
   

DIRECTORS’ MEETING 
 MONDAY, AUGUST 1, 2011
555 S. 10TH STREET, ROOM 113

     2:00 P.M.

I. CITY CLERK
 

II. MAYOR  
1. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler, Alice Dittman, and other community leaders will hold a news

conference on Thursday, July 28th, at 10 a.m. in Room 303 of the County-City Building to announce
the creation of a new micro-lending fund to help under-served entrepreneurs.   

2. NEWS RELEASE. Alice Dittman gives $1 million to Lincoln Community Foundation for
Entrepreneurial Loan Program. 

III. DIRECTORS

FINANCE/BUDGET
1. Memo on breakdown of the split between Street Construction Funds and Wheel Tax Funds, that have

been the source of funding for the Snow Removal Fund. 
a) Snow Removal Fund Revenue History.  

2. July sales tax reports reflecting May activity:
a) Actual Compared to Projected Sales Tax Collections;
b) Gross Sales Tax Collections (With Refunds Added Back In) 2005-2006 through 2010-2011;
c) Sales Tax Refunds 2005-2006 through 2010-2011; and 
d) Net Sales Tax Collections 2005-2006 through 2010-2011. 

PLANNING COMMISSION
1. Action by the Planning Commission, July 27, 2011. 
2. Planning Commission Final Action, July 27, 2011.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Administrative Approvals from July 19, 2011 through July 25, 2011 approved by the Planning

Director.  

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES/ENGINEERING
1. Ordinance amending Ordinance 18214, which amended Ordinance 17366, regarding preparation of

detailed plans and specifications for widening, reconstruction, and improvement of Old Cheney Road
from Highway 2 to South 88th Street.

   
IV. COUNCIL MEMBERS

JON CAMP
1. Letter from Thomas L. Miller. Do not break the City budget by adding medians and turn lanes and

confounding the snow removal process on Old Cheney from 70th to 84th Street. 
2. Correspondence to Deloyd Larsen regarding water drainage needs which he testified to at the last

City Council meeting. 
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a) Reply to Mr. Deloyd Larsen regarding concerns on drainage and water flow through the Edenton
HA outlot from Craig Aldridge, Public Works & Utilities, Engineering.

b) Memo from Miki Esposito, Public Works & Utilities, Compliance, regarding Mr. Larsen’s
concerns. Watershed Management will follow up on his inquiry regarding the drainage issues in
the Edenton area. 

3. Correspondence thanking Craig Aldridge from Councilman Camp on information to neighbors as to
what type of overflows they can expect.    

4. Correspondence from James Drake expressing thanks for putting solutions/suggestions on the table. 
5. Jack Baillie in support of Councilman Camp’s proposal on widening Old Cheney Road. 
6. Katie Halperin agreeing with Councilman Camp’s analysis regarding widening of Old Cheney Road.
7. Correspondence from Craig Aldridge with further review of drainage calculations, additional 

information on the impact of a 10-year storm event.
a) Councilman Camp’s thanks and appreciation for the information. 

V. MISCELLANEOUS - None

VI. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS
1. Darlene Moore. Support the 6+1 amendment to maintain our parks, and stop wasting money on

plants in street islands. 
2. Tim K. Johnson. Support Jonathan Cook’s 6+1 to help our parks and trees. 
3. Rolmsted. Do not raise the wheel tax, we pay ridiculously high auto taxes as it is. 
4. Linda. Please do not cut hours at the public libraries or layoff staff. 
5. Kathryn Westwood. Possibly a conflict of interest in the Mayor’s budget.    
6. Peter W. Katt. Very disappointed with the only decision made by a majority of the council was how

to spend more money than Mayor recommended.
7. Peggy Sintek-Hall. In favor of keeping parks, pools, libraries open, and the bus schedules remaining

the same as now. Raise our taxes to keep this way. 
8. Linda Pabst. Many people in Lincoln depend upon the handivan for transportation. 
9. Alan More. Mr. Camp had ideas to save money, which were all rejected. Rainy day fund should be

used to decrease taxes. 
      10. Brian L. Kamler. Don’t let selfish, special interests dominate your decisions. 
      11. Maggie Higgins. Some Council members think it is important to raise taxes to keep pet services.

Kudos for not increasing the wheel tax and parking fines. 
      12. Jim Crawford. Yesterday’s Council meeting was a slap in the face to the people of Lincoln, most of

you are afraid to speak against the Mayor. 
      13. Jack Bewley. Our family supports Jonathan Cook’s 6+1 amendment to maintain parks, pools, and

playgrounds. 
      14. Rita Metcalf. Opposed to raising taxes before more cuts are made, with suggestions. 
      15. Alan More. Comments on the July 25th Council Meeting.   
      16. Bryan Block. When you are operating at a deficit you must cut back on spending. Some cuts may be

painful but we are not an ATM machine. 
      17. Russ Guill. Proposed ideas to reduce or eliminate a tax increase were disregarded by some Council

members. 
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      18. Dennis Walls. Why are we funding a loss in the city retirement fund? Clean up old standing mistakes.
      19. Ben McEntarffer. Consider other alternatives before raising taxes. Would love to mow city parks at

$9 an hour. 
      20. H. Arnold Wassenberg. Rethink tax increases. Wages have not increased but you take more of our

remaining income every year. 
      21. Phil Epp. Business is tapped out, but amendments voted down. Next time humor us and act like you

care about the citizens of Lincoln.
      22. Garry Zager. Four Council members passed an opportunity to hold the line on higher taxes. Problem

is the spending and growth of government. 
      23. Peg Reutzel. We have to make cuts in our budgets to pay for all the increases in taxes. 
      24. Ron Mellen. Can’t believe you want to raise taxes but not cut any services. Where are we suppose to

get more money, we’re retired and can’t make ends meet now.
      25. Steve Bowen. Establish a budget to limit the size of the City government. No need to raise taxes.

Correct the budget so no property tax increase becomes necessary. 
      26. Anne Deterding. Hope Council and the Mayor will do the right thing and reconsider this tax hike and

this budget, change your priorities. 
      27. Armen Badeer. Find alternatives to tax increases, and find ways to reduce government spending,

even if it causes some difficulties in the short term.
      28. Cathy Lohmeier. In favor of increasing property taxes in lieu of closing pools, libraries and needed

public services. 
      29. Jim and Lori Johnson, UPS Store 3345. As small business owners vehemently oppose raising taxes

without first exploring other options. 
      30. Any Ringsmuth. Reduce city employees retirement match, increase their health care to their share

being 50%, and we should have significant savings to deal with the budget. 
      31. Alan and Donna Hersch. Do not compromise on the widening of Old Cheney Road. Build as

recommended by the City Engineers.     
      32. Kathy Berger. Political split on the Council should be put aside for the good of the City as a whole.

Stand by your commitments and vote against a property tax increase. 
      33. Kathy Danek. Her family can afford the small investment proposed to protect our quality of life. 
      34. JL Exteriors, Inc. Look at creative ways to help with the budget besides raising taxes.            
      35. Sabrina Ehmke. Work against laying off Lincoln’s library staff positions. 
      36. Joseph Prai. Make cuts, live within our means, and don’t raise taxes and fees to generate money. 
      37. Carolyn Brandle. Consider Jonathan Cook’s 6+1 suggestion, and also we could increase taxes as

proposed by the Mayor. 
      38. Ardel Harger. Support the Mayor’s budget including proposed increase in property taxes. 
      39. Rick Urwiler. We need strong public safety, parks, libraries, pool and also street repairs. 
      40. Rebecca Gaston-Wise. Support the Mayor’s proposed budget.   
      41. Karl Reinhard, Irvingdale Neighborhood Association Board, supporting property tax increase to keep

our quality of life.  
            
VII. ADJOURNMENT 
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

DATE: July 27, 2011   

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

      

 

Mayor Chris Beutler and Alice Dittman, former President and CEO of Cornhusker

Bank, will be joined by other community leaders to announce the creation of a

new micro-lending fund to help underserved entrepreneurs at a news conference at

10 a.m. Thursday, July 28 in Room 303, third floor of the County-City

Building, 555 S. 10th St.
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Steve D. Hubka
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 4:04 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: FW: History on Snow Removal Funding
Attachments: Snow Removal History.pdf

Attached is a breakdown of the split between Street Construction Funds and Wheel Tax Funds (requested by Councilman 
Camp) that have been the source of funding for the Snow Removal Fund from the beginning of the fund through the current 
fiscal year.  In the first year, 1992‐93, the wheel tax amount was low because the extra $4 of the wheel tax was not 
implemented until January of that fiscal year.   
 

From: Jan Bolin <jbolin@lincoln.ne.gov> 
Date: Wed, 27 Jul 2011 14:06:36 ‐0500 
To: "Steve D. Hubka" <shubka@lincoln.ne.gov> 
Subject: History on Snow Removal Funding 
 
 
 
Jan Bolin 
City of Lincoln Budget Office 
402‐441‐8306 
 



Street	
  Construction Wheel	
  Tax Total	
  Budget

2010-­‐2011 2,369,470 1,111,500 3,480,970

2009-­‐2010 1,943,544 1,094,000 3,037,544

2008-­‐2009 1,885,605 1,074,700 2,960,305

2007-­‐2008 1,795,719 1,062,000 2,857,719

2006-­‐2007 1,768,431 1,057,400 2,825,831

2005-­‐2006 1,942,952 1,024,400 2,967,352

2004-­‐2005 1,700,045 1,014,200 2,714,245

2003-­‐2004 1,131,097 1,044,726 2,175,823

2002-­‐2003 1,045,962 1,049,011 2,094,973

2001-­‐2002 930,262 1,044,469 1,974,731

2000-­‐2001 906,053 983,000 1,889,053

1999-­‐2000 866,463 954,900 1,821,363

1998-­‐1999 751,989 945,942 1,697,931

1997-­‐1998 725,207 918,390 1,643,597

1996-­‐1997 652,027 891,642 1,543,669

1995-­‐1996 606,899 836,990 1,443,889

1994-­‐1995 552,102 796,956 1,349,058

1993-­‐1994 571,881 671,250 1,243,131

1992-­‐1993 829,830 268,500 1,098,330

City	
  Budget	
  Office
Jan	
  Bolin
402-­‐441-­‐8306
7/27/2011

Snow	
  Removal	
  Fund	
  Revenue	
  History



           Actual Compared to 
  Projected Sales Tax Collections

. VARIANCE
2010-11 2010-11 FROM $ CHANGE % CHANGE

PROJECTED ACTUAL PROJECTED FR. 09-10 FR. 09-10
SEPTEMBER $4,606,732 $4,767,314 $160,582 $163,898 3.56%

OCTOBER $4,803,841 $4,865,846 $62,005 $273,777 5.96%
NOVEMBER $4,756,946 $4,889,920 $132,974 $116,328 2.44%
DECEMBER $4,499,729 $4,695,792 $196,063 $396,057 9.21%
JANUARY $4,578,573 $4,414,597 ($163,976) $317,344 7.75%

FEBRUARY $5,817,548 $5,850,307 $32,759 $528,063 9.92%
MARCH $4,293,198 $3,933,528 ($359,670) ($278,706) -6.62%
APRIL $4,066,088 $4,411,735 $345,647 $193,430 4.59%
MAY $4,719,366 $5,205,614 $486,248 $87,592 1.71%
JUNE $4,595,468 $4,890,896 $295,428 $338,946 7.45%
JULY $4,651,786 $4,791,762 $139,976 $475,373 11.01%

AUGUST $4,927,739

TOTAL $56,317,014 $52,717,309 $1,328,034 $2,612,102 5.21%

 
Actual collections through July are 2.58 % above projections for the year.



CITY OF LINCOLN
GROSS SALES TAX COLLECTIONS 
(WITH REFUNDS ADDED BACK IN)

2005-2006 THROUGH 2010-2011

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 YEAR 2009-2010 YEAR 2010-2011 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $4,630,210 $4,573,597 $4,612,020 $4,812,555 4.35% $4,703,478 -2.27% $4,822,814 2.54%

OCTOBER $4,823,369 $4,712,519 $5,052,950 $4,845,000 -4.12% $4,687,315 -3.25% $4,987,584 6.41%

NOVEMBER $4,799,275 $4,658,480 $4,818,715 $4,937,998 2.48% $4,922,939 -0.30% $4,938,240 0.31%

DECEMBER $4,511,403 $4,445,761 $4,753,456 $4,545,947 -4.37% $4,502,684 -0.95% $4,708,180 4.56%

JANUARY $4,342,902 $4,554,634 $4,617,097 $4,465,270 -3.29% $4,354,458 -2.48% $4,777,606 9.72%

FEBRUARY $5,797,893 $5,993,653 $5,596,617 $5,775,594 3.20% $5,426,478 -6.04% $5,920,886 9.11%

MARCH $4,247,908 $4,125,074 $4,421,405 $4,258,773 -3.68% $4,226,466 -0.76% $4,418,795 4.55%

APRIL $3,991,159 $4,018,709 $4,227,476 $4,119,617 -2.55% $4,294,043 4.23% $4,421,797 2.98%

MAY $4,543,369 $4,895,921 $4,753,366 $4,744,089 -0.20% $5,186,573 9.33% $5,374,035 3.61%

JUNE $4,539,614 $4,664,470 $4,859,251 $4,624,054 -4.84% $4,662,293 0.83% $4,995,388 7.14%

JULY $4,655,061 $4,772,617 $4,983,976 $4,501,197 -9.69% $4,567,893 1.48% $4,865,530 6.52%

AUGUST $4,991,723 $4,887,329 $5,026,702 $4,856,331 -3.39% $5,105,968 5.14%

TOTAL $55,873,886 $56,302,764 $57,723,030 $56,486,425 -2.14% $56,640,589 0.27% $54,230,855 5.23%
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CITY OF LINCOLN
SALES TAX REFUNDS

2005-2006 THROUGH 2010-2011

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FROM PRIOR ACTUAL FROM PRIOR ACTUAL FROM PRIOR
2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 YEAR 2009-2010 YEAR 2010-2011 YEAR

SEPTEMBER ($80,882) ($27,350) ($90,282) ($435,079) 381.91% ($100,061) -77.00% ($55,500) -44.53%

OCTOBER ($358,866) ($166,695) ($79,688) ($108,925) 36.69% ($95,246) -12.56% ($121,738) 27.81%

NOVEMBER ($173,972) ($3,881) ($158,855) ($86,760) -45.38% ($149,347) 72.14% ($48,320) -67.65%

DECEMBER ($6,319) ($175,440) ($29,848) ($209,674) 602.47% ($202,950) -3.21% ($12,388) -93.90%

JANUARY ($269,713) ($84,287) ($26,308) ($256,270) 874.13% ($257,206) 0.37% ($363,009) 41.14%

FEBRUARY ($73,395) ($327,119) ($489,939) ($83,713) -82.91% ($104,235) 24.51% ($70,579) -32.29%

MARCH ($165,869) ($133,574) ($325,269) ($73,785) -77.32% ($14,233) -80.71% ($485,268) 3309.51%

APRIL ($196,682) ($130,611) ($108,764) ($70,988) -34.73% ($75,738) 6.69% ($10,063) -86.71%

MAY ($166,567) ($381,653) ($22,529) ($117,201) 420.23% ($68,551) -41.51% ($168,421) 145.69%

JUNE ($14,085) ($186,252) ($136,308) ($444,973) 226.45% ($110,343) -75.20% ($104,492) -5.30%

JULY ($39,492) ($155,825) ($478,184) ($331,804) -30.61% ($251,505) -24.20% ($73,768) -70.67%

AUGUST ($57,700) ($569,595) ($43,759) ($11,878) -72.86% ($286,162) 2309.23% ($3,563) -98.75%

TOTAL ($1,603,541) ($2,342,280) ($1,989,734) ($2,231,050) 12.13% ($1,715,576) -23.10% ($1,517,108) -11.57%
Year to date vs.
previous year
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CITY OF LINCOLN
NET SALES TAX COLLECTIONS
2005-2006 THROUGH 2010-2011

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR.
2005-2006 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 YEAR 2009-2010 YEAR 2010-2011 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $4,549,328 $4,546,247 $4,521,738 $4,377,476 -3.19% $4,603,417 5.16% $4,767,314 3.56%

OCTOBER $4,464,503 $4,545,825 $4,973,261 $4,736,074 -4.77% $4,592,069 -3.04% $4,865,846 5.96%

NOVEMBER $4,625,303 $4,654,599 $4,659,859 $4,851,237 4.11% $4,773,592 -1.60% $4,889,920 2.44%

DECEMBER $4,505,085 $4,270,321 $4,723,609 $4,336,273 -8.20% $4,299,735 -0.84% $4,695,792 9.21%

JANUARY $4,073,189 $4,470,347 $4,590,789 $4,209,000 -8.32% $4,097,252 -2.65% $4,414,597 7.75%

FEBRUARY $5,724,498 $5,666,534 $5,106,677 $5,691,881 11.46% $5,322,243 -6.49% $5,850,307 9.92%

MARCH $4,082,038 $3,991,501 $4,096,136 $4,184,988 2.17% $4,212,234 0.65% $3,933,528 -6.62%

APRIL $3,794,477 $3,888,098 $4,118,712 $4,048,629 -1.70% $4,218,305 4.19% $4,411,735 4.59%

MAY $4,376,803 $4,514,268 $4,730,837 $4,626,889 -2.20% $5,118,022 10.61% $5,205,614 1.71%

JUNE $4,525,529 $4,478,219 $4,722,943 $4,179,081 -11.52% $4,551,950 8.92% $4,890,896 7.45%

JULY $4,615,569 $4,616,793 $4,505,792 $4,169,394 -7.47% $4,316,388 3.53% $4,791,762 11.01%

AUGUST $4,934,023 $4,317,734 $4,982,944 $4,844,454 -2.78% $4,819,806 -0.51%

TOTAL $54,270,346 $53,960,485 $55,733,297 $54,255,376 -2.65% $54,925,013 1.23% $52,717,309 5.21%
Year to date vs.

Page 3 previous year



*** ACTION BY PLANNING COMMISSION ***
July 27, 2011

NOTICE: The Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Commission will hold a public
hearing on Wednesday, July 27, 2011, 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, (402) 441-7491.

The Lincoln/Lancaster County Planning Commission will meet on
Wednesday, July 27, 2011, from 11:00 a.m. - 12:45 p.m. in Room 113 of
the City-County Building, 555 S. 10th St., Lincoln, Nebraska, for a
workshop on the “Draft” 2040 Comprehensive Plan and the “Draft” 2040
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP).

**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, JULY 27, 2011

[Commissioner Gaylor Baird absent]

Approval of minutes of the regular meeting held July 13, 2011. **APPROVED, 8-0 (Gaylor
Baird absent)**

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

PERMITS: 
1.1 Special Permit No. 11019, for a craft brewery under the special permit for

Page I-1 District, on property generally located at SW 5th Street and W. South
01 Street.  *** FINAL ACTION *** 

Staff recommendation: Conditional Approval   
Staff Planner: Christy Eichorn, 441-7603, ceichorn@lincoln.ne.gov
Planning Commission ‘final action’: CONDITIONAL APPROVAL, as set
forth in the staff report dated July 14, 2011, 8-0 (Gaylor Baird absent).
Resolution No. PC-01244.



2. REQUESTS FOR DEFERRAL: (See Item No. 5.1 below)

3. ITEMS REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA: None.

4. PUBLIC HEARING AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION:

CHANGE OF ZONE:
4.1 Change of Zone No. 11025, amending Section 27.35.020 of the Lincoln

Page Municipal Code relating to Permitted Uses in the B-4 Lincoln Center
07 Business District to prohibit sexually oriented live entertainment

establishments in all areas of the B-4 zoning district; and repealing Section
27.35.020 of the Lincoln Municipal Code as hitherto existing.
Staff recommendation: Approval  
Staff Planner: Steve Henrichsen, 441-6374, shenrichsen@lincoln.ne.gov
Had public hearing.
Planning Commission recommendation: APPROVAL, 8-0.
Public Hearing before City Council tentatively scheduled for Monday,
August 15, 2011, 3:00 p.m.

PERMITS: 
4.2 Special Permit No. 1114E, an amendment to the Pheasant Run Addition

Page Community Unit Plan, relating to the construction and location of the
27 sidewalk along Pheasant Run Lane, on property generally located at Old

Cheney Road and Pheasant Run Lane. *** FINAL ACTION *** 
Staff recommendation: Denial   
Staff Planner: Brian Will, 441-6362, bwill@lincoln.ne.gov
Had public hearing.
Planning Commission ‘final action’: DENIAL, 6-2 (Esseks, Francis,
Larson, Lust, Cornelius and Sunderman voting ‘yes’; Partington and
Taylor voting ‘no’; Gaylor Baird absent).



5. CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION:

CHANGE OF ZONE: 
5.1 Change of Zone No. 11019, amending Title 27 of the Lincoln Municipal

Page Code, the Zoning Code, by amending Chapter 27.03 to add the definition of
39  “Entertainment Restaurant” as Section 27.03.218 and to renumber existing

Section 27.03.218 (Existing Urban Area) as Section 27.03.219; amending
Sections 27.31.040, 27.33.030, and 27.37.025 to allow entertainment
restaurants as a conditional use in the B-2, B-3, and B-5 zoning districts,
respectively; amending Section 27.47.020 to prohibit an entertainment
restaurant as a permitted use in the I-1 Industrial District; and repealing
Sections 27.03.218, 27.31.040, 27.33.030, 27.37.025, and 27.47.020 of the
Lincoln Municipal Code as hitherto existing.
Staff recommendation: Approval, as revised   
Staff Planner: Brian Will, 441-6362, bwill@lincoln.ne.gov
Applicant’s request for additional four-week deferral granted, with
CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING AND ACTION scheduled for
Wednesday, August 24, 2011, 1:00 p.m.

* * * * * * * * * * 

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

* * * * * * * * * *

PENDING LIST: 

1a. Change of Zone No. 11009, amending Section 27.63.500 of the Lincoln Municipal
Code relating to Zoning Code Special Permits for Scrap Processing Operations,
Salvage Yards, and Enclosed Disassembly Operations, to allow outdoor salvage
material to be located closer than 500 feet from certain entrance corridors if land
forms or screening completely obstructs the view by the traveling public of the
salvage material, and to authorize the City Council to decrease the 500-foot setback
under limited circumstances; and repealing Section 27.63.500 of the Lincoln
Municipal Code as hitherto existing.
(6-11-11: Planning Commission voted 8-0 to place on pending, no date certain,
at the applicant’s request.)

2b. Special Permit No. 11006, for a scrap processing operation and to allow salvage
material kept outside a building to be located closer than the 500 feet to the West
“O” Street entrance corridor, on property generally located at West O Street and Sun
Valley Boulevard (545 West “O” Street).
(6-11-11: Planning Commission voted 8-0 to place on pending, no date certain,
at the applicant’s request.)



Planning Dept. staff contacts: 

Steve Henrichsen, Development Review Manager . . . 441-6473 . . 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, 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
Sara Hartzell, Planner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 441-6371 . . shartzell@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 . . . . . . . . . 441-6370 . . 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 



PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION
NOTIFICATION

TO : Mayor Chris Beutler
Lincoln City Council

 
FROM : Jean Preister, Planning

DATE : July 28, 2011

RE : Notice of final action by Planning Commission: July 27, 2011

Please be advised that on July 27, 2011, the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning
Commission adopted the following resolution:

Resolution No. PC-01244, approving Special Permit No. 11019, requested by B&J
Partnership, for a craft brewery in the I-1 Industrial District on property generally located
at S.W. 5th Street and West South Street.  

Please be advised that on July 27, 2011, the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning
Commission voted 6-2 to deny the following request for resolution:

Special Permit No. 1114E, an amendment to the Pheasant Run Community Unit
Plan, requested by the developer and the Home Owners Association for Pheasant Run,
to allow the sidewalk required along one side of Pheasant Run Lane to remain as it is
constructed, with one-half on either side of the street, generally located at Pheasant Run
Lane and Old Cheney Road.  

This is final action unless appealed to the City Council within 14 days of the action by the
Planning Commission.  

The Planning Commission Resolution may be accessed on the internet at www.lincoln.ne.gov
(Keyword = PATS).  Use the “Search Selection” screen and search by application number (i.e.
SP11019).  The Resolution and Planning Department staff report are in the “Related
Documents” under the application number.

Q:\shared\wp\jlu\2011 ccnotice\072711



City/County Planning Department
555 S. 10th Street, Rm. 213

Lincoln NE 68508 
(402) 441-7491

Memorandum 
Date: g July 26, 2011

To: g City Clerk

From: g Teresa McKinstry, Planning Dept.  

Re: g Administrative Approvals

cc: g Jean Preister

This is a list of the Administrative Approvals that were approved by the Planning Director
from July 19, 2011 thru July 25, 2011:

Administrative Amendment No. 11030 to Pre-Existing Special Permit No. 38, Lancaster
Manor, approved by the Planning Director on July 21, 2011, requested by Lancaster Manor
Real Estate, LLC., to create a site plan for a pre-existing special permit that shows both the
existing conditions, easements, buildable area, two proposed additions and new general
notes, on property generally located at S. 10th St. and South St. 

Administrative Amendment No. 11033 to Special Permit No. 450P, Madonna Health
Center, approved by the Planning Director on July 21, 2011, requested by Madonna
Centers, to revise the site plan to add parking stalls near the South Street main entrance,
on property generally located at S. 56th St. and South St. 

Administrative Amendment No. 11034 to Use Permit No. 101A, approved by the
Planning Director on July 21, 2011, requested by Professional Park North Partners, LLC.,
to remove the fenced in areas, add three parking stalls on Lot 5 and add Note 25, on
property generally located at N. 26th St. and Ticonderoga Dr. 

Administrative Amendment No. 11025 to Pre-Existing Use Permit No. 9S, Edgewood
Shopping Center, approved by the Planning Director on July 22, 2011, requested by Craig
Gies, to revise the site plan to change the use designation on Area F (the old Kmart site)
from retail to commercial, on property generally located at S. 56th St. and Highway 2. 

Waiver No. 11022 to Final Plat No. 04041, approved by the Planning Director on July 25,
2011, requested by Northern Lights, LLC., to extend the time for two years to install street
trees and sidewalks for Northern Lights 14th Addition.  The improvements shall be
completed by July 25, 2013.  Property is generally located at N. 84th St. and Northern Lights
Dr.



 Introduce:   
 
 

ORDINANCE NO.                   
 
 AN ORDINANCE amending Ordinance 18214, which amended Ordinance 17366, which 1 

authorized and directed the Department of Public Works and Utilities to proceed with the 2 

preparation of detailed plans and specifications for the widening, reconstruction, and 3 

improvement of Old Cheney Road from Nebraska Highway 2 to South 88th Street to acquire 4 

necessary right-of-way and easements relating thereto: and to proceed with construction thereof. 5 

 WHEREAS, Ordinance 18214, which amended Ordinance 17366, provided that “In the 6 

event of any significant changes in conditions prior to construction, the Director of Public Works 7 

and Utilities shall advise the Council and shall request appropriate amendments to this 8 

authorizing ordinance” and 9 

 WHEREAS, significant changes have occurred prior to construction of the roadway 10 

improvements described in Section 1 of Ordinance 18214, which amended Ordinance 17366, 11 

and the Director of Public Works and Utilities is requesting appropriate amendments to Section 1 12 

to authorize changes to the improvements in Old Cheney Road from Nebraska Highway 2 to 13 

South 88th Street and to revise the listed improvements. 14 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Lincoln, 15 

Nebraska: 16 

Section 1.  That Section 1 of Ordinance 18214, which amended Ordinance 17366, be 17 

amended to as follows: 18 

  Section 1.  The Department of Public Works and Utilities is now hereby 19 

authorized and directed to proceed with the preparation of detailed plans and specifications for 20 

the above street widening, reconstructions, and improvements.  Such plans and specifications 21 



shall provide for: 1 

 d.  Construction of a roadway with four through lanes with left turn lanes and raised 2 

medians in Old Cheney Road from the east leg of Highway 2 intersection to approximately 900 3 

feet east of the centerline of Highway 2, then transitioning to four through lanes with a TWLTL 4 

to approximately 250 east of the above described point, then continuing with the TWLTL to a 5 

point approximately 1207 feet west of the intersection of South 70th Street, then transitioning to a 6 

cross-section with four through lanes and left turn lanes at a point 547 feet west of the 7 

intersection of South 70th Street, then continuing with four through lanes with left turn lanes, 8 

right turn lanes, and raised medians to approximately 1450 feet east of the intersection of South 9 

84th Street. 10 

 The typical roadway cross-section will provide four 12 foot wide through driving lanes 11 

with a 20 foot wide median.  It will also provide a 6 foot greenspace, behind the outside curbs, 12 

in non-retaining wall sections and will provide a 5 foot greenspace, behind the outside curbs, in 13 

retaining wall sections, as well as 12 foot wide right turn lanes for the stretch of Old Cheney 14 

Road from 70th Street to 82nd Street.  Total out-to-out width of the proposed roadway sections 15 

shall be approximately 72 feet.  The minimum right-of-way width required for the roadways is 16 

106 feet.  To provide flexibility for intersection improvements, a 113 foot right-of-way width 17 

shall be established for approximately 400 feet in advance of each major arterial intersection.  18 

The Public Works and Utilities Department shall include in the plans and specification 19 

provisions for the design, installation, and maintenance of appropriate landscaping and plantings 20 

in the median areas, together with soils appropriate to provide long-term support for the selected 21 

plantings. 22 

 Section 2.  Pursuant to Article VII, Section 7 of the City Charter, this ordinance shall be 23 



posted on the official bulletin board of the City in lieu of and in place of newspaper publication 1 

with notice of passage and such posting to be given by publication one time in the official 2 

newspaper by the City Clerk.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and after its 3 

passage and publication as herein and in the City Charter provided.   4 

 
 
 
       Introduced by: 
 
 
 
       AYES: 
       NAYS: 
 
 
 
Approved as to Form and Legalilty:   Approved: 
 
 
       ____________________________________ 
City Attorney      Director, Public Works & Utilities 
 
 
 
Approved as being in conformance 
with the Comprehensive Plan: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Planning Director 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Jon Camp [JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:26 PM
To: dl31109@windstream.net
Cc: Miki Esposito; Craig E. Aldridge; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer
Subject: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems

Deloyd Larsen 
5401 S. 73rd Street 
Lincoln, NE  68516 
402.483.6767 
Dl31109@windstream.net 
 
Deloyd: 
 
Thank you for your testimony at last evening’s City Council public hearing.  In particular, you raised some good points 
about the water drainage in this vicinity. 
 
I am copying Miki Esposito, Craig Aldridge, Ben Higgins, Mayor Beutler and my City Council colleagues on this email, 
because I want to ensure your points are understood.   
 
Please remain vigilant on the water drainage needs, especially because the Old Cheney project will be finalized very 
soon.  As you testified, another reason for DELETING the right turn lanes and raised medians would be to allow more 
side areas for drainage, whether those areas are public right‐of‐way or private property.  An Autobahn‐width Old 
Cheney would result in more “concrete” that facilitates flooding, not slower drainage and absorption 
 
I look forward to responses to you and me from Public Works.  Please give my regards to Nancy. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Jon 
 
ec:          Miki Esposito 
                Craig Aldridge 
                Ben Higgins 
                Mayor Chris Beutler 
                Members of the 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 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Craig E. Aldridge
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:57 AM
To: 'Jon Camp'; dl31109@windstream.net
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems

Mr. Larsen: 
 
I just wanted to follow up and thank you for your testimony as well.  I believe we spoke on the phone a few months ago 
regarding some of the concerns in your letter (attached).  I apologize for not sending an official response regarding your 
letter but when we spoke my thought was that I didn’t want to send you anything in writing until we had ironed out the 
parameters of the design currently being debated.  I apologize if I did not convey this to you better.  With that being 
said…..I can address a couple of the things you brought up the other night at City Council: 
 

1)  Edenton HA would like a more gradual 4:1 slope off of the roadway for ease of mowing. 
a. A 4:1 slope is currently what we have designed for this Outlot (per your request).  This is the only area 

on the project that we have deviated from the 3:1 slope we are proposing everywhere else. 
2)  Drainage and Water Flow through the Edenton HA Outlot (Increased Flow) 

a. In the current design we do show that a large portion of the underground drainage system will be 
reconstructed at Old Cheney and Cross Creek.  This includes about 65 feet of the low flow liner on the 
north side of Old Cheney.  This system (along with the low flow liner) has been analyzed based on the 
current standard of a 10‐year rain event and that analysis indicates that our current design is sound.  We 
also took a look a downstream impacts to the Outlot.  Based on a 10‐year storm we found that 
stormwater would breach the low flow liner but would be contained within the Outlot.  I know you 
mentioned the other night that you have seen flows over (or nearly over) a walking bridge in the Outlot. 
It is possible that these flows came from a storm that was more intensive than the 10‐year event, but I 
don’t know for sure.  I would like to stop out there sometime after we get a hard rain and take some 
pictures and see it first‐hand though. 

 
Again I apologize for not sending an official response to your letter.  Once we have clear direction on which roadway 
section we are proceeding with I will make sure to answer all of the concerns (attached) in a letter response of my own.  
Thanks again and please let me know if you have any further questions. 
 
Thanks. 
 

From: Jon Camp [mailto:JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:26 PM 
To: dl31109@windstream.net 
Cc: Miki Esposito; Craig E. Aldridge; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems 
 
Deloyd Larsen 
5401 S. 73rd Street 
Lincoln, NE  68516 
402.483.6767 
Dl31109@windstream.net 
 
Deloyd: 
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Thank you for your testimony at last evening’s City Council public hearing.  In particular, you raised some good points 
about the water drainage in this vicinity. 
 
I am copying Miki Esposito, Craig Aldridge, Ben Higgins, Mayor Beutler and my City Council colleagues on this email, 
because I want to ensure your points are understood.   
 
Please remain vigilant on the water drainage needs, especially because the Old Cheney project will be finalized very 
soon.  As you testified, another reason for DELETING the right turn lanes and raised medians would be to allow more 
side areas for drainage, whether those areas are public right‐of‐way or private property.  An Autobahn‐width Old 
Cheney would result in more “concrete” that facilitates flooding, not slower drainage and absorption 
 
I look forward to responses to you and me from Public Works.  Please give my regards to Nancy. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Jon 
 
ec:          Miki Esposito 
                Craig Aldridge 
                Ben Higgins 
                Mayor Chris Beutler 
                Members of the 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 
 

“The American Republic will endure until the day Congress discovers that it can bribe the 
public with the public's money” 
  

 Alexis de Tocqueville  (French Historian and Political scientist. 1805-1859) 
 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
 
             http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary-Lofts-Ridnour-Room/173175799380032 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Miki Esposito
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:58 AM
To: Jon Camp; dl31109@windstream.net
Cc: Craig E. Aldridge; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems

Councilman Camp ‐ 
 
I wanted you to know that Mr. Larsen and I spoke after the hearing on Monday.  Watershed 
Management will follow up on his inquiry regarding the drainage issues in the Edenton area.  
Ben and I will speak about this today and get back to Mr. Larsen shortly.  I'll be sure to 
keep you copied on the response.  Thank you for being in touch with him as well. 
 
Miki 
________________________________________ 
From: Jon Camp [JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:25 PM 
To: dl31109@windstream.net 
Cc: Miki Esposito; Craig E. Aldridge; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: Edenton/Old Cheney Area‐‐Drainage Problems 
 
Deloyd Larsen 
5401 S. 73rd Street 
Lincoln, NE  68516 
402.483.6767 
Dl31109@windstream.net 
 
Deloyd: 
 
Thank you for your testimony at last evening’s City Council public hearing.  In particular, 
you raised some good points about the water drainage in this vicinity. 
 
I am copying Miki Esposito, Craig Aldridge, Ben Higgins, Mayor Beutler and my City Council 
colleagues on this email, because I want to ensure your points are understood. 
 
Please remain vigilant on the water drainage needs, especially because the Old Cheney project 
will be finalized very soon.  As you testified, another reason for DELETING the right turn 
lanes and raised medians would be to allow more side areas for drainage, whether those areas 
are public right‐of‐way or private property.  An Autobahn‐width Old Cheney would result in 
more “concrete” that facilitates flooding, not slower drainage and absorption 
 
I look forward to responses to you and me from Public Works.  Please give my regards to 
Nancy. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Jon 
 
ec:          Miki Esposito 
                Craig Aldridge 
                Ben Higgins 
                Mayor Chris Beutler 
                Members of the Lincoln City Council 
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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<mailto:joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com> 
 
“The American Republic will endure until the day Congress discovers that it can bribe the 
public with the public's money” 
 
 
[cid:image001.gif@01CC4BBE.83D70CC0] Alexis de Tocqueville  
(French<http://thinkexist.com/nationality/french_authors/> 
Historian<http://thinkexist.com/occupation/famous_historians/> and Political 
scientist<http://thinkexist.com/occupation/famous_political_scientists/>. 
1805<http://thinkexist.com/birthday/july_29/>‐1859<http://thinkexist.com/birthday/april_16/>)
 
 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
 
             http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary‐Lofts‐Ridnour‐Room/173175799380032 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems

Craig: 
 
Thank you for clarifying the special consideration for Mr. Larsen’s concerns.  Your suggestion of observing water flow 
after a substantial rainfall is appreciated.  A 10‐year rain event is not too infrequent so whatever the results, please 
inform the neighbors what type of overflows they can expect. 
 
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 
 

“The American Republic will endure until the day Congress discovers that it can bribe the 
public with the public's money” 
  

 Alexis de Tocqueville  (French Historian and Political scientist. 1805-1859) 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
             http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary-Lofts-Ridnour-Room/173175799380032 
 

From: Craig E. Aldridge [mailto:caldridge@lincoln.ne.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:57 AM 
To: Jon Camp; dl31109@windstream.net 
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems 
 
Mr. Larsen: 
 
I just wanted to follow up and thank you for your testimony as well.  I believe we spoke on the phone a few months ago 
regarding some of the concerns in your letter (attached).  I apologize for not sending an official response regarding your 
letter but when we spoke my thought was that I didn’t want to send you anything in writing until we had ironed out the 
parameters of the design currently being debated.  I apologize if I did not convey this to you better.  With that being 
said…..I can address a couple of the things you brought up the other night at City Council: 
 

1)  Edenton HA would like a more gradual 4:1 slope off of the roadway for ease of mowing. 
a. A 4:1 slope is currently what we have designed for this Outlot (per your request).  This is the only area 

on the project that we have deviated from the 3:1 slope we are proposing everywhere else. 
2)  Drainage and Water Flow through the Edenton HA Outlot (Increased Flow) 



2

a. In the current design we do show that a large portion of the underground drainage system will be 
reconstructed at Old Cheney and Cross Creek.  This includes about 65 feet of the low flow liner on the 
north side of Old Cheney.  This system (along with the low flow liner) has been analyzed based on the 
current standard of a 10‐year rain event and that analysis indicates that our current design is sound.  We 
also took a look a downstream impacts to the Outlot.  Based on a 10‐year storm we found that 
stormwater would breach the low flow liner but would be contained within the Outlot.  I know you 
mentioned the other night that you have seen flows over (or nearly over) a walking bridge in the Outlot. 
It is possible that these flows came from a storm that was more intensive than the 10‐year event, but I 
don’t know for sure.  I would like to stop out there sometime after we get a hard rain and take some 
pictures and see it first‐hand though. 

 
Again I apologize for not sending an official response to your letter.  Once we have clear direction on which roadway 
section we are proceeding with I will make sure to answer all of the concerns (attached) in a letter response of my own.  
Thanks again and please let me know if you have any further questions. 
 
Thanks. 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: Today Council Meeting - Thanks

From: jdrake331@aol.com [jdrake331@aol.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 25, 2011 8:18 PM 
To: Jon Camp 
Cc: ahornug@lincoln.ne.gov; Eugene W. Carroll; Jayne L. Snyder; Jonathan A. Cook; Carl B. Eskridge; Doug Emery 
Subject: Today Council Meeting - Thanks 

Hi Jon, 
Attending the first part of the meeting tonight and really wanted to reach out to you and say Thank You for at least putting 
solutions/suggestions line-by-line on the table.  The balance of your fellow council members need to maybe start looking 
in the mirror and see what they really look like.  Believe you me, sitting in the audience it about makes you sick to see all 
the inappropriate body language and gestures.   It quite frankly made me so depressed and sadden by the events, I had 
to get up a leave the meeting. 
  
I guess the group of 4 are the party of "NO".  Do they ever think using their own mind.  It is very hard to think that after all 
the suggestion you put on the table, that not one of them would have said, "Gee, maybe we should look at that a little 
closer".   The classic of the night was the reason why we can't attack IT Spend after we lost one of its customers, is 
because we have a really good web site.   But, we are probably still eating lunch and dinner off the floor at Experian.....  
Lots of good ideas, that took some priority and out of box thinking that should have received support.  I agree, we don't 
need credit card investment in our meters downtown.    
  
I have been involved in running businesses both locally, nationally, and internationally and have had to face difficult 
budget decisions.  It is never fun to make cuts and find the money to live within the budget.  Maybe it is time for the 
Members of NO to bring some ideas to the table to addess this run away spending machine.  Quite frankly, finding 1.5% 
on the Fire, Police, EMS budget shouldn't be the difficult.  Maybe not fun, but not difficult. 
  
Thanks again and I hope you get some other members quickly who start to contribute positively to the solution, versus 
always just saying NO. 
  
James Drake 
2011 Scotch Pine Trail 
Lincoln, NE  68512 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: Letter to City Council Members

From: Baillie [jbaillie@neb.rr.com] 
Sent: Sunday, July 24, 2011 10:47 PM 
To: Jon Camp 
Subject: Letter to City Council Members 

Dear Mr. Camp: 
  
    I sent the letter below to each of the other city council members urging their support of your proposal that 
appeared in Sunday’s paper concerning the widening of Old Cheney Road.  I hope they will all seriously 
consider what you are suggesting, rather than voting to support what city bureaucrats are asking for.  Thanks 
for your continued support for the taxpayers of Lincoln. 
        Jack Baillie 
             Copy of Letter, individually addressed to each council member: 
  
Dear Mr. Cook‐‐ 
  
    I know the City Council is faced with major budget decisions that will have to be made soon, many of which 
call for cutting or curtailing services to residents. Sunday’s Lincoln paper had an article by Councilman Camp 
that proposed modifying the widening project slated for a vote on Monday. I want you to know that I am in 
full support of that proposal, which is contradictory to what your city traffic department is proposing. I have 
grandchildren that live in a home that backs up to Old Cheney, and their home and property would be severely 
and negatively affected if the traffic departments plans are accepted. 
  
    I really question the need for the expensive program the city has proposed for your consideration. This is 
the same department that incorrectly measured for the widening of Cornhusker Highway at 27th Street, so 
their research on traffic patterns in Lincoln needs to be questioned. Lowering the number of traffic accidents 
by 4 would cost taxpayers $250,000 each. This appears to be a very high expense for limited benefits. The city 
traffic department seems to have a “want” list, rather than a “need” list when they come up with projects. 
  
    Please vote to restrict the raised medians and turn lanes that are being proposed on Old Cheney Road. 
There are many more urgent and needed services that the city of Lincoln can and should support, instead of 
putting an unnecessary burden on local property taxpayers in this declining economy. The taxpaying residents 
of Lincoln will thank you for your support. 
  
    Thank you for your consideration on this topic. 
  
Jack Baillie 
2215 Hanover Court 
Lincoln, NE 68512 
402‐423‐9212 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: widening of Old Cheney

 
From: Katie Halperin [kph@nebhomesales.com] 
Sent: Sunday, July 24, 2011 12:47 PM 
To: Jon Camp 
Subject: widening of Old Cheney 

Hi Jon, 
We live in your district. 
My husband, Lou, and I agree with your analysis published in today’s (7/24) LJS, regarding widening of Old Cheney. 
  
For what it’s worth… 
  
Katie Halperin, Broker, MBA 
Nebraska Home Sales 
KPH@NebHomeSales.com 
402-429-8111 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Craig E. Aldridge
Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2011 1:00 PM
To: 'Jon Camp'; dl31109@windstream.net
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems

Councilman Camp: 
 
Upon further review of the drainage calculations, in particular the anticipated impacts to the Edenton HA Outlot, for a 
10‐year storm event it has been found that the total amount of spread would be between 15 to 21 feet on either side of 
the center of the low‐flow liner through this area.  The low flow liner itself is about 6 feet wide so this means water 
would “spill out” approximately 12 to 18 feet in the grass area outside of the liner.  The water would have an 
approximate depth of 2.25 feet.  Plotting this on an aerial map it appears that this overflow would not be of any direct 
impact to homes in this area, but would come close to some landscaping.   
 
In conversation with Ben Higgins from Watershed Management it is also important to note the following information: 
 
1)  low flow liners are intended to handle relatively low flows and will overtop during any significant rainfall event 
2)  the bridge Mr. Larsen brought up at council is a private bridge and is built low,  The bridge deck is about 3 feet above 
the low flow liner 
3)  the banks along the lower portion of the low flow liner north of Edenton Road have built up over the years (up to 2 
feet at some locations) and restrict flow and increase flooding depths from what was originally intended 
4)  the increase of impervious area due to the widening of Old Cheney (using either City's design width or other) does 
increase runoff incrementally but the amount is not significant due to the size of the drainage area 
 
Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns regarding this matter.   
 
Thanks. 
 

From: Jon Camp [mailto:JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 10:04 AM 
To: Craig E. Aldridge; dl31109@windstream.net 
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems 
 
Craig: 
 
Thank you for clarifying the special consideration for Mr. Larsen’s concerns.  Your suggestion of observing water flow 
after a substantial rainfall is appreciated.  A 10‐year rain event is not too infrequent so whatever the results, please 
inform the neighbors what type of overflows they can expect. 
 
Jon 
 
 

JON A. CAMP 

Haymarket Square/CH, Ltd. 
200 Haymarket Square 
808 P Street 
P.O. Box 82307 
Lincoln, NE  68501-2307 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Jon Camp [JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2011 1:15 PM
To: Craig E. Aldridge; dl31109@windstream.net
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems

Craig: 
 
Thanks for the additional information.  I am sure Deloyd Larsen will be especially interested. 
 
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 
 

“The American Republic will endure until the day Congress discovers that it can bribe the 
public with the public's money” 
  

 Alexis de Tocqueville  (French Historian and Political scientist. 1805-1859) 
 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
 
             http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary-Lofts-Ridnour-Room/173175799380032 
 

From: Craig E. Aldridge [mailto:caldridge@lincoln.ne.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2011 1:00 PM 
To: Jon Camp; dl31109@windstream.net 
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems 
 
Councilman Camp: 
 
Upon further review of the drainage calculations, in particular the anticipated impacts to the Edenton HA Outlot, for a 
10‐year storm event it has been found that the total amount of spread would be between 15 to 21 feet on either side of 
the center of the low‐flow liner through this area.  The low flow liner itself is about 6 feet wide so this means water 
would “spill out” approximately 12 to 18 feet in the grass area outside of the liner.  The water would have an 
approximate depth of 2.25 feet.  Plotting this on an aerial map it appears that this overflow would not be of any direct 
impact to homes in this area, but would come close to some landscaping.   
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In conversation with Ben Higgins from Watershed Management it is also important to note the following information: 
 
1)  low flow liners are intended to handle relatively low flows and will overtop during any significant rainfall event 
2)  the bridge Mr. Larsen brought up at council is a private bridge and is built low,  The bridge deck is about 3 feet above 
the low flow liner 
3)  the banks along the lower portion of the low flow liner north of Edenton Road have built up over the years (up to 2 
feet at some locations) and restrict flow and increase flooding depths from what was originally intended 
4)  the increase of impervious area due to the widening of Old Cheney (using either City's design width or other) does 
increase runoff incrementally but the amount is not significant due to the size of the drainage area 
 
Please let me know if you have any other questions or concerns regarding this matter.   
 
Thanks. 
 

From: Jon Camp [mailto:JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 10:04 AM 
To: Craig E. Aldridge; dl31109@windstream.net 
Cc: Miki Esposito; Ben J. Higgins; Mayor; Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: RE: Edenton/Old Cheney Area--Drainage Problems 
 
Craig: 
 
Thank you for clarifying the special consideration for Mr. Larsen’s concerns.  Your suggestion of observing water flow 
after a substantial rainfall is appreciated.  A 10‐year rain event is not too infrequent so whatever the results, please 
inform the neighbors what type of overflows they can expect. 
 
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 
 

“The American Republic will endure until the day Congress discovers that it can bribe the 
public with the public's money” 
  

 Alexis de Tocqueville  (French Historian and Political scientist. 1805-1859) 
 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
 
             http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary-Lofts-Ridnour-Room/173175799380032 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: D Moore [dlminthevine@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 7:32 AM
To: Council Packet
Subject: 6 +1 amendment

City Council 
  
I support the “6+1 Amendment To Maintain Our Parks” which will provide 6 million dollars for roads and 1 
million dollars for vital ongoing maintenance for our Parks Department 
. 
I also would like to see the waste of money stop on the planting and sprinkler systems, maintenance and 
repair on the street islands such as O Street between 48Th and on and they never should have planted anything 
there or anyplace else in the middle of the street that needs care on regular bases...more tax dollars spent . 
That money could be used on our parks and pools. 
  
Thank you for your time, 
  
Darlene Moore 
3333 Mohawk Street 
Lincoln, Ne 68510 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Tim Johnson [timfrugan@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, July 25, 2011 6:05 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Amendment 6 + 1 by J. Cook

To All City Council Members, 
  
Please note that I am in support of the amendment by Jon Cook, 6 + 1 to help our parks and trees.  To attract 
and keep new businesses and families in those businesses I say that parks are an important asset for us to enjoy 
our lives when not working.  Thanks 
  
Tim K Johnson 
Lincoln 
483-0425 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: rolmsted@neb.rr.com
Sent: Monday, July 25, 2011 5:34 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: wheel tax

PLEASE DO NOT RAISE THE WHEEL TAX BY THE RECOMMENDED $10 PER VEHICLE.  WE PAY RIDICULOUSLY 
HIGH AUTO TAXES AS IT IS!!!!! 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Linda [lsisson01@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, July 25, 2011 9:42 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Library staffing

Even in today's world a library is an important function in our society.  So please don't cut hours of the public 
library and don't layoff staff.  Put a hiring freeze on so as people leave or retire they aren't replaced which is 
what a great many business's have done but don't layoff staff as they become another statistic of  
unemployed.  The city of Lincoln does not need more unemployed.  Please think carefully about your decision 
and the effect you will make on peoples lives.  Thank you. 



Message from:

Kathryn Westwood
07.26.11    8:05 a.m.

Regarding the Mayor’s budget is there the possibility of a conflict of interest? The
Mayor and Mumgaard are associated with the Appleseed Organization and we
should check to see if in the Mayor’s budget we’re helping illegals when helping
this organization.    
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Council Packet
Subject: Disappointed with the Recomended City Council Budget

Dear Council Members: 
 
I am sorely disappointed that the only decision a majority of the council could agree upon yesterday was how 
to spend more money than the Mayor recommended to you and gave no public indication of any effort to make 
changes that might eliminate some of the proposed tax increases.  I am hopeful that along with your 
commitment to increase the wheel tax, you will also be willing to provide greater oversight and accountability 
for the choices made by Public Works in spending the road construction dollars that it receives.  I do not think 
our community has been provided the value it deserves from the limited street construction funds we have 
available.  
 

Peter W. Katt 
6400 Artisan Way 
 

From: Peter W. Katt  
Sent: Sunday, July 24, 2011 10:04 AM 
To: 'council@lincoln.ne.gov' 
Cc: 'mayor@lincoln.ne.gov' 
Subject: City Budget Discussion 
 
Dear Council Members: 
As you begin deliberations on next year’s City budget I would ask that you bring in a budget with no property 
tax increase.  Further, I do not support any increase in the wheel tax until better choices are made with the 
expenditures of current road funds by the City’s Public Works Department.  I would encourage you to not put 
any additional funds within the reach of that Department to spend on building roads until the planned for audit 
of that department is completed. Should any of you want any specific examples, I would be happy to provide 
them to you.  I have mentioned many of them to you over the years.  The current Old Cheney road widening 
project that you have been battling that Department over is only the most recent manifestation of its approach 
and attitude to meeting our community’s transportation needs. 
 
As to no property tax increase, please see the attached.  According to the Nebraska Department of Revenue, 
over the past five years, the property tax base in Lincoln has increased by 16.65% and taxies levied by 
18.92%.  The property tax portion of the City’s revenue had kept pace with the City’s needs.  If there have 
been revenue short falls in other areas of the budget, those shortfalls should be replaced with cuts to spending 
 rather than increases in property taxes.  
 
I understand that there are hard choices to be made when available revenue is not projected to meet what 
many would like the City to do in the coming year.   I ask you to make the hard choice and cut spending even if 
it means eliminating those City services and benefits that I may want or even need.  I do not share the 
propaganda that has been pushed that the only available choices are the cuts proposed by the Mayor.  There 
are choices to be made other than cutting parks and libraries.  I understand that proposing cuts to those 
services (and fire stations) are the most likely to encourage the public to rally around tax increases; however, 
we know that those are not the only options available to balance the budget within the available revenue. 
Thank-you for taking my thoughts into consideration as you do what you think is best for our community and its 
future. 

Peter W. Katt 
6400 Artisan Way 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Peggy Sintek Hall [phall@lps.org]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 12:35 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Lincoln City Budget

Dear City Council, 
I strongly feel that keeping our parks, pools and libraries open as we know them today would be a wise 
investment for our city.  I also am in favor of having the bus schedules remain as they are, or our most 
vulnerable citizens will suffer even more.  Please, please raise our taxes.  Many families cannot afford private 
pools or the drive out of town to enjoy other cities' offerings.  We have a beautiful city.  I urge you to raise taxes 
to keep it that way.  
 
Sincerely, 
Peggy Sintek-Hall 
 



Messages Received:

1. Linda Pabst    07.26.11, 11:25 a.m.

Many people in Lincoln depend upon the handivan.
Seems like every year the mayor cuts the bus system. 

2. Alan More      07.26.11, 1:19 p.m. 

At last night’s meeting Mr. Camp had ideas to save money, all rejected.  The rainy
day fund should be used to decrease taxes. All his recommendations were denied.
Only Camp and Hornung are looking out for citizens. Others didn’t even discuss. 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Brian Kamler [BKamler@citybankandtrust.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 12:54 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Property taxes

Most of you never saw a government program you didn’t like. You know who I’m addressing this to. I realize that the fire 
department and some of you are attached at the hip for many reasons, mostly selfing, but come on, look at the big 
picture, not the little one. Government equals waste…personally been there, done that. Think with your brain. Don’t let 
selfish, special interests dominate your decisions. Bottom line, pretend you that you have stockholders and act 
accordingly. 
 
 
Brian L. Kamler 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Maggie Higgins [mhfs@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 2:21 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Disappointed in City Council Member voting to retain programs rather than cut spending

To Council Members Carroll, Snyder, Eskridge and Cook: 
  
I must be missing something or have misunderstood that the City of Lincoln is struggling to bring in more businesses, to 
create jobs in the private sector, families members out of work and more families going on welfare.  We have four City 
Council Members who think it is important to raise taxes to keep their pet services. As a City Council Member it is your 
duty to do the hard work to find efficiencies in government. Many of you promised that when you ran for office. That is why 
you were elected and that is what the citizens expect.   
  
Have you ever taken a hard look that the Tax Forecloser Listing that the County Treasurer prints every year?  Many of 
these listings are of folks that have just been getting by to put food on the table and pay their engery bills.  Yes, I know 
that the City's portion of tax requirements is not the largest, however, it still makes a difference when the budget 
requests has increased. Don't give me, "It is only so many dollars and cents on a home valued at $100,000".  It is still an 
increase.  
  
We citizens are not blind.  When the City wants something like a new building or project, the City never seems to struggle 
to find the money for that do they?  I am very disappointed in the four City Council Members who have vote to retain 
programs that the Mayor has put on the table, rather than cut spending.  Tax and spend, tax and spend still holds true for 
liberal politicians.   
  
I commend Council Members, Hornung, Camp and Emery for standing their ground and not voting to eleminate 
the proposed cuts.  I believe in giving kudos to the City Council for not increasing the wheel tax and parking 
fines.  At least you realized that this is another form of tax increase. 
  
  
Sincerely, 
Maggie Higgins 
Taxpayer and Concerned Citizen  
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Jim Crawford [jim@precastproducts.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 2:30 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Meeting July 25th 2011

I feel that yesterdays council meeting was a slap in the face to the people of Lincoln that most of you are to afraid to 
speak against the Mayor. What does he have hanging over your heads. Again I feel this was a total disgrace to  
every person in the city of Lincoln. A group of third and fourth graders would have better forsight than that. 
4 to 2 votes,How Childish? 
A very concerned business man and citizen of Lincoln 
Jim Crawford 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Jack Bewley [jdebbewley@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:17 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: 6+1 Amendment

City Council, 
 
     I am writing to assure you that my family and I support Jonathon Cook's 6+1 amendment to the proposed 
city budget so that Lincoln's parks, pools and playgrounds are maintained and the residents of Lincoln continue 
to enjoy an excellent quality of life. 
 
 
                                                                                Jack Bewley 
                                                                                1021 So. 37 th St. 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Rita Metcalf [ritametcalf@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:14 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Budget

I am opposed to raising taxes before more cuts are made.  Library hours can be cut, do all of them need to stay 
open?  It seems as though the one on 27th and South is never very busy. 
 
Maybe up the charge for swimming pools?  Maybe the people using these facilities will have to pay for the 
privilege. 
 
Charge more for parking tickets or a larger fine if not paid within a week. 
 
Our taxes are high enough in the city now so please exhaust ever effort to avoid taxes. 
 
There has to be more creativity in this.  
 
Thank you for your work on this. 
 
Rita Metcalf 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: WebForm [none@lincoln.ne.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:22 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for 
  General Council 
 
Name:     Alan More 
Address:  1027 Garfield st 5 
City:     Lincoln, NE 68502 
 
Phone:     
Fax:       
Email:    mralanmore@yahoo.com 
 
Comment or Question: 
Council Members, 
 
After a year and a half of watching the city council meetings on ch 5 I can clearly see why 
Lincoln taxes are so high and has so many. After watching the Budget meeting I could not 
stand silent anymore without telling you that most of you DO NOT deserve to be sitting and 
making decisions for Lincoln tax payers.It would have been nice to see how Emery would have 
voted his grade so far is a c‐ and could do better. It's an outrage that you have no concern 
about how many taxes we are already paying and have no second thought about hiking it up and 
adding more to it or coming up with a new name for another tax..It's an outrage to see when 
others like Camp,Hornung spend time to come up with great money saving Idea's to save tax 
payers from paying more in these very hard times that the 4 selfish inconsiderate 
irresponsible council members Carroll,Snyder,Cook,Eskridge don't have time to mess with it's 
just easier to raise their taxes thinking and Your Not Even Willing To Try To Save Tax 
Dollars And It's Disgusting that you sit on that chair you should do the Lincoln tax payers a 
favor and save us money by resigning your position. if I didn't have to work late to pay all 
these taxes you have know problem raising I would come in person & say it to your face... You 
4's Performance this last year and a half is An F‐That's Failing & you should resign.. To Mr 
Camp And Mr Hornung you get an A + Mr Camp you should run for mayor Sir you have what it 
takes and you clearly see whats going on and where we could save money.. The Statement That 
was Made: EARN THE TRUST OF THE TAX PAYERS OF LINCOLN!!! ITS CLEAR YOU 4 MENTIONED IN THIS 
LETTER NEED TO LEARN HOW TO DO THAT BUT THEN AGAIN YOU SHOW YOU DON'T CARE ABOUT LINCOLN 
CITIZENS THATS WHY I SAY RESIGN.  
 
Alan More 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Bryan Block [bryan@bmlfh.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:50 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Budget discussion

7/25/2011 
Lincoln City Council; 
 
I fail to understand why such a simple principle is so difficult to understand for national, state, and local leaders who 
presumably were elected to their positions because of their business acumen and leadership ability.  When you are 
operating at a deficit you must cut back on spending.  Some of those cuts may be painful and many of the cuts won’t be 
popular.  But we are not an ATM machine able to hand out money to every good and worthy cause… some of them 
simply must rely on the donations of the general public to operate.   And if they are indeed a good and worthy cause 
they will be able to do so.  
 
I have looked at other libraries’ schedules across the state and the nation – the proposed cuts in hours were minimal 
compared to many cities and if we were to be in line with many libraries we would have reduced hours a couple 
weeknights and closed entirely one or both weekend days.  We cannot be all things to all people and it does not make 
financial sense to have the libraries open late on a Sunday evening when the traffic through the building simply doesn’t 
warrant such hours.   
 
There are many good organizations to which I donate  – both church and civic.  When more of my discretionary income 
is relegated to operations I do not agree with that simply means there are some good organizations I donate to which 
will be cut out of my monthly budget because you are taking the dollars I had set aside for that use.  Good non‐profit 
organizations will suffer and shut down because of your unwillingness to reign in the run‐away spending. 
 

Bryan K. Block 
4600 A St, Lincoln NE  68510 
402-484-6334 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Russ Guill [russguill@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:47 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: No Increase in Taxes!!

I understand that some proposed ideas to help reduce (or possibly eliminate) a tax increase were completely 
disregarded by some members of the city council. I'm curious as to why. As a person who will potentially be 
paying more in taxes for my house, my two modest cars, my water and sewer, and my electricity, I'd like to 
know why some members of the council (especially one who is supposed to represent me - Eskridge) are hell-
bent on raising taxes. I sure think we could do without being involved with ICLEI - that would be a start. A 
quadruple whammy of increases is ridiculous! 
 
I know we'll never be able to cut our way towards a balanced budget, but having an open mind towards other 
creative ways to keep tax increases down is appreciated. 
 
--  
Russ Guill 
russguill@gmail.com 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Dennis Walls [mpec@windstream.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:16 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: 1.200,000.00 we are putting into the city retirement plan for the year2008?

Why are we funding a loss in the city retirement fund? No one is refunding my or any of the people that I know of who 
lost money in their 401 k’s Why should city employees be any different than us. Please do not tell me we  have no 
choice. While we are at it lets get down to a 100 percent match on employees retirement. We can do a lot of things 
besides raise taxes by cleaning up old standing mistakes that have been made. Thank you for your time and please pass 
this on. Dennis Walls 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: benmcentarffer@neb.rr.com
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:34 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Disappointed

Greetings, 
 
I would love to mow the city parks at $9/hr please consider offering me a job. 
 
Please consider some other alternatives before raising taxes. 
 
By raising taxes are you saying to the public that you know how to better allocate resources, 
better than that of the individual of which you will take such resources.  Yet we are in a 
deficit?  How can this be?   
 
Best Regards 
 
 
 
Ben McEntarffer 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: H. Arnold Wassenberg [HWASSENBERG@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:45 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: RE: City Budget

Dear Councilmen:  It seems you care more for the health of the government than you do the 
well being of the taxpayers of this community.  You make us all poorer by continually 
confiscating our hard earned wages in the name of the public good.  Our wages have not 
increased but you take more of our remaining income every year.  Please rethink your tax 
increases. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
H. Arnold Wassenberg 
8101 Dundee Dr. 
402‐489‐0544 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Phil Epp [phil@eppconcrete.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:41 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Taxes & budget

Dear City Council: 
  
I listened yesterday to Mr. Camp offer amendment after amendment as options to lower our taxes or offer debate about 
alternative budget ideas.  But  only to hear the Democrats vote down, with haste I might add, everyone of Mr. Camps 
options.  It sounded like stubborn little kids not willing to even listen to ideas. I have never been so discussed with 
government and all the politics that you guys play. How you are not even ashamed of yourself is beyond me.  And  where 
are all the people that what to pay more taxes. I own a business and we are taped out. I have 13 employees and we have 
been taking benefits away from them because the company can't absorb the cost anymore.   
Next time at least humor us and act like you care enough about the citizens of Lincoln and not just your party.   
Don't give up Mr. Camp. 
  
Sincerely: 
Phil Epp 
 
 
__________ Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 6327 (20110726) 
__________ 
 
The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus. 
 
http://www.eset.com 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Garry Zager [gzager@dishmanusa.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:48 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Property Tax Increase

I was appalled as I listened to your votes yesterday on KLIN Drive Time. There are four of you that passed an opportunity 
to hold the line on higher taxes. You didn’t even hesitate when better options were put before you. Bigger government 
is the reason our economy is in the state it is in. I’m sure the four of you were thinking it’s just a little tax increase. What 
you didn’t think of is that this increase will be her with us from here on . I would encourage the four of you who voted to 
have the increase, will reconsider. As with the federal government, our problem is the spending and growth of 
government that is the problem. Correct that and the revenue problems will take care of themselves. I am about as 
disgusted with you as I am with the House and Senate and our great leader that hasn’t a clue how to lead. Garry Zager 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Peg Reutzel [preutzel@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:35 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Tax increase

I am so tired of politicians raising taxes when they can’t think of something more creative to do.  How many of us can go 
to our employers and just tell them “Sorry, our budget just isn’t working and I need more money or I demand more 
money”.  However, WE can’t do that.  We have to make cuts in our budgets to be able to pay for all the increases in taxes, 
food, gas, etc.   
 
If you are like me and your office was closed after 28 years, you are now on a fixed income and praying all your hard work 
and savings will be enough.   
 
You need to think of the average tax payer here.  If people want to pay more, then let them.  Let them put their money 
where their mouths are. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Peg Reutzel 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Patsy Mellen [hemi1978@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 8:39 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: tax increase

  Can't believe you want to raise taxes but not ever cut any services.  Where are we suppose to get more 
money?  We're retired and can't make ends meet now!  Thanks for nothing. 
Ron Mellen 
6735 Aylesworth 
Lincoln, NE 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Steve Bowen [sbowen@willmar-electric.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 9:30 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Budget/Proposed Proerty Tax Increase

Council People, 
 
For many years, the City of Lincoln Government as well as the Federal Government, has been philosophically 
going down the wrong path.  In both cases the size and cost of government is growing much faster than the 
ability of the private sector to fund.  Government does not fund itself. 
 
Government is a necessary overhead of a free society.  Too much overhead makes a society less free.  There 
needs to be a proper balance. 
 
History documents this with many similar civilizations.  It is time to shrink the size of government, and to limit 
its size to a manageable state. 
 
To that end, please establish a budget that begins to limit the size of the City Government.  There should be no 
need to raise taxes; property or any other kind.  Please correct the budget so that any property tax increase 
becomes unnecessary. 
 
Thank you, 
 

Steve Bowen 
8934 Lammle Cir 
Lincoln, NE  68526 
(402) 610-8880 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: WebForm [none@lincoln.ne.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 9:32 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for 
  General Council 
 
Name:     Anne Deterding 
Address:  5522 Sawgrass Dr 
City:     Lincoln, NE 68526 
 
Phone:    402‐261‐5821 
Fax:       
Email:    dings@aol.com 
 
Comment or Question: 
Council Members, 
Listening to some of your comments regarding various issues on "Drive Time Lincoln" with Coby 
Mach has left me frustrated with your priorities.  Anyone who has any experience with 
business knows that a community who wants to stay vibrant must attract and keep quality 
businesses.  Why would you people want to cut $200,000 from the Chamber of Commerce's program 
that attracts new business?  If jobs are created, it broadens the tax base.....thus 
alleviating many of the problems that we as a city face.  Instead, your priority over that 
would be an ineffective city IT department that does not create revenue but is an expense.  
It does not produce ANYTHING!  You choose to fund that at full capacity when it is losing 
customers.  That makes no sense to me!  Raise taxes even though sales receipts coming in are 
way higher than expected and instead sneak in more funding for parks and RECREATION while 
roads are sadly in need of repair.  These are your priorities.....Really? Your liberal 
positions for a conservative community are speaking volumes about you.  This community was 
reassured that when we voted for the arena the restaurant tax would be temporary.  Here we go 
again....more creative accounting, ie moving light bulb maitenance to LES....they will pass 
it down to us (which translates to a tax), higher wheel tax(more tax), and higher fees and 
parking tickets (higher tax) perhaps designed or hidden so its easier to swallow...maybe 
people won't notice.  What makes you people think that you are entitled to our hard earned 
money?  My husband and I have made the sacrifices over the years that many others have not so 
that we could get ahead, just so you and the federal government can require us to give it to 
you.  What incentive do we have to work hard anymore?  So we can hand it over to you people 
to make these pathetic decisions and never be accountable to anyone?  We need to get back to 
the basics....no frills approach and restore faith with the taxpayer.  When I drive around 
the city, I see all these fancy projects being done while the sewers and roads fall apart.  
More bond issues!  I ask again, where are your priorities?  Are you going to kill the golden 
goose?  Then who will you go to take money from?  I guarantee that my husband and I could 
make way better decisions than this sad council can make with the good citizens' tax money.  
Would you go to your neighbor and ask them for money for a trip to Vegas while your children 
went without shoes?  First, if you borrowed money from a neighbor, you would be careful how 
you spent it.  Second, your priority would not be a frivolous trip to Vegas.  It would be to 
provide the necessities first.  I hope you council members and the mayor will do the right 
thing and re‐consider this tax hike and this budget.    
Another thing that is maddening is that you always go to closing the libraries, the pools, 
just like LPS always used to threaten to cut buses when they wanted more money.  I guarantee 
those items are drops in bucket designed only to upset and coerce people into agreeing to 
higher taxes.  Shame on you people.  This is not leadership.....it is the opposite of 
leadership.  The same goes for Mayor Chris Buetler and all his little surveys and polls.  Its 
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sad really.  And I ask again, where are your priorities?  You were elected to do a job, so 
stop being complacent and get in there and fight for us, the little guy, the people who pay 
all the taxes. Quit fighting for big government.  By the way, my husband works for big 
business(who some might consider evil).  I have never considered big business evil.  Its 
allowed us to have a good life and has allowed Lincoln to stay vibrant.  Change your 
perspective, won't you?  Change your priorities.  We, the silent majority, are watching.      
 



1

Mary M. Meyer

From: Armen Badeer [armen.badeer@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 7:06 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: My opposition to wheel and property tax increases

I am a 32-year old husband and father of two, born and raised in and around this community.  I've owned two 
homes.  When we purchased our last home, we bought an older home that needed work and was less valuable 
than our previous home.  We didn't do this because our incomes decreased, but the the high property tax rates 
certainly played a factor.  Continued increases in the already extraordinary wheel and property taxes will only 
serve to chase people like me out of the community, and I can point to numerous peers who have left over the 
last few years and gone to other markets in surrounding states where taxes are lower. 
 
I've never contacted the council before.  I vote, and I pay attention, but I normally have better things to do with 
my time.  The near-universal campaign message of 'property tax relief' from council members is once again 
revealed to be a false promise when it comes time to make a hard decision to reduce spending. 
 
People like me are your current and future tax base, your source of investment and economic growth in the 
community, and we aren't going to nag you about keeping your promises every day.  We're just going to go 
elsewhere, and leave you wondering what happened to your tax revenue. 
 
I strongly encourage you to find alternatives to these tax increases, and find ways to reduce government 
spending, even if it causes some difficulties in the short term.  Thank you for your time. 
 
Armen Badeer 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Lohmeier-Doona [jncdoona@windstream.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 10:02 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Increase Taxes, Preserve Services

Dear City Council, 
 
I will be out of town on August 8th so I cannot attend the budget hearing but I am in favor of increasing property taxes in 
lieu of closing pools, libraries and discontinuing needed public services.  I’m not sure of all the reasons for this gap in the 
budget, but I definitely believe a modest increase in property tax after an 18 year hiatus is in order. 
 
I can’t imagine 90 parks closed with overgrown weeds and undesirables loitering around them.  Kids will still try to go 
there, they won’t understand. 
 
Having seen the incredible effort needed to put out the huge downtown fire in the bitter cold of January, I don’t see why 
we would even consider cuts of 12 more firefighters.  Why would anyone want to do that? 
 
We need our swimming pools!  Three generations of my family have grown up splashing in them and keeping cool in 
these dog days of summer.  Not everyone is fortunate enough to have central air conditioning and a private pool to 
enjoy. 
 
You can’t stop buses.  People depend on those to get to work, get their groceries, go to doctor appointments.  An elderly 
person can’t walk in 90 degree heat or sub zero temperatures for that matter.  And speaking of our elderly, I can’t 
understand how slashing programs for them would be smart.  They need help to stay active and healthy which in turn 
helps keep healthcare costs down and improves their quality of life.  They paid their dues and supported this beautiful 
city and to pull the rug out from under them at their time of greatest need is low, really low. 
 
Our roads have to be fixed!  Last winter was devastating.  I could barely drive down some streets the pot holes were so 
bad.  I felt like I was driving a covered wagon down the Oregon Trail.  Is that the image we want visitors to have 
ingrained in their minds, that we live in a second rate town with no idea how to keep up our roads and protect our 
expensive automobiles. 
 
I could live with one less day of library services but of course that can’t be a Saturday or Sunday.  Those are the busiest 
days.  In fact, the whole matter may be a wash since closing one day will only increase foot traffic on the other days 
which may require more staff to address. 
 
The list goes on and on. 
 
If the property tax increase is as low as $3.50 per month for a $150,000 house, then I say go for it.  It’ll be cheaper than 
getting my car realigned every year if nothing else. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cathy Lohmeier 
Lincoln, NE 68510   
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Mary M. Meyer

From: The UPS Store 3345 [store3345@theupsstore.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 10:57 AM
To: Council Packet
Subject: RAISING TAXES

as  small business owners, we vehemently oppose raising taxes WITHOUT FIRST exploring 
other options.  it has become far too easy to use tax increases to solve our budget woes, e.g. 
CONGRESS, the FEDERAL RESERVE, etc.    jim and lori johnson  
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Andy Ringsmuth [andyring@inebraska.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 11:18 AM
To: Council Packet; Mayor
Subject: Budget process

City council members: 
 
I participated in the budget forum a month or so ago and while I found it informative, I also 
thought it was considerably closed‐minded and biased towards steering people into supporting 
increased taxes.  No matter what the level of government, any time money is tight, be it the 
federal government on down, the mantra is always the same ‐ police/firefighter/teachers.  
Granted, this discussion excludes teachers, but I assume you get my point. 
 
It seems to me that our City Council is just nickel‐and‐diming this budget process because, 
quite frankly, you don't have the cojones to attack the real problem ‐ wages and benefits. 
 
Here is my proposal ‐ reduce the retirement match for ALL city employees to AT LEAST a 1:2 
match (city pays 50% match) or 1:3 (city pays 33.3% match) and health care benefits paid at 
50 percent (employee pays half, city pays half). I bet the cost savings there would be quite 
significant, and probably easily enough to cover our shortfall without closing fire stations, 
pools, etc. 
 
If I were king‐for‐a‐day, I would tell the various unions to take this offer or else I'd fire 
every unionized employee and re‐hire them as a non‐union employee for the same job but with 
the above described benefits package.  THAT is leadership.  To hell with this CIR crap and 
union members riding high while those paying their wages/benefits (us taxpayers) take it in 
the shorts. 
 
It absolutely disgusted me that at Monday's city council meeting, every single one of Mr. 
Camp's budget ideas was immediately voted down by the same four (Democrat) council members.  
That alone is rock‐solid proof that you are NOT serious about this whole process, and that 
you view the only solution as yanking even more money out of my increasingly thin wallet. 
 
 
‐‐‐ 
Andy Ringsmuth 
7215 Dorchester Court 
Lincoln, NE 68521 
(402) 304‐0083 
andyring@inebraska.com 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: ahersch@neb.rr.com
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 12:36 PM
To: Council Packet; Mayor; Greg S. MacLean
Subject: Old Cheney

July 27, 2011 
 
Dear Mayor & City Council, 
 
Please do not compromise on the widening of Old Cheney.  Build the project as recommended by 
the City Engineers.  That mile of road is not like other examples cited by opponents to the 
full project.  We need right and left turn lanes for safety because of the schools north and 
south of the road.  Many cars will need to move out of the traffic lanes to slow down, as 
cars will be zooming along at 45‐50 mph.  Jon Camp says "the citizens" favor the smaller 
project.  NOT TRUE.  Those "citizens" are a handful of people who built swimming pools and/or 
planted trees in the ROW. 
 
We have lived in Edenton South for 23 years, and travel Old Cheney in both directions every 
day. Lincoln needs that thoroughfare.  Thanks! 
 
Alan & Donna Hersch 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: kathy berger [adah5133@cs.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:33 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: budget considerations

 

I am concerned about the discussions regarding the upcoming budget vote. From what I have heard on the news and 
read in the news paper, it appears that there is a political split on the council that should be put aside for the good of the 
City as a whole. I really hope that when the budget vote comes up for ratification next week, each of you set aside this 
favoritism and be open minded to some alternative solutions to some very serious choices.  
  
Each and everyone of the members on the council have stated openly to one group or another in public forums, that they 
would not add to the tax burden of the citizens of Linclon. As such, I am confident you will stand by your commitment to all 
of us and vote against a property tax increase, wheel tax increase or the like, when the final vote is taken.  
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Mary M. Meyer

From: kmdanek@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:08 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Thanks

The City Council is dealing with a very difficult budget year.  I want to thank you all for looking at the 
budget and the services that they provide the citizens of our community.   
 
I firmly believe the quality of life we all enjoy in Lincoln is worth fighting for - and I also believe that 
my family can afford the small investment that is proposed to protect our quality of life.  Libraries, 
parks, recreation, public safety and roads all contribute to that quality of life.  
 
Thanks so much for serving our city.   Many times it is a thankless job, but your efforts on behalf of 
the citizens of Lincoln are greatly appreciated. 
 
Kathy Danek 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: JL Exteriors, Inc [jlexteriors@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 1:19 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Taxes

We feel that you should really sit down and take a look at this to see if there are any other creative ways to help 
with the cities budget besides raising taxes. 
It is not the answer to everything. 
  
  

Right-click here t
pictures.  To help
privacy, Outlook
auto matic downlo
picture from the 

 

JL Exteriors, Inc 
Call For All Your Exterior Needs! 
Lance Roach 
Office: 402-421-2005 
Fax: 877-720-4518 
cell: 402-730-6333 
e-mail: lance@exteriordesignbyJL.com 
Alt E-mail: jlexteriors@yahoo.com  
www.exteriordesignbyJL.com 
www.jandlexteriors.com 
www.jlexteriorsinc.com 
 



1

Mary M. Meyer

From: Sabrina Ehmke [sabrinaehmke@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 8:45 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Lincoln Public Library Staff Cuts

Dear City of Lincoln Council Members, 
   
I’m writing to express my sincere hope that you will work against the laying off of Lincoln’s library staff 
positions. As I’m sure you are aware, the libraries provide a great and essential public service to our 
community, and are often one of the best resources for otherwise under-served populations.  Cutting these full-
time staff positions will not only be a grave blow in an already difficult time for the librarians affected, but also 
weakens the quality of the libraries overall.  Full time librarians are devoted and dedicated professionals who 
believe in the importance of their work.  They have committed time and resources to securing an advanced 
degree to allow them to serve their community in this position.  If displaced by budget cuts now, these 
professionals will be forced to seek other employment and may not return to the public libraries in the future, 
taking their talents and dedication elsewhere.  I do appreciate that this is a challenging time and that the way 
forward requires unpopular decisions, but I hope that compromising the educational resources of our 
community is a sacrifice that we do not have to make at this juncture.   
  
Thank you for your time, and for the work that you do on behalf of our city. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Sabrina Ehmke 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: WebForm [none@lincoln.ne.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 10:03 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for 
  General Council 
 
Name:     joseph prai 
Address:  6501 river drive 
City:     Lincoln, NE 68504 
 
Phone:     
Fax:       
Email:    jlprai@yahoo.com 
 
Comment or Question: 
Cut Cap and Balance. just like the feds are trying to do. Do it now before you run into big 
problems. Lets live within our means and sometimes it means cutting bus service, library 
hours, pools, park maintanance, closing fire stations that are not efficient,just to name a 
few. We need to cut and make citizens find different ways to get the job done!!! All this 
means is dont raise taxes, and fees, and anything else you can think of to generate money... 
cut!!! 
 
 
 



1

Mary M. Meyer

From: cbrandle@windstream.net
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 5:37 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Lincoln's Parks, Pools, etc.

As president of the Eastridge Neighborhood Association, I hope you will consider Jonathan 
Cook's 6+1 suggestion for tax increases.  I would also like to add that I feel our taxes are 
not too high, and that we could increase them more than is being proposed by Mayor Beutler.  
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Brandle  
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Ardel Harger [ArdelH@hargercpa.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 4:26 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Budget

I am writing to support the Mayor’s proposed budget including the proposed increase in property taxes.  The increase is 
nominal and the city’s tax levy is less than most of the larger cities in NE.  It is a mistake to continue to use one‐time 
funds to balance the budget.  The mill levy is about half of what it was several years ago.  Had the levy not been reduced 
so drastically in those years when the city was experiencing unusually large sales tax receipts, and instead been invested 
into infrastructure, we would be a better city today.  We would not be so far behind in the infrastructure needs we now 
face.   Instead, we pacified the “ no tax” contingent and made political points for the mayor at the time by lowering the 
tax levy.  We should have taken a longer view and taken advantage of the opportunity to invest in the city.     
 
It is like a farmer having an exceptional year due to high grain prices.  When the exceptional year, or period of years, 
comes along should he cut back on acres farmed because the great prices already provide enough income to meet 
expenses?  Or would it make sense to continue to farm it all and use the additional income to reinvest in new equipment 
or put funds away for the rainy day?  Seems like some thought the sales taxes would roll in forever and now the bar has 
been set too low for the City’s only other significant source of revenue, property taxes.      Why is it that the rate that 
was thought right in the years of exceptional sales tax collections has become exactly the right amount for now?  Is it 
because some are just obsessed with the thought of a “tax increase” and don’t really make an effort to determine what 
a reasonable tax rate for our city really is? 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Richard Urwiler [rurwiler@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 2:19 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Current Budget

Don’t sell the citizens of Lincoln short. We want and need strong public safety services. Money spent on Parks, 
Libraries Pools and other quality of like services ate not frills. Also street repairs are a priority.   
 
Rick Urwiler 
3700 Calvert Street 
Lincoln, NE 68506 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Becki Gaston [tobecki@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 1:22 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: BUDGET

I support the Mayor's proposed budget & encourage the Council to support it. 
  
Rebecca Gaston-Wise 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Karl Reinhard [kreinhard1@mac.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2011 1:02 PM
To: group@nebcaucus.com; admin@nebcaucus.com; Jonathan A. Cook; Mayor; Council Packet
Subject: Irvingdale Neighborhood Association Letter Regarding Tax Increase to Support Parks and 

Libraries

To:  City Council 
  
 I am writing on behalf of the Irvingdale Neighborhood Association Board.  We have also taken into 
consideration the concerns of our adjacent neighborhoods of Everett and Near South.  Specifically, the 
Irvingdale Neighborhood Association Board supports property tax increase to keep our quality of life.  This is 
consistent with the desires of the Everett Neighborhood Association as expressed to you by Pat Anderson-
Sifuentez 
President, Everett Neighborhood Association.   
  
 The “Tough Decisions” (6-11-11) e-mail sent from the Mayor’s office makes it clear that Lincoln may 
have to adapt to austere conditions in 2012. At the city level, we face either increased taxes or a declining 
community quality of life.  Already in 2011, we have seen a decline in pool hours to save money.  The debate 
for 2012 is turning to the closure of pools and libraries.  This letter represents the neighborhoods’ desire to 
support our communities by keeping our parks and libraries open in 2012 at the 2010 level. 
  
 The 80% reduction of pool hours in 2011 over 2010 has been debilitating for many families.  It is 
frustrating to see the Irvingdale Pool closed on sweltering evenings as the heat index extends above 100 
degrees.  Climate change increases our evening temperatures and increases the duration of heat waves.  In this 
new climate reality, public pools are a necessity for public health.  More than ever, community pools are 
essential to cooling off in the evenings.  It is ironic that in 2010 the evening pool family hours were reduced by 
80% just when the impact of higher temperatures and heat waves were felt. 
  
 Beyond a health necessity, the pools are also a social necessity.  The parks, and especially pools, 
represent natural places where families from bordering neighborhoods socialize.  That socializing between 
neighborhoods strengthens the community as a whole. This is especially true of Irvingdale, Near South, and 
Everett. These neighborhoods increasingly represent distinct socioeconomic classes.  As such, there is the threat 
that the neighborhood boundaries are becoming more than just lines on a map.  The threat is that the lines 
represent socioeconomic barriers to cooperation between neighborhoods.  This has been recognized by our three 
neighborhood associations.  Our associations commenced joint meetings and activities in 2011 to overcome the 
socioeconomic barriers that are arising.  We have discussed efforts between Irvingdale and Near South to 
support Prescott School development and street safety.  Everett and Irvingdale have worked on joint 
neighborhood clean up and also on improvements to Rudge Park and Stransky Park.  Irvingdale Park serves as 
the main attraction to our neighborhoods by virtue of its pool.  The Lincoln Parks and Recreation staff have 
perennially maintained Irvingdale park and pool in wonderful condition.  The aforementioned neighborhoods 
have come to rely on the Irvingdale Park and pool as the key recreation area in our immediate area.  If our pool 
is closed, it will be a negative development for the surrounding neighborhoods and put an increasing burden on 
our neighborhood associations to find activities for our children in summer.  
  
 Closure of pools or reduction of hours has been threatened before and the community responded in 
2002.  In 2002, the Lincoln Parks and Recreation Foundation raised money to extend pool hours.  In that year 
the Irvingdale Neighborhood Association initiated a  "Keep ‘Em Wet" Campaign to extend the pool season at 
Irvingdale Pool and restore evening hours.  The neighborhood raised $2,400 and City Council Member 
Jonathan Cook contributed $5,000 to the campaign.  This shows that there is a history of community support for 
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the pool.  In the current economy, repeating this community-based pool support will be a greater challenge, 
especially if the economic crisis continues for several years.  It is simply impractical to for the city to walk 
away from its support for pools and parks.  
  
 The libraries represent another important city contribution to our community. As the economic decline 
affects the family economics, libraries will become even more important in the coming years.  Families in our 
neighborhoods rely on the public library as an important complement to the school libraries for our children’s 
assignments.  For many families the library is an essential economic resource as well by providing internet or 
computer access and help with taxes.  The weekend reading groups is another social function that supports 
cohesion across our neighborhoods.  The availability of books, dvds and other media will be increasingly 
important to our families in more austere economic times. 
  
 It would be ironic if economics forced the city to close our pools and library just as our neighborhood 
associations begin working together on common goals. These facilities are not expendable luxuries for our 
community.  They are essential to many of our families and key places for the interaction between our 
neighborhoods.  
  
Sincerely, 
  
Karl Reinhard on behalf of the Irvingdale Neighborhood Association 
2020 Smith Street 
Lincoln 68502 
 
 
 
Karl Reinhard 
Professor, Environmental Archaeology and Forensic Science 
Fulbright Senior Specialist, Botanical Archaeology 
kreinhard1@mac.com 
 
 
 
 

 
 



DIRECTORS’ AGENDA
ADDENDUM 

   MONDAY, AUGUST 1, 2011

 I. CITY CLERK

 II. CORRESPONDENCE FROM THE MAYOR & DIRECTORS

MAYOR
1. NEWS RELEASE. Mayor Beutler’s public schedule for the week of July 30, 2011 through August

5, 2011. 
2. NEWS RELEASE. “Lincoln Cares” celebrates completed projects. 

III. DIRECTORS

FINANCE/TREASURER
1. Monthly City Cash Report at the close of business June 30, 2011. 

CITY LIBRARIES
1. One Book - One Lincoln voting deadline near. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Urban Design Committee meeting agenda for Wednesday, August 3, 2011. 

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES/ENGINEERING
1. Information from Thomas Shafer, Design/Construction Manager, on possibly removing the

sidewalk on the south side of Old Cheney. 
2. Correspondence from Thomas Shafer, Design/Construction Manager, regarding costs associated

with right turn lanes and medians on the Old Cheney project.   
3. Councilman Doug Emery’s responding to Thomas Shafer, No. 1 above, on the south sidewalk

removal along the Old Cheney project  
4. Greg MacLean, Public Works & Utilities Director, commenting on Councilman Emery’s

correspondence on the south sidewalk removal along the Old Cheney project. 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT
1. David Landis, Urban Development Director, answering Councilwoman Jayne Snyder’s inquiry on

CIP Project #0627 Parking Meters. 
 
IV. COUNCIL MEMBERS

GENE CARROLL
1. Marian Malone, seriously concerned on Mayor’s proposal to cut Saturday StarTran service. Please

stand up for Lincoln’s most vulnerable citizens and save Saturday service.  
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JONATHAN COOK
1. Correspondence from Kathy Jackson, with photos, stating how city employees responded quickly

and courteously when a large tree limb fell across two driveways. This is what tax dollars go for,
the help of the city when citizens need help. City workers are appreciated. 

2. V. J. Nelson. Thank you for your time and leadership. See discontent over what amounts to a very
modest tax increase.

V. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS TO COUNCIL
1. Father Joseph Finn. Support a zoning change to ban sexually oriented businesses in downtown

Lincoln. 
2. Robert Ellis. Old Cheney Rod needs changing but don’t go to the ultimate extreme and waste a

million dollars. 
3. Russell Miller. Comments on the CIP budget. 

  4. Mary Reeves. In support of the 6+1 amendment to support parks, pools and infrastructure. 
5. J. R. Brown. Memo in regarding to Change of Zone #11024. 

a) J. R. Brown, President, North Hills Homeowner’s Association, writing in support of Change of
Zone 11024, after raising a couple remaining concerns.   

6. Lois Dam. Vote for the raised median and turn lanes on Old Cheney. 

VI. INVITATIONS
 See invitation list. 

F:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\Addendums 2011\August\Addendum 08.01.11.wpd    
 



Date: July 29, 2011
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 402-441-7831

Mayor Beutler’s Public Schedule
Week of July 30 through August 5, 2011

Schedule subject to change

Sunday, July 31
• Quinn Chapel African Methodist Episcopal Church 140th anniversary choir concert - 

3 p.m., 1225 S. 9th St.

Wednesday, August 3
• “Chefs in the City” (Food Bank of Lincoln benefit), celebrity judging - 7 p.m., Schaefer’s

Electronics, 4700 “R” St.

Thursday, August 4
• Lincoln Public Schools New Teacher Breakfast, remarks - 7:30 a.m., Embassy Suites,

1040 “P” St.
• News conference - 9:45 a.m, topic and location to be announced

Friday, August 5
• KFOR - 7:45 a.m.



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 402-441-7511, fax 420-441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 29, 2011    

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 402-441-7831

       Lynn Johnson, Parks and Recreation, 402-441-8265

       Susan Larson Rodenburg, Lincoln Cares 402-440-3227             

     

“LINCOLN CARES” CELEBRATES COMPLETED PROJECTS

Mayor Chris Beutler today that three more Parks and Recreation projects have been completed

with funds from Lincoln Cares, a community donation program which allows Lincoln Electric

System (LES) customers to voluntarily add one dollar to their monthly bill payments for projects

not included in the City budget.  The projects are Smoke Signal restoration in Pioneers Park,

Witherbee Park enhancement and the solar-heated pool demonstration project at Woods Pool.

“Since Lincoln Cares began eight years ago, LES customers have donated more than $577,000

through this public-private partnership,” said Beulter.  “Direct donations, partnerships and

matching funds have raised the total to more than a million dollars.   This has had a huge impact

on our Parks system and has added to the quality of life for everyone in our community.”

The Smoke Signal sculpture created by Ellis Burman in 1935 is a landmark in Pioneers

Park. The 16-foot cast concrete piece sits on a Dakota Sandstone outcropping and depicts Chief

Red Cloud sending a smoke signal with a blanket.  The project included cleaning and sealing the

concrete, enhancing the landscape, restoring the retaining wall and creating fiberglass feathers to

replace those lost to vandalism.  Lincoln Cares provided $20,000, which was matched with a

$20,000 grant from the National Endowment for the Arts Access to Artistic Excellence Fund.

The enhancement of the Witherbee Park Play Area at 46th and “O” streets continues the City’s 

emphasis on providing outdoor play and activity areas in neighborhoods to help the development

of social, physical and cognitive development in children.  Lincoln Cares provided $20,000,

which was matched with $6,000 from the Witherbee Neighborhood Association, $1,000 from a

Modern Woodmen Good Neighbors Grant, donated materials including benches by TMCO, Inc.,

and a large volunteer effort.

 

Solar panels have been installed on the roof of the mechanical building serving Woods Pool at 

33rd and “J” streets. Pool water is pumped to the panels where it is pre-heated by the sun's

energy before passing through the traditional water heater powered by natural gas.  The solar

heating reduces the pool’s overall energy consumption.  The system can be expanded to increase

the water heating capabilities of the solar panels.

- more -



Lincoln Cares

July 29, 2011

Page Two

Partners in Lincoln Cares have included Pepsi, Lincoln Benefit Life, Culver’s Restaurants,

Lincoln Parks Foundation, Lincoln Community Foundation’s Ken Good Fund, Great Plains

Trails Network , Friends of Pioneers Park Nature Center, Lincoln Area Retired Teachers, Olsson

Associates Community Builders, and Michael Sucha Memorial Fund/Annual Memorial Golf

Tournament.

The 2011 Lincoln Cares projects include Nebraska’s Centennial Mall; Sherman Field support

facilities; the Jayne Snyder Trails Center at Union Plaza; street trees; Pioneers Park Nature

Center endowment for animal care; a spectator seating shade structure at Densmore Park; and

Parker’s Pals Scholarships. A complete listing of all Lincoln Cares projects is available at:

www.lincolncares.org

“Thank you to everyone who contributes each month with their LES payment,” said  Lincoln

Parks and Recreation Director Lynn Johnson.  “These important dollars are used to make needed

improvements in our parks, and to provide scholarship opportunities for low-income youth to

participate in a variety of recreation programs and activities,”

Lincoln Cares offers several donation options:

• LES customers can add one dollar to their bill payments each month. 

• Those who pay LES through automatic bank billing can add Lincoln Cares to their

payments each month by calling LES at 402-475-4211.  

• Donations also can be mailed directly to the Lincoln Parks Foundation, 2740 “A” Street,

Box 201, Lincoln, NE 68502

• Donations also are accepted online at LincolnCares.org.  

More information on Lincoln Cares is available by calling 402-441-8264 or visiting

LincolnCares.org

- 30 -
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Council Packet
Subject: One Book - One Lincoln Voting to Close Sunday

 

 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:  July 29, 2011 
CONTACT:  Barbara Hansen 
E-MAIL: b.hansen@lincolnlibraries.org 
PHONE: 402-441-8512 
 
One Book - One Lincoln Voting Deadline Near 
 
The voting deadline for the selection of the 2011 One Book - One Lincoln title is near.  Voting closes Sunday 
evening, July 31st.  Ballots are available at all Lincoln City Libraries' locations or online at 
www.lincolnlibraries.org.  
  
The title selected by this community vote will be announced September 6, 2011.  

Barbara Hansen 
Administrative Aide 
Lincoln City Libraries 
402-441-8512 



URBAN DESIGN COMMITTEE  

Notice is hereby given that the URBAN DESIGN COMMITTEE will hold a meeting on Wednesday, 
August 3, 2011 at 3:00 p.m., County-City Building, 555 S. 10th Street, Lincoln, Nebraska, in Room 
214 on the 2nd Floor. For more information, please contact the Lincoln City/Lancaster County 
Planning Department, (402) 441-7491.  

AGENDA 
August 3, 2011 

1. Approval of meeting notes from the regular meeting of June 1, 2011 and July 6, 2011.  
2. Design for Near South neighborhood sign at pocket park, NW corner of South 27th and South Street  
3. Draft 2040 Comprehensive Plan, especially Chapter 4: "Placemaking."  
4. Staff Report: Misc.  

 History List 

  
City of Lincoln  
Planning 

Urban Design Committee Agenda  
  

Page 1 of 1InterLinc: Planning : Urban Design Committee Agenda

07/29/2011http://www.lincoln.ne.gov/city/plan/bdscom/udc/agenda/110803.htm
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Council Packet
Subject: Old Cheney Information Request: South sidewalk removal

From: Thomas S. Shafer  
Subject: Old Cheney Information Request: South sidewalk removal 
 

The Council has discussed possibly removing the sidewalk on the south side of Old Cheney as a 
means of reducing the amount of right-of-way needed, thus preserving more of the property of 
people who own homes along the street.  I wanted to make sure everyone was clear about what the 
removal will and will not accomplish.  
 
Only a few owners near the middle of the project will retain more of their current property. The issue 
is the retaining wall at the right turn lane areas. Removing the sidewalk does not allow us to move 
the retaining walls toward the street. Moving the retaining wall closer to the street creates a safety 
problem per American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials Roadside Design 
safety and clear zone requirements, the nationally accepted standard. 
 
It is also important to note that having sidewalks/trails on both sides of arterial roadways has been 
part of the Comprehensive Plan for a number of years. Experience has demonstrated that people 
generally do not cross busy arterial streets to use sidewalks, but instead walk or ride in the grass 
until a path has been worn. These "paths" are not maintained and become muddy in rainy weather, 
leading to unsafe conditions for those who use them. 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Council Packet
Subject: Old Cheney Information Request: Costs associated with right turn lanes and medians

From: Thomas S. Shafer  
Subject: Old Cheney Information Request: Costs associated with right turn lanes and medians 
 

Many numbers have been discussed in assessing potential changes to the Old Cheney project, 
including a $1 million figure. In order to ensure that decisions were being considered on actual costs, 
I have put together the following for the Council’s consideration.  

1)    What is the true cost of adding a right-turn lane on the Old Cheney Rd. project? 

a.      CAD analysis indicates there are approximately 388 CY of concrete per turn lane + 
2091 SF of ROW (Taking) + 1513 SF of Permanent Easement (PE).   

388 CY 9” PCC w/Integral Curb x $30 per CY = $11,640  
(this number includes construction) 

2,091 SF (Taking) x $3 per SF = $6,273 
1,513 SF (PE) x $2.70 per SF = $4,085 
 
 
Total:  $22,000 (rounded) per turn lane for the six right turns into residential 
areas for a grand total of approximately $132,000 

 
2)    What is the difference in costs between the raised (grassed) median and a Two-

Way Left Turn Lane (TWLTL)? 

a.      A Two- Way Left Turn Lane would create higher initial costs 
                                                              i.      Raised median- 6,600 feet of curb can be constructed for 

approximately $85,000 
                                                            ii.      2-eay left turn lane- 14’ wide center turn lane of 9” PCC 

costs around $160,000 
                                                          iii.      Therefore, it would cost an additional $75,000 to 

change from a raised median  to a  a two-way lef turn lane, an 88% 
increase in costs. 

 
b.     A Two- Way Left Turn Lane would create higher on-going maintenance costs 

                                                              i.      Pavement marking will be required with the center turn 
lane that must be refreshed periodically. 

                                                            ii.      Additional street sweeping operations 
                                                          iii.      Additional Snow Removal of the center turn lane 
                                                           iv.      Less area between curb and sidewalk to place that 

additional snow means property owners on the south and city-taxpayers on the 
north must remove and then remove again snow as it is piled up fills the green 
space and then encroaches onto the adjacent sidewalk 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Dougemerypm@aol.com
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 2:21 PM
To: Thomas S. Shafer; Council Packet; Eugene W. Carroll; Adam A. Hornung; Jon Camp; Doug 

Emery; Jonathan A. Cook; Carl B. Eskridge; Jayne L. Snyder; jcookcc@aol.com; Rick D. 
Hoppe; Greg S. MacLean; Trish A. Owen; Jsnyder2@neb.rr.com; 
ahornung@scudderlaw.com; JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com

Subject: Re: Old Cheney Information Request: South sidewalk removal

Thomas, 
  
With all due respect, you can go north on 70th street from Old Cheney and on the West side of the street see a retaining 
wall practically next to the curb. It CAN be done. I understand the sidewalk issue in the comp plan BUT in this case the 
sidewalk is NOT accessible from ANY of the houses on the south side of Old Cheney, it does not hook up with a side walk 
on either  84th or 70th, and it would be the responsibility of the homeowners to clean a sidewalk they would not be able to 
get to. (With a shovel OR a snow blower) While I appreciate what Public Works has done and know you all feel you have 
gone "as far as you can go" making changes, I need someone to take off their engineering hat and look at what I have 
pointed out  with a common sense approach.  
  
Thank you 
  
Doug Emery 
  
In a message dated 7/29/2011 10:41:40 A.M. Central Daylight Time, tshafer@lincoln.ne.gov writes: 

The Council has discussed possibly removing the sidewalk on the south side of Old Cheney as 
a means of reducing the amount of right-of-way needed, thus preserving more of the 
property of people who own homes along the street.  I wanted to make sure everyone was 
clear about what the removal will and will not accomplish.  
 
Only a few owners near the middle of the project will retain more of their current property. 
The issue is the retaining wall at the right turn lane areas. Removing the sidewalk does not 
allow us to move the retaining walls toward the street. Moving the retaining wall closer to the 
street creates a safety problem per American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials Roadside Design safety and clear zone requirements, the nationally 
accepted standard. 
 
It is also important to note that having sidewalks/trails on both sides of arterial roadways has 
been part of the Comprehensive Plan for a number of years. Experience has demonstrated 
that people generally do not cross busy arterial streets to use sidewalks, but instead walk or 
ride in the grass until a path has been worn. These "paths" are not maintained and become 
muddy in rainy weather, leading to unsafe conditions for those who use them. 
 

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

From: Council Packet
Subject: Old Cheney Information Request: South sidewalk removal
Attachments: Thomas on 70th.jpg

Hi Doug, 
 
I thought I better weigh in on this.  I too have wondered about the west side of 70th St. 
north of Old Cheney, because it looks and feels like the wall is right up against the traffic 
lane.  I must admit that I do not know all the particulars of how that section came to be 
constructed without a sidewalk, but I do know a few other things about it that deserve to be 
cleared up.   
 
First of all, the section of 70th north of Old Cheney was constructed prior to 2000 and it 
was designed without an Ordinance that required turn lanes or medians.  Ironically, the 
Ordinance we're working with today was put in place, at least in part, to solidify design 
parameters and avoid situations like what we have on the west side of 70th. 
 
Secondly,  there are no streets or sidewalks that connect to 70th on the west side between 
Old Cheney and Antler Dr.  In fact, there are signalized pedestrian crossings at Old Cheney 
and just north of Antler Dr. where the sidewalks do connect with 70th.  This is not the case 
on Old Cheney, where there are three streets with sidewalks that intersect Old Cheney on the 
south side.  On 70th St it's not a perfect situation, and not a situation that PWU proposed 
or would recommend, but it is somewhat different than Old Cheney. 
 
Finally, as I mentioned previously, my eyes tell me the wall is right up against the traffic 
lane too.  However, I know that is not the case.  After receiving your email, Thomas Shafer 
went out to the site to measure the distance.  Thomas is 5'‐7" tall (without his Engineer Hat 
on).  He laid down with his head against the wall, and his heels went an inch past the back 
of the curb.  Our curbs are 6" wide, so if you add 6" to Thomas' 5'‐7" you get the 6' 
dimension.  I've attached a photo of Thomas laying down so you can see the actual distance.  
(By the way, I don't recommend anyone else doing this, particularly if you are taller than 
6'!) 
 
So, the wall on the west side of 70th north of Old Cheney is really not an example that shows 
we can place a wall closer than 6' from the curb.  In fact, I think it shows how a wall that 
is 6' away seems much closer than it really is.  
 
You also mentioned that the proposed sidewalk on the south side of Old Cheney would not 
connect to sidewalks at either 70th or 84th streets.  At 70th, there is an existing sidewalk 
on the southeast corner that will connect the proposed sidewalks and crosswalks in all 
directions.  On the east end, the project ends at 82nd street where it connects to the 
existing full‐width paving section.  At this location, there is an existing sidewalk on the 
south side (and north side) that continues east along the north side of Lincoln Christian 
school to 84th St.  In fact, there are existing sidewalks on both sides of the streets that 
connect to Old Cheney on the south side (80th, 77th, and Cross Creek).  Pedestrians from the 
neighborhood south of Old Cheney must use these existing sidewalks to travel north and would 
have to cross Old Cheney to get to the proposed bike path on the north side, and only 77th 
street will have a signalized pedestrian crossing.   
 
Finally, you mentioned the snow removal issue, and I agree that is a hardship.  There are a 
couple of other possible solutions, but neither seem to be more palatable.  The first option 
would be to construct the sidewalk on top of the wall with a handrail.  This design would 
allow the property owners to access the sidewalk at their yard level, but unfortunately, it 
would require that the owner's fence (and property line) be 5 feet closer to their house... 
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and we'd still need the 6' at the base of the wall to the curb.  It would also require extra 
space at the corners to allow the sidewalk to safely slope down to the street grade.  Another 
solution would be to construct the project without the retaining walls and simply slope the 
grade back from the sidewalk until it matched grade in the adjacent property owners back 
yard.  This move alone would save about $500,000 on the project, (minus $1,000,000 for walls 
and plus $500,000 for property) but would absolutely result in more lost yards, trees and in 
some cases, pools.   So, even though the issue of access to the sidewalk to remove snow is 
legitimate, I hope you can see that it is a result of developing a design to minimize larger 
impacts to the adjacent properties.  In other areas of town, homeowners associations 
typically contract to remove snow in these types of situations. 
 
Sorry for the long email!  Since we have heard many questions and concerns, I think it is 
very important that we thoroughly examine everything and explain all of our rationale.  PWU 
is not emotionally attached to the design, but we certainly understand (and are sensitive to) 
property owners emotional attachement to their property.  To that end, we have taken off our 
"engineer hats" many times through the design of this project, and the list of adjustments 
we've made so far proves it.  We've lowered the design speed to change the grades, we've 
narrowed the parkways along the right turn lanes, and many more.  Each of these adjustments 
required engineers to figure out how to make them work.  My design team has worked overtime 
and been very creative to minimize the space needed to build the project as required.  In the 
end however, state statute and our professional ethics require that we have our "engineer 
hats on" when the final plans are Sealed and advertised for construction. 
 
We will be prepared to address any and all questions Monday.  
 
Thanks, 
Greg 
 
 
________________________________________ 
From: Dougemerypm@aol.com [Dougemerypm@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 2:21 PM 
To: Thomas S. Shafer; Council Packet; Eugene W. Carroll; Adam A. Hornung; Jon Camp; Doug 
Emery; Jonathan A. Cook; Carl B. Eskridge; Jayne L. Snyder; jcookcc@aol.com; Rick D. Hoppe; 
Greg S. MacLean; Trish A. Owen; Jsnyder2@neb.rr.com; ahornung@scudderlaw.com; 
JonCamp@lincolnhaymarket.com 
Subject: Re: Old Cheney Information Request: South sidewalk removal 
 
Thomas, 
 
With all due respect, you can go north on 70th street from Old Cheney and on the West side of 
the street see a retaining wall practically next to the curb. It CAN be done. I understand 
the sidewalk issue in the comp plan BUT in this case the sidewalk is NOT accessible from ANY 
of the houses on the south side of Old Cheney, it does not hook up with a side walk on either 
84th or 70th, and it would be the responsibility of the homeowners to clean a sidewalk they 
would not be able to get to. (With a shovel OR a snow blower) While I appreciate what Public 
Works has done and know you all feel you have gone "as far as you can go" making changes, I 
need someone to take off their engineering hat and look at what I have pointed out  with a 
common sense approach. 
 
Thank you 
 
Doug Emery 
 
In a message dated 7/29/2011 10:41:40 A.M. Central Daylight Time, tshafer@lincoln.ne.gov 
writes: 
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The Council has discussed possibly removing the sidewalk on the south side of Old Cheney as a 
means of reducing the amount of right‐of‐way needed, thus preserving more of the property of 
people who own homes along the street.  I wanted to make sure everyone was clear about what 
the removal will and will not accomplish. 
 
Only a few owners near the middle of the project will retain more of their current property. 
The issue is the retaining wall at the right turn lane areas. Removing the sidewalk does not 
allow us to move the retaining walls toward the street. Moving the retaining wall closer to 
the street creates a safety problem per American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials Roadside Design safety and clear zone requirements, the nationally 
accepted standard. 
 
It is also important to note that having sidewalks/trails on both sides of arterial roadways 
has been part of the Comprehensive Plan for a number of years. Experience has demonstrated 
that people generally do not cross busy arterial streets to use sidewalks, but instead walk 
or ride in the grass until a path has been worn. These "paths" are not maintained and become 
muddy in rainy weather, leading to unsafe conditions for those who use them. 
 
________________________________ 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e‐mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use 
of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any 
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the 
intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e‐mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message. 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: David Landis
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 2:28 PM
To: Council Packet
Cc: Rick D. Hoppe; Steve D. Hubka; Sherry Wolf; Jan Bolin; Ken D. Smith; Pat Posey Ribeiro
Subject: Budget 

 
City Council Members: 
 
Thank you Councilwoman Snyder for you inquiry for additional information on Urban Development's CIP Project #0627 
Parking Meters.  The current parking meters are coming to the end of their life cycle.  In the last 15 years since the 
current meters were purchased, there has been a technology change.  Parts are still available for the existing meters but 
they no longer have software support and received the last technology update over two years ago.  There was an option 
sixteen years ago when the current meters were purchased to allow the use of a prepaid card.  This prepaid card similar 
to a gift card was specific to parking meters and was never a true credit card option.  We could continue to purchase 
coin only meters for $400 each, solar meters for $500 each or multi‐space meters which would cost thousands per 
meter.  We have chosen to go the solar meter route with a credit card option which we feel reflects consumer choice.  
We will continue to re‐use the current meters in outlying areas until funding is available to replace all 2,250 meters.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dave Landis 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject:  City Services

From: Kathy Jackson <kj60028@windstream.net> 
Date: July 27, 2011 4:19:56 PM CDT 
To: "Jonathan A. Cook" <jcook@lincoln.ne.gov> 
Subject: City Services 
 
All I hear about in the newspaper is everyone carping about property tax and sounding like all the city 
employees are pretty much bums on the dole.  I just wanted to let you know how pleased I was with the 
response from the city to an incident on my block last night.  Last evening a large tree limb gave way and fell 
across a couple of driveways, this was before any rain, wind etc so it just fell out of the blue.  Fortunately for all 
it missed both cars and people.  The  Public Works guys were here first thing to cut up and carry away the limb 
and the Park & Recreation guys were here a couple of hours later to trim up the tree the limb came from.  All 
the workers were really nice and answered questions.  They made short work of both jobs and you wouldn't be 
able to tell that anything happened.  That is what MY TAX DOLLARS go for, the help of the city when we 
need it. 
 
Just wanted to let you know that city workers are appreciated. 
 
Kathy Jackson 
611 S 32 
Lincoln, NE 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Bob Ellis [bobcellis@windstream.net]
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 8:36 AM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Working on streets.

I have lived in Lincoln for over 80 years and now I have heard the worst idea yet in roads repair. I agree that changing Old 
Cheney Road from 70th to 84th 
is a good idea but to go to the ultimate extreme and waste a million dollars just because some engineer wants to go 
overboard on an wild idea of making an interchange that is not only stupid but ridiculous. Someone should tell the 
engineer that the city is short of funds. Don’t you think that we should be a little more careful with our( the tax payers) 
money. I would be glad to show you some real goofs the engineering dept has made but now when the city is short of 
money doesn’t it make sense to spread the money around. I know it is real easy to spend the tax payers money but just 
wasting it is a sin. 
I don’t live in the area but I have talked to some in the area –most have lived in the area for many, many years- none 
could see why you can justify wasting money. It seems to be only because some engineer wants it. Why don’t someone 
explain to the engineer that the city don’t have money to satisfy his desire to make a grand mistake. I have heard that it is 
just the democrats that want this to go through but I’ tell each of the democrats that I have been a democrat longer than 
any of you have been alive. I always thought the democrats were for saving money –not wasting it. How are some people 
that are out of work,trying to feed a family and pay their bills going to like the city wasting a million dollars and then have a 
raise on their property tax. I would guess the city council will hear from all the tax payers when they get the real story and 
then get a tax increase also.  
I have travelled Old Cheney many a time when I lived in that area. The engineering dept told me years ago that they were 
going to fix south 56th street from where they left off and go on down to the railroad tracks and fix that intersection as soon 
as some money was available. Look at that and see how you like the looks of that and see how honest the engineering 
dept is. They told me that had a high priority. The keep their word!!! 
 
Robert Ellis 825 No.Cotner Blvd 68505 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Russell Miller [neb31340@windstream.net]
Sent: Friday, July 29, 2011 9:29 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: CIP BUDGET

From : Russell Miller                                        29 July 2011 
            341 S 52 
            Lincoln, NE 68510 
 
To : Lincoln City Council 
 
Subject :  Proposed City Budget and CIP Budget 
 
Dear Council Members, 
 
It is a fact that Impact Fees pay only about 30% of the cost to bring high quality water to new developments. The ratepayers ( or 
taxpayers ) are providing the  remaining 70% which is a subsidy to the development/real estate community.   
 
As you know, every year since 2003 there has been a water and wastewater rate increase and this year the Council will vote on a  5%  
increase. This is necessary to maintain our first class system of water to new developments.  As you also know,  nobody has ever 
protested these increases and acceptance is the order of day. 
 
If LIncolnites are willing to incur higher water/wastewater expenses for something that they, probably, will never use, they certainly will 
pay higher property taxes (expense) to maintain services (i.e. buses, libraries, parks etc.) that they might use. 
 
If you think the tax payers will not do that because they want their expenses kept low, then you must keep their expenses low by voting 
against the water/wastewater increases as contained in the CIP budget. 
 
Russell Miller 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Mary Reeves [maryreeves17@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 30, 2011 1:25 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: 6+1Amendment

Members of the council, 
I want to inform you of my support for the 6+1 Amendment.  We need to support our parks, 
pools and infrastructure. 
Mary Reeves 
3236 Dudley St. 
Lincoln 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: J.R. Brown [jr@jrbrown.org]
Sent: Sunday, July 31, 2011 10:26 PM
To: Council Packet; Mary M. Meyer
Cc: Carl B. Eskridge; DaNay K
Subject: Re: Agenda Item 11-105 - Change of Zone 11024
Attachments: NH Letter.pdf

Dear Council Members, 
 
I apologize for not appearing in person in regard to Change of Zone 11024. Please see my attached letter on 
behalf of North Hills Homeowner's Association. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
J.R. Brown 
President, North Hills Homeowner's Association 
 
Ph. (402) 617-0439 



 
July 31, 2011 

 

Re: Change of Zone 11024 

 

Dear City Council Members: 

 

As the President of North Hills Homeowner’s Association and on behalf of our board of directors, I 

am writing in support of Change of Zone 11024 and urge your approval. 

 

The developer’s attorney, Ms. Kalkowski has been very helpful in presenting this project to our 

neighbors and working with us to address our concerns. I believe this project as presented to you will 

be a unique type of residential development for north Lincoln and will complement our 

neighborhood by implementing the design standards previously agreed upon. 

 

On behalf of our 450 homeowners I do want to share with you a few remaining concerns generally 

related to development in this area. These concerns are: 

 

1. Street lighting: 14th – 27th & Fletcher Ave, classified as a minor arterial street, it does not 

currently have any street lights. This street is increasing in traffic and as residential areas are 

added and increase in density we believe this will become a safety issue. 

 

2. Signalized light: 14th & Fletcher Ave, this intersection currently has peak time traffic flow 

problems in part stemming from its close proximity to the 14th street I-80 bridge which 

hampers visibility. We believe this intersection presents a current safety hazard and should be 

addressed as soon as possible. 

 

I would kindly ask that the above concerns be addressed by City staff. 

 

Thank you for your contribution to our community. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

J.R. Brown 

President, North Hills Homeowner’s Association 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Lois Dam [ldam@windstream.net]
Sent: Monday, August 01, 2011 8:09 AM
To: Council Packet
Subject: Vote for Safety on Old Cheney

Please  vote for the raised median and turn lanes on Old Cheney.  The reduction in the number of accidents is 
relatively small/year, but is large over the lifetime of the road. The cost of a critical accident is huge and of a 
fatal accident, especially if it is your family member, is immeasurable.  Consider that there is a high school on 
the corner of 84th and Old Cheney with newly minted drivers. 
 
I live two blocks north of Old Cheney.  Please do consider grass rather than sidewalk on the south side of Old 
Cheney.  Drainage for those of us north of Old Cheney is already a problem. 
 
Those with property abutting Old Cheney had to have been aware that the road was an arterial and would 
eventually be widened.  Common sense dictates building and planting far from potential right of way.  We 
moved to our townhome in the 1990s and were very aware at that time that both 70th and Old Cheney would 
be widened.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Lois R. Dam 
5310 Thies Cove Drive 
Lincoln, NE 68516  



   
                                                                    MINUTES

  DIRECTORS’ MEETING 
  MONDAY, AUGUST 1, 2011

Present: Gene Carroll, Chair; Adam Hornung, Vice Chair; Jon Camp; Jayne Snyder; Jonathan
Cook; Carl Eskridge; and Doug Emery

Others: Joan Ross, City Clerk; Rick Hoppe, Chief of Staff; Mary Meyer, City Council Office

Chair Carroll Opened the meeting at 2:00 p.m. and announced the location of the Open Meetings Act.

I. CITY CLERK
Ross stated there will be extra announcements at the beginning of the meeting. She then listed items to be
called together. There is a Motion to Amend on Items 16, 21, and 23, substitute ordinances, and when calling
will also call related items. Cook asked if Items 17 through 24 would be together, as all are adjusting the
date? Suggest on Items 35 through 39 to mention the public hearing on the 8th but action on the 10th. He will
make a motion to have public hearing on Items 35 through 39 at the same time of public hearing on the
budget resolution, Item 58, and people can speak to the entire package. Ross commented when publishing
the agenda for the 8th, on line, will also have an agenda for the 10th, which will be published in the Sunday
newspaper with the other, and would include the budget resolution. Cook wants to make sure it’s advertised
as having public hearing together, as done in the past, with related items to the budget resolution. Ross stated
it was discussed where the appropriate place would be to place the items, and decided it will be the upcoming
announcement, Item 58.         
 

II. MAYOR  
1. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler, Alice Dittman, and other community leaders will hold a news

conference on Thursday, July 28th, at 10 a.m. in Room 303 of the County-City Building to announce
the creation of a new micro-lending fund to help under-served entrepreneurs.   

2. NEWS RELEASE. Alice Dittman gives $1 million to Lincoln Community Foundation for
Entrepreneurial Loan Program. 

No comments

III. DIRECTORS

FINANCE/BUDGET
1. Memo on breakdown of the split between Street Construction Funds and Wheel Tax Funds, that have

been the source of funding for the Snow Removal Fund. 
a) Snow Removal Fund Revenue History.  

2. July sales tax reports reflecting May activity:
a) Actual Compared to Projected Sales Tax Collections;
b) Gross Sales Tax Collections (With Refunds Added Back In) 2005-2006 through 2010-2011;
c) Sales Tax Refunds 2005-2006 through 2010-2011; and 
d) Net Sales Tax Collections 2005-2006 through 2010-2011. 

No comments
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PLANNING COMMISSION
1. Action by the Planning Commission, July 27, 2011. 
2. Planning Commission Final Action, July 27, 2011.
No comments

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Administrative Approvals from July 19, 2011 through July 25, 2011 approved by the Planning

Director.  
No comments

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES/ENGINEERING
1. Ordinance amending Ordinance 18214, which amended Ordinance 17366, regarding preparation of

detailed plans and specifications for widening, reconstruction, and improvement of Old Cheney Road
from Highway 2 to South 88th Street.

No comments
   

IV. COUNCIL MEMBERS

JON CAMP
1. Letter from Thomas L. Miller. Do not break the City budget by adding medians and turn lanes and

confounding the snow removal process on Old Cheney from 70th to 84th Street. 
2. Correspondence to Deloyd Larsen regarding water drainage needs which he testified to at the last

City Council meeting. 
a) Reply to Mr. Deloyd Larsen regarding concerns on drainage and water flow through the Edenton

HA outlot from Craig Aldridge, Public Works & Utilities, Engineering.
b) Memo from Miki Esposito, Public Works & Utilities, Compliance, regarding Mr. Larsen’s

concerns. Watershed Management will follow up on his inquiry regarding the drainage issues in
the Edenton area. 

3. Correspondence thanking Craig Aldridge from Councilman Camp on information to neighbors as to
what type of overflows they can expect.    

4. Correspondence from James Drake expressing thanks for putting solutions/suggestions on the table. 
5. Jack Baillie in support of Councilman Camp’s proposal on widening Old Cheney Road. 
6. Katie Halperin agreeing with Councilman Camp’s analysis regarding widening of Old Cheney Road.
7. Correspondence from Craig Aldridge with further review of drainage calculations, additional 

information on the impact of a 10-year storm event.
a) Councilman Camp’s thanks and appreciation for the information. 

No comments

V. MISCELLANEOUS - None

VI. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS
1. Darlene Moore. Support the 6+1 amendment to maintain our parks, and stop wasting money on

plants in street islands. 
2. Tim K. Johnson. Support Jonathan Cook’s 6+1 to help our parks and trees. 
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3. Rolmsted. Do not raise the wheel tax, we pay ridiculously high auto taxes as it is. 
4. Linda. Please do not cut hours at the public libraries or layoff staff. 
5. Kathryn Westwood. Possibly a conflict of interest in the Mayor’s budget.    
6. Peter W. Katt. Very disappointed with the only decision made by a majority of the council was how

to spend more money than Mayor recommended.
7. Peggy Sintek-Hall. In favor of keeping parks, pools, libraries open, and the bus schedules remaining

the same as now. Raise our taxes to keep this way. 
8. Linda Pabst. Many people in Lincoln depend upon the handivan for transportation. 
9. Alan More. Mr. Camp had ideas to save money, which were all rejected. Rainy day fund should be

used to decrease taxes. 
      10. Brian L. Kamler. Don’t let selfish, special interests dominate your decisions. 
      11. Maggie Higgins. Some Council members think it is important to raise taxes to keep pet services.

Kudos for not increasing the wheel tax and parking fines. 
      12. Jim Crawford. Yesterday’s Council meeting was a slap in the face to the people of Lincoln, most of

you are afraid to speak against the Mayor. 
      13. Jack Bewley. Our family supports Jonathan Cook’s 6+1 amendment to maintain parks, pools, and

playgrounds. 
      14. Rita Metcalf. Opposed to raising taxes before more cuts are made, with suggestions. 
      15. Alan More. Comments on the July 25th Council Meeting.   
      16. Bryan Block. When you are operating at a deficit you must cut back on spending. Some cuts may be

painful but we are not an ATM machine. 
      17. Russ Guill. Proposed ideas to reduce or eliminate a tax increase were disregarded by some Council

members. 
      18. Dennis Walls. Why are we funding a loss in the city retirement fund? Clean up old standing mistakes.
      19. Ben McEntarffer. Consider other alternatives before raising taxes. Would love to mow city parks at

$9 an hour. 
      20. H. Arnold Wassenberg. Rethink tax increases. Wages have not increased but you take more of our

remaining income every year. 
      21. Phil Epp. Business is tapped out, but amendments voted down. Next time humor us and act like you

care about the citizens of Lincoln.
      22. Garry Zager. Four Council members passed an opportunity to hold the line on higher taxes. Problem

is the spending and growth of government. 
      23. Peg Reutzel. We have to make cuts in our budgets to pay for all the increases in taxes. 
      24. Ron Mellen. Can’t believe you want to raise taxes but not cut any services. Where are we suppose to

get more money, we’re retired and can’t make ends meet now.
      25. Steve Bowen. Establish a budget to limit the size of the City government. No need to raise taxes.

Correct the budget so no property tax increase becomes necessary. 
      26. Anne Deterding. Hope Council and the Mayor will do the right thing and reconsider this tax hike and

this budget, change your priorities. 
      27. Armen Badeer. Find alternatives to tax increases, and find ways to reduce government spending,

even if it causes some difficulties in the short term.
      28. Cathy Lohmeier. In favor of increasing property taxes in lieu of closing pools, libraries and needed

public services. 
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      29. Jim and Lori Johnson, UPS Store 3345. As small business owners vehemently oppose raising taxes
without first exploring other options. 

      30. Any Ringsmuth. Reduce city employees retirement match, increase their health care to their share
being 50%, and we should have significant savings to deal with the budget. 

      31. Alan and Donna Hersch. Do not compromise on the widening of Old Cheney Road. Build as
recommended by the City Engineers.     

      32. Kathy Berger. Political split on the Council should be put aside for the good of the City as a whole.
Stand by your commitments and vote against a property tax increase. 

      33. Kathy Danek. Her family can afford the small investment proposed to protect our quality of life. 
      34. JL Exteriors, Inc. Look at creative ways to help with the budget besides raising taxes.            
      35. Sabrina Ehmke. Work against laying off Lincoln’s library staff positions. 
      36. Joseph Prai. Make cuts, live within our means, and don’t raise taxes and fees to generate money. 
      37. Carolyn Brandle. Consider Jonathan Cook’s 6+1 suggestion, and also we could increase taxes as

proposed by the Mayor. 
      38. Ardel Harger. Support the Mayor’s budget including proposed increase in property taxes. 
      39. Rick Urwiler. We need strong public safety, parks, libraries, pool and also street repairs. 
      40. Rebecca Gaston-Wise. Support the Mayor’s proposed budget.   
      41. Karl Reinhard, Irvingdale Neighborhood Association Board, supporting property tax increase to keep

our quality of life.  
      No comments
            
VII. ADJOURNMENT
      Chair Carroll adjourned the meeting at 2:05 p.m. 
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