
undisputed activities on the property violate the covenants. 
Having concluded that the Burdens’ activities are a violation, 
summary judgment was appropriate.

CONCLUSION
The decision of the district court is affirmed.

Affirmed.
mccormAck, J., not participating.
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heAvicAN, c.J., wright, coNNolly, StephAN, mccormAck, 
and miller-lermAN, JJ.  

per curiAm.
Having reviewed the briefs and record and having heard oral 

arguments, we conclude on further review that the decision of 
the Nebraska Court of Appeals in State v. Vela-Montes, 19 Neb. 
App. 378, 807 N.W.2d 544 (2011), is correct, and accordingly, 
we affirm the decision of the Court of Appeals which affirmed 
as modified the ruling of the district court.

Affirmed.
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