
 

AGENDA
DIRECTORS’ MEETING

 MONDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2009 
COUNTY-CITY BUILDING

ROOM 113, 2:00 P.M.

I. CITY CLERK
    

II. CORRESPONDENCE FROM THE MAYOR & DIRECTORS TO COUNCIL

MAYOR
  *1. NEWS ADVISORY. Information on City snow operations. 
  *2. NEWS RELEASE. Lincoln ranks second in digital cities survey. 
  *3. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler will discuss the next steps in the City’s “Taking

Charge” outcome based budgeting process and the 25th annual Star City Holiday
Parade at a news conference on Thursday, November 19, 2009, at Updowntowners new
float factory at 10:00 a.m. (Distributed to Council Members on November 18, 2009)

  *4. NEWS RELEASE. Fire Officials stress holiday safety. 
  *5. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor Beutler announces new survey and “City Stat” meetings.
  *6. NEWS RELEASE. Super Heroes in Lincoln for 25th Annual Star City Holiday Parade. 
  *7. NEWS RELEASE. Lincoln receives tree planting grant. 

        **8. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler will announce the City’s selection of a developer
for the downtown Catalyst project site on “Q” Street at a news conference, Friday,
November 20, 2009, 2:00 pm, at 555 South 10th Street in the Mayor’s Conference
Room.  (Distributed to Council Members on 11/20/09)

**9. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor announces developer for major downtown project. (Sent to
Council Members on 11/20/09) 

       **10. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler will issue proclamation for Homeless and Hunger
Awareness Month on Monday, November 23rd, 10:45 am at 3901 N. 27th, at the Center
for People in Need. Following will be a news conference. (Sent to Council Members
on 11/20/09)

       **11. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler’s public schedule, week of 11-21/27-09. (Sent to
Council Members on 11/20/09) 

       **12. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor says special session with impact City budget. 
a) NEWS RELEASE. Correction in first paragraph, 4-percent decrease instead of 10

percent.  
       **13. New homeless program created with stimulus funds.
       **14. NEWS RELEASE. Businesses collect 11 tons of material through America Recycles

Day efforts. 
       **15. Washington Report, November 20, 2009. 

   16. NEWS RELEASE. Separation of grass and leaves ends today. 
   17. NEWS RELEASE. Nominations now accepted for Mayor’s Arts Awards. 
   18. NEWS RELEASE. City crews preparing for adverse road conditions. 
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  19. NEWS RELEASE. Five new balloons highlight 25th annual Star City Holiday Parade. 
  

DIRECTORS

FINANCE/BUDGET
   *1. November Sales Tax Reports memo from Steve Hubka, Budget Officer:

a) Actual Compared to Projected Sales Tax Collection;
b) Gross Sales Tax Collections (with refunds added back in) 2004-2005 through

2009-2010;
c) Sales Tax Refunds 2004-2005 through 2009-2010; and
d) Net Sales Tax Collections 2004-2005 through 2009-2010.

FINANCE/TREASURER
   *1.  Investment Report for the year ending August 31, 2009.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT
 **1. NEWS RELEASE. Appointments for H1N1 vaccine are available. 

LINCOLN LIBRARIES
 **1. NEWS RELEASE. The American Indian Heritage Read-In to be held on Thursday,

December 3, 2009, 12:00 noon, at the Walt Branch Library, 6701 S. 14th Street. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
   *1. Site Plans and Applications. Administrative Amendment No. 09072 to Special Permit

No. 1903. 
   *2. The Lincoln Metropolitan Planning Organization requests public input for a new public

participation plan.  
 **3. No Administrative Amendments approved for week of 11/17/09 through 11/23/09. 
     4. No Administrative Amendments approved week of 11/24/09 through 11/30/09. 

PLANNING COMMISSION
   *1. Action by the Planning Commission, November 18, 2009. 
   *2. Revised Action by Planning Commission, November 18, 2009.
     3. Action by Planning Commission, December 2, 2009. 
     4. Planning Commission Final Action. Special Permit No. 09025. 2500 Rathbone Road.

Resolution No. PC-01183.
     5. Planning Commission Final Action. Special Permit No. 09026. Enclosed disassembly

operation, N.W. 27th and W. Vine Streets. Resolution No. PC-01184.
     6. Planning Commission Final Action. Use Permit No. 117C, Horizon Business Center.

South 14th Street and Yankee Hill Road. Resolution No. PC-01185.

POLICE DEPARTMENT
     1. Memorandum from Chief Tom Casady on the cost of overtime for UNL football

games. 
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PUBLIC WORKS/ADMINISTRATION
     1. Memo on Impact Fee indexing.

a) Response to Council questions; draft inquiry for Council’s decision on Impact Fee
indexing.  

III. COUNCIL RFI’S AND CITIZEN CORRESPONDENCE TO INDIVIDUAL COUNCIL
MEMBERS

JON CAMP
    1. Thank you email from Dave DeBoer regarding restitution of towing expense after a

Nebraska football game.
    2. Email to Greg MacLean, Public Works & Utilities Director, requesting attention to an

underground tile east of S. 27th and Old Cheney reported by Al Schwandt.  
    3. Email to Attorney Rodney Confer requesting an amendment draft to freeze the current

impact fees for the upcoming year.  

IV. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS TO COUNCIL
   *1. Email from Luke Peterson commenting on ordinances which ban employment and

housing discrimination. 
   *2. Letter from Pat Anderson-Sifuentez, Everett Neighborhood Association President, in

support of the F Street Community Center and the expansion of the LPD substation at
13th and F Streets. (Each Council Member received individual letter)

          **3. InterLinc correspondence from Joseph Tindle with questions regarding railroad quiet
zone violations. 

          **4. Letter and article from Bob Reeves regarding the proposed arena. 
      5. Email from Lincoln Chamber of Commerce supporting a new arena including a West

Haymarket development resolution.  

V. ADJOURNMENT 

NOTE:  ** Held Over from 11/30/09 
    *Held Over from 11/23/09

F:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\DA120709.wpdmmm
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Jean Preister

From: Teresa A. McKinstry
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2009 9:46 AM
To: Sandy L. Dubas
Cc: Joan E. Ross; Judy A. Roscoe; Jean Preister
Subject: Administrative Amendment approvals

There are no Administrative Amendments that have been approved in the last week, 11/24/09 thru 11/30/09. 
 
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Teresa McKinstry  
Lincoln-Lancaster County Planning Dept.  
555 S. 10th St. #213 
Lincoln NE  68508  
402-441-6162 
 



*** ACTION BY PLANNING COMMISSION ***
December 2, 2009

NOTICE: The Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Commission will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, December 2, 2009, at 1:00 p.m., in the City-
Council Hearing Room, County-City Building, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln,
Nebraska, on the following items.  For more information, call the
Planning Department, 441-7491.

The Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Commission will meet on
Wednesday, December 2, 2009, 12:00 noon - 12:45 p.m. in Conference
Room 113 of the County/City Building, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln,
Nebraska, for a presentation on “Vision of the Development Services
Center (DSC)” by Fred Hoke, DSC Manager.

** PLEASE NOTE: The Planning Commission action is final action on any item
with a notation of “FINAL ACTION”.  Any aggrieved person may appeal Final
Action of the Planning Commission to the City Council by filing a Notice of
Appeal with the City Clerk within 14 days following the action of the Planning
Commission. 

The Planning Commission action on all other items is a recommendation to
the City Council or County Board. 

AGENDA

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2009

[All members present]

Approval of minutes of the regular meeting held November 18, 2009. **APPROVED, 8-0
(Gaylor Baird abstained)**



1.  CONSENT AGENDA
(Public hearing and Administrative Action):

PERMITS: 
1.1 Special Permit No. 09025, for expansion of a non-standard use into the

Page front yard setback, on property located at 2600 Rathbone Road.  
01 *** FINAL ACTION ***

Staff recommendation: Conditional Approval   
Staff Planner: Tom Cajka, 441-5662, tcajka@lincoln.ne.gov
Planning Commission ‘final action’: CONDITIONAL APPROVAL, as set
forth in the staff report dated November 16, 2009, 9-0.
Resolution No. PC-01183.

1.2 Special Permit No. 09026, for an enclosed disassembly operation, on
Page property generally located at NW 27th Street and West Vine Street.  
09 *** FINAL ACTION ***

Staff recommendation: Conditional Approval   
Staff Planner: Tom Cajka, 441-5662, tcajka@lincoln.ne.gov
Planning Commission ‘final action’: CONDITIONAL APPROVAL, as set
forth in the staff report dated November 18, 2009, 9-0.
Resolution No. PC-01184.

2. REQUESTS FOR DEFERRAL: None.

3. ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA: None

4. PUBLIC HEARING AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION:

PERMITS: 

4.1 Use Permit No. 117C, an amendment to increase the square footage of
Page the Horizon Business Center Use Permit to approximately 53,000 sq. ft.,
17 including a waiver request to adjust the 40' wide landscape buffer along the

western boundary, on property generally located at S. 14th Street and Yankee
Hill Road.  *** FINAL ACTION ***
Staff recommendation: Conditional Approval   
Staff Planner: Tom Cajka, 441-5662, tcajka@lincoln.ne.gov
Had public hearing.
Planning Commission ‘final action’: CONDITIONAL APPROVAL, as set
forth in the staff report dated November 18, 2009, 9-0.
Resolution No. PC-01185.



* * * * * * * * * *

AT THIS TIME, ANYONE WISHING TO SPEAK ON AN ITEM
NOT ON THE AGENDA, MAY DO SO

* * * * * * * * * *

PENDING LIST: None

Planning Dept. staff contacts: 

Steve Henrichsen, Development Review Manager 441-6374 . . shenrichsen@lincoln.ne.gov
Nicole Fleck-Tooze, Long Range Planning Manager 441-6363 . . ntooze@lincoln.ne.gov  
Mike Brienzo, Transportation Planner . . . . . . . . . . 441-6369 . . mbrienzo@lincoln.ne.gov
Tom Cajka, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-5662 . . tcajka@lincoln.ne.gov
David Cary, Long Range Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-6364 . . dcary@lincoln.ne.gov
Mike DeKalb, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-6370 . . mdekalb@lincoln.ne.gov
Christy Eichorn, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-7603 . . ceichorn@lincoln.ne.gov
Brandon Garrett, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-6373 . . bgarrett@lincoln.ne.gov
Rashi Jain, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-6372 . . rjain@lincoln.ne.gov
Brian Will, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-6362 . . bwill@lincoln.ne.gov
Ed Zimmer, Historic Preservation Planner . . . . . . . 441-6360 . . ezimmer@lincoln.ne.gov

* * * * *
The Planning Commission meeting

which is broadcast live at 1:00 p.m. every other Wednesday
will be rebroadcast on Sundays at 1:00 p.m. on 5 City-TV, Cable Channel 5.

* * * * *
The Planning Commission agenda may be accessed on the Internet at

http://www.lincoln.ne.gov/city/plan/pcagenda/index.htm 
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Memorandum 

To: Mayor Beutler 

CC: City Council Members 

From: Chief Tom Casady 

Date: December 1, 2009 

Re: Cost of Overtime for UNL Football Games 

 
 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2002   = $11,592 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2003   = $10,816 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2004   = $10,452 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2005   = $10,600 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2006   =   $8,700 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2007   =   $5,402 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2008   =   $5,419 
Cost of police overtime per football game,  2009   =   $5,005 
 

 

The actual dollar amount per game has decreased by 57% during this time period.  
Base salary during this time period has increased slightly over 22%.  Adjusting for 
the increase in the base, the 2009 cost amounts to a reduction of 65% in overtime 
expenses per game.   

 

CONFIDENTIAL
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Council Packet
Subject: FW: Response to council questions; draft inquiry for council's decision on Impact Fee 

indexing 
Attachments: Response to council questions..doc

 
 

From: Karen K. Sieckmeyer On Behalf Of Greg S. MacLean 
Sent: Wednesday, December 02, 2009 9:53 AM 
To: Council Packet 
Subject: FW: Response to council questions; draft inquiry for council's decision on Impact Fee indexing  
 

 
Dear Council, 
 
Per the Ordinance the fees will automatically adjust to reflect the effects of the economic indicator (CPI), as a ‐1.48% 
decrease for 2010 fees if no further action is taken.   
 

27.82.110 Miscellaneous Provisions.                       
(k) Adjustments for Inflation. Beginning on January 1, 2005, and on January 1 of each following year 
unless and until the impact fee schedules are otherwise revised or replaced by City Council, each fee 
amount set forth in each schedule shall be adjusted to reflect the effects of inflation on those costs set 
forth in the Impact Fee Study by multiplying such amount by a fraction, the numerator of which is the 
U.S. Consumer Price Index for All Items for the most recent month of August, and the denominator of 
which is U.S. Consumer Price Index for All Items for the period one year prior to the period reflected in 
the numerator. 

 
The physical adjustment to the change in fees entails programming and testing within the permitting software, Permits 
Plus.  In addition, it has been the department’s internal protocol to send a notification to all active applicants, prior to 
any fee changes taking place.  This period of programming, testing, and notification requires approximately 15 days for 
successful completion.   
 
We are requesting your input, prior to December 15, 2009, on the topic of the Impact Fee indexing scheduled for 
January 1, 2010.  In the event the fee changes are to take place, this timeline allows the necessary steps to occur in a 
timely manner.    
 
THANKS! 
Michaela Dugan 
City of Lincoln ‐ Public Works and Utilities 
555 South 10th Street 
Lincoln, Nebraska   68508 
 
Phone: 402‐441‐7559 
Cell:  402‐429‐2897 
 



Response to Council Questions re:  Impact Fee Annual Indexing  
from 

Pre-Council Meeting - November 16, 2009 
 

 
1. What was the purpose of the Pre-Council Meeting?   

The purpose of the Pre-Council Meeting was informational only.   
 The following information was provided:   

a. Per the Ordinance the fees will automatically adjust to reflect the effects of the economic indicator (CPI), as a -1.48% decrease for 
2010 fees.    

b. Per the Ordinance, with Council action, the 2010 fees can be frozen at the 2007 fee level, as done in prior years 2008 and 2009. 
 
 
2. What amount of Impact Fees have been spent, and what amount of fees remain unspent?   

(Councilman Camp) 
         

               

   

Total Revenue 
Collected w/o 
interest earned 

Spent on 
Projects 

 

Percent of 
Total 

Collected 
Utiliized 

This is what is 
left…. 

 

Percent of 
Total Collected 
Remaining 

   

Water      $           5,844,645   $       5,027,220  86%   $        817,425  14%   

Wastewater      $           2,668,661   $       2,017,684  76%   $        650,977  24%   

Arterial Streets      $         17,972,462   $     12,055,495  67%   $    5,916,967  33%   

Parks & Trails      $           1,410,937   $           482,982  34%   $        927,955  66%   

                

    $27,896,704 $19,583,381 70%  $8,313,323 30%   

               

 
3. Why haven’t the fees that are left not been spent on projects?   

(Councilman Cook) 
 
The reason for unspent fees include current restrictions on the segregation of funds within the seven Impact Fee districts, the lack of total 
project funding including matching funding requirements, project timing, design and approval lead times and others. 



 
 
 
 

4. What were the other funding sources, in addition to Impact Fees, that were expected to cover infrastructure costs at the time of 
Impact Fee Discussions (2001-2003)? 

 
 
 

 
WATER AND 

WASTEWATER 
(Typical Revenue Sources at 

the time of discussions.) 
 

 
ARTERIAL STREETS 

 
(Typical Revenue Sources at 

the time of discussions) 
 

 
 

2001 INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCE  STUDY ADVISORY COMMITTEE SUGGESTIONS 

□ Utility and Revenue 
Bonds 

□ State Revolving Loan 
Fund (WW only) 

□ User Fees 
□ State and Federal Funds 

□ City’s Urban Fed Aid 
□ Wheel Tax 
□ Gas Tax 

 □ General Obligation infrastructure bond    (Separate GO Bonds defeated 11/2002 and 09/2004.) 
□ City Occupation Tax     (Requires legislative change.) 
□ Local Option Fuel Sales Tax     (Requires legislative change.)   
□ Creation of Special Assessment Districts     (Not for off-site infrastructure improvements) 
□ County Wide Wheel Tax     (City does not have legal authority to implement.) 

 Strategic use of Revenue Bonds     (City bonds revenue streams to fullest.) 
 Encouragement of rural to urban city/county road construction cooperation     (Implemented) 
 Gradual Wheel Tax increases    (Implemented) 
 Utilize Highway Allocation Bonds to smooth out revenue over 12 year period    (Implemented) 

 
 



 
5. Revise CPI chart to reflect increase each year.  (Councilman Emery) 
 
  

    

 
Council action froze fees at 2007 
level for calendar years 2008 and 

2009. 

Course of action to 
be determined 

Calendar Year  2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

Water System   $463 $463 $510 $630 $778 $794 $837 $767
Water Distribution   $287 $287 $317 $392 $483 $493 $519 $476

Wastewater   $375 $375 $409 $505 $624 $636 $670 $615
Parks and Trails   $150 $193 $326 $333 $334 $341 $359 $329

Arterial Street   $1,225 $1,483 $1,876 $2,197 $2,466 $2,515 $2,650 $2,431

    $2,500 $2,801 $3,438 $4,057 $4,685 $4,779 $5,036 $4,619

                                                                      +0% CPI       +2% CPI      +3% CPI          +4% CPI 
 
 
6. What is the policy on rounding percentages?  What did the City use for indexing each year?  (Councilman Cook) 
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2004 
 

1.90%  Adopted 10/04/04 

2005 3.64% 2.00 Implemented 01/01/05 

2006 3.82% 3.00  

2007 1.96% 4.00  
2008 5.38% 0.00  
2009 -1.48% 0.00  
2010 TBD TBD  

 
 

7. Construction costs have incremented up over time.  What would the true cost (100% maximum allowable fees) be if  Impact Fees were 
at the 100% collection level, holding all projects equal and including adjustment for inflation?  (Councilman Cook) 

 
2009 costs based on Engineering News Record cost indices applied to installation costs. www.enr.com.   
 
Please see the following page for details. 
 
 
 
 

Note:  We cannot find documentation for a policy to set the changes.  The net 
difference between the CPI index (9.36%) and the actual(9.00%) increases 
implemented is only 0.36%.  Therefore, we propose from now on to use the actual 
index, rounded to the nearest 1/100th, or 2 decimal places. 



IMPACT FEE MODEL UPDATES 

 

Original 
Duncan Study 

2002 2003 2004 2005  
Facility Type Maximum Fees Actual Fees Charged  

Water **  $         3,669  $           750  $          750  $          827   

Wastewater  $         1,815  $           375  $          375  $          409   

Arterial Streets*  $         3,212  $         1,225  $        1,483  $        1,876   

Parks and Trails  $            321  $           150  $          193  $          326   

Total  $         9,017  $         2,500  $        2,801  $        3,438   

Annual net difference per SFE $6,517 $6,216 $5,579  
Annual lost revenue $2,733,299 $8,156,028 $7,165,746  

 
Per Ordinance 
updated  2006 2006 2007 2008  

Facility Type Maximum Fees Actual Fees Charged  

Water **  $         3,858  $         1,022  $        1,261  $        1,261   

Wastewater  $         2,521  $           505  $          624  $          624   

Arterial Streets*  $         2,788  $         2,197  $        2,466  $        2,466   

Parks and Trails  $            593  $           333  $          334  $          334   

Total  $         9,760  $         4,057  $        4,685  $        4,685   

Annual net difference per SFE $5,703 $5,075 $5,075  
Annual lost revenue $6,641,548 $4,171,532 $3,186,738  

 
Per Ordinance 
updated 2009 2009 2010 2011  

Facility Type Maximum Fees Actual Fees Charged  

Water **  $         4,452  $         1,261 TBD TBD  

Wastewater  $         2,653  $           624 TBD TBD  

Arterial Streets*  $         4,121  $         2,466 TBD TBD  

Parks and Trails  $            537  $           334 TBD TBD  

Total  $        11,763  $         4,685 TBD TBD  

Annual net difference per SFE $7,078 TBD TBD  
Annual lost revenue    $3,975,142     
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Jon Camp
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2009 1:11 PM
To: Rodney M. Confer
Cc: Tammy J. Grammer
Subject: Amendment to Impact Fees Legislation

Mr. Confer: 
  
Please draft an amendment for this legislation that will "freeze" the current impact fees for the upcoming year, instead of 
following the CPI Index adjustment, which, this year, would "reduce" Impact Fees. 
  
Thank you, 
  
Jon 
  
Jon A. Camp 
Lincoln City Council 
402.474.1838 (personal office) 
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Tammy J. Grammer

Subject: FW: Lincoln Unfortunate Situation

 

From: Sonya DeBoer [mailto:srdddd@sio.midco.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2009 9:43 PM 
To: Jon Camp 
Subject: RE: Lincoln Unfortunate Situation 
 
Jon, 
 
Thank you so much for following up on this issue with the business owner.  I really appreciate your continued pursuit for 
justice and restitution of the towing expense.   Even though the experience was very disappointing, your due diligence 
for resolving this matter has restored my faith in your city, and I am looking forward to attending future games in 
Lincoln.  Again, I can’t thank you enough for seeing this through.  
 
Thanks again! 
Dave DeBoer 
(GO BIG RED!!!!) 
 

From: Jon Camp [mailto:JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 24, 2009 2:51 PM 
To: srdddd@sio.midco.net 
Cc: cwinchell@siouxfalls.com 
Subject: Lincoln Unfortunate Situation 
 
Dave: 
 
I am following up on the unfortunate towing situation of 2 weeks ago.   
 
I took this situation on as a challenge because it is important for Lincoln to show its true hospitality.  The police 
department declined to assist because the incident occurred on private property.  The towing company offered no 
assistance, which was very disappointing to me.  I spoke with our Downtown Lincoln Association president and then 
proceeded to focus on the owner of La Tapatia. 
 
After many attempts, I successfully reached the owner of La Tapatia, who was very polite and apologetic.  An employee, 
on his own initiative, sold parking spaces to you and others, and failed to advise the towing company that routinely 
monitors the lot.  Regardless, Mr. Morales, the owner, offered to reimburse you and others for your towing costs.   
 
Thus, I am emailing this information to assist you in contacting him for reimbursement:     
 
Mr. Abram Morales 
1037 L Street 
Lincoln, NE  68508 
 
I also want you to know that Ms. Carolyn Winchell of the Forward Sioux Falls office, that is affiliated with the Sioux Falls 
Chamber of Commerce, was helpful in solving this matter. 
 
If I can be of further assistance, please feel free to contact me.  Below is my personal business contact information, which 
is much faster than through my City Council office. 
 
Please come back and visit Lincoln often—you will find me in Lincoln’s Historic Haymarket! 
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Jon 
 
Jon A. Camp 
Lincoln City Council 
 
JON A. CAMP 
Haymarket Square/CH, Ltd. 
200 Haymarket Square 
808 P Street 
P.O. Box 82307 
Lincoln, NE  68501-2307 
  
Office:      402.474.1838 
Fax:          402.474.1838 
Cell:          402.560.1001 
  
Email:       joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com 

If opportunity doesn't knock, build a door. 

                                                 ~Milton Berle 

 
 
 
__________ Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 4634 (20091124) 
__________ 
 
The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus. 
 
http://www.eset.com 

No virus found in this incoming message. 
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com 
Version: 8.5.426 / Virus Database: 270.14.87/2536 - Release Date: 12/01/09 19:32:00 
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Tammy J. Grammer
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2009 12:37 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: FW: Briarhurst Outlot Maintenance

 
 

From: Jon Camp  
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2009 11:22 AM 
To: Greg S. MacLean 
Cc: Tammy J. Grammer; awsmrs@gmail.com 
Subject: Briarhurst Outlot Maintenance 
 
Greg: 
Al Schwandt (5572 Blackpool Road, 68516, 421-8148, awsmrs@gmail.com) called yesterday afternoon concerning a 
major ditch approximately one block east of S. 27th & Old Cheney.  There is an outlot owned by the Briarhurst 
Neighborhood Association that has a concrete liner that will be repaired very soon at the Briarhurst expense.   
  
Nearby is an underground tile that has settled and apparently needs attention, adjacent to Old Cheney.  Mr. Schwandt 
thought this would be a good time for the City to give attention to its underground tile so that all repairs are made 
without damage to the other. 
  
Would you please have the appropriate staff person check this situation and explain what actions can be taken to protect 
the City's investment and remedy the matter? 
  
Thank you.  Mr. Schwandt is willing to visit with the City person as he lives adjacent to this outlot, which is just west of 
the Mormon Church. 
  
Jon 
  
Jon A. Camp 
Lincoln City Council 
402.474.1838 (personal office) 
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Lincoln Chamber of Commerce - Wendy Birdsall [judi@lcoc.ccsend.com] on behalf of Lincoln 
Chamber of Commerce - Wendy Birdsall [birdsall@lcoc.com]

Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 1:41 AM
To: Tammy J. Grammer
Subject: Lincoln Chamber Supports Arena Project

Having trouble viewing this email? Click here  
You're receiving this email because of your relationship with The Lincoln Chamber of Commerce. Please confirm your continued 
interest in receiving email from us.  
  
You may unsubscribe if you no longer wish to receive our emails. 

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
Arena Update

 
 

Lincoln Chamber Supports Arena 
Project Important to Lincoln's Economic Future 
 
The Lincoln Chamber believes this project is vitally 
important to our community.  The recently released 
economic analysis of the project estimates thousands of 
job opportunities will be created during construction.  This 
comes at a time when that industry is suffering through 
the economic downturn. 
 
"There will also be a number of permanent jobs created 
and we have heard that we can expect $260 million in 
annual economic activity, states Wendy Birdsall, President 
of the Lincoln Chamber of Commerce.  "If each Husker 
football game generates $4 million in economic activity, 
this project will generate the equivalent of 65 football 
games each year." 
 
The finance plan is structured as a private-public 
partnership that saves us millions and still gives the city 
and its residents all of the benefits.  Some 80% of the 
financing is provided through private investment and from 
non-Lincoln residents, with no property tax increase.   
 
West Haymarket Development Resolution  
(Resolution No: 03-2009) 
 
The Lincoln Chamber of Commerce and its Board of 
Directors recognizes the positive impact a new arena and 
associated development in the West Haymarket would 
have on the entire community.  The Board of Directors 
believes a reasonable funding and operational plan has 

Need More 
Information: 
 
www.westhaymarketarena.org 
 
www.LCOC.com 
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been put forward for the project.  The Board also believes 
that any new or increased lodging or restaurant taxes 
related to the project will be justified and offset by the 
economic impact new jobs, a new arena and associated 
development in the West Haymarket will generate for 
Lincoln and its business community. 
 
WHEREAS, a modern arena is critical to a vibrant 
community, and will help retain and attract people to 
our City; and 
 
WHEREAS, findings from comprehensive studies 
conducted by respected industry consultants over 
the past several years clearly show our current 
facilities to be at a competitive disadvantage; and 
 
WHEREAS, we believe a modern arena is essential to 
both retaining our established events and enhancing 
our ability to recruit new ones; and 
 
WHEREAS, the economic impact new development in 
the West Haymarket will positively impact city sales 
tax revenues and business and personal income 
throughout the community. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Lincoln 
Chamber of Commerce supports the West Haymarket 
Development Project, including a new arena, ice 
center, and associated commercial development. 
 
The Lincoln Chamber of Commerce pledges its resources to 
support the successful passage of the May 11, 2010 bond 
issue and asks the citizens of Lincoln for their support in 
this critical endeavor. 
 
Chamber Board of Directors unanimously supports West 
Haymarket Development Resolution. 

  

1135 M Street, STE 200 | Lincoln, NE 68508 | 402-436-2350 
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ADDENDUM 
TO 

DIRECTORS’ AGENDA
        MONDAY, DECEMBER 7, 2009       

I. CITY CLERK  - None

II. CORRESPONDENCE FROM THE MAYOR & DIRECTORS TO COUNCIL -

MAYOR - 

1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Artists Needed For Rain Barrel Art Project. 

2. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Beutler, Department heads and City staff will
participate in a series of City Stat Meetings over the next two weeks to review data
compiled on City government performance in eight outcome areas - (Forward to Council
on 12/04/09).   

3. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Beutler’s Public Schedule for Week of December 5
through December 11, 2009 - Schedule subject to change - (Forward to Council on
12/04/09).

4. City of Lincoln Snow/Traffic Condition Report - December 6, 2009 - 6:30 p.m. 

5. City of Lincoln Snow/Traffic Condition Report - December 7, 2009 - 11:00 a.m.

  DIRECTORS - 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT - 

1. Response E-Mail from Dave Landis, Urban Development Director to Councilman Jon
Camp’s questions - RE: 09R-220 - Resolution on Block 68. 

III. COUNCIL RFI’S & CITIZENS CORRESPONDENCE TO INDIVIDUAL COUNCIL
MEMBERS -

JON CAMP - 

1. E-Mail to Police Chief Casady - RE: False Alarm Legislation.  



-2-

IV.  CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS TO COUNCIL - 

1. E-Mail from Stan Mills, Mill’s Squeegee Fill Stations - RE: The false alarms fees.  

2. LES Report - RE: Rate Schedules and Service Regulations - For Rates Effective January
1, 2010. (Report on file in the City Council Office)  

3. Material from Tim Hopkins, Advanced Security - RE: Item #7, Ordinance 09-151, 
False Alarm. 

4. E-Mail from Doug Brobst - RE: Item #7, Ordinance 09-151, Emergency Alarms
(Forward to Police Chief Casady on 12/07/09). 

daadd120709/tjg    
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Diane K. Gonzolas
Sent: Sunday, December 06, 2009 6:33 PM
To: 8@klkntv.com; A. Bowen; A. Bowman; Al R. McCracken; alaukaitis@journalstar.com; 

alee@action3news.com; amber.smith@1011now.com; B. Oliver; Barb Holder; Beau A. Wolfe; 
beddy@journalstar.com; bmccoy2@unl.edu; Bub AF. Edwards; cbrogan@threeeagles.com; 
cernst@action3news.com; Chris Goforth; christie.bett@1011now.com; chuls1@unl.edu; 
Cindy Wallman; citydesk@journalstar.com; cmurphy@action3news.com; Commish; Connie 
J. Guilliaume; Council Packet; csimon@threeeagles.com; D. Cantrell ; D. Furstenau; Dave B. 
Norris; Debbie Engstrom; Dennis Wilden; desk@1011now.com; dhilligoss@threeeagles.com; 
Diane K. Gonzolas; dick.janda@1011now.com; djohnson@threeeagles.com; Drive Time 
Lincoln; ehoward@ne.statepaper.com; email@mybridgeradio.net; Gary Johnson; Greg S. 
MacLean; hkindschuh@journalstar.com; jbishop@broadcasthouse.com; jerry.howard@
1011now.com; jsponlineeditorial@lee.net; Karen K. Sieckmeyer; kayla@action3news.com; 
Kevin Morris; kfornews@hotmail.com; knieland@journalstar.com; kristen.waters@
1011now.com; krnu@unl.edu; Laura McCallister; LeRoy Uglow; Lin Quenzer; 
lvanhoosen@klkntv.com; M. Burchell; Mallory  Hyland; mark.tonjes@nebraska.gov; 
mbarmann@action3news.com; mhaggar@klkntv.com; Michelle L. Zuhlke; Minette M. 
Genuchi; mlindell@klkntv.com; modestalincolnasiancenter@yahoo.com; 
mtaylor@threeeagles.com; news@broadcasthouse.com; news@dailynebraskan.com; 
news@ketv.com; news@owh.com; news42@kptm.com; newstip@klove.com; 
nfinken@netnebraska.org; olgamiranda@elcentrodelasamericas.org; omahane@ap.org; 
Patty Pansing Brooks; programming@kzum.org; ralloway1@unl.edu; Randy W. Hoskins; 
Rick Koepping; Roger A. Figard; Roger R. Tiedeman; salbertsen@broadcasthouse.com; 
sbdnsobsupport@nebraska.gov; Scott A. Opfer; shanna.belschner@1011now.com; 
sixonline@wowt.com; swieska@lps.org; Tammy J. Grammer; tammy.honnor@nebraska.gov; 
tkirk@journalstar.com; tnelson2@unl.edu; tom.armstrong@nebraska.gov; Trish A. Owen; 
twolfe3@unl.edu; voicenews@inebraska.com; wellsradio@gmail.com; William Luxford; 
WOWT

Subject: snow report 6:30 p.m. Dec. 6

CITY OF LINCOLN 
SNOW/TRAFFIC CONDITION REPORT 
 
NO VOICE REPORT AVAILABLE AT THIS TIME. 
 
For more information:  
Public Works Snow Center -  441-7644 
Diane Gonzolas - 525-1520 
 
Date:   December 6, 2009 
Time: 6:30 p.m. 
 
The City will begin snow removal operations about 7:30 p.m. tonight with about 60 plows covering arterials 
and snow emergency routes.  
 
City crews have been busy since about noon today, when material spreading began at intersections and on 
bridges.  After about two hours, material spreading operations moved to arterials and snow emergency routes.  
 
Parking bans are not in effect.  Motorists are advised to drive with caution. 
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Please stay informed on traffic conditions and the status of snow operations in Lincoln.  Additional information 
is available on the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov and in the blue pages of your Windstream phone directory. If 
you have questions, you may call the Public Works Snow Center at 441-7644. 
 
 
- 30 - 
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Diane K. Gonzolas
Sent: Monday, December 07, 2009 11:11 AM
To: 8@klkntv.com; A. Bowen; A. Bowman; Al R. McCracken; alaukaitis@journalstar.com; 

alee@action3news.com; amber.smith@1011now.com; B. Oliver; Barb Holder; Beau A. Wolfe; 
beddy@journalstar.com; bmccoy2@unl.edu; Bub AF. Edwards; cbrogan@threeeagles.com; 
cernst@action3news.com; Chris Goforth; christie.bett@1011now.com; chuls1@unl.edu; 
Cindy Wallman; citydesk@journalstar.com; cmurphy@action3news.com; Commish; Connie 
J. Guilliaume; Council Packet; csimon@threeeagles.com; D. Cantrell ; D. Furstenau; Dave B. 
Norris; Debbie Engstrom; Dennis Wilden; desk@1011now.com; dhilligoss@threeeagles.com; 
Diane K. Gonzolas; dick.janda@1011now.com; djohnson@threeeagles.com; Drive Time 
Lincoln; ehoward@ne.statepaper.com; email@mybridgeradio.net; Gary Johnson; Greg S. 
MacLean; hkindschuh@journalstar.com; jbishop@broadcasthouse.com; jerry.howard@
1011now.com; jsponlineeditorial@lee.net; Karen K. Sieckmeyer; kayla@action3news.com; 
Kevin Morris; kfornews@hotmail.com; knieland@journalstar.com; kristen.waters@
1011now.com; krnu@unl.edu; Laura McCallister; LeRoy Uglow; Lin Quenzer; 
lvanhoosen@klkntv.com; M. Burchell; Mallory  Hyland; mark.tonjes@nebraska.gov; 
mbarmann@action3news.com; mhaggar@klkntv.com; Michelle L. Zuhlke; Minette M. 
Genuchi; mlindell@klkntv.com; modestalincolnasiancenter@yahoo.com; 
mtaylor@threeeagles.com; news@broadcasthouse.com; news@dailynebraskan.com; 
news@ketv.com; news@owh.com; news42@kptm.com; newstip@klove.com; 
nfinken@netnebraska.org; olgamiranda@elcentrodelasamericas.org; omahane@ap.org; 
programming@kzum.org; ralloway1@unl.edu; Randy W. Hoskins; Rick Koepping; Roger A. 
Figard; Roger R. Tiedeman; salbertsen@broadcasthouse.com; 
sbdnsobsupport@nebraska.gov; Scott A. Opfer; shanna.belschner@1011now.com; 
sixonline@wowt.com; swieska@lps.org; Tammy J. Grammer; tammy.honnor@nebraska.gov; 
tkirk@journalstar.com; tnelson2@unl.edu; tom.armstrong@nebraska.gov; Trish A. Owen; 
twolfe3@unl.edu; voicenews@inebraska.com; wellsradio@gmail.com; William Luxford; 
WOWT

Subject: release - Snow Operations Update

CITY OF LINCOLN 
SNOW/TRAFFIC CONDITION REPORT 
 
A COMPLETE VOICE REPORT IS AVAILABLE AT 441-7783.  THIS NUMBER IS FOR NEWS 
MEDIA USE ONLY. 
 
For more information: 
Public Works Snow Center -- 441-7644 
Citizen Information Center -- 441-7547 
 
Date: December 7, 2009 
Time: 11 a.m. 
 
City snow operations wrapped up plowing and sanding efforts on all major arterial routes at about 8 a.m. today. 
Crews are currently cleaning up areas where drifting has occurred as well as continuing to plow and spread 
material around schools.  Other problem areas will be addressed throughout the remainder of the day.  Street 
operations staff are also working to prepare for more snowfall expected in the next 24 to 48 hours.   
 
The snow removal operations effort began at about 7:30 p.m. Sunday with about 60 plows covering the city’s 
major arterials and snow emergency routes. 
 
Parking bans are not in effect.  Motorists are advised to continue to drive with caution. 
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Please stay informed on traffic conditions and the status of snow operations in Lincoln.  Additional information 
is available on the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov and on pages 48 and 49 in the blue pages of your Windstream 
phone directory.  If you have questions, you may call the Public Works Snow Center at 441-7644. 
 

-30- 
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: David Landis
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2009 3:28 PM
To: Tammy J. Grammer
Cc: Jon Camp
Subject: FW: 09R-220  Resolution on Block 68
Attachments: Block 68 TIF attach.doc

 
Council Members: 
 
Please find the questions sent by Councilman Camp on the Block 68 Project and the Urban Development 
Department's responses to his questions below. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Landis 
 
From: Jon Camp  
Sent: Thursday, November 26, 2009 12:32 PM 
To: David Landis 
Cc: Tammy J. Grammer 
Subject: 09R-220 Resolution on Block 68 
 
Director Landis: 
  
I have reviewed the above noted legislation and have several questions. 
  
1.  Please detail the anticipated TIF dollars that will be available--both total and an estimated itemization of how the TIF 
will be applied. (See Paragraph 14 of Resolution).  Please define by "Priority" in terms of dollars allocated out of the 
proposed $4,383,000 TIF).  Exhibit B attached to the redevelopment agreement itemizes how the TIF will be applied in 
order of priority. 
  
2.  Please explain the "Public Enhancements" that are envisioned within the Redevelopment Agreement.  Façade 
upgrades and energy efficiency improvements are listed as public enhancements in Exhibit B and as the last two 
priorities.  Current codes and standards lay out the minimums that the developer must perform by law.  To the extent 
that the developer exceeds those standards and creates a façade more substantial and attractive with a higher grade of 
materials and/or utilizes energy saving features more efficient than the code requires, the City will recognize these as 
public enhancements.   
  
3.  Please explain the anticipated Public Art--location and cost allocation. 
     a.  How will the Public Art be funded?  Public art will be funded with TIF funds and is expected to be located in the 
public right-of-way or in a location that is accessible/visible to the public through a public easement.  The location is 
expected to be mutually acceptable to the City and the developer. 
  
4.  Please explain the difference between "Public Improvements" and "Public Enhancements".  Generally public 
improvements are those aspects of the project that the City owns or take place on city-owned property (i.e., right-of-
way), but also includes those improvements that are typically publicly bid (i.e., site preparation).  Public enhancements 
are used for property owned by the developer, generally not publicly bid, which exceeds standards set by the City in a 
way that benefits the general public, as well as the developer.  These definitions help separate the priorities for TIF.  
Exhibit B lists the public improvements and public enhancements in order of priority and its associated cost.  To the 
extent that TIF is available, these improvements will be funded with TIF. 
     a.  It will be helpful to have (1) a description/itemization of each, (2) the cost for each item and (3) the source of 
funds for each item 
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5.  Use Restrictions--what value do you place on these restrictions?  The value of the use restrictions is the social benefit 
to the quality of life in Downtown Lincoln.  We do not place a monetary value on these restrictions.  They are part of the 
"price" in using TIF. 
 
6.  Paragraph 13--"Redeveloper Purchased TIF Bond"--do you consider this proposed TIF Bond to be a "developer 
purchased"?  It also reads that the "Redeveloper's lender" which is not merely the Developer. Yes, all financial risk 
associated with the bonds rests with the developer and their lender.  The City in no way backs nor is responsible for the 
bonds, except to pay back TIF to the developer in installments as it accrues. 
  
7.  Please provide your calculation worksheet detailing your computation to arrive at the $4.383 million TIF proceeds. The 
calculation is attached to this e-mail. 
  
8.  Since this project will be part of the Lincoln Center Redevelopment Plan, please explain how this project will be 
monitored to ensure the full assessed valuation is achieved, thereby supporting the TIF $4.838 million.  If the total TIF 
projected is not realized, the developer will be responsible for paying back the portion of the developer-purchased TIF 
bond that is not reimbursed with TIF. 
  
9.  Please provide evidence that the Acher Arms, LLC has the ability to develop this property, i.e. please explain the 
disposition of current lease arrangements for the property.  See response to "a." 
     a.  Is there a cost involved to terminate the existing parking lease?  The parking is currently on month-to-month 
leases; therefore, there will be no cost to terminate leases prior to demolition. 
     b.  If so, what is the "source of the funds" to pay for the termination of the parking lease?  No costs are expected.  
The City has no burden with respect to lease terminations. 
  
10. Please explain the City's plans to provide for alternative parking to meet the needs of the businesses currently served 
by Block 68.  
     
     a.  What cost is estimated?  The City is currently planning the construction of two new garages Downtown.  We 
anticipate these garages will provide 900 to 1100 additional parking stalls.  We realize these garages will not be complete 
by the time the Block 68 project begins.  We are already working to relocate existing parkers.   There are four public 
garages within two blocks of the Gold's Building, Carriage Park, Center Park, Market Place, and Que Place that could be 
used, as well as private parking facilities and other public facilities in the surrounding area.   
     b.  What is the source of the funds to pay for the alternative parking? n/a 
     c.  What are the implications on other downtown parking projects? This project further justifies the need to provide 
additional public parking. 
     d.  Is any of the TIF being used for these parking needs? No. 
     e.  How many parking spaces currently exist on Block 68? Approximately 300 spaces, 265 of which are leased. 
      f.  How many parking spaces will be created on Block 68? A minimum of 220, according to the agreement. 
     g.  How many parking spaces will be needed for the hotel, commercial tenants and residential tenants on the new 
development on Block 68? The parking spaces created will be used by the tenants on the block to support the residential, 
hotel, and commercial purposes.  No additional monthly public parking will be created. 
     h.  How much of the TIF proceeds are anticipated to be used for the underground parking created on Block 68? 
Please see i and j. 
          i.  Site preparation? $1,339,000 is allocated toward site preparation, including demolition, excavation, surveys, and 
remediation of the entire site. 
          j.  Construction? No TIF has been allocated toward the construction of the parking garage. 
  
11.  Has an economic analysis been prepared on this Block 68 Project detailing the outcome for employment, sales tax, 
job creation (during construction and long term full-time and part-time), compensation levels of created jobs? No, except 
for the Cost Benefit Analysis already provided during the plan amendment process. 
  
12.  What impact will the Block 68 hotel have on existing hotels and their tax base?  With the City of Lincoln and other 
taxing authorities suffer tax losses and/or erosion due to this new project?  Because the property tax base is based upon 
the assumed ability to generate income from the property and not the actual income generated, the property tax base of 
other hotels is not expected to increase or decline as a direct result of this project.  The City has not conducted a study 
on the impact the proposed hotel will have on the projected revenues of the existing hotels. 
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Thank you for your response as soon as possible on these questions. 
  
Jon 
  
  
  
Jon A. Camp 
Lincoln City Council 
402.474.1838 (personal office) 
  
ec:  Lincoln City Council Members 



Amount
Current Assessed Value $1,350,000
Cost to Purchase Land/Construct Project) $29,267,500
New Assessed Value (100% of Construction/Land 
Acquisition Costs)

$29,267,500
= New Assessed Value - Base Assessed Value $27,917,500
= Increment x 0.020295140 (2008 Tax Rate) $566,590

Funds Available - Dev Purchased = Annual TIF Generated x 13.5 years @ 7% $4,383,485

Construction/Private Improvements Costs
Hotel $13,467,500
Apartment $11,200,000
Garage $3,250,000
Total $27,917,500

Construction/Land Acquisition Costs

Tax Increment Finance Analysis - Block 68

Comparison
Base Value

Estimated New Assessed Value

Increment Value

Annual TIF Generated
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Jon Camp [JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]
Sent: Monday, December 07, 2009 9:44 AM
To: Tom K Casady
Cc: Tammy J. Grammer
Subject: False Alarm Legislation

Chief: 
 
Would you please be prepared to discuss some statistics on LPD’s experience with false alarms.  In particular: 
 

1. numbers of calls per year during recent years 
2. of those calls, how many have been “actual” problems/events. . .versus “false” 
3. business calls--% of total 
4. residential calls--% of total 
5. any statistics on alarm companies 

a. Essentially I am interested in whether “certain” firms are possibly less “thorough” in the manner in which 
their clients’ alarms are installed 

b. If some companies are not as thorough, then more stringent registration might be in order to encourage 
responsible management and installation 

6. Any other statistics you feel will be beneficial to our discussion. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jon 
 
JON A. CAMP 
Haymarket Square/CH, Ltd. 
200 Haymarket Square 
808 P Street 
P.O. Box 82307 
Lincoln, NE  68501-2307 
  
Office:      402.474.1838 
Fax:          402.474.1838 
Cell:          402.560.1001 
  
Email:       joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com 
 

Security is mostly superstition.  It does not exist in nature, nor do the children of men as a whole 
experience it.   

Avoiding danger in the long run is no safer than outright exposure.  Life is either a daring adventure or it 
is nothing.  

 
- Helen Keller 
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: Stan Mills [stan@squeegeestation.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2009 3:11 PM
To: Tammy J. Grammer
Subject: alarms

Please consider the option that LIBA has brought to the table for the false alarm fees. The 
original thought of security systems was for the safety and well being of our employees, 
customers, any other individuals that may be present on our premises, to deter criminal 
behavior and provide a better chance of apprehending criminals while on the property if a 
crime is committed. It seems that providing too stiff a penalty for the false alarms could in 
some cases create the need for businesses or home owners to cancel services. This would not 
be in the best interest of the city or the Police Department that will need to spend the 
extra time of investigation should a crime be committed. How much is that worth in the grand 
scheme of things?  
Thanks for your consideration. 
 
Stan Mills 
Mill's Squeegee Fill Stations 
402.435.8200 ext. 6 
402.435.8230 (fax) 
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Tammy J. Grammer

From: WebForm [none@lincoln.ne.gov]
Sent: Saturday, December 05, 2009 2:06 PM
To: Tammy J. Grammer
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for 
  General Council 
 
Name:     Doug Brobst 
Address:  5500 Old Cheney Rd, St 18 
City:     Lincoln, NE 68516 
 
Phone:    402‐421‐2253 
Fax:       
Email:    thegoldsmithco@windstream.net 
 
Comment or Question: 
Attn: Members of Lincoln City Council and Chief Tom Cassady 
 
Re: Ordinance 09‐151  Emergency Alarms 
 
As a local business owner and user of an alarm system, I would like to address issues with 
parts of the proposed ordinance changes to municipal codes, and ask other questions I feel 
are pertinent to the proposed changes.  Whereas the council feels that the cost of responding 
to the alarm calls are excessively expensive to the local police department, it needs to: 
 
A) Require permits that previously been needed to handle alarm systems 
B) Reduce the number of allowable false alarms that are not paid for by the users 
C) Increase the amount of penalty the user pays for false alarms 
D) Create a beaurocratic Board previously unneeded 
E) Establish penalties for non‐compliance 
F) Increase legalese and additional unnecessary pages to the municipal code 
 
Please help me to understand and sort out these issues and questions. 
 
1) Can Chief Cassady provide statistics related to:  
 
        A. The number of total alarm calls in Lincoln and breakdown to: 
              1. Businesses 
              2. Residence/Individuals 
              3. City‐Public Offices 
        B. Can he attribute the number of false alarms to each of the above? 
        C. Provide costs and time estimated to respond to alarm calls in relation to total 
officer shift times 
        D. Show a formula used to establish false alarm fees and permit fees 
        E. Show permit costs and false alarm fees in comparable cities 
        F. Show where this enormous amount of money would be used 
        G. Explain how a permit fee will reduce false alarms 
 
2) What is the purpose of the Alarm Review Board.  This sounds like unnecessary beaurocracy.  
Will these people be paid? How often does the board meet?  Will they have access to sensitive 
information concerning alarm systems, business owners and homeowners with alarm systems?  If 
Chief Cassady can reinstate permits as stated on pg 16 line 3‐9, why the Review Board? 
 



2

3) What are the circumstances under which a permit would be denied, revoked or suspended?  
You have an entire appeal process in place without defining any indications. Who writes this 
stuff?  Pg 14, line 25‐26, pages 15 & 16. 
 
4) Do these changes to the ordinance propose to create a position of Official City Alarm 
Permit Contractor? pg 16 
 
5) Why such a short notification period by the city to alarm users and alarm businesses? This 
doesn't allow for out‐of‐town or out of country times when people are gone on vacation or 
business trips.  US Congress just dealt with the credit card companies for the same type of 
practice.  Pg 16, line 13‐21 
 
6) Why are motor vehicle alarms, city‐public office alarms and fire alarms excluded from 
these ordinance changes? Do Police responses to these systems take less time? Are they better 
systems? 
 
7) If someone wants an alarm that is not monitored and doesn't request Police response why is 
it included in alarm user definition? 
 
8) Does a cell phone, computer, or land line qualify as an alarm system as defined in pg 3, 
line 9‐17?  If I notify 911 of a fire or call Police because someone is being assaulted, 
would I be fined for not registering or obtaining a permit for my phone or computer? 
 
9) As set forth in appeals procedure, pg 14, line 24, pg 15 and pg 16, line 1‐2, would this 
process possibly increase the burden on the local judicial system? 
 
My wife and I have done business in Lincoln for 27 years.  We have used an alarm system the 
entire time with minimal false alarms. We have never paid a permit fee and never a false 
alarm fee that I am aware of.  These changes seem to be a blatant grab for money to help fill 
city coffers.  Where would these permit fees go?  Possibly extra officers to answer these 
false alarms or to general funds to be spent willy nilly!  The cost of doing business is high 
enough, business owners don't need more permits and fees.  If there are habitual false alarms 
by selected parties let them pay an increased amount to the police department for their time! 
An ordinance change like this is not about improving the system in place, it's about greed 
pure and simple! I would propose the council postpone these ordinance changes and get more 
public input.  These changes would amount to quite a bit of money.  I for one would like to 
have more information before these changes are made. 
 
Respectfully 
 
Doug Brobst 
Gold Smith Jewelers 
     
www.GoldSmithJewelers‐NE.com 
 
 
 




