Suite 501
Lincoln, Nebraska   68508
 
david@concordemgmt.com
402-476-0086
402-476-3892  (FAX)



"Robin Eschliman" 
<robine@neb.rr.com> 

05/01/2007 05:35 PM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject E-mail about Monday's ordinance

From: John  Watson 
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 9:08 AM
Subject: Re: Ordinance about vacant buildings

As a property manager, I can understand the need to file registration but  am concerned about 
being required to make repairs in this fiduciary capacity  when we may not have the funds from 
the owner for such repairs.  We should  not be held to the standard of an owner in that event.  
 
Also, I hope that the two violation rule is not an overstepping of  governmental powers if the city 
is on an agenda to take over an area of property  for a project and uses this ordinance as a way of 
gaining control of  property.  
 
Thanks. John Watson  Century Sales and Management Co. 
 
John Watson, CEO
Century Sales & Management Co.
Office: (402)  437-8330
Cell: (402) 416-8330
E-mail: johnw@cenman.com



"Robin Eschliman" 
<robine@neb.rr.com> 

05/02/2007 12:28 AM

To <tbogenreif@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Proposed vacant building ordinance

----- Original Message -----  
From: Monte  Froehlich 
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 11:02 PM
Subject: Proposed vacant building ordinance

I've reviewed the  proposed ordinance and although I understand that the intent would be seem  reasonable, I believe 
the unintended consequences could be nothing short  of a disaster. For example,  by definition under the  "Neglected 
unoccupied building" part  (c) section, "the building has  sustained deterioration"this would  include every vacant 
building in Lincoln.   When it comes to commercial, at what level is a building considered  vacant?  10%, 51%?  I 
have a building in Havelock where I have  spent a lot of money improving, yet it has been vacant over a year and 
the rear  parking lot has not been paved because I'd like tenant input before  completing.  I'm not interested in 
reporting how vacant this building is  over time.  This ordinance could become a nightmare to enforce when it  
comes to objective criteria that would somehow need to be  created.
 
I believe there are better ways to clear blighted  property than through additional regulation.  The cost to implement 
such a far sweeping  ordinance, both on the public side and the private side would far outweigh  the benefits gained.
 
Thank  you.
 
Monte
 

              Monte Froehlich,  CCIM, SEC, SIOR

            U.S. Property

               Comprehensive Real Estate Solutions

          1320 "P" Street, Suite  200

           Lincoln,  NE  68508

           Phone:   402-475-8776 Ext 1031

             Fax:  402-476-6124

             Cell:  402-202-1776
 



INTER-DEPARTMENT COMMUNICATION

Building & Safety Department

TO Annette McRoy

DEPARTMENT City Council

COPIES TO S. Champoux 
C. Zimmerman 
D. Stertz
L. Tolbert
R. Peo
M. Esposito
N. Flex-Tooze
B. Higgins

DATE May 3, 2007

FROM Mike Merwick

DEPARTMENT Building & Safety

SUBJECT RFI 178

Annette, Building & Safety reviewed the correspondence received from Steve Champoux about
543 Lamont.  For several years, we have had numerous meetings, have offered several solutions,
and are still at the same place we were when we started.  Building and Safety would be glad to
meet with you or any one else and discuss everything that has transpired, but we too want to find
a solution, so I will be brief.

Building and Safety did offer to extend the original building permit without impact fees and worked
for 6 months trying to get Steve Champoux to file a letter of map amendment to FEMA or to fill
in the foundation and build an above grade house.  After Building and Safety received no answer
from Steve Champoux or evidence of a map amendment, the building permit was expired on May
5, 2004.

Building and Safety does not dispute that Mark Manelli is very knowledgeable about flood plains,
and although we did meet with him and discuss this flood plain issue, no information was ever
transmitted to us that showed that 543 Lamont was out of the flood plain.  

The following documentation indicates that the property at 543 Lamont is in the Flood Plain:

A) The map that Building and Safety used to determine this is the official FEMA flood

plain map.  
B) 543 Lamont is in the flood plain with the map submitted to Building & Safety by Mr.

Champoux’s own surveyor, K&M Surveying.
C) The FEMA based elevation also shows that 543 Lamont is in the flood plain.

Building and Safety wants to resolve this issue, and the two options originally proposed to Mr.
Champoux in 2003 that could resolve this issue are: 

1) Steve Champoux files a letter of map amendment with FEMA requesting FEMA to
remove the property from the flood plain.  

2) Fill in the current foundation and build an above grade one or two story house with
the lowest finish floor at one foot above base flood elevations.  



These solutions were proposed to Mr. Champoux in 2003.  In May 2006, the City Law Department
dismissed a pending prosecution against Mr. Champoux, with the understanding he would contact
Building and Safety to commence appropriate procedures to complete construction.  The last date
Mr. Champoux met with this Department was May 19, 2006 and Building and Safety has not
received any information since that time that would resolve this issue.

Building codes in flood plains are about safety and security for the person who buys this property.
Building and Safety’s goal is to make sure that the future home owner at 543 Lamont has a safe
home to live in and that the City does not create a future liability.  

Building & Safety staff would be glad to meet with you, Mr. Champoux and his engineer to work
to resolve this issue.

Buildsaf/Mike Merwick/Lamont_434.wpd



Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes 

04/27/2007 01:48 PM

To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

cc Steve Masters/Notes@Notes, Gary Brandt/Notes@Notes

bcc

Subject Fw:  Response to City Landfill Question -  Your Email 
Request of April 17, 2007

We felt this information would be beneficial to all of the council members.

Dear Ms. Newman,

The following email and information is intended to respond to the questions you asked in your original 
email request of April 17.

Ques. 1.  Are we safe in thinking we will continue to be able to provide our own trash service?  (I know not too 
terribly long ago the Council was considering requiring all residents to pay for professional waste removal.)

As you are aware, the City's Bluff Rd. Landfill and N. 48th St. Transfer Station provides solid waste services to the 
residents of Lincoln and Lancaster Co.   The N. 48th St. Small Vehicle Transfer Station's primary purpose is to 
accept wastes from small vehicles that are not accepted at the Bluff Road facility.  Thus, those who wish to haul 
their own waste and trash with small vehicles can continue to dispose of it at this location. 

Ques. 2.  Why such a large increase in rates for making trips to the transfer stations?

To answer this question, here is some historical background on rates and vehicle classifications at the 
Transfer Station:
 
1.  The last rate adjustment for cars at the transfer station occurred in 1996.  At that time,the rates went 
$1.50/car to $2.50/car. 
2.  The last rate for any vehicle at the transfer station occurred in 1997.  This 1997 adjustment applied to 
pick-up trucks and those rates went from $7/pickup truck to $10/pickup truck.

On August 21,  2006,  Resolution No. A- 83985 was passed by the Council.  

This resolution modified and clarified the definitions for the types of small vehicles entering our facilities at 
both Bluff Rd. and the Small Vehicle Transfer Station.  It also adjusted the rates for various types of small 
vehicles. For example, a new category of  "passenger vehicle"  was created to simplify vehicle 
classification visually and get away from the gross vehicle weight definition that was being used in the old 
definitions.

As you may remember, these new rates went into effect on Jan. 1 , 2007

The following is a spreadsheet of "Schedule A" from that fact sheet information that compares the Current 
Rate Structure to the Proposed / New Rate Structure for the various vehicle types etc.  (This information 
was provided to the Council in the fact sheet for this resolution and also presented during the public hearing and 
follow-up actions with the Council prior to passage by the Council. )



Schedule A: Small Vehicle Transfer Station
Current Rate Structure Proposed Rate S

Cars Gross Vehicle weight rating < 
5500 lbs.         

$2.50 Cars* Any vehicle with a trun

Passenger vehicles* Mini vans, large and s
crossover vehicles

Pickups and vans Gross Vehicle weight rating > 
5500 lbs.  and < 9800 lbs. (one 
ton)   

$10.00 Cargo vehicle* Large and small picku
vans, one ton rating o

Trailers only Trailer size 6' by 8' by 5' high, 
or smaller with single axle

$10.00 Trailers only * Trailer < = to 60 squar
foot height restriction

Pickups and vans 
with trailers (refuse in 
both) 

Gross Vehicle weight rating > 
5500 lbs and < 9800 lbs. (one 
ton).  Trailer size 6' by 8' by 5' 
high, or smaller with single axle

$16.00 Cargo vehicle with trailer 
(waste in both)*

Large and small picku
vans up to and includi
Trailers <= to 60 squa
foot height restriction

Cars with trailer 
(refuse in both)

Gross Vehicle weight rating < 
5500 lbs. Trailer size 6' by 8' by
5' high, or smaller with single 
axle

$12.50 Cars and passenger 
vehicle with trailer (waste 
in both)*

Any vehicle with a trun
large and small SUV's
vehicles.                     
Trailers <= to 60 squa
foot height restriction

Uncovered Load $3.00 Uncovered Load

*Customers in business of hauling refuse pay $3.50 per load in occupation tax in addition to the rates a
As shown in this spreadsheet, some types of vehicles costs went up from $2.50 to $6.00.  Other vehicle 
types had costs go down from $10.00 to $6.00 per vehicle.  

Therefore, dependent upon the type of vehicle in which the individual came to the Transfer Station with 
and type of waste delivered, the charge could have changed from $2.50 to $6.00 for this single vehicle 
and trip.

Hope this helps you in explaining the change in rates and vehicle classifications that was passed. 

If you have further questions or need additional information, feel free to contact any us.    



Gary C. Brandt P.E.
Utilities Coordinator
Lincoln Wastewater & Solid Waste Division
2400 Theresa St,
Lincoln, NE 68505
402.441.7968  FAX - 402.441.8735

"Patte Newman" <newman2003@neb.rr.com>

"Patte Newman" 
<newman2003@neb.rr.com> 

04/18/2007 12:06 PM

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

cc

Subject Re: Fw: City Landfill question

Thanks Gary.

----- Original Message ----- 
From: <GBrandt@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
To: "Patte Newman" <newman2003@neb.rr.com>
Cc: <smasters@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; <MRemmenga@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; 
<Sieckmeyer@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; <KFredrickson@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; 
<kwelding@ci.lincoln.ne.us>; <MRodaway@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2007 12:04 PM
Subject: Re: Fw: City Landfill question

>
> Patte - Wanted to let you know that I rec'd your email and that we will be
> getting back to you with a response on the questions you have provided.
>
> Will try and get this you as soon as possible.   GCB
> Gary C. Brandt P.E.
> Utilities Coordinator
> Lincoln Wastewater & Solid Waste Division
> 2400 Theresa St,
> Lincoln, NE 68505
> 402.441.7968  FAX - 402.441.8735
>
>
>
>
>
>             "Patte Newman"
>             <newman2003@neb.r
>             r.com>                                                     To
>                                       <GBrandt@ci.lincoln.ne.us>
>             04/17/2007 12:54                                           cc
>             PM
>                                                                   Subject
>                                       Fw: City Landfill question
>
>
>



>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> Gary
> Can you read the following and explain? I didn't think we raised the rates
> dramatically, did we? Can you tell me if we did so? My recollection is 
> that
> we changed them a bit to make it fairer with
> a slight increase. Anyway, any help in answering this would be 
> appreciated.
> Thanks.
> Patte
>
> Subject: City Landfill question
>
> We will be out of town this Thursday & so will not be able to attend
> Thursday's citizens meeting at the Anderson Library.
>
> We would very much like to learn why the landfill rates have so RADICALLY
> increased recently.  Wayne took a carload to the landfill a week ago &
> found the rates had jumped from $2.50 to $6.00--What a HUGE increase . . .
> more than double the previous rate, all in one jump (it seemed to us,
> anyway)!  I certainly hope my electricty or gas bills don't follow suit!
>
> Because we are out of town so much, we are some of the folks who provide
> our own trash service.  Being gone so much coupled with our commitment to
> reduce/reuse/recycle makes our paying for weekly trash service wasted
> money.
>
> So, I  have 2 questions here:
>
> 1.  Are we safe in thinking we will continue to be able to provide our own
> trash service?  (I know not too terribly long ago the Council was
> considering requiring all residents to pay for professional waste 
> removal.)
>
> 2.  Why such a large increase in rates for making trips to the transfer
> stations?
>
> No rush needed in answering this; just hopefully you will be able to get 
> to
> it before you leave office.
>
> Thanks much, Patte.  When is your official last day on the Council?
> Again--THANK YOU for your dedication, commitment, sacrifice and hard work
> for Northeast Lincoln.
>
>
>
>
>
> No virus found in this incoming message.
> Checked by AVG Free Edition.
> Version: 7.5.446 / Virus Database: 269.4.0/761 - Release Date: 4/14/2007
> 9:36 PM
>



>
>
>
>
> 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: 7.5.446 / Virus Database: 269.5.2/766 - Release Date: 4/18/2007 
> 7:39 AM
>
> 

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.



"SW McGovern" 
<midwestminichoppers@hotm
ail.com> 

05/02/2007 09:35 PM

To council@lincoln.ne.gov, mdekalb@lincoln.ne.gov, 
JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us, commish@lancaster.ne.gov, 
commish@lincoln.ne.gov, dschorr@lancaster.ne.gov, 

cc

bcc

Subject Moving Lincoln Forward

In order to move Lincoln forward. I believe the City of Lincoln and
Lancaster county has the opportunity to bring in millions of dollars to fund
any vision for the future. Not all funds need to come from tax dollars,
grants and bonds.

Please support the proposed 1/4 mile drag race track 5 miles north of
Lincoln on Hwy 77 and Davey roads. The land, plans and Private investor are
waiting for approval. This project can be completed with no city or county
funds. Please take advantage of this unique opportunity for our community.
Attached is the economic impact study done by Dr. Thompson from UNL.

I support the idea of bringing millions of dollars into our community from
tourism and creating new jobs. A private investor willing to invest 10
million dollars of his own money just to get started. How could our City and
County go wrong by approving a special permit for this project? Then just
watch the funds roll in. If you have any question about having a drag race
track in Lancaster County please feel free to call me. I have been doing
research for months on the impacts involved with motorsports.

Thank you for your time,
Shannon McGovern
(402) 202-1461



Drag Tech 
<knownos500hp@yahoo.com
> 

05/03/2007 11:15 AM

To mdekalb@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov, carolserv@hotmail.com, 
cbeattie@lancaster.ne.gov, cm@liba.org, 

cc

bcc

Subject Nebraska Getting National Publicity

Nebraska Racing Hall of Fame.
 
http://www.nhra.com/content/news/20179.htm

  

Ahhh...imagining that irresistible "new car" smell?
Check out new cars at Yahoo! Autos. 







AD D E N D U M 
T O 

 D I R E C T O R S’  A G E N D A
MONDAY, MAY 7, 2007     

I. MAYOR -

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of May 5
through May 11, 2007 - Schedule subject to change. 

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: City Of Lincoln Honored With Peak Performances
Safety Award. 

3. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Grants Awarded To Two Wetland Projects. 

II. CITY CLERK - NONE 

III. CORRESPONDENCE

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE -

PATTE NEWMAN 

1. E-Mail from Jayne Sebby - RE: The proposed neglected properties 
Ordinance.   

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS - 

PLANNING 

1. Response E-Mail from Jean Walker to Evelyn Fink - RE: Please pass
construction site discharges ordinances.

C. MISCELLANEOUS -

1. E-Mail from Carl Sjulin, President, West Gate Bank - RE: Neglected
Building Ordinance.  

2. E-Mail from S.M. Dunn - RE: Support of the vacant structure ordinance.



-2-

3. E-Mail from Evelyn Fink - RE:  Support for passing construction site
discharge ordinance.  

4. E-Mail from Steve Uetrecht - RE: Support for the vacant buildings
ordinance.  

5. Letter from Polly M. McMullen, DLA President; and Terry Uland, DLA
Deputy Director - RE: The proposed neglected building ordinance - we
would encourage you to put this proposed legislation on pending until
similar community education and discussion can occur.  

daadd050707/tjg



Date: May 4, 2007
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule
Week of May 5 through May 11, 2007

Schedule subject to change

Saturday, May 5

Sunday, May 6

Monday, May 7

Wednesday, May 9

Thursday, May 10

Friday, May 11

Tuesday, May 8

Mayor’s Run, welcome, honorary race-starter - 7 a.m., State Capitol

Lincoln Marathon kick-off, remarks and honorary race-starter - 7 a.m., UNL “horseshoe” (east of Memorial Stadium)

Mayor’s Award of Excellence - 1:30 p.m., City Council Chambers, 555 South 10th Street

Face the Chamber (with Mayor-elect Chris Beutler) - noon, Country Club of Lincoln, 3200 South 24th Street

News conference - 10 a.m., Lincoln Water System, 2021 North 27th Street

Chief Standing Bear Breakfast, remarks, proclamation and Key to the City presentation - 7 a.m., Embassy Suites,
1040 “P” Street

Women’s Health Week, proclamation - 9:15 a.m., People’s Health Center, 1021 North 27th Street

Mayor’s Neighborhood Roundtable - 5:30 p.m., Room 206, County-City Building, 555 South 10th Street

City-County Common Meeting - 8:30 a.m., Room 113, County-City Building, 555 South 10th Street
Preservation Association of Lincoln, proclamation - noon, Nebraska State Historical Society Auditorium,
15th and “P” streets

Mayor’s Multicultural Advisory Committee - 3:30 p.m., Room 206, County-City Building, 555 South 10th Street



CITY OF LINCOLN HONORED WITH
PEAK PERFORMANCE SAFETY AWARD

The Nebraska Safety Council (NSC) has awarded a Peak Performance Award – the organization’s highest 
level of distinction for safety – to the City of Lincoln in recognition of the City’s outstanding workplace safety 
program.  The award’s selection committee compares the City’s training, safety program, injuries and lost-time 
statistics to comparable employers nationally.

“This is a great honor for the City of Lincoln,” said Mayor Coleen J. Seng.  “I want to thank the City’s 
workplace safety professionals as well as all other City employees who focus on and place a priority on their 
own safety as well as that of their fellow employees.”

In determining the awards, the NSC uses the Occupational Safety and Health Administration incident rate, 
which show the ratio of recordable injuries to total hours worked.  The City’s rate was 2.36, as much as two-
thirds less than comparable reporting municipalities across the country.  City Risk Manager Bill Kostner said 
factors leading to the low rate include extensive and specific safety training programs for employees in their 
respective departments.  

The City also earned the Peak Performance Award in 2001, 2002 and 2003.

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

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: May 4, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Bill Kostner, Risk Manager, 441-7671

In order to be considered for the honor, an organization must meet the following criteria:
Injury rates well below national industry averages. 

No workplace deaths in the past year.

Efforts to promote safety in the community.

A  full range of safety training programs for all employees specific to their jobs.

- 30 -



GRANTS AWARDED TO TWO WETLAND PROJECTS

Mayor Coleen J. Seng today announced that the City is receiving $194,121 from the Nebraska Environmental 
Trust (NET) for the Eastern Saline Wetlands Project and the Wilderness Park Wetland Restoration Project.

The Eastern Saline Wetlands Project is receiving $150,000 for the final year of a three-year $800,000 grant.  
The project is preserving and protecting the most imperiled natural area in Nebraska, which is located 
primarily in the Salt Creek watershed in northern Lancaster and southern Saunders counties.  The funds are 
being used for land acquisition, restoration and the purchase of easements in cooperation with willing 
landowners.  The land acquired or protected by conservation easements also will provide flood control and 
water quality protection. The City is partnering in this project with Lancaster County, the Lower Platte South 
Natural Resources District (LPSNRD), Nebraska Game and Parks Commission, USDA – Natural Resources 
and Conservation Service, the Home Builders Association of Lincoln, The Nature Conservancy and the 
Wachiska Audubon Society.

The Wilderness Park Wetland Restoration Project will receive a one-year $44,121 grant.  The project will 
restore about 17 acres of freshwater wetlands at eight sites in the flood plains of Salt Creek.  This will provide 
flood control and protect the quality of the stream water and groundwater from urban and agricultural 
pollutants.  The project also will restore a habitat within a seven-mile strip of park land in the middle of an 
urban setting.  The City’s partners in this project are Lancaster County, the LPSNRD, Friends of Wilderness 
Park and the Wachiska Audubon Society of Southeast Nebraska.

The NET has provided grants to 952 projects across Nebraska since it was created by the Nebraska Legislature 
in 1992. C itizens, organizations, communities, farmers and businesses can apply for funding to protect 
habitat, improve water quality and establish recycling programs.

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

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: May 4, 2007
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Terry Genrich, Parks and Recreation, 441-7939
Tom Malmstrom, Parks and Recreation, 441-2729

- 30 -



"Patte Newman" 
<newman2003@neb.rr.com> 

05/04/2007 03:48 PM

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

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Proposed ordinance

For the Council on the neglected properties  ordinance...
 
----- Original Message ----- 
From:  Jayne  Sebby 
To: pnewman@lincoln.ne.gov 
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2007 9:17  AM
Subject: Proposed ordinance

Patte,
 
Fred Freytag sent me a copy of your  proposed ordinance.  What an excellant idea!!  The one thing  I'd change is the 
amount of the fines.  They are way too low to get the  the troublemakers to pay attention.  I'd start the first fine at 
$500 or  more -- at least one month's rent or mortgage payment.  Fixing  the problem should be cheaper than paying 
the fine.  I'd also like  to see, if possible, a fourth offense at the same property become a minor  felony.
 
Without having read  the existing law, the proposal seems rather vague as to  what exactly is unlawful.  Of 
course, there are a half dozen  properties in Woods Park that I'd specifically like to get fixed so that's  what 
I'm trying to apply the language to.  Too bad we just can't  say:  the following current situations are unlawful and the  
following property owners and managers are hereby  fined.  
 
Patte, I also want to thank you for all the work  you've done for Lincoln and the neighborhoods.  You've made  
more improvements than you know to Woods Park.  I'm heartbroken  that you're stepping down but I certainly 
understand your decision.   Whatever project you turn your attention to next will be extremely  fortunate!
 
Thanks again!
 
Jayne Sebby
Woods Park Neighborhood Association Board  Member
 
Jayne Sebby
320 South 29th St. 
Lincoln,  NE  68510
(402) 474-3059
jsebby@cornhusker.net
 
          







"Carl Sjulin" 
<Csjulin@westgatebank.com> 

05/03/2007 05:01 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc "@Excom" <Excom@westgatebank.com>, "Mark Hansen" 
<Mhansen@westgatebank.com>, "Bill Whitmer \(E-mail\)" 
<billw@abcelectric.net>, <bob.hallstrom@nebankers.org>, 

bcc

Subject Neglected Building Ordinance

I have a number of concerns regarding the proposed ordinance that would 
increase the regulation of "neglected" buildings.

First and foremost I want to emphasize that vacant, blighted and dilapidated 
buildings are not good for our community, and there needs to be a process in 
place for the City to regulate and remedy dangerous and/or uninhabitable 
building situations.  I do not know the full extent of the current "red tag" 
regulatory regime, but the proposed ordinance apprears to create a new layer 
of regulation rather than enhancing existing regulations that are designed to 
address the same problem.

My concerns as a bank are as follows:

1.  the definition of an "Owner" includes those with "any legal or equitable 
interest in the premises." A deed of trust/mortgage is such an interest 
thereby making banks subject to the ordinance which includes criminal 
penalties for failure to file the requisite forms.
2. a bank could be an "operator" of the building based on the definition.  A 
Deeds of Trust includes an assignment of rents provision which can put the 
bank in "control" of the property in the event of default. Would the bank then 
be subject to the ordinance?
3. Clearly, a bank is not in a position to control the disposition of a 
"neglected" building and should not be subject to the ordinance.  An express 
exemption for financial institutions and deeds of trust are necessary if the 
ordinance is to be good public policy.
4. Criminal penalties are excessive. As much as we all dislike vacant 
dilapidated buildings, any penalty should be monetary and civil, not criminal.
5. how does this new regulatory regime get enforced? Does B&S have the 
manpower to handle what will likely be thousands of registrations over time? 
What does the city do if no filing is made or if the owner does not follow 
through with what is stated in the forms. Is City legal ready to take this on?
6. the likely content of the registrations will be statements like "the 
property is in transition" or "I am getting a new tenant." Simple tautologies 
that are meaningless.  The City could end up just shuffling paper with this 
new regulation.
7.  The ordinance strikes me as "feel good legislation."  It will do little to 
alleviate the problem--a problem I do not see as compelling at this point in 
our city's development.
8.  The owners of property in blighted areas often do not have the resources 
to take much in the way of meaningful action.  What else can be done but 
scrape the building? What will the City do?  I think these are issues best 
left to the private sector and the free market to handle as long as public 
safety and habitability protections are in place (which may be the case).
Unfunded mandates that sound good at inception create budget deficits and 
increased bureaucracy over time.  I believe the proper role of government in 
this area is to make sure we have adequate public safety controls and (for 
single and multi-family properties) habitability regulations.

Carl J. Sjulin, President
West Gate Bank
6003 Old Cheney Road



P.O. Box 82603
Lincoln, NE   68501-2603
(402) 434-3456
(402) 434-3450 (direct)
Fax (402) 323-8999
csjulin@westgatebank.com

The information in this electronic mail message is confidential and may be 
legally privileged under federal and state banking laws and regulations.  It 
is intended solely for the addressee(s).  Access to this Internet electronic 
mail message by anyone else is unauthorized.  If you are not the intended 
recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or any action taken or 
omitted to be taken in reliance on it is prohibited and may be unlawful.

--
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
This message has been inspected by DynaComm i:mail
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



"S.M. Dunn" 
<mls2551@alltel.net> 

05/04/2007 05:27 PM
Please respond to

mls2551@windstream.net

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject vacant structure ordinance.

I would like to express my support for the  ordinance the council will be 
reviewing at the May 5, meetiong which will require a local resident contact 
for properties that are vacant and boarded up more than 90 days and have 
either code violations and/or problems with police calls.   I believe this is 
important for it will aid in keeping our neighborhoods attractive, protect 
property values to some degree and lessen the opportunity for vandalism.  This 
is a common sense ordance and I encourage the council to support it.



"EC Fink" 
<ecfink1@earthlink.net> 

05/06/2007 04:06 PM
Please respond to

"EC Fink" 
<ecfink1@earthlink.net>

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc "Evelyn Fink" <ecfink1@earthlink.net>

bcc

Subject for passing construction site discharge ordinance TODAY

I have been watching the developers complain and  say that permits are down.  This reminds of previous years when 
the  developers have hid behind the business cycle to advance their  agenda.
 
I am just a mom of a freshman at Southwest   High.  I have walked through the development around Cavett 
Elementary when  he was there where the streets were full of mud.   I have walked  through the streets full of mud 
around Scott Middle school when he was at  Scott.  Last spring we walked around Campbell's Village Pointe 
development  to find construction cast -offs for the Scott Middle School Science  Olympiad team.  Our boots were 
full of mud last spring in a drought  year.  
 
I would like to see this issue passed.    The city pays for the development of sewer and rain  systems.  I have  seen 
them clogged with silt and waste before occupants even move into the  area.    We deserve better protection of our 
water resources and  city infrastructure.
 
 
 
Evelyn Fink
6510 S. 41st ST.
Lincoln, NE  68516
402-423-8184
402-730-4856
 



"Steve Uetrecht" 
<suetrecht@neb.rr.com> 

05/06/2007 06:33 PM

To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject vacant buildings

City Council Members,
 
I would like express my support for the ordinance coming up before  City Council on Monday, 
May 7th that requires a local resident contact for  properties that are vacant and boarded up more 
than 90 days AND have either code  violations and/or problems with police calls.  
 
As a City of Lincoln resident, would like to see something done to stop  this from taking place in 
our city. A case in point is the old motel building  out by the airport.  I believe this to be a very 
dangerous situation  waiting for an incident to happen.  There must be something that we as a  
community can do to hold the owners accountable and force either renovation or  removal of 
such buildings.  This motel is of no use to anyone except  criminals and vagrants and needs to be 
removed for the safety of our  city. 
 
Again, I ask that you please support the ordinance that will be before you  soon.  I know that it is 
not the solution, but I believe it could be a  beginning.
 
Thank you,
Steve Uetrecht
935 Parkview Lane
Lincoln, NE 68512



 
 
 
May 7, 2007 
 
 
 
Lincoln City Council 
555 South 10th Street 
Lincoln, NE  68508 
 
 
Dear City Council Members, 
 
Late last week, we learned through several DLA board members about an ordinance which was 
introduced last Monday to amend the city’s Building Code by adding a Chapter on “Neglected 
Building Registration.”  Our efforts to contact three city departments on this proposed ordinance 
revealed that none of them had been involved in preparing it. 
 
While the legislation may be well-intentioned, we question why it is being brought forward with 
no outreach to affected organizations and stakeholders. 
 
In the mid-90’s, former Lincoln Mayor Mike Johanns brought forward a package of legislation 
known as the “Quality of Life” ordinances in response to a range of problems affecting 
neighborhoods which had come to his attention.  These proposed ordinances were discussed with 
a wide array of community organizations and stakeholders before being introduced before the city 
council.  As a result, by the time of the public hearing, there was broad understanding and support 
of the ordinances, which have had a positive impact. 
 
We would encourage you to put this proposed legislation on pending until similar community 
education and discussion can occur.  As advocates for an area of the city potentially impacted by 
this ordinance, we are concerned about its potential unintended consequences.  The proposal is a 
major change from current practices and should not be adopted without adequate community 
outreach and research of other cities with similar regulations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

    
Polly M. McMullen     Terry Uland 
DLA President       DLA Deputy Director 
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