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AGENDAAGENDAAGENDAAGENDA    
    
    
DAVID MORRISONDAVID MORRISONDAVID MORRISONDAVID MORRISON, COUNCIL PRESIDENT , COUNCIL PRESIDENT , COUNCIL PRESIDENT , COUNCIL PRESIDENT     
    
AGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSIONAGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSIONAGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSIONAGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION    
 

COU2012-25 Consider discontinuing the School Crossing Guard -  83rd & Juniper Ln 
Chief Wes Jordan 

 
COU2012-26 Consider Bid Awards for Highway Rock Salt 

Bruce McNabb 
 

 Presentation and Discussion regarding Overview of 2013 Budget 
Quinn Bennion 

 
COU2012-27 Consider business license fees 

Lisa Santa Maria 
 

 Review Proposed Plans for Façade Modifications related to the Hen 
House Grocery Store at the Corinth Shopping Center 
Dennis Enslinger 
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PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 

Council Committee Meeting Date: Council Committee Meeting Date: Council Committee Meeting Date: Council Committee Meeting Date: May May May May     21212121, 201, 201, 201, 2012222    
                Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:        June June June June     4444, 201, 201, 201, 2012222    

        
COU2012COU2012COU2012COU2012----26: 26: 26: 26: CONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDER    BID AWARDBID AWARDBID AWARDBID AWARDSSSS    FOR HIGHWAY ROCK SALTFOR HIGHWAY ROCK SALTFOR HIGHWAY ROCK SALTFOR HIGHWAY ROCK SALT    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
1.  Staff recommends the City Council approve the bid from Cargill for Highway Rock 
Salt at $49.75 per ton delivered; and 
 
2.  Staff recommends the City Council carefully review the potential benefits and costs of 
the ClearLane enhanced deicer and if it is so inclined, approve the bid from Cargill for up 
to 400 tons at $73.24 per ton delivered. 
 
     
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
 
Bids were advertised earlier and opened on April 22, 2011 by the City Clerk. This is an 
annual bid for highway rock salt used for snow/ice control on City streets.  
 
Regular Rock Salt 
 
Four bids were received: 
  
 Cargill    $49.75 per ton delivered 
 Independent Salt  $50.88 per ton delivered 
 Central Salt   $51.66 per ton delivered 
 North American Salt  $91.15 per ton delivered 
 
The bid price for 2011-12 was $49.75 per ton delivered. 
 
It is anticipated that up to 2,000 tons of salt will be purchased under this bid for a total 
cost of $99,500.00 for the 2012/2013 storm season. 
 
 
Enhanced Deicer    
 
One bid was received: 
 
 Cargill (ClearLane)  $73.24 per ton delivered 
 
This is the first time that the City has bid this type of product.   The product is fairly new 
and there are several different products on the market.   There is not yet sufficient 
independent information to know if there is a clear preference in product performance.   
A sales flyer for this product is attached. 
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The primary benefits are claimed to be: 
• 30% less scatter on pavement which means less product is needed; 
• product works at lower temperatures (similar benefits can be achieved by the 

City’s current practice of applying liquid magnesium chloride to regular salt); 
• product is more free flowing in the salt spreaders (less down time for equipment); 
• product is more “environmentally friendly”, less corrosive on concrete and metal 

surfaces such as bridges and guardrails; and 
• reduced vehicle and personnel hours. 

 
A simple analysis of cost impacts for the City shows that use of this product may have a 
positive impact if the claimed benefits materialize.   If this product is purchased by the 
City, it would be used in a certain section of the  City for the entire season.   Detailed 
records of costs and benefits would be recorded and analyzed to determine if the use of 
the project was beneficial and whether it should be continued, expanded or discontinued 
in subsequent years.  Another approach is let other cities experiment with the product for 
several more years and then determine if the City should purchase it. 
 
At the present time, the City of Olathe is the only known city in Johnson County which 
has used these products.   They have been generally pleased but their street system is 
somewhat different than ours. 
 
If the City Council wants to try this type of product, this would be a good year to do so 
from a financial perspective due to the low use of salt earlier this year and our relatively 
good financial situation. 
 
 
FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
 
Funding is available in the 2012 Public Works Operating Budget. 
 
 
RELATION TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATION TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATION TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATION TO VILLAGE VISION    
 
CFS3  Streets and Sidewalks 

CCF3a Ensure streets and sidewalks are in good condition by conducting 
maintenance and repairs as needed. 

TR3  Traffic Calming 

TR3c Ensure the quality of the transportation network with regular maintenance 
as well as efficient responses to seasonal issues such as snow removal. 

 
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
 
Bid tabulations 
Sales flyer re: enhanced deicer product 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
 
Bruce McNabb, Director of Public Works      Date: May 4, 2012    





















    CITY CLERK CITY CLERK CITY CLERK CITY CLERK     
 

Council Committee Meeting Date: Council Committee Meeting Date: Council Committee Meeting Date: Council Committee Meeting Date: May 21, 2012May 21, 2012May 21, 2012May 21, 2012    
Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:    June 4, 2012June 4, 2012June 4, 2012June 4, 2012        

    
    

    
COU20COU20COU20COU2012121212----27272727::::    Consider Consider Consider Consider Business License FeesBusiness License FeesBusiness License FeesBusiness License Fees    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
Staff recommends the City Council amend the City’s Fee Schedule on file in the 
office of the City Clerk to the fees listed.  The increase is approximately 3% and is  
to cover the cost of online business transactions to take effect on January 1, 2013 
or with the Issuance of 2013 Licenses. 
 
Revenue SourceRevenue SourceRevenue SourceRevenue Source            Old FeeOld FeeOld FeeOld Fee        New FeeNew FeeNew FeeNew Fee  
Rental Property   $75   $77 
Arborist/Pesticide   $65   $67 
Home Occupation   $50   $52 
Administrative and Retail 
 Sq Ft 
 0 – 49    $65   $67 
 500 – 999   $84   $87 
 1,000 – 1,999   $138   $142 
 2,000 – 2,999   $193   $199 
 3,000 – 3,999   $221   $228 
 4,000 – 4,999   $276   $284 
 5,000 – 7,499   $386   $398 
 7,500 – 9,999   $525   $541 
 10,000 – 14,999  $689   $710 
 15,000 – 19,999  $966   $995 
 20,000 – 24,999  $1240   $1277 
 25,000 – 29,999  $1516   $1561 
 30,000 – 34,999  $1791   $1845 
 35,000 – 39,999  $2069   $2131 
 40,000 – 59,999  $2481   $2555 
 60,000 and over  $0.045  $0.046 per sq. ft. 
 
 
    COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED ON JUNE 4, 2012 
 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
In 2011, the City began offering business license renewals online for select 
business license types.  Approximately 50% of the licenses were renewed online.  
While providing the online capabilities saves time and provides flexibility for the 
customer, it increases costs for the City.  The most significant costs are the 

 



online fees charged to the City by the merchant processor for PCI compliance 
and processing credit card transactions.  In addition, the Finance Department is 
spending additional time each month reconciling the online transactions. 
 
The online transaction processing fee is approximately 3.4% of the total volume 
processed online.  Internet transactions are considered higher risk than retail 
transactions because of the risk of fraud and chargebacks.  Processing expenses 
increase with online transactions.  Staff is recommending increasing fees by 3% 
for the business license types that are renewed online: Administrative/Retail, 
Home Occupation, Rental Property and Arborist/Pesticide.  A 3% increase across 
all licenses, those renewed online and not online, will cover the online transaction 
fees and the additional staff time spent on these processes.   
 
Fees were last raised in 2008.  The fee increases will not take effect until January 
1, 2013 or Issuance of 2013 Licenses to coincide with the 2013 budget. 
    
FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
Business License Revenue 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Jeanne Koontz 
Deputy City Clerk 
May 7, 2012 
    











COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE 

Council Chambers 
May 21, 2012 

7:30 PM 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
II. ROLL CALL 
 
III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
IV. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 
V. 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 Regular Council Meeting Minutes - May 7, 2012 
2. Approve Claims Ordinance 2895 
3. Approve VillageFest 2012 Contracts: Games 2 U, Video Game Van 

($400.00); Inflatabilities, Inflatables ($1605.00); Debbie Jackson 
Productions, DJ Services ($900.00); and Renegade Cow Productions, 
Headlining Band ($1200.00) 

4. Consider Renewal of Annual Agreement for Weed Abatement Services 
with Big Green, Inc 

5. Consider the Agreement with the Kansas City Crime Commission for the 
TIPS Hotline Crime Stoppers Program 

 
By Committee 

 
1. Authorize the renaming of Meadowlake Park in honor of Former Mayor 

Monroe Taliaferro (Council Committee of the Whole Minutes - May 7, 
2012) 

2. Adopt Ordinance 2255 amending Section 11-202, entitled "Same; Prima 
Facie Violation", of Article 2, entitled "Local Regulations," of Chapter 11, 
entitled "Public Offenses & Traffic" of the Municipal Code of the City of 
Prairie Village, Kansas (Council Committee of the Whole Minutes - May 
7, 2012) 

3. Approve the 2013-2017 County Assistance Roads System (CARS) 
Program (Council Committee of the Whole Minutes - May 7, 2012) 

 
VI. MAYOR'S REPORT 
 
VII. COMMITTEE REPORTS 



 
Planning Commission 

 
PC2012-05 Consider Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the 

Former Mission Valley Middle School Site 
 
VIII. STAFF REPORTS 
 
IX. OLD BUSINESS 
 

COU2012-28 Consider Approving Ordinance No. 2258 Repealing Ordinance 
No. 2245 which established a temporary moratorium on all rezoning and special 
use permits in the area in and around the former site of the Mission Valley 
Middle School 

 
X. NEW BUSINESS 
 
XI. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
XII. 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 
 





























 



VILLAGEFEST COMMITTEEVILLAGEFEST COMMITTEEVILLAGEFEST COMMITTEEVILLAGEFEST COMMITTEE    
 
 

Council Meeting DateCouncil Meeting DateCouncil Meeting DateCouncil Meeting Date: : : : May 21May 21May 21May 21, 2012, 2012, 2012, 2012    
    
    

    
CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA::::    Consider Consider Consider Consider Approval of VillageFest ContractsApproval of VillageFest ContractsApproval of VillageFest ContractsApproval of VillageFest Contracts    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Staff recommends the City Council approve the following contracts for 
VillageFest 2012. 
 
Games 2 U     Video Game Van  $400.00 
Inflatabilities     Inflatables   $1605.00 
Debbie Jackson Productions, LLC DJ Services   $900.00 
Renegade Cow Productions  Headlining Band  $1200.00 
       
 
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
Games 2 U will provide a Mobile Video Game Van from 9:30 am to 1:30 pm.  
Inflatabilities will provide four inflatables and attendants from 9:30 am to 1:30 pm.  
Debbie Jackson Productions will provide DJ Services at the main stage and at 
the pancake breakfast. Surf Tones (Renegade Cow Productions) will be the 
Headlining Band from 12:00 pm to 1:30 pm. 
 
FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
01-06-41-6014-005 - VillageFest 
 
 
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
1. Contracts 
    
    
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Jeanne Koontz, Deputy City Clerk 
May 16, 2012 

 

































































 



 
COUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE    

May 7May 7May 7May 7, , , , 2012201220122012    
 
The Council Committee of the Whole met on Monday, May 7, 2012 at 6:00 p.m. in the 
Council Chambers. The meeting was called to order by Council President David 
Morrison with the following members present: Mayor Ron Shaffer, Ashley Weaver, Dale 
Warman, Steve Noll, Andrew Wang, Laura Wassmer, Brooke Morehead, Charles Clark, 
Ted Odell and David Belz.  Staff Members present: Wes Jordan, Chief of Police; Bruce 
McNabb, Director of Public Works; Keith Bredehoeft, Project Manager for Public Works; 
Katie Logan, City Attorney; Quinn Bennion, City Administrator; Dennis Enslinger, 
Assistant City Administrator; Lisa Santa Maria, Finance Director, Chris Engel, Assistant 
to the City Administrator and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk.  
 
2013 Budget Outlook & Calendar2013 Budget Outlook & Calendar2013 Budget Outlook & Calendar2013 Budget Outlook & Calendar    
Quinn Bennion stated the budget is the most important document produced and 
approved by the City.  It illustrates the community’s values and priorities and grants 
authority for expenditures.  Although the 2013 budget will be presented as the City 
Administrator’s recommended budget, it is a collaborative staff process.  Department 
heads have already presented their 2013 budget requests which have been reviewed 
and discussed, in some cases multiple times. The Department Heads will present their 
budgets to the Council in June.  At that time any items that were eliminated from the 
final budget will be noted.   
 
 Mr. Bennion noted the environment approaching the 2013 budget is good due to sound 
financial decisions of staff and Council for the past several years.  The City has 
maintained its AAA bond rating from Moody’s and has a very healthy fund balance with 
a low debt level.   The City has been good stewards of its taxpayers’ monies.  In 2011, 
the City spent 93% of its budgeted expenditures.  Mr. Bennion noted he would like to 
see that gap narrowed to 97% of budget by reducing the budget. 
 
Prairie Village enjoys a residential charm and character with a tax base that is primarily 
residential with some neighborhood retail.  87% of the city’s property taxes are paid by 
homeowners.  Although housing values have declined nationwide during the past three 
years, Prairie Village ranks 2nd to Mission Hills in percentage increase of mean 
appraised value over that time.  Property appraisals are anticipated to rise 0.32% per 
the Johnson County Appraiser’s Office, which is essentially flat after appeals and non-
payments.   
 
Mr. Bennion noted the 2013 budget will be prepared supporting the following objectives:   

• Provide good quality services, very similar to or identical to current levels    
• Embrace efficiencies and reductions in cost    
• Use conservative revenue and expenditure estimates    
• Maintain reserve level at 25% of operating costs.  Fund balance above 25% will 

be transferred to equipment reserve or infrastructure projects    
• Employee benefits – anticipate a 2% or more for employee merit pool (noted there 

was no base salary adjustment in 2012)  Hold current FTE count.    



• Examine and review two services – tree trimming service – significant increase; 
crossing guard – contract out    
    

Quinn Bennion stated the administrator’s budget will be balanced without a mill levy 
increase and no increase in storm water fee.  He hopes to submit no increase in solid 
waste fees; however, noted still waiting for Deffenbaugh’s estimated cost.  He will not be 
recommending debt issuance or temporary notes as part of the budget.  
 
On May 21, a budget overview will be presented with numbers and trends.  He noted 
again that the numbers presented are preliminary based on the current information 
available and will probably change before the adoption of the budget in July.  If the 
Council desires to add services, enhance a service or add funds to the existing 
infrastructure fund, a corresponding revenue source is needed or a decrease made in 
another account/project.   
 
Finance Director Lisa Santa Maria reviewed the proposed budget calendar noting a 
possible budget meeting on Monday, June 25th if needed.   
 
The top five sources of revenue in 2011 accounted for 84% of the city’s total revenue.  
They are Property Tax (25%); Sales Tax (29%); Franchise Fees (12%); Charges for 
Services (11%) and Fines and Fees (7%).   The US economy continues to grow but at a 
slower rate.  The financial services sector appears to be improving.  Nationally, housing 
prices continue to go down and are not likely to rise for some time.  The expectation is 
that the Federal Reserve Bank will continue holding interest rates at current levels and 
inflation, without considering food or fuel, will likely remain under control.   
 
Based on the revenue trends over the past few years, staff is forecasting a nominal 
growth of 1% in 2012 and 1.5% in 2013.  She noted sales tax receipts in 2011 were 
8.8% above 2010; however, the first quarter of 2012 reflects a 2.33% decrease from the 
same period in 2011.  The forecast for both 2012 and 2013 is for a conservative growth 
rate of 1%.   
 
First quarter 2012 revenues have come in strong at 6.09% above the same period in 
2011.  Reappraisal growth in Prairie Village is estimated to be at 0.32% for all Prairie 
Village properties for the 2013 budget with residential properties increasing 0.28% .  
Based on the reappraisal data provided by the county, staff is forecasting property tax to 
be essentially flat (0.3%) in 2013. 
 
The City charges franchise fees on the major utilities within the City.  The fee is 5% of 
gross receipts as defined and permitted by state statutes.  Telephone franchise fees 
have been decreasing with the replacement of land lines with cell phone coverage only.  
Electric and gas fees are affected more by weather conditions and are difficult to predict.  
Franchise fees received in 2011 were 1.7% less than received in 2010; however, the 
first quarter of 2012 came in strong at 14.51% over the same period in 2011.  The staff 
is forecasting a slight decrease or flat revenue for the 2013 budget.   
 



Budget discussion will continue at the May 21st meeting with the presentation of the big 
picture or budget overview.   
 
Citizen’s Academy GraduationCitizen’s Academy GraduationCitizen’s Academy GraduationCitizen’s Academy Graduation    
Sgt. Myron Ward, Professional Standards Officer for the Police Department, reviewed 
the City’s 10 week Citizen’s Police Academy Program. The 2013 class began in 
February meeting for three hours weekly on Wednesday evenings.  Nine  residents 
completed the course and received their certificates of completion from Chief Wes 
Jordan and Mayor Shaffer.   
 
Tom McMahon,  speaking on behalf of the class, stated initially he questioned that there 
would be enough information to cover the 30 hours of class time.  He noted there was 
more than enough information covering everything from the hiring and training of 
officers, the work of each division within the department, off site trips to the Johnson 
County Community College Police Academy and the Johnson County Crime Lab and 
the opportunity to ride along with an officer.  He stated he was unaware of the breath 
and depth of police operations in the City and the passion the entire staff has for their 
work.  He thanked Sgt. Ward for his work in coordinating the academy and urged any 
council members who have not participated to strongly consider joining the 2014 class.   
 
Discussion regarding Council laptop replacementsDiscussion regarding Council laptop replacementsDiscussion regarding Council laptop replacementsDiscussion regarding Council laptop replacements 
Dennis Enslinger noted when the City decided to migrate to a paperless Council Packet, 
it began issuing laptops to the City Council members to access the packet information 
and communicate with residents.  The 2012 budget contains funds to replace the 
current laptops which are on a three-year replacement schedule.   
 
In recent years, the market has begun to offer options other than laptops for internet and 
limited computer needs.  These options include the use of a tablet or iPad device.  Mr. 
Enslinger reviewed the pros and cons for the use of both the traditional laptop and an 
iPad3 wifi 64GB in terms of cost, keyboard options, printing, Office Suite Documents, 
PDF documents and USB or other ports.    He asked for direction from the Council as 
staff looks to replace existing laptops.  Staff prefers that all council members use the 
same type of device in order to minimize the amount of IT support necessary for this 
function. 
 
Andrew Wang asked if this was part of the council chamber technology upgrade.  Mr. 
Enslinger responded that it was not, however, he noted that after the upgrade staff will 
be running presentations from an iPad.   
 
Laura Wassmer stated she has used both devices.  She feels the laptop offers more 
capabilities with its larger screen and ability to print.  Laura Wassmer views the iPad as 
a toy and a larger version of a cell phone.  She uses both her laptop and iPad.   Dennis 
Enslinger noted iPads are not meant to be computers. 
 
 
Andrew Wang stated the iPad would be easier to transport noting current laptops are 
heavy.  If the council member has access to other computer technology, he feels an 



iPad would be able to provide the necessary services during Council meetings and for 
communication with residents.  
 
Ted Odell noted the iPads are less expensive. Mr. Enslinger noted Microsoft Office 
would be purchased for the iPads increasing the cost $300 to $400 making the two 
comparable.  Mr. Odell stated that iPads are more susciptible to viruses.  He confirmed 
the iPads would include a keyboard option. 
 
David Belz asked what the computer rotation was.  Mr. Enslinger responded three 
years.  Laura Wassmer asked if she could keep her laptop.  Mr. Enslinger stated that the 
city’s IT staff would transfer all the information from their existing units to the new units.   
He also noted if laptops were purchased, they would have a newer windows version 
than the existing units.   
 
Council President David Morrison asked for an indication of Council whether they 
preferred an iPad or a laptop.  Five preferred laptops to 4 for iPads.  Mr. Enslinger noted 
that unless given other direction, staff would be purchasing replacement laptops.   
 
COU2012COU2012COU2012COU2012––––21212121        Consider Consider Consider Consider renaming Meadowlake Park in honor of Mayor Taliaferrorenaming Meadowlake Park in honor of Mayor Taliaferrorenaming Meadowlake Park in honor of Mayor Taliaferrorenaming Meadowlake Park in honor of Mayor Taliaferro    
Laura Wassmer reported the Park & Recreation Committee is recommending the City 
Council rename Meadowlake Park in honor of former Mayor Roe Taliaferro per Council 
Policy 501 entitled “Naming City Parks” which was adopted in 2003 and allows parks to 
be renamed for mayors who have served at least a four-year term of office.  Mayor 
Taliaferro served as Mayor of Prairie Village for ten years.     
 
Ms. Wassmer noted the associated costs would be for a new park sign at a cost of 
approximately $2,750.   
 
On behalf of the Park and Recreation Committee, Laura Wassmer made the following 
motion, which was seconded by Dale Warman and passed unanimously: 
 

RECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THERECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THERECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THERECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE    
RENAMING OF MEADOWLAKE PARK IN HONOR OF RENAMING OF MEADOWLAKE PARK IN HONOR OF RENAMING OF MEADOWLAKE PARK IN HONOR OF RENAMING OF MEADOWLAKE PARK IN HONOR OF     
FORMER MAYOR MONROE TALIAFERROFORMER MAYOR MONROE TALIAFERROFORMER MAYOR MONROE TALIAFERROFORMER MAYOR MONROE TALIAFERRO    

       COUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIRED    
                            CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA    
 
COU2012COU2012COU2012COU2012----22222222                Consider ordinance amending Chapter 11, Article 2 to allow for a waiver Consider ordinance amending Chapter 11, Article 2 to allow for a waiver Consider ordinance amending Chapter 11, Article 2 to allow for a waiver Consider ordinance amending Chapter 11, Article 2 to allow for a waiver 
process for the operation of work machinery outside the approved hours of operation process for the operation of work machinery outside the approved hours of operation process for the operation of work machinery outside the approved hours of operation process for the operation of work machinery outside the approved hours of operation 
allowed by City Ordinance 11allowed by City Ordinance 11allowed by City Ordinance 11allowed by City Ordinance 11----202202202202    
    
Dennis Enslinger stated from time to time, the City Council receives a request to operate 
work machinery outside the approved hours of operation allowed by City Ordinance 11-
202.    The current code is as follows:   
 
SAME; PRIMA FACIE VIOLATION. It shall be prima facie evidence of a violation of this 
section for the operation of any tool, equipment, vehicle, electronic device, instrument, 



television, phonograph, machine or other noise or sound device at any time in such a 
manner as to be plainly audible at any adjacent property line, or for 50 or more feet in 
the case of a multiple-family dwelling, to start before or continue after the following 
hours: 

• Weekdays: 7:00 a.m. until 10:00 p.m. (except Fridays, which will be 
 until midnight.) 
• Weekends: 8:00 a.m. until midnight (except Sundays, which will be 
 until 10:00 p.m.). 

 
Section 11-202 currently does not contain a provision allowing the City Council to grant 
a waiver from this ordinance provision.  Based on previous City Council direction, staff 
has drafted an ordinance provision which provide the authority to the City Council grant 
a waiver to this section of the Municipal Code by adding the following language: 
 

The City Council, may approve a waiver from the hours listed above if it is 
determined that the public good would be better served by allowing a 
contractor to work beyond the hours listed to reduce the impact on 
residents surrounding or visiting the construction project area. 

 
No criteria have been included.  Requests will be considered on an individual basis.   
 
David Belz asked how this differs from the past.  Mr. Enslinger responded this language 
change would provide the Council the ability to grant a waiver.  Although this has been 
done in the past, the code does not give the Council the authority to do so.  If complaints 
had been received, the City would not have had any option other than retract the waiver 
and close down the work.  The last waiver was granted in 2010.  The process would be 
the same as what was followed in the past with the contractor making a formal request 
to the City and coming before the City Council to ask for the waiver.   
 
Laura Wassmer felt the language was too open.  Mr. Enslinger stated the Council would 
have the ability to place restrictions on the approval on an individual case such as the 
affect of complaints.   
 
Steve Noll stated this would be a better way to address restrictions as there may be a 
variety of requests with differing circumstances.  Mr. Enslinger noted the language does 
limit the waivers to contractors.   
 
Dale Warman confirmed this is not applicable to utilities working in emergency 
situations.   
 
Ted Odell asked if the waiver could be applied to other noise producing events such as 
a concert or party.  Mr. Enslinger replied the waiver would only apply to construction 
activities that serve a public good.   
 
David Belz made the following motion, which was seconded by Laura Wassmer and 
passed unanimously: 
 



RECOMMEND THE GOVERNING BODYRECOMMEND THE GOVERNING BODYRECOMMEND THE GOVERNING BODYRECOMMEND THE GOVERNING BODY    ADOPT ORDINANCE 2255ADOPT ORDINANCE 2255ADOPT ORDINANCE 2255ADOPT ORDINANCE 2255    
AMENDING SECTION 11AMENDING SECTION 11AMENDING SECTION 11AMENDING SECTION 11----202, ENTITLED “SAME; PRIMA FACIE 202, ENTITLED “SAME; PRIMA FACIE 202, ENTITLED “SAME; PRIMA FACIE 202, ENTITLED “SAME; PRIMA FACIE     
VIOLATION”, OF ARTICLE 2, ENTITLED “LOCAL REGULATIONS,” VIOLATION”, OF ARTICLE 2, ENTITLED “LOCAL REGULATIONS,” VIOLATION”, OF ARTICLE 2, ENTITLED “LOCAL REGULATIONS,” VIOLATION”, OF ARTICLE 2, ENTITLED “LOCAL REGULATIONS,”     
OF CHAPTER 11, ENTITLED “PUBLIC OFFENSES & TRAFFIC” OF OF CHAPTER 11, ENTITLED “PUBLIC OFFENSES & TRAFFIC” OF OF CHAPTER 11, ENTITLED “PUBLIC OFFENSES & TRAFFIC” OF OF CHAPTER 11, ENTITLED “PUBLIC OFFENSES & TRAFFIC” OF     
THE MUNICIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASTHE MUNICIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASTHE MUNICIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASTHE MUNICIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS    

COUNCIL COUNCIL COUNCIL COUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDACTION REQUIREDACTION REQUIREDACTION REQUIRED    
CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA    
    

 
*COU2012*COU2012*COU2012*COU2012----23232323                Consider  Construction Administration Agreement with TranSystems for Consider  Construction Administration Agreement with TranSystems for Consider  Construction Administration Agreement with TranSystems for Consider  Construction Administration Agreement with TranSystems for 
2012 Construction Projects.2012 Construction Projects.2012 Construction Projects.2012 Construction Projects.    
Keith Bredehoeft stated the City recently requested proposals from firms to provide 
construction administration services for Prairie Village for the next three years.  Nine 
firms submit proposals and a committee consisted of Dale Warman, Andrew Wang, 
Quinn Bennion, Bruce McNabb, and Keith Bredehoeft interviewed TranSystems, Olsson 
and Associates, and BHC Rhodes.  Based on their original proposals and the interviews 
the selection committee chose TranSystems to be the City’s construction administration 
consultant for 2012, 2013, and 2014.  TranSystems has been working for the City for the 
last few years and has performed very well.   
 
Construction Administration of the following projects is included in this contract: 

• BOND0002- 2011 BOND Project 
• PAVP2012- 2012 Paving Program 
• SODR0002- Somerset Drive- Roe Ave. to Nall Ave. 
• 190725- 2011 Drainage Project 

 
The total construction cost for all the above projects will be about $5,500,000.00.  The 
fee was negotiated with TranSystems to be $490,932.00 or 8.9% of construction costs.  
This percentage is similar to the percentage that was spent on construction 
administration for our recently completed 2009 Bond Project.  Funding is available under 
the Capital Infrastructure Program under these projects. 
 
The Somerset Dive Project, the 2011 Drainage Project, and 2012 Paving Program will 
be complete this year while the 2011 BOND Project will be completed in 2012 and 2013. 
 
It is anticipated that additional construction administration contracts with TranSystems 
will be presented to the City Council between now and 2014 as additional projects are 
constructed. 
Ted Odell asked if the contract was for a not to exceed amount.  Mr. Bredehoeft 
responded it was and the final amount could be less.   
 
Mr. Odell asked for an explanation of the selection process.  Mr. Bredehoeft stated 
requests for qualifications were requests and nine proposals were received.  Each 
proposal was ranked on specific criteria by members of the committee.  The top three 
firms were invited to interview with the committee.  Based on the presentations and the 
ability of the firms to answer questions, the committee selected TranSystems.   
 



Laura Wassmer confirmed references were checked.  Mr. Bredehoeft replied that they 
were and that all three of the firms interviewed had recently done work within Prairie 
Village.   
 
Andrew Wang, as a member of the selection committee, stated that TranSystems had 
the best prepared presentation and answers to questions from committee members.  
Dale Warman agreed with Mr. Wang and noted for him the deciding factor was their 
presentation and the city’s good working relationship with this organization.   
 
Ted Odell asked with there is any checks and balances process in place for the fees 
charged.  Mr. Bredehoeft stated all requests for payment are carefully reviewed by staff 
and the company rates submitted in the contract are within the industry standards.   
 
Charles Clark made the following motion, which was seconded by David Belz and 
passed unanimously: 
 
 RECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE A CONSTRUCTIONRECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE A CONSTRUCTIONRECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE A CONSTRUCTIONRECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE A CONSTRUCTION    
    ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENT WITH TRANSYSTEMS FOR 2012ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENT WITH TRANSYSTEMS FOR 2012ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENT WITH TRANSYSTEMS FOR 2012ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENT WITH TRANSYSTEMS FOR 2012    
    CITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTSCITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTSCITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTSCITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS    
                            COUNCIL ACTION TAKENCOUNCIL ACTION TAKENCOUNCIL ACTION TAKENCOUNCIL ACTION TAKEN    
                            05/07/201205/07/201205/07/201205/07/2012    
 
 
 
COU2012COU2012COU2012COU2012----24242424    Consider 2013Consider 2013Consider 2013Consider 2013----2017 CARS Program2017 CARS Program2017 CARS Program2017 CARS Program    
Keith Bredehoeft stated in order to receive CARS funds, the City must annually submit 
an application containing a list of streets and the estimated costs.  The following streets 
are recommended for the five-year CARS program, 2013-2017.  The Public Works 
Department compiled the list based on the pavement condition.  The work will include 
where necessary full depth pavement repair, curb and gutter replacement, sidewalk 
repair, new sidewalk and milling/overlaying the pavement.  These projects do NOT 
include an 8 foot wide trail. 
Program 
Year 

Street 
Segment From To 

CARS Eligible 
Costs 

County CARS 
Funds 

            
2013 * Somerset Dr Belinder Ave Mission Rd $737,000 $368,500 
            
2014 ** Somerset Dr Stateline Rd Belinder Ave $682,000 $341,000 

2015 Roe Avenue 79th Street 83rd Street $515,000 $257,500 
            
2016 Roe Avenue 63rd Street 67th Street $882,000 $441,000 
            
2017 Roe Avenue 67th Street 71St Street $888,000 $444,000 

*    Joint project with the City of Leawood 
**   Joint project with the City of Leawood 



 
Mr. Bredehoeft noted that the City submits an application annually and can revise future 
year requests.  The only projects that cannot be changed are those for 2013.  The costs 
include construction and construction administration.  Design costs are not included, as 
the CARS program does not fund design. 
 
Funding is planned for the 2013 Project on Somerset Drive and is included in the current 
approved CIP.  Future year’s projects will be funded with each year’s budget. 
 
Laura Wassmer made the following motion, which was seconded by Steve Noll and 
passed unanimously: 
 
 RECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2013RECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2013RECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2013RECOMMEND THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2013----2017201720172017    
    COUNTY ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) PROGRAMCOUNTY ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) PROGRAMCOUNTY ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) PROGRAMCOUNTY ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) PROGRAM    
                            COUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIRED    
                            CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA    
    
 
Executive SessionExecutive SessionExecutive SessionExecutive Session    
    
Charles Clark moved pursuant to K.S.A. 74-4319 (b)(2), that the Governing Body recess 
into executive session for a period not to exceed fifteen minutes for the purpose of 
consulting with the City Attorney on matters which are privileged in the attorney-client 
relationship. 
 
Present will be the Mayor, City Council, City Administrator, City Attorney, Assistant City 
Administrator and Chief of Police.  The motion was seconded by Andrew Wang and 
passed unanimously.  The meeting will reconvene at 7:20 p.m. 
 
Council President David Morrison reconvened the meeting.   
 
AdjournmentAdjournmentAdjournmentAdjournment    
With no further business to come before the committee, Council President David 
Morrison adjourned the meeting at 7:22 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
David Morrison 
Council President 
 
 



PLANNING COMMISSIONPLANNING COMMISSIONPLANNING COMMISSIONPLANNING COMMISSION    
 

Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: Council Meeting Date: May May May May 21212121, 2012, 2012, 2012, 2012    
    
    

Consider Consider Consider Consider Proposed Proposed Proposed Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the Former Mission Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the Former Mission Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the Former Mission Comprehensive Plan Amendment for the Former Mission 
Valley Middle School SiteValley Middle School SiteValley Middle School SiteValley Middle School Site        
    

    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION::::    
The Planning Commission has recommended that the Governing Body adopt the 
comprehensive plan amendment for the former Mission Valley Middle School 
site.   
 
SUGGESTED MOTION:SUGGESTED MOTION:SUGGESTED MOTION:SUGGESTED MOTION:    
I move the Governing Body Approve Ordinance No. 2257 adopting the 
comprehensive plan amendment for the former Mission Valley Middle School site 
and authorize the Mayor to sign the effectuating ordinance.  
 
BACKGROUND:BACKGROUND:BACKGROUND:BACKGROUND:    
At its regular meeting on February 6, 2011, the City Council voted not to move 
forward with the Comprehensive Plan Amendment for 84th and Mission Road and 
directed staff to prepare a Comprehensive Plan Amendment for just the Mission 
Valley Middle School site, based on the uses in the R-1A District in which it is 
currently zoned.    

The attached proposed amendment would be incorporated into Chapter 8 
Potential Redevelopment and follows the same format used for Somerset 
Elementary School.    

Staff provided the residential neighbors and the property owner with a draft copy 
of the proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment to obtain their input. Staff met 
with a delegation of the residential neighbors on April 16th to discuss their 
comments.   

The attached document includes the Mission Valley Neighborhood Homes 
Association requested changes.  Changes proposed by the Mission Valley 
Neighborhood Homes Association are shown in bold italics and deleted text is 
lined out.    None of the requested changes significantly changed the intent of the 
proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment. 

The property owner of record, MVS, LLC., provided comments and suggested 
changes prior to the Planning Commission meeting.  Below is copy of the 
proposed change to the recommendation section (page 3) of the document: 

 



 
2. Consider any proposed uses taking into account (i) the impact on 
surrounding uses, (ii) the goals and recommendations of the Village Vision 
Strategic Investment Plan, and (iii) any other relevant factors. Under the 
current R-IA zoning, uses for this proposed site are restricted to uses that 
are permitted in the R-IA District which also may include conditional use 
permits, special use permits and planned residential. The uses generally 
are, residential, including senior housing, and possibly a mixture of 
housing types. In addition, schools, (private require a special use permit) 
churches and other public uses are also permitted. 

 
The Planning Commission did not adopt the recommendation language proposed 
by the property owner, MVS, LLC. The Planning Commission did not believe it 
met the intent of the City Council direction to prepare a comprehensive plan 
amendment limiting the future uses to the R1-A zoning district.  
 
The Planning Commission held a public hearing on May 1, 2012. As a result of 
the public hearing, Planning Commission made a few minor language changes to 
the document which are highlighted in yellow.  The changes were not substantive 
in nature, but corrections or clarifications of existing language.  
 
The City Council has several options regarding the proposed amendment: 

1) Uphold the recommendation of the Planning Commission to adopt the 
proposed amendment.  This requires a simple majority vote.   

2) Overturn the recommendation of the Planning Commission and deny the 
proposed amendment or make modifications to the proposed amendment.  
This requires nine (9) affirmative votes.   

3) Return the item back to the Planning Commission for consideration, which 
requires a simple majority vote.  If the item is returned to the Planning 
Commission, the City Council should provide direction to the Planning 
Commission. 

4) Table the item to a specific date. 

Should the City Council approve the proposed comprehensive plan amendment, 
the City Council will need to approve Ordinance No. 2258 repealing Ordinance 
No. 2245 which established a temporary moratorium on all rezoning and special 
use permits in the area in and around the former site of the Mission Valley Middle 
School.  This item can be found under Old Business on the May 21st City Council 
agenda.   

    
AAAATTACHMENTSTTACHMENTSTTACHMENTSTTACHMENTS    
PC2012-05 Staff Report  
Draft of PC Minutes of May 1, 2012 
Written Correspondence Received Regarding the Comprehensive Plan 
Amendment    



    
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Dennis J. Enslinger 
Assistant City Administrator 
 
Date: May 17, 2012    



ORDINANCE NO. 2257  
 

 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE VILLAGE VISION STRATEGIC INVESTMENT PLAN, 2007 
IDENTIFIED THEREIN, AS THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE 
KANSAS TO INCLUDE SECTION D. MISSION VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL UNDER CHAPTER 8: 
POTENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT. 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Prairie Village has a duly constituted Planning Commission as required by law; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the Village Vision Strategic Investment Plan 2007 was adopted by the Planning Commission 
on May 1, 2007, and by the Governing Body as the Prairie Village Comprehensive Plan on May 21, 2007 
(the “Comprehensive Plan”); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission is authorized to adopt, review and amend the Comprehensive 
Plan of the City, all as authorized by Sections 16-104 and 16-105 of the Prairie Village Municipal Code; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission is also authorized by City ordinance to review the Comprehensive 
Plan of the City on an annual basis and to report to the Governing Body by making suggestions for any 
amendments, extensions or additions to said plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, City Staff has prepared a report titled D. Mission Valley Middle School including all maps and 
exhibits identified therein; and 
 
WHEREAS, proper notice was published in the official City newspaper once at least twenty (20) days 
prior to the public hearing to notify the public that the Planning Commission was reviewing the said Parks 
and Recreation Master Plan 2009 and requesting public input; and 
 
WHEREAS, the official public hearing was held on May 1, 2012, and a quorum of the Planning 
Commission was present to constitute a meeting; and 
 
WHEREAS, the report titled D. Mission Valley Middle School and all maps and exhibits identified therein 
were discussed; and 
 
WHEREAS it was moved and seconded that the report titled  D. Mission Valley Middle School and all 
maps and exhibits identified therein, be adopted by reference as an Amendment to Chapter 8. Potential 
Redevelopment and that a certified copy be submitted to the Governing Body; and the motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, in accordance with K.S.A. 12-747 and Section 16-104-105 of the 
Prairie Village Municipal Code has submitted a certified copy of its recommended amendments to the 
Comprehensive Plan, including attached maps, and exhibits identified therein, to the Governing Body for 
its review and consideration. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF PRIAIRE 
VILLAGE, KANSAS: 
 
Section 1 
The Comprehensive Plan for the City is amended by incorporating by reference into Chapter 8, Potential 
Redevelopment, thereof the D. Mission Valley Middle School, including attached maps and exhibits 
identified therein. 
 
Section 2 
Except as modified by this Ordinance, Ordinance No. 2146 adopting the Strategic Investment Plan, City 
of Prairie Village, Kansas, Volume 1: Report and Volume 2: Appendices 2007, the Comprehensive Plan 
for the City of Prairie Village, Kansas shall remain in effect. 
 
Section 3 
This ordinance shall take effect and be in forced from and after its passage, approval and publication as 
provided by law.   
  
PASSED AND APPROVED THIS 21st day of May 2012. 
 
 __/s/  Ronald L. Shaffer_____________ 
 Ronald. L. Shaffer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
/s/  Joyce Hagen Mundy     /s/  Catherine P. Logan 
Joyce Hagen Mundy 
City Clerk  

 Catherine P. Logan 
City Attorney 

 



Potential Redevelopment 
 

 Strategic Investment Plan 

 
D.  Mission Valley Middle School 
 The 18.43 acres of the former Mission Valley Middle School site is located on 
the west side of Mission Road south of 83rd Street.  There are single-family 
dwellings to the south, southwest and east and multiple-family dwellings to the 
northwest and north.  The site is also in close proximity to the Corinth Shopping 
Center.  Access is currently off Mission Road and the site is zoned R-1A Single-
Family Residential District.  Shawnee Mission School District closed the school at 
the end of the school year in 2011 and sold it to a private developer in the fall of 
2011.  When Village Vision was prepared in 2006, it was not anticipated that this 
facility would be closed. 
 
The following outlines the critical issues related to the sites potential for 
redevelopment and offers some recommendations for future redevelopment. 
 
Issues 

1. The school site functions as an integral part of the neighborhood. 
The school site is an integral part of the neighborhood and provides an 
opportunity for active recreation.  Use as a recreational area was limited 
by school usage but there was still a significant amount of time that the 
outdoor area was available to the general public.  Schools frequently 
give a neighborhood identity and contribute to the social fabric of the 
area.  Since this was a middle school, the geographic influence of the 
location was significant.  Any reuse of the site should maintain the status 
as a center of the neighborhood. 

 
2. Existing Structures. The building was recently updated and expanded 

so it has been significantly modified from its original construction in 1958.  
The building is in good physical condition and could easily accommodate 
a use such as a private school or an educational wing for a church.  
There is also the possibility that it could be converted to a residential 
use. 

 
3. Single-Family Residences to the South, Southwest and East.  There 

are high value residences abutting the south and southwest boundary of 
the site.  The existing school building is located in the north half of the 
site and the athletic fields abut the south and southwest property line.  
There also are high to mid value residences dwellings on the east side 
of Mission Road across from the school site.  Any redevelopment of the 
site needs to address how it will be compatible with or relate to 
residences relate to the variety of adjacent residential development 
types adjacent to the site. 
 

4. Multi-Family Residences to the North and Northwest.  There are four 
multi-family residential developments to the north and northwest of the 
former school site.  One of these sites is a condo structure with individual 
ownership of the units; the others represent traditional rental property 
units.  These sites have the following density levels: 
 

  3917 W 84th – 52 units on 3.81 acres – 13.6 du/acre 
  8361 Somerset Dr. – 41 units on 1.70 acres – 24.1 du/ac 
  8401 Somerset Dr. – 31 units on 1.29 acres – 24 du/ac 
  8449-51 Somerset Dr. – 2 units on .54 acres – 3.7 du/ac 

 
These multi-family residential units represent both high and low value 
residences abutting the north and northwest.  Any redevelopment of the 
site needs to address how it will relate to the variety of adjacent 
residential type developments adjacent to the site. 

 



5. Drainage and Flood Plain.  There is an open drainage ditch along the 
north property line that flows from west to east and is part of Dykes 
Branch.  The FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map dated August 3, 2009 
designates this area as ZONE X (Future Base Flood).  This is defined as 
“Areas of 1% annual chance of flood based on future conditions 
hydrology.  No base flood elevations determined.”  A copy of the Map is 
attached.  While a hydrology study has not been completed, significant 
issues include upstream flows and several undersized box culverts 
downstream. These issues will need to be addressed  for any 
redevelopment or expansion of the existing uses on the site.  

 
6. Parking.  There is a large parking lot on the site, however, a use such as 

a private school or church could require more parking to accommodate 
the use.  Any parking expansion will create more impervious surface and 
more stormwater runoff which will need to be addressed. 

 
7. Access.  This is a large site which is not located at an intersection 

and only has mid-block access from Mission Road.  Mission Road has 
high traffic in this area because of Corinth Square Center and Corinth 
Elementary School and therefore the traffic impact and internal site 
circulation will need to be addressed for any future development. 

 
8. Public Perception.  The floor area ratio (building area divided by site 

area) of this site is 0.13 which is very low.  The neighbors living in this 
area have perceived this as an open space site and do not wish to see 
the open space significantly reduced.  This is privately owned now, 
however, and that low floor area ratio normally is not financially feasible.  
It is likely that the floor area ratio will increase in the future, but it needs 
to occur in a manner that is compatible with the existing single-family 
and multi-family residential development. 

 
9. Zoning Regulations limit uses.  The site is currently zoned R-1A 

Single-Family Dwelling District which limits the type and intensity of uses 
that can be permitted on the site.  The R-1A District primarily allows 
single-family dwellings, public uses and churches.  However, the District 
also allows conditional and special permits subject to restrictions and 
conditions.  Public hearings are required for conditional use permits and 
they must be approved by the Planning Commission while special use 
permits require a public hearing and recommendation of the Planning 
Commission and are finally approved by the Governing Body.  As with 
the Meadowbrook Country Club property, the site could be redeveloped 
into a traditional single-family neighborhood with little or no oversight by 
the City under the current zoning and subdivision regulations.  Another 
option available is planned residential districts (RP-1A) which allows 
residential development to have a different form such as condominiums, 
patio homes, apartments but the density and other standards are 
controlled by the district regulations.  The creation of a Planned Zoning 
District would be specific to this site and would regulate the form of the 
development.  This includes the relationship of the buildings to the street, 
the type of street improvements, the massing and height of buildings, lot 
coverage, etc.  This process requires a zoning change.  There are a 
variety of uses that can be accommodated in the R-1A District, however, 
some may require rezoning, conditional use permits or special use 
permits. 

 
Recommendations 
 

1. Encourage developers to obtain community input. 
Residents, the City, and the property owner all have a vested interest in the 
future development of the site.  As such, Redevelopment Plans should address 
the needs of the community as a whole and consider a variety of potential re-



uses for the site.  Any proposed plans for new uses or the expansion of existing 
uses needs the input of the surrounding neighborhood. Do Due to the former 
school’s prominent role in the City and surrounding neighborhood, the City 
and residents expect ample opportunity to provide input into future 
redevelopment plans for the site. To address these expectations, developers 
will need to make significant efforts to solicit community input in redevelopment 
planning.  An assessment of the existing building and site should take place to 
determine whether or not they can accommodate the proposal.  If not, then a 
new development plan could be considered, which may give more flexibility to 
incorporating other uses (e.g. residential) on the site.  The site may be large 
enough to allow for a compatible senior housing development.  A mixed 
residential use concept on this site could serve to further reinforce and reconnect 
the neighborhood to public uses.  The issues of open space, drainage, access, 
traffic and parking all need to be addressed in detail as a part of any proposed 
development or expansion of existing uses on this site.  The developer needs to 
conduct an adequate public involvement process to obtain input from the 
neighborhood. 
 

2. Limit the uses to those allowed in the R-1A Single-Family District. 
Uses for this proposed site are restricted to uses that are permitted in the R-1A 
District which also may include conditional use permits, special use permits and 
planned residential.  The uses generally are residential, including senior housing, 
and possibly a mixture of housing types. In addition, schools (private require a 
special use permit), churches and other public uses are also permitted. 
 
Economic Perspective 
 

Issues:  Due to the scarcity of land and the size, location, and configuration 
of the site, the parcel would be considered highly desirable by the private real 
estate development community.  Civic uses could be considered as a part of 
that mixed-use residential environment.  The major issues regarding any 
future development of this site are the density or intensity of development, 
access, traffic, stormwater management and compatibility with the existing 
developed neighborhood.  Because of the limited type of development that 
can occur on this site, the City needs to consider very carefully whether to 
approve any incentives. 

 
Recommendations:  As an attractive site for redevelopment, the City should 
carefully consider re-use of the former Mission Valley Middle School 
property.  Through a joint effort between the City Council, citizens, the 
property owner, and potential developers, a variety of potential uses for the 
site should be explored and considered.  This is an attractive site for 
redevelopment, but there is a very significant and updated building on the 
site that has limited opportunities for repurposing.  Designation for the 
Mission Valley site for a mix of residential uses as described in the Village 
Vision Strategic Investment Plan could serve to provide tangible examples of 
how the Plan’s implementation will adhere to the community’s land use 
principles.  Particular attention should be paid not only to the type of land 
uses, but also to the ultimate form of the development and its compatibility 
with low density single-family and high density multi-family use found in the 
mixture of residential densities in the surrounding neighborhood.  The 
neighborhood is very concerned about the future of this site and will need to 
have significant input into any future change in use.  If any change in use is 
considered, it is important that the site and the facility be designed 
compatible with the surrounding neighborhood.  To successfully execute a 
project on this site, it will require creative and unique design talent and buy-in 
from the neighborhood and the community at large.  Density levels, access, 
traffic  and Storm water runoff are major issues and will need to be 
addressed as a part of any redevelopment plan. 



 

Flood Insurance Rate Map 













 
 

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESPLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESPLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESPLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES    
MAY 1, 2012MAY 1, 2012MAY 1, 2012MAY 1, 2012 

    
    
ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
The Planning Commission of the City of Prairie Village met in regular session on 
Tuesday, May 1, 2012, in the fellowship room at The Village Presbyterian Church, 
6641 Mission Road.  Chairman Ken Vaughn called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
with the following members present: Randy Kronblad, Dirk Schafer, Gregory Wolf, 
Nancy Wallerstein and Nancy Vennard. 
 
The following persons were present in their advisory capacity to the Planning 
Commission:  Ron Williamson, Planning Consultant; Dennis Enslinger, Assistant City 
Administrator  and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk/Planning Commission Secretary.  
 
 
APPROVAL OF APPROVAL OF APPROVAL OF APPROVAL OF MINUTESMINUTESMINUTESMINUTES    
Nancy Vennard moved for the approval of the minutes of April 3, 2012, as presented.  
The motion was seconded by Randy Kronblad and passed by a vote of 5 to 0 with 
Greg Wolf abstaining. 
    

Chairman Ken Vaughn welcomed new Planning Commission member Greg Wolf.   
 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    
    
PC2012PC2012PC2012PC2012----05   Consider Amendment to Chapter 8 “Potential Redevelopment of the 05   Consider Amendment to Chapter 8 “Potential Redevelopment of the 05   Consider Amendment to Chapter 8 “Potential Redevelopment of the 05   Consider Amendment to Chapter 8 “Potential Redevelopment of the 

Comprehensive Plan, Village Vision, to include the former Mission Comprehensive Plan, Village Vision, to include the former Mission Comprehensive Plan, Village Vision, to include the former Mission Comprehensive Plan, Village Vision, to include the former Mission 
Valley Middle School site.Valley Middle School site.Valley Middle School site.Valley Middle School site.    

 
Ron Williamson stated that on February 6, 2011, the City Council voted not to move 
forward with a proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendment for 84th and Mission Road 
and directed staff to prepare a Comprehensive Plan Amendment addressing only the 
Mission Valley Middle School site based on the uses allowed in the R-1a District in 
which it is currently zoned.   Tonight’s action is only  the consideration of an 
amendment to the City’s Comprehensive Plan – it is not a zoning action.   
 
Staff prepared the amendment following the same format used in the existing 
Comprehensive Plan addressing the Somerset Elementary School site.  On March 
6th, the Planning Commission reviewed the draft amendment and suggested changes 
prior to the authorization of the Public Hearing.   
 
Staff also met with representatives of the neighborhood on April 16th to obtain their 
input.  Their requested changes were reviewed by Mr. Williamson and are reflected  
in bold print in the staff report that follows.  Mr. Williamson noted that none of the 
proposed changes significantly change the intent of the proposed Comprehensive 
Plan.   
 
D.  Mission Valley Middle SchoolD.  Mission Valley Middle SchoolD.  Mission Valley Middle SchoolD.  Mission Valley Middle School    



 
The 18.43 acres of the former Mission Valley Middle School site is located on the 
west side of Mission Road south of 83rd Street.  There are single-family dwellings 
to the south, southwest and east and multiple-family dwellings to the northwest 
and north.  The site is also in close proximity to the Corinth Shopping Center.  
Access is currently off Mission Road and the site is zoned R-1A Single-Family 
Residential District.  Shawnee Mission School District closed the school at the end 
of the school year in 2011 and sold it to a private developer in the fall of 2011.  
When Village Vision was prepared in 2006, it was not anticipated that this facility 
would be closed.    

 
The following outlines the critical issues related to the sites potential for 
redevelopment and offers some recommendations for future redevelopment.    

    
IssuesIssuesIssuesIssues    

1.1.1.1. The school site functions as an integral part of the The school site functions as an integral part of the The school site functions as an integral part of the The school site functions as an integral part of the neighborhoodneighborhoodneighborhoodneighborhood. The school 
site is an integral part of the neighborhood and provides an opportunity for 
active recreation.  Use as a recreational area was limited by school usage but 
there was still a significant amount of time that the outdoor area was available 
to the general public.  Schools frequently give a neighborhood identity and 
contribute to the social fabric of the area.  Since this was a middle school, the 
geographic influence of the location was significant.  Any reuse of the site 
should maintain the status as a center of the neighborhood.    

    
2.2.2.2. Existing StructuresExisting StructuresExisting StructuresExisting Structures. The building was recently updated and expanded so it has 

been significantly modified from its original construction in 1958.  The building 
is in good physical condition and could easily accommodate a use such as a 
private school or an educational wing for a church.  There is also the possibility 
that it could be converted to a residential use.    

    
3.3.3.3. SingleSingleSingleSingle----Family Residences to the South, Southwest and East.Family Residences to the South, Southwest and East.Family Residences to the South, Southwest and East.Family Residences to the South, Southwest and East.  There are high 

value residences abutting the south and southwest boundary of the site.  The 
existing school building is located in the north half of the site and the athletic 
fields abut the south and southwest property line.  There also are high to mid 
value residences dwellings on the east side of Mission Road across from the 
school site.  Any redevelopment of the site needs to address how it will be 
compatible with or relate to residences relate to the variety of adjacent 
residential development types adjacent to the site.    
    

4.4.4.4. MultiMultiMultiMulti----Family ResiFamily ResiFamily ResiFamily Residences to the North and Northwest.dences to the North and Northwest.dences to the North and Northwest.dences to the North and Northwest.  There are four multi-
family residential developments to the north and northeast of the former school 
site.  One of these sites is a condo structure with individual ownership of the 
units; the others represent traditional rental property units.  These sites have 
the following density levels:    
    

  3917 W 84th – 52 units on 3.81 acres – 13.6 du/acre    
  8361 Somerset Dr. – 41 units on 1.70 acres – 24.1 du/ac    
  8401 Somerset Dr. – 31 units on 1.29 acres – 24 du/ac    
  8449-51 Somerset Dr. – 2 units on .54 acres – 3.7 du/ac    

    
These multi-family residential units represent both high and low value 
residences abutting the north and northwest.  Any redevelopment of the site 



 
needs to address how it will relate to the variety adjacent residential type 
developments adjacent to the site.    

    
5.5.5.5. Drainage and Flood Plain.Drainage and Flood Plain.Drainage and Flood Plain.Drainage and Flood Plain.  There is an open drainage ditch along the north 

property line that flows from west to east and is part of Dykes Branch.  The 
FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map dated August 3, 2009 designates this area 
as ZONE X (Future Base Flood).  This is defined as “Areas of 1% annual 
chance of flood based on future conditions hydrology.  No base flood 
elevations determined.”  A copy of the Map is attached.  While a hydrology 
study has not been completed, significant issues include upstream flows and 
several undersized box culverts downstream. These issues will need to be 
addressed  for any redevelopment or expansion of the existing uses on the 
site.     

    
6.6.6.6. Parking.Parking.Parking.Parking.  There is a large parking lot on the site, however, a use such as a 

private school or church could require more parking to accommodate the use.  
Any parking expansion will create more impervious surface and more 
stormwater runoff which will need to be addressed.    

    
7.7.7.7. Access.Access.Access.Access.  This is a large site which is not located at an intersection and only 

has mid-block access from Mission Road.  Mission Road has high traffic in this 
area because of Corinth Square Center and Corinth Elementary School and 
therefore the traffic impact and internal site circulation will need to be 
addressed for any future development.    

    
8.8.8.8. Public Perception.Public Perception.Public Perception.Public Perception.  The floor area ratio (building area divided by site area) of 

this site is 0.13 which is very low.  The neighbors living in this area have 
perceived this as an open space site and do not wish to see the open space 
significantly reduced.  This is privately owned now, however, and that low floor 
area ratio normally is not financially feasible.  It is likely that the floor area ratio 
will increase in the future, but it needs to occur in a manner that is compatible 
with the existing single-family and multi-family residential development.    

 
9.9.9.9. Zoning Regulations limit usesZoning Regulations limit usesZoning Regulations limit usesZoning Regulations limit uses.  The site is currently zoned R-1A Single-Family 

Dwelling District which limits the type and intensity of uses that can be 
permitted on the site.  The R-1A District primarily allows single-family 
dwellings, public uses and churches.  However, the District also allows 
conditional and special permits subject to restrictions and conditions.  Public 
hearings are required for conditional use permits and they must be approved 
by the Planning Commission while special use permits require a public hearing 
and recommendation of the Planning Commission and are finally approved by 
the Governing Body.  As with the Meadowbrook Country Club property, the 
site could be redeveloped into a traditional single-family neighborhood with 
little or no oversight by the City under the current zoning and subdivision 
regulations.  Another option available is planned residential districts (RP-1A) 
which allows residential development to have a different form such as 
condominiums, patio homes, apartments but the density and other standards 
are controlled by the district regulations.  The creation of a Planned Zoning 
District would be specific to this site and would regulate the form of the 
development.  This includes the relationship of the buildings to the street, the 
type of street improvements, the massing and height of buildings, lot coverage, 



 
etc.  This process requires a zoning change.  There are a variety of uses that 
can be accommodated in the R-1A District, however, some may require 
rezoning, conditional use permits or special use permits.    

    
 
Recommendations 
    
1.1.1.1. Encourage developers to obtain community input.Encourage developers to obtain community input.Encourage developers to obtain community input.Encourage developers to obtain community input.    
Residents, the City, and property owner all have a vested interest in the future 
development of the site.  As such, Redevelopment Plans should address the needs of 
the community as a whole and consider a variety of potential re-uses for the site.  Any 
proposed plans for new uses or the expansion of existing uses needs the input of the 
surrounding neighborhood. Do to the former school’s prominent role in the City and 
surrounding neighborhood, the City and residents expect ample opportunity to 
provide input into future redevelopment plans for the site. To address these 
expectations, developers will need to make significant efforts to solicit community 
input in redevelopment planning.  An assessment of the existing building and site 
should take place to determine whether or not they can accommodate the proposal.  
If not, then a new development plan could be considered, which may give more 
flexibility to incorporating other uses (e.g. residential) on the site.  The site may be 
large enough to allow for compatible senior housing development.  A mixed 
residential use concept on this site could serve to further reinforce and reconnect the 
neighborhood to public uses.  The issues of open space, drainage, access, traffic and 
parking all need to be addressed in detail as a part of any proposed development or 
expansion of existing uses on this site.  The developer needs to conduct an adequate 
public involvement process to obtain input from the neighborhood.    
    
2.2.2.2. Limit the uses to those allowed in the RLimit the uses to those allowed in the RLimit the uses to those allowed in the RLimit the uses to those allowed in the R----1A Single1A Single1A Single1A Single----Family District.Family District.Family District.Family District.    
Uses for this proposed site are restricted to uses that are permitted in the R-1A 
District which also may include conditional use permits, special use permits and 
planned residential.  The uses generally are residential, including senior housing, and 
possibly a mixture of housing types. In addition, schools, (private require a special 
use permit) churches and other public uses are also permitted.    
    
Economic PerspectiveEconomic PerspectiveEconomic PerspectiveEconomic Perspective    
    
Issues:Issues:Issues:Issues:  Due to the scarcity of land and the size, location, and configuration of the 
site, the parcel would be considered highly desirable by the private real estate 
development community.  Civic uses could be considered as a part of that mixed-use 
residential environment.  The major issues regarding any future development of this 
site are the density or intensity of development, access, traffic, stormwater 
management and compatibility with the existing developed neighborhood.  Because 
of the limited type of development that can occur on this site, the City needs to 
consider very carefully whether to approve any incentives.    
    
Recommendations:  Recommendations:  Recommendations:  Recommendations:  As an attractive site for redevelopment, the City should carefully 
consider re-use of the former Mission Valley Middle School property.  Through a joint 
effort between the City Council, citizens, property owner, and potential developers, a 
variety of potential uses for the site should be explored and considered.  This is an 
attractive site for redevelopment, but there is a very significant and updated building 
on the site that has limited opportunities for repurposing.  Designation for the Mission 



 
Valley site for a mix of residential uses as described in the Village Vision Strategic 
Investment Plan could serve to provide tangible examples of how the Plan’s 
implementation will adhere to the community’s land use principles.  Particular 
attention should be paid not only to the type of land uses, but also to the ultimate form 
of the development and its compatibility with low density single-family and high 
density multi-family use found in the mixture of residential densities in the 
surrounding neighborhood.  The neighborhood is very concerned about the future of 
this site and will need to have significant input into any future change in use.  If any 
change in use is considered, it is important that the site and the facility be designed 
compatible with the surrounding neighborhood.  To successfully execute a project on 
this site, it will require creative and unique design talent and buy-in from the 
neighborhood and the community at large.  Density levels, access, traffic  and Storm 
water runoff are major issues and will need to be addressed as a part of any 
redevelopment plan.    
 
Ron Williamson noted comments were also received by MVS, LLC, the current 
owners of the property, after preparation of the staff report and copies have been 
distributed to the Commission.   The letter requests that the Commission limit the 
uses of this property and that they be considered through a formal redevelopment 
proposal.  They view the Comprehensive Plan as a broad planning tool.  Staff felt that 
this request implies a broader inclusion of land uses than those permitted in R-1a and 
does not recommend this revision. 
 
Chairman Ken Vaughn reviewed the procedures to be followed for the public 
hearings calling for presentation by staff, questions from the Commission followed by 
public input asking the public to identify themselves prior to speaking and not to 
repeat comments previously voiced.  He asked that the audience refrain from 
applause and vocal outbursts. 
 
Virginia Cooley, 8436 Somerset, asked whose idea it was to change this site.  Dennis 
Enslinger responded the School District closed the school and sold the property to a 
private developer.  The proposed amendment addresses how the city would like to 
see the property developed.  Mrs. Cooley expressed concern that any change to this 
site would increase current water runoff problems that exist in the neighborhood.  Mr. 
Williamson responded that if there was an application for development those issues 
would be addressed at that time by the property owner.  Mrs. Cooley asked who was 
the new property owners and if they were local.  Residents in the audience 
responded to Mrs. Cooley’s question.   
 
John Duggan, representing the Mission Valley Neighborhood Association, expressed 
the association’s support of the proposed amendment.  They feel it is consistent with 
the direction given the staff by the Governing Body on February 6, 2012.  He agreed 
with staff’s opposition to the broader language proposed by MVS, LLC.  and urged 
the Planning Commission to approve the amendment as presented by staff.  
 
Brian Doerr, 4000 West 86th Street, spoke on behalf of the Mission Valley 
Neighborhood Association, whose Mission Statement is to “preserve the former 
Mission Valley Middle School property as R-1 zoning, in support of the proposed 
amendment as written by staff.  The amendment is consistent with the directive given 
by the City Council on February 6, 2012.  Mr. Doerr presented the following reasons 
the association felt the amendment is appropriate: 



 

• Redevelopment requires sensitivity to the character of existing 
neighborhoods. 

• Village Vision requires the preservation of the identity and character of the 
City. 

• Current open space in the City is woefully inadequate – converting Mission 
Valley to commercial development will exacerbate this problem. 

• Revitalizing existing office/retail is emphasized as more important than 
creation of new office/retail. 

• The effect of commercial development on the Mission Valley site will likely 
leave existing commercial/retail development blighted. 

• Village Vision points out that the redevelopment of Corinth Square is primary.  
Allowing for more commercial development nearby is counter to this concept. 

• Adding additional retail merely moves dollars from one store to another.  Mr. 
Doerr noted the Corinth Square retailers are not in favor of commercial 
development of this property.   

 
Mr. Doerr highlighted the issues raised by staff in the staff report including 
compatibility, drainage, traffic and public perception and closed asking the Planning 
Commission to support to amendment as proposed.   
 
Craig Satterlee, 8600 Mission Road, stated that creation of a Mixed Use District at 
this location would be inconsistent with the City’s Village Vision and felt the addition 
of new retail would negatively impact the merchants at Corinth Square as well as 
negatively impact the value of the surrounding residential properties.  Mr. Satterlee 
urged the Planning Commission not to take business away from Corinth merchants 
by allowing retail development of this site, but to adopt the proposed amendment as 
presented.  
 
Mr. Satterlee also read a letter from Steve Carman expressing appreciation for the 
amount of time the City has devoted to this issue.  He feels the recommendation of 
staff reflects a thoughtful and measured approach that is entirely consistent with 
Village Vision and provides a broad base of uses for this property. 
 
Whitney Kerr, 4020 West 86th Street, stated as a planning body, planning should not 
be based on what is most economically feasible for the developer.  
 
Jamie Guild, 3717 West 84th Street, expressed concern for his two young children 
who would be walking to Corinth Elementary if this site was developed with mixed 
use bringing even greater traffic to Mission Road.  He feels strongly that the site 
should remain residential in use.   
 
Sheila Myers, 4505 West 82nd Street, noted she lives one block from Corinth Square 
and had no problem when it was identified in Village Vision as one of the prime retail 
developments and possible expansion to a mixed use district was suggested.  
However, she feels that allowing mixed use development on this site would 
canabalize Corinth merchants and noted the large number of office spaces already 
available in the city.   
 
Charles Miller, attorney representing the property owner, addressed the Commission.  
Mr. Miller clarified the ownership of this property is solely Dan Lowe and Joe Tutera, 
both of whom reside locally.  RED was hired to develop the property and RED is also 



 
a local company.  He noted Dan Lowe did talk with staff regarding the proposed 
amendment.  He stated he was not present to discuss redevelopment or to oppose 
the comprehensive plan amendment, but to highlight the points expressed in their 
letter.   
 
“In light of the tremendous time and effort put forth by elected officials, city staff, 
residents and other stakeholders in creating and adopting the Village Vision Strategic 
Investment Plan, it seems that any amendment to that plan should encourage the 
City to consider uses of the MVS site that are consistent with the broadly stated goals 
of that plan.  Specifically, portions of the Action Agenda in Section F. of the Village 
Vision Strategic Investment Plan’s Executive Summary statement that top priorities of 
the City include (1) consider revising the zoning ordinance to allow more residential, 
commercial and office development, particularly in walkable, mixed-use areas of 
greater intensity, (2) permit higher residential densities and mixed uses near existing 
commercial areas and along arterial roadways and (3) allow for a greater variety of 
housing types throughout Prairie Village.” 
 
Mr. Miller proposed that the Planning Commission not recommend uses be limited 
until they consider uses as part of a formal redevelopment proposal.   
 
With no one else wishing to address the Commission, Chairman Ken Vaughn 
thanked the residents for their comments and closed the public hearing at 7:35 p.m. 
 
Mr. Vaughn asked if staff had any additional comments.   
 
Ron Williamson stated that staff feels adding the language suggested by the owner  
broadens land use outside of R-1a and they feel uses should stay within R-1a District.  
 
Nancy Vennard suggested the language in the last sentence of #3 under Issues 
should be changed to read “be compatible with or relate to surroundingsurroundingsurroundingsurrounding residences”  
to include those residents across Mission Road  from this site. 
 
Ms Vennard also pointed out a typo in the last sentence under #4 “relate to the 
variety adjacent of of of of residential type developments adjacent to the site.” Nancy 
Wallerstein pointed out a typo in #1 of recommendations on the top of page 4 – “Do to 
the former . . . should read Due Due Due Due to the former . . .  
 
Nancy Vennard questioned the use of R-la and RP-la in the recommendations.  Mr. 
Williamson clarified that the uses were the same, but that RP-1a is a planned district 
and the use could taken a different form.  Mr. Williamson also noted that the word 
“adjacent” would include properties across the street and is not limited to immediately 
adjoining properties.   
 
Nancy Wallerstein confirmed the flood plain map designations of “Zone X” were 
currently unrated classifications.   
 
Randy Kronblad moved the Planning Commission adopt by Resolution 2012-01 the 
proposed amendment to Chapter 8 of the Comprehensive Plan as written including 
the two typographical corrections and forward said resolution to the Governing Body 
for its approval.  The motion was seconded by Dirk Schafer and passed unanimously.   
 



 
Dirk Schafer expressed the Planning Commission’s appreciation for those in 
attendance at the meeting and thanked them for being involved in their community.  
Their input and passion is welcome.   
  



 
 
NONNONNONNON----PUBLIC HEARINGS PUBLIC HEARINGS PUBLIC HEARINGS PUBLIC HEARINGS     
    
PC2012PC2012PC2012PC2012----105105105105    Site Plan Approval for fenceSite Plan Approval for fenceSite Plan Approval for fenceSite Plan Approval for fence    

    8526 Fontana8526 Fontana8526 Fontana8526 Fontana    
 
David and Janet Byars, 8526 Fontana, presented their request for a waiver form 
Section 19.44.025 C which requires a five (5) foot setback from the right-of-way 
adjacent to Somerset because the subject property is located on a corner lot.  There 
is eighty (80) feet of right-of-way along this section of Somerset which would place 
the fence forty-five (45) feet from the center line of the street.   
 
They want to construct a new fence in the same location of the original fence which 
was approximately forty-one feet from the centerline of Somerset.  The proposed 
fence is six (6) foot in height and is a standard privacy fence design. 
 
They believe it is a hardship to have to take existing vegetation on the backyard side 
of the fence and replace it under the strict interpretation of the zoning code. Secondly, 
they would like to maintain as much rear yard space as possible and do not believe 
that the fence in the current location affects the rights of adjacent property owners.   
 
Staff reviewed the following criteria for a modification to the required setback under 
the approval of a site plan.     
    
A. The site is capable of accommodating the building(s), parking areas and drives A. The site is capable of accommodating the building(s), parking areas and drives A. The site is capable of accommodating the building(s), parking areas and drives A. The site is capable of accommodating the building(s), parking areas and drives 

with appropriate open space and landscape;with appropriate open space and landscape;with appropriate open space and landscape;with appropriate open space and landscape;    
The applicant is not proposing to significantly alter the existing building, parking or 
drive configuration.  The open space will remain relatively the same since the 
proposed fence design is similar the previous fence and in the same location.   
 
B. UtiliB. UtiliB. UtiliB. Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development;ties are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development;ties are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development;ties are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development;    
The site has existing utilities.  
    
C. The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff;C. The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff;C. The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff;C. The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff;    
The proposed modifications to the site will not have any impact on stormwater runoff.   
 
D. The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation;D. The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation;D. The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation;D. The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation;    
The Planning Commission has given the placement of fences a great deal of 
consideration related to safe ingress and egress circulation.  In developing setback 
standards for fences, the Planning Commission has considered impacts on adjacent 
properties.  In this case, the property to the west could be adversely impacted by the 
construction of a standard six (6) foot privacy fence along the property line; however, 
both properties front on Fontana and in this situation would not be impacted.  There 
would be little impact to the adjacent property given site placement of the existing 
fence and the lack of a driveway curb-cut along Somerset.  .   
 
E. The plan is conE. The plan is conE. The plan is conE. The plan is consistent with good land planning and site engineering design sistent with good land planning and site engineering design sistent with good land planning and site engineering design sistent with good land planning and site engineering design 

principles;principles;principles;principles;    
The plan is consistent with good land planning and site engineering design principles. 
 
F. An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality F. An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality F. An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality F. An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality 

of the of the of the of the proposed building(s) and the surrounding neighborhood;proposed building(s) and the surrounding neighborhood;proposed building(s) and the surrounding neighborhood;proposed building(s) and the surrounding neighborhood;    



 
The proposed fence is compatible with the residential structure and the surrounding 
neighborhood.    
 
G. The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the G. The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the G. The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the G. The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the 

Comprehensive PlaComprehensive PlaComprehensive PlaComprehensive Plan and other adopted planning policies.n and other adopted planning policies.n and other adopted planning policies.n and other adopted planning policies.    
The plan is consistent with overall development patterns represented in the 
neighborhood and with the policies adopted in the Comprehensive Plan.   
 
Dirk Schafer moved the Planning Commission find the PC2012-105 meets the 
required criteria and grant the requested waiver from Section 19.44.025C.  The 
motion was seconded by Greg Wolf and passed unanimously. 
 
PC2011PC2011PC2011PC2011----116116116116    Sign Approval Sign Approval Sign Approval Sign Approval ––––    Monument SignMonument SignMonument SignMonument Sign    

    83838383rdrdrdrd    & Mission Road& Mission Road& Mission Road& Mission Road    
 
Jeff Berg, representing Lane4, presented revised monument signs for Corinth Square 
Shopping Center.  He noted the sign to be located on the southeast corner has been 
lowered to five feet in height but is approximately 36 feet in length.   
 
Ron Williamson stated staff feels the new design and materials are better than the 
original design originally approved by the Planning Commission.  The only concern is 
that the monument be set back far enough so it does not adversely affect the site 
distance at the intersection.   
 
Nancy Wallerstein asked what the surface would be in the open areas.  Scott Schultz 
replied the open areas are designed to hold shopping center and community related 
announcements and it was anticipated that it would never be open.  The back will be 
a solid finish selected by Lane4 with on-going interchangeable lettering for the 
announcements.   
 
Randy Kronblad asked what would be in the blank squares on the ends of the 
monument sign.  These would be signs identifying Lane4 with leasing contact 
information. Mr. Kronblad questioned the need for two such signs.  Dennis Enslinger 
noted that one sign was approved in the original submittal.  Jeff Berg stated they 
would be willing to have only one sign as originally proposed.   
 
Nancy Vennard confirmed the location of the monument signs to be at the southeast 
corner of 83rd & Mission and two signs, one on each side of the new main entrance to 
the center off Mission Road.  Randy Kronblad confirmed there are no monument 
signs planned along 83rd Street and confirmed that signs would be backlit.   
 
Nancy Wallerstein noted with the backlighting it was essential that there be text in the 
changeable section at all times.  Mr. Schultz assured her with the promotion of 
community events as well as center events, the sign area would be filled at all times.   
 
Ron Williamson noted the proposed signs would eliminate the need for the numerous 
temporary signs now found around the center.   
 
Nancy Vennard asked how long the community sign face was on the corner 
monument sign.  Mr. Berg responded it was approximately eight feet in width.  He 
noted there would be no tenant specific signage in this location.   



 
 
Staff noted the change to the monument sign would also need to be addressed in 
revised sign standards for the center.  These changes could be made and approved 
by staff.  Staff also noted that approval should be conditioned upon meeting the 
appropriate site distances at the intersection.  Mr. Berg stated the conditions of 
approval were acceptable.   
 
Nancy Vennard moved the Planning Commission approve the revised monument 
sign for the Corinth Square Shopping Center as presented subject to the sign location 
meets the appropriate site distances at the intersection and the sign standards for the 
center be revised and presented to staff for approval to reflect the changes to the 
monument sign.  The motion was seconded by Dirk Schafer and passed 
unanimously.   
 
 
OTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESS    
Next MeetingNext MeetingNext MeetingNext Meeting    
The June 5th Planning Commission agenda at this time includes a lot split on 72nd 
Street, sign standard revisions on 75th Street, a possible Special Use Permit for a 
daycare at 7501 Belinder and a BZA (rear yard setback)  and Site Plan approval for 
3704 West 71st Street.  The filing deadline is Friday.   
 
 
ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
With no further business to come before the Planning Commission, Chairman Ken 
Vaughn adjourned the meeting at 8:15 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
Ken Vaughn 
Chairman 
 
    
 
 











MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTSMAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTSMAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTSMAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS    
 

May 21May 21May 21May 21, 2012, 2012, 2012, 2012    
    

Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:    
Environmental/Recycle Committee   05/23/2012  7:00 p.m. 
VillageFest Committee     05/24/2012  7:00 p.m. 
Council Committee of the Whole     06/04/2012  6:00 p.m. 
City Council                 06/04/2012  7:30 p.m. 
The Prairie Village Arts Council is pleased to announce a photography exhibit by Julie 
Fallone in the R. G. Endres Gallery for the month of May.   
 
Recreation memberships are for sale in the City Clerk’s Office. The pool opens May 26that 
11:00 a.m. 
 
The City offices will be closed Monday, May 28th in observance of the Memorial Day 
Holiday. Deffenbaugh also observes this holiday so pick-up will be delayed. 
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INFORMATIONALINFORMATIONALINFORMATIONALINFORMATIONAL    ITEMSITEMSITEMSITEMS    
May May May May 21212121, 201, 201, 201, 2012222    

    
    

1. Planning Commission Agenda – June 5, 2012 
2. Park and Recreation Committee Minutes – February 8, 2012 
3. Park and Recreation Committee Minutes – April 11, 2012 
4. VillageFest Committee Minutes – February 23, 2012 
5. VillageFest Committee Minutes – March 22, 2012 
6. Environmental Committee Minutes – March 28, 2012 
7. Prairie Village Arts Council Minutes – March 21, 2012 
8. Prairie Village Arts Council Minutes – April 18, 2012 
9. Sister City Committee Minutes – April 9, 2012 
10. Mark Your Calendars 
 

 
        

 
 

 
 
 















VILLAGEFEST VILLAGEFEST VILLAGEFEST VILLAGEFEST COMMITTEECOMMITTEECOMMITTEECOMMITTEE    
    

February 23February 23February 23February 23, 2012 Minutes, 2012 Minutes, 2012 Minutes, 2012 Minutes    
    

The VillageFest Committee met February 23, 2012 at 7:00 pm.  Present and presiding, 
Marianne Noll.  Members present: Diana Ewy Sharp, Toby Fritz, Ted Fritz, Kathy Peters, 
Beth Cavanaugh, Ed Roberts, Susan Forrest, Dale Warman, Quinn Bennion, Sgt. Byron 
Roberson, Mike Helms and Jeanne Koontz. 
 
Minutes Minutes Minutes Minutes     
Ed Roberts moved approval of the minutes of the January 26, 2012 meeting. Dale Warman 
seconded the motion which passed unanimously. 
 
Staff ReportsStaff ReportsStaff ReportsStaff Reports    
A. Administration 
The committee decided to contract with the following acts for 2012:  Jim Cosgrove, Funky 
Mama and the sound system; Petting Zoo & Pony Rides, Games 2 U Van, Human Hamster 
Balls, Photo Booth, Face Painters, and Wacky Hair. 
 
The committee reviewed the quote from Inflatabilities and expressed concern with going with 
an unknown company, whether the inflatables were comparable and insurance coverage.  
Jeanne Koontz said she would follow up regarding the insurance issue and the type of 
inflatables. 
 
B. Public Works 
Public Works feels that the stage will work and it will be less expensive going forward.  
Electrical outlets will need to be put in.  Quinn Bennion expressed concern with people 
looking uphill at the stage. 
 
C. Police Department 
Byron Roberson reported that there will not be a dunk tank for Special Olympics this year. 
 
D. Fire Department 
No report.  Marianne Noll asked the committee to consider how we choose who gets to go up 
in the bucket with the Mayor. 
 
Budget ReportBudget ReportBudget ReportBudget Report    
Marianne Noll reported that $750 has been received from Friends of VillageFest.  Toby Fritz 
asked if Google had been explored as a sponsor. 
    
Activity ReportsActivity ReportsActivity ReportsActivity Reports    
 
A. Entertainment – Quinn Bennion 

Quinn Bennion reported that he has a list of 44 bands in the $600 to $1,000 price range.  
The committee requested a high energy band.  Quinn said he would narrow down that list 
and let the committee make the final decision.  
 
Marianne Noll suggested an act to replace Uncle Sam on Stilts.  Laughing Matters is a 
mime/juggling duo that can move crowds.  Marianne will follow up with them and get 
more information. 

 
B. Sponsorship – Marianne Noll 

Sponsorship letters were sent to previous sponsors.  Capitol Federal and O’Neill’s have 
committed to sponsorships again this year.  Sponsor letters will be sent to potential new 



sponsors within the next month. Friends of VillageFest letters were sent to committee 
members and small businesses.  $750 has been received so far. 

 
C. Marketing – Marianne Noll & Jeanne Koontz 

Marianne Noll reported that the VillageFest url now directs traffic to the City’s homepage 
but she would like it to go directly to the VillageFest webpage or have a website created.   

 
D. Children’s Craft Center – Patty Jordan 

No report. 
 
E. Crafts – Patty Jordan 

Quinn Bennion gave Patty a sample application. Marianne Noll suggested the crafters be 
put by the grilling contest. 
 

F. Patriotic Service 
Marianne Noll asked if a singer was needed.  The committee said they would like to have 
a singer.  
 

G. Food Vendors – Susan Forrest 
The committee agreed to follow-up with the previous vendors. 

 
H. Grilling Contest – Deke Rohrbach 

Marianne Noll reported the Grilling Contest will take place at 10:30 am with the awards 
announced at 1:30 pm.  The contest will take place at the Harmon Park Pavilion and will 
include 24 contestants.  The entry fee is $20.  The judging will take place at the Santa Fe 
Park Pavilion. 
 

I. History Display – Ted Fritz 
Ted Fritz said he still needs a few more pictures and the display from the EPA.  He asked 
if someone could do an educational piece on the City’s Geothermal Project. 
 

J. Hospitality – Doug Sharp 
No report. 

 
K. Volunteers – Beth Cavanaugh 

No report. 
 

L. Children’s Parade – Andrea Bentz 
No report. 
 

M. Information Booth – Beth Cavanaugh 
No report. 
 

N. Student Contest 
Marianne Noll suggested contacting after-school programs. 
 

O. Community Spirit Award – Diana Ewy Sharp and Toby Fritz 
No report. 
 

P. Bike Rodeo – Adam Taylor 
No report. 

 
Q. Children’s Fingerprinting – Ed Roberts 

No report. 



R. Committee Shirts – Marianne Noll 
No report. 
 

S. Committee Booths – Jeanne Koontz & Marianne Noll 
Toby Fritz reported that the Environmental Committee would like a booth in the same 
location. 

    
 
OtherOtherOtherOther    
Quinn Bennion suggested having a tethered hot air balloon.  Two balloons would be 
approximately $2,000 for about 2 hours. 
 
Quinn Bennion suggested having a Brass Band at the pancake breakfast. 
 
Marianne Noll asked Dale Warman to request the National Guard Equipment for the event. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:30 pm. 
 
Marianne Noll 
Chair 
 



VILLAGEFEST VILLAGEFEST VILLAGEFEST VILLAGEFEST COMMITTEECOMMITTEECOMMITTEECOMMITTEE    
    

March 22March 22March 22March 22, 2012 Minutes, 2012 Minutes, 2012 Minutes, 2012 Minutes    
    

The VillageFest Committee met March 22, 2012 at 7:00 pm.  Present and presiding, 
Marianne Noll.  Members present: Diana Ewy Sharp, Toby Fritz, Ted Fritz, Beth Cavanaugh, 
Ed Roberts, Susan Forrest, Cindy Clark, Patty Jordan, Deke Rohrbach, Dale Warman, Quinn 
Bennion, and Jeanne Koontz. 
 
Minutes Minutes Minutes Minutes     
Ed Roberts moved approval of the minutes of the February 23, 2012 meeting. Toby Fritz 
seconded the motion which passed unanimously. 
 
Staff ReportsStaff ReportsStaff ReportsStaff Reports    
A. Administration 
The committee decided to contact Forever Young Clowns and Ararat Shrine Clowns to 
determine pricing and availability for July 4th.  The committee also suggested having the 
clowns spread out. 
 
The committee discussed whether to contract with Wacky Banana again or go with a new 
vendor Inflatabilities.  Wacky Banana had not yet responded to a request to match prices.  
Marianne Noll noted that there was a problem with timeliness last year.  Diana Ewy Sharp 
stated she supports Wacky Banana but the committee can move on if they would like.  Dale 
Warman stated we should be treated like a customer.  The committee decided to move 
forward with Inflatabilities for this year. 
 
The committee reviewed the prelminary schedule.  The DJ at Harmon Park Pavilion will finish 
at 11:30 am.  The majority of the events will take place from 9:30 am – 1:30 pm. 
 
B. Public Works – No report 
 
C. Police Department – No report 
 
D. Fire Department – No report 
 
Budget ReportBudget ReportBudget ReportBudget Report    
Marianne Noll reported that $1825 has been received from Friends of VillageFest.  
 
Laughing Matters, mime/juggling duo, will be on site from 9:30 – 11:30 to teach people how to 
juggle and can lead the children’s parade for $500.  The committee decided to wait and see if 
there is money in the budget.  The committee decided to ask Jim Cosgrove to lead the 
parade. 
 
The committee also suggested inviting actors from the Renaissance Festival. Marianne Noll 
will follow-up. 
    
Activity ReportsActivity ReportsActivity ReportsActivity Reports    
 
A. Entertainment – Quinn Bennion 

Quinn Bennion said the headliner band typically plays a 90 minute set.  A survey was 
sent out to all committee members and five responses were received.  The committee 
decided to follow-up with Four Fried Chickens & a Coke, The Brew, Valentine & the 
Knights and Jake McVey. 

 



B. Sponsorship – Marianne Noll 
Renewal by Andersen has committed to be a Silver Sponsor again this year. Marianne 
Noll will begin follow-up with sponsors.   

 
C. Marketing – Marianne Noll & Jeanne Koontz 

Marianne Noll sent written thank you notes to all the Friends of VillageFest sponsors and 
window clings. 
 
Marianne Noll asked for input on next steps in creating our own website.  She noted that 
www.prairievillagefest.com now goes directly to the VillageFest webpage. 

 
D. Children’s Craft Center – Patty Jordan 

Patty Jordan said there will be three crafts and she will bring examples to the next 
meeting. 

 
E. Crafts – Patty Jordan 

Patty Jordan said she obtained a sample application from the Turkey Creek Festival.  
They will email our application to their list of crafters.  A location needs to be determined 
for the crafters.  The committee agreed to move forward with the idea.  Patty and Cindy 
will coordinate. 
 

F. Patriotic Service 
Quinn Bennion said there is a high school boys group who may be available to sing at 
the Patriotic Service. Marianne Noll said she will contact the boy scouts about presenting 
the colors. 
 

G. Food Vendors – Susan Forrest 
Hy-Vee, Trent Carter and Del Sawyer have all agreed to return.  Del Sawyer would like to 
bring a second trailer with sweet corn, turkey legs and baked corn dogs.  The committee 
recommended checking with Hy-Vee regarding the menu items first.  Diana Ewy Sharp 
will ask Mely if she will be a vendor this year. 
 
Quinn Bennion will look into having an ATM on-site. 

 
H. Grilling Contest – Deke Rohrbach 

Deke Rohrbach is refining the rules.  She has received a commitment for 30 party size 
EZ grills and EQ grill aprons. 
 

I. History Display – Ted Fritz 
No report. 
 

J. Hospitality – Doug Sharp 
No report. 

 
K. Volunteers – Beth Cavanaugh 

No report. 
 

L. Children’s Parade – Andrea Bentz 
No report. 
 

M. Information Booth – Beth Cavanaugh 
No report. 
 

N. Student Contest 



Marianne Noll will contact the Y after-school program. 
 

O. Community Spirit Award – Diana Ewy Sharp and Toby Fritz 
The committee discussed the awards plaque.  An email will be sent to committee 
members closer to the event. 
 

P. Bike Rodeo – Adam Taylor 
No report. 

 
Q. Children’s Fingerprinting – Ed Roberts 

No report. 
 

R. Committee Shirts – Marianne Noll 
No report. 
 

S. Committee Booths – Jeanne Koontz & Marianne Noll 
Quinn Bennion will look into having a display on the Geothermal project. 

    
The meeting adjourned at 8:30 pm. 
 
Marianne Noll 
Chair 
 



 PRAIRIE VILLAGE ENVIRONMENT AND RECYCLE COMMITTEE 

Minutes, March 28, 2012 

Pete Jarchow, for the steering committee, called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.  Attending were 
Penny Mahon, Karin McAdams, Dennis Enslinger, Thomas O’Brien, Pete Jarchow, Margaret Goldstein, 
Ruth Hopkins, Shannon Tuttle, Deborah English, Polly Swafford, Bob Pierson, Ashley Weaver, Al 
Pugsley, Anne-Marie Hedge and Linda Smith.       

The minutes from February were approved. 

Guest Speaker – Kristin Riott, from Bridging the Gap.  BTG has many active projects, including, 
among others: 

• Water conservation packs distributed in low-income neighborhoods 

• Downspout disconnect education 

• Rebates for installing low-flow toilets 

• Model rain gardens 

• Tree planting in Joplin in conjunction with Cargill (sic!) 

• Updated website and opportunity for others to post to it 

• Proposed periodic social nights for people from all environmental groups 

• Upcoming major gala to celebrate 20 years 

Reports and business 

• Community Gardens 

o Opening day will be April 2; wood chip paths are expected to be in place 

o Working with the city to get a small fence around the garden 

o They have applied for a grant; if they don’t get it, funding will be an issue 

• Earth Fair 

o A sign-up sheet for volunteers was passed around.  There were still positions 
available. 

o The librarian at SME will accept books for the book sale at the school; call Kathi Knop 
at 993-6617 to get someone to carry the books in. 

• Community Forum:  

o KNRC will continue to cosponsor the event with us. 

o A speaker is still needed; someone who can address the fracking issue would be very 
timely. 

• Other business: 

o Chuck Dehner has raised the issue of herbicides in city parks; we need to revisit this 
issue, providing information on alternatives to Snapshot and proper ways to apply it 
and other products.  Checking back with Bruce McNabb would be advisable. 

 

 



The meeting adjourned at 8:30 

The next meeting will be held on April 25 at 7:00 p.m.  

Respectfully submitted, 

Karin McAdams 

 



Prairie Village Arts Council 
Wednesday, March 21, 2012 

7:00 p.m. 
City Hall Council Chambers 

 
Minutes  

 
The Prairie Village Arts Council met at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers at City Hall.  
Members present:  Randy Kronblad, Chair, Shelly Trewolla, Dan Anderson, Pam Marshall, 
Lindsey Rosemann, and Clara Martin. Staff: Dennis Enslinger.  
 
Minutes 
Minutes from the February 15, 2011were approved as presented.  
 
Financial Reports  
Dennis Enslinger presented the financial reports. 
 
City Council Report 
Laura Wassmer was not present to provide a City Council Report.   
 
Exhibit/Receptions     
March Exhibition/Reception – Fred Mullet – Print Making, March 9, 2012, 6:30-7:30 p.m. 
There was a light attendance at the event due to KU game and beginning of spring break. 
  
April Exhibition/Reception - SM School Art Teachers, April 13, 2012, 6:30-7:30 p.m. 
All of the art will be hung Tuesday the 3rd.   
Volunteers for the reception: Shelley, Pam and Randy 
 
Old Business 
Shooting Stars is April 1st, the event starts at 3:30 p.m. and the awards are at 5:15 p.m. 
Names are due by Friday, March 23rd, if any Council members would like to attend please let 
Dennis know as soon as possible.  
 
New Business 
Possible Event with Prairie Village Bank – Jack Shearer  was not present to discuss this item. 
 
Discussion of Corinth Square CID 1% for Arts Process 
Arts Council requested that Lane 4 share the RFP with Arts Council and then Arts Council can 
share it Arts Council artists list.  Arts Council also requested to be involved as much as they can.    
 
The Arts Council reviewed the following applications for exhibition: 
 Julia C. Walker – Digital Photography – not accepted.   
 Julie Fallone - Food Photographer – accepted  
 
Meeting was adjourned at 7:50 p.m.   
 



Prairie Village Arts Council 
Wednesday, April 18, 2012 

7:00 p.m. 
City Hall Council Chambers 

 
Minutes  

 
The Prairie Village Arts Council met at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers at City Hall.  
Members present:  Shelly Trewolla, Ian Arnold, Pam Marshall, Lindsey Rosemann, and Clara 
Martin, Laura Wassmer Council Representative, Staff: Dennis Enslinger.  
 
Minutes 
Minutes from the March 21, 2012 were approved as presented.  
 
Financial Reports  
Dennis Enslinger presented the financial reports. 
 
City Council Report 
Laura Wassmer provided a City Council Report. Council Wassmer noted that the City Council 
will have three new council members based on the recent elections.  She also noted the approval 
of the log rail fence was approved without the chain link fence. Council member Wassmer noted 
that the trail from Franklin Park to Nall was not approved by the City Council.  In addition, the 
intersection at Nall and Somerset/91st will be realigned with the Somerset Street project.   
 
Exhibit/Receptions     
 
April Exhibition/Reception - SM School Art Teachers, April 13, 2012, 6:30-7:30 p.m. 
It was noted that there was good attendance at the reception.   
 
May Exhibition/Reception – Julie Fallone – Photography, May 11, 2012 6:30-7:30 p.m. 
Volunteers for the reception: Shelley Trewolla.   
 
Old Business 
PV Arts Show, June 1-3rd  
Donna Potts was present to discuss the Prairie Village Arts Show June 1-3rd.  She indicated that 
they had about 400 applications and selected 104 artists this year.  Pam Marshall and Shelly 
Trewolla indicated they can help with setup. (9:30 – Noon).   
 
Arts Council agreed to provide wine on Friday, June 1st, dinner on Saturday, June 2nd, and the 
breakfast on June 3rd.  Donna will place the order for the dinners on Saturday night.  There was 
some discussion about having a misting tent if the heat was too much for the artists.  Shelley 
noted that SME has a water mister. Donna indicated that she would contact SME and see if it 
could be borrowed.   
 
Donna noted that a new band for Saturday Jazz, Michael Beers Band will play on Friday night.   
 
New Business 
Possible Event with Prairie Village Bank – Jack Shearer was not present to discuss this item. 
 



The Arts Council reviewed the following applications for exhibition: 
 Ted Denton – Digital Photography – approved.   
 
Pam Marshal noted that we need to start planning for the STOA.     
 
Meeting was adjourned at 7:40 p.m.   
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        Council MembersCouncil MembersCouncil MembersCouncil Members    
    Mark Your CalendarsMark Your CalendarsMark Your CalendarsMark Your Calendars    

May May May May 21212121,,,,    2020202011112222 
  
May 2012May 2012May 2012May 2012    Julie Fallone photography exhibit in the R. G. Endres Gallery 
May 26 Pool opens for the season 
May 28 City offices closed in observance of Memorial Day 
    
June 2012June 2012June 2012June 2012    Senior Arts Council exhibit in the R. G. Endres Gallery 
June 4 City Council Meeting 
June 8 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 8:00 p.m. 
June 15 Moonlight swim – pool open until 10:00 p.m. 
June 18 City Council Meeting 
    
July 2012July 2012July 2012July 2012    Anna Dorrance / Mark Higgins / Anna Nye photography exhibit in the R. G. 

Endres Gallery 
July 2 City Council Meeting 
July 4 VillageFest 
July 4 City offices closed in observance of Independence Day 
July 6 Moonlight swim – pool open until 10:00 p.m. 
July 13 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 7:30 p.m. 
July 16 City Council Meeting 
July 20 Moonlight swim – pool open until 10:00 p.m. 
    
August  2012August  2012August  2012August  2012    
August 3 Moonlight swim – pool open until 10:00 p.m. 
August 6 City Council Meeting 
August 10 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 7:30 p.m. 
August 13 Reduced hours begin at the pool 
August 20 City Council Meeting 
    
September 2012September 2012September 2012September 2012    Ukrainian – Sister City exhibit in the R. G. Endres Gallery 
September 3 City offices closed in observance of Labor Day 
September 3 Pool closes for the season at 6:00 p.m. 
September 4(Tues.) City Council Meeting 
September 14 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 7:30 p.m. 
    
October 2012October 2012October 2012October 2012 State of the Arts Exhibit in the R. G. Endres Gallery 
October 1 City Council Meeting 
October 12 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 8:30 p.m. 
October 15 City Council Meeting 
 
November 2012November 2012November 2012November 2012    Greater Kansas City Art Association 
November 5 City Council Meeting 
November 9 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 7:30 p.m. 
November 19 City Council Meeting 
November 22 City offices closed in observance of Thanksgiving 
November 23 City offices closed in observance of Thanksgiving 
    
December 2012December 2012December 2012December 2012    Eileen McCoy oils exhibit in the R. G. Endres Gallery 
December 3 City Council Meeting 
December 14 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 7:30 p.m. 
December 17 City Council Meeting 
December 25 City offices closed in observance of Christmas    
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