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1. This is a request by the Director of Planning to add some general language to the Comprehensive Plan which
acknowledges the broad topic of sustainability and to provide a starting point for future discussion and potential
amendments to the Comprehensive Plan related to sustainable principles.  

2. The staff recommendation of approval is based upon the “Analysis” and “Summary” as set forth on p.4, concluding
that the proposed amendments are in conformance with the goals of the 2030 Comprehensive Plan.  The staff
presentation is found on p.7 and 10.

3. Testimony in support is found on p.8-9 and p.11-12, and the record consists of 19 letters in support (See p.27-47).

4. Testimony in opposition is found on p.7-8 and p.12-13.  Rick Krueger testified in opposition because he does not
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5. The Planning Commission discussion is found on p.10-11 and p.15-16.

6. On May 20, 2009, the Planning Commission agreed with the staff recommendation and voted 8-0 to recommend
approval (See Minutes, p.16-17).  
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LINCOLN /LANCASTER COUNTY PLANNING STAFF REPORT
for May 13, 2009 Planning Commission Meeting

                                                   
PROJECT #: Comprehensive Plan Amendment #09003

PROPOSAL: Amend the 2030 Lincoln/ Lancaster County Comprehensive Plan to amend the
Community Vision section to add the general topic of “sustainability”. 

CONCLUSION: The amendment to the Community Vision section is in conformance with the goals
of the 2030 Lincoln-Lancaster County Comprehensive Plan.

RECOMMENDATION:        Approval of the proposed amendment

GENERAL INFORMATION:

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN SPECIFICATIONS:   The 2030 Comprehensive Plan states the following related to
sustainability in the Background and Community Vision Chapters:

BACKGROUND:
EMERGING REGIONAL PLANNING ISSUES (p. 4)
Based upon preliminary discussions completed so far, a number of regional planning issues have emerged. These issues are
important to communities throughout the region as they intimately affect how each community views its future. While these
issues will not dictate a particular city’s or county’s given destiny, they are harbingers of planning trends and development
forces that will impact the collective future of the region. These issues include:
• Urban growth, edge development, and community densities
• Regional transportation planning and community mobility
• Cooperative planning of infrastructure and concerns of overlapping jurisdictions
• Cooperative planning of education and public facilities
• Historic preservation planning and central urban revitalization
• Conservation and protection of environmental and natural systems
• Cooperative planning of water resource management
• Preservation of agricultural lands and the “right to farm”
• Affordable and low-income housing
• Cooperative planning for regional economic development
• Cooperative planning for shared technologies
• Cooperative planning for multicultural equity and diversity
• Assessment of State, County and Local public policies for sustainable communities
• System of sustainable community indicators
• Mechanisms for implementing and maintaining a system of cooperative planning

COMMUNITY VISION:
THE ONE COMMUNITY VISION (p. 5)
Lincoln and Lancaster County have many different components that are bound together physically, economically, and culturally,
all within a prairie ecosystem.

The One Community Vision commits us to proactively, but cooperatively, acknowledge the sometimes competing interests of
neighborhoods, small towns, and rural areas, our growing cultural diversity, and regional economic forces, as we address the
future. This is the fundamental challenge of our Comprehensive Plan: to retain the characteristics of our individual parts while
accommodating change within an increasingly interdependent world. As a decision-making tool, the Plan must accomplish both
these tasks.
The following principles are based on this One Community Vision and describe the desired end state:
• All of the communities and people of Lancaster County work together to implement a common plan providing for
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mutual benefit.
• An important relationship exists between the urban, rural, and natural landscapes. Urban and rural

development maximizes the use of land in order to preserve agriculture and natural resources.
• Policies of managing urban growth, maintaining an “edge” between urban and rural land uses, and preserving

prime agricultural land, form a distinctive and attractive built environment for Lincoln and Lancaster County.
• Lincoln remains a single community. The policies of a single public school district, drainage basin development, and

provision of city utilities only within the city limits continue to be a positive influence and help shape the City for
decades to come. These policies are sustained in order to preserve our ability to move forward as one community.

QUALITY OF LIFE ASSETS (p. 6)
Lincoln and Lancaster County’s easily accessible museums, rich architecture, historic places, sustainable neighborhoods,
diverse and affordable housing opportunities, libraries, performing and visual arts, agricultural landscapes, trails, entertainment
and recreational opportunities, and schools are truly major assets that enhance the quality of life for all residents.  However,
access to our quality of life assets is impossible without adequate physical and technological infrastructure. The Plan
acknowledges this fact, and commits us to use access to quality of life assets as a decision-making criterion.

ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY (p. 6-7)
Lincoln and Lancaster County must have a sustainable tax base to provide quality services to residents. The Comprehensive
Plan recognizes that technological change and global economic forces have a direct impact on local employment and quality
of life. For this reason, the Plan seeks to improve physical and technological infrastructure, to maintain a healthy climate for
locally owned and operated commerce and trade, to promote the recruitment of new companies, and to provide a variety of
training and employment opportunities.

The following principles are based on this Economic Opportunity statement and describe the desired end state:
• Existing businesses flourish and there are opportunities for new businesses within Lincoln and the incorporated

communities. The Plan provides new employment locations and supports retention of existing businesses.
• Residential, commercial, and industrial development take place in the City of Lincoln and within incorporated

towns. This ensures that there are convenient jobs and a healthy tax base to support the public safety,
infrastructure and services within the communities.

• While location in the cities and towns of the county is a priority, unique site requirements of a business may
necessitate consideration of other suitable and appropriate locations in the county.

• The community has adapted and thrives in an ever changing world economy. A strong information technology
infrastructure exists to support business growth and the community’s information demands. New
technologies have led to new modes of living and working.

• A skilled workforce continues to adapt to economic and cultural changes.

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP (p. 7)
Clean air, clean water, parks and open space, mature trees, signature habitats, and prime and productive farmlands are
valuable assets. Conservation areas, floodplains, green spaces, and parks define, and help create linkages between,
neighborhoods and surrounding population centers. The Comprehensive Plan takes into consideration the effects of natural
events and characteristics not only upon localized development, but also upon the community as a whole, upon private
ownership issues, and upon recreational opportunities. The Plan thus commits Lincoln and Lancaster County to preserve
unique and sensitive habitats and endorses creative integration of natural systems into developments.

The following principles are based on this Environmental Stewardship statement and describe the desired end state:
• Natural and environmentally sensitive areas are preserved and thrive. Wetlands, native prairies and stream

(riparian) corridors are preserved to ensure the ecological health of the community.
• Other natural features, such as tree masses, in areas for future development, are integrated into new

development to provide for green spaces within the built environment.
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ANALYSIS:
1. This proposal to amend the Comprehensive Plan has two main purposes: 

a. To add some general language to the Comprehensive Plan which acknowledges the broad
topic of sustainability. 

b. To provide a starting point for future discussion and potential amendments to the
Comprehensive Plan related to sustainable principles.

2. The current Comprehensive Plan identifies two items specific to sustainability as “Emerging
Regional Planning Issues” (p. 4): an “Assessment of State, County, and Local public policies for
sustainable communities” and a “System of sustainable community indicators”.

Other “Emerging Regional Planning Issues” closely related to sustainability include:
• Urban growth, edge development, and community densities
• Regional transportation planning and community mobility
• Conservation and protection of environmental and natural systems
• Cooperative planning of water resource management
• Preservation of agricultural lands and the “right to farm”
• Cooperative planning for regional economic development

3. The topic of sustainability is incredibly broad and includes issues ranging from environmental
protection to energy to land use policy to quality of life to economics.  The current amendment
does not set out to outline any specific recommendations for changes to such policies, but rather
brings sustainability to the forefront for further community discussion.

SUMMARY:
The proposed amendment is meant to recognize sustainability as an issue which needs to be

addressed in our community. The proposal can best be summarized in the new language:

“The Comprehensive Plan has long recognized the importance of building sustainable
communities - communities that conserve and efficiently utilize our economic, social, and
environmental resources so that the welfare of future generations is not sacrificed. This concept
has grown in importance with increased understanding of the limits to energy supplies and
community resources, the likelihood that energy costs will continue to increase in the future, and
the climatic impacts of energy consumption.  In a new century where these factors are likely to
affect economic survival, we need to think about building communities that are resilient and
adaptable to change. We should encourage economics that are sustainable, an attractive quality
of life, and a healthy environment so that long-term benefits are derived for our community.
Sustainability, as a part of the Community Vision, now requires added attention.”
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS:
Amend the 2030 Lincoln-Lancaster County Comprehensive Plan as follows:

1. Amend page 8 as follows:

[insert on Page 8 after INTERACTION BETWEEN THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND THE CITIZENS]:

SUSTAINABILITY

The Comprehensive Plan has long recognized the importance of building sustainable communities -
communities that conserve and efficiently utilize our economic, social, and environmental resources so
that the welfare of future generations is not sacrificed. This concept has grown in importance with
increased understanding of the limits to energy supplies and community resources, the likelihood that
energy costs will continue to increase in the future, and the climatic impacts of energy consumption.  In
a new century where these factors are likely to affect economic survival, we need to think about building
communities that are resilient and adaptable to change. We should encourage economics that are
sustainable, an attractive quality of life, and a healthy environment so that long-term benefits are derived
for our community. Sustainability, as a part of the Community Vision, now requires added attention.

The community should be engaged in discussing how to more effectively approach this goal.  Specific
topics for discussion could include:

‚ Creating stronger incentives to encourage more projects and neighborhoods that incorporate best
practices for mixing uses and reducing vehicle trips.

‚ Building a stronger relationship between city and rural communities and more security of our food
supplies by encouraging more “local food.”

‚ Encouraging reduced energy consumption in new building construction and in retrofitting existing
buildings.

‚ Encouraging more re-use, recycling, and conservation of natural resources, such as water, and
other natural and man-made materials.

‚ Attracting new and expanding industries that serve the emerging market for more sustainable
products and services.

‚ Modify existing policies and regulations that act as barriers to furthering sustainable principles.

Prepared by:

Brandon M. Garrett, AICP
Planner
441-6373, bgarrett@lincoln.ne.gov

DATE: April 17, 2009



6

APPLICANT:
Marvin Krout, Director
Planning Department
555 S. 10th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508
(402) 441-7491 
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09003,

PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE PLANNING COMMISSION: May 13, 2009

Members present: Esseks, Partington, Larson, Francis, Taylor, Cornelius and Sunderman; Gaylor Baird
and Carroll absent.

Ex Parte Communications: None.

Staff recommendation: Approval.

Staff presentation:  Marvin Krout, Director of Planning, advised the Commission that he received a
telephone call this morning regarding this amendment and the following Comprehensive Plan
Amendment No. 09004 from an attorney representing the local Home Builders Association and a specific
rural area developer in Lancaster County, indicating that he is unable to be here today and has not had
sufficient opportunity to consult with his clients.  Krout suggested that the Commission continue the public
hearing on both amendments for one week to allow for that testimony to be heard next week on May 20th.
Staff has no objection to this deferral.  

Larson moved to defer, with continued public hearing and action on May 20, 2009, seconded by Esseks
and carried 7-0: Esseks, Partington, Larson, Francis, Taylor, Cornelius and Sunderman voting ‘yes’;
Carroll and Gaylor Baird absent.  

Staff presentation: Brandon Garrett of Planning staff advised that he did receive one phone call in
opposition to this amendment.  

This amendment has two basic goals: 1) to add some general language to address and acknowledge this
new trend and very broad topic of “sustainability”.  This generalized language could be viewed as a
starting point or the foundation for future amendments to the Plan.  

The Planning Commission has been briefed on this proposed amendment, as well as the Mayor’s
Environmental Task Force, the Mayor’s Neighborhood Roundtable, and the County Ecological Advisory
Committee (which has voted in support).  Yesterday, the Mayor announced the “Cleaner and Greener
Lincoln Initiative” which includes such things as energy efficiency initiatives.  

Opposition

1.  Rick Krueger testified in opposition.  He wanted to know the genesis of this idea.  He agrees that
“ideas matter” in the Comprehensive Plan, but he believes this proposal is wrong.  It is not apparent that
our present economic system is unsustainable.  The amendment talks about “...increased understanding
of the limits to energy supplies and  community resources, the likelihood that energy costs will continue
to increase in the future, and the climatic impacts of energy consumption”.  Krueger contends that
Lancaster County is not going to “save the whales” by having this concept.  We will not change any of
the dynamics of the world.  
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With regard to the presumption of energy costs, Krueger submitted an article from the April 30th Wall
Street Journal, U.S. Gas Fields Go From Bust to Boom.  Gas has been found in northern Louisiana,
estimated to be the equivalent of 18 years of current oil production.  The article also states that there are
natural gas fields in Texas, Arkansas and Pennsylvania, estimated to be over 100 years’ supply at today’s
current use.  Krueger also provided information indicating that the net change in cost of fossil fuel
production for coal, natural gas and crude oil over the last 60 years is negligible - 2.8% in real dollars.
That is remarkable stability.  

Krueger submitted that “we are more efficient today than we have ever been.”  Furnaces are now 90%
efficient.  The new areas of town are using much less water per dwelling unit than in the older parts of
town.  Sprinkler systems knock down the peaks, which helps all systems.  We have to raise rates
because we are not pumping as much water, but we are becoming more efficient and that continues.

For example, in 1977, we had just come out of the energy shock.  At that point there was language put
in the Comprehensive Plan that we were going to use buses and car pool, so we quit building road
capacity, which has caused some real road problems.  Ideas matter.  

Krueger’s goal is to make things simpler in dealing with Comprehensive Plan issues, zoning and other
building related issues.

(Editorial Note: The information submitted by Rick Krueger is attached as Exhibits “A”, “B” and “C”.)

Esseks noted that there are six changes in the staff report, and wondered whether there are any changes
which Krueger specifically opposes.  Krueger does not like the idea of “regional planning”.  He wants to
keep decision making at the local level to the greatest extent possible.  Maybe major transportation
planning can be done regional, but he wants land use policies to remain at the local level.  In terms of
community densities and urban growth, Krueger believes that part of these changes will naturally lead
to increased densities as a concept, and the neighborhoods have rejected density over the past few
years.  In Krueger’s view, there is no reason not to allow people to do what they want with their properties
as opposed to moving in a certain direction.  

Support

1.  Adam Hintz, 1611 Van Dorn, co-owner of Meadowlark Coffee & Expresso, testified in support.  Today
is his daughter’s third birthday and he cannot think of any better way to celebrate than to talk about
sustainability.  Sustainability addresses the future for our children, grandchildren and great grandchildren.
Putting this language in the Comprehensive Plan starts to show that there is a new idea and that we do
have to take care of this place.  We have to provide for the future generations. 

Sustainability is very important in order to figure out ways to have energy and keep a high quality of life.
Hintz is grateful that this topic is being addressed because it means the future of his daughter and
grandchildren is being addressed.  Efficiency is a no-brainer as long as we keep our mind on it.  There
are a lot of groups and individuals in Lincoln that are now interested in sustainability.  
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2.  Stuart Long, 4412 NW 49th Street, testified in support.  He stated that he is also representing Lincoln
Green by Design, an organization also in support.  He does not think anyone disagrees that we have not
enjoyed a wonderful period of prosperity from World War II until now, but the question is “how much
longer it is going to run?”.  There is plenty of evidence that we are at the end of the easy and great times.
He does not know whether sustainability is an achievable goal but it is certainly one we should all be
working toward, leaving a world that we have not diminished in any way.  In every way possible, we need
to develop renewable, recyclable and sustainable methods of doing everything we do.  This language just
makes that a goal and does not impede anyone.  

3.  Dan King, 2350 S. 34th Street testified in support on behalf of himself and the Greater South
Neighborhood Association.  He is also the Household Hazardous Waste Coordinator for the City and
County.  Lincoln and Lancaster County stand only to gain from adopting policies such as this to promote
a healthy environment.  This amendment will ensure a better future for his children and their community.
This is more than an idea – it is based on science and necessity.  

4.  Kristy Wamstad-Evans, 1209 Peach, testified in support.  She is a program coordinator for HDR in
Omaha.  From her experience, the vision-setting portion of the language proposed today is critical to the
actual implementation of ideas that will result in solutions bringing greater sustainability and greater in-
depth thinking about creative solutions in a community.  If the goals are not formed and in place, there
will be no initiative to challenge some of the standards.  There is a real benefit to have a base line or
foundation like this to help encourage the community and to present a challenge that transitions over time
into an opportunity that brings better community and better environment.  We need to be starting to think
more globally about how we interact with other systems.  We are a piece of a larger society and we have
responsibilities towards that.  

Esseks asked Wamstad-Evans to share from her experience a success story for a community like ours.
Wamstad-Evans referred to a bridge repair replacement program throughout the State of Oregon.
Williamsburg Bridge would be a good example where they had to bring in an interdisciplinary team to look
at the best engineering solutions and the best solution for public involvement and how to minimize the
environmental impact.  Some of the solutions included the use of a product on bridges that would let the
water infiltrate through a more filtered system; pedestrian pathways providing multi-modal opportunities;
and sustainable return on the investment in the materials that were selected.  The goal was to stimulate
the local economy.  The trend is to try and find that triple bottom line balance between economic, social
and environmental solutions.  

This amendment will have continued public hearing and action on May 20, 2009.

CONT’D PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE PLANNING COMMISSION: May 20, 2009

Members present: Francis, Partington, Taylor, Gaylor Baird, Larson, Cornelius, Esseks and Sunderman.

Ex parte communications: None.

Staff recommendation: Approval.
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Staff presentation:  Brandon Garrett of Planning staff advised that the Planning Commission has
received 14 additional e-mails in support since the public hearing held on May 13, 2009.  The Planning
Commission has also received a communication from the Realtors Association of Lincoln in opposition,
referring to the requests made by the Home Builders Association; however, the Planning Department has
not received any correspondence from the Home Builders Association.  

Esseks asked Garrett to explain the purpose of this amendment.  Garrett referred to Analysis #3 in the
staff report:  

The topic of sustainability is incredibly broad and includes issues ranging from environmental
protection to energy to land use policy to quality of life to economics. The current amendment does
not set out to outline any specific recommendations for changes to such policies, but rather brings
sustainability to the forefront for further community discussion.  

Garrett went on to state that the two main points of this amendment are to basically add some
generalized language to the Comprehensive Plan specifically referencing this buzz word of “sustainability”
in the front section of the Comprehensive Plan.  The staff views this as a starting pont for future
discussions, which could possibly lead to further amendments to the Comprehensive Plan in the future.

Esseks understands that one cannot predict the specific outcomes of placing a goal of this nature in the
Comprehensive Plan, but it might be helpful to have some idea of the general types of positive
applications that may come by placing this goal in the Comprehensive Plan.  Garrett suggested that it
is ultimately in the hands of future groups and discussions that are formulated.  For example, in the
proposed amendment itself, we mention things such as best practices for mixing uses within the city,
which may provide better opportunity for public transportation.  There is also mention of preserving areas
or making areas more popular for growing more local food, which could also cut down on the cost of food
because transportation costs would be cut out and we would be supporting local agricultural interests.
It also talks about encouraging reduced energy consumption, which could be met in a wide variety of
ways, such as the transportation element and building construction – doing things more efficiently.  Water
is a huge issue, especially in western states such as Nebraska during drought times.  It is especially
important to conserve water or use water more wisely or maybe we find other ways to reuse water.
Economic functions of sustainability include supporting the local agricultural economy and new industries
that support sustainable practices or cater to more of the local needs of the community.  Another aspect
suggested is to modify existing policies and regulations that act as barriers to furthering sustainable
principles.  There may be regulations on the books today that are actually preventing people from coming
forward with sustainable building practices or other sustainable types of projects.  This is a goal that
would have to be considered as a separate discussion with very detailed research and committee work
to break down some of those barriers and make sustainable practices more common and easier to
accomplish.  

Partington inquired whether there are any examples of such barriers now.  Garrett pointed out that the
Planning Department does not issue building permits but that might perhaps be one of the areas that
warrants some additional research.  He did not have a specific example.

Partington asked Garrett to clarify the position of the Realtors Association.  Garrett has not had any
discussion or correspondence with them other than the e-mail received, which states, 
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This decision is based on the facts that today’s new construction is more energy efficient and also
that water consumption is now lower per dwelling unit than it has been in previous years due to
new technology and the conscientious decisions made by today’s builders.  

Garrett does not believe this amendment is in contradiction with their practices.

Gaylor Baird wondered whether this amendment provides incentives for bidders on contracts to have
greener practices.  Garrett believes that could be one of the outcomes.  For example, the Mayor just
announced the Greener Cleaner Lincoln initiative.  If the city takes on sustainability as a policy, it might
also become a policy to implement those types of practices.  

Support

1.  Jim Dyck, Architect, 17701 S. 12th, who has practiced in downtown Lincoln for 27 years, testified in
support.  He has a Masters Degree in Urban Planning and Policy and is a LEED (Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design) accredited professional.  This amendment is important for sustainable sites
(all about smart planning, regional planning, transportation, land use and all resources in a unified way).
It would promote water efficiency – 26 billion gallons of water are used a day in this country, which
equates to 3,700 million gallons of excess use over what we are recharging.  Our buildings use up 68%
of the electricity generated in this country.  40% of the solid waste treatment in this country is generated
by construction and demolition.  There is no need for that. There is a lot of use for recycling.  He wants
a healthy planet for his grandson.  He strongly supports this concept and commended the Planning
Department for writing an excellent report and well-crafted amendment.

LEED is a national certification process that has been developed by the United States Green Build
Council.  It is consistent with the Mayor’s Greener Cleaner initiative.  This proposed amendment
formalizes some of the things that are already in the Comprehensive Plan and brings Lincoln more up-to-
date.  We are now finally joining the rest of the world in terms of being concerned about the planet and
its future.

Cornelius asked what we are really talking about when we talk about “sustainability”.  What are we
sustaining?  Dyck suggested that it means, “meeting our needs today without compromising future
generations from doing the same.”  “Sustainable” communities has a lot to do with economic
sustainability.  There is also social sustainability in terms of a community providing services.  All of the
aspects of sustainability have a profound effect on the quality of life, which is what the Comprehensive
Plan is all about.  

2.  Jill Becker, 240 Sycamore Drive, appeared on behalf of Black Hills Energy, the natural gas provider
for the City of Lincoln, in support.  Black Hills Energy views this as a first step in continuing their
partnership with the City in developing clean and green energy for our community.  Black Hills Energy
has been involved in the Quilt Museum and has been in discussions with the City on various energy
projects, including the transportation sector and sustainability, relating to the amount of federal funding
that the city will be receiving at the federal level and how those funds may be used to further the city’s
project on energy efficiency.
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Becker observed that natural gas is 90% efficient.  While it is not a renewable energy source, clearly that
resource is plentiful and available for the foreseeable future.  Technologies are advancing.  In looking at
all types of energy for customers and businesses, Black Hills Energy believes that there is room for
everyone to be involved.  

If Lincoln adopts this goal in the Comprehensive Plan, Esseks inquired whether Lincoln would be the first
in this state or this region.  Becker did not know.  Probably many communities would view themselves
as working towards becoming more energy efficient, but she could not say that any are sustainable.
Kansas City has been designated by the federal government as a participant in the Clean City’s Program
run through the Environmental Protection Agency.  

3. Robert Scott, individual and business owner, testified in support.  He is excited about looking more
toward sustainability as a community.  

Larson inquired whether this would have any economic benefit or otherwise in Scott’s kind of operation.
Scott suggested that to be a difficult question because most of their projects are more sustainable in a
sense.  His company is LEED certified.  It will affect the way they look at projects.  

Esseks suggested that there is a need to be concerned about negative impact upon the community.
Scott acknowledged that there are some voices that have expressed opposition because change is
difficult and it will change how people build and how we grow as a community.  But, we need to have a
long term outlook.  Obviously, it will affect some home builders and residential developers.  However, he
does not believe we are moving in the right direction if we do not move toward sustainability.  

Gaylor Baird inquired as to why Scott pursued LEED certification.  Scott advised that one of their projects,
the Sawmill Building, is a LEED silver certified building.  There has been a lot of interest in the building
and it has been successful.  We are looking at saving 30% in energy year after year.  The investment up
front is a savings for the future.  The building is 100% occupied, thus there seems to be interest in a
sustainable green environment.  There are tangible benefits for the individuals working in the building.

Partington stated that moving towards sustainability implies that the present situation is not sustainable.
Are we presently unsustainable as a community?  Scott would not say that we are not sustainable, but
we are using too many resources.  We can be more efficient using less raw material.  We need to focus
on reuse.  Using fewer resources is a benefit to the community.  There is less pressure on the grid, and
hopefully some cost savings.  We cannot control energy prices.  There is a finite amount of energy
resources and fossil fuels. 

Opposition

1.  Mark Hunzeker appeared on behalf of the Home Builders Association of Lincoln.  He stated that
he does not know whether their position is totally opposed because it is very unclear what this language
means.  It is unclear whether this will cause difficulties for the home builders.  Sustainability is used to
encompass a variety of environmental issues.  In the context of the Comprehensive Plan, it should
include that, but also be focused on the purpose of the Comprehensive Plan, which is to guide the growth
of this city into a city of 300,000+ over the next few years.  That ought to be the focus of the issue of
sustainability.  What is not sustainable is for this community to have only 100 single-family building
permits issued in the first quarter of this year.  That leaves you with a tax base that is not growing at a
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rate adequate to sustain the services that we expect and which provide a good deal of what we call our
high quality of life.

Between 1999 and 2004, a five-year period, sales tax revenues grew 23.9%.  From 2004-2008 that rate
dropped to 6%, about 1.5% per year.  Same with the property tax valuations.  From 1999-2004 property
tax valuations grew 49.6%.  From 2004-2005 they grew 22.8%.  That’s not sustainable.  That puts us into
the death spiral that California finds itself in today.  He also noticed that the next Planning Commission
meeting has been canceled – why? – for lack of an agenda.  That’s not sustainable.  We don’t want to
slip into that spiral of having to increase taxes to sustain the services that we all expect.

Hunzeker suggested that this matter be placed on pending indefinitely for the purpose of rewriting it to
encompass the urgent need for measures which will encourage and accelerate the growth of this
community and to sustain the level of services that we all expect.  

Partington stated that he is concerned about the openness of the term and the various interpretations and
how that will be used in the discussions in the future.  Some people interpret sustainability as being what
Hunzeker describes as a problem, which is zero population growth, and some people want that.  And the
community probably can’t survive under the current situation with zero population growth.  Hunzeker
agreed.  We have been experiencing negative economic growth in this country over the past year.  He
does not think that is very sustainable either.  Nobody is here suggesting that we ought to be wasting
resources, but there needs to be a focus on the need for continued growth of this community to sustain
the services that we expect.  

If this objective is in place and it encourages entrepreneurs to build homes that cost less to build and cost
less to operate in terms of water, electricity, etc., Esseks does not see a conflict between sustainability
and the development of a healthy community.  What he sees now is an international problem with the
economy.  Hunzeker does not believe anybody needs to encourage builders to cut the cost of
construction.  They are always seeking ways to cut costs.  He suggested that the contractors do not need
to be encouraged to seek ways to provide for more energy efficient housing.  The market is doing that
for you without this language in the Comprehensive Plan.  The Home Builders Association is not in favor
of wasting resources.  They are just suggesting that as a planning commission charged with the
Comprehensive Plan as being a guide for the growth of this community, the focus ought to include
growing this community and encouraging its growth and doing whatever possible to accelerate its growth.

Esseks observed that many years ago, we had unregulated development.  Then we began implementing
building standards and building codes so that houses would not collapse.  There is an effective tradition
in our country of the community and private sector working towards safer and more economic rational
construction.  He believes the argument by Hunzeker is obsolete.

Hunzeker responded, suggesting that much of the community that we regard as being worthy of
preservation was constructed way before the regulations to which Commissioner Esseks refers.  Lincoln
didn’t have a zoning ordinance or planning director or comprehensive plan before about 
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1952.  And builders and developers did okay up to that point, otherwise we wouldn’t be worried about
preserving all that area.

Larson confirmed with Hunzeker that he admits that he does not know what the effect of this amendment
will be.  We have had some excellent growth since 1952 when we started having the regulations.  Up until
the time when the national economy went bad, he believes Lincoln was an example of a great home
building industry and has sustained steady growth.  He agrees with Esseks that the decline in Lincoln’s
growth is all a national problem and not a local problem.  

Hunzeker does not believe he suggested the current plan caused that decline.  All he is suggesting is that
we ought to be focused on doing things that will help alleviate the problem that we are in.  He is
suggesting that if sustainability is something that has meaning, then that meaning ought to include
worrying about whether or not we are going to grow this community fast enough to grow the tax base to
provide the services that we regard as part of the quality of life that we enjoy.

Larson asked Hunzeker whether he believes this amendment will reduce the amount of applications
submitted.  Hunzeker stated that he does not know what this language means.  We haven’t really defined
what it is we are trying to sustain, nor have we defined what it is it implies that we are going to regulate
to implement this.  The bullet points do imply the possibility of additional regulations.  He would like to
have a broader focus placed on the terminology or at least some better definition.

Gaylor Baird asked Hunzeker if he had some language to offer that would make this a better amendment.
Hunzeker indicated that he has not tried to draft an amendment, but he does believe that this aspect of
the sustainable community has not been addressed in the language proposed.  It is appropriate to
consider that as a part of the Comprehensive Plan when the Comprehensive Plan is for the purpose of
guiding the growth of this community.  If we weren’t encouraging growth, we would not have a
Comprehensive Plan.  Growth needs to be part of the discussion, otherwise the implication is regulating
and making people do things different than what we are doing now.  At a minimum, there should be some
recognition that sustainability means growing the community at a rate that we can tolerate tax-wise.

Gaylor Baird inquired whether Hunzeker sees some pending regulations coming out of this that are
troublesome.  Hunzeker acknowledged that he is not aware of any at this time, but there is a general
concern among the home builders that it implies there may be additional regulations that follow this.  He
does not know what this entails.  Having some language which recognizes a little broader focus rather
than simply focusing on energy conservation and environmental regulation would at least provide some
balance in that discussion.  

Gaylor Baird suggested that the Comprehensive Plan does focus on smart growth as opposed to anti-
growth.  Hunzeker does not believe there is enough balance in the Comprehensive Plan for that.

Partington clarified that Hunzeker’s position is not concerned with building codes or zoning issues, but
the vagueness of the term because it does not support growth in the future.  Hunzeker agreed.

Gaylor Baird pointed out that the Comprehensive Plan does lay out expectations for a certain amount of
growth each year.  The plan exists to try and navigate a sustainable and smart growth for the community.
She is surprised that we are having this discussion.  
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Staff Discussion

Marvin Krout, Director of Planning, suggested that this amendment is really placing a “foot in the door”.
There is some not altogether misplaced concern that that foot is going to be covered with some heavy
boot of government regulations.  Krout assured that the “foot in the door” is to open up a community
dialog.  We have demonstrated today that sustainability can mean different things.  The wording in the
amendment talks about “incentives”, “encouraging” and “attracting”, and “removing barriers”.  There is
nothing in this amendment about additional regulations.  But we do hope to have a community dialog on
what sustainability should mean for Lincoln.  We do spend most of the Comprehensive Plan talking about
growth, rate of growth, how to grow the economy, and how to provide the land and infrastructure to
accommodate growth.  What is missing is a piece that recognizes the conservation of resources, and that
that is wise to do as you look forward because it keeps your options open.  

For example, we will need a new landfill by 2035.  If we are more resource efficient, we can at least defer
and postpone, if not avoid, having to go through that kind of process.  By about the same time, we are
going to need a new source of water because we probably won’t be able to get any more water out of
the well fields of the Platte River.  We could possibly postpone that decision and expense by looking at
the possibility of saving more water and using it more efficiently.  

The idea is to incorporate that kind of thinking – of doing the economic calculations at a long range,
looking at the pay back and not just the initial cost.  The City is getting 2.4 million dollars a year from the
federal government to spend on energy efficiency.  The administration is trying to figure out what that
means and where it should be spent.  That is a lot of money and he believes that there needs to be a plan
to begin to look at that issue.  The idea is that both public and private sectors have some opportunities
with money being made available.  We also need to prepare for the possibility that there may be
mandates that come to us from the federal level.  The whole idea is to keep our options open and to keep
conservation in mind as we make big decisions in the future.  The idea is to open that door and to enter
into a community dialog with the Home Builders, the Realtors, the larger public about what the definition
of sustainability should be for Lincoln, Nebraska.   

Francis confirmed that the Comprehensive Plan is not a Bible, it is a guide.  Krout agreed.  And, Francis
further confirmed that not everything is written in stone, but a guideline to use in making decisions.  Krout
agreed, and it tells you that you have to have a pretty good reason to go away from the Plan.  Francis
also clarified that if we have this language in the Comprehensive Plan, it is an avenue for dialog and to
make everyone aware that we are going to have this dialog.  Krout agreed, and hopefully the Realtors
and Home Builders will help carry that message.  Francis also observed that building permits were down
in 2004, which is when the impact fees were implemented.  She believes impact fees had something to
do with it as opposed to the Comprehensive Plan.  Right now we have an overstock and supply of houses
for sale which has probably put a little kibosh on new construction.  Again, Krout agreed.  Our cycle is
not as deep as many communities and hopefully we have reached the bottom.  But the Comprehensive
Plan still recommends that growth is good, that we pursue 1.5% population growth, and it identifies that
the growing tax base is necessary to provide continuing services.  It is a way to provide more
opportunities -- education, economic, cultural – as the community grows.  There is nothing about
sustainability that subtracts from the primary goals that are already in the Plan.

Francis also believes that the Planning Department has been proactive in working with the Home Builders
Association to modify current zoning regulations to be more flexible and to allow more building lots on
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spaces by reducing lot sizes and setbacks.  Krout concurred.  We see a market for reduced lot sizes for
more affordable housing and that may also happen to be energy efficient housing.  

Partington stated that he has spent some time in Washington, D.C., and has dealt with the Congress, so
he is in tune to the fact that you can put innocuous phrases in documents that can later come out as a
club against people.  Could we introduce a phrase to balance the sustainability issue so that it cannot be
used against anyone?  Krout suggested something to the effect that it is not the intent of this section to
compromise any of the economic or other goals in the Plan.  Partington thinks it is worth some thought
and analysis.  Krout would be glad to have the Planning Commission take this under advisement for a
period of time to work on it, but not indefinitely.

Sunderman suggested a statement about sustainability being a balance between costs today and costs
tomorrow, with recognition that there will be maintenance costs involved in the future.  Sustainability is
taking care of what we already have and making sure there are funds there in the future.  

ACTION BY PLANNING COMMISSION: May 20, 2009

Esseks moved approval as recommended by staff, seconded by Larson.

Esseks does not think this needs to be modified in any way.  The growth objectives are already clearly
in the Plan.  There are other segments that have goals like this, such as preservation of recreational
opportunities and such as concern about the general health and welfare.  It is not just growth as defined
by the number of building permits, but growth that is healthy and good for the community.  This is one
type of objective that could serve the community and it depends on how the community wants to
implement this objective.  He does not see it as a threat but rather offering opportunities.  

Cornelius suggested that the argument by the Home Builders Association presented today really has
qualities resembling a straw man.  It raised the specter of our current economic situation with its own
complicated problems to subtract from other issues addressed by this amendment, such as sustainable
quality of life.  Their argument requires a leap of logic that he cannot make.  He does not see anything
that is discouraging growth, economic or otherwise.  The language of the amendment is not ordinance,
it is not designed to be ordinance.  The language is designed, like the rest of the Plan, to be general, and
generally encourages a variety of so-called sustainable practices.  A sustainable quality of life is not just
encouraging, but makes future growth and economic opportunity possible in Lincoln and he intends to
vote in favor.

Sunderman stated that he will also support this amendment.  He would prefer to have more comments
or bullet points to acknowledge the fact that sustainability includes economic well-being of our community
and the ability to pay for what we do now later, and it may include less use of manmade materials and
include recycling and care in what we build.  
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Motion for approval carried 8-0: Francis, Partington, Taylor, Gaylor Baird, Larson, Cornelius, Esseks and
Sunderman voting ‘yes’.  This is a recommendation to the City Council and Lancaster County Board.
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u.s. Gas Fields Go From Bust to Boom 
3y BEN CASSELMAN 

:.ADDO PARISH, La. - A massive natural-gas discovery here in no~hem Louisiana heralds a big ~hift in the nation's 
mergy landscape. After an era of declining production, the V.S. is riow switnming in natural gas. 

~Vl:n conservative estimates suggest the Louisiana discovery - known as the Haynesville Shale, for the dense rock 
:ormation that contains the gas - could bold some 200 trillion cubic feet of natural gas. That's the equivalent of 33 

)illion barrels of oil, or 18 years' worth of Cl.lI'rent U.S. oil production. Some indu.stry executives think the field could be 
oeveral times that size. 

'There's no dIy hole here," says Joan Dunlap, vice president of Petrohawk Energy Corp., standing beside a drilling rig 
lear a former Shreveport amu.sement park. 

~uge new fields also have been found in Texas, Arkansas and pe~ylvania. One industry-backed study estimates the 

!.S. has more than 2,200 trillion cubic feet of gas waiting to be pUfped, enough to &atisfy nearly 100 years of current 
J.S. natural-gas demand. ' 

rhe discoveries have spurred energy experts and policy m.akers to start looking to natural gas in their pursuit of a wide
 
-ange ofgoals: easing the impact of energy-price spikes, reducing dependence on foreign on. lowering "greenhou.se
 
~as" emissions and speeding the transition to renewable fuels.
 

\ climate-change bill being pu.shed by President Barack Obama could boost reliance on natural gas. The bill, which
 
:ould emerge from the Hou.se Energy and Commerce Committee in May, is expected to set aggressive targets for
 
:educing emissions of carbon dioxide, the most prevalent man-ma1e greenhou.se gas.
 

\.!eeting such goals would require quickly moving away from coal-o/ed power plants, which account for substantial
 
:arbon emissioIl5. President Obama wants the V.S. to rely more on'renewable energy such as wind and solar power,
 
)ut those technologies aren't ready to shoulder more than a fraction of the nation's energy burden. Advocates for
 
latural gas argue that the fuel, which ~ cleaner than coal, would be a logical quick fix. In addition, billionaire energy
 
nvestor T. Boone Pickens has been touting natural gas as an alternative to gasoline and diesel for cars and trucks.
 

'The availability of natural-gas generation enables us to be much more courageou.s in charting a transition to a low

.:arbon economy." says Jason Grnmet, executive director of the National Commission on Energy Policy, who was a
 
ienior adviser to President Obama during the campaign.
 

Tu.st three years ago, the conventional wisdom was that U.S. natur~-gas production was facing pennanent decline,
 
J.S, policy makers were resigned to the idea that the country woul4 have to reI more on forei im orts to supply the
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fuel that heats half of American bomes, generates one-fiftb of the Dation's electricity, and is a key component in 

plastics, chemicals and fertilizer. 

But new technologies and a drilling boom have helPedPrOdUctiontse 11% in the past two years. Now there's a glut, 
which has driven prices down to a six-year low and prompted pro ucers to temporarily cut back drilling and search for 

new demand. 

The natural-gas discoveries come as oil has become harder to find and more expensive to produce. The U.S. is 

increasingly reliant on supplies imported from the Middle East and other politically unstable regions. In contrast, 98% 

of the natural gas consumed in the U.S. is produced in North America 

Coal remains plentiful in the U.s., but is likely to face new restrictions. To produce the same amount of energy, 

burning gas emits about half as much carhon dioJdde as burning coal. 

Natural gas has never played more than a supporting role in the n~tion's energy supply. Crude oil, refined into gasoline 

or diesel, fuels nearly all U.S. cars or trucks. Coal is the dominant tpel for generating electricity. 

Natural-gas production in the U.S. peaked in the early 1970S, then fell for a decade due to weak prices and declining 

gas fields in Texas, Louisiana and elsewhere. Production bounced back in the 1990S with the discovery of new fields in 

New Mexico and Wyoming, but by 2002, output was falling again - this time, most experts thought, for good. 

Believing the U.S. would soon need to import liquefied natural gas from overseas, companies such as ConocoPhillips, 

EI Paso Corp. and Cheniere Energy Inc. spent billions on terminals, pipelines and storage facilities. 

The supply fears drove up prices, which spurred innovation. Oil-~-gascompanies had known for decades that there 

was gas trapped in shale, a nonporous rock common in much of tht U.S. but considered too dense to produce much 

gas. : 

In the 1980s, Texas oilman George Mitchell began trying to ProdU~gas from a formation near Fort Worth. TeX26, 

known as the Bamett Shale. He pumped millions of gallons of water at high pressure down the well, craclcing open the 

rock and allowing gas to flow to the surface. 

Oklahoma City~based Devon Energy Corp. bought Mr. Mitchell's company in 2002.11 combined his methods with a 
technique for drilling straight down to gas-bearing rock, then turning horizontally to stay within the formation. 

Devon's first horizontal wells produced about three times as much gas as traditional vertical wells. 

The development of the Bamett Shale almost single-handedly reveled the decline in u.s. natural-gas production. Last 
year, the Bamett produced four billion cubic feet of gas a day, m . it the largest field in the U.S. Other companies 

such as Newfield Exploration Co., Southwestern Energy Co. and R ge Resources Corp. found shale fields across the 

U.S. 

One of the most aggressive companies was Oklahoma City-based Chesapeake Energy Corp., which got into the Barnett 

a couple of years behind cross-town rival Devon, and was an early entrant into the second big U.S. field, the 

Fayetteville Shale in Arkansas. In 2005, Chesapeake Chief E.x:ecutive Aubrey McClendon sent teams of geologists 

across the country with a mission: Find the next Barnett. Less than two years later, they told him they had it, in 
Louisiana. 

The Haynesville Shale is centered in northern Louisiana, one OfthetCountrYs oldest oil- and gas-producing regions. 

Wildcatters had explored beneath the lush cow pastures and cotton fields as far back as the 1870S. Shreveport:, the 

region's largest city, saw decades of booms and busts until the 1980 , when a glut of cheap oil from overseas all but 

killed the region's oil industry. 
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Oil companies knew about the Haynesville Shale, but it was considered a less viable prospect than the Barnett. The 

shale lies 10,000 or more feet below ground, where higb pressure r·d 300·degree temperatures are enough to fry 
high-tech drilling equipment. 

But in 2006, Cbesapeake drilled an exploratory well and decided the results were promising enough to justify the 

higher cost of drilling in such harsb conditions. By late 2007. Mr, McClendon says, "we knew that we had a tiger by the 
tail." 

In March 2008, as oil and gas prices were soaring. Chesapeake went public with its findings. The ru.sh was on: Dozens 

of companies dispatched agents to the area to lease land for drilling. turning farmers and ranchers into millionaires 

overnight. 

'1'here was excitement in the air," recalls Jeffrey Wellborn. a Shreteport resident who sits on the board of the local 

Sierra Club. 'You thought everyone in the world had won the lottety." 

The frenzy marked the peak of a nationwide drilling boom that WaJI fueled by a combination of soaring energy prices 

and easy credit. It didn't last. Between July and October. oil and gas prices fell by more than 50%, and kept faIling, 

The weakening economy eroded demand for both oil and gas. Natural gas, unlike oil. suffered from a supply glut. U.S. 

gas production rose 7.2% last year. while oU production fell 1.9%, As a result, oU prices are up 12% since the start of 

2009. Natural-gas prices have fallen 41% to their lowest since 2002. 

Gas producers saw their profits evaporate and sbare prices slump, J.jquefied-natural-gas imports plunged, leaving 

import terminals nearly idle. Worried about a glut. companies cut back sharply on drilling and formed a lobbying 

group to try to boost demand. 

The growing supply created opportunities for policy makers and eJllvironmentalists, wbo saw natural gas as a possible 

solution to the nation's energy problems. Some groups suggested burning more gas and less coal for power generation. 

Others favor it.!! use in vehicles. 

Mr. Pickens has spent millions promoting an energy plan that aiDl$ to. among other things, convert thousands of big

rig trucks to run on natural gas. Mr. Pickens has large investment.!! in natural gas and stands to benefit ifbis plan is 

adopted. In TV ads. Internet videos and speeches, he emphasizes.lf different goal: reducing U.S. dependence on foreign 

oil. 

Mr. Pickens arrived for a recent speech in Dallas in a natural-gas4~eled Honda Civic with a bright blue "Pickens Plan" 

logo. He told a packed auditorium that the U.S. is importing two-thirds ofits oil even as the country is "absolutely 

overwhelmed with natural gas." If the reverse were true. he said, be would favor hurning oU. 

Some environmentalists bave embraced Mr. Pickens's plan as a way to fight climate change. Carl Pope. executive 

director of the Sierra Club. says he sees natural gas as a ''bridge fuel" that could help the U,S. bum less coal and oil 

until renewable sources of energy are ready to take over. 

The dual message of energy security and environmental responsibflity has helped Mr. Pickens win powerful allies, 

including Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid. House Speaker NIl9CY Pelosi and dozens of elected officials from both 

parties. A bipartisan bill providing tax incentives for natural~gas c{u-s looles likely to pass this year. 

Not everyone shares Mr. Pickens's enthusiasm for narural·gas vehicles. Major users of natural gas, such as utilities and 

chemicals companies, are concerned the plan would drive up prices ~. an outcome that would benefit producers. 

Energy Secretary Steven Chu and some other policy makers have expressed doubt.!! about the practicality of retrofitting 

hundreds of thousands of service stations to offer natural gas. Some environmental groups, including the Natural 

roooJ'
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Resources Defense Council, have argued that natural gas is better used to replace coal for power generation, and that 

cars should run on electricity generated by the sun, wind and natural gas. 

Market forces are already helping natural gas make inroads aganJ coal and oil. Gas is now cheaper than coal in many 

parts oithe country, leading utilities to burn more gas. Ofthe 372 power plants expected to be built in the U.S. over the 

next three years, 206 will be fired by gas and just 31 by coal, according to the Energy Information Administration. 

Natural gas is gaining market share far more slowly in transportation. Earlier this year, AT&T announced it would 

convert up to 2096 of its truck fleet to run on natural gas, largely because it has been cheaper than gasoline in recent 

years. Cities including New York. Los Angeles and Atlanta have converted part of their bus fleets to run on natural gas, 

for air-quality reasons. 

Shreveport could be the next city to make the switch. In March, M*yOr Cedric Glover announced that the oil capital 

turned natural-gas boomtown would abandon diesel and convert i~ bus fleet to natural gas. 

-Russell Gold contributed 10 this article, 

Write to Ben Casselman at ben.casselman@wsj.com 
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ITEM NO. 4.1: COMP PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09003 
(p.39 - Contrd Public Hearing - 5/20/09) 

Jean Preieler 

From: J. Dixon Esseks Uesseks@msn.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 9:49 PM 
To: pran@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Input in the sustainability amendment 

Colleagues, 

Here's written input on the sustainability amendment from Kristina wJmstad-Evans, who gave oral testimony to us last 
Wednesday. I 

Dick 

- Original Message --
From: wamstad-Evans. Kristina M. 
To: jesseks@msn.com 
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2009 11: 11 PM 
Subject: Info, links and Monthly Progress Reports 

Dear Mr. Esseks, 

First, my apologies for taking so long to send this to you. My son has had an ear infection all weekend and it 
has taken up most of my time. 

Per our conversation on Saturday, I am sending you a few items~that I feel would be of interest as they pertain 
to the implementation of a vision for more sustainable commun' ies. They relate to a bridge program, but I think 
the relevance is in how setting a vision can lead to creative and nnovative methods of implementation, 
particularly from the design & construction industry. 

At the Planning Commission meeting on Wednesday, May 13, you posed a question to me about evidence for 
how the implementation of goals were realized in the Oregon bridge program. As I mentioned on the phone, I 
did not feel that my response was adequate. 

Before opening the linked document below, I hope you will take a few moments to read the paragraphs below, 
which provide context for the monthly reports and the program as a whole. 

For the Oregon bridge program, I worked for the program manafement finn Goint venture ofHDR and Fluor). 
We oversaw design eontracts and construction implementation r nearly 300 bridge projects across the state. 
When the Oregon State Legislature allocated $1.3 Billion for th Program, they included a budget note 
requiring that the Program be managed in a way that emphasize five specific goals. goals that were intended to 

1 

827 



•
 

•
 

•
 

promote the development of transportation infrastructure that fit the community's needs and upheld basic 
principles of sustainability. 

This vision evolved into five specific goals: Stimulate Oregon's ,economy; Employ efficient and cost-effective 
delivery practices; Maintain freight mobility and keep traffic m1Ving; Build projects sensitive to communities 
and their environment; and Capitalize on funding opportunities. As the Program Management firm, we were 
responsible for translating these goals into a framework that co Id be implemented by over 700 professionals in 
the subcontracted design and construction finns. 

These ~oals became the cornerstones of the Context Sensitive an.d Sustainable Solutions (CS3
) approach. I was 

the CS Project Manager and was directly responsible for developing the philosophy, tools, and supporting the 
implementation of this comprehensive effort. I worked directly with an integrated team of task leaders from 
various disciplines, including bridge engineers, roadway engin~rS' economists, environmental engineers, 
diversity specialists, public involvement specialists, and mohilit engineers. Together we built the framework to 
include contract language, decision-making tools, reporting req irements, and perfonnance metrics. 

Here is a link to the CS3 Annual Report 2005. This report summarizes the programmatic activities related to 
CS3 through the end of2005. In addition, there are a number of Monthly Progress Reports posted to the OBDP 
site. These provide more community stories of implementation. Here is a link to the Monthly Progress Report 
site (CLICK HERE), but I would recommend the following issues for interesting stories on the implementation 
ofCS': 

MPR, September 2008, with a fQCUS Qn bridges in the CQIUm~ia River GQrge 

,
 
MPR, January 2008. with a focus on the Willamette River Bridge connecting Salem and portland
 

MpR, May-June 2006. cooperation/collaboration and recycling 

What I hope to demonstrate in sending this material along is that the inclusion of sustainable principles into a 
vision, whether programmatic or community-wide, can (and Wi succeed. As the National Sustainable )
Solutions Program Coordinator for HDR, I have my finger on t e pulse of sustainability in our industry, both 
architecture and engineering, nationwide. I can say with some c ,nfidence that national design standards are 
shifting toward implementation of more sustainable solutions and that our industries are taking this seriously. 

1
A Municipal Comprehensive Plan is an important tool in setting a long-tenn direction for a community. In my 
opinion, the design and construction industries will rise to the challenge and, in short time, see this as an 
opportunity. 

I 

Thank YQU and please feel free to cQnlact me with any additiQnJ questiQns, 
(',
v,", 

" 8 
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Krlstl Wamstad-Evans, LEED AP 
Sustainable Solutions Program Coordinator 

HDR ONE COMPANY IMany Solutions 

8404 Indian Hills Drive I Omaha, NE 1 68114 

402.926.70251 cell: 402.707.2591 1 Krlstlna'wamstad@hdrinc.com 

WNW.hdrgreen.com 

The whole is greater than the sum of its parts. 

(lJ Think Gl'Mn· PI...e do not print this e-mell unl... necessary. 

J. Dixon Esseks, Ph.D. 
Center for Great Plains Studies 
University of Nebraska at Lincoln 
1155 Q St. 
PO Box 880214 
·Lincoln NE 68588-0214 
402-472-4414 (office) 
402-472-0463 (fax) 
402-420-7678 (home) 
jesseks@rnso.com 
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ITEM NO.2: OOMP PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09003 
(p.5 - Public Hearing - 5/13/09) 

Jean Preisler 

From: Corinne Kolrn (c_kolm@yahoo.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2009 8:42 fW,
 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov
 
SubJo<:t: I support the Cleaner, Greener Lincoln Inkiative
 

Dear Council Members, 

I am writing to express my support for programs that increase the sustainability of Lincoln and thereby promote 
public wellness. I encourage the Council to to support the promoscd "sustainability" amendment to the 
comprehensive plan and to keep a focus on sustainability issues 'when making deeisions on behalf of the citizens 
of Lincoln. 

Thank you, 

Corinne Kolrn 
1845 ESt. #3 
Lincoln, NE 68508 

2301 



ITEM NO. 4.1; COMP PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09003 
(p.39 - Cont'd Public Hearing - 5/20/09) 

Jean Preieter 

From: Amy Rose Brt [brtleach@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Monday. May 18. 2009 9:26 PM 
To: plan@tincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative 

Dear Lincoln/lancaster County Planning Commission, 

I support the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative, please move It forward to the Lincoln City 
Council, 

We need to start planning now and Include sustalnabulty Into our community's current/future
 
plan(s). '
 

Examples of what Sustainable Communities Include,
 

-strong local economl.. that have the ability to employ it', citizenl.
 

- acc..e to freeh, locel and nutritioue foode for the whole population.
 

- abundant renewable resources like fertile fannland, heafthy fI,hlng & hunting populetlone In our rivers and
 
countryside•
 

• abundant, quality water for fannland and domestic uses.
 

- becoming an exporter of energy In'tead of Importing coal & all.
 

- creating the needed resources from within our community to meet the need' of our community.
 

- having a healthy population because its citizens have accell to affordable, quality health care.
 

- valuing ite citizen, by providing excellent education and nutrition to the next generation through the Ichools.
 

In eslence the above would give u, the ability to live "the good Ife" right here In our town, Lincoln. This II the
 
future I would like to .., for Lincoln. Ple..e move the Cleaner G ,ner Lincoln Inili,tlve to the Lincoln City 
Council. 

i 
Sincerely, 

~ Amy Rose Brt 
2411 South 8th St 
Lincoln, Ne 68502 

402-617-2550 

Windows LiveT
"': Keep your life in sync. Check it out. 
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Jean Preisler 

From: Larry Hutchinson [goldfish@binary.net] 
Senl: Monday, May 18, 2009 9:00 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Sustainability for Lincoln 

I support efforts to improve 5ustainability, both economically and environmentally in Lincoln. I hope the Planning 
Commission does it planning for the future with sustalnability as a guiding principal. 

J. Larry Hutchinson 
601 Teakwood Drive 
Lincoln, NE 68510 

('')2
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Jean Preisler 

From: Karen O'Connor [koconnor@oaconsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 6:23 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: I support the Cleaner, Greener Uncoln Initiative 

Hello,
 
My name is Karen O'Connor and I live at 29B0 S. 31st street. I fully support the city's
 
sustainability innitiative and I hope that the planni~g commission votes in favor of the
 
initiative.
 
Thank you for lstening to the citizens of lincoln and Iextending the public comment period.
 
Karen I
 

1 



Jean Preleter 

From: Monica Janssen [monicajanssen@hotmall.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 9:54 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Support for the Cleaner Greener Initiative 

I would like to let the commissioners know that I am In strong support for the Cleaner, Greener Initiative.
 
Please add my name to the many Lincolnites who are in support of making our city better, healthier, and
 
more environmentally friendly. '
 
Thanks very much!
 

Monica L. Janssen 
2650 5. 11th St. 
Lincoln, NE 68502 

Hotmail® has a new way to see what's up with your friends. Check it out. 
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Jean Preisler 

From: timkjohnson1947@juno.com 
Sent: Monday, May 18, 200910:56 PM 
To: ptan@lincoln.ne.gov 

Dear Dear LincoinILanC8ster County Planning Commission, 

I support the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative, please move it rorwaJ to the Lincoln City Council. This is a rriend's letter 
but I agree with all points. There are many more who also agree in th;~everal elreles I am apart or. 

We need to start planning now and include sustainability into our eommunlly's currentlruture plan(s). 

Examples of what Sustainable Communities include,
 

*strong local economies that have the ability to employ It'. citizens.
 

* acc... to fresh,local and nutritioul foode for the whole POPUI~ion. 

* abundant renewable resources like fertile fannland, healthy fI.~lng & hunting populations In our rivers and 
countryside. 

* abundant, quality water for fa""land and domestic uses. 

* becoming an exporter of energy Instead of Importing coal & 011. 

* creating the needed resources from within our community to meet the needs of our community. 

* having a healthy population because Its citizens have access t~ affordable, quality health care. 

• valuing Its citizens by providing excellent education and nUtrltlt·n to the next generation through the schools. 

In essence the above would give us the ability to live "the good I e" right here In our town, Lincoln. This Is the 
future I would like to .ee for Lincoln. Please move the Cleaner G ener Lincoln Initiative to the Lincoln City 
Council. Thank you 

Tim K. Johnson 
Lincoln 

r"5V<J 
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Jean Preismr 

From: mary winquest Imarywinquest@hotmaiLc~ml 

Sent: Monday, May18,200911:15PM ; 
To: pJan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Sustainability Initiative 

Hello, 

I support the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative _. essential that we begin implementing sustainability 
components for a healthier future. 

Mary Jane Winquest 

Insert movie times and more without leaving Hotmail®.T 

{'"u'"' 6 
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Jean Preieter 

From: Gillette [giUette@daltontel.net]
 
Sent: Monday, May lB, 200911:25 PM
 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov l:
 
Subject: I support the Cleaner, Greener Lincoln lnirative
 

It is unfortunate that I won't have the time to attend your meeting and let you know in person that I support and would like 
you to support the 'The Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative' 
Thank You 
David Gillette 
Dalton NE 69131 

"'·"71 vv 



$UPPORT ITEM NO. 4.1: COMP P:I.AB AMENDMENT NO. 09003 
(p.39 - Cont'd Public Hearing - 5/20/09)

Jean Preisler 

From: jcopple@windstream.net 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2009 11 :08 AM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov
Subject: Sustainablility 

Dear lincoln/lancaster County Planning Commission~ 

I support the Cleaner Greener lincoln Initiative~ ple~se move it forward to the lincoln City 
Council. 

We need to start planning now and include sustainabiltty into our community's current/future 
plants). 

, 

Examples of what Sustainable Communities include~ 

·strong local economies that have the ability to employ it's citizens. 

• access to fresh~ local and nutritious foods for the whole population. 

* abundant renewable resources like fertile farmland~ healthy fishing &hunting populations 
in our rivers and countryside. I 

* abundant~ quality water for farmland and domestic utes. 

* becoming an exporter of energy instead of importing, coal &oil. 

• creating the needed resources from within our community to meet the needs of our community. 

• having a healthy population because its citizens have access to affordable~ quality health 
care. 

* valuing its citizens by providing excellent educati!n and nutrition to the next generation 
through the schools. 

In essence the above would give us the ability to liv "the good life" right here in our
 
town~ lincoln. This is the future I would like to see'for lincoln. Please move the Cleaner
 
Greener lincoln Initiative to the lincoln City Council.
 
Thank you,
 
Janine Copple
 
928 S. 8th St.
 

0')8 
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Jean Preisler 

From: Paula Shafer [paula.shafer@usa.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2009 2:21 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Cc: esohl@nlcv.org 
SubJoct: Cleaner Greener Lincoln 

Dear Members of the Planning Commission: 

I strongly support the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Please vote for it to move it to 
the City Council. 

Paula Shafer 

1 



Jean Preisler 

From: Neal Brickner [n_t_brickner@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 20094:03 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Cleaner Greener Lincoln 

I support the cleaner greener Lincoln initiative and would like to see it moved forward. 

Steps should be taken inunediately to make our city (and others~ as self-sustainable as possible. 
, 

Neal Briekner 

1 



Jean Preisler 

From: Marilyn McNabb [mmcnabb1@WindstrearJ'l.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2009 10:48 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
SubJoct: The Sustainability Amendment to the Co ' prehensive Plan, CPA #09003 

Sustainability means meeting the needs of the present in a way at does nol undennine the ability of future 
generations to meet their needs. It is a widely held planning pri ciple used by many entities, from large 
eorporations to electrical utilities to cities. It certainly belongs i our city's Comprehensive Plan. 

It is noteworthy that the Homebuilders' comments on the amendment point out that new construction is more 
energy efficient and water consumption is lower per dwelling orrt than previously. TIris shows they arc already 
practicing exactly the kinds of innovations that result from a susminability perspective. The public sector needs 
to recognize and support decisions such as these that reduce the demands on natural resources with an eye to the 
needs of future generations. 

Marilyn McNabb 
1701 W. Rose St. 
Lincoln, NE 68522 

1 



Jean Preisler 

From: TomHenry3@aol.com 
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2009 9:36 PM i 

To: Plan@linCOln.ne.gOV1' 
Subject: I support the Cleaner, Greener Lincoln Ini iative 

'I 8Upport the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative' and believe it 8 ould be brought forward to the Lincoln City 
Council. 

Thank you, 
Tom Henry 
1380 5 58th Road 
Firth, NE 88358 

Recession-proof vacation ideas. Find free things to do in the U.S. 
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Jean Preisler 

From: Maribeth Milner [mmilner@inebraSkaoColl 
Sent: Wednesday. May 20,20097:35 AM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.goy I 

Subject: Sustainability and Lancaster Manor 

The climate forecast for Nebraska is not good. In order to cope with these changes we must live in a sustainable fashion. Since I am 
unable to attend today's hearing I'm writing to let you know that I support th~ Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative.
 

I'm also very concerned about the apparent attempt to privatize Lancaster Mtor. The Manor is fiscally sound and provides a valuable
 
service to Lancaster residents who would have a difficult time finding camp able help elsewhere. To place private profit interests
 
over the general welfare of the neediest among us and the fiscally sound inst tion in which they reside is reprehensible.
 

Please delay any movement on this issue until you can bring this matter to th full attention of the greater Lancaster community by 

way of public forums. ~ ~...(44 u-t., . 

We need new vision on the Commission. 

Sincerely, 

Maribeth Milner 

SISl Vine #608 
Lincoln, NE 68504 

0. A 3 
~., 

1 

mailto:plan@lincoln.ne.goy


COIJPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09003 

Jean Preieter 

From: Nanne Olds [nko@nebrwesleyan.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2009232 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: I support the Cleaner, Greener Lincoln Initiative 

Dear lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Commissioners, 

I urge you to add sustainability to the Community Vision chapter oftfe Comprehensive Plan. lincoln can be a model city 
to the rest of the nation, or it can lag behind and, I strongly believe, e its economy lag behind. There is no question 
that we must factor environmental concerns into any long-range pia ning. We already know that water is scarce and 
are currently facing a lawsuit with the state of Kansas because we "0 erused" the river shared by both states. I 
definitely want a Cleaner and Greener lincoln, and this will make our community a better place to live. 

Thank you. 
Nanne Olds 
Lincoln, NE 

1 



Jean Preisler 

From: Janet snider [shawneefrms@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2009 3:45 PM 
To: plan@Uncoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Initiative 

Dear Lincoln/Lancaster county planning comission,
 

I support the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative, please mov~ it forward to the Lincoln City Council.
 
We need to start planning now and Include sustainability Into our community's current/future
 
plan(s).
 

Examplee of what Sustainable Communltlea Include,
 

-strong local economies that have the ability to employ It', citizen•. 

• acees. to freeh, local and nutritious foode for the whole population. 

* abundant renewable resources like fertile 'annland, healthy fi8~lng & hunting population. In our rlvlrs and 
countryside. ! 

* abundant, quality water for 'annland and domestic uses. i 

• becoming an exporter of energy Instead of Importing coal & oil. 

• creating the needed resources from within our community to meet the needs of our community. 

• having a healthy population becauee Its citizene have accese t~ affordable, quality health care. 

• valuing Its citizens by providing excellent education and nutritif. to the next generetion through the schools. 

In eslence the above would give us the ability to live "the good Ii "right here in our town, Lincoln. This Is the 
future I would like to lee for Lincoln. Please move the Cleaner G ener Lincoln Initiative to the Lincoln City 
Council. 

Sincerely, 
Janet Snider. 

Insert movie times and more without leaving Hotmail@. w. 
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Jean Prelster 

From: Pat Stear [lunitatucumana373@msn.com} 
Sent: Friday, May 22, 20092:32 PM 
To: plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Cleaner Greener Lincolnlnitiative 

Dear Lincoln/lancaster County Planning Commission, 

I support the Cleaner Greener Lincoln Initiative. please move it fol'Ward to the lincoln City Council. 

We need to start planning now and Include 5ustainablllty Into our community's current/future plan(s). 

Examples of what Sustainable Communities Include, 

·.trong local economle. that have the ability to employ It'. cltl,e1•. 

• access to fresh,local and nutritious foods for the whole population. 

* abundant renewable resources like fertile farmland, healthy fishing & hunting populations In our rlYers and 
countryside. 

• abundant, quality water for fannland and domestic U8e8. 

• becoming an exporter of energy instead of importing coal & oil.;
 

"creating the needed resources from within our community to m~et the needs of our community.
 

" having a healthy population because its citizens have access tol affordable, quality health care.
 

" valuing Its citizens by providing excellent education and nutrition to the next generation through the schools.
 

In essence the above would give ue the ability to live "the good life" right here in our town, Lincoln. ThiS Is the
 
future I would like to see for Lincoln. Please move the Cleaner Grpener Lincoln Initiative to the Lincoln City 
Council. ' 

Sincerely, 

Pat Stear 

1 



COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09003 

~------------

ACEC 
Amencan Council of Engineering Companies 

Nebraska J 
May 20, 2009 RECEIVED 
Lincoln CitylLancaster County Planning Commission MAY 222009 
County-City Building 

LInCoIrvtancOSfer Co.555 South 10th Street PlannIng Depor1menl 

Lincoln, Nebraska 68508 

Dear Commissioners; 

The American Council of Engineering Companies of Nebraska (ACECIN) encoumges the Planning 
Commission to explore opportunities to incorporate smtainabiIity prd.Ctices throughout the Comprehensive Plan. 
Used as a part of the overall vision, sustainability practices can provide the City of Lincoln with additional tools 
to balance economic, social and environmental considerations when completing long range planning. 

ACECIN represents over 45 consulting engineenng fums doing business in Nebraska We currently partner 
with the City of Lincoln, Public Works and Utilities Departmeot througb the Lincoln Engineering Partnership 
(LEP) to serve as a liaison, provide dialogue, present issues of concern. problem solve, and build/improve 
relations between the public and private sectors. 

Currently, the Partnership bas a sub-committee that includes ACEC merober fum eroployees as well as City 
employees from Public Works, planning, Urban Development and Parks to discuss the broad issues surrounding 
sustainability in the Community of Lincoln. In essence, dialogue is already occurring between the public and 
private sector regarding this issue that is already impacting bow future planning will occur in the City. 

ACECIN member fIrms bave experience working with other communities that are now lookin8 forward towards 
future generations as they plan growth. These communities see the positive returns that including sustainability 
adds to the overall process. Incorporating opportunities for sustainability in the Comprebensive Plan solidifIes 
the genuine intent of the City to work with the Community on this "already here" issue. 

Thank you for your coosideration in this matter. If you would like to discuss this iu greater detail, please feel 
free to contact me at (402)742-2902. 

Sincerely, 

-Jj~Q~ 
Gretchen Dolson, PE 
ACECIN LEP Chair 

COIINHlJSKUl I'UlLA 

30] S. I JTH ST" SH. 101 

LI~COLN, NE 68~oS-~lJl 

T 402-.j.76"I5!2 r 40I".p6"98~o ""7J'L 
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ITEM NO. 4.2: CQHP PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 09004 
(p.45 - Cont'd Publ'ic Hearing - 5/20/09)FILE COpy :v;pt NOI• '.l< f'III" i'£IJI 1WI_.. ,va. 09.00• •, 

Jean Preisler (p.39 - cont'e Public Hearing - 5/20/09) 

From: Doug Rotthau5 [DougR@LincolnREALTORS.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 5:06 PM 
To: Marvin S. Krout; plan@lincoln.ne.gov 
Cc: commish@lancaster.ne.gov 
Subject: Compo Plan Amendments 

REALTORS® Association of 
Lincoln 
May 18,2009 

Lancaster COWlty Planning Commission 
555 South 10~ Street 
Lincoln, NE 68508 

Dear members of the Planning Commission: 

The REALTORS® Association of Lincoln respectfully requests that you approve the proposed changes to 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment #09004 as requested by the Lancaster COWlty Board. 

In addition the association asks that you delete the following language in the fowth bullet point: An additional 
20-year supply or acreage homesite! is available on the future land use map of the Plan for acreages ("low 
density residential') but not yet zoned, plus older nonconforming lots througbout tbe county. The 
association believes that a concrete number cannot be assigned tp the amoWlt of available rural acreage 
homesites. While the presumption of20-year supply may seem ~ubstantial and historically correct by today's 
measures, there is no way to accurately predict the demand for!fal acreages in the future. 

RAL also supports the requests made by the Home Builders Association of Lincoln regarding CPA # 09003. 
This decision is based on the facts that today's new construction is more energy efficient and also that water 
consumption is now lower per dwelling unit than it has been in previous years due to new technology and the 
eonscientious decisions made by today's builders. We feel the amendment also makes assumptions based on 
unsubstantiated theories, rather than relying on proven facts. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Douglas H, Rotthaus CAE RCE 
Executive Vice President 
REALTORS® Association of Lincoln 

8231 Beechwood Drive 
lincoln, NE 66510 
402-441-3620 
OougR@UncolnREALTORS.com 
http://WWN.lincolnREALTORS.com 
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