WEST HAYMARKET JOINT PUBLIC AGENCY (JPA)
Board Meeting
March 22, 2013

Meeting Began At:  3:03 P.M.
Meeting Ended At:  4:16 P.M.

Members Present: Chris Beutler, Eugene Carroll, Tim Clare

Item 1 -- Introductions and Notice of Open Meetings Law Posted by Door

Chair Beutler opened the meeting with introduction of the Board members. He advised that the open
meetings law posted at the back of the room is in effect.

Item 2 -- Public Comment and Time Limit Notification

Public comment is welcome. Beutler stated that individuals from the audience will be given a total of five
minutes to speak on specific items listed on today’s agenda. Those testifying should identify themselves for
the official record and sign in.

Item 3 -- Approval of the minutes from the JPA meeting held March 7, 2013

Beutler asked for corrections or changes to the minutes of the March 7, 2013 meeting. Being none,
Carroll moved approval of the minutes. Clare seconded the motion. Motion carried 3-0.

Item 4 -- Approval of February 2013 Payment Reqisters

Steve Hubka, City Finance Director, presented the payment registers for February 2013. Hubka noted
that the register was for roughly $11,209,000, made up largely of three expenditures: 1) $8.4 million to
Mortenson, 2) $551,000 to Baring Industries for food service equipment, and 3) $1.5 million to
Hausmann-Dunn for construction of Parking Deck 1.

Clare asked if we were on budget and if, from an audit perspective, we have all of the proper documents
and signatures necessary. Hubka answered yes.

Hearing no public comment, Carroll moved approval of the payment registers. Clare seconded the
motion. Motion carried 3-0.

Item 5 -- Review of February 2013 Expenditure Reports

Hubka presented the job cost and operating expenditure report for February 2013. There was no public
comment, and no action was necessary on this item.



Item 6 -- WH 13-5 Resolution to approve a Letter Agreement between the West Haymarket Joint
Public Agency and the University of Nebraska to amend the Lease and Operating Agreement to
allow the assignment of and certain rights to three UNL Suites to the JPA.

Jeff Kirkpatrick, City Attorney’s Office, explained that this letter agreement is to recognize that the
three suites assigned to the University will be handled by the JPA in the same way as all of the other
suites. The University is assigning the rights to these suites to the JPA. The JPA will be collecting the
rent and forwarding to the University what they would have created. The rationale for the assignment is
that the suites will be treated the same way creating an ease of administration.

Kirkpatrick explained that a Motion to Amend was necessary on this item, which includes a substitute
resolution. During the drafting of this item, the suites were re-numbered. Therefore, the substitute
resolution includes the corrected suite numbers.

Hearing no further public comment, Carroll moved approval and Clare seconded the motion. Carroll
moved approval of the Motion to Amend No. 1 to accept the substitute resolution and letter of
agreement. Clare seconded the motion. Motion passed 3-0. The main motion carried 3-0.

The Board moved to Item 9 before returning to Item 7 and Item 8 on the agenda.
Item 7 -- WH 13-27 Resolution to approve an Agreement between the West Haymarket Joint

Public Agency and Davis Design for Design Services for the Parking Garage (Deck 3) generally
located east of Pinnacle Bank Arena between O Street and P Street, pursuant to RFP 13-031.

Paula Yancey, PC Sports, stated that this is in direct relationship with the rest of today’s discussion.
This approves an agreement with Davis Design for the design of Parking Garage Deck No. 3, which is
directly related to the Project Oscar development. This RFP went through the City’s Purchasing
process. Out of the three short-listed firms, Davis Design was selected by the committee. They are also
the design firm under the LHIT (Lincoln Haymarket Infrastructure Team) contract for the Parking Deck
No. 1 design, so we were able to save approximately $200,000 by them being able to use some
efficiencies gained in the design of Deck 1 for Deck 3. This also allowed for some fast tracking of the
design. The total contract amount requested today is $766,706. This is part of the budget just approved
in ltem 9.

Clare asked if this is within budget to which Yancey explained it is within the $30 million budget just
approved. She further clarified that it is the garage in conjunction with the Olsson Building. Carroll
clarified that by doing this now we would create savings by utilizing the efficiencies found in the design
of Deck 1 for Deck 3. The construction costs would be the same as spent on Deck 1 instead of future
costs that might be higher. Yancey concurred and stated that it also is allowing us to meet the timeline
to construct the building and meet the parking needs for Project Oscar once their building is constructed.

Jane Kinsey, Lincoln Watchdogs, responded that it is always easy to say that if you do it now you save
money. Businesses do not operate that way. They spend money because it is reasonable, not to save
money.

Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Clare seconded the motion. Clare stated he will vote to
approve this and other items relative to the Olsson Project because his colleagues have voted to approve
the funding on Item 9. Motion carried 3-0.



Item 8 -- WH 13-28 Resolution authorizing the issuance of not to exceed $30,000,000 of General
Obligation Facility Bonds

Hubka introduced Scott Keene of Ameritas Investment Corp., who is here to go over the parameters of
the financing, and Mike Rogers and Lauren Wismer of Gilmore and Bell, our Bond Council who drafted
the Bond Resolution. Hubka pointed out that these are general obligation bonds of the West Haymarket
JPA. They are not Parking Revenue Bonds. They are equivalent in many, if not all, respects to the three
$100 million issues that the West Haymarket JPA has already sold. This is not part of the City parking
system, which has many outstanding Parking Revenue Bonds.

Scott Keene reported that these bonds would be on parity with the outstanding $300 million of JPA
bonds. They are in the midst of doing a private activity analysis of the intended use of the parking
facility to see if any of these bonds need to be issued on a tax basis. That information should be
available within the next month or so. Therefore, the resolution before the Board today authorizes the
issuance of either taxable or tax-exempt bonds. If a portion of financing has to be issued on a taxable
basis, they envision doing that on the shortest maturities where it has the least impact to the cost of the
JPA. The shortest maturities would be taxable bonds, and longest maturities would be the tax-exempt
bonds, to produce a significant savings from that relationship. The parameters allow the bonds to be
issued in an amount not to exceed $30 million with a final maturity no later than December 31, 2045.
The true interest cost on the tax-exempt bonds cannot exceed 4.5%, the true interest cost of the taxable
bonds cannot exceed 6%, the underwriter discount will not exceed 1%, and the JPA has the flexibility to
do either a negotiated sale or competitive sale. They are recommending a competitive sale, the same
way the first three issues were handled. The current estimates are that if the entire financing were done
on a tax-exempt basis, we would have a rate in the area of 3.4%. If the entire financing were done on a
taxable basis, the rate would be approximately 4.5%. Therefore, there is a bit of cushion between
today’s market and the parameters within the resolution. Since, we do not know when we will be
getting to market with these bonds, they were cautious about the parameters.

Mike Rogers just added that this is the same form of resolution used in the prior $300 million worth of
bonds.

Carroll asked Keene how fast these could be sold based on the JPA’s strong rating. Keene expounded
that the JPA has a AAA rating from Standard and Poor’s and a AA1 rating from Moody’s, so clearly
there will be great interest in this financing. They would be moving quickly to get the bonds to market,
but first have to get through the private activity analysis to determine if there are any issues. Once that
is clear, they are in the midst of drafting the documents and can get to market very quickly.

Kinsey inquired as to who will buy the bonds and where they will be advertised. Keene explained that
they hope to sell the bonds at a competitive sale, which means they would be working through an
internet auction system. Any broker, dealer, or firm has the ability to bid on these bonds and they are
sold through an all or none sale for the entire amount of the financing. The buyers are then responsible
to turnaround and sell to their investors across the country. We have no control over who might win that
bidding process or whom they would sell those bonds to afterwards. Keene clarified for Kinsey that
these could be individuals or institutions. He went on to state that due to the size of this financing it
would likely be both. Kinsey asked what the amounts would be, to which Keene replied that they would
be sold in $5,000 increments with the issue structured so that there would be a principle amount of debt
amortizing each year. If all $30 million was done, there would be between $700,000 and $1.3 million at
the tail end of the financing. Kinsey asked about the rate and if the bonds could be sold. Keene
responded that we will not know the exact percent until we go to market. The bonds cannot be sold
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prior to the auction. The owners can sell them at any time at whatever rate a buyer is willing to pay.
Kinsey noted that the SCC member from Kansas City is worried about inflation, so if the interest rates
fly up she wondered if people could be stuck. Keene explained he cannot make recommendations as to
whether or not people should be buying fixed income securities, but people have many reasons for
buying them. There may be more risk now as rates are so low they may not drop lower. However,
people are still investing and these rates may hold for quite awhile.

Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Clare seconded the motion. Motion carried 3-0. Having
previously dealt with Item 9, the Board moved to agenda Item 10.

Item 9 -- WH 13-29 Resolution to approve the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency Phase 11
Budget Summary.

Hubka explained that we have been operating with a Phase | budget that was adopted early on and which
has been amended a couple of times by the JPA. Presented to the Board today is a Phase Il budget for
Parking Deck Nos. 2 and 3. The Phase Il budget is broken down by general coordination with PC
Sports, the estimated parking construction costs of $26.9 million, and bond related costs of $422,000.
There is a 1.5% owner contingency for a total proposed Phase Il budget of $29,082,347.19.

Clare stated, and Hubka confirmed, that we are roughly at $346 million on Phase | of the project. The
taxpayers were told that the costs would be around $344-$345 million. Clare was concerned if we were
on budget if we are proposing another $30 million today. Hubka explained that we are on budget today.
And, provided this Phase 11 budget is approved, construction of Parking Decks Nos. 2 and 3 will occur
while still being on budget. Clare clarified that his concern was whether this $30 million additional
funding had been properly disclosed to the public. When the project was started, the Board was
adamant about openness and transparency to everyone. He was struggling as to whether this happened
on this additional funding.

Dan Marvin, JPA Board Secretary, detailed the short history stating that in January Paula Yancey and he
had gone to the Lincoln Journal Star. There was an editorial at the time saying that they felt it was
appropriate to propose the construction of two additional parking garages. That provided notice to the
public. There was also notice to the public when the Redevelopment Agreement was voted on at City
Council. A complete package went to the City Council where a public hearing took place which
allowed people to comment or express any concerns. Key in this proposal was the building of additional
parking garages. Dan spoke, as several others did, in favor of the proposal. No one appeared during the
public hearing in opposition. Council voted unanimously to move the project forward to this body for
additional approval.

Going back a little further, Dan explained that the public was originally shown a map of the entire area
at the vote. This included the roadways, the festival parking lot, the arena, the double roundabouts, the
work on “N” Street, a location for District Energy, a surface parking lot to serve the Ice Center, and
three parking garages. This was prior to the vote. The newspaper was given the estimated price of each
item and within that list was a price for two parking garages and related surface parking lots.



Logically some costs ebb and flow during construction. A couple of small items that changed since the
vote are the orientation of the arena as it had to turn slightly to fit between railroad tracks and the
District Energy Plant was relocated to the north to save on costs for piping. The cost per block was
between $.5 and $1 million.

At the time, the amount of private development and its timing was unclear. Therefore, to save on costs,
the plant was moved closer to the arena, which was a known to require heating and cooling. DEC
looked at the plans and approved the location. They also looked at Austin, Texas that had wrapped a
parking garage around the plant. That model was to be used here to save some funds as well.

The JPA Board received a budget that was voted on in the summer of 2010. The list of projects in the
budget included a parking garage south of the arena and the arena parking garage. This created the
budgeted number of about $340 million. They have been working off that budget to date, which
included the assumption of building two parking garages to meet the demand for the arena. The most
recent budget approved by the JPA Board was $342 million. Three garages were never envisioned, even
though the parking demand might argue that, as development that is more commercial comes on board,
additional parking would be wanted to meet the needs. During the original vote discussions, the two
main concerns were traffic and parking problems.

There was a vote on January 11™, 2011 for the final design of the south parking garage. The media and
public would have been notified at that time. At the same time, since the DEC plant was moved closer,
there was an amendment before the Board that passed to fund additional footings expanding the
foundation to handle a parking garage around that building. This was anticipating future expanded
parking needs. Marvin would argue that we have always assumed that we would need additional
parking, but we did not want to glut the market too early waiting instead on a demand for more.

Providing clarification for Regent Clare, Marvin confirmed that the garage attached to the arena and the
garage in the block immediately south of the arena (Deck 1) are both currently under construction. A
parking garage to be added will wrap the DEC Plant (Deck 2). In May of 2011, after the relocation of
District Energy, the Deck 2 garage was brought forward -- this is actually the third parking garage if you
count the garage attached to the Arena, Deck 1 and the proposed Deck 2.

The 2008 parking study done by Carl Walker recommended a certain number of additional new parking
stalls after looking at what was proposed to be built in the area. The City’s LumberWorks Parking
Garage will help, but the two new hotels coming into the area are consuming the capacity of the old or
existing Haymarket. Walker said that at full build out we needed an additional 3,500 to 3,600 parking
stalls. At that point in time, we were not aware that we would be able to do commercial development on
the ice center block or that the surface lot would be taken out of commission that was to serve the ice
center and other related developments.

We have to build a certain amount of capacity to meet growing development needs. When we went to
the public with a vote, we were clear that we anticipated continued commercial development, maybe
$100 million worth. With Traction Development Partners on board, we already have around $55
million.

Project Oscar adds another $16 million. Even before the project is open, we have committed
developments that make us well on the way to meet or exceed the number we expected when we went to
the public for a vote.



Carroll stated that in January of this year, the Board approved an addition to the PC Sports contract for
management of construction of those Parking Decks 2 and 3. When Yancey talked about the contract,
there was discussion as to if and when that need was coming. The Board stated at the time that they

knew it would be coming, but unsure as to how fast. The Board approved the contract with PC Sports.

Carroll went on to state that at the City Council meeting, the discussion was directly about these two
new parking garages and how much they would cost, who pays for the cost, and about them being
revenue producing so there would be no cost to the City. Carroll wondered why there was a lack of
negative response from the public at that time. Marvin confirmed there were no negative public
comments or concerns expressed during the public hearing process on both the garages and
redevelopment agreement before the City Council.

Project Oscar is contracting for 300-350 stalls, with a number of stalls presold. When the arena needs
parking, there is the ability to redirect those stalls to provide space to those attending arena events.
Carroll summarized that this item is not new since it has been discussed over a number of months. If
someone says he or she is not aware, he assumes it is simply because he or she may have not been
paying attention. Marvin commented that we live in a fairly large City and it is impossible for everyone
to know everything.

Clare did not recall that the cost of the projects was discussed at the time of PC Sports contract dialogue.
He is simply concerned about transparency. All of the Board wants this project to be open and
transparent. He understands that in January there was a positive editorial and a couple of other times the
public could have come to the City Council meetings when these items were on the agenda, but overall,
the Board has tried to go above and beyond to get notice out to the public. He is not sure that we have
given this item as much notice as other items relative to finance.

Marvin stated that it would have been very easy to get hold of him if someone wanted to sit down and
review items or if they had concerns. He got some inquiries from reporters, but was surprised he did not
get more public inquiries, and that there was no opposition at any of the City Council meetings. Clare
believes there is generally much enthusiasm about Project Oscar, but the additional funding has caught
some people by surprise.

Jane Kinsey, Watchdogs of Lincoln Government, relayed she was glad Mr. Clare brought up the
concerns as Watchdogs planned to bring up the same concerns. Kinsey stated that the newspaper is not
read by every citizen of Lincoln -- even if they hold responsible jobs and are successful. On the City
Council meetings, you have to watch the website to see what is on the agenda and then take off from
work or other obligations to attend if wishing to speak. You can email, but you have no guarantee that
will be successful. She believes the public’s eyes are glazing over at the amount of money being spent
by the City. It is impossible to keep up with every expense that is going on in this City. The grand
design is fine, but the feedback is that other needs are not being met (such as underfunding of
Firefighter’s Pension and millions still owed on Phase | of Antelope Valley Project). That, along with
the fact, that there are no guarantees that this will produce the income anticipated. Regardless of your
stance on the arena, the outcome is unclear and in the hands of God as to whether it will make it or not.
There are many variables that can affect the proposals and it is scary to think about the obligations being
made at this point. There should be some way to get the media to let the public know about this and the
fact that the budget has been raised twice over what was originally told to the public. There is not an
understanding of why, when you are not sure what businesses will come in or what they will do, you
would go ahead and finance this expense now. There needs to be more explanation to the public. She
would say you wanted to fund this in a different way because you have revenue bonds for other
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downtown parking garages. She believes this is over and above what was stated previously. Other
experts do not believe this is the wise way to do funding, that you need to do financing over a period of
time, re-evaluate what is going on as far as development, and determine when use is needed before you
finance. The taxpayers are at risk because, if the revenues do not meet projections, you will have to go
to the taxpayers for additional money. It has been fortunate that the Occupation Tax has brought in
more money than anticipated, but there is no guarantee that will continue. The Watchdogs are in
support of some overall grand method to notify the public of this intent, that there are risks, why the
risks are worth taking, and the justification in relationship to other obligations that could leave the
taxpayers at risk.

Clare stated he whole-heartedly supports Olsson Associates, he whole-heartedly supports their move
downtown, and he whole-heartedly recognizes and supports what they have done for the community and
throughout the country. He feels we are very fortunate to have them as an employer in Lincoln and now
in the West Haymarket Project. He just wants to be sure we give the community the opportunity to
participate, especially when these are bonds that would be issued.

Clare moved to delay this decision until April 5 to give anybody the opportunity to review the
documents and get their questions answered. This would then be up for a vote on April 5. The motion
failed for lack of a second.

Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Beutler seconded the motion. Discussion followed.

Beutler stated he was shocked by what is going on today. He does not understand the rationale or
emotions involved. There has been no evidence of lack of transparency, lack of openness, lack of
discussion, lack of proper procedure, or lack of proper separation of phases. Everything has been laid
out clearly over time in the same manner as it has always been on this project.

Beutler commented that sometimes he thinks people in this City are afraid of prosperity or that they do
not even want success. The motion to delay is shockingly anti-business in his opinion in the sense that
we have developers who have laid themselves on the line -- $16 million on the line. They have gone
through all sorts of tedious City processes to get to this point. They are giving up an existing lease on
another building, they have made financial commitments, they are truly entrepreneurs and they are one
of the best engineering companies in this region (much less in this City). We have business people
putting themselves on the line and time is important to them. We should not be making up reasons to
delay, confuse and possibly lose their support. This is not a done deal necessarily. So he would not vote
to support a delay of this agenda item.

Carroll stated as a representative of the City Council, that the City Council had a public hearing on this
item when it was on their agenda. They had a very good discussion of the entire Project Oscar,
including the parking garages. The City Council voted unanimously to approve it. He feels that the City
Council and the City of Lincoln have given their word to the developer. Carroll stated that we should be
thanking them for investing in the City of Lincoln and that we are going to partner with you to build a
parking garage so you are successful which in turn makes the City of Lincoln successful. To say there
has been no transparency or to delay this because someone does not understand or cannot go look in a
newspaper or look on a public agenda to see that this has been discussed for a very long time seems to
him also to be anti-business as the Mayor has said.



Carroll commented that this takes us back to when the City was called non-business friendly, but now
we are business-friendly, with this being the perfect example of a partnership between the JPA, the City
of Lincoln, and the developers for Project Oscar. He thinks the City Council spoke loudly when it voted
yes to approve this project saying the City of Lincoln is open to business and this is important to
Lincoln.

Carroll commented that the people should know we are doing their business by encouraging
development in the West Haymarket, which is actually going faster than planned. That is a good thing
because we are recognized as open to business. This is another reason we should vote and move these
items forward. It sends a good sign, not just to our population, but to the public around the United
States that the City of Lincoln is a good place to do business. He wants the City Council to be able to
keep its word by voting yes on great projects like this one.

Clare responded that he hardly would consider himself as anti-business and he hardly would consider
himself to be against the development in the West Haymarket. He hardly would consider himself
against the progress that is being made by Olsson Associates and others. What he is saying however is
that a commitment was made and he has received several communications received from multiple
people inquiring as to the additional $30 million. He is not against the project, but those inquiries tell
him that we may need to take a step back and vote on it in two weeks. He is extremely pro-business and
does not think a two week delay says otherwise. He is also extremely transparent and wants the City
and taxpayers in this community to be 100% behind this project and allow it the opportunity to be
thoroughly vetted.

Carroll having previously moved and Beutler seconding, the motion moved to the vote. The motion
passed 2-1. Beutler and Carroll voting yes. Clare voting no.

Item 10 -- WH 13-30 Resolution to approve a Contract between the West Haymarket Joint Public
Agency and Lift Solutions, Inc. for purchase of forklifts for the Pinnacle Bank Arena, pursuant to
Bid No. 13-063.

Yancey explained this was for the purchase of three forklifts to be used within the Pinnacle Bank Arena.
One of the forklifts will be a 7,000 Ib forklift and two will be 4,000 Ib capacity forklifts. These were bid
through the City’s Purchasing Department. Lift Solutions was the low, most responsive bidder at a total
contract amount of $75,932, which falls within the amount in the FFE budget. SMG will use these to
move equipment and fixtures within the building — e.g. pallets, chair and table carts, the basketball floor,
and off loading of semi trucks for events. Responding to Carroll, Yancey confirmed the company has an
Omaha location.

Kinsey asked if there were forklifts at Pershing. Yancey explained that there is a 20-year old forklift
and a fairly recently purchased used forklift at Pershing. Pershing will need those as long as it is
operational. Once Pershing is no longer operational, both of those forklifts will be moved over to the
arena as backup if they are still operational. Kinsey asked if it would be possible to rent until these
forklifts moved to the arena. Yancey explained that, although feasible, it would probably not be as cost
effective to rent the equipment. We needed to be sure we could off load trucks and move equipment
expeditiously around the arena for events. In response to Kinsey, Yancey stated they did not do a cost
analysis. This was standard with the arenas she has built in the past.

Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Clare seconded the motion. Motion carried 3-0.
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Item 11 -- WH 13-31 Resolution to approve the West Haymarket Redevelopment Agreement (P
Street and Canopy Street Project) between the West Haymarket Joint Public Agency, the City of
Lincoln, and Project Oscar LLC.

Rick Peo, City Attorney’s Office, explained this was the Redevelopment Agreement previously
approved by City Council. The involvement of the JPA is as owner of the land that was agreed to be
sold to Project Oscar at $15 sq. foot. The total value of the lot is $486,604. Also, to make the project
feasible for the parking that is needed, the JPA is agreeing to construct Parking Deck No. 3.

Kinsey inquired as to whether this is a paper agreement. Peo explained that the budget for Parking Deck
3 was previously approved today. This is a redevelopment agreement between the City of Lincoln, the
JPA, and the redeveloper of Project Oscar to construct their 80,000 sq. ft. building. He confirmed that
was Zack Weigert’s group. Clare clarified this is for the sale of land and construction of the parking
garage. Kinsey asked how that differed from the next item. Peo explained that the next item is for a
different parking garage.

Josh Berger, Scott Woodbury-Weigert working on Project Oscar, can forward. He thanked the Mayor
and his staff, the City Council, and Dan Marvin, Adam and Paula with PC Sports, for their support.
They have worked hard to get to this point in this project. They are excited and feel privileged to be part
of West Haymarket. They believe it will be a great asset to the City of Lincoln for years to come.
Olsson Associates will be a great bookend to the Pinnacle Bank Arena and will be a valuable asset in
making the West Haymarket successful.

Todd Lorenz, Olsson Associates, stated Olssons is extremely excited and feel the West Haymarket will
be a fantastic home for their new corporate headquarters. He personally thanked Mayor Beutler and his
staff and the City Council for their support. The past eight months took a lot of work and they are very
appreciative of City staff for their hard work. They look forward to continued support. Beutler thanked
them for sticking with the negotiations, which can get very difficult at times. Everyone worked at a
solution in good faith to what he hopes is a solution that makes everyone happy.

Kinsey wanted to offer that Lincoln Watchdogs is not anti-business as they have businesses of their
own. Everyone hopes that this project will make it. If it does not, it will be a disaster. Louisville, KY
has not been successful, as well as Century Link (Quest Center) in Omaha, which had promised to be
self-supporting. Taxes then had to be raised to support it. Everyone is on the same page that they want
this to be successful. The bottom line is that, with huge amounts of expenditures, we ask ourselves if we
are going too fast and are biting off more than we can chew. At that point, there is room for differences
of opinion. The concern and questions are simply about how the process is unfolding. Beutler
appreciated Kinsey’s comments and agreed there is room for differences of opinion.

Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Clare seconded the motion. Carroll added that the developer
has been very successful. They worked on the Larson Building and they are involved in the Innovation
Campus Project. They also have built a new hotel in the Haymarket area. They know how to develop
real estate and we welcome them. Motion carried 3-0.



Item 12 -- WH 13-32 Resolution to approve Amendment No. 17 to the Agreement for Engineering
Services, Haymarket Infrastructure Design Project No. 870000, between the West Haymarket
Joint Public Agency and Olsson Associates dba Lincoln Haymarket Infrastructure Team to
include the remainder of the design for parking garage Deck 2, and to provide professional
services during construction.

Yancey stated this is for Amendment No. 17 to the Lincoln Haymarket Infrastructure Agreement. This
provides the reminder of the design services for Parking Deck No. 2. As Marvin mentioned earlier, a
portion of the design services was approved earlier to do the foundations and underground design work
for this garage. We now need to approve the remaining design so we can construct and have this garage
ready for the development. To keep the design with the same team that worked on it previously, we
would like to do this by amendment for $680,904. This would be with LHIT and Davis Design.

Hearing no public comment, Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Clare seconded the motion.
Motion carried 3-0.

Item 13 -- WH 13-33 Resolution authorizing the Chair of the West Haymarket Joint Public
Agency (JPA) to (1) enter into a Fourth Amendment to Master Development Agreement between
BNSFE Railway Company (BNSF) and the JPA which will provide for BNSF to convey to the JPA
and for the JPA to convey to BNSF certain additional properties which have been identified by
BNSF and the JPA as needed for the JPA’s West Havmarket Project and BNSE’s track relocation,
but were omitted from the last closing between the parties, and (2) execute required deeds and
other closing documents on behalf of the JPA.

Peo explained that this was a housekeeping matter. When the last closing was done, a small sliver of
land was omitted that was in BNSF’s name. It is part of Canopy Drive right-of-way. BNSF is agreeable
to convey the land and there is a small piece of property we would convey back to them. These
properties were identified earlier, but omitted in the last closing. There is no monetary exchange
between the parties.

Hearing no public comment, Carroll moved approval of the resolution. Clare seconded the motion.
Motion carried 3-0.

Item 14 -- Set Next Meeting Date

The next meeting date is set for Friday, April 5, 2013 at 3:00 p.m. in City Council Chambers Room 112.

Item 15 -- Motion to Adjourn

Carroll made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Clare seconded the motion. The meeting adjourned at
4:16 p.m.

Prepared by: Pam Gadeken, Public Works and Utilities
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