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Bill No. 12R-274

FACTSHEET

TITLE: WAIVER NO. 12020, requested by Marc
Schniederjans, to waive the requirement to install a
pedestrian way, on property generally located between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court, approximately one
block northeast of the intersection of Pioneers

SPONSOR: Planning Department

BOARD/COMMITTEE: Planning Commission
Public Hearing: 10/17/12
Administrative Action: 10/17/12

Boulevard and South 76™ Street.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Denial

RECOMMENDATION: Denial (5-0: Butcher, Francis,
Lust, Hove and Cornelius voting ‘yes’; Gaylor Baird,

Sunderman and Weber absent).

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1.

7.

This is a request to waive the requirement for a pedestrian sidewalk associated with a block in excess of 1,000
feet in length as required by Section 26.23.125 of the Land Subdivision Ordinance of the Lincoln Municipal
Code. The sidewalk which has been constructed and would be removed if this waiver is approved is located
between Crystal Court and Diamond Court, approximately one block northeast of the intersection of Pioneers
Boulevard and South 76™ Street.

The staff recommendation of denial is based upon the “Analysis” as set forth on p.4-6, concluding that the
existing pedestrian sidewalk was planned and included in the approved development plans consistent with the
goals of the Comprehensive Plan. It serves as both an amenity for the residents in the area and contributes to
the city’s overall trail and sidewalk system. The sidewalk is not unique in any way, nor does it place an undue
burden on the neighboring residents when compared to other similar facilities throughout the city. Staff does
not find adequate justification to warrant the waiver and the removal of the sidewalk. The staff presentation is
found on p.8.

The applicant’s testimony is found on p.9, submitting that the topography of the sidewalk is not acceptable; the
purchasers of the homes were not aware that the sidewalk would be built; it is an invasion of privacy; there is
no security; and it is a safety concern. The applicant also stated that he would personally pay for the removal
of the sidewalk if this waiver is granted. The petitions submitted by the applicant with the application in support
of the waiver are found on p.27-57; those in opposition are found on p.59-61; and one party being undecided
is found on p.63-64.

Testimony in support is found on p.9-10, and the record consists of three additional letters in support (p.66-69).
A letter from the sales agent for the townhomes in Hamann Meadows indicating that the purchasers were not
aware that this sidewalk would be built is found on p.65.

There was no testimony in opposition; however, there were two additional letters in opposition submitted for the
record (p.71-72).

On October 17, 2012, the Planning Commission agreed with the staff recommendation and voted 5-0 to deny
the waiver request, finding that the sidewalk exists as a result of the principles set forth in the Comprehensive
Plan and the desire of the community to have a connected pedestrian network. The Commission did not find
the sidewalk to be an invasion of privacy any more than a sidewalk in the front yard (See Minutes, p.11-12).

On October 29, 2012, a letter of appeal was filed by the applicant, Marc Schniederjans (p.2).
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Today's Date jOct 26, 2012

To: City Clerk
Joan Ross
555 5. 10th 5t,, Ste. 103
Lincoln NE 68508
402-441-7436

jross@lincoln.ne.gov

Dear Clerk:

| am submitting this letter of appeal to Resolution No.

Denial Walverl 2020 ,adopted by the Lincoln-Lancaster County

Planning Commission on (Date}iOct 17, 2012 , approving Special Permit No. ~ onproperty

generally located at  sidewalk, Hamann Meadows 1st Addition, between Crystal Court and Diamon Court

Please advise me of the hearing date hefore the City Council.

Signature of person requesting appeal: %’I—C/ SMM

Printed Name Marc Schniederjans

Address 7521 Crystal Court Lincoln NE 68506
Street City State Zip
Phone Number (402) 483-7898

Email MI54835665@aol.com

cc Planning Department
Jean Preister
5558, 10th St, Ste. 213
Lincoln NE 68508
402-441-6365
jpreister@lincoln.ne.gov

Access this form on the web: hitpJiwwwilincain he. gov/ity/pianidai iapf cityappeal pdf
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LINCOLN/LANCASTER COUNTY PLANNING STAFF REPORT

for October 17, 2012 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECT #:

PROPOSAL:

LOCATION:

CONCLUSION:

Waiver of Design Standards #12020

Waive the requirement for a pedestrian sidewalk associated with a
block in excess of 1,000 feet in length as required by Title 26 Land
Subdivision Ordinance of Lincoln Municipal Code (LMC) Section
26.23.125.

Between Crystal and Diamond Courts, approximately one block
northeast of the intersection Pioneers Blvd and South 76™ Street.

The existing pedestrian sidewalk was planned and included in the
approved development plans consistent with the goals of the
Comprehensive Plan. It serves as both an amenity for the residents in
the area, and contributes to the city’s overall system trail and sidewalk
system. The sidewalk is not unique in any way, nor does it place an
undue burden on the neighboring residents when compared to other
similar facilities throughout the city. Staff does not find adequate
justification to warrant the waiver and the sidewalk’s removal.

RECOMMENDATION:

Denial

GENERAL INFORMATION:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

EXISTING ZONING:

Outlot A, Hamann Meadows 1% Addition, Lincoln, Lancaster County,
Nebraska.

R-3 Residential

SURROUNDING LAND USE AND ZONING:

North: Residential
South: Residential
East: Residential
West: Open Space
HISTORY:

R-3
R-3
R-3
R-3

NOV 2005 - Hamann Meadows preliminary plat was approved.

MAR 2010 - Special Permit #10007 for the Hamann Meadows community unit plan was approved.




COMPREHENSIVE PLAN SPECIFICATIONS:

Pg 7.4 - Neighborhoods and Housing, Guiding Principles - Incorporate interconnected networks of streets, transit, trails,
and sidewalks with multiple connections within and between neighborhoods and commercial centers to maximize access
and mobility to provide alternatives and reduce dependence upon the automobile.

-Encourage substantial connectivity and convenient access to neighborhood services (stores, schools, parks) from
residential areas.

Pg 7.5 - Developing Neighborhoods - Developing neighborhoods should have a variety of housing types and sizes, plus
commercial and employment opportunities. Developing a pedestrian orientation of buildings and street networks that
provides substantial connectivity is also a priority for developing areas.

Pg 9.4 - Community Parks - Locate Community Parks on a collector or arterial street to accommodate automobile access
and parking; park sites should also be readily accessible by pedestrians and bicyclists from a commuter/recreation trail.

Pg 9.5 - Strategies for Community Parks - Create pedestrian connections between surrounding residential development
and neighborhood-related park features such as playgrounds and park shelters.

Pg 10.6 - Existing Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities - Walking is an essential part of our daily activities, whether it be trips
to work, shop, or play. Lincoln’s greatest pedestrian asset is the long standing policy of requiring sidewalks on both sides
of all City streets and connectivity between subdivisions. Because of this policy, the vast majority of homes and
businesses are served by Lincoln’s 1,500 miles of sidewalks. However, rehabilitation of sidewalks, particularly in older
residential and commercial areas, has proven to be a challenge.

Pg 10.47 - Guiding Principles Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities - Provide bicyclists and pedestrians safe, direct, and
convenient access to all destinations served by the Lincoln area streets and roads network.

Pg 10.48 - Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities - Develop and implement a coordinated system of well connected pedestrian
and bicycle facilities that serve both new and older neighborhoods and provide access to activity centers such as
schools, parks, employment areas and shopping.

ANALYSIS:

1. This is a request to waive the requirement for a pedestrian sidewalk associated with a block
in excess of 1,000 feet in length as required by the Land Subdivision Ordinance Section
26.23.125. The applicant’s stated justification for the request is a loss of privacy, increased
risk to property and residents, maintenance costs, and loss of aesthetic view. If this request
is approved, the applicant states that the developer has agreed to remove the sidewalk.

2. The Land Subdivision Ordinance contains requirements for the layout of subdivisions, and
includes a limit on the maximum length of a block, which is 1,320 feet. There is also a
requirement that if a block exceeds 1,000 feet in length, a pedestrian sidewalk must be
provided. The intent of the pedestrian sidewalk requirement is to provide better connectivity
to facilitate and enhance pedestrian access throughout the city.

3. The pedestrian sidewalk standard is in the Land Subdivision Ordinance because in part Title
26 is designed to help implement the Comprehensive Plan. In the Comprehensive Plan
Specifications section appearing on page 2 of this report, the many references to pedestrian
sidewalks are detailed.



The subject pedestrian sidewalk was constructed during the month of September, 2012, and
Is now complete and in use. The sidewalk provides a connection from the sidewalk system
in South 76™ Street to the bike trail extending along Antelope Creek to the west. Beyond this
request, there have been no complaints and are no documented problems staff is aware of.

In this area there are sidewalk connections to the trail both to the south where it crosses
Pioneers Blvd, and to the north where there is a connection which extends west from the
sidewalk in Cooper Avenue through the adjacent park. The subject sidewalk is a
convenience, and being a direct connection to the trail should serve to encourage its use.
As the sidewalk is not fenced in, there is good visibility to and from the trail.

The development was originally approved in 2005 with the preliminary plat of Hamann
Meadows. The layout of the lots surrounding Crystal and Diamond Courts was revised in
2010 when the Hamann Meadows community unit plan (CUP) was approved. The CUP
increased the number of lots around the two courts from 32 to 44. The subject sidewalk has
been shown as part of the approved plans for both the preliminary plat and the CUP since
their approval. Without the proposed sidewalk, staff would have required connections from
the ends of the cul-de-sac to the trail, likely resulting in fenced-in sidewalks much nearer to
homes than this sidewalk.

Pedestrian sidewalks are intended for use by not only the residents in the vicinity, but also
for the public at large. They are considered primarily an amenity for nearby residents, but
significantly contribute to the city’s larger trail and sidewalk system, and facilitate non-
motorized movement throughout the city consistent with the goals of the Comprehensive
Plan.

The rationale provided to waive the sidewalk would similarly apply to many other such
facilities throughout the city. In this case, the impact or cost associated with the sidewalk
does not appear disproportionate when compared to other similar facilities, and does not
provide adequate justification for it's removal on that basis. It is noted that the obligation to
maintain and repair pedestrian sidewalks such as this one is assigned from the developer
to the homeowners association, as compared to public sidewalks adjacent to streets in public
rights-of-way which are maintained by the City.

The applicant gathered signatures of residents in the area stating their view on the waiver
request. Of the 35 letters submitted, 31 support the waiver (See p.26-57), three are opposed
(See p.58-61), and one is undecided (See p.63-64). An exhibitindicating the residences and
their preference is attached.

In response to a question not related to this request about the repair of a sidewalk, the Law
Department was asked by Councilman Jonathan Cook to comment on the City’s
responsibility in such issues. Law noted the applicability of the American’s with Disabilities
Act (ADA) sidewalk provisions, and that “all alterations after March 2012 have to comply with
current (ADA) guidelines.” Law noted that for any alterations found not in compliance with
ADA, the City could be liable for attorney’s fees if an action were bought against the City.

Removing a sidewalk raises the question of whether it results in an alteration which creates
a condition of noncompliance with ADA or not. Stated another way, the removal of any



10.

11.

12.

13.

sidewalk could be viewed as an alteration and may be judged to be less compliant rather
than more compliant. The concern is that either reduced or noncompliance creates liability
on the part of the City.

The Planning Department thought it prudent that the Planning Commission and City be
cautioned about this possibility when considering requests to remove or eliminate sidewalks.

The Mayor’'s Pedestrian/Bicycle Advisory Committee reviewed this request and supports
keeping the sidewalk in place (See p.24). The Committee notes that such facilities enhance
connectedness, which facilitates a more walkable and healthier community. Their letter is
attached. The Parks and Recreation and Public Works and Utilities Departments also both
recommend denial of this request.

Staff finds that multiple routes encourage walking for health and pleasure. Additionally, such
facilities can actually enhance security by providing more ‘eyes on the street’, which serves
to discourage crime instead of facilitate it. There are more than 133 miles of trails (either
existing or funded to be built) throughout the City. The system extends through commercial
areas, residential neighborhoods, and parks. Staff is not aware of any persistent or
recurrent problems associated with the trail system.

The subject sidewalk is in a 5-wide public access easement, located within an outlot
reserved for open space. In this area, the outlot is 60' wide, meaning the sidewalk is
approximately 27.5' from the rear lot lines of the adjacent homes. Beyond that, there is a 15'
required rear setback for the dwellings, for a total separation of at least 42.5' from the
sidewalk to a dwelling. Compared to many instances throughout the City where such
sidewalks are immediately adjacent to a rear or side lot line, this amount of separation is not
unusual.

Loss of property value is also cited as a reason to eliminate the sidewalk. Contrary to that
rationale, staff has studies (one completed by the Vermont Department of Transportation in
2006, and another by the University of Nebraska-Omaha covering the Omaha Recreational
Trails System in 2000) which conclude that the effect of such facilities is either neutral or
positive. The finding is that comparable facilities are typically considered an amenity, and
are associated with the outdoors and active, healthy lifestyles.

Prepared by:

Brian Will, 441-6362, bwill@lincoln.ne.gov
October 3, 2012




OWNER:

APPLICANT/
CONTACT:

Hamann Meadows Townhomes. LLC
8040 Eiger Drive

Lincoln, NE 68516

402-420-2335

Marc Schniederjans
7521 Crystal Court
Lincoln, NE 68506
402-483-7898



WAIVER NO. 12020

PUBLIC HEARING BEFORE PLANNING COMMISSION: October 17, 2012

Members present: Butcher, Cornelius, Francis, Hove and Lust; Gaylor Baird, Sunderman and
Weber absent.

Staff recommendation: A finding of general conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.

There were no ex parte communications disclosed.

Staff presentation: Brian Will of Planning staff presented the proposed waiver of the pedestrian
connection in a block in excess of 1,000 feet located in the Hamann Meadows development
generally northwest of Pioneers Boulevard and Lucile Drive, specifically between Diamond and
Crystal Courts.

The subject pedestrian connection was originally shown with the preliminary plat for Hamann
Meadows approved in 2006; that preliminary plat was slightly modified in 2010 with the community
unit plan, there being no significant change; however, with both the preliminary plat and the CUP,
the pedestrian connection had been shown from the beginning.

Will advised that the staff is recommending denial of this waiver request, finding that this sidewalk
meets both the letter and intent of the subdivision ordinance; it is an enhancement to the larger
sidewalk and trails system throughout the city; and the sidewalk has been installed and is in use
today. Based upon these factors, staff is recommending denial of the waiver request.

Lust inquired whether the townhouses in this subdivision have sidewalks in their front yards. Will
explained that there are sidewalks in front of the homes and in South 76™ Street. The sidewalks
in front of the homes are closer to the homes than the sidewalk in the back. Will further explained
that the outlot is approximately 60 feet wide; there is a minimum setback from the rear lot line to the
dwellings of at least 15’. He estimated that it would be 43, give or take, from the subject sidewalk
to the nearest point of a dwelling. Most of the dwellings are actually set back further than the
minimum 15’

Hove asked what the subject sidewalk connects. Will stated that it connects to the sidewalk system
on both sides of 76™ Street and connects to the existing trail that runs along Antelope Creek all the
way to downtown. It is flush with the sidewalk in 76" Street.

Lust inquired about the studies referred to in the staff report finding that back yard sidewalks are
no more dangerous than front yard sidewalks and, in fact, improve safety. Will explained that the
research had been done associated with other issues — one study was done in 2000 referring to the
recreational trails system in Omaha, and another study was done back east in Vermont in 2006.
The general finding was that there is no more risk or safety hazard associated with these facilities.
As far as property values, the finding in the studies was that it would be neutral, but in some cases
there is an enhancement to the property value just because these sorts of facilities are viewed as
being associated with outdoor, healthy lifestyles, outdoor activities, etc. Will could not point to a
study that finds an increased safety hazard or property devaluation.



Proponents

1. Mark Schniederjans, 7221 Crystal Court, the applicant, testified in support. His property abuts
the sidewalk in question. He stated that, “obviously, 90% of us want this sidewalk removed.” (The
petitions to which the applicant referred are attached to the staff report). The topography of how
this sidewalk lays in relationship to the homes that were built is not acceptable. One of the letters
the Commission has received is from the sales agent for these properties, attesting that no one who
bought homes in Hamann Meadows knew the sidewalk was going to be constructed. The sidewalk
is up higher and people can look directly into the homes. These homes were built with a lot of glass
windows in the back because this is a pretty spacious area and the property owners were promised
a meadow on one side with a pond on the other side. The people coming down this sidewalk do
not treat it as a sidewalk. Schniederjans works at home and watches it every day. Itis the behavior
of the people that is a concern. The people who are riding bikes ride down this path (which is
downhill) are really moving once they hit the bike path. There was a near miss one day recently.
There are seven windows and two glass doors in the back of his house, and now there are people
looking in from this sidewalk. There is no more security. The bike path is used by lots and lots of
people but they are not coming up through this subdivision. He believes it is a safety concern,
regardless of the research cited.

Schniederjans reiterated that the people in this subdivision overwhelmingly do not want the sidewalk
in their back yards. Everyone who abuts this property unanimously signed the petition opposed to
the sidewalk — 31 are opposed. It is an imposition that this sidewalk was not adequately disclosed
to the residents. The aerial photograph does not show this, but the sidewalk negatively impacts the
property the way it is positioned. You can look into the main level of most of these homes from that
sidewalk. It poses a hazard and risk to the homeowners in this neighborhood.

Butcher inquired whether there are any requirements within the homeowners association with
regard to fencing. Schniederjans stated that at this point, the homeowners association is still held
by the developer and has not been turned over to the homeowners.

Support

1. Nancy Reissig, 3842 S. 76" Street, testified in support of the waiver. She is the Neighborhood
Watch person for the area. If the goal of placing this sidewalk was to connect the bike trail to 76™
Street, she believes there is adequate access either from Cooper Street or down Lucile to Pioneers.
They do have some history of problems with people violating the properties in Hamann Meadows,
e.g. at the end of the cul-de-sac, the public bike pedestrian trail is very close to the back of the
Hamann Meadows homes. One night after 3:00 a.m. the owner heard three teenagers knocking
on his windows and they set off fireworks before they left. There have been several other things
that have happened. So the new sidewalk between Crystal Court and Diamond Court has taken
away the privacy of the people who live there and is setting up the same kind of environment where
property rights are violated and mischief could cause serious harm to homeowners and their
property. She wants the sidewalk removed.

2. Lee Nugara, 3932 S. 76" Street, testified in support of the waiver. The builder informed him of
a pond and the bike trail, but they never mentioned the sidewalk. The van he parks on the street
has been egged 28 times, and he reported it to the police the last time it occurred.



Lust asked Nugara to be specific about when his van was egged. Was it after the sidewalk was
installed? Nugara explained that it has been egged 28 times since last summer, and it has
happened three times since the sidewalk was installed. He clarified that is not saying the sidewalk
Is why it happened.

3. Jill Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal Court, clarified that the covenants made by the developer
provide that there shall be no fences. The homeowners association has not yet come together and
is still run by the developer. They have begun preliminary meetings.

There was no testimony in opposition.

Staff questions

Francis sought clarification as to the topography of the land. The applicant is suggesting that the
sidewalk sits higher and you can see into the homes. She recalled that requests to waive sidewalks
have come before the Commission in the past because the lay of the land was not conducive to
having the sidewalk installed and thus it was more common sense not install the sidewalk. Francis
assumes that if the topography would not meet ADA requirements, the sidewalk would not be
required. Will stated that there is potential that there would not be sidewalks in that situation. There
is a slight incline on both sides for grading up to the sidewalk but it is not what he would
characterize as “significant”. Francis indicated that she personally visited the site of the sidewalk
and it looked pretty level to her. Will stated that the sidewalk as constructed meets all the applicable
standards.

Francis then confirmed that the location of that sidewalk would be no closer to the properties than
a house on a corner lot in a residential neighborhood with a sidewalk on two sides. Will believes
that the separation would be increased or greater than what you would find with a typical sidewalk
in front or along side of your house.

Lust asked whether there will be further development in this area. Will showed the aerial
photograph and stated that it is anticipated that the three cul-de-sacs will be fully built out. There
are opportunities for further subdivision across the street as well.

Hove inquired whether there was any change that precipitated the construction of this sidewalk or
just the fact that the sidewalk got built in a couple days. Will reiterated that the sidewalk has been
part of the original preliminary plat approved in 2006, and also the update of the preliminary plat in
2010. It has always been shown as part of the development and as final platted. He believes itis
the fact that the sidewalk was actually installed that prompted this application.

Hove wondered whether the covenants can be changed to address any fencing issues once the
association is turned over to the homeowners. Will explained that the city is not a party to those
covenants — they are agreements among private property owners. Generally, there is a provision
for modifying and amending.

Response by the Applicant

Schniederjans reiterated that the positioning of these homes are such that you can look into the
people’s home if you walk down this sidewalk. The owners are going to have to maintain the
sidewalk, keep it trimmed and remove the snow. It is going to be dangerous. There is a serious
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safety issue and a serious privacy violation to the homeowners. There are a lot of elderly people
here who cannot pay any higher association dues. This is an unnecessary burden on the
homeowners. None of the homeowners were told about this sidewalk. “We feel we have been
cheated and have a lessened property by this sidewalk.” The homeowners are going to have to pay
for the maintenance of this sidewalk.

Hove inquired as to who would pay for the removal of the sidewalk if this waiver is approved.
Schniederjans stated that he will personally pay for the removal of the sidewalk. In all honesty, he
wants his meadow back. He does not want to overlook this sidewalk and have people looking into
his property.

ACTION BY PLANNING COMMISSION: October 17, 2012

Lust moved to deny, seconded by Francis.

Francis is sympathetic that this seems to be something that is new to the homeowners. But, with
real estate transactions, there is something called “caveat emptor” — let the buyer beware. The fact
that the real estate agent who was promoting these homes on the seller’s behalf did not know about
this sidewalk is no excuse for anybody not to have picked up the phone and called the city about
the platting of this ground. That is the biggest drawback of new construction. Anything that is
vacant can be changed. She understands that the homeowners purchased the property and that
they want to see the nice green space, but that is not realistic in today’s world.

Lust knows that change is hard, and what was quite a bit of space of vacant property now has a
sidewalk. She suggested that when it first comes in, it is very concerning, but after you live with it
for awhile, she believes the property owners will actually benefit from it; there will be children getting
to the bike path; the neighbors will get to know each other better. Connectivity in the city to the
wonderful bike trail system is extremely important. Furthermore, the sidewalk is no closer to the
homes than the sidewalk that you have in your front yard; and being able to look out your window
and see neighbors walking though your front yard is no different. While she is disappointed that the
agent that sold the property did not advise about the sidewalk, she really thinks it is actually a
benefit to the neighborhood as a whole and it needs to stay for connectivity reasons. And, it is
probably a lot better than two of these sidewalks, which would have been the alternative if the
sidewalk had not been located where it is now. She has to vote denial.

Lust further urged that the property owners call the police the second there is any vandalism or
problems. That's their job.

Cornelius agreed with Lust regarding issues of trespass and violation — if you let it go and do not
call the police, it is impossible to resolve the problems. The sidewalk exists as a result of the
principles set forth in our Comprehensive Plan and the values that we have as a community have
stated that we want a connected pedestrian network — a degree of friendliness for walking and
biking in our residential and commercial areas — and this is what this sidewalk is meant to facilitate.
Living in the city, you have these pedestrian facilities where people can look in windows. People
can look in his front window as well. He understands further that this is a change and it changes
the complexion of the area behind the homes; however, this is something that was in the plan from
the beginning and it is unfortunate that as the properties were bought and sold that this information
was not conveyed, but it is on record. As far as maintenance, that was part of the community unit
plan as well.
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Motion to deny carried 5-0: Butcher, Francis, Lust, Hove and Cornelius voting ‘yes’; Gaylor Baird,
Sunderman and Weber absent. This is final action, unless appealed to the City Council within 14

days.
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o SUBJECT SIDEWALK CONNECTION TO THE TRAIL ALONG ANTELOPE CREEK' _



Date: September 18, 2012
To: Mr. Marvin Krout, City Planning Director, City of Lincoln _
From: Marc Schniederjans, Homeowner, Spearheading this effort for the Hamann Meadows HOA

Subject: Application for a Waijver
Hello Mr. Krout: 7

Thank you for your call on this matter a few weeks ago. This is an Application for a Waiver requesting
the removal of the requirement that a sidewalk be built on the commons property of the Hamann
Meadows subdivision. The sidewalk has been built, but we seek with this petition the beginning of the
process to have it removed. Attached you will find the following supporting documents:

1. APPLICATION FOR A WAIVER form. This has been signed by our developer, Mr. Blake Collingsworth,
who is still technically the Hamann Meadows Homeowners’ Association (HOA). Mr. Collingsworth felt it
would be more appropriate for a homeowner, like me, to submit this waiver, so he graciously signed the
wavier.

2. An email from Mr. Jon Camp, our City Council representative, in support of the waiver.

3. Atotal of 35 signed homeowner petitions. Of those signed, 31 want the sidewalk removed, 3 want to
keep it, and 1 is undecided. An explanation of the efforts to poll the homeowners is also provided to
show they represent the will of those in our community who care about the issue.

In accordance with the PROCEDURE for the APPLICATION FOR A WAIVER, let me be specific:

Specific Modification Requested: We want the requirement waived such that the pedestrian sidewalk
between the cul-de-sacs of Crystal Court and Diamond Court off of South 7_6th Street connecting to the
Billy Wolff Trail can be removed. The builder’s APPLICATION FOR A WAIVER provides other exact legal

tract information.
Supporting Reasons Why the Modification is Needqd:

s | oss of privacy: The nearness and elevation of the sidewalk in relation to the townhomes
permits easy viewing directly into all of the unfinished basements and all of the townhomes,
which have large windows and many with glass windowed doors.

* Increased risk to property and residents: Many neighbors have expressed concern aver the
liability that this new sidewalk imposes on the HOA. A neighbor's home security service has
informed him that his home, which abuts the sidewalk, is at greater risk because of the
sidewalk. We currently have three women with young children in the townhomes abutting the
sidewalk, one of which expressed concern about safety issues the sidewalk poses to her family.

“Other homeowners have expressed concern about leaving lawn furniture or other property out,
because the nearness of sidewalk makes an easy target for theft.

s Cost to maintain: We are a small subdivision, and the cost of snow removal and insurance is
viewed as an unneeded and unfair burden.

e Other reasons: During the petition effort to document the justification for the wavier,
homeowners alsc expressed other concerns about the existence of the sidewalk. These
included the loss of privacy, increased risk that might cause a ioss of property values and loss of
the aesthetic view of the meadow that homeowners expected when they purchased their
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homes. Please note that none of the homeowners currently living in their homes who
purchased their homes abutting the sidewalk were told it was going to be built in that location.

Documentation Why the Modification is Needed:

The attached 35 signed petitions, 31 wanting the sidewalk requirement removed (so the sidewalk can be
removed) and only 3 wanting to keep the sidewalk, represents the community will of morethan 10to 1
favoring that the sidewalk requirement be removed.

So that you can understand this represents the will of Hamann Meadows, let me explain how the
petitions were collected and the efforts taken to make it representative of those interested in this issue.
There are currently 51 homeowners in the Hamann Meadows subdivision. An initial petition was taken
by giving every one of the 51 homeowners a petition to sign and return. Only three days were allowed
for that effort, and only 26 petitions were returned by the time limit (25 for removal, 1 against). A
second petition effort was undertaken by giving the 25 remaining townhome owners a second chance to
respond. They were given 10 days to return the petition, and 6 of the 25 returned them by the time
limit. Finally, on September 17, we held an HOA meeting where the issue was once again reviewed for
those attending. One additional petition was turned in at the meeting. Given these collection efforts,
and despite the 16 non-responsive homeowners, | believe we have adequately polled the only
interested homeowners in our subdivision, and with more than a 10 to 1 desire to have the sidewalk
requirement removed, there is good reason to agree to the modification.

How the Public Welfare Will be Preserved: For reasons stated above, there is genuine concern for the
invasion of privacy and risks this sidewalk poses, not just for those abutting it, but also for the entire
subdivision.

Why the Modification will Not Detract from the Intent and Spirit of the Design Standards: As|
understand, the intent of the design standard causing this sidewalk was to increase the general
connectivity through the neighborhood to the Billy Wolff Trail. There are adequate sidewalks without
this new sidewalk. There is currently street sidewalk access from Pioneers (which abuts our subdivision)
and on Cooper Avenue to the Billy Wolff Trail. Qur subdivision homeowners can go in either direction
from their homes and gain access to the Trail within a block or two. Some homeowners will actually
walk further by taking the sidewalk in question than by using the Cooper Avenue access.

If there are any further questions or things | need to do to further this application, please feel free to
contact me. The person who is the Hamann Meadows HOA Committee Chair (we do not yet have an
HOA President) has asked me to spearhead this project, so | am the contact person for our HOA.

Best wishes,

W SShnerelgfs;

Marc Schniederjans

7521 Crystal Court

Lincoln, NE 68506

Phone: 402-483-7898
Email: M54835665@acl.com
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Page 1 of 1

Subj: Crystal Court to Billy Wolff Trail sidewalk

Date: 9/4/2012 11:27:34 AM. Central Daylight Time

From: joricamp@lincolnhaymarket.com

To: mkrout@lincoln.ne.gov _

CcC: mmmever@lincoin.ne.gov, mis4835685@acl com, LQusnzer@iincoin.ne.goy
Marvin:

Marc Schniederjans and | visited by telephone about the sidewalk that runs from S. 76 Street to the Bill Wolff
Trail, along the south side of the Crystal Court townhomes. Marc has previously visited with you and received
information concerning the possibility of petitioning for “removal of the sidewalk”. Marc has obtained
signatures on a petition of approximately 25 of 50 nearby homeowners who desire to have this sidewalk
removed.

Reasons for removal include {1} security of their homes {passersby can look directly into their homes and easily
observe everything) and (2) privacy.

The Billy Wolff Trail can be accessed at Pioneers or Cooper Avenue thereby still providing “connectivity”.

| am sending this email to encourage the appropriate City officials, including my City Council colleagues to
respect the rights of the nearby homeowners and support this petition for removal of the sidewalk.

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter. | welcome any comments you may have concerning the
matter. Mary Meyer in the Council office will also distribute this email to my City Council cofleagues.

Jon

JON A. CAMP

Haymarket Square/CH, Lid.
200 Haymarket Square

808 P Street

P.O. Box 82307

Lincoin, 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

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

~ Alexis de Tocqueville {French Historian and Political scientist. 1805-1 859)
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Application Review Request Page 1 of 2

éePiﬁ?} Submittal

Application Information
Application
#
Associated
Requasts

AMANN MEADOWS CUP

WYRZ2620 Titie

Planning Department Use Only

Submission 372072002 Review PYETYETeY

Dake R - Dyua H M
Project . -
Planner Brian Will

Review Agencies {Planning Department Use Only)

oG5S Entry>

Raview
Agencies

Deveiopment Review Steve Henrichisen F? mremove Agency Reviewer
Manager: (shenrichsen@lincoin.ne.gov)

Public Works: Dennis Bartels E Remcve Agency Reviewer
{dbartels@lincoln.ne.gov)

Sidewalk & Pedestrian David Cary (dcary@lincoln.ne.gov) P Remove Agency Reviewer
Waivers:

Parks & Recreation: Mark Canney [ Remove Agency Reviewer

(mcanney@lincoln.ne.gov}

Review LCommenis

021

https://pdox.lincoln.ne.gov/imarkupwg/form.asp?formid=23581 &widirect=1&debug=&c... 10/03/2012



Application Review Request Page 2 of 2

@ Corrections Needed for Review  {JInsufficient Information for Review
() Recommend Denial  {)Recommend Approval with Conditions ) Recommend

Planning Approval  {No Review Required

Review 1:

" Corrections Needed for Review ¢ | Insufficient Information for Review
Development Review i#: Recommend Denial ' Recemmend Approval with Conditions .- Recommend
Manager Approval  {_rNo Review Required

(Steve Henrichsen)

Review 1:

" Corrections Needed for Review 7 Insufficient Information for Review

@ Recommend Denial  {:Recommend Approval with Conditions  {_ Recommend
. Approval  (:Mo Review Required
Public Works
{Dennis Bartels) Review 1:

No justification has been provided for eliminating this easement sidewalk, Due to
block Jength and standard subdivision requirements the existing easement and
sidewalk should be [eft in place. Its potential use and requirements for its existence
is intended for the residents in the neighborhood and not just Hamann Meadows

residents.
" Corrections Needed for Review . Insufficient Information for Review
# Recommentd Denial  {;Recommend Approval with Conditions > Recommend

Approval . No Review Required

Sidewalk & Pedestrian
Waivers Review 1:

(David Cary) This pedestrian easement was required and approved as part of the CUP due to block
length requirements. It is an enhancement to the pedestrian network in this
neighborticod is is generally for the use of those living in and visiting the
neighborhcod. There are other connections to the multi-use trail to the north

through the park off of Cooper Ave., and along Pioneers Boulevard to the south.
However, since this is an easement that breaks up the block length and provides a
more convenient access point to the krail, it should remain.

" Corrections Needed for Review - Insufficient Information for Review

Parks & Recreation 'Recommend Denial < Recommend Approval with Conditions_ 7 ‘Recommend
(Mark Canney) Approval  {:No Review Required
Review 1:

o2

o

https://pdox.lincoln.ne.gov/imarkupwg/form.asp?formid=23581 & widirect=1 &débug&c... 10/03/2012



Brian Will

From: - Mark E. Canney _

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 3:44 PM

To: Brian Will

Subject: RE: Hamann Meadows Sidewalk Waiver - WVR#12020
Attachments: HAMANN LETTER .pdf

Brian,

| am attaching the letter from the Bicycle Pedestrian Committee that was sent to the Mayor. We concur with their
conclusion and request and decline the request for waiver of the sidewalk.

Let me know what additional information you might need.
Thank you.

Mark Canney

Park Planner

Lincoln Parks & Recreation
2740 A Street

Lincoln, NE 68302

407 .441.8248
mcannev@lincoln.ne gov

5



MAYOR’S PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE
ADVISORY COMMITTEE
2740 “A” STREET
LINCOLN, NEBRASKA, 68502

September 25, 2012

Mayor Chris Beutler
City County Buildihg
555 So. 10™, Suite 301
Lincoin, NE 68508

Dear Mayor:

At the September 11, 2012 Mayor’'s Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory Committee {(PBAC), there
was discussion about the pedestrian easement sidewalk connecting the South 76" Street sidewalk to the
nearby trall iy the Hamann Meadows Development. The PBAC would like to voice their support for
keeping this irigortant sidewalk network in place:

As we undetrstand it, the requirement for the sidewalk connection was part of the Community
Unit Plan {CUP) that was approved by Planning Commission angd City Council: This connection makes for
more direct and convenient access to the trail orto the local street, depending upon which direction you
are gms’sg such conniactions are imporiant to have and are identified as such in the 2040 Long Range
Plap {LRTP) and updated Comprehensive Plan (LPLAN 2040). it would seem that such
eppg} tunities for walking and making connections are not without précedent in the community. They
provide a much needed link between places, allowing persons within the community to walk te their
destination. This type of connectednéss makes for a more walkable and healthier neighborhoad and
community. Such places can also be an opportunity to build community as persons are walking about.

uf concerns about walking connections into consideration as discussion about this

We hope you taki
sidewalk tikes plag

Sincerely,

2
aid-

Barh Fraser, Chalr
Mayor's Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisery Committee

e City Coundll
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PETITIONS IN FAVOR OF THE WAIVER {Remove the Sidewalk]
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Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows
Check one of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:

[){] Remove Sidewalk Option

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the
requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
with 76" Street. It is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk
removed.

[ ]1Keep Sidewalk Option
| {or we) want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ '] No Opinion Option

I {or we} have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows

PLEASE write your street address, print ybur name, provide your signature and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or call for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)_ 236§ Cﬂyﬂ?ﬁ_ T

Homeowner.(print name)_ MreHAEC LIRCRINGTE A

Homeowner (signature) WM Aj«?ﬁ

Homeowner (print name}) Km..‘l'k.\’, b./a.rr. v q “Ldr\
</

-

Homeowner (signature)

027



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows
Check one of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:

’WRemove Sidewalk Option

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the
requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
with 76" Street. It is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk
removed.

[ ]Keep Sidewalk Option
| {or we) want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ ] No Opinion Option

| (or we) have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows

PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signature and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or call for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 75‘ 1 \’}'&“"@W\ /V\mfouas P‘ :

Homeowner (print name) ’fuo-(/\«q M. Cufve,t
Homeowner (signature) ﬁu /

Homeowner (print name)__Rachel Cu 7[ yvel)

Homeowner (signature) %PJAMQCCJQJA)P/Q,Q_

c28§



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Pian in Hamann Meadows
Check cne of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:

_XRemove Sidewalk Option

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the
requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
~with 76" Street. it is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk
removed. - '

[ ]Keep Sidewalk Option
1 (or we) want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ 1 No Opinion Option

| (or we) have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows '

'PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signature and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or call for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 1949 Hamann_MdadowS viaco

Homeowner (print name} _AShqu SKG!E@
Homeowner (signature)_ C\Z))’WSXQW

Homeowner (p}int name}

Homeowner (signature)




Petiticn to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows
Check one of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:

% Remove Sidewalk Option

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the
requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path

- with 76" Street. 1t is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk
removed.

[ ]Keep Sidewalk Option
| {or we} want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ 1No Opinion Option

| (or we) have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows

PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signature'a nd
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or call for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 36?'!,1 S 7@%

Homeowner (print name) J@Z@W‘@/ Ceg /@,
Homeowner (signature}_ &%éﬁéﬁéﬂ,

/’

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner {signature)

o
L7
2



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows
Check one of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:
[“«ﬁ Remove Sidewalk Option

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the
requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
with 76™ Street. It is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk
removed.

[ ]Keep Sidewalk Option
[ (or we) want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ 1 No Opinion Option

| (or we) have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows

PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signature and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or caII for piCk up at 483 7898

Homeowner address ﬁ e Kyle Northup -
, 7506 Hamman Meadows Pl
i . % Lincoln NE 68516
(print address street name and numbe! * T T R
Homeowner (print name) / 7[2—//&%%’40
P /

Homeowner mgnature)/Z)%/

Homeowner {print name)

Homeowner (signature)

031
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T iy
Petition to Amend the Community Unit Pian in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

FL,
(print address street name and number) 7550 Wl;ﬂd\)f\j M EADIW S

Homeowner (print name) i)ﬁu’/‘? Df"j&f@%’{
Homeowner (signature) /;7%

Homeowner (print name) %H“CLE \/’:IBWMK;

Homeowner (signature) yé%,(/\,@q// O@W%




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) reguest the City of Linceln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(priht address street name and number) 411 WMMN MEA QP I¢ PL

Homeowner.(print name) Joun gﬁﬁ”ﬂ'fﬁ

Homeowner (signaturé) d&ﬁygm

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner {signature)

(]
Gl
Cad



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) /6/2 i C{Qt/q ( afL N

Homeowner (print name) %:#NRVQL &‘Q’/&—f\f}

Homeowner {signature) W (‘SM"W"

Homeowner {print name) t\uH fq S(‘H n P (\? V\(x ns

Homeowner (signature) M f/) M\/WQQ/\/(\JM/\'\A/

o
Cad
9e3



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

23 ;
{print address street name and number)__ oL S : "1@ ﬂ

Homeowner(printname) _ Z\-(V\:.ga_/ @t@@mﬂmﬁ

Homeowner (signature) i\ﬁ,wiw @éfmw

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

o

L



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 752{/ /{JOMWM Mgﬁp/aw ‘PZ. :

Lincol NE 5506

Homeowner (print name) KL//V :D&l/l Ce—

: 7
Homeowner (signature) /4}4@4’/«4‘@

Homeowner {print hame)

Homeowner (signature)

O
LD

&



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

I {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

T q
(print address street name and number) /5 5‘% /1{’ (/v?zﬁ‘/ /7"-

Homeowner {print name) 74/? 77 7@ 70@0 L‘
Homeowner (signature) (Lt eemn AT /& Pp

Homeowner (print name}

Homeowner {signature)

(W)
I

-



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)_/$7/2 /7’0’«5'75}7);'? esdews Flce
Lirca/ip , NE C&SOL

Homeowner {print name}) %{&ﬁffz & Z‘%?/ﬁj@ﬁ

e

<

Homeowner (signature) ey

Homeowner (print name) ory A, fﬁ@}/é’,s’&/?’
> s, s P
Homeowner (signature) %{,ﬁfﬁ? 2&/ , Py A - Jéww
I, ¢




Petition tc Amend the Ccmmun:ty Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

! {or we) request the City of Linceln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 754{‘}‘ f/ﬁfﬁ(ﬁ'%/ €6idé:§&’f> P

Homeowner (print name) agébﬁiﬁ —Pﬁ’i{‘@’f&

Homeowner (signature) ,C&{;,d,gwu 7& '-

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalkremoved.  ~

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) “000 S /b >F

Homeowner (print name) Lﬁé (’/@/L Q<o !
Homeowner (signature) %/.@ /’/Zz/f C\i‘s//

Homeowner (print name) Jd YL & \/Km@%& 1

Homeowner (signature) Q&MU’L W\W




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

{print address street name and number) 75/502 ///*’WM‘M /ME/‘I‘YDOW.S P,_

Homeowner {print name) '@Md) LYW gcﬁ‘ ROEDER

Homeowner {signature)__ &ﬁ‘%ﬂ?’l /Eéau_e/a&s/

Homeowner (print name} Lz‘%WFLENc’-E SCHPOEDER

Homeowner (signature) foirince Keloatdon

-
'S
fronss



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)_7.5 44 NAMANYG  MAEAD pew s
, P4
Homeowner {print name)_jn/ Ay 4 777 £ ;l?}/ B~

Homeowner (signature) :})MW iﬁ?%;j[/;&r

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

B
b
Do



Batition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

I {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln_ Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) *’E %%ﬁ 5o ;f"% B oE i \%‘ﬁ f%@w g e T
S’:? {op &0 0P,

e S

Homeowner (print name}_ . .Y

Homeowner (signature) M S WM

LN

Homeowner {print name)_ m; = *”* BV g e e

Homeowner ({signature}

!
b dm
£ad



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Pian in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)__ 7558 HAMANN MEADOWS PLACE

Homeowner {print name)  LILA L. AGENA
Homeowner (signature} : »w“’—%--“ C,éf”:z 211N
!
J

Homeowner (print name})

Homeowner (signhature)




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. it is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 7578 _}% w1anh ﬁ%ﬂJﬁWﬁ 719 /

| : s /R
Homeowner (print name) :’7:? med 7’69’1”?4&&%

Homeowner (signature) -i?ggﬂ& TS/ ﬁ@%ﬁ,&}

— o o a.
Homeowner {print name)__§] /ax /7 0;25’ ff r/Sch e

Homeowner (signature)__ ?{7@%&; ﬁm,}

YA

o



Patition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the -
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed. |

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) Viss 'y 6—.,,{,,1'14 <

Homeowner {print name)___/ ‘-?"‘" | ee

/

Homeowner (signature) S G

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

oA
[



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76% Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) /7535 QUMW@M 'nyﬁ [ﬂm % .

Homeowner (print name)___ M Aﬁ?? EE vﬂ ey ,\)
Homeowner (signature) / //24/ /A
&/ ,

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

A
Wt



Petition to Ameand the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

16569 CRYSTRL. O,

(print address street name and number)

Homeowner (print name}) F‘P/’RRY 6}’/‘4’ U\/%/@{

Homeowner (signature)

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

noA

\J_&



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requ‘irement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed. |

Homeowner address

ey +4
(print address street name and number} 374? #“4 é ‘ 74

Homeowner (print name) %’ﬁ fﬁd/ /47/ jJ / |

Homeowner (sighature) /W /%W?{P

Homeowner (print name}

Homeowner (signature) e

f\ﬂﬂ

\,JA.::’



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to |
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. Itis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

{print address street name and number) 7,3» éé// )}éfﬂq é?m/@/ C_,f .

Homeowner (print name) §Lﬁm/ /’4% /jz )

L_7..g—-— / >
Homeowner (signature) T Lo %\,

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

3
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Datition to¢ Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)__ 155 Cf(i_{gaf ce- Lincalo, NVE - Efs ¢

Homeowner (print name) Ma(]gamk aﬁf\-@f%ﬂkxz Makiic
Homeowner {signature) w

Homeowner (print name) @wikﬁ Madik

Homeowner (signature) | ”}/W




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystai Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 7518 (: f%,{,.ﬁi @ﬁmf"”

Homeowner (print name) /(/f? 7 ,M{”{Lf‘; £ gﬂﬂé_ I«H@

7/ _
Homeowner (signature) jgmm I /i AL

Homeowner {print hame)

Homeowner {signature)




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {(or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) T5277 @fzi,i;{:gd Ct

Homeowner (print name) V&[QJ«T%& M&‘-ﬁw%\é”ﬁi
!

Homeowner (signature) W gl g M“:f ﬁé‘gim G

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoin Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)__/.9 43 £ . <ral O

Homeowner {print name} f}mr\/J !ﬁv/}‘“f

Homeowner {signature) /75’ 7 4 kj@”x"f&a S

Homeowner {print name)

Homeowner (signature)




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

! (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed. |

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 7j’é'_ 7 d@fﬂ%ﬁ/ 41% A

Homeowner {print namé) j;/;d/ Kg 5/)‘?&0"

Homeowner (signature) M%
S
Homeowner (print name) Uﬁéfﬁ 577&’ /L/ S/L)ﬂﬂ

Homeowner (signature) 05%”{&%’ ;}' @%@M/




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print add_ress'street name and number) %g%’rﬁ o JLM Sff;s(\ e{ﬁ\\__\

Homeowner (print name) (3 RN ,,,ﬂ. Lcﬁ e Lgn @

Homeowner (signature) (? _ (EM?\ @‘“‘OFMVN |

Homeowner (print hame}

Homeowner (signature)




Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. It is the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

SRV
(print address street name and number) ’Zs % 1 {7!/‘

Homeowner (print name) u‘éﬁh@'}&/&ﬁ ’}\ W@m }j\\”ﬂ Q*@Kab
!’JMK%M } YW»/%
\J

Homeowner (s;gnature}'
~7"

Homeowner (print name) Léé MU Gﬂ@

Homeowner (signature) ]




PETITIONS AGAINST THE WAIVER (Keep the Sidewalk)

3
(]



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows
Check one of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:
[ ]1Remove Sidewalk Option

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the

requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
with 76™ Street. It is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk

removed. - .
%"{Keep Sidewalk Option .~ crcedn the diche Frc il ﬁ'w

#

| {or we) want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ 1 No Opinion Option

| (or we) have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows

PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signature and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or call for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 23S /G o 9

Homeowner (print name) L_f /AN Qj@p el
Homeowner (signature) 7\,1 4o MAzf
( ' ['m e r—-——-* T I f

S &

Homeowner {print name)

Homeowner (signature)

039



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamanr Meadows
Check one of the three boxes that best voices your opinion on this matter:

[ 1Remove Sidewalk Option

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the
requirement to have the sidewalk located in the commons area between
Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
with 76" Street. It is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk

removed.
Keep Sidewalk Option
| (or_ we) want the sidewalk as it is presently located in Hamann Meadows
[ 1No Opinion Option

| {or we) have no opinion on removing or keeping the sidewalk in Hamann
Meadows '

PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signature and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystal or caII for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(prznt address street name and number) 7{57) ﬂ { (/%‘l{ﬁ l/ Cgb
Homeowner (print name) ‘}{7\/\ W\ C ((a_/ S/

- TANAY P

S
Homeowner (signature) %ﬂ/\/ \Y \f Vﬂi

Homeowner (print name) p)ﬂ k m e é K/
Homeowner (signature) M’ /

-
<
-]



Petition to Amend the Community Unit Plan in Hamann Meadows

| (or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the requirement to
have the sidewalk located in the commons area between Crystal Court and
Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path with 76" Street. ltis the
desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk removed.

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number)

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

Homeowner (print name)

Homeowner (signature)

we Ll A Scdeaall gk Verp Sihronl
T oScdewalic brs &« ﬁ;«k- o Y ke @(ﬁ "
@\{)%\(kd Sov e aveal ad @pprovad \91 e QL{‘L]
Coun ¢k e @m%w ‘{’W éL&LM( as b oLe &

5{&.?@/ M% U&dt 'ﬁa&.n o Q,m@wg . Tl a{‘S’l‘aﬂcy_
S o % SAiule A4 your hemes o e bk toad o

L’\\M} a \ oftay hooss M —thes aves
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PETITIONS UNDECIDED ABOUT THE WAIVER



Check one of the three boxes that best veices your opinion on this matter:
[ ]Remove Sidewalk Option

| {or we) request the City of Lincoln to permit the removal of the

requirement to have the sidewalk Ior:h::r'l in the commons area between

Crystal Court and Diamond Court connecting the City of Lincoln Bike Path
with 76" Street. It is the desire of the undersigned to have this sidewalk

removed.

[ ]Keep Sidewalk Option

| (or we) want the presently [6¢ated in Hamann Meadows

[>(No Opinion Option

| {or we) have no opihjt
Meadows

PLEASE write your street address, print your name, provide your signafure and
return to Marc Schniederjans, 7521 Crystat or call for pick up at 483-7898

Homeowner address

(print address street name and number) 7520 Cpystat. CourT

Homeowner (print name) %’Q"] E- Cmg,w@jﬁ

Homeowner { 5|gnature jf‘ﬁj’d é //ﬂ dmja\/%b 9-17-12.

Homeowner (print name) ,Z jeHARD A CLRRAKEH T“

Homeowner (signature) ( /<] / ﬁﬂm«/ﬁtﬁ Q-17-1
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ITEM NO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 12020
(p.33 - Public Hearing - 10/17/12)

Jean Preister

From: MJS4835665@acl.com

Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2012 7:35 PM

To: Jean Preister

Subject: Fwd:Waiver No. 12020/From the Townhome Sales Agent for Hamann Meadows

To: City Planning/item No. 4.2: Waiver No. 12020 Sidewalk-Hamann Meadows

| have recently received this email below from the sales agent for the town homes in Harnann Headows about how muich
home buyers knew about the sidewalk in question. | am forwarding it to you to add to the récord on this issue.

Thanking you in advance,

Marc Schniederjans {Proponent and organizer for Hamarnn Meadows of Waiver No. 12020)
7521 Crystal Court

Lincoln, NE 68506

Phone: 483-7898

Email: MJS4835665@ aol.com

From: Connie @camerontownhomes.gom

To: MJS4835665 @aol.com

Sent: 10/10/2012 8:56:01 A.M. Central Daylight Time
Subj: RE: Marc Schiniederjans Calling/Sidewalk issue

Mark,

You are correct that you did not know it was going in pricr to it going in. 1did not know. The builder bought
the land from another developer, Pat Mooberry. The plat map that we were given to sell the homés from did
not show the sidewalk. The builder was not even aware until he went to put the sidewalk in to Superior
Street. !t is also not on the trails map

Connie Burleigh, Broker
CJ Burleigh Real Estate, PC
402-560-9088

cell: 402-770-8960

CJ@WelcomeHomeLincoln.com

If you, or someone you know, are looking for the best value on a home in Lincoln, chack out Carneron Townhomes!

Nothing else comes close to the value of these homes! Tell your friends!

www.welcomehomelincoln.com

Connie@ CameronTownhomes.com

www.CameronTownhomes.com




* SUPPORT ITEM HO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 12020
,. (p.33 - Public Hearing - 10/17/12)

Jean Preister

From: Joyce A. VanOsdol [jvanosdol@clinewilliams.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2012 8:55 AM

To: Jean Preister

Cc: MJS48356865@aol.com

Subiject: Waiver No. 12020 - Hamann Meadows sidewalk matier

We would like to comment on the hearing being held today regarding Waiver No. 12020
regarding the sidewalk located in Hamann Meadows.

We have multiple concerns with this sidewalk: the fact that it was going to be constructed
was not disclosed to the homeowners of the Hamann Meadows neighborhood. This is
troubling to us even though our property doesn’t back directly onto the sidewalk. We feel
that this should have been disclosed to all of the homeowners in our neighborhood not just
for clear communication, but to inform us that the sidewalk would be installed and that we
would be responsible for maintenance, snow removal and binding insurance on it. We were
shown rough outlines of the Diamond and Crystal Courts, but this sidewalk was nowhere
on the drawing.

We are concerned about the loss of privacy — the sidewalk as much as INVITES people from
the current bike path to come into our neighborhood. When visiting our neighbors whose
home now backs up to the sidewalk (it was constructed after they moved in), we could look
out of their main floor living room windows (they have a walk-out basement) and see people
on the sidewalk. This is not conducive to serenity or privacy.

Do these neighbors now have to spend money to install privacy fences — money they may
not have planned to spend but now feel compelled to spend in order to achieve the privacy
and screnity that they thought they already had? Part of the appeal of this neighborhood
is the view of the wooded area — that will now be lost if privacy fences must be installed to
give our neighbors the privacy and security they had BEFORE the sidewalk was installed.
(And, dom’t forget that since we are in a neighborhood association, construction of privacy
fences will need to be approved by committee, thus making the process longer and forcing
these neighbors to feel exposed for an even longer period of time.)

We believe that the fact that the planned installation of this sidewalk was not disclosed to
the homeowners (and the costs to our homeowners association driven by maintenance,
snow removal and insurance coverage), and the subsequent loss of privacy, security and
serenity, justifies us in asking that this sidewalk be removed — and that the cost of removal

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Les and Joyce VanOsdol

e e
[
WS



. SUPPORT ' ITEM NO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 12020
{p-33 - Public Hearing - 10/17/12)

Jean Preister

From: MJS4835665@acl.com

Sent: Saturday, Cciober 13, 2012 7:22 PM

To: Jean Preister

Subject: Fwd: Neighborhood sidewalk issue/Waiver No. 12020

To: City Planning/ltem No. 4.2: Waiver No. 12020 Sidewalk-Hamann Meadows

| have recently received this email below from the one of the homeowners whose property now abuts the sidewalk in
question. | am forwarding it to you to add to the record on this issue.

Thanking you in advance,

Marc Schniederjans (Proponent and organizer for Hamann Meadows of Waiver No. 12020}
7521 Crystal Court

Lincoln, NE 68506

Phone: 483-7898

Email: MJ3S4835665 @ aol.com

From: vaieriedawn01 @gmail.com

To: mjs4835665 @acl.com

Sent: 10/11/2012 9:06:25 P.M. Central Daylight Time
Subj: Neighborhood sidewalk issue

Hi Marc,

I have several comments regarding the sidewalk that is running through our back yard. First of all, 1
feel it brings an unnecessary risk to my safety and the safety of my two young children. Anytime my
children want to play in our back yard, I have to worry about who may be walking past on the new
sidewalk that may pose a threat to them. [’'m sure there are some people who will see the sidewalk as
an opportunity to hurt innocent children. As a single mother, I don’t feel safe having strangers walking
through our back yard all the time.

Another concern I have is the loss of privacy that the sidewalk brings. Anyone walking by can peek
through our windows or watch me playing with my children in the back yard. My kids feel
uncomfortable playing outside with people watching them.

This brings me to my next concern: the financial impact of this new sidewalk. There is an increased

possibility of theft and vandalism caused by the sidewalk. With all the people walking past my home,

someone is bound to see something they want to steal. Others might think would be fun to destroy my

property through childish pranks. The sidewalk will also bring an increase in maintenance costs for all

the homeowners in the neighborhood and a decrease in the resale values of our homes. We will have to

pay for snow removal in the winter and extra grass trimming in the summer. Iimagine there will be a

lot more trash to clean up from littering pedestrians, as well. neo
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When I bought my home four months ago, I was told that there would be a beautiful commons area
behind my property once they finished building the new homes on Diamond Court. I decided to buy a
home with a walk-out basement for easier access to the back yard. Timagined my kids playing safely

behind our home. Then one evening, we came home to find a sidewalk running through our back yard.

There is no need for this sidewalk, as far as I can see, and the detriments far outweigh any possible
benefits to the community.

Thanks,
Valerie Magwire

7527 Crystal Court
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ITEM NO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 120620
SUPPORT (p33ﬁPubHcHeaﬁng-10ﬂ752)

Jean Preister _ _ - o T

From: Jim Lisec [Ilcstenniscoach @gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, October 15, 2012 9:58 AM

To: Jean Preister

Subject: wavier # 12020

Ms. Jean Preister, hi! cannot "text"”, will be brief, this "sidewalk

to nowhere" issue is vitally important and ask that it be removed.

Imagine your back yard being subject, day or night, without any lighting, to vandalism,
window peekers, perfect strangers looking to rob you or harm you, all that exists, because an
unknown "requirement”

was mandated to a percievablyly quiet, safe, "open for kids" , Commons area in the
development where I reside. Access is adequate with bike paths and sidewalks already in
existence. This invasion of privacy has created great safety concerns for theé single moms
and retirees who now live in “glass walled" surroundings. This appears to be an afterthought
by good people in the Planning Dept who didn't have all the facts when the mandate was laid
down. The hurredly placed, improperly prepared base, sdon will fall apart and become not
only an insurance liability but a hazard and dangerous. Its got to go.

Families need to be safe in their own homes. Thanks for allowing me

to share. Jim Lisec 7514 Crystal Ct. 462 -840-8923

<
(e
Lo



ITEM NO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 12020

“NO IMPACT” (p-33 - Public Hearing -10/17/12)
Jean Preister )
From: MJS4835665@ aol.com
Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2012 7:16 PM
To: Jean Preister
Subiject: Fwd:Waiver No. 12020/From the President of Willow Springs Homeowners Association

To: City Planning/ltem No. 4.2: Waiver No. 12020 Sidewalk-Hamann Meadows

| have recently received this email below from the President of Willow Springs Homeowners Association Board and | am
forwarding it to you to add to the record on this issue.

Thanking you in advance,

Marc Schniederjans {(Proponent and organizer for Hamann Meadows of Waiver No. 12020}
7521 Crystal Court

Lincoln, NE 68506

Phone: 483-7898

Email: MJS4835665 @&aol.com

From: cklamphear @ windstream.net

To: mjs4835665@acl.com

Sent: 10/9/2012 2:57:35 P.M. Central Daylight Time
Subj: Waiver No. 12020

Marc,

The Willow Springs Association Board's opinion is no impact.
Charles Lamphear, President

Willow Springs Association

Sent from my iPad
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~ OPPOSITION ITEM NO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 12020
- (p.33 - Public Hearing - 10/17/112)

Jean Preister

Froim: sue semke [suesemke@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, October 12, 2012 3:02 PM

To: Jean Preister

Subject: Waiver number 12020 Lucille Drive & Pioneers Boulevard

We recieved the natice concerning a waiver for the above concerning the sidewalk. I cannot imagine why you would
agree to this. Every time we turn the tv on there is something telling us to be more fit. I believe that the city of Lincoln
has spent advertising dollars on this very thing. Yet, you are considering not requiring sidewalks in a residential area. No
sidewalks would require pedestrians to walk in the street, a very unsafe idea. There are many people that walk and ride
bikes in this area. Please do not force them to the streets. The only reason I can think of to approve this idea is to the
save the developer money. We all spent money to put a sidewalk in when we built our homes. All residential areas as
well as commercial areas in Lincoln should be required to have a sidewalk.

Please do not allow this waiver. It is not good for the citizéns of Lincoln.

Sue Semke
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OPPOSITION ITEM NO. 4.2: WAIVER NO. 12020
(p-33 - Public Hearing - 10/17/12)

Jean Preister

From: Dave & Sue Holland [dholland@neb.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2012 6:29 PM
To: Jean Preister

Subject: Waiver No. 12020

| would like to express my concern about eliminating this sidewalk. The sidewalk provides a large area of residences with
a direct route to the bike path, Without this sidewslk, people are forced to take a circuitous route to access the City’s
bike path by way of either Pioneers Boulevard or Cooper Avenue.

It just seems a waste to remove this new section of sidewalk that was required by the original platting and dedicated to
the public. | would hope that if this waiver is approved that the homeowners association is paying for the removal and is
reimbursing the developer for the cost of this sidewalk.

| hope that good reason wins out on this and the sidewalk remains. There are a lot of walkers in this area and if this
waiver is approved, the people in the surrounding houses will suffer the consequences. | believe the dedicated public

access benefits a larger area than the 18 lots that abut this commons,

Dave Holland, President of the Edenton North Homeowners Association



