
COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE 

Council Chambers 
Monday, December 03, 2018 

6:00 PM 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
II. ROLL CALL 
 
III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
IV. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 
 
V. INTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTS 
 
VI. PRESENTATIONS 
 

Citizens Police Academy Graduation 
 
VII. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 

(5 minute time limit for items not otherwise listed on the agenda) 
 
VIII. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

All items listed below are considered to be routine by the Governing Body and will be 
enacted by one motion (Roll Call Vote).  There will be no separate discussion of these 
items unless a Council member so requests, in which event the item will be removed 
from the Consent Agenda and considered in its normal sequence on the regular agenda. 

 
By Staff 

 
1. Approve the regular City Council meeting minutes - November 19, 2018 
2. Approve the contract for electrical services to Pro Circuit for 2019 and renewal 

in 2020 and 2021 
3. Approve the contract for painting services to In and Out Painting for 2019 and 

renewal in 2020 and 2021 
4. Approve the contract for tree planting services to Rosehill Gardens for 2019 

and renewal in 2020 and 2021 
5. Approve the contract for materials testing service with Kaw Valley Engineering 

for 2019 with renewal in 2020 and 2021 
6. Approve December 2018 Cereal Malt Beverage license 
7. Approve 2019 Cereal Malt Beverage licenses 
8. Approve the renewal of the Blue Valley Public Safety contract for the City's 

outdoor warning siren system maintenance for 2019 
9. Approve the renewal of Information Technology Services between Johnson 

County DTI and the City of Prairie Village 
 
IX. COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
X. MAYOR'S REPORT 



 
XI. STAFF REPORTS 
 
XII. OLD BUSINESS 
 
XIII. NEW BUSINESS 
 

 United Community Services (UCS) presentation 
Marya Schott 

 
COU2018-51 Consider approval of the 2019 contribution allocation recommended 

by UCS for the Human Services Fund grants 
Marya Schott/Lisa Santa Maria 

 
COU2018-52 Consider approval of the 2019 contribution allocation recommended 

by UCS for the Alcohol Tax Fund 
Marya Schott/Lisa Santa Maria 

 
COU2018-53 Ratify the Mayor's appointment of Adam Geffert to serve as the City 

Clerk 
Alley Porter 

 
 Swear in Adam Geffert as City Clerk 

Dan Runion 
 

 ADA Appeal by James Olenick related to City planned playground 
projects 
James Olenick 

 
COU2018-54 Consider approval of the purchase and installation of the 2018 parks 

play set package at Franklin Park 
Keith Bredehoeft 

 
COU2018-55 Consider approval of the submittal of the Preliminary Engineering 

Study (PES) to the Johnson County SMAC Program for the 68th and 
Mission Road Stormwater Improvements Project 
Keith Bredehoeft 

 
XIV. COUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE (Council President presiding) 
 
XV. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
XVI. ADJOURNMENT 
 

 
If any individual requires special accommodations – for example, qualified interpreter, 
large print, reader, hearing assistance – in order to attend the meeting, please notify the 
City Clerk at 385-4616, no later than 48 hours prior to the beginning of the meeting. If 
you are unable to attend this meeting, comments may be received by e-mail at 
cityclerk@pvkansas.com 
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CCCCIIIITY COUNCILTY COUNCILTY COUNCILTY COUNCIL    
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE    

November November November November 19191919,,,,    2018201820182018    
    
The City Council of Prairie Village, Kansas, met in regular session on Monday, 
November 19, 2018, at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers at the Municipal Building, 
7700 Mission Road, Prairie Village, Kansas.   Mayor Laura Wassmer presided. 
    
    
ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL 
Roll was called by the City Clerk with the following Council Members in attendance:      
Chad Herring, Jori Nelson, Serena Schermoly, Ronald Nelson, Tucker Poling, Andrew 
Wang, Sheila Myers, Brooke Morehead, Dan Runion, Courtney McFadden (via 
telephone), Ted Odell, and Terrence Gallagher. . . .  Staff present: Tim Schwartzkopf, Chief 
of Police; Melissa Prenger, Public Works Project Manager; Interim City Attorney David 
Waters and Tammy Somogye, attorney with Lathrop & Gage; Wes Jordan, City 
Administrator; Jamie Robichaud, Deputy City Administrator; Alley Porter, Assistant City 
Administrator, Lisa Santa Maria, Finance Director and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk.  
Also present were Teen Council members Ethan Wolf, Wenhan Sun, Mary Kate 
Gallagher and Sophie Rice.    
    
PPPPLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCELEDGE OF ALLEGIANCELEDGE OF ALLEGIANCELEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE    

    
APPROVAL OF AGENDAAPPROVAL OF AGENDAAPPROVAL OF AGENDAAPPROVAL OF AGENDA    
Brooke MoreheadBrooke MoreheadBrooke MoreheadBrooke Morehead    moved the approval of the agenda for moved the approval of the agenda for moved the approval of the agenda for moved the approval of the agenda for November November November November 19191919,,,,    2018201820182018    as as as as 
presented.presented.presented.presented.        Tucker Poling Tucker Poling Tucker Poling Tucker Poling secondedsecondedsecondedseconded    the motion, which passed the motion, which passed the motion, which passed the motion, which passed unanimously.unanimously.unanimously.unanimously.    
    
    
INTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTS    
No students or scouts were in attendance.   
    
    
PRESENTATIONSPRESENTATIONSPRESENTATIONSPRESENTATIONS    
Annual CID Update Annual CID Update Annual CID Update Annual CID Update     
Michelle Pitsenberger, Regional Property Manager, and Gregg Zike, Senior Vice 
President  with First Washington, provided the annual update on the City’s CID projects 
at Corinth Square and Prairie Village Shopping Centers.  They reviewed capital 
investments and improvements undertaken in the past year, community activities 
supported and plans for the future.  Mr. Zike reviewed tenant renewals and new tenants 
at the shopping centers, noting that the centers are 98.2% leased. He responded to 
questions from the Council.  
 
Johnson County Parks & Recreation District Johnson County Parks & Recreation District Johnson County Parks & Recreation District Johnson County Parks & Recreation District ––––    MeadowbMeadowbMeadowbMeadowbrook Updaterook Updaterook Updaterook Update    
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Jeff Stewart, Deputy Director of Johnson County Parks & Recreation District, provided 
the City Council with an update on Meadowbrook Park reviewing the status of 
development for each of the areas of the park and potential future amenities.  Mr. 
Stewart noted that the area south of Meadowbrook Parkway including 3.75 miles of trails 
is open to the public.  The activity center, which will feature a rentable event space and 
be home to a childcare center and JCPRD 50+ Program staff, is still under construction. 
An aerial tour of the site was presented.   
 
PPPPUBLIC PARTICIPATIONUBLIC PARTICIPATIONUBLIC PARTICIPATIONUBLIC PARTICIPATION    
Mayor Wassmer opened public participation for comments on the proposed non-
discrimination ordinance asking speakers to limit their comments to three minutes and 
that  only individuals who had not addressed the Council previously speak unless they 
have new information.   
 
The following individuals spoke in support of the proposed non-discrimination ordinance:  
Piper Reimer, 4711 West 80th Street; Beth Koon, 7315 West 55th Place, Overland Park; 
Jeff Harris, 2512 West 51st Street, Westwood; Doug Smith, 5808 West 90th Terrace, 
Overland Park; Leigh Rysko, 4516 West 70th Street; Zach Mardan, 8833 Ensley Court, 
Leawood;  Jerry Stogsdill, 4414 Tomahawk Road; Leslie Abbey, 7615 Chadwick; Melissa 
Gard, 7325 Birch; Amy Bucher-Long, 2904 West 72nd Street; Al Frisby, Merriam City 
Councilman; Paul Gorelick, 8040 Pawnee and Cindy Connellan, 5516 West 81st Terrace. 
 
The following individuals spoke in opposition to the proposed non-discrimination 
ordinance:  Susan Birchler, 5417 West 65th Terrace and Helen Quarnstrom, 5121 West 
76th Street. 
 
With no one else to address the Council, public participation was closed at 7:00 p.m. 

 
 
CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA 
Mayor Laura Wassmer asked if there were any items to be removed from the consent 
agenda and discussed.  .  .  .       
    
Sheila MyersSheila MyersSheila MyersSheila Myers    movedmovedmovedmoved    for the approval of the Consent Agenda of for the approval of the Consent Agenda of for the approval of the Consent Agenda of for the approval of the Consent Agenda of November November November November 19191919,,,,    2018201820182018::::    

1.1.1.1. Approval of the Regular City Council meeting minutes for Approval of the Regular City Council meeting minutes for Approval of the Regular City Council meeting minutes for Approval of the Regular City Council meeting minutes for November 5November 5November 5November 5,,,,    2018201820182018....    
2.2.2.2. Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Fred Grunwald, Beth Held and Jessica Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Fred Grunwald, Beth Held and Jessica Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Fred Grunwald, Beth Held and Jessica Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Fred Grunwald, Beth Held and Jessica 

Skyfield to the Prairie Village Environmental Committee compleSkyfield to the Prairie Village Environmental Committee compleSkyfield to the Prairie Village Environmental Committee compleSkyfield to the Prairie Village Environmental Committee completing unexpired ting unexpired ting unexpired ting unexpired 
terms expiringterms expiringterms expiringterms expiring    February 2021February 2021February 2021February 2021....    

3.3.3.3. Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Ratification of the Mayor’s appointment of Cathy Groves to the Prairie Village Cathy Groves to the Prairie Village Cathy Groves to the Prairie Village Cathy Groves to the Prairie Village 
Foundation completing the unexpired term of Brandi Fisher ending March 2019.Foundation completing the unexpired term of Brandi Fisher ending March 2019.Foundation completing the unexpired term of Brandi Fisher ending March 2019.Foundation completing the unexpired term of Brandi Fisher ending March 2019.    

4.4.4.4. Approval of Approval of Approval of Approval of a waiver of the past due storma waiver of the past due storma waiver of the past due storma waiver of the past due storm    water special assessments on Lot 23 in water special assessments on Lot 23 in water special assessments on Lot 23 in water special assessments on Lot 23 in 
PaPaPaPaddock Court in the amount of $17,611.19.ddock Court in the amount of $17,611.19.ddock Court in the amount of $17,611.19.ddock Court in the amount of $17,611.19.    
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AAAA    rorororoll ll ll ll call call call call vote was taken with the following votes cast:  “aye” vote was taken with the following votes cast:  “aye” vote was taken with the following votes cast:  “aye” vote was taken with the following votes cast:  “aye”     Herring,Herring,Herring,Herring,    J. J. J. J. Nelson, Nelson, Nelson, Nelson, 
Schermoly, R. Nelson, PolingSchermoly, R. Nelson, PolingSchermoly, R. Nelson, PolingSchermoly, R. Nelson, Poling, , , , Wang,Wang,Wang,Wang,    Myers, Myers, Myers, Myers, Morehead, Morehead, Morehead, Morehead, Runion, Runion, Runion, Runion, McFaddenMcFaddenMcFaddenMcFadden, Odell, Odell, Odell, Odell    and and and and 
GallagherGallagherGallagherGallagher....    
    
    
COMMITTEE RCOMMITTEE RCOMMITTEE RCOMMITTEE REPORTSEPORTSEPORTSEPORTS 
Parks and Parks and Parks and Parks and Recreation CommitteeRecreation CommitteeRecreation CommitteeRecreation Committee    
Consider renaming Prairie Park to Shaffer Park in accordance with City Council Policy 
CP501. 
Chad Herring reported at their October 10th meeting the committee considered and 
approved  the request to recommend the City rename Prairie Park to “Shaffer Park” in 
accordance with City Council Policy CP501.  It was noted the policy does not include 
procedures for implementation, some parks had been named for Mayors not serving four 
years and suggested that at a later meeting the Council re-examine the policy.   
 
Brooke Morehead Brooke Morehead Brooke Morehead Brooke Morehead moved the City Council approve the renaming of Prairie Park to moved the City Council approve the renaming of Prairie Park to moved the City Council approve the renaming of Prairie Park to moved the City Council approve the renaming of Prairie Park to 
ShafferShafferShafferShaffer    Park in accordance with City Council Policy CP501. Park in accordance with City Council Policy CP501. Park in accordance with City Council Policy CP501. Park in accordance with City Council Policy CP501. The motion was seconded The motion was seconded The motion was seconded The motion was seconded 
by Serena Schermolyby Serena Schermolyby Serena Schermolyby Serena Schermoly    and passed unanimouslyand passed unanimouslyand passed unanimouslyand passed unanimously.... 
    
    
MAYOR’SMAYOR’SMAYOR’SMAYOR’S    REPORTREPORTREPORTREPORT    
Mayor Wassmer attended the Council of Mayors Legislative Dinner where the mayors 
shared with legislative members their continuing priorities including the  return of local 
control and reversal of the tax lid.  She has met with Mayor-elect Mikkelson to discuss 
transition planning and participated in the interviews for a new City Clerk.  She attended 
the Lathrop & Gage open house, NE Mayors Lunch, NEJC Chamber Gala and the 
presentation by the Jewish Community Relations Board dinner where the Henry Bloch 
award was presented to Irv Hockaday. 
 
Ron Nelson noted and recognized three newly elected legislators in attendance at the 
meeting.  Mayor Wassmer also acknowledged the presence of newly appointed 
Environmental Committee members Fred Grunwald and Beth Held.   
 
    
STAFF REPORTSTAFF REPORTSTAFF REPORTSTAFF REPORTSSSS    
Public SafetyPublic SafetyPublic SafetyPublic Safety    

• Chief Schwartzkopf reported MADD recognized Officers Zac Blakemore, Sarah 
Magin and Jon Mixdorf for their efforts in combating drunk driving at a reception 
on November 3. 

• The Department’s annual “Shop with a Cop” will be held on Thursday, December 
6. 

• Chief Schwartzkopf provided an update on the Mental Health Co-responder 
Program noting that in 2019 the co-responder shared services would be with 
Leawood with other NE cities making other arrangements for service.  This 
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amended agreement will increase the amount of time the Mental Health 
representative is assigned to Prairie Village. 

    
Public Works Public Works Public Works Public Works     

• Melissa Prenger provided an update on North Park plans announcing that an open 
meeting would be held on Tuesday, November 27 at the Community Center 
between 5:30 and 7:30 for residents to review plans. 

• Public Works crews are putting up holiday lights at city facilities and gearing up for 
possible snow. 

• City construction projects are in the process of wrapping up.  Roe Avenue will 
have concrete laid this week, an asphalt ledge put in next week and complete the 
remainder of the project next spring.   

    
AdministrationAdministrationAdministrationAdministration        

• Lisa Santa Maria reported the City has received a Aaa Bond Rating for the 10th 
year.  Prairie Village is the smallest Kansas city to hold a Aaa rating.  

Brooke Morehead thanked Mrs. Santa Maria for the budget insert included in the latest 
Village Voice.   
 

    
OLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESS 
COU2018COU2018COU2018COU2018----50   Consider approval of the adoption of a non50   Consider approval of the adoption of a non50   Consider approval of the adoption of a non50   Consider approval of the adoption of a non----discrimination ordinancediscrimination ordinancediscrimination ordinancediscrimination ordinance    
At the October 15, 2018 City Council meeting the City Attorney and staff were directed to 
consider several revisions to the proposed non-discrimination ordinance to strengthen the 
operational structure and framework of the enforcement process.  City Administrator Wes 
Jordan reviewed the following changes made to the original draft ordinance: 

• Utilizes the City Prosecutor as the “Investigator” and the Municipal Judge(s) as the 
“Hearing Officer”. 

• Focused enforcement on the areas of employment, housing and public 
accommodation. 

• Strengthen language to compel respondent compliance with the investigation 
• Address how evidence is handled 
• Remove provision for fees to be assessed to the non-prevailing party 
• Revise definition of sexual orientation to align with a more inclusive definition.   
 

Tammy Somogye reviewed section by section changes made to the draft ordinance that 
were intended to enhance the clarity of the ordinance, particularly as it relates to 
enforcement provisions.  The Council engaged in extensive discussion on what 
organizations would be subject to the provisions of the ordinance, how the ordinance would 
be enforced (particularly as it relates to religious organizations/schools), proposed penalties 
for violation, how the rulings could be appealed and wording of definitions and provisions.  
Different scenarios were presented and clarified as to whether they would be covered by the 
ordinance.   
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Ted Odell moved the City CouncilTed Odell moved the City CouncilTed Odell moved the City CouncilTed Odell moved the City Council    approve the ordinance against discrimination as approve the ordinance against discrimination as approve the ordinance against discrimination as approve the ordinance against discrimination as 
presented.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Wang.  presented.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Wang.  presented.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Wang.  presented.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Wang.      
    
Mayor Wassmer noted there were several concerns and potential changes discussed and 
requested the Council take action on those items before voting on Mr. Odell’s motion.   
 
Tucker Poling moved to Tucker Poling moved to Tucker Poling moved to Tucker Poling moved to amend the ordinance by removing amend the ordinance by removing amend the ordinance by removing amend the ordinance by removing paragraph D(2) from Section 5paragraph D(2) from Section 5paragraph D(2) from Section 5paragraph D(2) from Section 5----
803 entitled “Unlawful Practices”  The mot803 entitled “Unlawful Practices”  The mot803 entitled “Unlawful Practices”  The mot803 entitled “Unlawful Practices”  The motion was seconded by Jori Nelson and ion was seconded by Jori Nelson and ion was seconded by Jori Nelson and ion was seconded by Jori Nelson and failed by a failed by a failed by a failed by a 
vote of 5 to 7vote of 5 to 7vote of 5 to 7vote of 5 to 7    with council members Schermolywith council members Schermolywith council members Schermolywith council members Schermoly, Wang, Morehead, Runion, McFadden, Odell , Wang, Morehead, Runion, McFadden, Odell , Wang, Morehead, Runion, McFadden, Odell , Wang, Morehead, Runion, McFadden, Odell 
and Gallagher voting in opposition.and Gallagher voting in opposition.and Gallagher voting in opposition.and Gallagher voting in opposition.....    
    
Terrence Gallagher moved to amend the ordinance by removing the Terrence Gallagher moved to amend the ordinance by removing the Terrence Gallagher moved to amend the ordinance by removing the Terrence Gallagher moved to amend the ordinance by removing the words “with more than words “with more than words “with more than words “with more than 
four tenant units” fromfour tenant units” fromfour tenant units” fromfour tenant units” from    Section 5Section 5Section 5Section 5----801 (k) entitled “Place of public accommodation”.  The 801 (k) entitled “Place of public accommodation”.  The 801 (k) entitled “Place of public accommodation”.  The 801 (k) entitled “Place of public accommodation”.  The 
mmmmotion was seconded by Serena Schermoly and passed by a vote of 9 to 3otion was seconded by Serena Schermoly and passed by a vote of 9 to 3otion was seconded by Serena Schermoly and passed by a vote of 9 to 3otion was seconded by Serena Schermoly and passed by a vote of 9 to 3    with council with council with council with council 
members Wang, Runion and Odell voting in oppositionmembers Wang, Runion and Odell voting in oppositionmembers Wang, Runion and Odell voting in oppositionmembers Wang, Runion and Odell voting in opposition....    
    
Tucker Poling moved to Tucker Poling moved to Tucker Poling moved to Tucker Poling moved to further amend the ordinance by changing $500 to $1000 in Section further amend the ordinance by changing $500 to $1000 in Section further amend the ordinance by changing $500 to $1000 in Section further amend the ordinance by changing $500 to $1000 in Section 
5555----804(f) entitled “Enforcement”804(f) entitled “Enforcement”804(f) entitled “Enforcement”804(f) entitled “Enforcement”    subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Jori Nelson seconded subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Jori Nelson seconded subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Jori Nelson seconded subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Jori Nelson seconded 
the motion which the motion which the motion which the motion which failed by a vote of 5 to failed by a vote of 5 to failed by a vote of 5 to failed by a vote of 5 to 7777    with council members Nelson, Wang, Morehead, with council members Nelson, Wang, Morehead, with council members Nelson, Wang, Morehead, with council members Nelson, Wang, Morehead, 
McFadden, Runion, Odell and Gallagher voting in opposition.McFadden, Runion, Odell and Gallagher voting in opposition.McFadden, Runion, Odell and Gallagher voting in opposition.McFadden, Runion, Odell and Gallagher voting in opposition.    
    
Ron Nelson moved to further amend the ordRon Nelson moved to further amend the ordRon Nelson moved to further amend the ordRon Nelson moved to further amend the ordinance by changing $500 to inance by changing $500 to inance by changing $500 to inance by changing $500 to ““““up to $1000up to $1000up to $1000up to $1000””””    in in in in 
Section 5Section 5Section 5Section 5----804(f) entitled “Enforcement” subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Chad Herring 804(f) entitled “Enforcement” subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Chad Herring 804(f) entitled “Enforcement” subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Chad Herring 804(f) entitled “Enforcement” subject to the city’s authority to do so.  Chad Herring 
seconded the motion which passed seconded the motion which passed seconded the motion which passed seconded the motion which passed by vote of 9 to 3by vote of 9 to 3by vote of 9 to 3by vote of 9 to 3    with council members Wang, Morehead with council members Wang, Morehead with council members Wang, Morehead with council members Wang, Morehead 
and Odelland Odelland Odelland Odell....    
    
Chad Herring moveChad Herring moveChad Herring moveChad Herring moved to further amend the ordinance by replacing “he/shed to further amend the ordinance by replacing “he/shed to further amend the ordinance by replacing “he/shed to further amend the ordinance by replacing “he/she” in Section 5” in Section 5” in Section 5” in Section 5----888801 01 01 01 
(a) to “(a) to “(a) to “(a) to “suchsuchsuchsuch    individual”; replacing “i.e.” with “e.g.” in Section 5individual”; replacing “i.e.” with “e.g.” in Section 5individual”; replacing “i.e.” with “e.g.” in Section 5individual”; replacing “i.e.” with “e.g.” in Section 5----801(f) 801(f) 801(f) 801(f)     and Section 5and Section 5and Section 5and Section 5----801(d) 801(d) 801(d) 801(d) 
and adding the word “next” before day in Section 5and adding the word “next” before day in Section 5and adding the word “next” before day in Section 5and adding the word “next” before day in Section 5----801(d)801(d)801(d)801(d). . . . The motion was seconded by The motion was seconded by The motion was seconded by The motion was seconded by 
RRRRon Nelson and passed unanimously.  on Nelson and passed unanimously.  on Nelson and passed unanimously.  on Nelson and passed unanimously.      
    
Chad Herring moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section 5Chad Herring moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section 5Chad Herring moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section 5Chad Herring moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section 5----801(g) “Gender 801(g) “Gender 801(g) “Gender 801(g) “Gender 
Identity” Identity” Identity” Identity” by adding by adding by adding by adding “(by the individual or another)”“(by the individual or another)”“(by the individual or another)”“(by the individual or another)”    to parallelto parallelto parallelto parallel    Section 5Section 5Section 5Section 5----801(p) “Sexual 801(p) “Sexual 801(p) “Sexual 801(p) “Sexual 
orientationorientationorientationorientation””””.  The motion was seconded by Tucker Poling and passed .  The motion was seconded by Tucker Poling and passed .  The motion was seconded by Tucker Poling and passed .  The motion was seconded by Tucker Poling and passed unanimouslyunanimouslyunanimouslyunanimously....    

Serena Schermoly moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section Serena Schermoly moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section Serena Schermoly moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section Serena Schermoly moved to further amend the ordinance amending Section 5555----801(f) 801(f) 801(f) 801(f) 
rererereplacingplacingplacingplacing    “employing four or more employees”“employing four or more employees”“employing four or more employees”“employing four or more employees”    with “with “with “with “employing employing employing employing one or more employees”.one or more employees”.one or more employees”.one or more employees”.        
The motion was secondeThe motion was secondeThe motion was secondeThe motion was seconded by Tucker Poling and passed by a vote  by a vote of d by Tucker Poling and passed by a vote  by a vote of d by Tucker Poling and passed by a vote  by a vote of d by Tucker Poling and passed by a vote  by a vote of 8 8 8 8 to to to to 4 with 4 with 4 with 4 with 
Wang, Morehead, Runion, OdellWang, Morehead, Runion, OdellWang, Morehead, Runion, OdellWang, Morehead, Runion, Odell....    

Mayor Wassmer confirmed that a majority of the Council did not desire to exempt any 
additional entities such as State, Federal, County and School Districts.   

Mayor Wassmer called for a vote on the motion approving the Mayor Wassmer called for a vote on the motion approving the Mayor Wassmer called for a vote on the motion approving the Mayor Wassmer called for a vote on the motion approving the nonnonnonnon----discriminationdiscriminationdiscriminationdiscrimination    ordinance ordinance ordinance ordinance 
with the amendments approved.  The motion passed unanimously.  with the amendments approved.  The motion passed unanimously.  with the amendments approved.  The motion passed unanimously.  with the amendments approved.  The motion passed unanimously.  She stated the She stated the She stated the She stated the 
ordinance will need to come back ordinance will need to come back ordinance will need to come back ordinance will need to come back to the City Council in December for formal approval.to the City Council in December for formal approval.to the City Council in December for formal approval.to the City Council in December for formal approval. 
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Mayor Wassmer stated staff is seeking direction on notification of businesses and rental 
property owners that will be impacted by this ordinance.   

TTTTeeeerrrrrrrreeeennnncccceeee    GGGGaaaallllllllaaaagggghhhheeeerrrr    mmmmoooovvvveeeedddd    ttttoooo    ddddiiiirrrreeeecccctttt    ssssttttaaaaffffffff    ttttoooo    ddddeeeevvvveeeelllloooopppp    aaaa    ccccoooommmmmmmmuuuunnnniiiiccccaaaattttiiiioooonnnn    ttttoooooooollll    ffffoooorrrr    tttthhhheeee    nnnnoooottttiiiiffffiiiiccccaaaattttiiiioooonnnn    
ooooffff    bbbbuuuussssiiiinnnneeeesssssssseeeessss    aaaannnndddd    rrrreeeennnnttttaaaallll    pppprrrrooooppppeeeerrrrttttyyyy    oooowwwwnnnneeeerrrrssss    ooooffff    tttthhhheeee    nnnnoooonnnn----ddddiiiissssccccrrrriiiimmmmiiiinnnnaaaattttiiiioooonnnn    oooorrrrddddiiiinnnnaaaannnncccceeee    aaaannnndddd    iiiittttssss    iiiimmmmppppaaaacccctttt    
oooonnnn    tttthhhheeeemmmm....        TTTThhhheeee    mmmmoooottttiiiioooonnnn    wwwwaaaassss    sssseeeeccccoooonnnnddddeeeedddd    bbbbyyyy    SSSShhhheeeeiiiillllaaaa    MMMMyyyyeeeerrrrssss    aaaannnndddd    ppppaaaasssssssseeeedddd    bbbbyyyy    aaaa    vvvvooootttteeee    ooooffff    11110000    ttttoooo    2222    wwwwiiiitttthhhh    
MMMMrrrr....    NNNNeeeellllssssoooonnnn    aaaannnndddd    MMMMrrrr....    OOOOddddeeeellllllll    vvvvoooottttiiiinnnngggg    iiiinnnn    ooooppppppppoooossssiiiittttiiiioooonnnn....    

Staff confirmed the Council is no longer directing staff to prepare a non-discrimination 
resolution specifying that the City is committed to complying with Federal and State law 
prohibiting illegal discrimination. 

NNNNEEEEWWWW    BBBBUUUUSSSSIIIINNNNEEEESSSSSSSS 
There was no New Business to come before the City Council. 

CCCCOOOOUUUUNNNNCCCCIIIILLLL    CCCCOOOOMMMMMMMMIIIITTTTTTTTEEEEEEEE    OOOOFFFF    TTTTHHHHEEEE    WWWWHHHHOOOOLLLLEEEE    
There were no items for consideration by the Council Committee of the Whole. 

EEEExxxxeeeeccccuuuuttttiiiivvvveeee    SSSSeeeessssssssiiiioooonnnn    
Dan Runion moved that the Governing Body, recess into Executive Session for 15 
minutes to provide an update on the staffing transition for the City Clerk’s position 
pursuant to KSA 75-4319 (b) (1)  for the purpose of consulting with the City Attorney on 
personnel matters of nonelected personnel.  Present will be the Mayor, City Council, City 
Administrator, Assistant City Administrator and City Attorney. The motion was seconded 
by Brooke Morehead and passed unanimously.  The open meeting will resume in the 
City Council Chambers at 9:20 p.m.   

Mayor Wassmer stated it is 9:20 p.m. and the Governing Body is reconvened in open 
session from executive session where no binding action was taken.   

AAAANNNNNNNNOOOOUUUUNNNNCCCCEEEEMMMMEEEENNNNTTTTSSSS   
Mayor Wassmer noted the announcements were included in the Council packet. 

AAAADDDDJJJJOOOOUUUURRRRNNNNMMMMEEEENNNNTTTT    
With no further business to come before the City Council, Mayor Wassmer declared 
the meeting adjourned at 9:21 p.m.  

Joyce Hagen Mundy 
City Clerk 
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PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 

Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: 11112222////3333/20/20/20/2011118888    
    

    
Consider Consider Consider Consider BidBidBidBid    Award for Award for Award for Award for ElectricalElectricalElectricalElectrical    ServicesServicesServicesServices    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Staff recommends the City Council approve the contract for Electrical Services to Pro Circuit for 
2019 and renewal in 2020 and 2021. 
 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
 
On Friday, November 2, 2018 the City Clerk received bids for a three year contract to provide 
Electrical Services.  The contract is to provide Electrical Services for all City facilities.  There were 
three bidders which included Brooks Electrical, Mark One and Pro Circuit.  After bid review, Pro 
Circuit is the apparent low bidder.  As this is a new Contractor, City staff completed reference 
checks which were positive.       
 
 
FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
 
Funding is available in the 2019 Operating Budget totalling $32,500. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    

1. Bid sheet 
2. Contract for Electrical Services with Pro Circuit 

 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Suzanne Lownes, Office Manager, Public Works      November 21, 2018 
 
    

 



Bid Tab: Electrical Service

Opened on November 2, 2018

Bidder: Bidder:

BID ITEMS 2019 2020 2021 2019 2020 2021

Hourly Rate
80.00$                      80.00$                      80.00$                      65.00$                      65.00$                      65.00$                     

Overtime Rate
120.00$                    120.00$                    120.00$                    97.50$                      97.50$                      97.00$                     

Holiday Rate
160.00$                    160.00$                    160.00$                    130.00$                    130.00$                    130.00$                   

Equipment Rates

Scaffold
$80.00/$10.00 $80.00/$10.00 $80.00/$10.00 Market Price Market Price Market Price

Scissor Lift
$300.00/$37.50 $300.00/$37.50 $300.00/$37.50 Market Price Market Price Market Price

Genie Lift
$300.00/$37.50 $300.00/$37.50 $300.00/$37.50 Market Price Market Price Market Price

Bucket Truck
$300.00/$37.50 $300.00/$37.50 $300.00/$37.50 $95.00 HR $95.00 HR $95.00 HR

Materials

Purchase Invoice Cost Plus
10% 10% 10% 20% 20% 20%

Bidder: Bidder:

BID ITEMS 2019 2020 2021 2019 2020 2021

Hourly Rate
60.00$                      60.00$                      60.00$                     

Overtime Rate
80.00$                      80.00$                      80.00$                     

Holiday Rate
100.00$                    100.00$                    100.00$                   

Equipment Rates

Scaffold
$50.00/$10.00 $50.00/$10.00 $50.00/$10.00

Scissor Lift
$80.00/$15.00 $80.00/$15.00 $80.00/$15.00

Genie Lift
$60.00/$12.00 $60.00/$12.00 $60.00/$12.00

Bucket Truck
$400.00/$75.00 $400.00/$75.00 $400.00/$75.00

Materials

Purchase Invoice Cost Plus 10% 10% 10%

Bidder: Bidder:

BID ITEMS 2019 2020 2021 2019 2020 2021

Hourly Rate

Overtime Rate

Holiday Rate

Equipment Rates

Scaffold

Scissor Lift

Genie Lift

Bucket Truck

Materials

Purchase Invoice Cost Plus

Mark One Brooks Electrical

Pro Circuit

2019 Bid Tab.xlsx‐Electrical
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PPPPUUUUBBBBLLLLIIIICCCC    WWWWOOOORRRRKKKKSSSS    DDDDEEEEPPPPAAAARRRRTTTTMMMMEEEENNNNTTTT    

CCCCoooouuuunnnncccciiiillll    MMMMeeeeeeeettttiiiinnnngggg    DDDDaaaatttteeee::::    11112222////3333////2000011118888    

Consider Consider Consider Consider BidBidBidBid    Award for Award for Award for Award for PaintingPaintingPaintingPainting    ServicesServicesServicesServices    

RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    

Staff recommends the City Council approve the contract for Painting Services to In and Out 
Painting for 2019 and renewal in 2020 and 2021. 

BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    

On Friday, November 2, 2018, the City Clerk received bids for a three year contract to provide 
Painting Services.  The contract is to provide Painting Services for all City facilities.  There were 
two bidders; Blue Bear and In and Out Painting. After bid review, In & Out Painting is the apparent 
low bidder.  In and Out Painting has provided this service in the past.   

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    

Funding is available in the 2019 Operating Budget totalling $29,500. 

ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
1. Bid Sheet
2. Contract for Painting Services with In and Out Painting

PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Suzanne Lownes, Office Manager, Public Works November 21, 2018 



Bid Tab: Painting Services
Opened on November 2, 2018

Bidder: Blue Bear Bidder: In & Out Bidder:

Bid Item 2019 2020 2021 2019 2020 2021 2019 2020 2021

Interior Painting

Gypsum Wall per square foot
$0.75 $0.78 $0.83 $0.47 $0.48 $0.49

Gypsum Ceiling per square foot
$0.78 $0.82 $0.87 $0.50 $0.51 $0.52

Standard Wood Door
$45.00 $45.00 $45.00 $42.00 $43.00 $44.00

Standard Metal Door 
$45.00 $45.00 $45.00 $42.00 $43.00 $44.00

Standard Wood Doorframe
$30.00 $30.00 $30.00 $42.00 $43.00 $44.00

Standard Metal Doorframe
$30.00 $30.00 $30.00 $42.00 $43.00 $44.00

Wood Trim "Running" per foot
$0.40 $0.46 $0.51 $0.60 $0.61 $0.62

Exterior Painting

CMU Walls per square foot
$0.60 $0.65 $0.70 $0.44 $0.45 $0.46

Wood siding & Trim per square 

foot $0.60 $0.65 $0.70 $0.56 $0.57 $0.58

Trim

Wood Fence
$0.60 $0.65 $0.70 $0.77 $0.78 $0.79

Metal Chain Link Fence
$0.75 $0.81 $0.86 $0.78 $0.79 $0.80

Swimming Pool

Pool painting preparation per 

square foot $1.75 $1.80 $1.85 $1.50 $1.55 $1.60

Epoxy pool coating ‐ 2 coats per 

square foot $1.25 $1.30 $1.35 $1.17 $1.18 $1.19

Epoxy Lane markings ‐ 2 coats per 

running foot $3.00 $3.10 $3.20 $2.60 $2.65 $2.70

2019 Bid Tab.xlsx‐PAINTING
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PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: 11112222////3333////2020202011118888    

    
    
Consider Consider Consider Consider BidBidBidBid    Award for Award for Award for Award for Tree PlantingTree PlantingTree PlantingTree Planting    ServicesServicesServicesServices    

    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Staff recommends the City Council approve the contract for Tree Planting Services to Rosehill 
Gardens for 2019 and renewal in 2020 and 2021. 
 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
 
On Friday, November 2, 2018, the City Clerk received bids for a three year contract to provide 
Tree Planting Services.  The contract is to provide Tree Planting Services for the City 
replacement trees.  There was one bidder, Rosehill Gardens.  Rosehill Gardens has provided tree 
planting services in the past for the City with good results.     
 
Rosehill GardensRosehill GardensRosehill GardensRosehill Gardens    2019201920192019    2020202020202020    2021202120212021    
1-1/2 to 2 inch 
Caliper Tree 
Installation 

$156.00 $161.00 $165.00 

2-1/2 to 3 inch 
Caliper Tree 
Installation 

$193.00 $200.00 $205.00 

% of Markup on Tree 
Cost 

0% (wholesale cost) 0% (wholesale cost) 0% (wholesale cost) 

 
Given current wholesale tree pricing for a 1-1/2 to 2 inch caliper tree the total cost to install a new 
tree would be an approximate 15% increase compared to 2018 pricing.  To plant a 2-1/2 to 3 inch 
caliper tree would be an approximate 4% increase from 2018 pricing.  In 2018 our contractor 
charged a 10% markup on the cost of the tree.  Rosehill does not charge a markup.  Rosehill’s bid 
prices are an increase over the 2018 but we do believe that these are reasonable prices for these 
services. 
 
FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
 
Funding is available in the 2019 Grounds Operating Budget totalling $30,000. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    

1. Contract for Tree Planting Services with Rosehill Gardens 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Suzanne Lownes, Office Manager, Public Works      November 21, 2018 
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PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 

Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: December 3, 2018December 3, 2018December 3, 2018December 3, 2018    
    

    
CONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDER    AAAANNUAL SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR 20NNUAL SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR 20NNUAL SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR 20NNUAL SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR 2019191919    to 20to 20to 20to 2021212121    MATERIALS MATERIALS MATERIALS MATERIALS 
TESTINGTESTINGTESTINGTESTING    WITH KAW VALLEY ENGINEERING, INC.WITH KAW VALLEY ENGINEERING, INC.WITH KAW VALLEY ENGINEERING, INC.WITH KAW VALLEY ENGINEERING, INC.    

    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Staff recommends the City Council approve the 2019 to 2021 Materials Testing Service 
Agreement with Kaw Valley Engineering, Inc. 
 
    
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
 
Two companies submitted bids for this program.  Since this is an on-call contract, the low 
bidder was determined by estimating the number and type of tests that will be required 
and multiplying those times the unit prices submitted by each company. 
 
  Kaw Valley Engineering, Inc.  $33,600.00 

PSI, Inc.    $40,615.00 
    
   
Kaw Valley Engineering had the previous three year contract for the testing program and 
they have performed well. 
 
    FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
    
Funds for this program are budgeted in each individual project. 
    
    
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
 

1. Agreement with Kaw Valley Engineering, Inc. 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
    
Melissa Prenger, Senior Project Manager    November 28, 2018    
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AGREEMENT FOR MATERIAL TESTING SERVICES 
 
 
 

Agreement, made this _____day of _____________, by and between KAW VALLEY 
ENGINEERING, INC.  hereinafter referred to as Contractor, and the CITY OF PRAIRIE 
VILLAGE, KANSAS, hereinafter referred to as City, shall be in full force and effect during 
calendar year’s 2019, 2020, and 2021 with the following terms and conditions. 
 
The Contractor proposes and agrees to provide all necessary machinery, tools and equipment; 
and to do the work specified in these documents of the agreement in the manner herein 
prescribed and according to the requirements of the City as herein set forth. 
 
This document will be the only executed agreement.  Any additions or changes must be added 
as a written supplement to this agreement at time of proposal. 
 
 
1.0 SERVICE SPECIFICATIONS 
 

1.1 The Contractor will provide the services of drilling core samples and testing of 
construction materials throughout the City.  The testing of materials includes, but 
may not be limited to, asphalt, concrete, aggregate, sub-base and subgrade. 

 
1.2 The Contractor shall assign one person who shall serve as the contact for the 

City for purposes of scheduling tests and maintaining communication. 
 
1.3 The Contractor is admonished that the technicians will be properly attired, 

refrain from abusive language, refrain from improper behavior and be aware that 
they are representing the City. 

 
1.4 The City will inspect the work and report to the Contractor’s supervisor any 

problems. 
 

1.5 The Contractor will use proper equipment and tools for the work.  All equipment 
and tools will be in near-original working condition. 

 
2.0 GENERAL 
 

2.1 This signed agreement will be the authorization for the Contractor to provide the 
described services as requested by the City from time to time. 

 
2.2 Melissa Prenger, P.E. Sr. Project Manager, at phone: (913) 385-4655, fax: (913) 

642-0117, email: mprenger@pvkansas.com will be the City coordinator for the 
Contractor in providing any service and responding to any special needs. 

 
2.3 The City will contact the Contractor 24 hours in advance of any necessary 

testing.  All work shall be performed between 7:00 am and 6:00 pm, Monday 
through Friday unless otherwise stated by the City. 

 
2.4 All work performed by the Contractor will be of acceptable workmanlike quality 

normally associated with this trade and shall occur to the satisfaction of the City 
before payment will be made by the City to the Contractor. 
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2.5 All invoices shall be grouped by the City project number with a clear description 

of the specific testing provided at each specific location.  Invoices are to be sent 
to Melissa Prenger, Public Works Department, 3535 Somerset Drive, Prairie 
Village, KS 66208. 

 
2.6 The Contractor shall maintain throughout the life of this Contract, General 

Liability Insurance covering any and all actions of the Contractor in the 
performance of this Contract.  Minimum limits shall be Bodily Injury 
$500,000/$500,000; Property Damage $100,000.  The Contractor shall maintain 
throughout the life of this Contract, Automobile Liability Insurance which shall be 
written in comprehensive form and shall be protect the Contractor against all 
claims for injuries to members of the public and damage to property of others 
arising from the use of motor vehicles, and shall cover operation on and off the 
site of all motor vehicles licensed for highway use, whether they are owned, non-
owned, or hired.  Unless otherwise specified, Contractor’s insurance shall 
include Auto Liability of $350,000 single limit.  Contractor shall also be 
responsible to provide workmen’s compensation insurance and benefits for its 
employees. 

 
2.7 The Contractor is providing services to the City as an independent contractor.  

The Contractor shall be responsible for death or injury to any persons and for 
any property damage while in the performance of service of the terms of this 
agreement and it shall hold the City harmless and shall indemnify the City for 
any loss it may have resulting from the Contractor providing the services 
described in this agreement.  The City shall not be responsible for any 
withholding of taxes or social security for any employee of the Contractor, nor 
shall it provide to any employee of the Contractor any fringe benefits of any kind. 

 
2.8 This agreement is for the period of January 1, 2019 through December 31, 2021.  

Either party may terminate this agreement by giving thirty (30) days prior written 
notice to the other party. 

 
3.0 TECHNICAL 
 

3.1 The Contractor shall perform all testing, requested by the City, in conformance 
with all current standards of AASHTO, APWA, ASTM and KDOT. 

 
3.2 The City representative who will request inspection services from the Contractor 

is defined as the Construction Inspector, and will be either the City coordinator 
or a consultant to the City at the project site. 

 
3.3 The Contractor shall furnish a clear, accurate, typed report with all the results of 

each test within 48 hours of collecting the samples.  This report shall include a 
clear description of the location of each test, the City project number and the 
name of the City representative on site.  Both the test results and the standard 
specifications should be shown, along with an indication if the material met the 
appropriate specifications. (i.e. APWA, KCMMB, KDOT) The material mix type 
shall also be indicated in the report. 
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3.4 The Contractor representative shall attend preconstruction meetings, which will 
include the City Prime Contractor as well as the City Design Consultant.  The 
Contractor will not charge a fee to the City for attending these meetings. 

 
3.5 The Contractor may be directed by the City Inspector to perform testing under 

the following City Contracts.  Project construction dollars for the three years of 
this agreement is expected to be around $7,000,000: 
A) Annual Street Resurfacing Program 
B) Annual Concrete Repair Program 
C) Annual Storm Drainage Program  
D) Annual Street Repair Program 
E) Annual Crack/Slurry Program 
F) Annual CARS  
G) Random Testing of Public Works Field Operations 
L)   Other as necessary 

 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS: 
 
Consequential Damages - Neither party shall be liable to the other for loss of profits or revenue; 
loss of use or opportunity; loss of good will; cost of substitute facilities, goods, or services; cost 
of capital; or for any special, consequential, indirect, punitive, or exemplary damages. 
 
Testing and Observations - City understands that testing and observation are discrete sampling 
procedures, and that such procedures indicate conditions only at the depths, locations, and 
times the procedures were performed.   Contractor will provide test results and opinions based 
on tests and field observations only for the work tested.  City understands that testing and 
observation are not continuous or exhaustive, and are conducted to reduce - not eliminate - 
project risk.  City agrees to the level or amount of testing performed and the associated risk. 
City is responsible (even if delegated to contractor) for notifying and scheduling Contractor so 
Contractor can perform these Services.  Contractor shall not be responsible for the quality and 
completeness of other contractor’s work or their adherence to the project documents, and 
Contractor’s performance of testing and observation services shall not relieve contractor in any 
way from its responsibility for defects discovered in its work, or create a warranty or guarantee.  
Contractor will not supervise or direct the work performed by other contractors or their 
subcontractors and is not responsible for their means and methods. 
 
Assignment - Contractor shall not assign or subcontract the services provided for herein. 
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Contractor Contact: 

Michael Osbourn     ATTEST: 
 
Address: 
Kaw Valley Engineering Inc.    ________________________________________ 
        Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk              Date 
14700 W 114th Terrace    
 
Lenexa, KS 66215     ________________________________________ 
        David Waters, City Attorney                Date 
Telephone Number: 913-894-5150   
 
Fax Number: 913-894-5977    
 
Email: mikeo@kveng.com    ________________________________________ 
        Laura Wassmer, Mayor           Date 
___________________________________ 
CONTRACTOR AGENT  DATE 
 
 



City ClerkCity ClerkCity ClerkCity Clerk    
 
 

Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: December 3, 2018December 3, 2018December 3, 2018December 3, 2018    
Consent AgendaConsent AgendaConsent AgendaConsent Agenda    

    
Approve the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage LicenApprove the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage LicenApprove the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage LicenApprove the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage License se se se for for for for December, December, December, December, 2012012012018888    to to to to 
the the the the following businessfollowing businessfollowing businessfollowing business    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
Staff recommends the City Council approve the issuance of a Cereal Malt 
Beverage License for December 2018 to the following business: 
 
Minit Mart LLC – Minit Mart located at 9440 Mission Rd 
 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
The State of Kansas requires a Cereal Malt Beverage license for each business 
selling cereal malt beverages. The listed business is under new ownership and 
has submitted an application for December, 2018 Cereal Malt Beverage License 
to allow for the sale of beer in unopened original containers only. This application 
is being submitted in accordance with Prairie Village Municipal Code 3-202. The 
applications are available for review in the City Clerk’s Office.  
 
    
    
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
None 
    
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Joyce Hagen Mundy 
City Clerk 
 
Date: 11/27/18 
    

 



City ClerkCity ClerkCity ClerkCity Clerk    
 
 

Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: December 3, 2018December 3, 2018December 3, 2018December 3, 2018    
Consent AgendaConsent AgendaConsent AgendaConsent Agenda    

    
Approve the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage LicenApprove the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage LicenApprove the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage LicenApprove the issuance of Cereal Malt Beverage Licensesesesessss    for 201for 201for 201for 2019999    to the to the to the to the following following following following 
businessbusinessbusinessbusinesseseseses    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
Staff recommends the City Council approve the issuance of Cereal Malt 
Beverage Licenses for 2019 to the following businesses: 
 
Four B Corp – Hen House 22 located at 4050 W 83rd Street 
Four B Corp – Hen House 28 located at 6950 Mission Rd 
Hy-Vee Inc – Store located at 7620 State Line Rd 
Walgreen Co - Store #13032 located at 4016 W 95th Street 
Riamann Liquors of Prairie Village- located at 3917 Prairie Lane 
Minit Mart LLC – Minit Mart located at 9440 Mission Rd 
 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
The State of Kansas requires a Cereal Malt Beverage license for each business 
selling cereal malt beverages. The listed businesses have submitted an 
application for a 2019 Cereal Malt Beverage License to allow for the sale of beer 
in unopened original containers only. This application is being submitted in 
accordance with Prairie Village Municipal Code 3-202. The applications are 
available for review in the City Clerk’s Office.  
 
    
    
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
None 
    
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Joyce Hagen Mundy 
City Clerk 
 
Date: 11/27/18 
    

 









POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 
 

Council Meeting Date:  December 3, 2018 
 
 
 

 
CONSENT AGENDA: Consider the Renewal of Information Technology Services 

between Johnson County DTI and the City of Prairie Village 
 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

Staff recommends approval of the 2019 DTI contract for $42,405.00.  
 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED ON:  December 3, 2018 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 

Johnson County DTI has provided network services and support for the past four years.  In 
early 2017, the City of Prairie Village was able to reduce required services, but still relies on 
DTI to provide network and security services.  DTI provides connectivity on a county-wide 
basis and allows for operations in each department at a reduced cost.   
 

The included renewal contract is the standard agreement between Johnson County DTI and 
other municipalities.  The only change in the contract is the fee increase of $5185.00.  The 
change is attributed to DTI raising their rates and also due to the City having an increase in the 
number of network users.  The portions of the contract that pertain to description of managed 
services, network coverage, and security services have not changed.  The City Attorney has 
previously reviewed and approved the contract.   
 
 

The total cost of DTI contracted services is within the 2019 IT budget and will not require 
additional funding.   
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

2019 Information Technology Services Agreement with DTI  
 
 
PREPARED BY 
 
Captain Dan Stewart 
Staff Services Division Commander 
November 27, 2018 
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RENEWAL OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 

 AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF  
JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS AND THE CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS 

 

 

THIS RENEWAL OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES AGREEMENT 
(“Renewal”) is made and entered into this ____ day of ______________, 2018 by and between the City 
of Prairie Village, Kansas (“City”) and the Board of County Commissioners of Johnson County, Kansas 
(“County”). 

 
WITNESSETH: 
 

WHEREAS, the City and the County entered in that certain Information Technology Services 
Agreement dated August 21, 2014, and subsequent Renewal thereof dated  January 1, 2017, regarding the 
provision of information technology services (together hereinafter the “Agreement”); and 

 
WHEREAS, the City and the County desire to renew and amend the Agreement. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above and foregoing recitals, the mutual promises 

and covenants hereinafter given, and pursuant to and in accordance with the statutory authority vested in 
the City and the County, the parties hereto agree as follows: 

 
1.  Renewal.  The City and the County hereby agree that the Agreement shall be, and hereby is, 

renewed and extended, but with amendment, for an additional term from January 1, 2019 through 
December 31, 2019 (the “Renewal Term”), subject to the terms and conditions set forth hereinbelow.   

 
2.  Services. During the Renewal Term, the County agrees to provide the services set forth in 

Exhibit A and the City agrees to share in the costs of those services by paying the amounts set forth in 
Exhibit A, which are the annual costs of the services.  These rates are valid for the Renewal Term and are 
valid only if the City obtains and maintains a high speed data connection of at least 10mb between the 
City’s facility and any County facility on its high speed network. The County reserves the right to raise 
these rates if the City fails to obtain and maintain high speed connectivity.  The City agrees to pay the 
costs set forth in Exhibit A on a quarterly basis commencing upon execution of this Renewal. 

 
3.  Additional Services.  The parties agree that during the Renewal Term, if the City requests 

additional professional services that are not included in the services set forth in Exhibit A, then the 
County’s hourly rates for such services shall be as follows: 

 
Tier 1 Support per hour $41.49  Support Center 
Tier 2 Support per hour $58.80  Systems, Phone 
Tier 3 Support per hour $54.08  Networking 
Tier 3 Support per hour $61.50  Applications 
Tier 3 Support per hour  $66.16  Security 
DBA Support per hour $80.23  Data Administration 
Consulting   $70.55  Project Management 
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4.  Agreement Effective.  Except as expressly modified by this Renewal, the terms and provisions 
of the Agreement shall remain unchanged and in full force and effect. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Renewal to be executed in two (2) 

counterparts by their duly authorized representatives and made effective the day and year first above 
written. 

 
 
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS  BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 

JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
 
By                                                       By__________________________________                                                       
     Laura Wassmer, Mayor  Brian Thomas, Inteirm Chief Information Officer 
   
Date _______________________   Date ________________________________ 
 
 
 
       APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 

            _____________________________________                              
Ryan Haga 
Assistant County Counselor 
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EXHIBIT A--SERVICES 
 

                                                              
# Full Time Users                                                                                

# Part Time Users (<4 hrs)

City of Prairie Village                                                           
Description of Managed Services

City                            
54                        
0

Police                       
62                      
0

DTI will be responsible for network monitoring - Includes all 
network systems, core appliances and switches

Network administration and support - Review of event logs 
and implementation of manufacturer-recommended 
firmware updates for routers and switches.

Network hardware replacement - Identify and recommend 
network hardware replacements, assisting with the 
installation as required and needed.
Internet Connection including Guest WiFi ($40.31 per emp) $2,177.00 $2,499.00

Firewall and VPN Management - Monitor, maintain and 
support the clients firewall and current VPN system. Assist 
with firewall security reviews, limit 1 annually, to address 
best practices in controls.

$9,166.00 $10,524.00

Network Security Monitoring and Intrusion-Prevention 
Services – Monitor internal and external network traffic to 
identify malicious activity and block and/or report on activity 
dynamically based upon County security best practices.

Anti-Virus and Threat Management - Monitor, maintain and 
support the client’s anti-virus to ensure AV signatures are 
current and active across all devices. 

Internet filtering per Count best practices
Sub Totals $18,332.00 $21,048.00
Support Services

Software Check Point - 131 licenses @$23.09 ea. (69 City, 62 PD) $1,593.00 $1,432.00

Other Billable Items 1. Security Awareness Training;                                     tbd tbd

Total - Managed Services

* Standard Support Monday-Friday 7:30am-5pm.  Emergency on-call phone support as needed
$42,405.00

$8,025.00

Security

Network $6,989.00

$39,380.00

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 











































































































MAYORMAYORMAYORMAYOR        
    

City Council Meeting Date:City Council Meeting Date:City Council Meeting Date:City Council Meeting Date:    December 3December 3December 3December 3, 2018, 2018, 2018, 2018            
    

    
    

    
Consider Consider Consider Consider Appointment of City Clerk Appointment of City Clerk Appointment of City Clerk Appointment of City Clerk     
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
Mayor Wassmer requests the City Council ratify the appointment of Adam Geffert to serve as 
the City Clerk with an anticipated start date of December 17, 2018.  
 
MOTIONMOTIONMOTIONMOTION    
Move to ratify Mayor Wassmer’s appointment of Adam Geffert as the City Clerk.     
        
BACKBACKBACKBACKGROUNDGROUNDGROUNDGROUND    
The Mayor is recommending Mr. Adam Geffert for appointment to serve as the City Clerk 
following a regional search and hiring process.  
 
City staff reviewed applications and narrowed the field to six applicants for the first round of 
interviews. A selection committee was appointed by the Mayor to assist with the second round 
of the top three finalists, which consisted of the Mayor, Council Members Myers and Runion, 
and Mayor-Elect Mikkelson.  
 
Mr. Geffert was given a conditional job offer so City staff could complete a background check 
and health screening that was also contingent upon final approval by the City Council. Mr. 
Geffert has passed all required testing and reference checks were very favorable, reinforcing 
that Mr. Geffert was the leading candidate to assume this role.  
 
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
Mr. Geffert’s Resume 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Alley Porter 
Assistant City Administrator 
Date: November 29, 2018    

 



Adam Geffert 
2704 West 73rd Street 

Prairie Village, KS  66208 
(913) 486-2479 (home) 
(913) 486-2479 (cell) 

ageffert76@gmail.com 
 
 

 

OBJECTIVE: 
 

To obtain a challenging and rewarding position in which I am able to utilize my 
education, skills and experience for the benefit of the community. 

 
 
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: 
 

Public Safety Communications Planning and Administrative Manager 
Mid-America Regional Council (MARC) – May, 2007 to Present 

 Kansas City, MO 
 
• Preparation and oversight of $6,000,000 annual regional budget 
• Coordination with legal counsel to craft agreements and contracts with regional 

cities, counties, and corporations 
• Project management and oversight  
• Interaction with vendors to determine project goals, budgets and timelines 
• Grant coordination and management 
• Regular auditing of program revenue, expenses and grants  
• Consistent interaction with elected and appointed officials regarding budget and 

program issues 
• Management and supervision of program planning and administrative staff 
• Development of annual work plan and five-year strategic plan for regional public 

safety program 
• Direct support of program director 

 
 
 Public Safety Communications Technician 
 

• Maintenance and support of nine county regional 911 network 
• Effective management of multiple simultaneous projects 
• Frequent communication with internal staff, vendors, public safety personnel and 

elected and appointed officials to ensure highest-level service quality 
• Development of written process analyses, informational documents, and technical 

procedures 
• Budget projection and forecasting 
• Compilation and analysis of complex statistical data  
• Utilization of GIS-based software for region-wide data collection project 

 
  

 
 



Adam Geffert 
2704 West 73rd Street 

Prairie Village, KS  66208 
(913) 486-2479 (home) 
(913) 486-2479 (cell) 

ageffert76@gmail.com 
 
 

 
Specialist 2, Information Technology Administration 
T-Mobile, USA – May, 2005 to May, 2007 
Lenexa, KS 

 
 
Technical Support Analyst  
CompuCom Systems, Inc. -- January, 2001 to May, 2005 

 Overland Park, KS 
 
 
EDUCATION:  
   

• Master of  Public Administration 
University of Kansas - May, 2010 

• Bachelor of Science - Organismal Biology 
        University of Kansas - May, 1999 
 
 
AWARDS AND RECOGNITION: 
 

• CompuCom Excellence in Teamwork Award – January, 2005 
• T-Mobile PEAK Award Nominee – 1st Quarter, 2006; 4th Quarter, 2006 
• Pi Alpha Alpha National Honor Society Member 

 
 
ADDITIONAL LEADERSHIP EXPERIENCE: 
 

• MARC Employee Council Co-Chair – 2010-2012 
• Coordinator of Regional Information Technology Managers Association (RITMA) 
• Member of Guiding Principles and Core Values development team and Meeting 

Facilitator for Employee Sessions 
• Member of Health Insurance Subcommittee 
• Member of New Employee Orientation Task Force 
• Member of Kansas 911 Coordinating Council 

 
 
VOLUNTEER WORK: 
 

• Blue River Watershed Association 
• Historic Kansas City Foundation 
• 3rd – 7th Grade Girls’ Recreational Soccer Coach 

 
 
References will be furnished upon request. 
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  PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

Council Meeting Date: December 3, 2018 

ADA APPEAL BY JAMES OLENICK RELATED TO CITY PLANNED PLAYGROUND 
PROJECTS 

BACKGROUND 

Resident James Olenick submitted questions during the public comment period for the 
planning and design phase of the Franklin Park playground equipment replacement 
project.  Public Works responded to his questions; the response also referred to another 
project planned at Harmon Park involving a new inclusive play set.   

In accordance with Council Policy 004, Mr. Olenick subsequently submitted a complaint 
to the ADA Coordinator (Public Works Director), indicating, “the proposed plan to install 
neighborhood play area (sic) that are not full (sic) accessible, and forcing the disabled to 
travel to a fully accessible play area [is] a blatant attempt to segregate the challenged 
children from their neighborhood friends.”  (Attachments 1 and 2).  Emails Mr. Olenick 
sent around the same time requested that the City “Provide complete plans showing how 
this play equipment meets the challenge of providing access for all citizens as outlined 
under the Americans with Disabilities Act” and “Make all of the play grounds fully 
accessible.”   

The ADA Coordinator reviewed Mr. Olenick’s complaint and emails, determined the 
proposed playground equipment for Franklin Park is ADA compliant, and prepared a 
written determination.  (Attachment 3).  The ADA Coordinator also committed to provide 
Mr. Olenick plans for Franklin and Harmon Park once they are finalized.   

Mr. Olenick appealed the decision of the ADA Coordinator to the ADA Compliance 
Committee (City Administrator, Public Works Director, Chief of Police, and Human 
Resource Manager) as specified by CP 004.  (Attachment 4).  In the opening paragraph 
of his appeal, Mr. Olenick states: 

I find your response to be inadequate and falls woefully short of addressing 
minimally accessible playgrounds in neighborhoods and a large fully accessible 
playground with all the bells and whistles in Harmon Park and the decisions 
families have to make regarding where to have disabled and able bodied children 
play.  You did not address how the “plan” the city is concocting addresses the 
Sophie’s choice the city is forcing family’s (sic) with a disabled child to make. 

(Attachment 4).  The appeal further describes what he means by “Sophie’s choice”: 

A family with 2 children close in age, one is disabled the other is not, the disabled 
child with minimal accessible options in the local neighborhood park is bored and 
wants the challenge of the bells and whistles at the Harmon park play area, this 
means leaving the neighborhood and the children the disabled child goes to 
school with on a daily basis.  The able child wants to play and hang with his 
school buddies in the neighborhood park.  Make the decision, which child wins, 
which child gets to play with his friends at the playground?  If the disabled child 
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“wins” the city is fostering resentment by the able child, if the able child wins the 
disabled child spends his time getting ready for the rest of his life on the 
sidelines, forced there by ill informed (sic) able-bodied decisions.  By forcing 
families to make this decision the city is discriminating against those families.  

 
(Attachment 4). 
 
Mr. Olenick’s statement to the ADA Compliance Committee is Attachment 5. He 
indicated that his appeal is “not about whether the equipment purchased by the city is 
accessible, it is about a burden being applied to families with a challenged child and the 
integration of the family of a challenged child into the neighborhood culture.” (Attachment 
5).  He requested that the city “[s]pread the spending around to the neighborhoods 
making those playsets a neighborhood hub bringing children or all abilities together” 
instead of “spending for the Harmon Park ADA playset 4 times the amount to be spent 
on neighborhoods.”  (Attachment 5). 
 
The ADA Compliance Committee denied Mr. Olenick’s appeal, noting that “[a]ll city parks 
are different sizes and have different amenities, requiring families with children who have 
and do not have disabilities to choose whether to drive to a park to use amenities that a 
park within walking distance does not have.”  (Attachment 6).  After offering several 
examples, the ADA Committee concluded, “[t]hese choices apply across the board to 
families whose children have different interests and abilities.  As such, the City’s plan to 
install accessible play equipment at Harmon Park is not discriminatory and does not 
violate the Americans with Disabilities Act.”  (Attachment 6). 
 
Mr. Olenick initially planned to speak to the Parks Committee before appealing the ADA 
Committee’s determination, indicating: 
 

I have made my position clear, the cities (sic) plan to steal money from the 
neighborhoods to fund a play palace while the county is building one 3 miles 
away, within driving distance as Mr. Jordon (sic) so clearly emphasized as the 
city's position, it is to put the money where the citizen's live, in the 
neighborhoods.  I have read the survey and I am having difficulty finding an 
overwhelming desire, a half a million dollar desire, to build this play palace, I find 
the citizens want their neighborhoods to be livable and walk-able, not having to 
drive for fun,  with quality parks close by.  So I will address the committee that 
plans the parks and express my opinion of their plan and my opposition to it and 
what I will do if the plan does not change.   

 
(Attachment 7).  Public works notified Mr. Olenick that the purchase of the Franklin Park 
equipment would be coming before the Council.  Mr. Olenick requested an appeal to the 
City Council, as allowed by CP 004.  Mr. Olenick will be present to address the Council 
and discuss his concerns.   
 
The Franklin Park playground equipment purchase has been delayed during this 
complaint/appeal process.  The vendor agreed to extend the quoted price through 
December 4th.  The proposed equipment meets ADA requirements and has many 
inclusive features.  Design for the Harmon Park inclusive playset will begin in early 2019. 
 
Tammy Somogye, City Attorney for ADA issues, has provided counsel during this 
complaint/appeal process and will be present at the meeting to answer any questions. 
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ATTACHMENTS 
 
Council Policy CP-004 
Complaint 
ADA Coordinator Determination 
Appeal to ADA Committee 
Mr. Olenick’s written testimony to ADA Committee 
ADA Committee’s Determination 
Appeal to Council 
 
PREPARED BY 
 
Keith Bredehoeft, Public Works Director     November 29, 2018 
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Meghan Buum

From: Wes Jordan
Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2018 9:46 AM
To: Meghan Buum
Subject: FW: Parks are Rec committee

 
 

From: james olenick <jamesolenick@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 10:49 AM 
To: Keith Bredehoeft <kbredehoeft@pvkansas.com> 
Subject: Re: Parks are Rec committee 

 
1.  I don't want the good folks of the Parks and Rec committee to be blind sided, they have a need to 
know. 
 
2. Time moves forward, anything can be changed, added to or subtracted to, this is a process 
 
3. I do appeal the ADA committee's findings and request a full city council hearing 

On 11/14/2018 9:19 AM, Keith Bredehoeft wrote: 

Mr. Olenick, 
  
My questions are more process related than anything.  See below. 
  

1- I understand you plan to come to the Park and Rec meeting tonight and want to talk in the 
public comment part of the meeting.  That is fine but I would not necessarily plan for any 
detailed discussion on this issue at this meeting.  They may choose to discuss at a future 
meeting.  We have time related to the Harmon Park project as the detailed planning has not yet 
begun.  I expect to begin working on this project after the first of the year.  We will be engaging 
the public to get ideas on the concepts for this play equipment. 

2- Related to the play equipment at Franklin Park‐  In September, I had sent you all our information 
related to the selected equipment including the council memo.  That has not changed and we 
will be asking for council approval of this next Monday, November 19.  Our bid price from our 
contractor is only valid until the end of November.  

3- Future appeal to council‐   Let us know of you desire to appeal within the 30 days and then we 
will add to a future council agenda.  As I mention above we have time for this appeal as the 
detailed planning for Harmon Park had not yet begun.   

  
I just wanted to let you know some additional details. 
  
Thanks 
_____________________________________ 
Keith Bredehoeft, PE 
Public Works Director 
City of Prairie Village 
913.385.4642 II  kbredehoeft@pvkansas.com 
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From: james olenick <jamesolenick@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 5:05 PM 
To: Keith Bredehoeft <kbredehoeft@pvkansas.com> 
Subject: Re: Parks are Rec committee 
  
I have made my position clear,  the cities plan to steal money from the neighborhoods to 
fund a play palace while the county is building one 3 miles away, within driving distance 
as Mr. Jordon so clearly emphasized as the city's position, it is to put the money where 
the citizen's live, in the neighborhoods.  I have read the survey and I am having difficulty 
finding an overwhelming desire, a half a million dollar desire, to build this play palace,  I 
find the citizens want their neighborhoods to be livable and walk-able, not having to 
drive for fun,  with quality parks close by.  So I will address the committee that plans the 
parks and express my opinion of their plan and my opposition to it and what I will do if 
the plan does not change.   

On 11/13/2018 2:35 PM, Keith Bredehoeft wrote: 

Hello Mr. Olenick, 
  
Can you give me a quick call on my cell phone, 913‐909‐3696, as I just want to make 
sure I fully understand your email below. 
  
Thank you! 
_____________________________________ 
Keith Bredehoeft, PE 
Public Works Director 
City of Prairie Village 
913.385.4642 II  kbredehoeft@pvkansas.com 
  
  

From: james olenick <jamesolenick@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, November 09, 2018 9:42 AM 
To: Keith Bredehoeft <kbredehoeft@pvkansas.com> 
Subject: Parks are Rec committee 
  
I will be attending and speaking during the public comments portion of this 
meeting.  I will outline my position and my actions if the city proceeds with 
it's plan to segregate and isolate the physically challenged from their 
neighborhoods.   I will outline my objections to the consolidated "inclusive" 
play area and how it goes against the city's general direction of walkability 
in neighborhoods.  I will present the city's own words on neighborhood 
walkability to make my case.  If the city proceeds with the plan now  in 
place my ADA complaint will reactivate and resulting in a direct appeal to 
the city council.  Based on what happens during the meeting on 
Wednesday will decide if I start a social media campaign to insure that the 
challenged children are not forced to leave their neighborhood to play.   
 

--  
The very powerful and the very stupid have one  
thing in common. They don't alter their views to fit the  
facts, they alter the facts to fit their views.   
Dr. Who 1977 



3

 

--  
The very powerful and the very stupid have one  
thing in common. They don't alter their views to fit the  
facts, they alter the facts to fit their views.   
Dr. Who 1977 

 

--  
The very powerful and the very stupid have one  
thing in common. They don't alter their views to fit the  
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CONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDER

RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
Move to authorize the Mayor to sign the
Parks Playset Package for a total of $

BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
The 2018 Parks Playset Package
meeting was held on July 10, 2018 and an online survey was posted on the City’s
256 responses to show four designs to residents
Park and Recreation Committee for discussion at the September 12
set was designed with many inclusive features and an ACTIVE
all 6 physical fitness elements of play: swinging, climbing, brachiating, spinning, sliding, and
balancing activities that everyone can find an element to enjoy and the environment encourages
activity.  The design has been approved as a PlayOn National Demonstration site.

The Blue Boats play set is being recommended by staff and the Parks and Recreation Committee
for budget, play value and the net result for inclusive play items, to list a few: inclusive
which offers multi –generation age groups sensory, rehabilitative, and therapeutic play benefits
along with mobility device accessibility and adaptive mallets for those unable to grasp; seated
spin seats- two adaptive providing equal play regard
movement experience, encouraging cooperation, and featuring supportive seats and handles to
help users sustain engagement; sensory climber
climbing the emotional security to explore height by providing a wider base of support, hand
holds, and a transfer area; roller slide
implants, it was found to offer many benefits providing sensory feedback to the lower ext
while enhancing core stability, dynamic balance, and spatial awareness; and talk tubes
accessible ground level activity promoting interaction between users.
engineered wood fiber used in the play area meet the ADA Standards

requirements.

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCESSSS    

The funding is available in the 2018

ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
1. Vendor Agreement with 2D schematic

PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Melissa Prenger, Senior Project Manager

Blue Boats
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Move to authorize the Mayor to sign the contract with PlayScapes Recreation LLC
a total of $119,958.89. 

8 Parks Playset Package includes two new sets of equipment at Franklin Park
July 10, 2018 and an online survey was posted on the City’s

four designs to residents. Two of the playsets were brought before the
Park and Recreation Committee for discussion at the September 12th meeting. The Blue Boats
set was designed with many inclusive features and an ACTIVE principal of design which includes
all 6 physical fitness elements of play: swinging, climbing, brachiating, spinning, sliding, and
balancing activities that everyone can find an element to enjoy and the environment encourages

en approved as a PlayOn National Demonstration site. 

The Blue Boats play set is being recommended by staff and the Parks and Recreation Committee
for budget, play value and the net result for inclusive play items, to list a few:  inclusive

generation age groups sensory, rehabilitative, and therapeutic play benefits
along with mobility device accessibility and adaptive mallets for those unable to grasp; seated

two adaptive providing equal play regardless of ability, providing proprioceptive
movement experience, encouraging cooperation, and featuring supportive seats and handles to
help users sustain engagement; sensory climber – offering children in the beginning stages of

ity to explore height by providing a wider base of support, hand
holds, and a transfer area; roller slide- created originally to reduce static for those with Cochlear
implants, it was found to offer many benefits providing sensory feedback to the lower ext
while enhancing core stability, dynamic balance, and spatial awareness; and talk tubes
accessible ground level activity promoting interaction between users. The playset and the
engineered wood fiber used in the play area meet the ADA Standards for Accessible Design

requirements. 

in the 2018 CIP Parks Projects. 

with 2D schematic

Project Manager September 13, 2018

Blue Boats 

DEPDEPDEPDEP

NoveNoveNoveNove

Public Works Department

 Council Meeting Date: December 3, 2018
  

PARKS PLAYSET PACKAGPARKS PLAYSET PACKAGPARKS PLAYSET PACKAGPARKS PLAYSET PACKAGEEEE    

PlayScapes Recreation LLC for the 2018 

Franklin Park. A public 
July 10, 2018 and an online survey was posted on the City’s website with 

Two of the playsets were brought before the 
The Blue Boats 

principal of design which includes 
all 6 physical fitness elements of play: swinging, climbing, brachiating, spinning, sliding, and 
balancing activities that everyone can find an element to enjoy and the environment encourages 

The Blue Boats play set is being recommended by staff and the Parks and Recreation Committee 
for budget, play value and the net result for inclusive play items, to list a few: inclusive music area 

generation age groups sensory, rehabilitative, and therapeutic play benefits 
along with mobility device accessibility and adaptive mallets for those unable to grasp; seated 

less of ability, providing proprioceptive 
movement experience, encouraging cooperation, and featuring supportive seats and handles to 

offering children in the beginning stages of 
ity to explore height by providing a wider base of support, hand 

created originally to reduce static for those with Cochlear 
implants, it was found to offer many benefits providing sensory feedback to the lower extremities 
while enhancing core stability, dynamic balance, and spatial awareness; and talk tubes- an 

The playset and the 
for Accessible Design 

September 13, 2018 



Playscape Recreation LLC

PO Box 146
Yates Center, KS  66783
(620) 625-3800
kate@playscaperecreation.com

QUOTE
ADDRESS

Melissa Prenger
City of Prairie Village
3535 Somerset Dr.
Prairie Village, KS  66208

SHIP TO

Melissa Prenger
City of Prairie Village
3535 Somerset Dr.
Prairie Village, KS  66208

QUOTE # 1319
DATE 09/13/2018

EXPIRATION DATE 10/13/2018

ACTIVITY QTY RATE AMOUNT

Playground
801-116504B--

1 62,581.00 62,581.00

Installation 1 25,000.00 25,000.00

Harmony Park Freenotes:1 Serenade 1 4,200.00 4,200.00

Harp
11 Note non-resonated aluminum comes on 
a powder coated steel frame, and two Mallets

1 4,000.00 4,000.00

Flower
Large Flowers - 2 different flowers 2 colors 
with 4 anodized aluminum notes each on a 
green powder coated steel frame.  Choice of 
Yellow or Indigo

1 899.00 899.00

Turf
IPEMA Certified Turf per specs MUSIC 
GARDEN

1 4,500.00 4,500.00

Material Surcharge 1 3,659.70 3,659.70

EWF Install
Installation of EWF up to 12" Price Per 
square foot Includes up to 270 Cubic Yards 
of Fresh Mulch -

8,000 1.18 9,440.00

Labor
Removal of existing equipment.  Installer 
claims all salvage rights, it will be removed to 
be salvaged/recycled and given the 
time/price of project will not be reusable.  For 
re-use a labor rate of $150 per hour to mark 
and carefully remove equipment.

1 0.00 0.00

Terms
- Includes coordinating deliveries and
unloading equipment at job site please let us
know up front if you cannot unload
equipment and store in case of inclement
weather.  Additional Trip Fee available if

1 0.00 0.00



ACTIVITY QTY RATE AMOUNT

delivery needs taken before installation to 
unload.
- This price does not include other demolition
- This price excludes core drilling or cutting 
concrete or asphalt
- The price on this line item specifically 
excludes permitting fees; permitting is the 
responsibility of the customer
- The price on this line item excludes site 
security during installation and curing period
- The price on this line item specifically 
excludes disposal of packing materials. If 
sufficiently large trash cans/dumpsters are 
provided, our crew will place the trash in 
those containers; if trash cans/dumpsters are 
not provided, one can be ordered at an 
additional charge
- Price excludes prevailing wage or other 
premium labor requirements
- Specifically excludes installation of tree 
protection fencing or other measures. The 
customer acknowledges that work within drip 
lines of existing trees may result in damage 
or death of existing trees. This proposal 
specifically excludes remediation or 
replacement of any landscaping material in 
or around the playground. Shall not be 
responsible to remove existing trees, limbs, 
roots etc.

 

SUBTOTAL 114,279.70
SHIPPING 5,679.19
TOTAL $119,958.89

Accepted By Accepted Date
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CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS 

PURCHASE ORDER 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

PlayScapes Recreation LLC Proposal re: Franklin Park dated September 17, 2018 

City of Prairie Village, Kansas ("City") hereby issues this purchase order (this "Order") to PlayScapes Recreation 
LLC, 101 South Pratt, Yates Center, Kansas 66783  (the "Seller") accepting Proposal dated September 13, 2018 
re: Franklin Park, a copy of which is attached to this Order, for products (the “Products”) and/or services 
(“Services”) to City.  These terms and conditions are in integral part of the Order and may not be varied without 
City prior written consent. 

1. TRANSPORTATION.  Unless otherwise stipulated on the face of this Order or as modified by letter 
from City, goods covered by this Order shall be shipped "FOB destination".  Risk of loss and title to said goods to 
pass to City only upon delivery to City’s specified end destination.  Delivery in advance of the specified City’s 
shipping date, however, will not cause passage of title, transfer of risk of loss and/or establish FOB point.  
Transportation charges on goods delivered FOB destination must be prepaid.  No charges for unauthorized 
transportation will be allowed.  Any unauthorized shipment, which will result in excess transportation charges, 
must be fully prepaid by the Seller.  Unauthorized transportation charges not prepaid will be offset by City.   

2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS. No terms and conditions other than the terms and conditions set forth in 
this Order, including any terms and conditions in any document attached to or incorporated by reference, shall be 
binding upon City unless accepted by it in writing signed by the City’s Purchasing Agent or Supply Chain 
Manager.  Notwithstanding any other provision of this Order, City reserves expressly the right to revoke this 
Order at any time prior to receipt of notice of acceptance by Seller.  Acceptance is limited to the terms stated 
herein.  All terms and conditions contained in any prior proposal or acknowledgment of this Order which are 
different from or in addition to the terms and conditions of this Order are hereby rejected and shall not be binding 
on City, whether or not they would materially alter this Order, and City hereby objects thereto.  Seller will be 
deemed to have assented to all terms and conditions contained herein if any part of the goods and/or service 
covered by this Order is shipped or an invoice is presented in connection with the said Products and Services. 

3. INSPECTION; ACCEPTANCE. All Products and Services shall be received subject to City’s right of 
inspection and rejection, and any payment by City for such Products and Services does not constitute acceptance.  
If any of the Products and Services furnished hereunder are found at any time to be defective in material or 
workmanship or otherwise not in conformity with the requirements of this Order, City, in addition to any other 
rights which it may have under all applicable warranties or otherwise, may at its option correct or have corrected 
the nonconformity at Seller's expense, or reject and return such goods and/or discontinue such services at Seller's 
expense.  Such Products and Services shall not be replaced or continued without written authorization from City.  
City may accept, without prejudice, a portion of any shipment, and, at its option, have Seller repair or replace any 
non-conforming portion of the shipment, at Seller's expense.  Items rejected shall be removed promptly by the 
Seller at its expense and at its risk.  Final acceptance shall not be conclusive with respect to latent defects, fraud or 
such gross mistakes as amount to fraud or with respect to the City’s rights under the "Warranty" clause. 

4. TERMS.  The Order price shall not be increased nor the terms hereof changed without the City’s written 
consent.  The Seller warrants that the prices of the items covered by this Order are not in excess of the Seller's 
lowest lawful prices in effect on the date of this Order for comparable quantities of similar items.  If cash 
discounts for early payment are offered by Seller, the period of time agreed upon as constituting "early payment" 
shall begin with the later of the invoice date or receipt of merchandise.   “Net invoices” will be paid on the last 
day of the following month.  Unless freight or other charges are itemized, the discount will be taken on the full 
amount of the invoice. 
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5. DELIVERY SCHEDULE.  Time is of the essence in the fulfillment of this Order.  This Order is subject 
to cancellation if not shipped at the specified time.  The City reserves the right to refuse deliveries made in 
advance of the delivery schedule.  Merchandise shipped after the time specified may be returned at the Seller's 
expense for full credit.  Retention of all or any part of such merchandise shall not be considered acceptance of 
same.  Acceptance of such merchandise shall not be deemed a waiver of the City’s right to hold the Seller liable 
for any loss or damage resulting therefrom, nor shall it act as a modification of the Seller's obligation to make 
future deliveries in accordance with the delivery schedule.  City shall be reimbursed in full for all merchandise 
returned.  In addition thereto, City shall have the privilege, if shipment is not made on time, to purchase similar 
merchandise in the open market in such quantities as they may find necessary not exceeding the amount called for 
in this Order and hold Seller responsible for the difference, if any, between the price so paid and the Order price. 

6. TERMINATION BY CITY.  City shall have the right for and at its convenience to terminate this Order 
in whole or in part at any time, and from time to time, by written or telegraphic notice effective upon receipt by 
Seller, even though Seller is not in breach of any obligation hereunder.  Upon receipt of notice of termination, 
Seller shall immediately discontinue performance and shall comply with City’s instructions concerning 
disposition of completed and partially completed items, work in progress and materials acquired pursuant to this 
Order.  In the event of such termination, Seller shall be paid an amount in settlement to be mutually agreed upon 
by the parties which shall cover Seller's reasonable costs of performance incurred prior to termination in 
connection with the items for which this Order is terminated plus a reasonable profit based upon such costs.  
However, said payment shall not exceed the price specified herein for such items.  In no event shall the Seller be 
entitled to recover incidental, consequential, punitive or special damages.  Seller shall advise the City, in writing, 
of Seller's claim, if any, for termination costs within ten (10) days after receipt of the notice of termination. 

7. ENTIRE AGREEMENT.  This Order constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and contains 
all the agreements and conditions of sale; no course of dealing or usage of the trade shall be applicable unless 
expressly incorporated in this Order.  The terms and conditions contained in the Order may not be added to, 
modified, superseded or otherwise altered except by a written modification signed by an authorized officer of the 
City.  Each delivery shall be deemed to be only upon the terms and conditions contained in this Order, which shall 
supersede all inconsistent provisions included in Seller's proposal and in any subsequent acknowledgment by 
Seller, notwithstanding the City’s act of accepting or paying for any delivery or similar act of the City. 

8. SHIPMENT.  All material shall be properly packed for shipment.  The Seller shall comply with the 
City’s standard routing and shipping instructions issued by the City.  If such instructions are not attached hereto or 
have not been previously received, instructions must be requested from the City immediately.  No additional 
charge will be allowed for packing, crating, freight, express or cartage unless specified on the face of the Order.  
Any loss or damage, whenever occurring, which results from Seller's improper packaging or crating shall be 
borne by Seller.  All items shall be properly identified with City’s Order number releasing shipments against this 
Order and the Order item number or other identification number shown. 

9. TAXES. Unless otherwise stated, the prices on the cover page of this order do not include any sales, use, 
excise, or similar taxes, duties, tariffs or import charges that may be applicable to the goods, materials, work or 
services furnished hereunder.  All such taxes and charges shall be shown separately on Seller’s invoice.  

10. INSURANCE.  Seller hereby certifies that insurance policies (from a reputable insurance company 
acceptable to the City) providing coverages and limits in accordance with good industry practices will be 
maintained in full force during the term of this Order.   

11. WARRANTIES.  City shall receive the benefits of any warranty made by the manufacturer of the 
Products. In addition, Seller warrants that it has title to the Products free and clear of any liens, claims, or other 
encumbrances, and that the Products and Services are of good and merchantable quality, in conformity with 
industry standards, fit and safe for their intended purpose, and free from defects of any kind. Seller further 
warrants that the Products and Services conform strictly to (i) the terms of the Purchase Order, (ii) any 
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specifications or drawings provided by City and/or any samples provided by Seller and (iii) Seller’s published 
functional specifications for the Products. Seller further warrants that, except to the extent based on designs 
provided by City, the design, construction, sale, and use of the Products does not and will not infringe on any U.S. 
patent, trademark, service mark, trade secret or other proprietary rights of any other person. If any Products or 
Services are found not to conform to any of these warrants within twelve (12) months after delivery of such 
Products or completion of performance of such Services, or if any Products do not function properly during that 
time period for any reason other than as a result of City’s misuse of such Products, then, at City’s option and 
Seller’s sole cost and expense, Seller shall promptly either repair or correct such nonconforming Products or 
Services or replace nonconforming Products with conforming Products. City also shall be entitled to pursue any 
other remedies available to it at law or in equity. 

12. INDEMNIFICATION.  Seller shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless City, its officials, officers, 
employees and agents (collectively the "Indemnitees") from and against all expenses, claims, demands, liabilities 
or money judgments including but not limited to reasonable attorney fees incurred by an Indemnitee arising from 
or related to (i) any breach of this Order or any covenant or warranty contained herein by Seller; (iii) any defect in 
goods or services; or (iv) the negligence or fault of Seller, its employees or authorized representatives.  City shall 
promptly notify Seller of any proceeding, claim or threat filed against any Indemnitee and shall have the right, but 
not the obligation, to participate in the defense, including the right of retention of counsel and disposition of the 
matter, of any lawsuit or other action for which Seller is obligated to defend and indemnify City under this Order.  
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Order, Seller shall have no duty of indemnification under this 
Order to the extent that said expenses, claims, demands, liabilities or money judgments are caused by the 
negligence, fault, or non-compliance with this Order on the part of the City.  This Section shall survive any 
termination of this Order. 

13. CHOICE OF LAW; VENUE. This Order and the purchase and sale of the Products and Services 
described herein shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Kansas. The act 
of contracting for the purchase of the goods and services, and the payment for same, shall be deemed to have 
occurred in Johnson County, Kansas. Venue for any dispute arising from or related to this purchase order and the 
purchase of the Products and Services described herein shall be in the District Court in Johnson County, Kansas. 

 
City of Prairie Village, Kansas PlayScapes Recreation LLC 

By:       By:       

Name:      Name:      

Title:      Title:      

Date: Date: 
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RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
Approve the submittal of the Preliminary Engineering Study (PES) to the Johnson 
County SMAC Program for the 68th and Mission Road Stormwater Improvements 
Project. 

 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
 
In February 2018, Council approved a contract with Water Resources Solutions to 
develop a PES for the area at 68th and Mission Road.  This study is funded at 75% by the 
County’s SMAC program.  The goal of the study was to determine solutions that would 
reduce home and roadway flooding due to Brush Creek.  In August of 2017 there were 
several flood events that caused home and roadway flooding. 
 
The PES is attached and describes three possible solutions as required by the SMAC 
program.    
 
A public meeting was held on October 9, 2018 and residents were supportive of the 
project. 
 
Approval to submit the PES to the County for potential funding is requested.  The project 
will compete with other projects submitted in Johnson County.  The earliest a project 
could be funded would be 2020.  The SMAC program would potentially fund 75% of the 
final design, construction, and construction inspection costs. 
 

ATTAATTAATTAATTACHMENTSCHMENTSCHMENTSCHMENTS    
    
PES for the project. 
Power Point Presentation 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
 
Cliff Speegle, Stormwater Project Manager     November 29, 2018 
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Nov. 16, 2018

Keith Bredehoeft 
Public Works Director 
City of Prairie Village 
3535 Somerset Drive 
Prairie Village, KS 66208

Subject: Brush Creek at 68th Street and Mission Road Preliminary Engineering Study

Dear Mr. Bredehoeft:

Water Resources Solutions, LLC is pleased to present its preliminary engineering study outlining 
alternative solutions for the intermittent flooding of Brush Creek at Mission Road and 68th 
Street.

Within this preliminary engineering study report you will find, per Johnson County 
requirements, an executive summary; a general discussion, including background, existing 
conditions, standards, utility contacts and permits; a summary of findings, including project 
limits, hydrology and hydraulics, field investigations; a description of alternatives, which 
includes proposed improvements, utilities, rights-of-way and easements, effects on other cities 
and opinions of probable costs; recommendations, including evaluation of alternatives and 
recommended alternative; and flood problem rating forms.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at (913) 302-1030. 

Sincerely, 
Water Resources Solutions, LLC

Donald W. Baker, P.E., D. WRE, CPESC 
Principal and Owner

 

10-30-2017 

3515 W. 75th St. n Suite 208 n Prairie Village, KS 66208 n (913) 302-1030 n Info@WRS-rc.com

11-16-2018
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The City of Prairie Village has asked Water Resource 
Solutions to provide a preliminary engineering report 
of alternative options that will prevent or remedy 
flooding of residences along Brush Creek. The study 
includes evaluating three options:

1.	 Buy out the houses at risk of the 1% flood event 
and raise Mission Road high enough to prevent 
the 1% flood event from making it impassable. 

2.	 Raise Mission Road high enough to prevent 
the 1% flood event from overtopping the road 
and flooding residences, converting the parking 
lot east of Mission Road into public park green 
space to serve as a stream bench. 

3.	 Raise Mission Road high enough to prevent the 
1% flood event from overtopping the road and 
flooding residents, retaining the parking lot east 
of Mission Road for use as a stream bench. 

The recommended alternative is alternative No. 2. This 
recommendation is based on the following factors:
•	 The relative costs
•	 The relative likelihood of each option to prevent 

rather than merely mitigate the flooding
•	 The capability to protect the at-risk houses 

while allowing Mission Road to remain open 
for emergency-vehicle use during flood events.  

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

List of Tables

I. PROJECT OVERVIEW
The Brush Creek at Mission Road and 68th Street 
project is located in Prairie Village, Kan., and is 
associated with flood risk mitigation improvements 
for Mission Road and five private homes.

A. FLOOD PROBLEM RATING TABLE
The Johnson County Stormwater Management 
Program Flood Problem Rating Table for the proj-
ect is shown in Figure 1. Based on the flooding fac-
tors on the form, the project is rated at 175 points.

The first point category is number 2 – Flooding of 
Habitable Buildings. The points for this factor total 
40 points. A frequency multiplier of 1 was chosen 
because of flooding of the homes in August 2017 and 
because the Effective FEMA model shows that four 
of the five flooded homes would flood or be at risk of 
flooding due to less than 1 foot freeboard during the 
1% annual occurrence flood event. A severity mul-
tiplier of 1 was selected since the number of homes 
impacted is less than six.

The second point category selected is number 6 – 
Flooding Residential Streets of More Than 7 Inch-
es. The total points for this factor is 135 points. A 
frequency multiplier of 3 was chosen because the 
water depth over Mission Road exceeded 7 inches 

for the three 2017 storms and because the mod-
eling occurs at much less than a 20% annual oc-
currence flood event. A severity multiplier of 1.5 
was selected because the flooded roadway restricts 
emergency vehicle access.

B. BACKGROUND
The City of Prairie Village has asked Water Re-
source Solutions to provide a preliminary engineer-
ing report of alternative options that will mitigate 
flooding to residences and an arterial street along 
Brush Creek.

Brush Creek runs parallel from south to north 
along Mission Road as it passes under the intersec-
tion of Mission Road and Tomahawk Road. Fur-
ther north, the reach continues past a residential 
neighborhood at 68th Street. At 66th Street, Brush 
Creek turns northeast and runs along Indian Lane 
as it exits the City of Prairie Village.

The flooding issues for this project include the 
flooding of five homes by one major event in August 
2017. Four of the five homes are shown to be at 
risk of flooding by the 1% annual occurrence flood 
event, according to the Effective FEMA model. 
Mission Road at this location is shown to flood by 
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more than 7 inches for flood events less than the 
20% annual occurrence flood, and it flooded three 
times in the Summer of 2017. The homes confirmed 
by the City of Prairie Village to have flooded at least 
twice during summer 2017 are illustrated in Figure 
1. The flooded homes may have also flooded during 
the Oct. 4, 1998, flood event, but this flooding is 
unverified.  

The project limits are along Brush Creek from ap-
proximately the intersection of Tomahawk Road and 
Mission Road to 67th Terrace and Mission Road. 

C. EXISTING CONDITIONS

The drainage area to the Brush Creek reach at 68th 
Street is approximately 4.6 square miles. The peak 
flow for the 1% annual exceedance flow event for 
the Johnson County/FEMA model is approximately 
7,153 cubic feet per second. 

During the 100-year design storm event, the 
intersection of Mission Road and Tomahawk Road 
floods. The west side of Mission Road floods into the 
residential neighborhood from Tomahawk Road to 
West 67th Terrace. This flooding impedes the safe 
passage of traffic and closes access of these roads to 
emergency vehicles. The lowest elevation of Mission 

Table 1: Johnson County Stormwater Management Plan: Flood Problem Rating Table 1999
City: Prairie Village, Kansas                             Basin & Watershed: Brush Creek 
Location: 68th Street and Mission Road          Description of Problem: Flooding

Basin & Watershed

Flood Problem Rating

Factor 
No. Factor Description Eliminates 

Factor
Rating 
Points

Frequency 
Multiplier*

Severity 
Multiplier* Total Points

1 Loss of Life 40 0

2 Flood of habitable building 3 40 1 1 40

3 Flooding of garages and outbuildings 2 20 0

4 Flooding of arterial street of more than 7 inches 5,6,7 30 3 1.5 135

5 Flooding of collector street of more than 7 inches 4,6,7 25 0

6 Flooding of residential street of more than 7 inches 4,5,7 20 0

7 Widespread or long-term ponding in streets 4,5,6 20 0

8 Erosion threatens habitable buildings, utilities, streets, 
bridges

9 30 0

9 Erosion significant in unmaintained areas 8 10 0

10 Erosion causes imminent drainage structure collapse 11,12 30 0

11 Erosion causes marginal drainage structure collapse 10,12 15 0

12 Erosion causes failure of drainage structure 10,11 10 0

13 Other cities receiving benefits 20 0

14 Other cities contributing to the flooding problem 10 0

Project Total Points 175

Estimated Total Project Cost $2,262,523

Priority Rating = Total Project Cost/Total Points 12,929
* See appendix for severity and frequency multiplier values
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Road between Tomahawk Road and West 67th Street 
is  903.2 feet. The FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map 
(FIRM) Shows the 1% annual exceedance flow event 
water surface at this location between 908 to 907.1 
feet. 

These flood extents were reached for certain on July 
27, 2017, when a 2% storm event caused flood-
ing along Mission Road from Tomahawk Road to 
West 67th Terrace. The flooding on Mission Road 
was observed to be several feet deep. A second event 
during that summer produced similar flood extents 
and roadway flooding depth. Both events produced 
flooding on an arterial street of more than 7 inches. 
The City of Prairie Village also documented five resi-
dential homes on the west side of Mission Road that 
were flooded during these events. The addresses were 
3907 68th Street, 6734 Mission Road, 6800 Mission 
Road, 3900 68th Terrace and 3906 68th Terrace. 

An overall drainage area map, map of the flooded 
residences and a FEMA flood map for the project 
area are included in Figures 2, 3 and 4, respectively.

The Flood Problem Rating Table in Figure 1 identi-
fies 175.0 total project points. It should be noted a 
frequency multiplier of 3 was used because, as noted 
above, the flooding occurred three times during the 
summer of 2017. Water Resources Solutions believes 
the total points may be conservatively low. Further 
detailed analysis may identify additional drainage de-
ficiencies and modify the rating table points.

D. STANDARDS
The Kansas City Chapter of the American Public 
Works Association Design Criteria Section 5600 
will be the basis of design for this project. Any de-
viations from this standard will be noted during 
the design of the project.

The construction will be completed using the City 
of Prairie Village construction specifications and 
standard details. Additional details and specifica-
tions will be supplemented as necessary for the 
project. 

Figure 1. Homes affected by flooding in Loch Lloyd

3900 and 3906 West 68th Terrace

6800 Mission Road

3907 W. 68th St.

6734 Mission Road
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Figure 2. Drainage area map

Table 2. Utility contacts
Google Fiber Johnson County Wastewater Kansas City Power & Light Co. Spectrum

908 Broadway Boulevard 
Kansas City, MO 64105 
Becky Davis 
(913) 725-8745 
rebeccadavis@google.com

4800 Nall Avenue 
Mission, KS 66202 
Mike Pillar 
(913) 715-8537 
Mike.pillar@JCW.org

4400 East Front Street 
Kansas City, MO 64120 
Gary Price 
(913) 894-3074 
gary.price@ckpl.com

8221 W. 119th Street 
Overland Park, KS 66213 
Alex Cashman 
(913) 915-0553 
Charles.cashman@charter.com

Water One Kansas Gas Service Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline AT&T

10747 Renner Boulevard 
Lenexa, KS 66216 
Jan Hardie 
P (913) 895-5500 
F (913) 895-1827 
Jhardie@waterone.org

Engineering Department 
11401 W. 89th Street 
Overland Park, KS 66214 
Tony Cellitti 
(913) 599-8964 
tcellitti@ksgas.com

8195 Cole Parkway 
Shawnee, Kansas 66227 
P (913) 422-6300 F (913) 422-6330 
Bob Bath 
Bob.a.bath@sscgp.com 
Justin Henke 
Justin.Henke@sscgp.com

9444 Nall Avenue 
Overland Park, KS 66207 
Randy Gaskin 
(913) 383-6948 
RG9513@att.com 
Darren Welch 
(816) 392-0353 
DW9342@att.com

Consolidated Communications

9701 Lackman Road 
Lenexa, KS 66219 
Melissa Stringer (913) 
322-6922
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E. UTILITY CONTACTS
The following utilities could be 
impacted by the project. Table 2 
provides the contact information 
for these utilities. 
n �Kansas City Power & Light
n �AT&T
n �Time Warner Cable
n �Google Fiber
n �Kansas Gas Service
n �WaterOne
n �Consolidated Communications
n �Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline
n �Johnson County Wastewater

F. PERMITS
Potential environmental impact in-
volved in at least one proposed al-
ternative will be significant enough 
to require application to the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers for per-
mitting under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act. In addition, at 
least one proposed alternative will 
necessitate requesting a Letter of 
Map Revision to the FEMA flood 
map to correct the flood zone 
boundary based upon changes to 
the hydraulics of the floodway as a 
result of the project improvements. 

G. �CONFORMANCE WITH 
WATERSHED STUDIES

This project falls within the Brush 
Creek portion of the Northeast 
Johnson County Watershed Study 
completed by Johnson County. The 
effective FEMA model was used as 
the basis of the model to identify 
the existing flooding conditions for 
the project. The proposed improve-
ments for the alternatives studied 
were modeled using this existing 
conditions hydraulic model.

Figure 3. Map of flooded residences
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Figure 4. FEMA flood map for project area
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II. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
A. PROJECT LIMITS
This project includes improvements along Brush 
Creek and Mission Road from Tomahawk Road and 
67th Street, illustrated in Figure 5. 

B. �HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULICS 
This study’s hydrology and hydraulics are based on the 
models for the Northeast Johnson County Watershed 
Study and the FEMA effective models. These models 
were used to evaluate the proposed improvements.

The flowrate used for the hydraulic model, based 
on the Northeast Johnson County Watershed Study, 
was 7,141.00 cubic feet per second, identified at 
reach station 2.753. This station lies at the upstream 
start of the project limits. The hydraulics for this 
project were modeled using the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers’ Hydrologic Engineering Center River 
Analysis System (HEC-RAS) software.

The results of the hydraulic analysis show that 
two of the five homes documented to have flooded 
during the summer 2017 2% storm events have low-
opening elevations below the water surface elevation 
of the 100-year flood event. Two additional homes 
have low-opening elevations less than 1 foot above 
the 100-year flood event. The home address and 
associated elevations are shown in Table 3.

C. FIELD INVESTIGATIONS 
On May 23, 2018, a field investigation was performed 
to determine whether any of the alternatives offered 

might raise particular issues. The only concerns 
discovered involve the utility poles located along 
Mission Road. Because each alternative proposes to 
raise the height of Mission Road, the resulting clearance 
distance beneath overhead power lines crossing the 
street may create potential for tall trucks to hit them. 
Power poles typical of those along Mission Road are 
illustrated in Figure 6.

D. �IMPROVEMENT ALTERNATIVES
Three proposed alternative solutions to address 
flooding within the Brush Creek reach at Mission 
Road and 68th Street were developed as part of this 
report. A suggested fourth potential alternative was 

Table 3. Comparison of low-opening elevations 
to the 100-year water surface elevations

Address
Low Opening/

Floor Elevation
100-Yr Surface 

Elevation

3906 W 68th Terrace 909.01 907.98

3900 W 68th Terrace 908.07 907.98

3907 W 68th Street 908.25 907.70

6800 Mission Road 906.93 907.70

6734 Mission Road 906.60 907.41

Figure 5. Project limits



8	 Mission Road and 68th Street Preliminary Engineering Study

studied but ultimately discarded, which would have 
required building a flood wall on the east side of the 
Village Presbyterian Church, located at 6641 Mission 
Road. Water Resources Solutions’ two-dimensional 
modeling suggested an approximate 200-foot flood 
wall could be a feasible option to mitigate flooding of 
the church without adverse upstream or downstream 
effects. However, the wall was considered too intrusive 
to the structure. Additionally, it would not qualify as 
FEMA-compliant and would require the entirety of the 
area to lie within a city drainage easement. Therefore, 
as studied it would not qualify for SMAC support 
funding. For those reasons, the alternative was deemed 
functionally impossible for this site.

The three proposed alternative solutions are described 
here, including, where appropriate, proposed 
improvements, utilities, rights-of-way and easements, 
effects on other cities and opinions of probable costs.

1. DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVE 1
The first alternative proposed improvement would be to 
remove the at-risk houses from the flood plain by buying 
them out, and to prevent Mission Road from flooding by 
raising the elevation of Mission Road from Tomahawk 
Road to West 68th Street. The proposed houses for the 
buyout plan are shown in Figures 1 and 3.

The increase in elevation of Mission Road will prevent 
the water from topping over the street and closing it 
to traffic use. As part of this alternative, the parking 
lot east of Mission Road will have to be lowered and 
will essentially act as a bench for the stream. 

Water Resources Solutions used the HEC-RAS 
methodology to determine the water surface 
elevation, with the raised elevation of Mission Road 
and the parking lot acting as a bench for Brush Creek 
during the 1% flood event. 

a. Facilities
This alternative mitigates the flood risk for the 
five affected homes by purchasing and removing 
them from the floodplain. It mitigates the flooding 
to Mission Road between Tomahawk Road and 
West 68th Street by increasing the road elevation 
about 4.5 feet, to an elevation of 908.5 feet to 909 
feet. Approximately 625 feet of road will have to be 
regraded and raised. The parking lot stretching along 
the east side of Mission Road will also need to be torn 
out and regraded. Streets connecting to Mission Road 
will also have to be regraded to accommodate the 
change in elevation.  

In conjunction with re-grading, the parking lot 
presently located on the east side of Mission Road 
can be either repaved to remain as parking lot or 
constructed into a park in accordance with the Prairie 
Village Park Masterplan.  

b. Road/traffic
Mission Road between Tomahawk Road and West 
68th Street will have to be closed for construction, 
and traffic will have to be redirected. The City of 
Mission Hills is aware of the conclusions of this 
preliminary engineering study and has agreed to 
coordinate future plans with the City of Prairie 
Village to accommodate construction-related 
traffic changes. 

c. Utilities
Utility poles will have to be moved, and stormwater 
drainage will have to be improved to accommodate 
the roadway elevation change. Alternations to the 
utility poles along Mission Road will need to be 
considered, as raising the road by 4 feet may reduce 

Figure 6. Mission Road utility poles and power lines
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the minimum vertical clearance beneath electrical 
lines. 

d. Rights-of-way/easements
The City of Prairie Village has the right of way on 
Mission Road and sidewalks. The parcel that runs 
along the east side of Mission Road is owned by the 
city. The parking lot is within the right of way for 
the city to construct a park trail. The driveways of 
residences on the west side of Mission Road and, 
possibly, a portion of the Village Presbyterian Church 
parking lot will have to be replaced to accommodate 
the elevation change. 

e. Preliminary drawing 
A drawings of the houses proposed for buyout is 
shown in Figure 7. A preliminary drawing of the 
portion of this alternative that raises Mission Road is 
shown in Figure 8. 

f. Opinion of probable cost 
The appraised value of the five houses proposed to 
be bought out under this alternative was taken from 
Johnson County Appraiser’s online land records and 
adjusted to current value using an inflation rate of 
3%. The cost to raise the height of Mission Road 
assumes the existing parking lot will be replaced by 
park ground, as that is the relatively less expensive 
choice and also meets Prairie Village design 
standards. Using that data, the opinion of probable 
cost is $7,470,405. 

g. Relationship to other city stormwater facilities
This project should affect no surrounding cities. 
Although changes will be made to the stormwater 
infrastructure, the models studied demonstrated that 
improvements from this alternative would not raise 
flood levels in neighboring Mission Hills nor change 
flow velocities of stormwater entering that city’s 
system from Prairie Village. 

h. Effects on Surrounding Cities
This alternative has been determined to not have 
any effect on flood conditions in the immediately 
neighboring City of Mission Hills or other cities. 

i. Conformance with Current Design Standards
This alternative will meet the requirements of City of 
Prairie Village and Johnson County design standards. 

Figure 7: Houses proposed for buyout plan
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Table 4: Alternative 1 – Buy out at-risk houses and raise Mission Road - engineers opinion of probable construction cost

Item Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost

Residence Buyout Costs

1 Clearing, Grubbing & Demolition LS 1 $ 304,560.00 $ 304,560.00 

2 Erosion and Sediment Control LS 1 $ 15,230.00 $ 15,230.00 

3 Mobilization LS 1 $ 243,650.00 $ 243,650.00 

4 Traffic Control LS 1 $ 7,620.00 $ 7,620.00 

5 6830 Mission Road LS 1 $ 196,100.00 $ 196,100.00 

6 6734 Mission Road LS 1 $ 212,900.00 $ 212,900.00 

7 6800 Mission Road LS 1 $ 245,500.00 $ 245,500.00 

8 3900 68th Terrace LS 1 $ 190,200.00 $ 190,200.00 

9 3901 68th Terrace LS 1 $ 149,800.00 $ 149,800.00 

10 House Demolition and Restoration SF 136,735 $ 15.00 $ 2,051,025.00 

 Subtotal $ 3,616,585.00

 20% contingency $ 723,317.00 

3% inflation on homes $ 29,835.00

  Total construction cost $ 4,339,902.00

Design/consultant fee (20% of total 
construction cost)

$ 867,980.00

Buyout subtotal $ 5,207,882.00

Raising Mission Road Elevation Costs

1 Clearing, Grubbing and Demolition LS 1  $138,200.00  $138,200.00 

2 Erosion and Sediment Control LS 1  $55,280.00  $55,280.00 

3 Mobilization LS 1  $55,280.00  $55,280.00 

4 Traffic Control LS 1  $34,550.00  $34,550.00 

5 Excavating, Filling and Grading - Fill 
Inc. park grading

CY 8,923  $15.00  $133,845.00 

6 Excavating, Filling and Grading - Excavation 
Inc. park grading

CY 1,647  $10.00  $16,470.00 

7 Asphalt Pavement 
North side Tomahawk Rd through 67th Terr intersection. Inc. aggregate subgrade

SY 6,292  $75.00  $471,900.00 

8 Mill and Overlay SY 360 $30.00 $10,800.00

9 Parking Lot Asphalt Pavement SY 460  $75.00  $34,500.00 

10 Curb and Gutter 
Inc. parking areas and islands

LF 2,020  $45.00  $90,900.00 

11 Concrete Sidewalk 
6-foot sidewalk west of Mission Rd; 8-foot, east

SY 676  $35.00  $23,660.00 
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2. DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVE 2 
The second proposed improvement is to both protect 
the five at-risk residences and prevent flooding 
from closing Mission Road to traffic by raising the 
elevation of Mission Road from Tomahawk Road 
to West 68th Street. The increase in elevation will 
prevent the water from topping over the street and 
into the residences. The parking lot east of Mission 
Road will have to be lowered and will essentially act 
as a bench for the stream. 

Water Resources Solutions used the HEC-RAS 
methodology to determine the water surface 
elevation, with the raised elevation of Mission Road 
and the parking lot acting as a bench for Brush Creek 
during the 1% flood event. 

a. Facilities
Mission Road between Tomahawk Road and West 
68th Street currently sits at an average elevation of 
900 feet, with a low elevation of 903.2 feet. The flood 
water elevation rises to 907 to 908 feet, meaning the 
elevation of Mission Road will need to be raised to an 
elevation of 908.5 feet to 909 feet in order to be higher 
than the flood elevation. Reaching this target means 
Mission Road will need to be elevated by about 4.5 
feet. Approximately 625 feet of road will have to be 
regraded and raised. The parking lot stretching along 
the east side of Mission Road will also need to be torn 
out and regraded. Streets connecting to Mission Road 
will also have to be regraded to accommodate the 
change in elevation. Figure 8 shows an aerial view of 
Mission Road and the houses on the west side that are 

  Subtotal  $1,571,197.00 
 20% contingency  $314,239.00 
 Total construction cost  $1,885,436.00 

Design/consultant fee (20% of total construction cost, less FEMA LoMAR costs) 
Inc. construction inspection and testing

 $302,087.00 

FEMA LoMAR costs $75,000.00
Raising Mission subtotal  $2,262,523.00 
Alternative 1 Buyout homes and raise Mission Road total cost $7,470,405.00

Item Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost

ADA-Compliant Ramps (All Types) EA 4 $1,500.00 $6,000.00

12 Concrete Driveways and Approaches 
Inc. church parking lot

SY 2,381  $45.00  $107,145.00 

13 Traffic Island Replacement/Landscaping EA 2 $20,000.00 $40,000.00

14 Street Light Replacement EA 6 $3,000.00 $18,000.00

15 Storm Sewer Structures EA 20  $6,000.00  $120,000.00 

16 Storm Sewer Pipe LF 1,108 $63.00 $69,804.00

17 Rip Rap SY 53.33 $100.00 $5333.00

18 Stormwater BMPs 
Inc. stream landscape restoration

EA 2 $25,000.00 $50,000.00

19 Sanitary Sewer Structures EA 7  $5,500.00  $38,500.00 

20 Sodding and Fertilizing 
Inc. residential lawns bordering Mission Rd and park area east of Mission Rd

SY 2,505  $6.00  $15,030.00 

21 Residential landscaping EA 1 $36,000 $36,000.00
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at risk of flooding. Raising Mission 
Road will act as a barrier, preventing 
the water from reaching the houses. 
It will also allow 1 foot of freeboard 
for the water surface elevation to the 
top of the roads. 

In conjunction with re-grading, the 
parking lot located on the east side 
of Mission Road can be constructed 
into a park in accordance with the 
Prairie Village Park Masterplan. This 
use also opens more opportunity for 
bioretention to be used at the park 
to improve water quality. The park 
would also connect well with Prairie 
Village’s existing biking path. 

The removal of the parking lot will 
also prevent risk to parked vehicles 
during a 100-year flood event. 
Because the parking lot area on the 
east side of Mission Road must 
be situated below the flood line 
in order to act as the necessary 
flood bench, it is ill-advised to use 
that area as a parking lot, due to 
the high risk for flooding to float 
away cars and passengers, posing 
unnecessary risk to the community 
and lives.

b. Road/traffic
Mission Road between Tomahawk 
Road and West 68th Street will 
have to be closed for construction, 
and traffic will have to be 
redirected. The City of Mission 
Hills is aware of the conclusions of 
this preliminary engineering study 
and has agreed to coordinate future 
plans with the City of Prairie Village 
to accommodate construction-
related traffic changes. 

c. Utilities
Utility poles will have to be moved, 
and stormwater drainage will have 

Figure 8: Plan view of Mission Road to be raised with park

Homes Removed
from Flood Zone

Proposed
New Pavement

Legend

Flood Hazard
Zone (after
Improvements)

Flood Hazard
Zone (Current)

Improvements to
Park Master Plan

3901 W
 

67
th St.

3901 W
 

67
th Terr.

3900 W
 

68
th Terr.

6712 
M

ission

3907 W
 

68
th St.

3906 W
 

68
th Terr.

6830 
M

ission
6800 

M
ission

6734 
M

ission



	 13
WATER
RESOURCES
SOLUTIONS

Table 5: Alternative 2 – Raising Mission Road with park space - engineers opinion of probable construction cost

Item Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost

1 Clearing, Grubbing and Demolition LS 1  $138,200.00  $138,200.00 

2 Erosion and Sediment Control LS 1  $55,280.00  $55,280.00 

3 Mobilization LS 1  $55,280.00  $55,280.00 

4 Traffic Control LS 1  $34,550.00  $34,550.00 

5 Excavating, Filling and Grading - Fill 
Inc. park grading

CY 8,923  $15.00  $133,845.00 

6 Excavating, Filling and Grading - Excavation 
Inc. park grading

CY 1,647  $10.00  $16,470.00 

7 Asphalt Pavement 
North side Tomahawk Rd through 67th Terr intersection. Inc. aggregate subgrade

SY 6,292  $75.00  $471,900.00 

8 Mill and Overlay SY 360 $30.00 $10,800.00

9 Parking Lot Asphalt Pavement SY 460  $75.00  $34,500.00 

10 Curb and Gutter 
Inc. parking areas and islands

LF 2,020  $45.00  $90,900.00 

11 Concrete Sidewalk 
6-foot sidewalk west of Mission Rd; 8-foot, east

SY 676  $35.00  $23,660.00 

ADA-Compliant Ramps (All Types) EA 4 $1,500.00 $6,000.00

12 Concrete Driveways and Approaches 
Inc. church parking lot

SY 2,381  $45.00  $107,145.00 

13 Traffic Island Replacement/Landscaping EA 2 $20,000.00 $40,000.00

14 Street Light Replacement EA 6 $3,000.00 $18,000.00

15 Storm Sewer Structures EA 20  $6,000.00  $120,000.00 

16 Storm Sewer Pipe LF 1,108 $63.00 $69,804.00

17 Rip Rap SY 53.33 $100.00 $5333.00

18 Stormwater BMPs 
Inc. stream landscape restoration

EA 2 $25,000.00 $50,000.00

19 Sanitary Sewer Structures EA 7  $5,500.00  $38,500.00 

20 Sodding and Fertilizing 
Inc. residential lawns bordering Mission Rd and park area east of Mission Rd

SY 2,505  $6.00  $15,030.00 

21 Residential landscaping EA 1 $36,000 $36,000.00
  Subtotal  $1,571,197.00 
 20% contingency  $314,239.00 
 Total construction cost  $1,885,436.00 

Design/consultant fee (20% of total construction cost, less FEMA LoMAR costs) 
Inc. construction inspection and testing

 $302,087.00 

FEMA LoMAR costs $75,000.00
Raising Mission Road alternative 2 total cost  $2,262,523.00 
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to be improved to accommodate 
the roadway elevation change. 
Alternations to the utility poles 
along Mission Road will need to 
be considered, as raising the road 
by 4 feet may reduce the minimum 
vertical clearance beneath electrical 
lines. 

d. Rights-of-way/easements
The City of Prairie Village has the 
right of way on Mission Road and 
sidewalks. The parcel that runs 
along the east side of Mission 
Road is owned by Prairie Village. 
The parking lot is within the right 
of way for the city to construct 
a park trail. The driveways of 
residences on the west side of 
Mission Road and, possibly, a 
portion of the Village Presbyterian 
Church parking lot will have to 
be replaced to accommodate the 
elevation change. 

e. Preliminary drawings 
A preliminary drawing for this 
alternative is shown in Figure 8. 

f. Opinion of probable costs
Table 5 shows the engineer’s opinion 
of probable costs for this alternative 
totals $2,262,523.00.

g. �Relationship to other city stormwater 
facilities

This project should affect no 
surrounding cities. The models 
studied demonstrated that 
improvements for this alternative 
would not raise flood levels in 
neighboring Mission Hills nor 
change flow velocities of stormwater 
entering that city’s system from 
Prairie Village. 

h. Effects on surrounding cities
This alternative was determined to 

Figure 9:  Plan view of Mission Road to be raised with parking
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have no effect on the neighboring City of Mission 
Hills. 

i. �Conformance with current design standards
This alternative will meet the requirements of City 
of Prairie Village and Johnson County design stand-
ards. 

3. DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVE 3
This proposed improvement would essentially be the 
same as Alternative 2, with the exception that a park-
ing lot will occupy the lower bench area instead of a 
park. The amount of parking space has the potential 
to be reduced, as raising Mission Road will require 
a minimum slope that will decrease the width of the 
parking lot. 

Barriers would have to be installed to prevent vehi-
cles from falling into Brush Creek. 

a. Facilities
Mission Road between Tomahawk Road and West 
68th Street currently sits at an average elevation of 
900 feet, with a low elevation of 903.2 feet. The flood 
water elevation rises to 907 to 908 feet, meaning the 
elevation of Mission Road will need to be raised to an 
elevation of 908.5 feet to 909 feet in order to be higher 
than the flood elevation. Reaching this target means 
Mission Road will need to be elevated by about 4.5 
feet. Approximately 625 feet of road will have to be re-
graded and raised. The parking lot stretching along the 
east side of Mission Road will also need to be torn out 
and regraded. Streets connecting to Mission Road will 
also have to be regraded to accommodate the change 
in elevation. The parking lot stretching along the east 
side of Mission Road will also need to be torn out and 
regraded. Streets connecting to Mission Road will also 
have to be regraded to accommodate the change in el-
evation. 

The parking lot located on the east side of Mission 
Road will need to be lowered and act as a flood 
bench. It is, therefore, recommended that a parking 
lot is ill-advised due to the high risk for flooding to 
float away cars and passengers, posing unnecessary 
risk to the community and lives. Existing City of Prai-

rie Village policy forbids city parking lots from being 
constructed in a flood plain. 

b. Road/traffic
Mission Road between Tomahawk Road and West 
68th Street will have to be closed for construction 
and traffic will have to be redirected. The City of 
Mission Hills is aware of the conclusions of this pre-
liminary engineering study and has agreed to coor-
dinate future plans with the City of Prairie Village 
to accommodate construction-related traffic changes.

c. Utilities
Utility poles will have to be moved and stormwater 
drainage will have to be improved to accommodate 
the elevation change. 

d. Rights-of-ways/easements
The driveway of residents will have to be replaced to 
accommodate the elevation change. The parking lot 
is within the right of way for the City to construct a 
park trail. 

e. Preliminary drawings
The preliminary layout drawing for this alternative is 
shown in the Figure 9. 

f. Opinions of probable cost
Table 6 shows the engineer’s opinion of probable 
costs for this alternative is $2,424,918.00. 

g. �Relationship to other city stormwater facilities
This project should affect no surrounding cities. The 
models studied demonstrated improvements for this 
alternative would not raise flood levels in neighbor-
ing Mission Hills nor change flow velocities of storm-
water entering that city’s system from Prairie Village. 

h. Effects on surrounding cities
This alternative was determined to have no effect on 
the neighboring City of Mission Hills.  

i. Conformance with current design standards
This alternative will meet the requirements of John-
son County design stand-ards. It will not meet re-
quirements of City of Prairie Village which prohibit 
locating city parking within a flood plain. 
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Table 7: Alternative 3 – Raising Mission Road with parking lot - engineers opinion of probable construction cost

Item Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost

1 Clearing, Grubbing and Demolition LS 1  $168,100.00  $168,100.00 

2 Erosion and Sediment Control LS 1  $67,240.00  $67,240.00 

3 Mobilization LS 1  $67,240.00  $67,240.00 

4 Traffic Control LS 1  $42,030.00 $42,030.00

5 Excavating, Filling and Grading - Fill CY 8,923  $15.00  $133,845.00 

6 Excavating, Filling and Grading - Excavation CY 1,647  $10.00  $16,470.00 

7 Asphalt Pavement 
North side Tomahawk Rd through 67th Terr intersection. Inc. aggregate subgrade

SY 6,292  $75.00  $471,900.00 

8 Mill and Overlay SY 360 $30.00 $10,800.00

9 Parking Lot Asphalt Pavement SY 1,246  $75.00  $93,450.00 

10 Curb and Gutter 
Inc. parking areas and islands

LF 2,020  $45.00  $90,900.00 

11 Concrete Sidewalk 
6-foot sidewalk west of Mission Rd; 8-foot, east

SY 676  $35.00  $23,660.00 

12 ADA-Compliant Ramps (All Types) EA 4 $1,500.00 $6,000.00

13 Concrete Driveways and Approaches 
Inc. church parking lot

SY 2,381  $45.00  $107,145.00 

14 Traffic Island Replacement/Landscaping EA 2 $20,000.00 $40,000.00

15 Street Light Replacement EA 6 $3,000.00 $18,000.00

16 Storm Sewer Structures EA 20  $6,000.00  $120,000.00 

17 Storm Sewer Pipe LF 1,108 $63.00 $69,804.00

18 Rip Rap SY 53.33 $100.00 $5333.00

19 Stormwater BMPs 
Inc. stream landscape restoration

EA 2 $25,000.00 $50,000.00

20 Sanitary Sewer Structures EA 7  $5,500.00  $38,500.00 

21 Sodding and Fertilizing 
Inc. residential lawns bordering Mission Rd

SY 1,259  $6.00  $7,554.00 

22 Residential landscaping EA 1 $36,000 $36,000.00
  Subtotal  $1,683,971.00 
 20% contingency  $336,794.00 
 Total construction cost  $2,020,765.00 

Design/consultant fee (20% of total construction cost, less FEMA LoMAR costs) 
Inc. construction inspection and testing

 $329,153.00 

FEMA LoMAR costs $75,000.00
Raising Mission Road alternative 3 total cost  $2,424,918.00 
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III. RECOMMENDATIONS
This section provides recommendations for the 
proposed project.

A. EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES 
All three alternatives provide a complete solution for 
the flooding issues associated with this project. The 
following section discusses each alternative.

1. ALTERNATIVE 1
Buying out the at-risk residences would be a costly 
alternative. Alternative 2 or 3 would equally accom-
plish the goal of solving the underlying flooding and 
keeping Mission Road open to emergency vehicle use 
during a 1% flood, even as they protect the vulner-
able residences without demolishing them. 

2. ALTERNATIVE 2
Alternative 2, raising Mission Road, would solve 
the issue of emergency vehicles accessing and using 
the road during the 1% flood event. In addition, the 
residences having flooding issues would no longer 
experience flooding. However, the church would still 

experience flooding. The addition of the park would 
make use of the space that was planned to be used as 
park space in the Prairie Village Park Master Plans. 
However, the park would still experience flooding, as 
the area will act as a flood bench.

3. ALTERNATIVE 3
Alternative 3 will solve the issue of flooding. How-
ever, any cars parked in the parking lot will have a 
high risk of getting flooded and washed down Brush 
Creek. For this reason, this alternative is highly ad-
vised against. 

B. RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE
The recommended alternative would be to choose 
alternative 2. A new small park would better utilize 
the space in accordance with existing city plans and 
keep parked cars away from flood risk. A new park 
would bring other opportunities, such as bioreten-
tion for water quality. The raised Mission Road will 
prove sufficient elevation to prevent flooding to the 
residences.   

This project will not affect the City of Mission Hills, 
which lies directly to the east of the project and 
downstream of the project. The hydraulic modeling 
shows that the flood elevations are not increased for 
Mission Hills, and the velocities of the flows are not 
increased.

The City of Prairie Village has been in contact with 
Mission Hills. City representatives met with Mission 
Hills City Administrator Courtney Christensen to 
discuss the project and address Mission Hills’ con-
cerns.

IV.	 ACCEPTANCE BY CITIES within project limits



Appendix



City:
Location:
Description of Problem:

Factor #
Rating 
Points

Frequency 
Multiplier

Severity 
Multiplier

Total 
Points

1 40 0
2 40 1 1 40
3 20 0
4 30 3 1.5 135
5 25 0
6 20 0
7 20 0
8 30 0
9 10 0

10 30 0
11 15 0
12 10 0
13 20 0
14 10 0

175

0

Applies to 
#

Muliplier 
Value

2-7 1
2-7 2
2-7 3
14 1

13,14 2

13,14 3

Applies to 
#

Muliplier 
Value

1 *
2,3 1

2,3 2

2,3 3
4,5,6 1.5

8 1
8 2
8 3

10-12 1
10-12 1.5
10-12 2
10-12 3
10-12 4

6-9 buildings flooded historically or by the 100-year existing or future design flow

Erosion significant in unmaintained areas
Erosion causes imminent drainage structure collapse
Erosion causes marginal drainage structure collapse
Erosion causes failure of drainage structure
Other cities receiving benefits

Eliminates 
Factor

3
2

Erosion threatens habitable buildings, utilities, streets, bridges

Loss of Life
Flood of habitable building

Factor Description

Flooding of garages and outbuildings
Flooding of arterial street of more than 7 inches
Flooding of collector street of more than 7 inches
Flooding of residential street of more than 7 inches
Widespread or long-term ponding in streets

One city receiving benefit
Three or more times in 10-years or less than under 5-year design storm

11,12
10,12
10,11

5,6,7

Two cities receiving benefit or second city contributing to flooding problem
Three or more cities receving benfit or three or more cities contributing to the flooding 
problem

Number of deaths * = 1 for each death
1-5 buildings flooded historically or by the 100-year existing or future design flow

Severity Description

Prairie Village, Kansas
68th Street and Mission Road

    Flooding

Brush Creek

Flood Problem Rating

Johnson County Stormwater Management Plan
Flood Problem Rating Table 1999

One time in ten years or by 10- to 100-year design storm
Frequency Multiplier

Two times in ten years or by 5- to 10-year design storm

4,6,7
4,5,7
4,5,6

9
8

Other cities contributing to the flooding problem

Project Toal Points
Estimated Total Project Cost
Priority Rating = Total Project Cost/Total Points

Basin & Watershed

Collapse causes flooding of garages/outbuildings by 100-year design storm
Collapse causes 1-3 habitable buildings to be flooded
Collapse causes 4-6 habitable buildings to be flooded
Collapse causes more than 6 habitable buildings to be flooded

10 or more buildings flooded historically or by 100-year existing or future design flow
Restricts emergency vehicles
Nuisance erosion creates maintenance problems
Moderate erosion, failure of structure or facility within next 5 years possible
Severe erosion, failure of structure or facility imminent
Collapse causes flooding of land by 100-year design storm
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Brush Creek at Mission 
Road and 68th StreetRoad and 68 Street

SMAC Project #BC-11-057



Mission Road looking south



Summer 2017 Flood Events

• Three flood events
flooded Mission Road
• One flood event
on July 27thon July 27
flooded 5 homes



FEMA Floodplain

• The project area is located 
within a mapped floodplain
for FEMA’s National Flood 
Insurance Program



Existing Conditions



Alternatives

• Alternative 1
• Buyout of five homes and raise Mission Road

• Alternative 2
• Raise Mission Road and create flood bench with water quality facilities• Raise Mission Road and create flood bench with water quality facilities

• Alternative 3
• Raise Mission Road and create flood bench with parking

• Church Floodwall Alternative
• Construct floodwall to protect Village Presbyterian Church



Alternative Evaluation
• Alternative 1 – Home Buyout

• Too costly - $7,470,400

• Alternative 2 – Raise Mission Road with Flood Bench and Water 
Quality Features 
• Least expensive - $2,262,500
Preserves houses• Preserves houses

• Alternative 3 – Raise Mission Road with Flood Bench and Parking Lot
• More expensive than Alternative 2 - $2,424,900
• Public safety concern - Cars parked in a flooding area.

• Church Floodwall
• Because it would need to be designed as a floodwall per FEMA specifications, 
it would be too intrusive of a structure



Selected Alternative – Alternative 2



Selected Alternative – Alternative 2



Brush Creek at Mission 
Road and 68th StreetRoad and 68 Street

SMAC Project #BC-11-057
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MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Monday, December 3, 2018 

 
 

Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include: 

Board of Zoning Appeals 12/04/2018 6:30 p.m. 
Planning Commission 12/04/2018 7:00 p.m. 
Tree Board 12/05/2018 6:00 p.m. 
Arts Council 12/12/2018 5:30 p.m. 
City Council 12/17/2018 6:00 p.m.  

================================================================ 
The Prairie Village Arts Council is pleased to feature a mixed media exhibit of the works 
of Robert Slotterback, Anne Nye and Trisha Reschly  in the R.G. Endres Gallery during 
the month of December.  The artist reception will be held from 6 to 7 p.m. on Friday, 
December 14, 2018. 
 
Save the Date for the Annual Volunteer Appreciation Event on Saturday, December 8 th 
at 6:30 p.m. at Milburn Country Club. 
 
Mark your calendars for the 2019 Kansas Legislative Forecast Breakfast hosted by 
Lathrop & Gage on Thursday, December13th from 7:30 t0 9:00 a.m. at the Double Tree 
Hotel, 10100 Overland Park. 
 
Mark your calendars for the 2019 Legislative Preview Breakfast hosted by the Northeast 
Johnson County Chamber on Friday, December14th from 7:30 t0 9:30 a.m. at Brighton 
Gardens.   
 



INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
December 4, 2018 

 
 

1. Planning Commission Agenda – December 4, 2018 
2. Board of Zoning Appeals Agenda – December 4, 2018 
3. Environmental Committee Minutes  - September 26, 2018 
4. Mark Your Calendar 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



    
PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDAPLANNING COMMISSION AGENDAPLANNING COMMISSION AGENDAPLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA    

CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE    
TUESDAY, TUESDAY, TUESDAY, TUESDAY, DECEMBER 4,DECEMBER 4,DECEMBER 4,DECEMBER 4,    2018201820182018    

7700 MISSION ROAD7700 MISSION ROAD7700 MISSION ROAD7700 MISSION ROAD    
COUNCIL CHAMBERSCOUNCIL CHAMBERSCOUNCIL CHAMBERSCOUNCIL CHAMBERS    

7:007:007:007:00    P.M.P.M.P.M.P.M.    
    
    
I.I.I.I. ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    

    
II.II.II.II. APPROVAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES APPROVAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES APPROVAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES APPROVAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES ––––    November 6,November 6,November 6,November 6,    2018201820182018    

    
III.III.III.III. PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    

NoneNoneNoneNone        
    

IV.IV.IV.IV. NONNONNONNON----PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    
PC2018PC2018PC2018PC2018----111122224444    Amended Amended Amended Amended Site Plan ApprovalSite Plan ApprovalSite Plan ApprovalSite Plan Approval        

4100 Homestead Court4100 Homestead Court4100 Homestead Court4100 Homestead Court    
                Zoning:  Zoning:  Zoning:  Zoning:  RRRR----lalalala    

                Applicant: Applicant: Applicant: Applicant: Tyler Holloman, for Homestead Country ClubTyler Holloman, for Homestead Country ClubTyler Holloman, for Homestead Country ClubTyler Holloman, for Homestead Country Club    
    

V.V.V.V.     OTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESS    
Consider 2019 Meeting and Submittal ScheduleConsider 2019 Meeting and Submittal ScheduleConsider 2019 Meeting and Submittal ScheduleConsider 2019 Meeting and Submittal Schedule    
    
    

VI.VI.VI.VI. ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
    

    
    
    

Plans available at City Hall if applicable 
If you cannot be present, comments can be made by e-mail to 

Cityclerk@Pvkansas.com 
    
****Any Commission members having a conflict of interest, shall acknowledge that conflict prior to Any Commission members having a conflict of interest, shall acknowledge that conflict prior to Any Commission members having a conflict of interest, shall acknowledge that conflict prior to Any Commission members having a conflict of interest, shall acknowledge that conflict prior to 
the hearing of an application, shall the hearing of an application, shall the hearing of an application, shall the hearing of an application, shall not participate in the hearing or discussion, shall not vote on not participate in the hearing or discussion, shall not vote on not participate in the hearing or discussion, shall not vote on not participate in the hearing or discussion, shall not vote on 
the issue and shall vacate their position at the table until the conclusion of the hearinthe issue and shall vacate their position at the table until the conclusion of the hearinthe issue and shall vacate their position at the table until the conclusion of the hearinthe issue and shall vacate their position at the table until the conclusion of the hearing.g.g.g.    



BOARD OF ZONING APPEALSBOARD OF ZONING APPEALSBOARD OF ZONING APPEALSBOARD OF ZONING APPEALS    
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASCITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASCITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASCITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS    

AGENDAAGENDAAGENDAAGENDA        
December 4December 4December 4December 4,,,,    2018201820182018    

6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.    
    

 
I.I.I.I. ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
 
 
II.II.II.II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES APPROVAL OF MINUTES APPROVAL OF MINUTES APPROVAL OF MINUTES     ----    July 10, 2018July 10, 2018July 10, 2018July 10, 2018    

    
 
 
III.III.III.III. PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    

BZA2018BZA2018BZA2018BZA2018----00004444 Variance from Section 19.0Variance from Section 19.0Variance from Section 19.0Variance from Section 19.08.0258.0258.0258.025    “Side Yard” “Side Yard” “Side Yard” “Side Yard” OrdinanceOrdinanceOrdinanceOrdinance    to to to to 
reduce the reduce the reduce the reduce the eaeaeaeast side yard setback from st side yard setback from st side yard setback from st side yard setback from 6666    feet to feet to feet to feet to 4.74.74.74.7    feetfeetfeetfeet    for a for a for a for a 
garage expansion atgarage expansion atgarage expansion atgarage expansion at    
2020 West 732020 West 732020 West 732020 West 73rdrdrdrd    StreetStreetStreetStreet            
Zoning:  RZoning:  RZoning:  RZoning:  R----1b  Single Family Residential District1b  Single Family Residential District1b  Single Family Residential District1b  Single Family Residential District        
Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  David Joiner, Integral Design ArchitectureDavid Joiner, Integral Design ArchitectureDavid Joiner, Integral Design ArchitectureDavid Joiner, Integral Design Architecture    

  
 
IV.IV.IV.IV. OTHER OTHER OTHER OTHER BUSINESSBUSINESSBUSINESSBUSINESS    

 
 

V.V.V.V. ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
 
 

If you cannot be present, comments can be made by e-mail to 
Cityclerk@Pvkansas.com 

 
 



PRAIRIE VILLAGE ENVIRONMENT AND RECYCLING COMMITTEE 
 
26 September 2018/ 5:30 p.m. 
 
ATTENDEES 
 
Sheila Myers 
Tucker Poling 
Magda Born 
Thomas O’Brien 
Nathan Kovach 
Penny Mahon 
Richard Dalton 
Stephanie Alger 
Dave Wise 
Sarah Bradley 
 
AGENDA 
 

I. Call to Order 
 

II. Approval of 8/22/18 Minutes 
 

III. Staff Report (No report provided for 9/26/18 meeting) 
 

IV. Chair Report (No report provided beyond agenda for 9/26/18 meeting) 
 

V. PV Mayoral Candidate Forum 
a. Sheila reported that Serena Schermoly has a conflict with the forum date and 

may not be able to participate.  
b. The committee decided that the forum would be cancelled if one of the 

candidates is unable to attend. 
c. The committee will select 8 questions for the forum. 

i. Sheila and Tucker recused themselves from the questions selection 
process.  

ii. During the meeting (after Sheila and Tucker had left the room), the 
committee selected eight topics for the questions. 

iii. Penny offered to draft the final questions and share them with the 
committee for approval before they are sent to Jay Senter (forum 
moderator). 

VI. Environmental Survey 
a. Stephanie reported out on the results from the committee survey: 

i. Carbon footprint was selected as the most important issue. 
Walkability and bikability were also noted as high priorities.  



ii. Stephanie will be sending Sheila a PPT recapping the full results of the 
survey and it will be included in the meeting packet for the November 
committee meeting.  

iii. While discussing the survey results, the committee voted to change its 
name from the “Environment and Recycling Committee” to the 
“Environmental Committee.”  

iv. Stephanie proposed that high priority topics/issues identified in the 
survey be used to shape the committee’s communications plan.  

VII. Communications Subcommittee 
a. Nathan is going to draft an article on composting. 
b. Nathan provided an update on progress to update the committee’s web 

pages.  
VIII. Announcements 

a. Sheila mentioned that she’s looking for new dates for a meetup between the 
PV and OP environmental committees.  

b. Next Meeting (11/28) 
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 Council Members 
 Mark Your Calendars 

December 3, 2018 
  
 
 
December, 2018 Mixed Media Exhibit in the R.G. Endres Gallery featuring Robert 

Slotterback, Anne Nye and Trisha Reschly 
December 2 PV Foundation Gingerbread House Event – Briarwood Elementary 
December 3 City Council Meeting 
December 13 Kansas Legislative Forecast Breakfast sponsored by Lathrop & 

Gage, 7:30 – 9:00 a.m. at Double Tree Hotel 
December 14 2019 Legislative Preview Breakfast sponsored the NEJCC, 7:30 – 

9:30 a.m. at Brighton Gardens 
December 14 Artist Reception in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
December 17 City Council Meeting 
December 25 Christmas Holiday - City offices closed 
December 25 No trash services – pick-up delayed one day 
 
January, 2019 Juried Photography Exhibit in the R.G. Endres Gallery  
January  City Council Meeting 
January 11 Artist Reception in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
January 21 City Offices closed for Martin Luther King, Jr. Holiday 
January 22 City Council Meeting 
January 23 Local Government Day in Topeka 
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	I. CALL TO ORDER
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	III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
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	VIII. CONSENT AGENDA
	By Staff
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	IX. COMMITTEE REPORTS
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	Consider approval of the 2019 contribution allocation recommended by UCS for the Human Services Fund grants
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