
   DIRECTORS’ MEETING
   MONDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2014

555 S. 10TH STREET
BILL LUXFORD STUDIO

2:00 P.M.  
  

  I. CITY CLERK

 II. MAYOR  
1. Fiscal Impact Statement for StarTran. 
2. NEWS RELEASE. Open House set to discuss replacement of historic Sheridan Bridges.              

III. DIRECTORS CORRESPONDENCE

AGING PARTNERS
1. Presentation: Aging Partners 2013 Annual Report to the Lincoln City Council: June

Pederson, Director; and Martha Hakenkamp, Program Manager. 

COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS
1. Commission on Human Rights meeting agenda for Thursday, January 30, 2014.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Lincoln Metropolitan Planning Organization, Technical Committee Meeting agenda for

February 6, 2014, 1:30 p.m., 555 S. 10th Street.

URBAN DEVELOPMENT/ HOUSING REHAB & REAL ESTATE DIVISION
1. Street and alley vacation No. 13004, Pine Tree Lane. 
2. Street and alley vacation No. 13005, North 21feet of Holdrege Street, west of North 20th Circle. 

 
IV. COUNCIL MEMBERS

JON CAMP
1. Message from constituent Cory Comstock regarding inspection on replacement dishwasher.

(Sent to Building and Safety/Inspectors on January 28, 2014) 
2. Country Meadows Board President, Steve Clymer’s email on the Country Meadows roads

asking for an update. (Email also sent to Thomas Shafer, Engineering Design/Construction
Manager)   

3. Correspondence from Robert Moodie regarding questions on the Broadmoor Development at
Ashbrook Drive and Highway 2.
a) Development site plan.
b) Acknowledging review by Miki Esposito, Public Works & Utilities Director.   

4. Correspondence from Thomas Huston, attorney representing the Broadmoor Development,
giving language from the staff report on installing signals.  
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 V. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS
1. Reply to Alan Hersch from Roger Figard, City Engineer, on his requests concerning 70th and

Stevens Ridge Streets. (Correspondence from Alan Hersch listed on the Directors’ Addendum
of January 27, 2014. Correspondence from Citizens, No. 1)   

2. Email from Concerned Homeowner with questions regarding a neighborhood public walkway.
(Sent to Public Works & Utilities/Pedestrian Management/Sidewalks) 
a) Map of neighborhood involved.

3. Reply from Harry Kroos, Manager of Pedestrian Management/Sidewalks explaining action
taken regarding the easement on October 7, 2013. (Number 2 above) 

 

F:\FILES\CITYCOUN\Directors Meetings\2014\February 2014\da 02.03.14.wpd









PUBLIC WORKS AND UTILITIES DEPARTMENT

Engineering Services Division, 949 West Bond St., Lincoln, NE 68521, 402-441-7711

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: January 30, 2014

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Devin Biesecker, City of Lincoln, 402-937-5575

       Stephanie Rittershaus, Alfred Benesch & Company, 402-479-2200

OPEN HOUSE SET TO DISCUSS REPLACEMENT

OF HISTORIC SHERIDAN BRIDGES 

The public is invited to an open house Thursday, February 6 on the replacement of the historic

Penny Bridges on Sheridan Boulevard just west of 33rd Street.  The open house is from 5 to 7

p.m. in the commons/cafeteria area at Lincoln Southeast High School, 2930 S. 37th St.

The side-by-side Penny Bridges were built in 1934 to carry Sheridan Boulevard traffic over the

railroad, which is now a trail.  They were built on both sides of a wooden trestle which carried

streetcar tracks over the railroad.  The bridges got their name because the streetcar fare increased

a penny if you rode past the trestle.  The trolley operated from 1909 to 1945.  

At the open house, residents will learn about the need for the project and its historical

significance.  They also will have the opportunity to view maps and photos of current conditions,

ask questions and discuss concerns with the project team.   Following the open house, the design

team will begin developing and evaluating construction concepts.  The design process is

expected to take about one year.  Construction will depend on the availability of funds for the

project.

For more information on City projects, visit lincoln.ne.gov (keyword: projects).
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CITY OF LINCOLN 
COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS 

Thursday, January 30, 2014, 4:00 p.m. 
City Council Chambers, 555 South 10th Street 

AGENDA 
 

I. Roll Call 
II. Approval of Minutes of December 12, 2013 Commission Meeting 

III. Approval of Agenda for January 30, 2014 Commission Meeting 
IV. Case Dispositions 

A. Reasonable Cause / No Reasonable Cause 
1. LCHR NO.: 13-0415-010-E-R 
2. LCHR NO.: 13-0606-019-E-R 
3. LCHR NO.: 13-0703-021-E-R 

B. Pre-Determination Settlement Agreements 
1. LCHR NO.: 13-0723-024-E 
2. LCHR NO.: 13-1031-012-H 
3. LCHR NO.: 13-1101-034-E-R 
4. LCHR NO.: 13-1226-016-H 

C. Successful Conciliation 
1. LCHR NO.: 13-0416-011-E-R 

V. Administrative Closures 
A. Withdrawal  

1. LCHR NO.: 13-1105-013-H 
VI. Public Hearing 

A. Motion for New Trial/Reconsideration 
1. LCHR NO.: 13-0612-003-H 

B. Issuance of Final Order 
1. LCHR NO.: 13-0612-003-H 

VII. Old Business 
A. Awards Nominations 

VIII. New Business 
A. Title 11 Revision 

IX. Public Comment** 
X. Adjournment    

 
**Public comments are limited to 5 minutes per person. Members of the public may address any item of interest 

to the LCHR during this open session with the exception of LCHR cases.  Also, no member of the public who wishes 
to address the Commission will be allowed to examine any individual Commissioner or staff member on any 
item/question before the Commission unless invited to do so by the Chairperson. 











1

Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: InterLinc: Council Feedback

  
> -----Original Message----- 
> From: WebForm [mailto:none@lincoln.ne.gov] 
> Sent: Sunday, January 26, 2014 4:02 PM 
> To: Jon Camp 
> Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback 
>  
> InterLinc: City Council Feedback for 
>  Jon Camp 
>  
> Name:     Cory Comstock 
> Address:  2333 Scotch Pine Trail 
> City:     Lincoln, NE 68512 
>  
> Phone:    402-202-9234 
> Fax: 
> Email:    comstockc@earthlink.net 
>  
> Comment or Question: 
> Mr. Camp 
>  
> I am sending you some information about a recent purchase I made of a dishwasher as it was 
an existing dishwasher we had in our residence. I understand the need for an inspection when 
building a new house as we accomplished this at this location about 10 years ago. What I 
don't understand or agree with is that I have to get an inspection for an existing dishwasher 
where the inspector came in and it took him less than 30 seconds to inspect. I am most 
frustrated that Lincoln would have this type of ordinance which caused a citizen that is 
working two incomes to support themselves having to take my own vacation time to meet an 
inspector and for what purpose? I guess the bottom line is why and if you could at least look 
into and possibly put in for a change as if this is the case we will stop doing business with 
local companies and buy somewhere else so we don't get forced to have the inspection.  We 
like doing business with local companies and try too as often as we can, but this sure makes 
you question this decision/ordinance. I have also attached what I sent to Mr. Romero owner of 
Schafer's just for your reference. 
>  
> Mr.Romero 
>  
> I am contacting regarding a purchase I made in your store a few months ago for a washing 
machine and a dishwasher. They were replacements that I also had purchased from your store 
which I have been a loyal customer to Schaefer's. I don't have a single complaint about my 
experience at your store, but what I am concerned about I am passing to you as you may have 
some concerns too. I received a letter from the Department of Building and Safety wanting to 
schedule an appointment to inspect my dishwasher (permit number P1309290) I called after 
getting a second letter from the law department stating if I didn't make an appointment they 
would refer this matter to the Prosecution Division. I have to say my common sense on why 
they would need to inspect an already existing dishwasher replacement and your company did 
the install is ridiculous. I had to take off work (vacation time) which is limited to have 
the inspector walk in take 30 seconds and he was done. This requirement is not consumer 
friendly and I will probably be buying from another place of business or out of town if this 
is how residents of Lincoln are going to be treated. I assume you are only following 
protocol, but I would suggest to contact city council to have this ordinance changed or 
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amended. I have also sent this to my city council representative for review, again I have had 
very good service at your business just wanted to let you know as a customer this isn't good 
for us. 
>  
> Thanks 
> Cory Comstock 
> 402-202-9234 
>  
>  
> ________________________________ 
>  
> 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: Steve [sclymer@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 5:44 PM
To: Thomas S. Shafer
Cc: Miki Esposito; Jon Camp; Roger A. Figard; 'Steve Clymer'; Audra Kelly; Kendall Johnson; 

rjex@neb.rr.com; sclymer@neb.rr.com; slovell1@windstream.net
Subject: Country Meadows Roads

Thomas, 
 
We had a Country Meadows board meeting last week and discussed where we were at with the roads.  Or whose court 
is it in?  What and when will something be going to Council? 
 
In very abbreviated form, we understand that the Board of Roads: 
*Approved relaxation of the width of the road.  We will be able to maintain the current 22’ width. 
*It was approved that curbs would not be required. 
*Drainage would be done generally via the way it exists now. 
*The road construction would be 6” (?) concrete. 
*The edges of the pavement would align with current elevations and crown up to the center; thus driveways could 
remain as currently constructed. 
*An 8’ shoulder clearance would be required?  All mailboxes would need to be pushed outside that dimension. 
*However, the City of Lincoln may go back and appeal for reduction of that setback to more like 4’? 
 
Discussion the other night was center around mailbox locations.  A ‘hot button’.  As you know many are currently fairly 
monumental, expensive, brick, and most are located no more than 3’-4’ off the pavement edge.  However, all are very 
interested in new roads, and should the appeal fail, we will try to find workable solutions for pushing them towards and 
into the edges of the current road ditches. 
 
We remain steadfast that not just 66th street be repaired, and that construction has to happen before we go into 
another winter season.    
 
Would you be able to send us an update?  What can we do to assist your department?  Is there lobbying (on our part) to 
do to the City Council?  As the road is not being widened, nor curbs constructed, is this a repair done from the City 
coffers? 
 
Thanks in advance.  We all appreciate all that you are doing. 
 
For the Board, 
Steve Clymer, President    
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: Broadmoor Development; Ashbrook Drive and Hwy 2
Attachments: image001.jpg; ATT00001.htm; Site Plan 1.pdf; ATT00002.htm

From: "Bob Moodie" <rmoodie@friedmanlaw.com> 

To: "mesposito@lincoln.ne.gov" <mesposito@lincoln.ne.gov> 

Cc: "Jon Camp" <joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com>, "mmeyers@lincoln.ne.gov" 

<mmeyers@lincoln.ne.gov>, "thuston@clinewilliams.com" <thuston@clinewilliams.com> 

Subject: Broadmoor Development; Ashbrook Drive and Hwy 2 

Ms. Esposito:  I am contacting you with regard to some items that will appear on the City 

Council agenda for a public hearing on 2/3/14.  Specifically the items on Change of Zone 

#13020 and Special Permit #13043 relating to the development of an apartment complex at 

the intersection of Ashbrook Drive and Hwy 2.  When this plan was originally put forward it 

called for a complex with 219 units and two exits, one on to Ashbrook Drive and a second 

exit into the Pine Lake neighborhood.  The exit into the Pine Lake Neighborhood was later 

dropped so the only exit is now on to Ashbrook Drive.  The plan that called for 219 units has 

now been paired down to 147 units.  It is my understanding that Mr Huston will ask to have 

the original proposal amended to reflect this new plan.  For your convenience I have attached 

a preliminary site plan that the developer prepared. 

 

I live at 6510 Ashbrook Drive.  My neighbors and I have been concerned about various 

aspects of this plan and have communicated these to Mr. Huston.  I am confident that the 

builder will make a good faith effort to accommodate our concerns about project 

lighting,  landscaping and fencing.  However the issue of traffic on Ashbrook Drive remains a 

concern.   We are concerned that traffic in and out of this development will often get stacked 

up in the very short distance that exists between the driveway on Ashbook Drive and 

Highway 2.  We are worried that when this occurs those residents will take the path of least 

resistance and instead turn right leading them through my neighborhood and through the 

Edenton South neighborhood as they try to wind their way to either 70th or Old 

Cheney.  This will not only cause concern on behalf the residents on that street but will also 

cause increased traffic flow past Edenton South Park. Some of these drivers may also 

choose to trespass through the private drives belonging to the Berean Church.  We are 

wondering what might be done to address these concerns regarding traffic? 

 

I will plan on attending the public hearing on February 3rd as may some of my neighbors.  I 

hope that by addressing this concern  in advance we can further the discussion on these 

issues.  Thank you. 

 

 

Robert R. Moodie 

Attorney at Law 

rmoodie@friedmanlaw.com<mailto:rmoodie@friedmanlaw.com> 

www.friedmanlaw.com<http://www.friedmanlaw.com/> 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: Broadmoor Development; Ashbrook Drive and Hwy 2
Attachments: image001.jpg; ATT00001.htm; Site Plan 1.pdf; ATT00002.htm

Miki: 

 

Thanks for reviewing Mr. Moodie's email.  Your insight on possible solutions will be appreciated. 

 

Jon 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Thomas C. Huston [thuston@clinewilliams.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2014 4:17 PM
To: Miki Esposito; Jon Camp; Randy W. Hoskins
Cc: Stratton, Bob; Mark Palmer
Subject: FW: Broadmoor Development; Ashbrook Drive and Hwy 2
Attachments: Site Plan 1.pdf

Miki: 
 
I am representing Broadmoor Development on this project.  Planning Commission held a 
public hearing back in October and recommended denial of the change of zone and denied 
the special permit for the CUP notwithstanding the recommendation of approval by the 
planning department. 
 
Since October, my client and I have held several meetings to continue the discussions with 
the neighborhoods.    As a result of those meetings, Broadmoor has agreed to reduce the 
density of the project from 219 dwelling units to 147, which is a 33% reduction.  Our 
preliminary traffic count, fairly small to begin with, is also reduced by 33%.  We met with 
the neighbors again last night, January 27th.  Mr. Moodie attended the meeting.  I pointed 
Mr. Moodie to the language contained in the staff report under paragraph #6 which 
provides: 
 

“Given the development on either side of Highway 2 and existing traffic on Pine 
Lake Road, the Highway 2 intersection at Ashbrook Drive/Pine Lake Road is 
certain to be signalized at some time in the future, which will encourage most 
apartment traffic to use  
Highway 2.” 
 
 
 

I also informed the neighbors that Broadmoor will pay a significant impact fee associated 
with the project, which would be more than enough to pay for several traffic signals.  I 
understand that the Capital Improvement Program has identified the Pine Lake Road 
improvements as a project for 2016, which may present the city with the funds and the 
opportunity to install the desired signal as part of that project. 
 
Hope this helps. 
 
 
Tom 
 
 
Thomas C. Huston 
thuston@clinewilliams.com  

  
CLINE WILLIAMS  

 WRIGHT JOHNSON & OLDFATHER, L.L.P. 
233 South 13th Street 
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Jon Camp
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 2:55 PM
To: Council Packet
Subject: FW: South 70th intersection

 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: ahersch@neb.rr.com [mailto:ahersch@neb.rr.com]  
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2014 8:37 AM 
To: Roger A. Figard 
Cc: Jon Camp 
Subject: RE: South 70th intersection 
 
Thanks for your reply. During the Old Cheney work, lots more people will exit Edenton South 
neighborhood via Stevens Ridge Rd, including cars and buses full of children going to school. 
There is very limited views, especially to the north, from Stevens Ridge Rd onto 70th because 
of shrubs and the hill. Traffic on 70th St barrels along at 45 mph or more. I fear there 
could be terrible accidents. I'm nervous every time I make that turn. A temporary traffic 
signal will prevent this. Please bring this up to others involved. I plan to take it to the 
City Council also. 
 
 
 
---- "Roger A. Figard" <rfigard@lincoln.ne.gov> wrote:  
> Alan, 
>  
> Thank you for your  requests on this project. You have been a positive supporter of this 
project and Public Works throughout the process. 
>  
> As with any project we will monitor the Traffic and issues after the closer and be able to 
react to the needs we see. This includes watching the ability of neighbors to get out of the 
subdivisions both north and south of Old Cheney. We have talked internally of the possibility 
of temporary traffic signal needs at several locations for this project. 
>  
> Any traffic control we would choose to implement must meet the legal requirements of the 
Federal Traffic Manuel (MUTCD). 
>  
> Thank you again for your input and support. 
>  
> Roger A. Figard, P.E. 
> City Engineer 
> City of Lincoln, Nebraska 
> 901 W Bond St. #100 
> Lincoln, Ne 68521 
> 402-441-7711 Main Office 
> 402-525-5620 Cell 
> rfigard@lincoln.ne.gov 
> ________________________________________ 
> From: ahersch@neb.rr.com [ahersch@neb.rr.com] 
> Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2014 9:54 AM 
> To: Miki Esposito; Craig E. Aldridge; Roger A. Figard 
> Subject: South 70th intersection 
>  
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> Old Cheney Road will close from 72nd to 80th St. for a year during the street project. 
PLEASE install a temporary traffic light and reduced speed signs at 70th and Stevens Ridge, 
since that dangerous intersection will carry a lot more cars turning into and out of the 
neighborhoods. The City Engineer publicly stated that the sight lines there are substandard. 
Thank you. 
>  
> Alan Hersch 
>  
> ________________________________ 
>  
> 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: G. S. [potroshilka@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 1:25 PM
To: Mary M. Meyer
Subject: Public walkway takeover
Attachments: Walkway.jpg

We have a public walkway that dissect our neighborhood and gives access to the playground. (see attachment) 
Recently, two properties (2861 Homeland PL and 2750 NW 8th St-circled on the attachment) have taken over 
the walkway, blocking it with a 6' fence. Both properties absorbed the walkway into their lots, effectively 
eliminating the public walkway. 
 
This is the entry point as it was: 
2861 Homeland PL 
https://maps.google.com/maps?oe=utf-8&client=firefox-a&ie=UTF-
8&layer=c&z=17&iwloc=A&sll=40.841042,-96.732750&cbp=13,249.1,0,0,0&cbll=40.841170,-
96.732306&q=2861+Homeland+PL&ei=9DrkUvPeD-iqsQSl74DYBw&ved=0CCgQxB0wAA 

This is the exit point: 
2750 NW 8th St (walkway is to the left from this property) 
https://maps.google.com/maps?oe=utf-8&client=firefox-a&ie=UTF-
8&layer=c&z=17&iwloc=A&sll=40.841065,-96.733129&cbp=13,74.1,0,0,0&cbll=40.841008,-
96.733393&q=2750+NW+8th+St+lincoln+ne&ei=3DTkUtGRK-qjsQSHo4CoCQ&ved=0CCcQxB0wAA 
 

Is this an authorized takeover? Why am I being denied access to a public walkway that served the whole 
neighborhood? 
 
Please look into this or tell me where to forward my request for information. 

 
Thank you, 

Very concerned homeowner 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: Public walkway takeover

 
 
From: Harry B. Kroos  
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 2:00 PM 
To: Mary M. Meyer; Miki Esposito 
Subject: RE: Public walkway takeover 
 
This pedestrian easement was relinquished and eliminated by action of the Planning Commission Resolution No PC-
01361 and appealed to the City Council, which also eliminated the pedestrian easement walkway by approval of 
Resolution No A-87594 on October 7th, 2013. 
 
Harry Kroos 
 
 
 
From: G. S. [mailto:potroshilka@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2014 1:25 PM 
To: Mary M. Meyer 
Subject: Public walkway takeover 
 
We have a public walkway that dissect our neighborhood and gives access to the playground. (see attachment) 
Recently, two properties (2861 Homeland PL and 2750 NW 8th St-circled on the attachment) have taken over 
the walkway, blocking it with a 6' fence. Both properties absorbed the walkway into their lots, effectively 
eliminating the public walkway. 
 
This is the entry point as it was: 
2861 Homeland PL 
https://maps.google.com/maps?oe=utf-8&client=firefox-a&ie=UTF-
8&layer=c&z=17&iwloc=A&sll=40.841042,-96.732750&cbp=13,249.1,0,0,0&cbll=40.841170,-
96.732306&q=2861+Homeland+PL&ei=9DrkUvPeD-iqsQSl74DYBw&ved=0CCgQxB0wAA 

This is the exit point: 
2750 NW 8th St (walkway is to the left from this property) 
https://maps.google.com/maps?oe=utf-8&client=firefox-a&ie=UTF-
8&layer=c&z=17&iwloc=A&sll=40.841065,-96.733129&cbp=13,74.1,0,0,0&cbll=40.841008,-
96.733393&q=2750+NW+8th+St+lincoln+ne&ei=3DTkUtGRK-qjsQSHo4CoCQ&ved=0CCcQxB0wAA 

Is this an authorized takeover? Why am I being denied access to a public walkway that served the whole 
neighborhood? 
 
Please look into this or tell me where to forward my request for information. 

 
Thank you, 

Very concerned homeowner 
 



  DIRECTORS’ AGENDA
ADDENDUM 

   MONDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2014

 

 I. CITY CLERK

 II. MAYOR & DIRECTORS’ CORRESPONDENCE 

MAYOR
1. NEWS ADVISORY. Mayor Beutler’s Public Schedule for the week of February 1, 2014

through February 7, 2014. 
2. NEWS RELEASE. NWU Sports Network to televise Basketball Doubleheaders in February. 

III. DIRECTORS

CITIZEN POLICE ADVISORY BOARD
1. Determined no corrective action on the part of the Mayor and/or the Police Chief warranted on

complaint #03-13. 

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES
1. ADVISORY.  P Street Streetscape, 11th Street - Centennial Mall.  City Project No.

2013001/T.C. #701136. 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT
1. Winter 2014 issue of The Urban Page available on line at

http://lincoln.ne.gov/city/urban/reports/urban-page.htm   

WEED AUTHORITY
1. Lancaster County Weed Control - City of Lincoln Weed Abatement, February 2014.  

IV. COUNCIL MEMBERS

JON CAMP
1. Correspondence from Fred Kauffman voicing his disapproval of, and opposition to, the

proposed apartment complex of Broadmoor Development, listing reasons. 
2. Rhonda Pepper email stating her concerns abut the zoning change to allow an apartment

complex at the Ashbrook and Hwy 2 location causing increased traffic flow to the area.
Explained concerns. 

3. Email from Larry Gaver listing his concerns and reason they continue to oppose the Broadmoor
Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan, specifically increased traffic flow. 
a) Letter from Olsson ®Associates regarding the Broadmoor Ashbrook Apartments, Highway

2 and Ashbrook Drive. 
4. Email from Miki Esposito, Director of Public Works & Utilities, stating Randy Hoskins,

Assistant City Engineer, will attend the public hearing to answer questions about traffic.      
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V. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS
1. Letter from Pam and Jack Gannon listing, and suggesting steps to correct, issues arising from

the Broadmoor Development proposal; Annexation No. 13004; Change of Zone No. 13020; and
Special Permit No. 13043.  

2. Correspondence from Dianne Frydendall-Smith giving the positives and negatives on the
Proposal regarding Ashbrook Drive. 

   F:\FILES\CITYCOUN\Addendums 2014\February 2014\Addendum  02.03.14.wpd



Date: January 31, 2014

Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 402-441-7831

Mayor Beutler’s Public Schedule

Week of February 1 through 7, 2014

Schedule subject to change

Thursday, February 6

• KFOR - 7:45 a.m.

• News conference, topic to be announced - 10 a.m., room 303, County-City Building, 555

S. 10th St.



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Citizen Information Center, 555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 402-441-7375

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: January 31, 2014

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Jamie Wenz, 5 CITY-TV, 402-326-7847

                                                     

NWU SPORTS NETWORK TO TELEVISE 

BASKETBALL DOUBLEHEADERS IN FEBRUARY

The NWU Sports Network (formerly 21 SPORTS) will televise three Nebraska Wesleyan

University (NWU) Prairie Wolves basketball doubleheaders in February on a tape-delayed basis:

• Wednesday, February 5 vs. Concordia  - women’s game at 6 p.m., men’s game follows

• Saturday, February 15 vs. Dordt - women’s game at 2 p.m., men’s game follows

• Wednesday, February 19 vs. Doane - women’s game at 6 p.m., men’s game follows

The NWU Sports Network is part of the educational access channel on Time Warner Cable

channel 80 (digital channel 71.16).  The Feb. 5 and Feb. 19 games will air at 6 p.m. the following

Fridays, and the Feb. 15 games will air at 6 p.m. the following Monday and Friday.  Additional

viewing times can be found at lincoln.ne.gov by clicking on the 5 CITY-TV logo. 

NWU games also will be available LIVE online at www.nwusports.com.   Games also may be

viewed through video-on-demand on the NWU Sports Network YouTube channel at

www.youtube.com/user/nwusportsnetwork.  

The games will feature Jeff Motz as the play-by-play announcer, with Lucas Mohrman providing

analysis. 
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January 31, 2014

P Street Streetscape 
11th Street - Centennial Mall

City Project No. 2013001/T.C. #701136

The City of Lincoln Public Works Department is working in partnership with the Urban Development Department
on the completion of the P Street Primary and Secondary Retail Corridor. The project is currently underway and
is expected to be substantially complete in August, weather permitting. The project will rehabilitate the north and
south sides of P Street between 11th Street and Centennial Mall and along the east side of 14th Street from O Street
to mid-block between P and Q Streets. The project includes the installation of storm water bio-retention swales and
new storm water inlets. The project also includes the reconstruction of curb ramps and all sidewalks in the public
right of way. New items to be installed as a part of the streetscape include pedestrian and roadway lighting, benches,
sidewalk pavers and planting beds. On-street parking will be adjusted in some locations through the project
corridor.

Hausmann Construction is the contractor. They will continue to perform the work utilizing traffic shifts and lane
closures. Access to businesses and residences will be maintained via coordination between the City, the contractor,
and businesses/property owners. Based on construction activities, routing of pedestrians will be necessary via signed
detours.

Business and property owners are advised to use only sand and/or gravel mix on the new sidewalks after snow
events. The use of other products may lead to damage and warranty issues with the new concrete surfaces.

Information on the P Street Streetscape Project is available on the City’s website at www.lincoln.ne.gov (keyword:
pstreet). If you have questions or comments, please contact one of the following people:

Zach Becker, Project Manager Kris Humphrey, Project Engineer
City of Lincoln - Engineering Services City of Lincoln - Engineering Services
(402) 613-3763 (402) 326-1176
zbecker@lincoln.ne.gov khumphrey@lincoln.ne.gov

Hallie Salem, Downtown Re-Development Planner Andrew Christensen, Project Manager
City of Lincoln - Urban Development Hausmann Construction
(402) 441-7866 (402) 802-0023

701136 Adv ZJB tdq.wpd

http://www.lincoln.ne.gov
mailto:zbecker@linco/hich/af37/dbch/af37/loch/f37%20ln.ne.gov
mailto:khumphrey@lincoln.ne.gov
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Opal G. Doerr
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2014 11:29 AM
To: UrbanDev
Subject: 2014 Winter Urban Page newsletter available

Hello, reader! 

The Winter 2014 issue of The Urban Page is available at: http://lincoln.ne.gov/city/urban/reports/urban-page.htm.  

This issue includes:  

 The American Job Center – New Location, Continuing Mission 

 New Redevelopment Projects: Hartley Flats and Piedmont Shops 

 New Havelock Sign Completed 

 Downtown Redevelopment Projects: Block 68, Project Oscar, Civic Plaza, and Skaters 

 Timely Tidbits: 2014 Civil Rights Conference, CAPER Report Available 

 N. 27th Street TIF District Ends 

 Nebraska Innovation Campus Update 

The Urban Page is a quarterly newsletter published by the City of Lincoln, Urban Development Department.  To correct, 
add, or delete recipients of this notice, please email urbandev@lincoln.ne.gov.  Thank you! 

 

Opal G. Doerr 
Planning Assistant 
City of Lincoln DSC / Urban Development Dept. 
555 S. 10th St, Suite 205 
Lincoln, NE 68508 
402-441-7852 
 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

www.lancaster.ne.gov/weeds 

Noxious weeds know no 

boundaries. They find 

themselves at home in cities 

and villages, along creeks, in 

wetlands and waste areas, as 

well as in the rural areas.  

In 2013, our inspectors 

documented 1,631 sites 

infested with noxious weeds, 

493 (33.1%) of those were 

within Lincoln city limits. While 

the total number of acres 

infested in the city is small, we 

continue to find noxious weeds 

all around the city. Saltcedar, 

purple loosestrife, and 

knotweed are found more in the 

city than in rural areas, because 

they were first introduced as 

ornamentals and planted in our 

landscapes. Without aggressive 

management, these sites will 

continue to grow and spread.  

Musk Thistle — Musk thistle 

continues to be a problem on 

poorly-managed pastures, 

wastelands, and roadsides 

throughout the county. A total of 

1,028 inspections were made 

on 494 sites. There were 416 

sites found to be in violation 

amounting to 802 acres 

infested. The Weed Control 

office carried out 10 

enforcements in 2013. 

Phragmites — Phragmites 

continues to increase in 

Lancaster County with 385 sites 

found to have infestations. The 

number of sites rose 7.2%, up 

from 359 sites reported in 2012. 

It’s important to be aggressive 

on phragmites while the 

average site is still less than 1 

acre; we are seeing it spread at 

alarming rates.  

Leafy Spurge — Leafy spurge 

is a very difficult to control 

perennial plant and infests 545 

acres in the county and city. 

Once an infestation is identified, 

it should be controlled and 

monitored for many years. Its 

deep rhizome root system will 

allow it to continue to grow. In 

2013, there were 626 

inspections made at 446 

locations, finding 386 

infestations.  

Purple Loosestrife — Most of 

the purple loosestrife found are 

ornamental plantings. There are 

a few waterways with wild 

purple loosestrife, but for the 

most part this has been a 

success story in Lancaster 

County. In 2001, when purple 

loosestrife was added to the 

State Noxious Weed list, we 

reported 490 locations. In 2013, 

we had 37 sites that had either 

ornamental or wild purple 

loosestrife. 

Knotweed — In 2013 there 

were 29 sites of knotweed 

reported. Almost all of the sites 

are ornamental plantings with 

only 2 sites being wild 

infestations. Most owners have 

been very receptive to removing 

the plantings once they realize 

how much damage it can do. 

Knotweed is often considered 

one of the 10 most invasive 

plants in the world, so early 

detection and control is 

important. 

Canada thistle — Canada 

thistle is a deep rooted 

perennial thistle; it is the most 

difficult thistle to control. While 

we don’t have a large number of 

infestations, what we are finding 

is that it is showing up in 

landscaping. Meaning, it is likely 

it is coming in with some of the 

trees and shrubs being planted. 

Always make sure the root 

stock you are getting is noxious-

weed-free. Currently we have 

13 locations, totaling just over 6 

acres infested. 

Saltcedar — Saltcedar is a 

great example of Early 

Detection – Rapid Response 

(EDRR), getting on a problem 

early and eliminating it before it 

gets out of control. Lancaster 

County has only a few locations 

of saltcedar and those are being 

eradicated by the owners. No 

new locations were found in 

2013. 

Sericea lespedeza — Sericea 

lespedeza was added to the 

State noxious weed list in April 

of 2013. This designation 

requires this very difficult to 

control perennial to be 

controlled by the landowner. 

Our inspectors found 73 sites 

infested totaling 129 acres. 
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Lancaster County Weed Control – 
City of Lincoln Weed Abatement 

2013 Noxious Weed Overview 1 

2013 All Weeds Map 2 

 

 

“Phragmites continues to 
increase in Lancaster 
County with 385 sites 
found to have infestations” 

 
“Sericea lespedeza was added 
to the State noxious weed list 
in April of 2013. This 
designation requires this very 
difficult to control perennial to 
be controlled by the landowner” 

 

2013 Noxious Weed Overview   

Lancaster County Weed Control –     

City of Lincoln Weed Abatement 
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Sericea lespedeza became a noxious weed in April of 2013 



 

Lancaster County  
Weed Control 
444 Cherrycreek Rd. Bldg B 
Lincoln, NE. 68528 

Phone: 
402.441.7817 
 
Fax: 
402.441.8616 
 
E-mail:  
weeds@lancaster.ne.gov 

Good Neighbors Control Their Weeds! 

We’re on the Web! 

www.lancaster.ne.gov/
weeds 

Lancaster County / City of Lincoln Weed Program Page 2 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: Broadmoor Development; Ashbrook Drive; Highway 2

From: Fred Kauffman <fredkauff@gmail.com> 
Date: January 31, 2014, 11:02:17 AM CST 
To: <mesposito@lincoln.ne.gov>, <joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com> 
Subject: Broadmoor Development; Ashbrook Drive; Highway 2 

Mr. Camp and Ms. Esposito: 
  
My wife Ruth and I live at 6540 Ashbrook Dr.  I am writing to express disapproval of and 
opposition to the proposed apartment complex of Broadmoor Development, which we 
understand will come before the City Counsel on February 3, 2014.  We are currently out of 
town and will not be able to attend the meeting to voice our concerns personally.   
  
While there are a number of concerns, I will confine this message to traffic congestion.  We have 
lived in our townhouse for a little over 1 year.  In that short period of time, I have noticed a 
considerable increase of traffic on Highway 2.  This is only going to continue to grow until the 
completion of a south by-pass, something that is clearly many years in the future.  
  
The now uncontrolled Ashbrook Drive/Pine Lake Rd. intersection with Highway 2 is at the low 
point between 70th St. and 84th St.  The truck traffic (particular large semis) from either 
direction tends to speed downhill in order to gain momentum for the uphill segment to the traffic 
control lights on 84th and 70th. This, along with the ever-increasing vehicular traffic creates 
significant congestion at the intersection, whether you are approaching from Ashbrook or Pine 
Lake Rd.  While I certainly cannot speak for everyone, I think I am safe in saying that residents 
on Ashbrook Dr. generally recognize this and when driving to or from our homes avoid this 
intersection.  Thus, much of our "to and fro" movement takes place by driving north on 
Ashbrook and then using Stevens Ridge Rd. to 70th St. or using 77th St. to access Old Cheney 
and then 84th St. 
  
You should also be aware that the many townhouses already on Ashbrook are not the only such 
units being developed on our street, Camellia Ct. or other cul'de sacs or streets leading into 
Ashbrook.  City records and plats may well reflect the number of lots currently existing but 
undeveloped.  Additionally, keep in mind that the satellite view used by the developer to project 
boundaries and outlines of the proposed project does not depict the actual number of units now in 
existence.  In fact, I would encourage all who are involved in making this decision to visit this 
area themselves in order to get a feel for the potential traffic issues that will unfold with a 
development of this size at this location. 
  
If the apartment units proposed by Broadmoor are allowed to be developed this will pour an 
additional 150 to 200 vehicles into the Ashbrook Dr. / Highway 2 intersection 2 or more times a 
day.  Drivers always tend to take a path that avoids waiting and anyone looking at the issue 
objectively will see that the intersection issues at Highway 2 will cause drivers to use Ashbrook, 
Stevens Ridge Road and the private street and parking area of Berean Church as feeder streets, 
something they were not designed to be. 
  
When the Broadmoor project was initially presented the developer recognized  the ingress/exit 
issues and proposed a separate access point from the complex to the Pine Lake area and to 84th 
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St.  Those residents understandably voiced objection.  With all ingress/egress now proposed to 
be via Ashbrook Drive, the obvious projection is for significant traffic on Ashbrook, coexistent 
with heavy periods of traffic on Highway 2, impacting the many current residents of this 
neighborhood and those who are now or will be constructing homes and townhomes. 
  
While traffic control signals at the Ashbrook/Pine Lake Rd. intersection with Highway 2 might 
be helpful, it will not prevent the impatient driver who doesn't want to wait for the green light to 
use Ashbrook.  I also suspect that another traffic control signal on Highway 2 could be 
controversial and there would be many (e.g., truckers) who would oppose such a signal at this 
intersection. 
  
We ask you to keep in mind the interests of the many residents on Ashbrook Drive and Camellia 
Court, as well as those on Stevens Ridge Road and 77th St. who are likely unaware of the 
potential impact to their neighborhood of adding this level of housing density at this intersection 
area.  
  
Sincerely, Fred Kauffman 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: Appeal:  Special Permit No. 13043, Broadmoor Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan

From: Rhonda Pepper [mailto:rpepper@sprynet.com]  
Sent: Sunday, February 02, 2014 9:44 AM 
To: 'Jean Preister' 
Cc: 'rmoodie@friedmanlaw.com'; 'thuston@clinewilliams.com'; 'joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com'; 
'mmeyers@lincoln.ne.gov'; 'mesposito@lincoln.ne.gov' 
Subject: Appeal: Special Permit No. 13043, Broadmoor Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan 
 
To Whom It May Concern:  
  
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to voice my concerns with respect to the proposed zoning change for Project 
Number CZ13020 and Special Permit 13043. While I appreciate the revised plan proposed by the developer, my original 
concerns remain valid. I am not opposed to development on this land in accordance with the current zoning 
requirements.   
  
I own a home at 6334 Ashbrook Dr. in Lincoln. I am concerned about the zoning change to allow an apartment complex 
at the Ashbrook and Hwy 2 location. My concern is based on the increased traffic flow to the area.   
  
The exit onto Hwy 2 from Ashbrook does not currently have a stop light. When exiting onto Hwy 2 from Ashbrook the 
speed and flow of traffic on Hwy 2 is often a concern. So much of a concern, that if I am going to 84th, I usually take the 
long way around through Edenton Woods and Edenton South to Old Cheney. I am quite comfortable saying that this a 
common route for area residents because of the difficulty going left onto Hwy 2 from Ashbrook. Going right (west) onto 
Hwy 2 from Ashbrook is not as difficult. However there are occasions when the truck and car traffic on Hwy 2 is such 
that even going right is difficult. I believe the concerns with speed and traffic volume on Hwy 2 is not unique in that 
there have been numerous accidents caused because of trucks going too fast.  Adding a stop light to this intersection will 
of course help, however is not the solution. Come out and watch the speed of trucks coming off the hill and proceeding 
west on Highway 2.  
  
Our neighborhood design and traffic flow is appropriate for the current residential design. I do not know if these curves 
and intersections are adequately designed to add the additional traffic flow. Several neighbors already have mailboxes 
occasionally hit during bad weather.  I assume (hopefully not incorrectly) that the city took into consideration the zoning 
requirements when designing the neighborhood streets. With the additional homes being built on the north side of 
Ashbrook, consistent with the zoning plan, there will be a increase in street traffic. Revising the zoning plan to allow 
apartments will significantly add to the traffic congestion.  Is the road layout for the neighborhood appropriately 
designed to handle the additional traffic? Is this consistent with the original city design? 
  
The neighborhood has a lovely park which is frequented by young children and their parents. My grandchildren always 
look forward to spending time at the park.  Is it appropriate to have the park, catering to young children, bordered by a 
busy street?  
  
My concern about adding apartments and additional traffic to this residential area is based on:  

1.       The Hwy 2 traffic, lack of stop light at the Hwy 2 and Ashbrook intersection and speed of traffic coming down 
Hwy2.  

2.       The potential for additional accidents with the Hwy 2 traffic and the current intersections (70th, 56th, and now 
potentially Ashbrook).  

3.       The road layout for the neighborhood design for additional traffic flow. 
4.       The children’s park next to a busy street.  
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I have one last comment, while I appreciate the need to continue to develop our city, why will the city consider the 
needs of one resident over the needs of the other residents? Many of us built or bought residences in this neighborhood 
because of its location, the quiet streets and area design. A good place to retire and enjoy the neighborhood. I 
appreciate that if I had land to be developed I would want to explore that possibility to its fullest, however why should 
one person’s gain be at the expense of the other current residents who have already spent hundreds of thousands to 
locate in a quiet area.  
 
I respectfully request your consideration in not permitting the re-zoning request and to continue to support the original 
neighborhood design.   
  
Thank you for your consideration.  
  
Respectfully submitted, 
Rhonda Pepper 
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: Annexation No 13004; Change of Zone No 13020; and Special Permit No 13043 for the 
Broadmoor Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan

Attachments: Olsson Engineer Report.pdf

From: Jon Camp [mailto:joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]  
Sent: Sunday, February 02, 2014 5:42 PM 
To: Marvin S. Krout; Miki Esposito 
Subject: FW: Annexation No 13004; Change of Zone No 13020; and Special Permit No 13043 for the Broadmoor 
Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan 
 
Please review this email and attached Olsson Engineering report. 
 

JON A. CAMP 
Haymarket Square/CH, Ltd. 
200 Haymarket Square 
808 P Street 
P.O. Box 82307 
Lincoln, NE  68501-2307 
 
Office:       402.474.1838/402.474.1812 
Fax:            402.474.1838 
Cell:            402.560.1001 
 
Email:         joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com 
Website:    www.lincolnhaymarket.com 
 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
 
     http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary-Lofts-Ridnour-Rooms/173175799380032 
 
From: Larry Gaver [mailto:lgaver@windstream.net]  
Sent: Sunday, February 2, 2014 2:51 PM 
To: Jon Camp 
Cc: mesposito@lincoln.ne.gov 
Subject: Annexation No 13004; Change of Zone No 13020; and Special Permit No 13043 for the Broadmoor Ashbrook 
Apartments Community Unit Plan 
 
February 2, 2014 
 
Dear Mr. Camp: 
 
Our main concern and the reason we continue to oppose this development is for safety issues arising from the increase 
traffic flow on Ashbrook Drive. There is no traffic light at the intersection of Hwy 2 and Ashbrook Dr making it 
nearly impossible for south bound traffic on Ashbrook Drive to turn left onto Hwy 2.  This results in the traffic being forced 
to go north on Ashbrook Drive and through the Edenton South or Pine Lake neighborhoods to 
get to either 70

th
 or 84

th
 streets.  Broadmoor’s current proposal is for all traffic to enter and exit their apartment complex off 

Ashbrook Drive. There is no secondary access. Broadmoor acknowledges that this is a safety 
concern in their engineers letter to the Lincoln City Planning Department of August 21, 2013 which states that 
connectivity and a secondary access is desired for life safety purposes.   
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In our opinion this statement, absent any evidence to the contrary, should raise serious concerns with regard to the 
feasibility of the proposed development at this location. This is especially true given the Lincoln City Planning 
Commission’s stated policy goal to have connectivity and access between neighborhoods whenever possible. 
 
Finally, it appears to us that the Broadmoor site plan has been superimposed on an outdated photo of the Ashbrook Drive 
area. There are just a few townhomes shown on the east side of Ashbrook Drive on the latest site plan. In actuality, 
however, the east side of Ashbrook Drive has been fully developed. There are 29 units on the east side of Ashbrook 
Drive. To this point, there have not been any units constructed on the west side of Ashbrook Drive. In addition, there are a 
number of lots on Camellia Ct. that haven’t been developed yet. Certainly, the additional development of the area will only 
serve to exacerbate the traffic congestion and our safety concerns. 
 
Thank you, in advance, for your consideration. 
 
Larry and Mary Gaver 
6416 Ashbrook Drive 
Lincoln NE  68516    
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Mary M. Meyer

Subject: FW: Annexation No 13004; Change of Zone No 13020; and Special Permit No 13043 for the 
Broadmoor Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan

From: Miki Esposito  
Sent: Sunday, February 02, 2014 6:57 PM 
To: 'Jon Camp'; Mary M. Meyer; Marvin S. Krout 
Subject: RE: Annexation No 13004; Change of Zone No 13020; and Special Permit No 13043 for the Broadmoor 
Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan 
 Jon - fyi - Randy will be attending the public hearing to answer questions about traffic.  I'll try to get an email out to the residents before the council meeting as well.  
Miki Esposito, Director 
Public Works & Utilities 
555 S. 10th St. Room 208 
Lincoln, NE 68508 
(402) 441-6173 
mesposito@lincoln.ne.gov 
 

 
  
From: Jon Camp [mailto:joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com]  
Sent: Sunday, February 02, 2014 5:42 PM 
To: Mary M. Meyer; Marvin S. Krout; Miki Esposito 
Subject: FW: Annexation No 13004; Change of Zone No 13020; and Special Permit No 13043 for the Broadmoor 
Ashbrook Apartments Community Unit Plan 
 
Please review this email and attached Olsson Engineering report. 
 

JON A. CAMP 
Haymarket Square/CH, Ltd. 
200 Haymarket Square 
808 P Street 
P.O. Box 82307 
Lincoln, NE  68501-2307 
 
Office:       402.474.1838/402.474.1812 
Fax:            402.474.1838 
Cell:            402.560.1001 
 
Email:         joncamp@lincolnhaymarket.com 
Website:    www.lincolnhaymarket.com 
 
Check our reception and event venues at: 
 
     http://www.facebook.com/pages/Apothecary-Lofts-Ridnour-Rooms/173175799380032 



6501 Eastshore Drive Lincoln, NE  68516  Lincoln City Council Members Jon Camp Doug Emery Jonathan Cook Carl Eskridge Leirion Gaylor Baird Roy Christensen Trent Fellers  January 1, 2014  RE:  Broadmoor Development proposal – Annexation N. 13004, Change of Zone No. 13020, Special Permit No. 13043  I am writing this letter to you because my husband and I will be out of town the day of the Council’s hearing on Broadmoor proposals.  When the original proposal for this apartment complex went to the Planning Commission, Pine Lake and Edenton Woods home owners were very much against the R4 zoning request because is was not consistent with the established residential areas that abut Lot 89.  Pine Lake and the Beran Church land is AGR and Edenton Woods is R3.   The increase in traffic was another major concern for all three neighborhoods, especially since there isn’t a traffic signal that would facilitate traffic from Beran Church and the apartments to move safely out of the area.  The height of the buildings was problematic.  A large three-story apartment does not fit next to AGR zoned residence.  When the Planning Commission did not approve the request to zone Lot 89 as R4, Broadmoor came back to Pine Lake Association with a revised plan.  Our Board of Directors, our attorney, Bill Austin, our homeowners, and Edenton Woods have been dialogue with Broadmoor to negotiate to an agreement of support for the development.   Pine Lake and Broadmoor have created two important documents, a Memorandum of Understanding and a Declaration of Real Estate Use Restriction.  The draft of the ”Motion to Amend” included the change in density to 147 units but maintained the request a height adjustment from 35’ to 40’.   On Thursday night, we learned that the change was being corrected to 45’, and that a steeple roofline was going to be used.  The drawing of the two-story building given to us had a much less steep roofline.   We learned that the peak of the 3-story building would be 49’ 4”.   Time to address the height issue adequately ran out before Tuesday’s hearing.   I am writing as an individual homeowner, but I am serving on the Board of Directors and  our Board takes seriously our responsibility to do what we can to protect the unique character of our long established neighborhood.  We all have invested in our homes and we want to be good neighbors to the other neighborhoods.  Originally, Lot 89 was to be residential, then with the Comprehensive Plan called for higher density, 



we were told it would be used for townhomes.  This seems like a more logical design in as much as the line of townhomes is just to the north of Lot 89.  As I looked at apartment complexes by HyVee and Walmart, the two-story buildings give a residential feel and the feel of towhomes, whereas the three-story are over-bearing, and commercial.    From my perspective, I hear in our conversation of the last couple of money two key actions that the Council could request that would bring the three main neighboring bodies into support of this development.  For better traffic flow and safety, a traffic signal needs to be installed at Highway 2 and Ashbrook by the time the apartments are open for occupancy.  Beran Church is growing rapidly.  It is already difficult for their parishioners to leave the grounds.  Another 30+ townhomes are being built across Ashbrook from the current Edenton Woods townhomes.  A traffic signal would be an easy fix.  Two-story apartment buildings would continue overall feel of the townhomes just to the north of Lot 89, and a better fit into the overall established neighborhoods that 3-story buildings.  I would like to ask for a delay on the project until Broadmoor 
seriously looks at ways to placing 2-story apartment buildings closest to the Edenton Woods and Pine Lake homes and dam, and place the 3-story building along Hwy. 2 and to the west where there is a deep slope on the property.     I know these issues seem like minor ones, but to those who will have to life and deal with the issues that arise from this development, they significantly affect our lives and our investment in our properties.  The city has grown around Pine Lake and with each new development, we have had understandings and agreements, only to have them dropped, costing us money to correct problems the problems were created by those unfulfilled promises and in legal fees to try to hold different parties to their promises.  I’ve been on the Board when we’ve had to deal with the fall-out of broken promises and half-told truths.  It is important to me to try and do the best I can for our neighborhood and our neighbors.  Please help us all go the additional steps to make a plan that is good for everyone involved.  Sincerely yours,  Pam and Jack Gannon    
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Mary M. Meyer

From: Dianne Frydendall-Smith [dfrydendallsmith@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, February 03, 2014 10:41 AM
To: Jon Camp; Roy A. Christensen; Jonathan A. Cook; Doug Emery; Carl B. Eskridge; Trenton J. 

Fellers; Leirion Gaylor Baird
Subject: Proposal on Ashbrook Drive. Resending

 2-3-14 

Council Members, 

                                                                                                                                    

I wanted to contact you about the Ashbrook Drive planned apartments proposal coming before the council for a 
vote.  The Pine lake Association has worked with the potential developer and even though Edenton Woods has 
not had a homeowners association formally turned over to the home owners, we have met as well.  I know most 
neighbors prefer to have the land stay vacant, yet we all know this is not likely and certainly does not add to the 
city tax rolls.  

  

Please consider that the overlay the developer shows of the land pictorially, is not up to date.  The town homes 
along Ashbrook facing the wetlands are all built and occupied.  Many people have shared concerns about a 
buffer zone of fence and trees, down lighting and architectural design which has all bee nicely addressed by the 
developer.  Broadmoor has a very good reputation.  I have been on a few properties of theirs in Lincoln and 
several in Omaha.  They are good neighbors.  I have gone over the intersection and light at Holmes Lake 
apartments on 70th.  The light works well and I have not ever found the traffic backed up blocking the apartment 
entry.  There are almost 3 times the amount of apartments between Broadmoor and Chateau using this exit.  The 
only time we would experience the traffic concern, that people project, is when the Berean Church service 
ends.  This is problem now, but lasts only 15 minutes.  It is not a problem created by the developer.   

  

Positives 

They have addressed design, lighting, pet restrictions, fencing and landscape quality.  They have a very good 
reputation and track record.  I can think of a thousand less desirable things you could approve to build there.  
(Thank you for not approving the storage units and camp ground proposed last month across highway 2 from 
us!), the only exception being additional town homes.  One positive, no one speaks to, but I actually look 
forward too is the buffer the buildings along the highway side will provide, as a sound buffer from the traffic 
noise of the highway. 

 

Negatives 

I appreciate the concern over traffic.  I do believe you can work with the department of roads to put a traffic 
signal at this intersection.  I do believe you can ask for a more definitive plan for wetlands management and 
care including non-native species invasion with vegetation and wildlife management. 
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I would welcome the Broadmoor apartments as neighbors across the commons from us if the traffic and 
wetlands management concerns can be addressed and will appreciate the additional noise buffer the 
neighborhood would enjoy from the highway 2 traffic. 

Please consider all of the above views when making an informed decision about the proposed project. 

 

Dianne Frydendall-Smith 

6424 Ashbrook Dr.  

Lincoln NE 68516 

402.525.7239 



MINUTES
   DIRECTORS’ MEETING
   MONDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 2014

Present: Carl Eskridge, Chair; Doug Emery, Vice Chair; Jon Camp; Roy Christensen; Jonathan Cook; Trent
Fellers; and Leirion Gaylor Baird

Others: Teresa Meier; City Clerk; Rick Hoppe, Chief of Staff; June Pederson, Director, Aging Partners; Martha
Hakenkamp, Program Monitor, Aging Partners; Jackie McCullough, American Counsel of Engineering
Companies; and Mary Meyer, Council Secretary   

Chair Eskridge opened the meeting at 2:06 p.m. and announced the location of the Open Meetings Act. 

  I. CITY CLERK
Meier, in review of today’s formal meeting agenda, stated Items 1 through 7 were introduced by Emery,
with Item 9 introduced by Fellers. Under Ordinances, 2nd Reading, will call Items 12, 13, and 14 together.
On Item 15 there is a Motion to Amend, No.1, to accept a substitute resolution. Will call Items 19, 20, and
21 together. Eskridge stated Item 27 will be our last voting Item with Meier confirming.    

 II. MAYOR  
1. Fiscal Impact Statement for StarTran. 
2. NEWS RELEASE. Open House set to discuss replacement of historic Sheridan Bridges.

Rick Hoppe, Chief of Staff
Hoppe stated today discussing a new process, regarding the 2014 construction season, which is intended
to be initiated through an Executive Order sometime this week. In talking with Councilmen Fellers and
Christensen trying to determine how to best utilize our road dollars. The dollars are scare, with a lot of
needs, and the necessity to use as efficiently as possible. One aspect is the Engineering Services division’s
review of project design and construction phases as projects move forward. From time to time it’s good
practice to discuss exactly what is the process? Can we do more efficiently and better? We will combine
a group of 12 people. Seven (7) from private section engineering firms, 4 City people, and 1 Councilperson.
Will discuss the various elements in engineering services projects. Included will be costs. What are
appropriate engineering costs for the whole project, with a number of issues connected? Possibly figure out
the best way to accomplish engineering associated projects. 

Appreciate Councilman Christensen’s and Councilman Fellers’ approach as we discussed hiring a firm for
a study. The consensus was this may be a quarter of a million investment and possibly it would be more
efficient to have the people who deal with the projects together with the public sector to discuss.  

The Administration agreed, having had a successful version in assembling the Access Management manual.
A similar process, private and public sectors developed the manual, with both sides taking ownership.
Towards this end we’ll have an EO this week. We have a committee in mind, and a Chair. Jackie
McCullough of the American Counsel of Engineering Companies has agreed to take on this task force.
Jackie is the Executive Director of the local chapter. After greeting her  ask any questions you may have.
McCullough stated she’s looking forward to being part of the process. 

Fellers extended his thanks to Hoppe and Public Works for the numerous times we have met and discussed.
The discussions went quickly and once we realized we all wanted the same items we moved forward.
Thanks to McCullough for agreeing to chair. Christensen reiterated Fellers comments adding, he was
especially excited to realize it won’t cost $250,000. Part of the project is to accomplish with local talent
having our community involved. Confident we’ll emerge with good results. 
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Hoppe thanked Public Works. Sometimes it is difficult to examine one’s self with an introspective view.
But they’re willing to do, showing excitement with the process, while doing a great job now.                   
           

III. DIRECTORS CORRESPONDENCE

AGING PARTNERS

Aging Partners 2013 Annual Report 
June Pederson, Director and Martha Hakenkamp, Program Manager

a) 2013 Annual Lincoln City Council and Lancaster County Board Report - Attachment A
b) Aging Partners, Population By Selected Age Groups, 2000/2010 - Attachment B

Pederson introduced herself and Hakenkamp. She stated they had an opportunity to assemble annual reports
for all of their counties. Hakenkamp created the report for each county, with Council receiving the copy for
Lancaster County.

Pederson then gave explanation of the 2013 report, using pictures, or graphs, for each particular program,
which included:
• The Aging Partners Mission
• History 
• Services Provided to Older Adults in Lancaster County 
• Senior Center Use in Lancaster County 
• Lancaster County Consumers
• Lancaster County Consumers by Service
• High Risk Consumers
• Consumers Who Live Alone by Age
• Care Management
• Health
• In Home Services
• Nutrition Services
• Senior Centers and Special Events
• Administration
• Nebraska’s Projected Growth of Individuals Age 65 and Older
• 2013 - 2014 Goals 
• FY14 Budget Summary 
• Lancaster County Return on Investment 

After an explanation of each category Pederson and Hakenkamp answered questions. 

Christensen stated in his dealings with senior citizens it seems one significant event, if you live long enough,
will be dealing with your driver’s license, and therefore would include driving. Is there anything on driving,
or something you’re working on? People deal very poorly with the transition of not having a car or a drivers
license. Pederson listed the transportation they provide and other programs available. 

Camp asked if Aging Partners considered using a program like Skype?  Pederson replied they have, but
really interested in the opportunity to have 8 or more people at the same time. But, Skyping does work
one on one. 
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Cook asked if today’s report is on the Aging Partners website? Pederson answered it will be. 

Eskridge stated approximately a month ago he presented with the Legislative Cause for Research Board.
UNO has organized, and provides, data with the same kind of numbers, on baby boomers. Interesting is that
it will come and then go away. An important item mentioned is working with individuals to keep them in
their homes rather than facilities. In a sense this is almost a temporary state. If building numerous nursing
homes within 20 years they might sit empty because of the numbers. These opportunities are an alternative
for people to stay in their home if at all possible. Pederson stated they’re talking with the Legislature about
our annual state distribution. Would like to visit with them about per capita support from the State, which
seems to make more sense. As we know this will decrease at some point, and makes sense to provide for
the person(s) where they are. We’ll approach that next budget year. 

Gaylor Baird stated these numbers show our thinking on the Comp Plan Update. The idea in increasing the
projections for housing downtown there may be large numbers of seniors, students, and young professionals,
who will need smaller spaces. They wouldn’t necessarily want a car, which addresses transportation, but
still have high quality life in an urban environment.         
   
COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS
1. Commission on Human Rights meeting agenda for Thursday, January 30, 2014.

LINCOLN FIRE AND RESCUE
Chief Huff made a correction to the fact sheet on Item 26. Identified as cleanup but actually is response.
Hard rule in the continuity of the incident is, we respond, we’ll stabilize, normalize as best we can, and
then leave to the cleanup contractors to come in and actually do the cleanup. It’s a small error but really
a response fee, not a cleanup fee. 

Camp stated possibly talk about what constitutes a response, or a false alarm type incident? Huff said he
was planning on staying for the formal meeting, and will be glad to explain in that session. Eskridge
reiterated, Item 26 on our agenda.   

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
1. Lincoln Metropolitan Planning Organization, Technical Committee Meeting agenda for February 6,

2014, 1:30 p.m., 555 S. 10th Street.

URBAN DEVELOPMENT/ HOUSING REHAB & REAL ESTATE DIVISION
1. Street and alley vacation No. 13004, Pine Tree Lane. 
2. Street and alley vacation No. 13005, North 21feet of Holdrege Street, west of North 20th Circle. 

 
IV. COUNCIL MEMBERS

JON CAMP
1. Message from constituent Cory Comstock regarding inspection on replacement dishwasher. (Sent to

Building and Safety/Inspectors on January 28, 2014) 
2. Country Meadows Board President, Steve Clymer’s email on the Country Meadows roads asking for

an update. (Email also sent to Thomas Shafer, Engineering Design/Construction Manager)   
3. Correspondence from Robert Moodie regarding questions on the Broadmoor Development at

Ashbrook Drive and Highway 2.
a) Development site plan.
b) Acknowledging review by Miki Esposito, Public Works & Utilities Director.   

4. Correspondence from Thomas Huston, attorney representing the Broadmoor Development, giving
language from the staff report on installing signals.  
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 V. CORRESPONDENCE FROM CITIZENS
1. Reply to Alan Hersch from Roger Figard, City Engineer, on his requests concerning 70th and Stevens

Ridge Streets. (Correspondence from Alan Hersch listed on the Directors’ Addendum of January 27,
2014. Correspondence from Citizens, No. 1)   

2. Email from Concerned Homeowner with questions regarding a neighborhood public walkway. (Sent
to Public Works & Utilities/Pedestrian Management/Sidewalks) 
a) Map of neighborhood involved.

3. Reply from Harry Kroos, Manager of Pedestrian Management/Sidewalks explaining action taken
regarding the easement on October 7, 2013. (Number 2 above) 

VI.        ADJOURNMENT 
    Chair Eskridge adjourned the meeting at 2:39 p.m. 
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