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 Presentation of the 2014 audit 
Berberich Trahan 

 
 Presentation of the recommended 2016 operating budget 

Lisa Santa Maria 
 

*COU2015-22 Consider the construction administration agreement with Affinis Corp for 
On-Call Field Services for Telecommunication Installation Right-of-Way 
Activities. 
Keith Bredehoeft 
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[Date of issuance of communication]

To the Honorable Mayor and City Council of
City of Prairie Village, Kansas

We are pleased to present this report related to our audit of the financial statements of the City of Prairie
Village, Kansas (the City) for the year ended December 31, 2014. This report summarizes certain
matters required by professional standards to be communicated to you in your oversight responsibility
for the City’s financial reporting process.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Honorable Mayor and City Council and
is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.  It will be our
pleasure to respond to any questions you have about this report.  We appreciate the opportunity to
continue to be of service to the City.

[FIRM SIGNATURE]



D R A F T

CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS

Report to the City Council
[Date of Issuance of Communication]

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

Required Communications
  Our Responsibilities with Regard to the Financial Statement Audit 1
  Overview of the Planned Scope and Timing of the Financial Statement Audit 1
  Accounting Policies and Practices 1-2
  Audit Adjustments 2
  Uncorrected Misstatements 2
  Disagreements with Management 2
  Consultations with Other Accountants 2
  Significant Issues Discussed with Management 2
  Significant Difficulties Encountered in Performing the Audit 3
  Certain Written Communications between Management and Our Firm 3
  Summary of Significant Accounting Estimates 4
   Representation Letter 5 - 11



D R A F T

-1-

Required Communications
Generally accepted auditing standards (AU-C 260, The Auditor’s Communication with Those
Charged with Governance) require the auditor to promote effective two-way communication
between the auditor and those charged with governance. Consistent with this requirement, the
following summarizes our responsibilities regarding the financial statement audit as well as
observations  arising  from  our  audit  that  are  significant  and  relevant  to  your  responsibility  to
oversee the financial reporting process.

Area Comments
Our Responsibilities with Regard to
the Financial Statement Audit

 Our responsibilities under auditing standards
generally accepted in the United States of
America and the Kansas Municipal Audit and
Accounting Guide have been described to you in
our arrangement letter dated November 17, 2014.

Overview of the Planned Scope and
Timing of the Financial Statement
Audit

 We have issued a separate communication
regarding the planned scope and timing of our
audit and have discussed with you our
identification  of  and  planned  audit  response  to
significant risks of material misstatement.

Accounting Policies and Practices Preferability of Accounting Policies and
Practices
Under generally accepted principles, in certain
circumstances, management may select among
alternative accounting practices. We did not
discuss with management any alternative
treatments within generally accepted accounting
principles for accounting policies and practices
related to material items during the current audit
period.
Adoption of, or Change in, Accounting Policies
Management has the ultimate responsibility for
the appropriateness of the accounting policies
used  by  the  City.  The  City  did  not  adopt  any
significant new accounting policies nor have there
been any changes in existing significant
accounting policies during the current period.

Significant or Unusual Transactions
We did not identify any significant or unusual
transactions or significant accounting policies in
controversial or emerging areas for which there is
a lack of authoritative guidance or consensus.
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Area Comments

Management’s Judgments and Accounting
Estimates
Accounting estimates are an integral part of the
preparation of financial statements and are based
upon management’s current judgment.  The
process used by management encompasses their
knowledge and experience about past and current
events and certain assumptions about future
events.  You may wish to monitor throughout the
year the process used to determine and record
these accounting estimates.  Summary
information about the process used by
management in formulating particularly sensitive
accounting estimates and about our conclusions
regarding the reasonableness of those estimates is
in the attached “Summary of Accounting
Estimates.”

Audit Adjustments  There were no audit adjustments made to the
original trial balance presented to us to begin our
audit.

Uncorrected Misstatements  During the course of our audit, we accumulated
uncorrected misstatements that were determined
by management to be immaterial, both
individually and in the aggregate, to the
statements of financial position, results of
operations, and cash flows and to the related
financial statement disclosures. The uncorrected
misstatements are summarized in the attached
representation letter.

Disagreements with Management  We encountered no disagreements with
management over the application of significant
accounting principles, the basis for management’s
judgments on any significant matters, the scope of
the audit, or significant disclosures to be included
in the financial statements.

Consultations with Other Accountants  We are not aware of any consultations
management had with other accountants about
accounting or auditing matters.

Significant Issues Discussed with
Management

 No significant issues arising from the audit were
discussed with or the subject of correspondence
with management.
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Area Comments
Significant Difficulties Encountered in
Performing the Audit

 We did not encounter any significant difficulties
in dealing with management during the audit.

Certain Written Communications
between Management and Our Firm

 Copies of certain written communications
between our firm and the management of the City,
including the representation letter provided to us
by management, are attached.
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CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS
Summary of Significant Accounting Estimates

Year Ended December 31, 2014

The following describes the significant accounting estimates reflected in the City’s
December 31, 2014, financial statements:

Estimate Accounting Policy
Management’s

Estimation Process

Basis for Our
Conclusions on

Reasonableness of
Estimate

Net OPEB Obligation The net OPEB
obligation is
computed by an
independent actuarial
firm. The disclosure is
based upon numerous
assumptions and
estimates, including
the expected rate of
investment return, the
interest rate used to
determine the present
value and medical
care cost trend rates.

The rate of return is
based on historical
and general market
data.

Review of
management’s
analysis resulted in
our conclusion that the
estimate appears
reasonable.

Pension Liability The pension liability
is computed by an
independent actuarial
firm. The disclosure is
based upon numerous
assumptions and
estimates, including
the expected rate of
investment return and
the interest rate used
to determine the
present value.

The rate of return is
based on historical
and general market
data.

Review of
management’s
analysis resulted in
our conclusion that the
estimate appears
reasonable.
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Berberich Trahan & Co., P.A.
3630 SW Burlingame Road
Topeka, Kansas 66611-2050

This representation letter is provided in connection with your audit of the basic financial statements of the
City of Prairie Village, Kansas (the City) as of and for the year ended December 31, 2014 for the purpose
of expressing an opinion on whether the financial statements are presented fairly, in all material respects
in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.

We confirm, to the best of our knowledge and belief, as of the date of the auditor’s report, the following
representations made to you during your audit.

Financial Statements

1. We  have  fulfilled  our  responsibilities,  as  set  out  in  the  terms  of  the  audit  arrangement
letter dated November 17, 2014, for the preparation and fair presentation of the financial
statements referred to above in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted
in the United States of America.

2. We have identified for you all of our funds and governmental functions.

3. We have properly classified all funds and activities.

4. We have properly determined and reported the major governmental funds based on the
required quantitative criteria.

5. We  are  responsible  for  compliance  with  laws  and  regulations  applicable  to  the  City
including adopting, approving and amending budgets.

6. We have identified and disclosed to you all laws and regulations that have a direct and
material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts including legal and
contractual provisions for reporting specific activities in separate funds.

7. We acknowledge our responsibility for the design, implementation, and maintenance of
internal control relevant to the preparation and fair presentation of financial statements
that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

8. We acknowledge our responsibility for the design, implementation, and maintenance of
internal control to prevent and detect fraud.

9. Significant assumptions used by us in making accounting estimates, including those
measured at fair value, are reasonable.
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10. Related-party transactions, including those with other organizations for which the nature
and significance of their relationship with the City are such that exclusion would cause
the reporting entity's financial statements to be misleading or incomplete, and interfund
transactions, including interfund accounts and advances receivable and payable, sale and
purchase transactions, interfund transfers, long-term loans, leasing arrangements, and
guarantees, have been recorded in accordance with the economic substance of the
transaction and appropriately accounted for and disclosed in accordance with the
requirements of accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America.

11. All events subsequent to the date of the financial statements and for which accounting
principles generally accepted in the United States of America requires adjustment or
disclosure have been adjusted or disclosed.

12.  The effects of all known actual or possible litigation and claims have been accounted for
and disclosed in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United
States of America.

13. The following have been properly recorded and/or disclosed in the financial statements:
a. Net positions and fund balance classifications.
b. The fair value of investments.
c. Amounts of contractual obligations for construction and purchase of real property or

equipment not included in the liabilities or encumbrances recorded on the books.
d. Debt issue provisions.
e. Significant estimates and material concentrations known to management which are

required to be disclosed.
f. Risk financing activities.
g. Deposits and investment securities categories of risk.
h. The effect on the financial statements of standards which have been issued, but which

we have not yet adopted.

14.    We have no plans or intentions that may materially affect the carrying value or
classification of assets or liabilities.  In that regard:
a. The City has no significant amounts of idle property and equipment.
b. The City has no plans or intentions to discontinue the operations of any activities or

programs or to discontinue any significant operations.
c. Provision has been made to reduce applicable assets that have permanently declined

in value to their realizable values.
d. We have reviewed long-lived assets and certain identifiable intangibles to be held

and used for impairment whenever events or changes in circumstances have indicated
that the carrying amount of the assets might not be recoverable and have
appropriately recorded the adjustment.

15.  We are responsible for making the accounting estimates included in the financial
statements.  Those estimates reflect our judgment based on our knowledge and
experience about past and current events and our assumptions about conditions we expect
to exist and courses of action we expect to take. In that regard, adequate provisions have
been made:
a. To reduce receivables to their estimated net collectable amounts.
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b. For risk retention, including uninsured losses or loss retentions (deductibles)
attributable to events occurring through December 31, 2014 and/or for expected
retroactive insurance premium adjustments applicable to periods through
December 31, 2014.

c.  To reduce investments and other assets which have permanently declined in value to
their realizable values.

d. For pension obligations, post-retirement benefits other than pensions, and deferred
compensation agreements attributable to employee services rendered through
December 31, 2014.

16. There are no:
a. Material transactions that have not been properly recorded in the accounting records

underlying the financial statements.
b. Violations or possible violations of laws or regulations whose effects should be

considered for disclosure in the financial statements or as a basis for recording a loss
contingency. In that regard, we specifically represent that we have not been
designated as, or alleged to be, a "potentially responsible party" by the Environmental
Protection Agency in connection with any environmental contamination.

c. Other material liabilities or gain or loss contingencies that are required to be accrued
or disclosed by the Contingencies Topic of the FASB Accounting Standards
Codification.

d. Guarantees, whether written or oral, under which the City is contingently liable.
e. Arrangements with financial institutions involving compensating balances or other

arrangements involving restrictions on cash balances.
f. Lines of credit or similar arrangements.
g. Agreements to repurchase assets previously sold.
h. Security agreements in effect under the Uniform Commercial Code.
i. Liens or encumbrances on assets or revenues or any assets or revenues which were

pledged as collateral for any liability or which were subordinated in any way.
j. Liabilities which are subordinated in any way to any other actual or possible

liabilities.
k. Debt issue repurchase options or agreements, or sinking fund debt repurchase

ordinance requirements.
l. Leases and material amounts of rental obligations under long-term leases.
m. Authorized but unissued bonds and/or notes.
n. Derivative financial instruments.
o. Special and extraordinary items.
p. Arbitrage rebate liabilities.
q. Impairments of capital assets.

17.   We have no direct or indirect, legal or moral obligation for any debt of any organization,
public or private, or to special assessment bond holders that is not disclosed in the
financial statements.

18.  The City has satisfactory title to all owned assets.
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19.  We have complied with all aspects of contractual agreements that would have a material
effect on the financial statements in the event of noncompliance. In connection therewith,
we specifically represent that we are responsible for determining that we are not subject
to the requirements of the Single Audit Act and OMB Circular No. A-133, because we
have not received, expended or otherwise been the beneficiary of the required amount of
federal awards during the period of this audit.

20.   Net positions (net investment in capital assets; restricted; and unrestricted) and fund
balances are properly classified and, when applicable, approved.

21.     Expenses or expenditures have been appropriately classified in or allocated to functions
and programs in the statement of activities and allocations have been made on a
reasonable basis.

22.      Revenues have been appropriately classified in the statement of activities within program
revenues and general revenues.

23.      Capital assets, including infrastructure assets, are properly capitalized, reported and
depreciated.

24.    We agree with the findings of specialists in evaluating the postemployment benefit
liability and pension liability and have adequately considered the qualifications of the
specialists in determining the amounts and disclosures used in the financial statements
and underlying accounting records.  We did not give or cause any instructions to be given
to specialists with respect to the values or amounts derived in an attempt to bias their
work, and we are not otherwise aware of any matters that have had an impact on the
independence or objectivity of the specialists.

25.  The effects of uncorrected misstatements are immaterial, both individually and in the
aggregate, to the basic financial statements. A list of the uncorrected misstatements is
attached to this letter.

Information Provided

26.   We have provided you with:
a. Access to all information, of which we are aware that is relevant to the preparation

and fair presentation of the financial statements such as records, documentation, and
other matters.

b. Additional information that you have requested from us for the purpose of the audit;
c. Unrestricted access to persons within the entity from whom you determined it

necessary to obtain audit evidence.
d. Minutes of the meetings of governing board and committees of board members, or

summaries  of  actions  of  recent  meetings  for  which  minutes  have  not  yet  been
prepared.

27. All transactions have been recorded in the accounting records and are reflected in the
financial statements.
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28. We have disclosed to you the results of our assessment of risk that the financial
statements may be materially misstated as a result of fraud.

29. We have no knowledge of allegations of fraud or suspected fraud, affecting the entity’s
financial statements involving:
a.  Management.
b.  Employees who have significant roles in the internal control.
c.  Others where the fraud could have a material effect on the financial statements.

30. We have no knowledge of any allegations of fraud or suspected fraud affecting the City’s
financial statements received in communications from employees, former employees,
analysts, regulators or others.

31.  We have no knowledge of noncompliance or suspected noncompliance with laws and
regulations whose effects should be considered when preparing financial statements.

32.  We are not aware of any pending or threatened litigation and claims whose effects should
be considered when preparing the financial statements.

33.  We have disclosed to you the identity of the entity’s related parties and all the related-
party relationships and transactions of which we are aware.

34. We are aware of no significant deficiencies, including material weaknesses, in the design
or operation of internal controls that could adversely affect the City’s ability to record,
process, summarize and report financial data.

35. We are aware of no communications from regulatory agencies concerning noncompliance
with, or deficiencies in, financial reporting practices.

36. With respect to supplementary information presented in relation to the financial
statements as a whole:
a. We acknowledge our responsibility for the presentation of such information.
b. We believe such information, including its form and content, is fairly presented in

accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of
America.

c. The methods of measurement or presentation have not changed from those used in
the prior period.

d. When supplementary information is not presented with the audited financial
statements, we will make the audited financial statements readily available to the
intended users of the supplementary information no later than the date of issuance of
the supplementary information and the auditor’s report thereon.

37. With respect to the required supplementary information presented as required by the
Governmental Accounting Standards Board to supplement the basic financial statements:
a. We acknowledge our responsibility for the presentation of such required

supplementary information.
b. We believe such required supplementary information is measured and presented in

accordance with guidelines prescribed by accounting principles generally accepted in
the United States of America.
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c. The methods of measurement or presentation have not changed from those used in
the prior period.

38. During the course of your audit, you may have accumulated records containing data
which should be reflected in our books and records.  All such data have been so reflected.
Accordingly, copies of such records in your possession are no longer needed by us.

Very truly yours,

CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS

Quinn Bennion, City Administrator

Date Signed

Lisa Santa Maria, Finance Director

Date Signed
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Assets Liabilities Net Assets Income

Description:
Carryover Impact from Previous Years: -$ -$

Current Year Misstatements
Known errors:

To record additional accounts payable (39,400)$ 39,400

Close current year income statement
effect into equity -

TOTAL -$ (39,400)$ -$ 39,400$

12/31/2014
GENERAL FUND

CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS
SUMMARIZED SCHEDULE OF UNCORRECTED MISSTATEMENTS

Debit (Credit) to Correct the Misstatements
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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 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015    
        Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:    May 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015    

    
CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSTRUCTION ADMINISCONSTRUCTION ADMINISCONSTRUCTION ADMINISCONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENTTRATION AGREEMENTTRATION AGREEMENTTRATION AGREEMENT    WITH AFFINIS CORP WITH AFFINIS CORP WITH AFFINIS CORP WITH AFFINIS CORP 
FOR ONFOR ONFOR ONFOR ON----CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES FOR TELECOMMUNICATIOFOR TELECOMMUNICATIOFOR TELECOMMUNICATIOFOR TELECOMMUNICATION INSTALLATION N INSTALLATION N INSTALLATION N INSTALLATION 
RIGHTRIGHTRIGHTRIGHT----OOOOFFFF----WAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIES....    

    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Move to approve the construction administration agreement with Affinis Corp for On-Call 
Field Services for Telecommunication Installation Right-of-Way Activities and authorize 
use of 2015 General Fund contingency. 
 
    
BACKGBACKGBACKGBACKGROUNDROUNDROUNDROUND    
 
The City is responsible for managing the Rights-of-Way within the City. Public Works 
anticipates the need for this assistance for roughly the next year as telecommunications 
companies (Google Fiber and AT&T GigaPower) complete their build out in Prairie 
Village. The magnitude and timing of the build outs does not allow City staff to complete 
the required inspections without additional personnel.   
 
Public Works recently requested proposals from firms to provide construction 
administration services for Prairie Village in the areas of Right of Way Inspection and 
Construction Inspection for the next three years.  11 firms submitted proposals.  Based 
on their proposals the selection committee chose Affinis to be the City’s On-Call 
consultant for telecommunication installation for right-of-way activities in 2015, 2016, and 
2017.  Other firms were selected for construction inspection on-call and could be utilized 
if the right-of-way activities on-call needs to be supplemented with additional personnel.  
The selection committee consisted of Terrence Gallagher, Ted Odell, Keith Bredehoeft, 
Melissa Prenger and Kenny Khongmaly.   
 
We are proposing to utilize an on-call consultant for approximately 20 hours per week of 
inspection time for the on-call service with a total maximum value of the contract at 
$100,000.  The hours per week will be regulated by city staff and will be adjusted as 
needed.  The on-call services include inspection of permitted activities in the right-of-way 
associated with the telecommunication installation to ensure city specifications are 
followed, reviewing permits, attending bi-weekly construction meetings, and assist in 
facilitating the process of resident concerns.   
 

 

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
    
This was not anticipated in the 2015 budget so it is proposed to use General Fund 
Contingency for this work. The expenses, in part, will be offset with ROW permit fees. 
Once services are offered, the City will receive franchise fees of 5% of gross receipts for 
video services. 
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ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
    

1. Construction Administration Agreement with Affinis Corp 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Melissa Prenger, Sr. Project Manager     May 13, 2015 
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AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES     
    

ForForForFor    
    

CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION     
    

ForForForFor    
    

ONONONON----CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES OF TELECOMMUNICATIONOF TELECOMMUNICATIONOF TELECOMMUNICATIONOF TELECOMMUNICATION        

INSTALLATION RIGHTINSTALLATION RIGHTINSTALLATION RIGHTINSTALLATION RIGHT----OFOFOFOF----WAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIES    

    
    
    

THIS AGREEMENTTHIS AGREEMENTTHIS AGREEMENTTHIS AGREEMENT, made at the Prairie Village, Kansas, this ______ day of __________, ______, by 
and between the City of Prairie Village, Kansas, a municipal corporation with offices at 7700 Mission 
Road, Prairie Village, Kansas, 66208, hereinafter called the “CityCityCityCity”, and __Affinis Corp__, a Missouri 
corporation with offices at _8900 Indian Creek Parkway, Suite 450, Overland Park, Kansas 66210_, 
hereinafter called the “Consultant”.Consultant”.Consultant”.Consultant”.    
    
WITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHEREAS, EAS, EAS, EAS, City has determined a need to retain a professional engineering firm 
to provide civil engineering services for Construction Administration for On-Call Field Services of 
Telecommunication Installation Right-of-Way Activities hereinafter called the “Project”,Project”,Project”,Project”, 
 
AND WHEREAS, AND WHEREAS, AND WHEREAS, AND WHEREAS, the City is authorized and empowered to contract with the Consultant for the 
necessary consulting services for the Project,  
 
AND WHEREAS,AND WHEREAS,AND WHEREAS,AND WHEREAS, the City has the necessary funds for payment of such services, 
 
NOW THEREFORE,NOW THEREFORE,NOW THEREFORE,NOW THEREFORE, the City hereby hires and employs the Consultant as set forth in this Agreement 
effective the date first written above. 
    
ARTICLE IARTICLE IARTICLE IARTICLE I    ----    RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CITYCITYCITYCITY 
 
The CITY designates Melissa Prenger, Senior Project Manager as CITY representative with respect to 
this Agreement.  Ms. Prenger shall have the authority to transmit instructions, receive information, 
interpret and define the policies of the CITY, make decisions relevant to the services of the 
CONSULTANT. 
 
The CITY shall do the following in a timely manner: 

1. Make available to the CONSULTANT all existing data and records relevant to the Project, 
including but not limited to, maps, plans, correspondence, data and previous reports and studies 
possessed by the CITY. 

2. Approve all criteria and information as to the requirements of the CITY for the Project, including 
objectives and constraints, performance requirements, and budgetary limitations. 

3. Review and approve all correspondence transmitted and forms used by the CONSULTANT 
relative to this Project. 

4. Review for approval all submittals such as change orders and payment requests by the 
CONSULTANT. 
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ARTICLE IIARTICLE IIARTICLE IIARTICLE II    ----    RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANTRESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANTRESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANTRESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANT 
 
The CONSULTANT designates Kristen Leathers as Construction Manager, who shall direct the related 
construction administration and field services in all phases of the Project to which this Agreement 
applies.  The Construction Manager shall serve as the prime professional on this Project and shall be 
the prime contact with the Senior Project Manager. Project Representatives shall be designated by the 
Construction Manager to perform specified responsibilities within this Agreement. 
 
The standard of care for all professional consulting services and related construction administration and 
field services either performed for or furnished by the CONSULTANT under this Agreement will be the 
care and skill ordinarily used by members of the CONSULTANT profession, practicing under similar 
conditions at the same time and in the same locality. 
 
The CONSULTANT shall act as CITY representative to the extent and limitations of the duties, 
responsibilities and authority as assigned herein and shall not be modified, except as CONSULTANT may 
otherwise agree in writing.  

The CONSULTANT shall make visits to the Work areas at intervals appropriate to the various stages of 
construction, as CONSULTANT deems necessary, in order to observe as an experienced and qualified 
professional the progress and quality of the Work. Such visits and observations by CONSULTANT are not 
intended to be exhaustive or to extend to every aspect of the Work in progress or to involve detailed 
inspections of the Work in progress beyond the responsibilities specifically assigned to CONSULTANT 
herein, but rather are to determine if Contractor's work is proceeding in accordance with the issued permit 
requirements and City standards. The CONSULTANT shall keep CITY informed of the progress of the 
Work. 

The CONSULTANT  shall not, during such visits or as a result of such observations of Contractor's work 
in progress, supervise, direct, or have control over the Work, nor shall the CONSULTANT have authority 
over or responsibility for the means, methods, techniques, sequences, or procedures of construction 
selected by Contractor, for safety precautions and programs incident to the Work, or for any failure of 
Contractor to comply with Laws and Regulations applicable to Contractor's furnishing and performing the 
Work. Accordingly, the CONSULTANT neither guarantees the performance of any Contractor nor 
assumes responsibility for any Contractor's failure to furnish and perform its Work in accordance with the 
City standards and the requirements of the Contractor’s contract. 

The CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for the acts or omissions of any Contractor, or of any of their 
subcontractors, suppliers, or of any other individual or entity performing or furnishing any of the Work. The 
CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for failure of any Contractor to perform or furnish the Work in 
accordance with the City standards and the requirements of the Contractor’s contract.  

The duties and responsibilities of the CONSULTANT are as follows: 

1. Prepare for and attend weekly meetings with City, utility agencies and contractors.   

2. Review and process right-of-way permits for utility contractors. 

3. Submit a weekly report via email to City including: 

a. Hours worked. 

b. Section/location of work. 

c. Contractors working. 

d.  Work performed. 
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4. Part-time construction observation of approximately 20 hours per week is estimated. Hours may 
be adjusted if approved by the City. 

5. Facilitate and observe issues/questions between the utility agency, contractors and residents, as 
needed. Verify resolution and completion of issue.   

6. Provide pre-construction photos or documentation in areas requiring restoration.   

7. Use city map to track permits, resident notifications, types of work, areas of work, contractors and 
completion.   

8. Perform final walk-thru and prepare punch list for contractor. Close permit for work performed. 

 

The CONSULTANT shall not: 

1 Exceed limitations of CONSULTANT authority as set forth in the Agreement. 

2 Undertake any of the responsibilities of utility agency, Contractor, subcontractors, suppliers, or 
Contractor’s superintendent. 

3 Advise on, issue directions relative to, or assume control over any aspect of the means, methods, 
techniques, sequences or procedures of Contractor’s work. 

4 Advise on, issue directions regarding, or assume control over safety practices, precautions, and 
programs in connection with the activities or operations of CITY, utility agency or Contractor. 

5 Participate in specialized field or laboratory tests or inspections conducted off-site by others except as 
specifically authorized. 

6 Accept Shop Drawing or Sample submittals from anyone other than Contractor. 

7 Authorize CITY to occupy the Project in whole or in part. 

 
The CONSULTANT is expected to conduct himself/herself at all times in such a manner as to reflect 
credit upon himself/herself and the CITY they represent.  It is expected that the Construction Manager 
will be suitably dressed for the work, and he/she will be clean and neat enough to be a suitable 
representative of the CITY to the Contractor and the public.  The CONSULTANT will be pleasant, 
courteous and business-like in meeting the public. He/She is helpful and considerate to answer 
questions asked by the public.  If the CONSULTANT cannot clearly answer the question, the 
CONSULTANT should refer the questioner to the Senior Project Manager. 
 
The CONSULTANT will not engage in controversial activities relative to the project in public, particularly 
if it involves public speaking, public debate, public media, etc.  All written communications intended for 
publication that relate to the project must be approved by the Senior Project Manager. 
 
A primary responsibility of the CONSULTANT is to have a working knowledge of the controlling 
regulations, codes and directives dealing with the public convenience, public safety and construction 
safety.  Though jobsite safety is contractually the Contractor’s responsibility, the CONSULTANT should 
immediately report all unsafe conditions or practices to the proper authority.  However, if in the opinion 
of the CONSULTANT, the precautions taken by the Contractor are found to be insufficient or 
inadequate in providing job or public safety at any time, the CONSULTANT shall notify the Senior 
Project Manager. 
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The CONSULTANT is expected to wear suitable clothing and protective gear on the jobsite.  Hard hats 
must be worn at all times there is a danger of falling and flying material.  Approved reflective vests must 
be worn for high visibility in close proximity to traffic and moving equipment.  Clothing and protective 
gear should clearly identify the CONSULTANT. 
 
Good housekeeping and sanitary provisions are the responsibility of the Contractor.  The Contractor is 
responsible for public and private property and shall take every reasonable precaution to avoid damage 
by the construction activities.  Throughout all phases of construction, the rubbish and debris on a 
project shall be held to a minimum and confined to organized disposal and storage areas.  Dust 
nuisance is to be held to a minimum.  The Contractor’s equipment and construction activities shall not 
contribute to air pollution by excessively discharging smoke, exhaust and other contaminants in such 
quantities to be a nuisance and violation of contract.  The CONSULTANT shall record such 
unacceptable conditions in the Daily Report. 
 
The responsibility of safe and proper handling of traffic rests with the Contractor.  The CONSULTANT 
shall see that the Contractor provides proper handling of traffic as required by the contract and shall 
notify the Contractor to correct any potentially dangerous situation that exists.  The section of the 
Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) titled Work Area Traffic Control Handbook sets 
forth the principle and standards in order to provide safe and effective work areas and to warn, control, 
protect and expedite vehicular and pedestrian traffic through the construction project.  The MUTCD by 
reference is part of the Contractor’s construction documents.  The CONSULTANT shall refer to this 
document when monitoring and coordinating traffic handling with the Contractor.  The CONSULTANT 
shall record such unacceptable conditions in the Daily Report.  
 
The CONSULTANT are directed to avail themselves of the Public Works Inspector’ Manual, latest 
edition published by the BNi Building News and available through the American Public Works 
Association.  The manual is a complete operational and technical guidebook for inspecting all types of 
public works construction.  The manual is the standard by which the CITY expects the CONSULTANT 
to meet and is part of this Agreement. 
    
ARTICLE IIIARTICLE IIIARTICLE IIIARTICLE III    ----    COMPENSATIONCOMPENSATIONCOMPENSATIONCOMPENSATION 
 
The CITY agrees to pay the CONSULTANT, at Hourly Rates, to a Maximum Fee of $100,000.00  for the 
scope of services as specified herein unless modified by Change Order.  CONSULTANT current Hourly 
Rate Schedule is attached as Exhibit A. 
 
The CONSULTANT may submit an invoice on a monthly basis from an estimate of Services or upon the 
completion of services.  The CONSULTANT shall bill reimbursable expenses, which are beyond all fees 
for professional services.  Reimbursable items shall be as follows: 
 

a. Plotting and printing for construction or as requested by the CITY except as outlined in the 
scope of services (printing and plotting for the CONSULTANT in-house use is not a 
reimbursable expense) 

b. Project Mileage 
c. Delivery Charges 

 
All billings must be submitted by the fifteenth day of the month for all services rendered in the previous 
month.  The CONSULTANT will invoice the CITY on forms approved by the CITY.  All properly prepared 
invoices will include a documented breakdown of expenses incurred.   
 
Both parties may submit an Engineering Change Order for major changes in scope, character, delays 
or complexity of Services.  The Engineering Change Order may provide for changes in compensation 
and schedule, either upward or downward.  The Engineering Change Order shall be signed by the CITY 
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and the CONSULTANT prior to the CONSULTANT proceeding with any work covered by this 
Agreement. 
 
 
ARTICLE IVARTICLE IVARTICLE IVARTICLE IV    ----    GENERAL PROVISIONSGENERAL PROVISIONSGENERAL PROVISIONSGENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
Times for Rendering Services:Times for Rendering Services:Times for Rendering Services:Times for Rendering Services: The CONSULTANT services and compensation under this Agreement 
have been agreed to in anticipation of orderly and continuous progress of the Services through 
completion.  Specific periods of time for rendering services are set forth in Article IV, , , , Time Schedule, in 
this Agreement, by which time defined services are to be completed.  If such periods of time are 
changed through no fault of the CONSULTANT, the rates and amounts of compensation provided for 
therein shall be subject to equitable adjustment. 
 
Opinions of Probable Cost:Opinions of Probable Cost:Opinions of Probable Cost:Opinions of Probable Cost:  In providing opinions of probably cost, the CITY understands that the 
CONSULTANT has no control over costs or the price of labor, equipment or materials, or over the 
Contractor’s method of pricing, and that the opinions of probable construction costs, if included herein, 
are to be made based on the CONSULTANT qualifications and experience.  The CONSULTANT makes 
no warranty, expressed or implied, as to the accuracy of such opinions as compared to bid or actual 
costs. 
    
Change in Scope:Change in Scope:Change in Scope:Change in Scope: The scope of work described in Article I Scope of Services, shall be subject to 
modification or supplement upon the signing of an Engineering Change Order by the CITY and the 
CONSULTANT.  At the time of such modification of scope, equitable adjustments, agreeable to both 
parties, shall be made in the time of performance and the compensation to be paid for the services. 
 
In event the CITY consents to, allows, authorizes or approves of changes to the construction 
documents prepared by the CONSULTANT, and these changes are not approved in writing by the 
CONSULTANT, the CITY recognizes that such changes and the results thereof are not the 
responsibility of the CONSULTANT.  Therefore, the CITY agrees to release the CONSULTANT from 
any liability arising from the construction, use, or result of such changes.  In addition, the CITY agrees 
to indemnify and hold the CONSULTANT harmless from any damage, liability or cost arising from such 
changes. 

ReuseReuseReuseReuse    of Documentsof Documentsof Documentsof Documents:::: All documents including the plans and specifications provided or furnished by the 
Consultant pursuant to this Agreement (“Plans”) shall become the property of City. City agrees that if 
such Plans are ever used in connection with another project in which the Consultant is not providing 
civil engineering services or for completion of the Project by others, all references to the Consultant or 
any subconsultant, including seals, shall be removed from the Plans before use on said project.    The 
City may make and retain copies for the use by the City and others; however, such documents are not 
intended or suitable for reuse by the City or others as an extension of the Project or on any other 
Project.  Any such reuse without written approval or adaptation by the Consultant for the specific 
purpose intended will be at the CITY sole risk and without liability to the Consultant.  To the extent 
permitted by law, the City shall indemnify and hold harmless the Consultant from all claims, damages, 
losses and expenses including attorney's fees arising out of or resulting reuse of the Plans.  In a similar 
manner, the Consultant is prohibited from reuse or disclosing any information contained in any 
documents, plans or specifications relative to the Project without the expressed written permission of 
the City.  

  
    InsuranceInsuranceInsuranceInsurance:  The Consultant shall procure and maintain, at its expense, the following insurance 

coverage: (a) Workers’ Compensation -- Statutory Limits, with Employer’s Liability limits of $100,000 
each employee, $500,000 policy limit; (b) Commercial General Liability for bodily injury and property 
damage liability claims with limits of not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the 
aggregate; (c) Commercial Automobile Liability for bodily injury and property damage with limits of not 
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less than $1,000,000 each accident for all owned, non-owned and hired automobiles; (d) errors and 
omissions coverage of not less than $1,000,000.  Deductibles for any of the above coverage shall not 
exceed $25,000 unless approved in writing by City.  In addition, Consultant agrees to require all 
consultants and subconsultants to obtain and provide insurance in identical type and amounts of 
coverage together and to require satisfaction of all other insurance requirements provided in this 
Agreement. 
 
CONSULTANT’S insurance shall be from an insurance carrier with an A.M. Best rating of A-IX or better, 
shall be on the GL 1986 ISO Occurrence form or such other form as may be approved by City, and shall 
name, by endorsement to be attached to the certificate of insurance, City, and its divisions, 
departments, officials, officers and employees, and other parties as specified by City as additional 
insureds as their interest may appear, except that the additional insured requirement shall not apply to 
Errors and Omissions coverage.  Such endorsement shall be ISO CG2010 11/85 or equivalent.  
“Claims Made” and “Modified Occurrence” forms are not acceptable, except for Errors and Omissions 
coverage.  Each certificate of insurance shall state that such insurance will not be canceled or coverage 
reduced until after thirty (30) days’ unqualified written notice of cancellation or reduction has been given 
to the City, except in the event of nonpayment of premium, in which case there shall be ten (10) days’ 
unqualified written notice.  Subrogation against City and CITY Agent shall be waived.  CONSULTANT 
insurance policies shall be endorsed to indicate that CONSULTANT insurance coverage is primary and 
any insurance maintained by City or CITY Agent is non-contributing. 
 
Before Consultant performs any portion of the Work, it shall provide City with certificates and 
endorsements evidencing the insurance required by this Article.  Consultant agrees to maintain the 
insurance required by this Article of a minimum of three (3) years following completion of the Project 
and, during such entire three (3) year period, to continue to name City, CITY agent, and other specified 
interests as additional insureds thereunder. 
 

If due to the CONSULTANT’S negligent act, error or omission, any required item or component of the 
project is omitted from the Construction documents produced by the Consultant, the CONSULTANT 
liability shall be limited to the difference between the cost of adding the item at the time of discovery of 
the omission and the cost had the item or component been included in the construction documents.  
The Consultant will be responsible for any retrofit expense, waste, any intervening increase in the cost 
of the component, and a presumed premium of 10% of the cost of the component furnished through a 
change order from a contractor to the extent caused by the negligence or breach of contract of the 
Consultant or its subconsultants. 
 

6.4 TerminationTerminationTerminationTermination: This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon seven days written notice 
in the event of substantial failure by the other party to perform in accordance with the terms 
hereof through no fault of the terminating party; provided, however, the nonperforming party shall 
have 14 calendar days from the receipt of the termination notice to cure the failure in a manner 
acceptable to the other party. In any such case, the Consultant shall be paid the reasonable 
value of the services rendered up to the time of termination on the basis of the payment 
provisions of this Agreement.  Copies of all completed or partially completed designs, plans and 
specifications prepared under this Agreement shall be delivered to the City when and if this 
Agreement is terminated, but it is mutually agreed by the parties that the City will use them solely 
in connection with this Project, except with the written consent of the Consultant (subject to the 
above provision regarding Reuse of Documents). 

 
6.5 Termination for Convenience:Termination for Convenience:Termination for Convenience:Termination for Convenience:  The City, within its sole discretion, may elect to terminate the 

Agreement with the Consultant for convenience upon three (3) days written Notice to Consultant.  
In the event of such termination, Consultant shall cease immediately all operations and shall be 
compensated for all work performed as of the date of termination in accordance with the terms of 
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payment in this contract.  Consultant shall not be entitled to any anticipatory profits of other costs 
other than direct costs of demobilization 

 
Controlling LawControlling LawControlling LawControlling Law:::: This Agreement is to be governed by the laws of the State of Kansas. 
 
IndemnityIndemnityIndemnityIndemnity:  :  :  :  To the fullest extent permitted by law, with respect to the performance of its obligations in 
this Agreement or implied by law, and whether performed by Consultant or any subconsultants hired by 
Consultant, the Consultant agrees to indemnify City, and its agents, servants, and employees from and 
against any and all claims, damages, and losses arising out of personal injury, death, or property 
damage, caused by the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant or its subconsultants, to 
the extent and in proportion to the comparative degree of fault of the Consultant and its subconsultants.  
Consultant shall also pay for CITY reasonable attorneys’ fees, expert fees, and costs incurred in the 
defense of such a claim to the extent and in proportion to the comparative degree of fault of the 
Consultant and its subconsultants. 
 
SeverabilitySeverabilitySeverabilitySeverability:::: Any provision or part of the Agreement held to be void or unenforceable under any law or 
regulation shall be deemed stricken and all remaining provisions shall continue to be valid and binding 
upon the City and the Consultant, who agree that the Agreement shall be reformed to replace such 
stricken provision or part thereof with a valid and enforceable provision that comes as close as possible 
to expressing the intention of the stricken provision.  The provisions of this Article shall not prevent this 
entire Agreement from being void should a provision which is of the essence of this Agreement be 
determined void. 
 
NoticesNoticesNoticesNotices:::: Any notice required under this Agreement will be in writing, addressed to the appropriate party 
at the address which appears on the signature page to this Agreement  (as modified in writing from item 
to time by such party) and given personally, by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, by 
facsimile or by a nationally recognized overnight courier service.  All notices shall be effective upon the 
date of receipt. 
 
Successors and AssignsSuccessors and AssignsSuccessors and AssignsSuccessors and Assigns:::: The City and the Consultant each is hereby bound and the partners, 
successors, executors, administrators, legal representatives and assigns of the City and the Consultant 
are hereby bound to the other party to this Agreement and to the partners, successors, executors, 
administrators, legal representatives and assigns of such other party in respect of all covenants and 
obligations of this Agreement. 
 
Neither the City nor the Consultant may assign, sublet, or transfer any rights under the Agreement 
without the written consent of the other, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld; provided, 
Consultant may assign its rights to payment without Owner’s consent, and except to the extent that any 
assignment, subletting or transfer is mandated by law or the effect of this limitation may be restricted by 
law.  Unless specifically stated to the contrary in any written consent to an assignment, no assignment 
will release or discharge the assignor from any duty or responsibility under the Agreement. 

 
Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to create, impose or give rise to any duty owed by the 
Consultant to any Contractor, subcontractor, supplier, other person or entity or to any surety for or 
employee of any of them, or give any rights or benefits under this Agreement to anyone other than the 
City and the Consultant. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOFIN WITNESS WHEREOFIN WITNESS WHEREOFIN WITNESS WHEREOF:::: the parties hereto have executed this Agreement to be effective as of the 
date first above written. 
 
    
CITY:CITY:CITY:CITY:                            CONSULTANT:CONSULTANT:CONSULTANT:CONSULTANT: 
 
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KS                                            AFFINIS CORP 
     
 
By:       By:      
  
 Laura Wassmer, Mayor     Kristen E. Leathers   
           
 
Address for giving notices:    Address for giving notices: 
 
CITY of Prairie Village    8900 Indian Creek Parkway     
7700 Mission Road     Suite 450, Building 6 
Prairie Village, Kansas, 66208    Overland Park, Kansas 66210  
913-381-6464      913-239-1100        
 
ATTEST:          APPROVED BY: 
 
                                         
Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk   Catherine Logan, City Attorney 
 



 

 

COUNCIL MEETING AGENDACOUNCIL MEETING AGENDACOUNCIL MEETING AGENDACOUNCIL MEETING AGENDA    
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE    

Council ChambersCouncil ChambersCouncil ChambersCouncil Chambers    
Monday, May 18, 2015Monday, May 18, 2015Monday, May 18, 2015Monday, May 18, 2015    

7:30 PM7:30 PM7:30 PM7:30 PM    
 
I.    CALL TO ORDERCALL TO ORDERCALL TO ORDERCALL TO ORDER    
 
II.    ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
 
III.    PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCEPLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCEPLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCEPLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE    
 
IV.    INTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTS    
 
V.    PRESENTATIONSPRESENTATIONSPRESENTATIONSPRESENTATIONS    
 

Recognition of retiring teachersRecognition of retiring teachersRecognition of retiring teachersRecognition of retiring teachers    
 
VI.    PPPPUBLIC PARTICIPATIONUBLIC PARTICIPATIONUBLIC PARTICIPATIONUBLIC PARTICIPATION    
 

(5 minute time limit for items not otherwise listed on the agenda) 
 
VII.    CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT 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 StaffBy StaffBy StaffBy Staff    

 
1. Approve regular City Council minutes - May 4, 2015 
2. Approve claims ordinance 2929 
3. Adopt ordinance 2331 approving the Prairie Village Art Fair as a special 

event and authorizing the sale, consumption, and possession of alcoholic 
liquor and cereal malt beverages within the boundaries of barricaded 
public areas of the event 

4. Ratify the Mayor's reappointment of committee members 
5. Ratify the Mayor's appointment of new committee members 
6. Approve 2015 TIPS hotline agreement 

 
VIII.    COMMITTEE REPORTSCOMMITTEE REPORTSCOMMITTEE REPORTSCOMMITTEE REPORTS    
 

Council Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the Whole    
 

COU2015-22 Consider the construction administration agreement with Affinis 
Corp for On-Call Field Services for Telecommunication 
Installation Right-of-Way Activities. 

 
Planning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning Commission    



 

 

 
PC2015-104 Consider final plat for Chadwick Court 

 
Arts CouncilArts CouncilArts CouncilArts Council    

 
 Presentation on new programs 

 
IX.    MAYOR'S REPORTMAYOR'S REPORTMAYOR'S REPORTMAYOR'S REPORT    
 
X.    STAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTS    
 
XI.    OLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESS    
 
XII.    NEW BUSINESSNEW BUSINESSNEW BUSINESSNEW BUSINESS    
 

Election of Council PresidentElection of Council PresidentElection of Council PresidentElection of Council President    
 
XIII.    ANNOUNCEMENTSANNOUNCEMENTSANNOUNCEMENTSANNOUNCEMENTS    
 
XIV.    ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
 
 
If any individual requires special accommodations If any individual requires special accommodations If any individual requires special accommodations If any individual requires special accommodations ––––    for example, qualifiedfor example, qualifiedfor example, qualifiedfor example, qualified    interpreter, large print, interpreter, large print, interpreter, large print, interpreter, large print, 
reader, hearing assistance reader, hearing assistance reader, hearing assistance reader, hearing assistance ––––    in order to attend the meeting, please notify the City Clerk at 385in order to attend the meeting, please notify the City Clerk at 385in order to attend the meeting, please notify the City Clerk at 385in 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.4616, no later than 48 hours prior to the beginning of the meeting.4616, no later than 48 hours prior to the beginning of the meeting.4616, no later than 48 hours prior to the beginning of the meeting.    
If you are unable to attend this meeting, comments may be receivIf you are unable to attend this meeting, comments may be receivIf you are unable to attend this meeting, comments may be receivIf you are unable to attend this meeting, comments may be received by eed by eed by eed by e----mail at mail at mail at mail at 
cityclerk@pvkansas.comcityclerk@pvkansas.comcityclerk@pvkansas.comcityclerk@pvkansas.com    
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CCCCIIIITYTYTYTY    COUNCILCOUNCILCOUNCILCOUNCIL    

CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE    

May 4May 4May 4May 4, 2015, 2015, 2015, 2015    
    
    

The City Council of Prairie Village, Kansas, met in regular session on Monday, 

May 4, 2015 at 7:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers at the Municipal Building, 7700 

Mission Road, Prairie Village, Kansas.  

    
ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL 

 Mayor Laura Wassmer called the meeting to order and roll call was taken with the 

following Council members present:   Ashley Weaver, Jori Nelson, Ruth Hopkins, Steve 

Noll, Eric Mikkelson, Andrew Wang, Sheila Myers, Brooke Morehead, Dan Runion, 

David Morrison and Terrence Gallagher. 

 Staff present was: Tim Schwartzkopf, Chief of Police; Keith Bredehoeft, Director 

of Public Works;    Katie Logan, City Attorney; Quinn Bennion, City Administrator; Wes 

Jordan, Assistant City Administrator; Nolan Sunderman, Assistant to the City 

Administrator; Lisa Santa Maria, Finance Director and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk.  

 Also attending were Sgt. James Carney and Ron Williamson, City Planning 

Consultant. 

Mayor Laura Wassmer led all present in the Pledge of Allegiance.   

    
PUBLIC PARTICIPATIONPUBLIC PARTICIPATIONPUBLIC PARTICIPATIONPUBLIC PARTICIPATION    

No one was present to address the City Council on issues not listed on the 

Council Agenda.    

 
CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA    
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Council President Ashley Weaver moved the approval of the Consent Agenda for    
    
Council May 4, 2015:       

1. Approve City Council Minutes – April 20,  2015 
 

 A roll call vote was taken with the following members voting “aye”:  Weaver, 

Nelson, Hopkins, Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers, Morehead, Runion, Morrison and 

Gallagher. 

     

COMMITTEE COMMITTEE COMMITTEE COMMITTEE REPORTSREPORTSREPORTSREPORTS    

Planning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning Commission    
PC2015-04  Consider Renewal of Special Use Permit for Wireless Communication 
facility and equipment compound at 3921 West 63rd Street, Consolidated Fire District #2 
 

City Attorney Katie Logan noted her firm represents Selective Site Consultants 

and that she will not be participating in any discussion on this matter and has not 

counseled the City on this item. 

Ron Williamson stated this is a request to renew the Special Use Permit for the 

monopole and equipment compound located at Consolidated Fire District #2 Station at 

Mission Road and 63rd Street. The original application was made by Verizon Wireless 

who constructed the monopole and equipment compound. Upon completion of the 

construction, the facility was deeded to Consolidated Fire District #2 who is now the 

owner. 

At its regular meeting on May 4, 2010 the Planning Commission found the 

findings of fact to be favorable and recommended the initial approval of the monopole 

and equipment compound subject to 21 conditions and subsequently approved the Site 

Plan.  The Governing Body approved the original Special Use Permit with the 21 

conditions recommended by the Planning Commission on June 7, 2010. 
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Mr. Williamson stated the first condition establishes the initial permit for a period 

of five years. At the end of the five year period, the permittee shall resubmit the 

application and shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Planning Commission and 

the Governing Body that a good faith effort has been made to cooperate with other 

providers to establish co-location at the tower site, that a need still exists for the tower, 

and that all the conditions of approval have been met.  

With this renewal Sprint desires to co-locate on the tower. Sprint has conducted a 

multi-year search of a site that would allow them to improve their service coverage in 

this area.  The propagation studies submitted clearly reflect that Sprint is currently 

providing inadequate coverage for this area 

Sprint is requesting a three-year temporary permit to install antennas on the 

exterior of the tower. The existing canisters on the tower are not technically able to be 

used because the interior of the tower is at capacity and there is not enough space in 

the tower to accommodate the Sprint antennas and equipment. The Sprint antennas will 

be mounted on the exterior of the monopole and will be encased in a shroud. The 

shroud will be approximately 63” wide and 90” long. The monopole is approximately 29” 

wide at this point so the shroud will extend approximately 17” beyond the monopole. 

The equipment boxes supporting the Sprint installation would be located in the existing 

equipment compound. Sprint is requesting the temporary use for a period not to exceed 

three years in order for them to explore other alternatives to providing a permanent 

solution for service to this area. If this request is approved for the three-year period they 

can install quickly and be providing service to customers within a few months.  

It was noted a permanent solution may require the replacement of this monopole 

with a larger, not taller one, the addition of a second tower or perhaps an alternative 
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tower structure which may be a “monopine,” a man-made tree. The application approval 

and the actual construction of the proposed facility take a considerable amount of time.  

The five-year renewal period as set out in Condition #1 will expire June 7, 2015 

and the applicant is requesting a ten-year renewal. When the monopole was approved, 

it had six canisters for antennas at elevations 145 feet, 135 feet, 125 feet, 115 feet, 105 

feet and 95 feet. Verizon took the top two. AT&T took elevations 125 feet, 115 feet and 

95 feet; and T-Mobile took elevation 105 feet, but did not install its antennas. Condition 

#12 approved the tower for Verizon and two additional carriers. Sprint is requesting co-

location on the tower and would be the fourth carrier and this condition would need to be 

modified to accommodate them. Sprint’s technical analysis indicated the 105-foot 

elevation is not useable because the pole is at capacity and Sprint’s antennas and 

equipment cannot physically fit within the tower. Therefore, Sprint is requesting approval 

to install its antennas and RRUs on the outside of the monopole, but enclosed within a 

shroud, for a maximum period of three years while it finds a permanent solution to serve 

the area. The equipment proposed by Sprint will be located within the existing 

equipment compound. 

A public hearing was held before the Planning Commission on April 7, 2015 with 

no one present to speak on the application.  A neighborhood information meeting was 

held on March 16, 2015 with no one attending.   

Mr. Williamson noted that condition #12 was not well worded and requested a 

change in the wording eliminating the word “Additional” at the beginning of the second 

sentence.   Steve Noll confirmed this was not a substantive change requiring a two 

thirds vote of the Council for approval. 
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The Planning Commission found favorably on the findings of fact and recommend 

the Governing Body approve the renewal of the Special Use Permit for a wireless 

communications facility at 3901 West 63rd Street subject to 21 conditions, very similar to 

the original conditions of approval, which were reviewed by Mr. Williamson.   

 Mr. Williamson noted that no protest petition has been submitted; therefore, a 

simple majority vote of the Governing Body (seven votes) is required for approval. 

 The Governing Body shall make its findings of fact based on the “Golden Factors” 

and the additional factors set out for a wireless communications facility.   

Steve Noll moved the Governing Body adopt Ordinance 2329 approving the 

renewal of a Special Use Permit for the installation, operation and maintenance of 

communication antenna and related equipment on the property described as 3921 West 

63rd Street, Prairie Village, Kansas with the correction noted to condition #12.  The 

motion was seconded by Sheila Myers. 

Dan Runion asked what happens if the new plan is not approved.  Mr. Williamson 

stated Sprint would be allowed to remain on the tower until the expiration of this permit 

in three years.    

 A roll call vote was taken with the following members voting “aye”:  Weaver, 

Nelson, Hopkins, Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers, Morehead, Runion, Morrison, 

Gallagher and Wassmer. 

    
Council Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the Whole    
 
 City Attorney Katie Logan clarified an incorrect ruling at the Council Committee of 

the Whole meeting that allowed Mayor Wassmer to vote to tie the motion made by Mr. 

Mikkelson approving the CARS application with the reversal of the projects listed for 
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2016 and 2017.  On the adoption of an ordinance, the Mayor may vote; however, on 

non-ordinance items the Mayor only votes when there is a tie vote.  Therefore, the 

motion made by Mr. Mikkelson would have been approved by a six to five vote and 

whould be brought forward for action.   

COU2015-15   Consider approval of the 2016-2020 County Assistance Roads System 
(CARS) program. 

 Mayor Wassmer opened the floor for comments on this issue asking residents to 

identify themselves for the record, to limit their comments to five minutes and to not 

repeat comments previously made.   

 Katie Siengsukon, 4220 West 74th Street, addressed the Council introducing two 

of her four children in attendance.  Her family enjoys the community atmosphere and 

walk-ability found in Prairie Village.  She noted the large number of children who walk on 

Mission Road at this location to get to school and stated for the city to be aware of this 

danger and not take action is negligent, and referenced the Code of Ethics signed by 

each council member.  Action to address this situation needs to be put in motion now 

with the placement of this project as the 2016 CARS project.   

 Carol Tucker, 3914 West 74th Street, expressed support for moving construction 

of this project to 2016 noting her father was fearful of walking this area with his walker 

due to the closeness of the sidewalk to the roadway and the volume and speed of traffic.  

The same fear is experienced by her dog.  She’s heard cars crash and is fearful for St. 

Ann’s students walking to the pool.  She asked why one of the main routes to the Prairie 

Village Shopping Center has to be a death trap.  Mrs. Tucker also noted that in the 

winter snow plows place snow over the sidewalk forcing them to walk in the street.   



7 
 

 Molly Roudebush, 4133 West 73rd Street, noted that her mother-in-law would not 

walk on this sidewalk with a stroller because of its danger and shared an experience 

that occurred in St. Louis where a cross country team was running on a sidewalk located 

next to the roadway and a student tripped and fell into the street and was killed.  This is 

the only walkway to the school and walking on the retaining wall is not a safer option.   

 Mary Basola, 7676 Canterbury, is a member of St. Ann’s and last fall while she 

was talking outside of the Church while her children player nearby a speeding Google 

fiber truck spun out on Mission Road losing control and coming up onto the curb only a 

few feet from where her young children were standing.  She asked if it was necessary 

for one of these near misses to become a fatality before something is done. 

 Joseph Nolke, 4006 West 73rd Terrace, stated that three neighbors on 73rd have 

opened their backyards for children to pass through as they safely walk to St. Ann’s 

school.   

 Gloria Johnson, 3915 West 73rd Street, stated as a runner and a walker she 

avoids Mission Road.  She has had children attending St. Ann’s and Shawnee Mission 

East and feared for their safety when they walked to and from school.   

 Ellen Riley, 4000 West 74th Street, stated she was very aware of the challenges 

and details of moving forward immediately with this project; however, there is a valid 

urgency to do so to address this safety issue.  She noted when schools were faced with 

safety issues, they tightened their budgets to take additional action to protect their 

students and she is hopeful that the City will do likewise.   

 Charlotte Butler, 7628 Mohawk Drive, noted she works at 7301 Mission Road and 

has children at St. Ann’s School and supports the City taking immediate action to 
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address this dangerous situation for those who have to travel on this sidewalk to get to 

school.   

 Mike Riley, 4000 West 74th Street, thanked the Council for their consideration of 

this and particularly the Council members who accepted his invitation to walk this area.  

He noted you can feel a breeze from the speed of the cars travelling on Mission Road 

when on the sidewalk located next to the roadway.  Children should not be put daily in 

the position of danger while walking to school.   

 Scott Nelson, 3900 West 74th Street (corner of Mission Road and 74th Street), 

noted he doesn’t even mow his lawn during heavily travelled times on Mission Road 

because he can feel the cars on the roadway.  

 Wendy Padgett, 3918 West 74th Terrace, stated she loves walking to the Prairie 

Village Shopping Center, but when doing so she has her children walk on the grass in 

front of her and holds their hands.  She urged the City Council to support immediate 

action.  

 Lynn Thornburg, resides where the accident occurred last February, wants her 

daughter to be able to play in their yard but she doesn’t feel safe having her do so.  She 

talked about the offset roadways entering onto Mission Road and the difficulty they have 

clearly entering the roadway.  This is a dangerous location that needs to be addressed 

immediately. 

 Brad Trenkle, 4319 West 69th Street, stated that he does not live in this area, but 

noted that his dog is also fearful of walking the sidewalks along Mission Road because 

of the closeness to the roadway and the speed and volume of traffic.  He asked the 

Governing Body to set the course and vision to take on this challenge and address this 

issue now.   
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 Andrew Wang noted that in his ten years on the Council, he has rarely seen such 

passion and commitment of residents to come to Council to support action to make a 

positive change in their neighborhood rather than prevent action.  He acknowledged the 

challenges that will need to be faced, but feels the City can and should take them.   

 Andrew Wang moved the City Council approve the 2016-2020 CARS application 

with interchanging the projects for 2016 and 2017.  The motion was seconded by Eric 

Mikkelson. 

 Ruth Hopkins stated she believes 100% in the project, but the problem is rushing 

an 18 month project into a shorter timeframe and being able to do it right.  She noted the 

timetable is being reduced by two-thirds. 

 Eric Mikkelson replied the project timetable is being reduced from 18 months to 

13-14 months. This is the third public meeting that has been had on the project, 

additional public meetings are not necessary.  He doesn’t feel the issue needs to be 

studied by a consultant, there is clearly a safety hazard that needs to be addressed and 

now is the time to rally and take action.   

 

 Mayor Wassmer asked when the application needed to be submitted.  Mr. 

Bredehoeft responded he will submit it this week.  Mayor Wassmer asked what 

information needed to be submitted with the application, if the application has to include 

a specific design for a narrowed roadway or can the design be more open.  Mr. 

Bredehoeft replied there could be some flexibility.   

 Brooke Morehead stated she is concerned with the implication that it has already 

been decided to reduce Mission Road from four lanes to three lanes.  What if the study 

indicates that it should not or cannot be reduced.  Chief Schwartzkopf has indicated that 
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based on the accident and law enforcement data collected this is not a safety issues.  

She noted the issue is being looked at as a microcosm not recognizing the impact on 

the wider community including the hundreds of people who travel Mission Road and 

possible impact of traffic pattern changes resulting from this action.  She wants to make 

sure the city is coming up with the best solution.   

 Eric Mikkelson stated the funding will still be available if it is decided not to 

reduce the roadway to three lanes.  He noted the city can suffer from analysis paralysis.  

There is no data that can be found to convince him this is not a dangerous safety issue 

and it is time to act – not to study.   

 Keith Bredehoeft stated a general scope of the project needs to be developed.  

The CARS program is traditionally used for asphalt improvements.  This is a much more 

complex issue and he does not know if a roadway reduction to three lanes is the right 

action.   

 Sheila Myers asked what happens if the project cannot be completed in 2016. Mr. 

Bredehoeft responded he did not know as the city has always completed their projects 

in one year.   

 Sheila Myers asked what happens if the city gets the grant fund but the design is 

not done.  Mr. Bredehoeft replied the City would lose funding for this project and the 

other project not submitted.  Mrs. Myers asked if there was a short term solution that 

could be put into place until 2017. 

 Mr. Bredehoeft stated that his recommendation is and he supports doing the right 

project in 2017 after it can be fully studied and options explored.  Mrs. Myers asked if it 

was done in 2017 if it could be done in the first quarter.  Mr. Bredehoeft responded that 

due to its location near a school, it would not be constructed until after school closed.   
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 Mayor Wassmer stated if this becomes a 2016 project construction would begin 

the end of May giving the city 12 months for planning and preparation with six months to 

design instead of 18 months.   

 Quinn Bennion reviewed the staff following staff concerns with moving this project 

forward to 2016: 

• This is a significant project that needs time to develop and the normal process 
will guide that development.  We are not sure of what is needed to best address 
the concerns raised. 

• This is not a normal CARS project. 
• A full traffic study is needed with counts on this section as well as to the north and 

south along with a full accident analysis of the corridor considering how the 
project would affect signal intersections and impacts to the north and south.  

• Possible easements may need to be acquired. 
• Bike needs should be studied. 
• The Main Street Concept with aesthetic features should be investigated. 
• Full public involvement process extending beyond the immediate neighborhood is 

need. 
• There are risks associated with moving forward.  There is a risk in submitting an 

application for funding that has not been fully thought out and studied.   
 

Eric Mikkelson stated that one month ago the City Council voted 6 to 5 to submit 

this project for the 2016 CARS program.  Timing is an issue with this project.  There are 

14 to 15 months before construction will begin.  The city will save money in that the 

proposed project for funding was more expensive.  There is also a risk taken in not 

taking action.   

Ashley Weaver stated she agreed with Ruth Hopkins that there is no guarantee 

that CARS will accept this project for funding.   

Terrence Gallagher stated there is no one on the City Council that does not view 

this as a valid project that should be done.  The question is when the project should be 

done.  He noted that in his Ward he has gotten more e-mails opposed to the project.  
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The vote is on the right process for action that will make this a win/win situation.  Staff 

needs the time to investigate options and do it right.   

Sheila Myers asked if the roadway could be striped immediately at a minimal cost 

and impact on traffic while this is being studied further.   

Terrence Gallagher asked about putting up jersey barriers to make a save space 

for walkers.  FEMA suggests that all sidewalks near schools be set back from the 

roadway.   

Jori Nelson stated this was identified as a major priority. 

Mayor Wassmer responded that this is a Capital Improvement Project.  It is not 

listed on the priority listing and it is yet another big project.  Ms Nelson suggested hiring 

a contract person to oversee this project.  Mayor Wassmer replied that an increase in 

taxes would be required for that to be done.   

Eric Mikkelson pointed out the project cost of this project is less than the 

proposed project.  Mr. Bredehoeft noted the proposed project covers a longer section of 

roadway.  Sheila Myers questioned if the city doesn’t have a plan, how can it be said 

that the cost will be less.  Mr. Mikkelson replied they are estimates.  Mrs. Myers 

responded the proposed project is not an estimate – there is a specific plan that has 

been researched and investigated.   

 Andrew Wang restated his motion that the City Council approve the 2016-2020 

CARS application with interchanging the projects for 2016 and 2017.   

 The motion was voted on and passed by a vote of six to five with Weaver, 

Hopkins, Noll, Myers and Morehead voting in opposition. 
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COU2015-14  Consider approval of amendments to Council Policy CP001 entitled “City 
Committees”  
 
 Mayor Wassmer stated this item was discussed at the April 20th Council 

Committee of the Whole meeting and council was directed to send in revisions that it 

desired to staff for editing for a final version for adoption.  Those changes were reflected 

in the information presented in the council packet with the final version distributed this 

evening.  Action is needed on this policy change in order for the Mayor to move forward 

on committee and council appointments.   

 Brooke Morehead moved the City Council approve the revised Council Policy 001 

entitled “City Committees”.  The motion was seconded by Ruth Hopkins and passed 

unanimously. 

COU2015-16   Consider approval of a Construction Contract with Phoenix Concrete and 
Underground, LLC for Project CONC2015:  2015 Concrete Repair Program 
 
 On behalf of the Council Committee of the Whole, Council President Ashley 

Weaver moved the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Construction Contract 

with Phoenix Concrete & Underground, LLC for Project CONC2015:  2015 Concrete 

Repair Program in the amount of $700,000.   The motion was seconded by Eric 

Mikkelson and passed unanimously. 

 

COU2015-17  Consider approval of a Construction Contract with Vance Brothers, Inc. 
for Project P5000:  2015 Crack Seal/Micro Surfacing Program 
 
 On behalf of the Council Committee of the Whole, Council President Ashley 

Weaver moved the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Construction Contract 

with Vance Brothers, Inc. for Project P5000:  2015 Crack Seal/Micro Surfacing Program 
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in the amount of $312,000.   The motion was seconded by Sheila Myers and passed 

unanimously. 

COU2015-18   Consider approval of a Construction Contract with Metro Asphalt, Inc. for 
Project P5001:  2015 Street Repair Program 
 
 On behalf of the Council Committee of the Whole, Council President Ashley 

Weaver moved the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Construction Contract 

with Metro Asphalt, Inc. for Project P5001:  2015 Street Repair Program in the amount 

of $150,000.   The motion was seconded by Andrew Wang and passed unanimously. 

COU2015-19  Consider approval of Emerald Ash Borer Tree removal and treatment 
plan 
 
 On behalf of the Council Committee of the Whole, Council President Ashley 

Weaver moved the City Council approve the Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) Ash tree removal 

and treatment plan as presented by staff.   The motion was seconded by Steve Noll and 

passed by a vote of 10 to 1 with Ruth Hopkins voting in opposition. 

COU2015-20  Consider approval of amendment to PVMC 1-301 entitled “Appointive 
Offices” 
 
 On behalf of the Council Committee of the Whole, Council President Ashley 

Weaver moved the Governing Body adopt Ordinance 2330 amending Section 1-301 

entitled “Appointive Offices; Terms and salary” of Article 3 entitled “Officers and 

Employees” of Chapter 1 entitled “Administration” of the Prairie Village Municipal Code.   

The motion was seconded by Jori Nelson.   

 A roll call vote was taken with the following members voting “aye”:  Weaver, 

Nelson, Hopkins, Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers, Morehead, Runion, Morrison and 

Gallagher. 
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COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----20   Consider approval of a Funding Agreement with MB20   Consider approval of a Funding Agreement with MB20   Consider approval of a Funding Agreement with MB20   Consider approval of a Funding Agreement with MB----18, LLC (a VanTrust 18, LLC (a VanTrust 18, LLC (a VanTrust 18, LLC (a VanTrust 
entity) for the development of Meadowbrook Propertyentity) for the development of Meadowbrook Propertyentity) for the development of Meadowbrook Propertyentity) for the development of Meadowbrook Property    
    
  City Attorney Katie Logan stated a funding agreement is required by City Council 

Policy CP059 “City Assistance with Redevelopment Projects” for projects involving 

economic incentives.  The agreement requires deposits be made to the City to cover 

costs the city incurs for the development of the funding and to prepare the agreement.  

Ms. Logan noted that some of these costs have already been incurred.  These expenses 

include legal services for preparation of legal documents, bond documents, appraisals, 

financial advising services and other professional services.  The funding agreement 

requires that the Applicant, MB-18, LLC (entity of VanTrust), reimburse the City for the 

payment of reasonably incurred costs. The expenses incurred are anticipated to be 

eligible for reimbursement once TIF funds are available. 

  The funding agreement establishes a deposit fund of $75,000.  The anticipated 

outside consulting services to be paid from these funds include Lathrop & Gage (Legal 

Services); Gilmore & Bell (Bond Counsel Services); Columbia Capital (Financial 

Advising Services; Bliss Associates (Appraisal Services) and the eligibility study 

required.   

  Eric Mikkelson questioned the omission of legal services in Section 2d of the 

funding agreement.  Ms Logan those services are covered specifically elsewhere and in 

Section 2d under “additional consultants”.    

  Dan Runion confirmed these expenses will be reimbursable from the proceeds of 

the bond.  He questioned the termination language in the agreement suggesting that the 

City solely has the ability to terminate the agreement and not the applicant.  He also 

questioned the lack of a designated reimbursable amount allowed.   
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  Katie Logan responded that this is a template agreement negotiated with the 

developer.  The agreement can be terminated for failure to make payment or reimburse 

eligible expenses.  She noted that if the project is ultimately approved, the developer 

has the opportunity to be reimbursed for these payments.  However, there is no 

guarantee if the project is not approved.  

  Mr. Runion stated he is uncomfortable approving an agreement that limits the 

city’s ability to terminate and does not have a budgeted amount included.  Ms. Logan 

replied the developer asked for a budget to be included, but the city denied the request 

due to the difficulty of estimating projected costs.   

  David Harrison, with Van Trust, added that the funding agreement is a 

mechanism that has them paying the city for services.  If the project does not get 

approved, the city has nothing to lose as their expenses have been reimbursed.  If the 

project is approved, they have the ability to be reimbursed those funds as part of the TIF 

proceeds.  Ms. Logan stated the anticipated expenses are expected to be in the 

$300,000 range.  Mr. Harrison stated they would love to have a stated dollar value.  

They will be paying expenses are the project develops and if costs get too large they 

would probably be the ones to pull out.   

  Steve Noll moved the City Council approve a Funding Agreement with MB-18, 

LLC related to reimbursing city costs associated with the Meadowbrook Development 

and Park.  The motion was seconded by Sheila Myers and passed by a vote of 10 to 1 

with Dan Runion voting in opposition.   

 
MAYOR’S REPORTMAYOR’S REPORTMAYOR’S REPORTMAYOR’S REPORT    
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Mayor Wassmer stated she was invited to speak at the 20th anniversary of 

Claridge Court along with former Kansas City Mayor Kay Barnes and former Mayor Roe 

Taliaferro.  As part of the event predictions were read from a time capsule buried when 

the facility opened and new predictions were made for the next 20 years to be placed in 

a time capsule.  She was also invited to speak at the JCNichols sales office regarding 

what is happening in Prairie Village.  She attended the retirement celebration for former 

Chief of Police Wes Jordan. 

Mayor Wassmer encouraged council members to return their committee requests 

to Joyce by the end of the week.  She also challenged the council members to walk the 

streets in their ward and take a close look at the condition of the streets, even taking 

pictures of specific locations and sending them to Keith Bredehoeft.  She had recently 

done this and was astonished at the condition of some of the streets along Roe and 

Mission Road 75th Street to 83rd Street.  This will provide a better perspective of the 

city’s infrastructure needs as the Capital Improvement Program is created for 2016.  

    
STAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTS        
Public SafetyPublic SafetyPublic SafetyPublic Safety    

• Chief Schwartzkopf noted the annual Tip a Cop fundraiser for Special Olympics 
will be held at Johnny’s from 4:30 to 9:00 on May 14th. 

• An update was provided on the recent burglary arrest on 71st Terrace noting the 
suspects have also been linked to a burglary on the 4100 block of 73rd.  The 
investigation is on-going.  

    
Public WorksPublic WorksPublic WorksPublic Works    

• Keith Bredehoeft announced that two permits have been issued to AT&T for their 
Gigapower installation. 

• Mr. Bredehoeft reviewed the RFQ process in place for the selection of inspectors 
• Terrence Gallagher confirmed the work on 75th Street is being done by the City.   

 
AdministrationAdministrationAdministrationAdministration    

• Lisa Santa Maria reviewed a prepared handout reflecting the internal controls in 
place for accounting, noting the city follows GAAP (Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles) and KMAAG (Kansas State Statutes).      
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• Mrs. Santa Maria noted she is having discussions regarding the use of a pay card 
for routine monthly bills paid by the City which would reduce the process time and 
costs considerably.   The city processes over 200 checks per month.      

• Quinn Bennion noted the next step in the consideration of the Meadowbrook 
development would be the Memo of Understanding/agreement with the four 
parties involved in the development.     

• The Meadowbrook Development Agreement work group will begin meeting to 
discuss the agreement.    

• Mr. Bennion noted the number of significant actions that would be coming before 
the Council during the summer months and asked Council members to advise 
staff of known meetings that they will be unable to attend.      

    
OLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESS    
    
Planning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning Commission    
PC2013-11   Consider request for extension to SUP for Mission Chateau 
 
 Mayor Wassmer noted in April a thirty-day extension was given.  Both parties are 

continuing to work in good faith on an agreement.  Mayor Wassmer expressed her 

frustration with the lack of closure on this noting that new requests from one side lead to 

changes from the other and vice versa.  She is recommending that action be tabled for 

an additional month with a strong direction to both parties to put it all out and make this 

happen.    

 Terrence Gallagher moved the City Council grant an extension of 30 days to the 

expiration of the Special Use Permit.  The motion was seconded by Ashley Weaver. 

 Dan Runion confirmed that there is still agreement on the conceptual plan, that 

the agreement between parties is what remains unresolved.  Mayor Wassmer noted that 

some of the additional conditions have suggested plan changes.   

 Brian Doerr with the Mission Valley Neighborhood Association and Mike 

Flannigan, legal counsel for MVS, LLC noted both parties are working toward mutual 

acceptance of the 12 – 14 page agreement.  Mr. Flannigan stated he would be send a 

draft to Mr. Doerr later in the evening with an invitation to meet face to face to discuss, 
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rather than sending drafts back and forth.  This should result in a quicker resolution of 

differences.   

 Jori Nelson suggested the extension be shortened to the next meeting.  Mayor 

Wassmer stated she felt 30 days was a fair length of time. 

 Brian Doerr stated both parties are working diligently and are not stalling.  He has 

spent four years on this project.   Mr. Flannigan stated if the agreement is ready by the 

next meeting, they will bring it in.   

 Ashley Weaver urged both parties to find a way to finally get this done.  

 Brooke Morehead asked why MVS was continuing to hold on the approved plan if 

they are committed to a new plan. Mr. Flannigan stated they are committed to this 

project, but they will not release their prior approval until they have received all the 

necessary approvals on the new project.   

 The motion was voted on and passed by an eight to three vote with Nelson, 

Runion and Morrison voting in opposition.   

 Terrence Gallagher stated the revision of the CARS application project is the 

equivalent of adding another major project and requested that staff re-examine the 

priority listing and readdress what can be done looking at all the projects and available 

manpower.  Mayor Wassmer noted the addition of the new CARS project is a major 

undertaking that will affect everything else.  Eric Mikkelson confirmed that the Council 

will not be voting on priorities again.  

Terrence Gallagher directed the staff to review and present recommended 

changes to the priority listing at the June 1st meeting.  The motion was seconded by 

Ruth Hopkins and passed unanimously.   
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New BusinessNew BusinessNew BusinessNew Business    
    
EXECUTIVE SESSIONEXECUTIVE SESSIONEXECUTIVE SESSIONEXECUTIVE SESSION    
 
 Ashley Weaver moved pursuant to KSA 75-4319 (b) (6) that the Governing Body, 

recess into Executive Session in the Multi-Purpose Room    for a period not to exceed 15 

minutes for the purpose of discussing possible acquisition of property.  Present will be 

the Mayor, City Council, City Administrator, Assistant to the City Administrator and City 

Attorney.   The motion was seconded by Brooke Morehead and passed unanimously. 

Mayor Wassmer reconvened the City Council meeting at 9:49 p.m.  

    
Committee meetings scheduled for the neCommittee meetings scheduled for the neCommittee meetings scheduled for the neCommittee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks:xt two weeks:xt two weeks:xt two weeks:    

Board of Zoning Appeals 05/05/2015 6:30 p.m.  
Planning Commission 05/05/2015 7:00 p.m. 
Prairie Village Arts Council 05/06/2015 5:30 p.m. 
Sister City Committee 05/11/2015 7:00 p.m. 
JazzFest Committee 05/12/2015 7:00 p.m. 
Park & Recreation 05/13/2015 6:00 p.m. 
Council Committee of the Whole 05/18/2015 6:00 p.m. 
City Council 05/18/2015 7:30 p.m. 

================================================================= 

The Prairie Village Arts Council is pleased to present an Acrylic on canvas exhibit by 
Stacy Krieg in the R. G. Endres Gallery during the month of May. The artist reception 
will be Friday, May 8, from 6:00 – 7:30 p.m. 
 
Recreation sales have begun.   The pool opens on Saturday, May 23rd at 11 a.m.  
 
The City Council is invited to attend a recognition reception for recent Police Department 
promotions on Friday, May 8th at 3 p.m. in the Council Chambers. 
 
The MARC 19th Annual Regional Assembly Luncheon will take place on Friday, June 
5th.  Council members wanting to attend should contact Meghan Buum by Friday, May 
15th.   
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ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
    
 With no further business to come before the City Council the meeting was adjourned 

at 9:50 p.m. 

 
 
Joyce Hagen Mundy 
City Clerk 
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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 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015    
        Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:    May 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015May 18, 2015    

    
CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSTRUCTION ADMINISCONSTRUCTION ADMINISCONSTRUCTION ADMINISCONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION AGREEMENTTRATION AGREEMENTTRATION AGREEMENTTRATION AGREEMENT    WITH AFFINIS CORP WITH AFFINIS CORP WITH AFFINIS CORP WITH AFFINIS CORP 
FOR ONFOR ONFOR ONFOR ON----CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES FOR TELECOMMUNICATIOFOR TELECOMMUNICATIOFOR TELECOMMUNICATIOFOR TELECOMMUNICATION INSTALLATION N INSTALLATION N INSTALLATION N INSTALLATION 
RIGHTRIGHTRIGHTRIGHT----OOOOFFFF----WAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIES....    

    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Move to approve the construction administration agreement with Affinis Corp for On-Call 
Field Services for Telecommunication Installation Right-of-Way Activities and authorize 
use of 2015 General Fund contingency. 
 
    
BACKGBACKGBACKGBACKGROUNDROUNDROUNDROUND    
 
The City is responsible for managing the Rights-of-Way within the City. Public Works 
anticipates the need for this assistance for roughly the next year as telecommunications 
companies (Google Fiber and AT&T GigaPower) complete their build out in Prairie 
Village. The magnitude and timing of the build outs does not allow City staff to complete 
the required inspections without additional personnel.   
 
Public Works recently requested proposals from firms to provide construction 
administration services for Prairie Village in the areas of Right of Way Inspection and 
Construction Inspection for the next three years.  11 firms submitted proposals.  Based 
on their proposals the selection committee chose Affinis to be the City’s On-Call 
consultant for telecommunication installation for right-of-way activities in 2015, 2016, and 
2017.  Other firms were selected for construction inspection on-call and could be utilized 
if the right-of-way activities on-call needs to be supplemented with additional personnel.  
The selection committee consisted of Terrence Gallagher, Ted Odell, Keith Bredehoeft, 
Melissa Prenger and Kenny Khongmaly.   
 
We are proposing to utilize an on-call consultant for approximately 20 hours per week of 
inspection time for the on-call service with a total maximum value of the contract at 
$100,000.  The hours per week will be regulated by city staff and will be adjusted as 
needed.  The on-call services include inspection of permitted activities in the right-of-way 
associated with the telecommunication installation to ensure city specifications are 
followed, reviewing permits, attending bi-weekly construction meetings, and assist in 
facilitating the process of resident concerns.   
 

 

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    
    
This was not anticipated in the 2015 budget so it is proposed to use General Fund 
Contingency for this work. The expenses, in part, will be offset with ROW permit fees. 
Once services are offered, the City will receive franchise fees of 5% of gross receipts for 
video services. 
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ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
    

1. Construction Administration Agreement with Affinis Corp 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
Melissa Prenger, Sr. Project Manager     May 13, 2015 



 1 of 8 
CWDOCS 478671v1  

AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT SERVICES     
    

ForForForFor    
    

CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION     
    

ForForForFor    
    

ONONONON----CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES CALL FIELD SERVICES OF TELECOMMUNICATIONOF TELECOMMUNICATIONOF TELECOMMUNICATIONOF TELECOMMUNICATION        

INSTALLATION RIGHTINSTALLATION RIGHTINSTALLATION RIGHTINSTALLATION RIGHT----OFOFOFOF----WAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIESWAY ACTIVITIES    

    
    
    

THIS AGREEMENTTHIS AGREEMENTTHIS AGREEMENTTHIS AGREEMENT, made at the Prairie Village, Kansas, this ______ day of __________, ______, by 
and between the City of Prairie Village, Kansas, a municipal corporation with offices at 7700 Mission 
Road, Prairie Village, Kansas, 66208, hereinafter called the “CityCityCityCity”, and __Affinis Corp__, a Missouri 
corporation with offices at _8900 Indian Creek Parkway, Suite 450, Overland Park, Kansas 66210_, 
hereinafter called the “Consultant”.Consultant”.Consultant”.Consultant”.    
    
WITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHEREAS, EAS, EAS, EAS, City has determined a need to retain a professional engineering firm 
to provide civil engineering services for Construction Administration for On-Call Field Services of 
Telecommunication Installation Right-of-Way Activities hereinafter called the “Project”,Project”,Project”,Project”, 
 
AND WHEREAS, AND WHEREAS, AND WHEREAS, AND WHEREAS, the City is authorized and empowered to contract with the Consultant for the 
necessary consulting services for the Project,  
 
AND WHEREAS,AND WHEREAS,AND WHEREAS,AND WHEREAS, the City has the necessary funds for payment of such services, 
 
NOW THEREFORE,NOW THEREFORE,NOW THEREFORE,NOW THEREFORE, the City hereby hires and employs the Consultant as set forth in this Agreement 
effective the date first written above. 
    
ARTICLE IARTICLE IARTICLE IARTICLE I    ----    RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CITYCITYCITYCITY 
 
The CITY designates Melissa Prenger, Senior Project Manager as CITY representative with respect to 
this Agreement.  Ms. Prenger shall have the authority to transmit instructions, receive information, 
interpret and define the policies of the CITY, make decisions relevant to the services of the 
CONSULTANT. 
 
The CITY shall do the following in a timely manner: 

1. Make available to the CONSULTANT all existing data and records relevant to the Project, 
including but not limited to, maps, plans, correspondence, data and previous reports and studies 
possessed by the CITY. 

2. Approve all criteria and information as to the requirements of the CITY for the Project, including 
objectives and constraints, performance requirements, and budgetary limitations. 

3. Review and approve all correspondence transmitted and forms used by the CONSULTANT 
relative to this Project. 

4. Review for approval all submittals such as change orders and payment requests by the 
CONSULTANT. 
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ARTICLE IIARTICLE IIARTICLE IIARTICLE II    ----    RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANTRESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANTRESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANTRESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CONSULTANT 
 
The CONSULTANT designates Kristen Leathers as Construction Manager, who shall direct the related 
construction administration and field services in all phases of the Project to which this Agreement 
applies.  The Construction Manager shall serve as the prime professional on this Project and shall be 
the prime contact with the Senior Project Manager. Project Representatives shall be designated by the 
Construction Manager to perform specified responsibilities within this Agreement. 
 
The standard of care for all professional consulting services and related construction administration and 
field services either performed for or furnished by the CONSULTANT under this Agreement will be the 
care and skill ordinarily used by members of the CONSULTANT profession, practicing under similar 
conditions at the same time and in the same locality. 
 
The CONSULTANT shall act as CITY representative to the extent and limitations of the duties, 
responsibilities and authority as assigned herein and shall not be modified, except as CONSULTANT may 
otherwise agree in writing.  

The CONSULTANT shall make visits to the Work areas at intervals appropriate to the various stages of 
construction, as CONSULTANT deems necessary, in order to observe as an experienced and qualified 
professional the progress and quality of the Work. Such visits and observations by CONSULTANT are not 
intended to be exhaustive or to extend to every aspect of the Work in progress or to involve detailed 
inspections of the Work in progress beyond the responsibilities specifically assigned to CONSULTANT 
herein, but rather are to determine if Contractor's work is proceeding in accordance with the issued permit 
requirements and City standards. The CONSULTANT shall keep CITY informed of the progress of the 
Work. 

The CONSULTANT  shall not, during such visits or as a result of such observations of Contractor's work 
in progress, supervise, direct, or have control over the Work, nor shall the CONSULTANT have authority 
over or responsibility for the means, methods, techniques, sequences, or procedures of construction 
selected by Contractor, for safety precautions and programs incident to the Work, or for any failure of 
Contractor to comply with Laws and Regulations applicable to Contractor's furnishing and performing the 
Work. Accordingly, the CONSULTANT neither guarantees the performance of any Contractor nor 
assumes responsibility for any Contractor's failure to furnish and perform its Work in accordance with the 
City standards and the requirements of the Contractor’s contract. 

The CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for the acts or omissions of any Contractor, or of any of their 
subcontractors, suppliers, or of any other individual or entity performing or furnishing any of the Work. The 
CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for failure of any Contractor to perform or furnish the Work in 
accordance with the City standards and the requirements of the Contractor’s contract.  

The duties and responsibilities of the CONSULTANT are as follows: 

1. Prepare for and attend weekly meetings with City, utility agencies and contractors.   

2. Review and process right-of-way permits for utility contractors. 

3. Submit a weekly report via email to City including: 

a. Hours worked. 

b. Section/location of work. 

c. Contractors working. 

d.  Work performed. 
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4. Part-time construction observation of approximately 20 hours per week is estimated. Hours may 
be adjusted if approved by the City. 

5. Facilitate and observe issues/questions between the utility agency, contractors and residents, as 
needed. Verify resolution and completion of issue.   

6. Provide pre-construction photos or documentation in areas requiring restoration.   

7. Use city map to track permits, resident notifications, types of work, areas of work, contractors and 
completion.   

8. Perform final walk-thru and prepare punch list for contractor. Close permit for work performed. 

 

The CONSULTANT shall not: 

1 Exceed limitations of CONSULTANT authority as set forth in the Agreement. 

2 Undertake any of the responsibilities of utility agency, Contractor, subcontractors, suppliers, or 
Contractor’s superintendent. 

3 Advise on, issue directions relative to, or assume control over any aspect of the means, methods, 
techniques, sequences or procedures of Contractor’s work. 

4 Advise on, issue directions regarding, or assume control over safety practices, precautions, and 
programs in connection with the activities or operations of CITY, utility agency or Contractor. 

5 Participate in specialized field or laboratory tests or inspections conducted off-site by others except as 
specifically authorized. 

6 Accept Shop Drawing or Sample submittals from anyone other than Contractor. 

7 Authorize CITY to occupy the Project in whole or in part. 

 
The CONSULTANT is expected to conduct himself/herself at all times in such a manner as to reflect 
credit upon himself/herself and the CITY they represent.  It is expected that the Construction Manager 
will be suitably dressed for the work, and he/she will be clean and neat enough to be a suitable 
representative of the CITY to the Contractor and the public.  The CONSULTANT will be pleasant, 
courteous and business-like in meeting the public. He/She is helpful and considerate to answer 
questions asked by the public.  If the CONSULTANT cannot clearly answer the question, the 
CONSULTANT should refer the questioner to the Senior Project Manager. 
 
The CONSULTANT will not engage in controversial activities relative to the project in public, particularly 
if it involves public speaking, public debate, public media, etc.  All written communications intended for 
publication that relate to the project must be approved by the Senior Project Manager. 
 
A primary responsibility of the CONSULTANT is to have a working knowledge of the controlling 
regulations, codes and directives dealing with the public convenience, public safety and construction 
safety.  Though jobsite safety is contractually the Contractor’s responsibility, the CONSULTANT should 
immediately report all unsafe conditions or practices to the proper authority.  However, if in the opinion 
of the CONSULTANT, the precautions taken by the Contractor are found to be insufficient or 
inadequate in providing job or public safety at any time, the CONSULTANT shall notify the Senior 
Project Manager. 
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The CONSULTANT is expected to wear suitable clothing and protective gear on the jobsite.  Hard hats 
must be worn at all times there is a danger of falling and flying material.  Approved reflective vests must 
be worn for high visibility in close proximity to traffic and moving equipment.  Clothing and protective 
gear should clearly identify the CONSULTANT. 
 
Good housekeeping and sanitary provisions are the responsibility of the Contractor.  The Contractor is 
responsible for public and private property and shall take every reasonable precaution to avoid damage 
by the construction activities.  Throughout all phases of construction, the rubbish and debris on a 
project shall be held to a minimum and confined to organized disposal and storage areas.  Dust 
nuisance is to be held to a minimum.  The Contractor’s equipment and construction activities shall not 
contribute to air pollution by excessively discharging smoke, exhaust and other contaminants in such 
quantities to be a nuisance and violation of contract.  The CONSULTANT shall record such 
unacceptable conditions in the Daily Report. 
 
The responsibility of safe and proper handling of traffic rests with the Contractor.  The CONSULTANT 
shall see that the Contractor provides proper handling of traffic as required by the contract and shall 
notify the Contractor to correct any potentially dangerous situation that exists.  The section of the 
Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) titled Work Area Traffic Control Handbook sets 
forth the principle and standards in order to provide safe and effective work areas and to warn, control, 
protect and expedite vehicular and pedestrian traffic through the construction project.  The MUTCD by 
reference is part of the Contractor’s construction documents.  The CONSULTANT shall refer to this 
document when monitoring and coordinating traffic handling with the Contractor.  The CONSULTANT 
shall record such unacceptable conditions in the Daily Report.  
 
The CONSULTANT are directed to avail themselves of the Public Works Inspector’ Manual, latest 
edition published by the BNi Building News and available through the American Public Works 
Association.  The manual is a complete operational and technical guidebook for inspecting all types of 
public works construction.  The manual is the standard by which the CITY expects the CONSULTANT 
to meet and is part of this Agreement. 
    
ARTICLE IIIARTICLE IIIARTICLE IIIARTICLE III    ----    COMPENSATIONCOMPENSATIONCOMPENSATIONCOMPENSATION 
 
The CITY agrees to pay the CONSULTANT, at Hourly Rates, to a Maximum Fee of $100,000.00  for the 
scope of services as specified herein unless modified by Change Order.  CONSULTANT current Hourly 
Rate Schedule is attached as Exhibit A. 
 
The CONSULTANT may submit an invoice on a monthly basis from an estimate of Services or upon the 
completion of services.  The CONSULTANT shall bill reimbursable expenses, which are beyond all fees 
for professional services.  Reimbursable items shall be as follows: 
 

a. Plotting and printing for construction or as requested by the CITY except as outlined in the 
scope of services (printing and plotting for the CONSULTANT in-house use is not a 
reimbursable expense) 

b. Project Mileage 
c. Delivery Charges 

 
All billings must be submitted by the fifteenth day of the month for all services rendered in the previous 
month.  The CONSULTANT will invoice the CITY on forms approved by the CITY.  All properly prepared 
invoices will include a documented breakdown of expenses incurred.   
 
Both parties may submit an Engineering Change Order for major changes in scope, character, delays 
or complexity of Services.  The Engineering Change Order may provide for changes in compensation 
and schedule, either upward or downward.  The Engineering Change Order shall be signed by the CITY 



 5 of 8 
CWDOCS 478671v1  

and the CONSULTANT prior to the CONSULTANT proceeding with any work covered by this 
Agreement. 
 
 
ARTICLE IVARTICLE IVARTICLE IVARTICLE IV    ----    GENERAL PROVISIONSGENERAL PROVISIONSGENERAL PROVISIONSGENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
Times for Rendering Services:Times for Rendering Services:Times for Rendering Services:Times for Rendering Services: The CONSULTANT services and compensation under this Agreement 
have been agreed to in anticipation of orderly and continuous progress of the Services through 
completion.  Specific periods of time for rendering services are set forth in Article IV, , , , Time Schedule, in 
this Agreement, by which time defined services are to be completed.  If such periods of time are 
changed through no fault of the CONSULTANT, the rates and amounts of compensation provided for 
therein shall be subject to equitable adjustment. 
 
Opinions of Probable Cost:Opinions of Probable Cost:Opinions of Probable Cost:Opinions of Probable Cost:  In providing opinions of probably cost, the CITY understands that the 
CONSULTANT has no control over costs or the price of labor, equipment or materials, or over the 
Contractor’s method of pricing, and that the opinions of probable construction costs, if included herein, 
are to be made based on the CONSULTANT qualifications and experience.  The CONSULTANT makes 
no warranty, expressed or implied, as to the accuracy of such opinions as compared to bid or actual 
costs. 
    
Change in Scope:Change in Scope:Change in Scope:Change in Scope: The scope of work described in Article I Scope of Services, shall be subject to 
modification or supplement upon the signing of an Engineering Change Order by the CITY and the 
CONSULTANT.  At the time of such modification of scope, equitable adjustments, agreeable to both 
parties, shall be made in the time of performance and the compensation to be paid for the services. 
 
In event the CITY consents to, allows, authorizes or approves of changes to the construction 
documents prepared by the CONSULTANT, and these changes are not approved in writing by the 
CONSULTANT, the CITY recognizes that such changes and the results thereof are not the 
responsibility of the CONSULTANT.  Therefore, the CITY agrees to release the CONSULTANT from 
any liability arising from the construction, use, or result of such changes.  In addition, the CITY agrees 
to indemnify and hold the CONSULTANT harmless from any damage, liability or cost arising from such 
changes. 

ReuseReuseReuseReuse    of Documentsof Documentsof Documentsof Documents:::: All documents including the plans and specifications provided or furnished by the 
Consultant pursuant to this Agreement (“Plans”) shall become the property of City. City agrees that if 
such Plans are ever used in connection with another project in which the Consultant is not providing 
civil engineering services or for completion of the Project by others, all references to the Consultant or 
any subconsultant, including seals, shall be removed from the Plans before use on said project.    The 
City may make and retain copies for the use by the City and others; however, such documents are not 
intended or suitable for reuse by the City or others as an extension of the Project or on any other 
Project.  Any such reuse without written approval or adaptation by the Consultant for the specific 
purpose intended will be at the CITY sole risk and without liability to the Consultant.  To the extent 
permitted by law, the City shall indemnify and hold harmless the Consultant from all claims, damages, 
losses and expenses including attorney's fees arising out of or resulting reuse of the Plans.  In a similar 
manner, the Consultant is prohibited from reuse or disclosing any information contained in any 
documents, plans or specifications relative to the Project without the expressed written permission of 
the City.  

  
    InsuranceInsuranceInsuranceInsurance:  The Consultant shall procure and maintain, at its expense, the following insurance 

coverage: (a) Workers’ Compensation -- Statutory Limits, with Employer’s Liability limits of $100,000 
each employee, $500,000 policy limit; (b) Commercial General Liability for bodily injury and property 
damage liability claims with limits of not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 in the 
aggregate; (c) Commercial Automobile Liability for bodily injury and property damage with limits of not 
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less than $1,000,000 each accident for all owned, non-owned and hired automobiles; (d) errors and 
omissions coverage of not less than $1,000,000.  Deductibles for any of the above coverage shall not 
exceed $25,000 unless approved in writing by City.  In addition, Consultant agrees to require all 
consultants and subconsultants to obtain and provide insurance in identical type and amounts of 
coverage together and to require satisfaction of all other insurance requirements provided in this 
Agreement. 
 
CONSULTANT’S insurance shall be from an insurance carrier with an A.M. Best rating of A-IX or better, 
shall be on the GL 1986 ISO Occurrence form or such other form as may be approved by City, and shall 
name, by endorsement to be attached to the certificate of insurance, City, and its divisions, 
departments, officials, officers and employees, and other parties as specified by City as additional 
insureds as their interest may appear, except that the additional insured requirement shall not apply to 
Errors and Omissions coverage.  Such endorsement shall be ISO CG2010 11/85 or equivalent.  
“Claims Made” and “Modified Occurrence” forms are not acceptable, except for Errors and Omissions 
coverage.  Each certificate of insurance shall state that such insurance will not be canceled or coverage 
reduced until after thirty (30) days’ unqualified written notice of cancellation or reduction has been given 
to the City, except in the event of nonpayment of premium, in which case there shall be ten (10) days’ 
unqualified written notice.  Subrogation against City and CITY Agent shall be waived.  CONSULTANT 
insurance policies shall be endorsed to indicate that CONSULTANT insurance coverage is primary and 
any insurance maintained by City or CITY Agent is non-contributing. 
 
Before Consultant performs any portion of the Work, it shall provide City with certificates and 
endorsements evidencing the insurance required by this Article.  Consultant agrees to maintain the 
insurance required by this Article of a minimum of three (3) years following completion of the Project 
and, during such entire three (3) year period, to continue to name City, CITY agent, and other specified 
interests as additional insureds thereunder. 
 

If due to the CONSULTANT’S negligent act, error or omission, any required item or component of the 
project is omitted from the Construction documents produced by the Consultant, the CONSULTANT 
liability shall be limited to the difference between the cost of adding the item at the time of discovery of 
the omission and the cost had the item or component been included in the construction documents.  
The Consultant will be responsible for any retrofit expense, waste, any intervening increase in the cost 
of the component, and a presumed premium of 10% of the cost of the component furnished through a 
change order from a contractor to the extent caused by the negligence or breach of contract of the 
Consultant or its subconsultants. 
 

6.4 TerminationTerminationTerminationTermination: This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon seven days written notice 
in the event of substantial failure by the other party to perform in accordance with the terms 
hereof through no fault of the terminating party; provided, however, the nonperforming party shall 
have 14 calendar days from the receipt of the termination notice to cure the failure in a manner 
acceptable to the other party. In any such case, the Consultant shall be paid the reasonable 
value of the services rendered up to the time of termination on the basis of the payment 
provisions of this Agreement.  Copies of all completed or partially completed designs, plans and 
specifications prepared under this Agreement shall be delivered to the City when and if this 
Agreement is terminated, but it is mutually agreed by the parties that the City will use them solely 
in connection with this Project, except with the written consent of the Consultant (subject to the 
above provision regarding Reuse of Documents). 

 
6.5 Termination for Convenience:Termination for Convenience:Termination for Convenience:Termination for Convenience:  The City, within its sole discretion, may elect to terminate the 

Agreement with the Consultant for convenience upon three (3) days written Notice to Consultant.  
In the event of such termination, Consultant shall cease immediately all operations and shall be 
compensated for all work performed as of the date of termination in accordance with the terms of 
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payment in this contract.  Consultant shall not be entitled to any anticipatory profits of other costs 
other than direct costs of demobilization 

 
Controlling LawControlling LawControlling LawControlling Law:::: This Agreement is to be governed by the laws of the State of Kansas. 
 
IndemnityIndemnityIndemnityIndemnity:  :  :  :  To the fullest extent permitted by law, with respect to the performance of its obligations in 
this Agreement or implied by law, and whether performed by Consultant or any subconsultants hired by 
Consultant, the Consultant agrees to indemnify City, and its agents, servants, and employees from and 
against any and all claims, damages, and losses arising out of personal injury, death, or property 
damage, caused by the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant or its subconsultants, to 
the extent and in proportion to the comparative degree of fault of the Consultant and its subconsultants.  
Consultant shall also pay for CITY reasonable attorneys’ fees, expert fees, and costs incurred in the 
defense of such a claim to the extent and in proportion to the comparative degree of fault of the 
Consultant and its subconsultants. 
 
SeverabilitySeverabilitySeverabilitySeverability:::: Any provision or part of the Agreement held to be void or unenforceable under any law or 
regulation shall be deemed stricken and all remaining provisions shall continue to be valid and binding 
upon the City and the Consultant, who agree that the Agreement shall be reformed to replace such 
stricken provision or part thereof with a valid and enforceable provision that comes as close as possible 
to expressing the intention of the stricken provision.  The provisions of this Article shall not prevent this 
entire Agreement from being void should a provision which is of the essence of this Agreement be 
determined void. 
 
NoticesNoticesNoticesNotices:::: Any notice required under this Agreement will be in writing, addressed to the appropriate party 
at the address which appears on the signature page to this Agreement  (as modified in writing from item 
to time by such party) and given personally, by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, by 
facsimile or by a nationally recognized overnight courier service.  All notices shall be effective upon the 
date of receipt. 
 
Successors and AssignsSuccessors and AssignsSuccessors and AssignsSuccessors and Assigns:::: The City and the Consultant each is hereby bound and the partners, 
successors, executors, administrators, legal representatives and assigns of the City and the Consultant 
are hereby bound to the other party to this Agreement and to the partners, successors, executors, 
administrators, legal representatives and assigns of such other party in respect of all covenants and 
obligations of this Agreement. 
 
Neither the City nor the Consultant may assign, sublet, or transfer any rights under the Agreement 
without the written consent of the other, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld; provided, 
Consultant may assign its rights to payment without Owner’s consent, and except to the extent that any 
assignment, subletting or transfer is mandated by law or the effect of this limitation may be restricted by 
law.  Unless specifically stated to the contrary in any written consent to an assignment, no assignment 
will release or discharge the assignor from any duty or responsibility under the Agreement. 

 
Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to create, impose or give rise to any duty owed by the 
Consultant to any Contractor, subcontractor, supplier, other person or entity or to any surety for or 
employee of any of them, or give any rights or benefits under this Agreement to anyone other than the 
City and the Consultant. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOFIN WITNESS WHEREOFIN WITNESS WHEREOFIN WITNESS WHEREOF:::: the parties hereto have executed this Agreement to be effective as of the 
date first above written. 
 
    
CITY:CITY:CITY:CITY:                            CONSULTANT:CONSULTANT:CONSULTANT:CONSULTANT: 
 
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KS                                            AFFINIS CORP 
     
 
By:       By:      
  
 Laura Wassmer, Mayor     Kristen E. Leathers   
           
 
Address for giving notices:    Address for giving notices: 
 
CITY of Prairie Village    8900 Indian Creek Parkway     
7700 Mission Road     Suite 450, Building 6 
Prairie Village, Kansas, 66208    Overland Park, Kansas 66210  
913-381-6464      913-239-1100        
 
ATTEST:          APPROVED BY: 
 
                                         
Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk   Catherine Logan, City Attorney 
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PPPPLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES    
May 5May 5May 5May 5, 2015, 2015, 2015, 2015    

    
    
ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
The Planning Commission of the City of Prairie Village met in regular session on 
Tuesday, May 5, 2015, in the Municipal Building Council Chambers at 7700 Mission 
Road.  Chairman Bob Lindeblad called the meeting to order at 7:10 p.m. with the 
following members present: Nancy Vennard, Gregory Wolf, Larry Levy, James 
Breneman, Nancy Wallerstein and Randy Kronblad. 
 
The following persons were present in their advisory capacity to the Planning 
Commission:  Ron Williamson, City Planning Consultant; Wes Jordan, Assistant City 
Administrator; Mitch Dringman, Building Official; Terrence Gallagher, Council Liaison 
and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk/Planning Commission Secretary.    
 
    
APPROVAL OF MINUTESAPPROVAL OF MINUTESAPPROVAL OF MINUTESAPPROVAL OF MINUTES    
Nancy Vennard noted the word “high” on page 6, paragraph 3 should be “height”.  
Randy Kronblad moved the approval of the minutes of the Planning Commission for 
April 7, 2015 as corrected.  The motion was seconded by Gregory Wolf and passed by a 
vote of 6 to 0 with Nancy Wallerstein abstaining.   
 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    
PC201PC201PC201PC2015555----00005555    Request for Request for Request for Request for Special Use Permit for Special Use Permit for Special Use Permit for Special Use Permit for Storage FacilityStorage FacilityStorage FacilityStorage Facility    

7231 Mission Road7231 Mission Road7231 Mission Road7231 Mission Road    
    

Commissioner James Breneman recused himself from the meeting due to a 
professional conflict of interest on this application.   
 
Darin Heyen, 5208 West 81st Street, presented the application on behalf of St. Ann’s 
Church.  In 2013, St. Ann’s Catholic Church submitted a Special Use Permit to increase 
the size of the school which was approved along with a Site Plan. The property was also 
platted into two lots. Lot 1, the west lot, contains the church and school buildings. Lot 2, 
the east lot, is occupied by the playground and athletic field. The church is proposing 
improvements on the playground and athletic field area. 
 
A 15’ x 20’ storage building is proposed. Other improvements include a new 12’ x 55’ 
batting cage and backstop. At the west end, a new 27’ x 50’ pavilion is proposed 
adjacent to the playground. The storage building, batting cage and new backstop will be 
located in the northeast corner of the lot adjacent to Windsor Park.  

A neighborhood meeting was held on April 29, 2015, in accordance with the Planning 
Commission Citizen Participation Policy. No one attended the meeting.  The mailed 
notice of meeting included drawings of the proposed improvements.   
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Mr. Heyen asked for clarification on condition of approval #2 in the staff report noting 
that there is currently no landscaping or screening along Windsor.  Mr. Williamson 
responded that staff is seeking screening for the backstop, not along the entire property.   
 
Larry Levy confirmed the screening did not need to be directly behind the backstop 
which would prevent people from viewing from behind the backstop but could be placed 
further back and still provide screening for the residents across the street.   
 
Mr. Heyen stated they were in agreement with the staff recommendation.   
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad opened the public hearing on this application.  No one was 
present to address the Commission and the public hearing was closed at 7:15 p.m.   
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad led the Commission in review of the following criteria for 
approval of Special Use Permits:   
 
1. The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these 

regulations including intensity of use regulations, yard regulations, and use regulations including intensity of use regulations, yard regulations, and use regulations including intensity of use regulations, yard regulations, and use regulations including intensity of use regulations, yard regulations, and use 
limitations.limitations.limitations.limitations. 

The property is zoned R-1B Single Family Residential District and has been developed 
by St. Ann’s Church and School since 1968. The total site is approximately 10.6 acres 
and Lot 2 is 4.57 acres. The site has adequate area to accommodate the proposed 
improvements and meet all setback, height and area regulations of the zoning 
ordinance. 

2. The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the 
welfare or convenience of the public.welfare or convenience of the public.welfare or convenience of the public.welfare or convenience of the public. 

The site is large and this is a renovation of the athletic fields that have been there since 
1968. The proposed improvements are an upgrade to the existing playground and ball 
field, and will not adversely affect the welfare or convenience of the public. 

3. The proposed special use will not cause suThe proposed special use will not cause suThe proposed special use will not cause suThe proposed special use will not cause substantial injury to the value of other bstantial injury to the value of other bstantial injury to the value of other bstantial injury to the value of other 
property in the neighborhood in which it is to be located.property in the neighborhood in which it is to be located.property in the neighborhood in which it is to be located.property in the neighborhood in which it is to be located. 

The proposed Special Use Permit is required for only the 15’ x 20’ storage building 
which will be located on the north side of the playground adjacent to Windsor Park. The 
proposed storage building is 300 sq. ft. on a site of 4.57 acres. Therefore, it will not 
cause substantial injury to the value of other property in the neighborhood. 

4. The location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the opThe location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the opThe location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the opThe location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the operation eration eration eration 
involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with 
respect to streets giving access to it, are such that this special use will not respect to streets giving access to it, are such that this special use will not respect to streets giving access to it, are such that this special use will not respect to streets giving access to it, are such that this special use will not 
dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to hinder development and use of dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to hinder development and use of dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to hinder development and use of dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to hinder development and use of 
neighboringneighboringneighboringneighboring    property in accordance with the applicable zoning district regulations. property in accordance with the applicable zoning district regulations. property in accordance with the applicable zoning district regulations. property in accordance with the applicable zoning district regulations. 
In determining whether the special use will so dominate the immediate In determining whether the special use will so dominate the immediate In determining whether the special use will so dominate the immediate In determining whether the special use will so dominate the immediate 
neighborhood, consideration shall be given to: a) the location, size and nature of neighborhood, consideration shall be given to: a) the location, size and nature of neighborhood, consideration shall be given to: a) the location, size and nature of neighborhood, consideration shall be given to: a) the location, size and nature of 
the height of the building, stthe height of the building, stthe height of the building, stthe height of the building, structures, walls and fences on the site; and b) the ructures, walls and fences on the site; and b) the ructures, walls and fences on the site; and b) the ructures, walls and fences on the site; and b) the 
nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site. 
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The size of the storage building is insignificant, compared to the size of the site on which 
it is located. It is not of a size that will dominate the neighborhood. However, the houses 
on the east side of Windsor Street face the backstop and storage building, and some 
screening along Windsor Street would be beneficial. This should be addressed on the 
Site Plan. 

5. OffOffOffOff----street parking and loading areas street parking and loading areas street parking and loading areas street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with standards will be provided in accordance with standards will be provided in accordance with standards will be provided in accordance with standards 
set forth in these regulations and said areas shall be screened from adjoining set forth in these regulations and said areas shall be screened from adjoining set forth in these regulations and said areas shall be screened from adjoining set forth in these regulations and said areas shall be screened from adjoining 
residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from any residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from any residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from any residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from any 
injurious affect.injurious affect.injurious affect.injurious affect. 

The proposed storage building is a part of the school and will not generate the need for 
additional parking. If parking is needed there is a row of angle parking along the south 
side of the site. 

6. Adequate utility, drainage and other necessary utilities have been or will be Adequate utility, drainage and other necessary utilities have been or will be Adequate utility, drainage and other necessary utilities have been or will be Adequate utility, drainage and other necessary utilities have been or will be 
provided.provided.provided.provided. 

Storm drainage was addressed at the time the site plan was approved in 2013. All 
utilities are available on site. 

7. Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so 
designed to prevent hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in pdesigned to prevent hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in pdesigned to prevent hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in pdesigned to prevent hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in public streets ublic streets ublic streets ublic streets 
and alleys.and alleys.and alleys.and alleys. 

St. Ann’s Church and School is a developed property and no change in the ingress or 
egress is planned. Currently the property can be entered from one location on Mission 
Road and one location of Windsor Street. Exiting can occur from two locations on 
Mission Road and one on Windsor Street. No congestion will be added to adjacent 
public streets. 

8. Adjoining properties and the general public will be adequately protected from any Adjoining properties and the general public will be adequately protected from any Adjoining properties and the general public will be adequately protected from any Adjoining properties and the general public will be adequately protected from any 
hazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing hazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing hazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing hazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing processes, obnoxious processes, obnoxious processes, obnoxious processes, obnoxious 
odors, or unnecessary intrusive noises.odors, or unnecessary intrusive noises.odors, or unnecessary intrusive noises.odors, or unnecessary intrusive noises. 

This particular use does not appear to have any hazardous or toxic materials, 
hazardous processes or obnoxious odors related to its use. There may be some noise 
generated from the outdoor play of the children, but it should be minimal. 
 
9. Architectural style and exterior materials are compatible with such styles and Architectural style and exterior materials are compatible with such styles and Architectural style and exterior materials are compatible with such styles and Architectural style and exterior materials are compatible with such styles and 

materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed structure is to be built or materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed structure is to be built or materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed structure is to be built or materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed structure is to be built or 
located.located.located.located. 

 The architectural plans will be approved as a part of the Site Plan approval. 
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad led the Commission in review of the Golden Factors: 
 
1. The character of the neighborhood;The character of the neighborhood;The character of the neighborhood;The character of the neighborhood; 
The character of the surrounding neighborhood is primarily residential. Offices are 
located to the southwest of the athletic fields and Windsor Park is located adjacent to 
the north property line. Single-family dwellings line Windsor Street and back up to the 
site on the south side. 
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2. The zoning and uses of property nearby;The zoning and uses of property nearby;The zoning and uses of property nearby;The zoning and uses of property nearby; 
North: RP-3 Planned Garden Apt. District & R-1B Single-Family District - Apartments, 

Single-Family Dwellings & Windsor Park 
East: R-1B Single-Family District - Single-Family Dwellings & Windsor Park 
South: C-0 Office Building District - Offices & R-1B Single-Family District - Single-

Family Dwellings 
West: R-1B Single-Family District - Single-Family Dwellings 
 
3. The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its 

existing zoning;existing zoning;existing zoning;existing zoning; 
The current use of the property is for a playground and athletic field area as part of St. 
Ann’s School and the proposed use is to add a storage building to complement the 
athletic fields. The existing and proposed uses are suitable for the property....    
    
4. The The The The extent that a change will detrimentally affect neighboring property;extent that a change will detrimentally affect neighboring property;extent that a change will detrimentally affect neighboring property;extent that a change will detrimentally affect neighboring property; 
The storage building is very small in comparison to the site and will not have a 
detrimental effect on neighboring property. The storage building will provide room to 
store athletic equipment to keep the site neater. However, some screening along 
Windsor Street would be beneficial for the houses that face the athletic fields....    
    
5. The length of time of any vacancy of the property;The length of time of any vacancy of the property;The length of time of any vacancy of the property;The length of time of any vacancy of the property; 
The property has been developed as a part of St. Ann’s School and has not been 
vacant. 
 
6. The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of the The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of the The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of the The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of the 

applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual landowners;applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual landowners;applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual landowners;applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual landowners; 
The proposed storage building is very small compared to the site and it, along with the 
other upgrades to the playground area, will enhance the appearance of the athletic 
fields and be a benefit rather than a hardship for the landowners in the area. 
 
7. City City City City staff recommendations;staff recommendations;staff recommendations;staff recommendations; 
It is the opinion of Staff that the proposed storage building is small, is located on the 
northwest corner of the site adjacent to Windsor Park and will have a minimal effect on 
adjacent residents. Therefore, it is recommended that it be approved subject to 
landscaping along Windsor Street. 
 
8. Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan. 
One of the primary objectives of Village Vision is to encourage reinvestment in the 
community to maintain the quality of life in Prairie Village. St. Ann’s School is one of the 
amenities that set Prairie Village apart from other competing communities in the 
metropolitan area. This application is for the upgrade of an existing use within the 
community and is consistent with Village Vision in encouraging reinvestment. 
    
Nancy Vennard moved the Planning Commission finds favorably on the findings of fact 
and recommend the Governing Body approve the request for a Special Use Permit for a 
storage facility at 7231 Mission Road subject to the following conditions:  
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1. That any outdoor lighting installed shall be in accordance with the lighting 
ordinance. 

2. That the Site Plan be approved by the Planning Commission and include 
landscape screening along Windsor Street behind the backstop. 

3. That the Special Use Permit be approved for an indefinite time. 
4. That if the applicant is found to be in non-compliance with the conditions of the 

Special Use Permit, the permit will become null and void within 90 days of 
notification of non-compliance, unless the non-compliance is corrected. 

The motion was seconded by Randy Kronblad and passed unanimously.   
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad led the Commission in the following review of the criteria for 
site plan approval: 
 
A.A.A.A. The site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives witThe site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives witThe site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives witThe site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives with h h h 

appropriate open space and landscape.appropriate open space and landscape.appropriate open space and landscape.appropriate open space and landscape.    
The proposed Site Plan includes a new storage building and a pavilion. The backstop is 
being rebuilt and upgraded. The site is over 4-1/2 acres and can easily accommodate 
the two new small structures. No new parking areas and drives are needed to serve the 
proposed use. 
 
B.B.B.B. Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.    
This site is currently served by utilities and they should be adequate to serve the 
proposed expansion. 
 
C.C.C.C. The plan provThe plan provThe plan provThe plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.ides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.ides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.ides for adequate management of stormwater runoff. 
The two proposed structures are not of a size that will cause concerns regarding 
management of stormwater. A Stormwater Management Plan was prepared when the 
Special Use Permit was approved in 2013. The improvements required at that time 
should be adequate to handle the minimal increase in runoff resulting from these minor 
improvements. 
 
D.D.D.D. The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress, and internal traffic circulation.The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress, and internal traffic circulation.The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress, and internal traffic circulation.The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress, and internal traffic circulation. 
The playground area is an accessory use to the school and is not a traffic generator in 
itself. An existing access drive off Windsor Street which has parking on it is adequate to 
handle traffic circulation to this portion of the site. 
 
E.E.E.E. The plan is consistent with good land planningThe plan is consistent with good land planningThe plan is consistent with good land planningThe plan is consistent with good land planning    and good site engineering design and good site engineering design and good site engineering design and good site engineering design 

principles.principles.principles.principles. 
The proposed structures will be on the north side of the site adjacent to Windsor Park 
and away from the existing residential development. The ball field will be renovated and 
upgraded to improve its function and appearance. The backstop is a large structure and 
some additional landscaping is needed to provide screening for the houses that face it 
along Windsor Street. 
 
F.F.F.F. An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality 

of the of the of the of the proposed building and the surrounding neighborhood.proposed building and the surrounding neighborhood.proposed building and the surrounding neighborhood.proposed building and the surrounding neighborhood. 
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The applicant proposes to use the same brick and roofing materials used on the church. 
The backstop will be a significant improvement over what currently exists. The proposed 
improvements are well designed and as proposed will be compatible with the character 
of the neighborhood. It should be noted that the proposed backstop is 20 feet in height 
which exceeds the height requirement of 8 feet for fences. A greater height can be 
approved by the Planning Commission in Site Plan approval. 
 
G.G.G.G. The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the 

comprehensive plan (Village Vision) and other adopted planning policies.comprehensive plan (Village Vision) and other adopted planning policies.comprehensive plan (Village Vision) and other adopted planning policies.comprehensive plan (Village Vision) and other adopted planning policies. 
One of the primary objectives of Village Vision is to encourage reinvestment in the 
community to maintain the quality of life in Prairie Village. St. Ann’s School is one of the 
amenities that set Prairie Village apart from other competing communities in the 
metropolitan area. This application is for the upgrade of an existing use within the 
community and is consistent with Village Vision in encouraging reinvestment. 

 
Larry Levy moved the Planning Commission find favorably on the findings of fact for 
PC2015-05 and approve the Site Plan for improvements at 7231 Mission Road subject 
to the following conditions:  

1.1.1.1. That any outdoor lighting installed shall be in accordance with the lighting 
ordinance.    

2.2.2.2. That the proposed structures use the same materials as the existing buildings as 
shown on the drawings dated April 1, 2015.    

3.3.3.3. That the backstop height of 20 feet is approved as shown on the Site Plan.    
4.4.4.4. That the applicant provide a landscape plan to provide screening for the backstop 

to be reviewed and approved by Staff.    
The motion was seconded by Nancy Wallerstein and passed unanimously. 
 
    
PC201PC201PC201PC2015555----101010104444                Request for FRequest for FRequest for FRequest for Final Plat Approvalinal Plat Approvalinal Plat Approvalinal Plat Approval    ––––    Chadwick CourtChadwick CourtChadwick CourtChadwick Court    

3101 West 753101 West 753101 West 753101 West 75thththth    StreetStreetStreetStreet    
    

Bob Royer, 7801 Mission Road, stated he had received the staff report and accepted 
the staff recommendation and conditions of approval.   
 
Ron Williamson noted that at its regular meeting on March 3, 2015, the Planning 
Commission recommended approval of the rezoning for this property from RP-1B to RP-
1A and approval of the Preliminary Development Plan to the Governing Body. 
The applicant requested four waivers as a part of the Planned District which were as 
follows: 

1. Required 30-foot front setback reduced to 15 feet 
2. Required-25 foot rear yard setback reduced to 20 feet 
3. Increase in the maximum allowed lot coverage from 30% to 35% 
4. Required lot depth from 125 feet to 99 feet 

which the Governing Body approved. 
 
The Planning Commission also approved the Preliminary Plat on March 3, 2015 and 
authorized preparation of the Final Plat subject to the approval of the rezoning and 
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Preliminary Development Plan by the Governing Body and subject to the following 
conditions: 
 
1. Dedicate an additional 10 feet of right-of-way for the south side of 75th Street. 

The 10The 10The 10The 10----foot dedication is shown on the Final Plat.foot dedication is shown on the Final Plat.foot dedication is shown on the Final Plat.foot dedication is shown on the Final Plat.    
    

2. Revise the side yard setbacks to conform to the Preliminary Development Plan. 
The Governing Body approved the 20The Governing Body approved the 20The Governing Body approved the 20The Governing Body approved the 20----foot rear yard setback which is shown on the foot rear yard setback which is shown on the foot rear yard setback which is shown on the foot rear yard setback which is shown on the 
Final Plat.Final Plat.Final Plat.Final Plat.    
    

3. Identify those trees that will be removed and protect the trees on the east and west 
property lines. 
The applicant plans to preserve the major trees on the east and west property lines, The applicant plans to preserve the major trees on the east and west property lines, The applicant plans to preserve the major trees on the east and west property lines, The applicant plans to preserve the major trees on the east and west property lines, 
but all the internal trees will be removed.but all the internal trees will be removed.but all the internal trees will be removed.but all the internal trees will be removed.    
    

4. Submit any covenants that will be filed to guarantee the maintenance of the private 
roadway, the stormwater detention area and any other private improvements on the 
property with the Final Plat. 
The applicant has submitted covenants that are being reviewed by Staff.The applicant has submitted covenants that are being reviewed by Staff.The applicant has submitted covenants that are being reviewed by Staff.The applicant has submitted covenants that are being reviewed by Staff.    
    

5. Resolve all issues with Public Works regarding stormwater management. 
The applicant has met with Public Works and is working out the design details for the The applicant has met with Public Works and is working out the design details for the The applicant has met with Public Works and is working out the design details for the The applicant has met with Public Works and is working out the design details for the 
construction drawings.construction drawings.construction drawings.construction drawings.    
    

6. Design the private drive to City standards and submit the plans and specifications to 
Public Works for review and approval with the Final Plat. 
Construction documents have been submitted to Public Works.Construction documents have been submitted to Public Works.Construction documents have been submitted to Public Works.Construction documents have been submitted to Public Works.    
    

7. If gas service will be provided, indicate a gas line easement on the Final Plat. 
The applicant will provide a private easement for gas The applicant will provide a private easement for gas The applicant will provide a private easement for gas The applicant will provide a private easement for gas service.service.service.service.    
    

8. That the rear yard setback be 25 feet. 
This condition no longer applies.This condition no longer applies.This condition no longer applies.This condition no longer applies.    
    

Mr. Williamson noted that prior to the recording of the Final Plat, it will be necessary for 
the property owner to either construct all the proposed improvements or provide a 
financial guarantee to the City that the proposed improvements will be constructed. The 
applicant has expressed a preference to construct all the improvements prior to 
recording the Final Plat. It is the responsibility of the City to ensure that all 
improvements are made and the lots are buildable when the Final Plat is recorded. 
 
Larry Levy moved the Planning Commission approve the Final Plat of Chadwick Court 
and forward it on to the Governing Body for its acceptance of the rights-of-way and 
easements, subject to the following conditions: 

1. That the applicant show easements for water, sewer and gas on the Final Plat, 
subject to approval of Staff. The Final Plat will not be released for recording until 
such time as the easements are shown on the plat. 
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2. That the applicant construct and install all proposed improvements prior to the 
recording of the Final Plat. The Mayor and City Clerk shall not sign the Final Plat 
and the City will not release the Final Plat for recording until all improvements are 
installed, subject to the approval of Public Works. 

3. That the applicant submit three (3) copies of the revised Final Plat to Staff for final 
review and approval. 

4. That the applicant revise the Declaration of Conditions and Covenants, and the 
Declaration of Restrictions as recommended by Staff and submit three (3) revised 
copies to the City for the record. 

5. That the applicant submit a receipt showing all taxes due and payable have been 
paid. 

The motion was seconded by Randy Kronblad and passed unanimously. 
 
 
PC201PC201PC201PC2015555----101010106666            Request for Request for Request for Request for Approval of Monument Sign for Shawnee Mission East Approval of Monument Sign for Shawnee Mission East Approval of Monument Sign for Shawnee Mission East Approval of Monument Sign for Shawnee Mission East     
    7500 Mission Road7500 Mission Road7500 Mission Road7500 Mission Road    
Connie Lauer with ACI Boland, 1421 East 104th Street, representing the Shawnee 
Mission School District presented the proposed sign.  She noted all schools will be using 
the same sign design.   
 
The proposed sign will be double-faced and parallel to Mission Road south of 75th 
Street. The existing sign is placed diagonally at the intersection.  The zoning ordinance 
requires monument signs to setback a minimum of 12 feet from the back of curb and be 
located on private land. The monument sign is approximately 35 feet from Mission Road 
and 70 feet from 75th Street. The brick base will be similar to the brick on the building. 
The sign portion will be of the same design as the other signage proposed for the 
campus.  The sign will have back-lit lighting inside the cabinet.  The sign is five feet in 
height.    
 
The ordinance permits a maximum of 20 square feet of sign per each face and the 
proposed sign complies with that requirement for the east and west faces. The applicant 
also proposes a 4-foot x 4-foot school logo on the north and south ends.   

 
Ron Williamson noted the ordinance requires a minimum three-foot landscape area on 
all sides of the sign and that a landscape plan be submitted for approval. A landscape 
plan has not been submitted and it is recommended that it be submitted for Staff review 
and approval when the permit is requested.    
    
Nancy Vennard noted the current sign lists activities and confirmed the proposed 
signage will not provide for activity listing.  
 
Randy Kronblad confirmed that the sign was internally lit.  Ms Lauer noted that only the 
center pieces of the sign are lit.  The end pieces with the school logo are not lit.   
 
Larry Levy moved the Planning Commission approve the proposed monument sign for 
Shawnee Mission High School as shown on the plan dated 1/2/2015 subject to the 
following conditions:   
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1. That the existing sign be removed when the new one is installed. 
2. That the brick base be similar to the brick of the existing building. 
3. That the applicant submit a landscape plan for review and approval by Staff when a 

permit is requested for the sign. 
4. That the sign be located approximately 35 feet from the curb on Mission Road and 

70 feet from the curb on 75th Street. 
The motion was seconded by Gregory Wolf and passed unanimously.   
 
 
OTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESSOTHER BUSINESS    
    
Next Next Next Next MeetingMeetingMeetingMeeting    
The June Planning Commission agenda will include the request for rezoning of the 
property to the south of Panda Express to CP-1 (Planned Restricted Commercial 
District) with a Conditional Use Permit for a drive-thru window.  The BZA application that 
will be considered will also need approval of a Building Line Modification from the 
Commission.   
 
Gregory Wolf asked about the status of the property on the east corner of 75th and 
Mission Road.  Mr. Williamson responded it is vacant and waiting for a new owner 
before anything can be done, including the demolition of the building.   
 
Nancy Wallerstein asked about the leasing signs at the shopping centers.  Terrence 
Gallagher responded he and the Mayor met with First Washington and were advised 
that there would only be promotional signage at the centers.   
 
Commissioner Larry Levy told the Commission that he had enjoyed serving with them 
during the past year.   
 
Wes Jordan provided an update on the process for the selection of a new Planning 
Consultant.  RFQ’s have been sent out with responses due on May 15th.  A joint 
committee with both City Council and Planning Commission representation will be 
involved in the selection process.  Mayor Wassmer has asked Nancy Wallerstein and 
Randy Kronblad to represent the Planning Commission on that committee. The 
timetable for the appointment of a new consultant is mid June with the July meeting 
being Ron Williamson’s final meeting as Planning Consultant.   
 
AAAADJOURNMENTDJOURNMENTDJOURNMENTDJOURNMENT    
With no further business to come before the Commission, Chairman Bob Lindeblad 
adjourned the meeting at 7:35 p.m.   
 
 
 
Bob Lindeblad 
Chairman  
 
 





The Prairie Village Arts Grant from the PVAC through The Prairie Village
Foundation Fund is an investment in the community of Prairie Village through the
enrichment of various art projects. These project must take place within the boundaries
of the city. They may consist of exhibits, performance, or educational projects. Grants
range from $100.00 up to $1000.00 and are awarded three times a year.

Interested parties will submit a letter of inquiry describing the project, it's goals
and it's requirements to PVAC. After reviewing the letters of inquiry the PVAC will
invite the artist or group of those projects of interest to make a formal presentation to
funding committee. The funding committee will be the final judge for awards. This
committee will consist of one PVAC council member, one local arts expert, and one
invited PV resident.

Grants will be awarded in three groups a year, with a total  of $1000.00 given out
in January,  May, and September. All letters will be submitted through Cafe' then
processed through funding committee.



Involving and inspiring all young artist of our community in the future of the arts.
A Young Artist Juried Event, Friday May 13th

Mission Statement:
 

Prairie Village Arts Council, through this event seeks to
To involve, inspire and support young artist in continuing interest in the  arts.

Vision Statement: (in italics as it is manifested by the Mission Statement):
To involve,

(Quality marketing to metro area community engages in the event and its activities and by promoting 
children’s and their families to participate in this event)

inspire
(Community comes, views, interprets and participates in the voice of the young artists of today:  children 
ages 6-18 of any ethnicity, cultural background, socio-economic level, school district, Religious Diocese, 
home schooled)

and support
(Through talent exposure, recognition, awards, and art activities)

young artists
(Event catering to young families, elementary aged children, high schoolers, senior citizens, business 
owners, grandparents)
(Quality marketing to the metropolitan area with a primary focus on Prairie Village area)

in the future of  arts.
(Building on our community’s knowledge of the influence of young artistic voices on art in the future, and 
by involving youth in this process so as to build their awareness of a future of visual arts in their 
community).

This event would be just a simple variation on the Council’s monthly Art Exhibition. 
 In place of our April exhibition, on the 13th, 2016, at the typical 6:30 and ending at 8:30. 
 All artists will submit their art and forms via the “Café” Computer program which will be monitored by 

Dan Anderson, so very little help from city staff workers will be needed. 
 The exhibition artwork chosen by the council and judged by an appointed respected artist. 
 Awards Sponsorship (No monetary awards, only scholarships and art supplies) will be raised the same 

as will be determined by the October 2016 “State of the Arts.”
 The event might have a larger reception that would extend into the Council Chambers and possibly the 

PV Meeting Room. ALL clean-up will be the done by of the Arts Council. NO city staff members should 
be needed for this.

 A city staff representation will be present to handle any art sales, as is usually the case at the monthly 
exhibits.

 A minimal array of food will be offered, such as water and simple finger foods to be planned, setup and 
cleaned by the Arts Council.

 Arts Council will be required to attend and maintain the event without much help from city employees. 
and simple low-maintenance “Make and take” art project for the children’ enjoyment and inspiration.

For a copy of the complete description of “Future of the Arts”, email Council member and head of the event, Julie 
Flanagan, MissJulie@ARTrageousKC.com  



MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

May 18, 2015 
 
 

Environment/Recycle Committee 05/27/2015 5:30 p.m. 

Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks: 

VillageFest Committee 05/28/2015 5:30 p.m. 
Council Committee of the Whole  06/01/2015 6:00 p.m. 
City Council 06/01/2015 7:30 p.m. 

================================================================= 

The Prairie Village Arts Council is pleased to present an Acrylic on canvas exhibit by 
Stacy Krieg in the R. G. Endres Gallery during the month of May.  
 
 
Recreation sales have begun.   The pool opens on Saturday, May 23rd at 11 a.m.  
 
 
 
 



INFORMATIONALINFORMATIONALINFORMATIONALINFORMATIONAL    ITEMSITEMSITEMSITEMS    
May May May May 18181818, , , , 2012012012015555    

    
    

1. Board of Zoning Appeals Minutes – January 6, 2015 
2. Planning Commission  Minutes  – April 7, 2015 
3. JazzFest Minutes – April 9, 2015 
4. Sister City Minutes – April 13, 2015 
5. Arts Council Minutes – April 15, 2015 
6. Council Committee of the Whole Minutes – May 4, 2015 
7. Mark Your Calendar 

 



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

AGENDAAGENDAAGENDAAGENDA        
January 6, 2015January 6, 2015January 6, 2015January 6, 2015    
6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M. 

    
    

 
I.I.I.I. ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
 
 
II.II.II.II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES APPROVAL OF MINUTES APPROVAL OF MINUTES APPROVAL OF MINUTES     ----    December 2, 2014December 2, 2014December 2, 2014December 2, 2014    
 
 
III.III.III.III. ACTION ITEMACTION ITEMACTION ITEMACTION ITEM    
    

BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014----04040404     Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.44.020(C4)44.020(C4)44.020(C4)44.020(C4)    
    “Yard Exceptions” to increase the projection of the “Yard Exceptions” to increase the projection of the “Yard Exceptions” to increase the projection of the “Yard Exceptions” to increase the projection of the porte cochèreporte cochèreporte cochèreporte cochère    

                            5115 West 815115 West 815115 West 815115 West 81stststst    StreetStreetStreetStreet    
                            Zoning:  RZoning:  RZoning:  RZoning:  R----1a  Single Family Residential District1a  Single Family Residential District1a  Single Family Residential District1a  Single Family Residential District    

Applicant:  Gerald Mancuso & Dr. Jana GoldsichApplicant:  Gerald Mancuso & Dr. Jana GoldsichApplicant:  Gerald Mancuso & Dr. Jana GoldsichApplicant:  Gerald Mancuso & Dr. Jana Goldsich    
    
  

BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014----00007777        Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 
reduction from the 25’ setback  to 17’ reduction from the 25’ setback  to 17’ reduction from the 25’ setback  to 17’ reduction from the 25’ setback  to 17’     

    3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive    
    Zoning:   RZoning:   RZoning:   RZoning:   R----1a Single Family Residential District 1a Single Family Residential District 1a Single Family Residential District 1a Single Family Residential District  

Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Gregory ShondellGregory ShondellGregory ShondellGregory Shondell    
  

BZA2015BZA2015BZA2015BZA2015----01010101        Request for a Variance from Section 1Request for a Variance from Section 1Request for a Variance from Section 1Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 9.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 9.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 9.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 
reduction from the 25’ setback  to 11’ reduction from the 25’ setback  to 11’ reduction from the 25’ setback  to 11’ reduction from the 25’ setback  to 11’     

    5107 West 665107 West 665107 West 665107 West 66thththth    TerraceTerraceTerraceTerrace    
    Zoning:   RZoning:   RZoning:   RZoning:   R----1a Single Family Residential District 1a Single Family Residential District 1a Single Family Residential District 1a Single Family Residential District  

Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Gary Mayerle; Boyle & Mayerle Architect  for Cybele Gary Mayerle; Boyle & Mayerle Architect  for Cybele Gary Mayerle; Boyle & Mayerle Architect  for Cybele Gary Mayerle; Boyle & Mayerle Architect  for Cybele 
KaninKaninKaninKanin    

 
  

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

 
V.V.V.V. OLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESS    
 
VI.VI.VI.VI. ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
 
 

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



BBBBOARD OF ZONING APPEALSOARD OF ZONING APPEALSOARD OF ZONING APPEALSOARD OF ZONING APPEALS    
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASCITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASCITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSASCITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KANSAS    

MINUTESMINUTESMINUTESMINUTES    
TUESDAYTUESDAYTUESDAYTUESDAY, , , , JANUARYJANUARYJANUARYJANUARY    6, 20156, 20156, 20156, 2015    

    
    
ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
The meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Prairie Village, Kansas was 
held on Tuesday, January 6, 2015 in the Council Chambers of the Municipal Building at 
7700 Mission Road.   Chairman Randy Kronblad called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 
with the following members present: Bob Lindeblad, James Breneman, Nancy Vennard, 
Nancy Wallerstein and  Larry Levy.   Also present in their advisory capacity to the Board 
of Zoning Appeals were:  Ron Williamson, Planning Consultant; Kate Gunja, Assistant 
City Administrator; Mitch Dringman, City Building Official; Terrence Gallagher, Council 
Liaison and Joyce Hagen Mundy, Board Secretary. 
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES  APPROVAL OF MINUTES  APPROVAL OF MINUTES  APPROVAL OF MINUTES      
Bob Lindeblad moved the moved the minutes of the December 2, 2014 meeting of the 
Board of Zoning Appeals be approved as written.  The motion was seconded by Jim 
Breneman Lindeblad and passed by a vote of 4 to 0 with Randy Kronblad abstaining.   
 

BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014----04 04 04 04  Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.44.020(C4)  “Yard Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.44.020(C4)  “Yard Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.44.020(C4)  “Yard Request for a Variance from P.V.M.C. 19.44.020(C4)  “Yard 
Exceptions” to increase the projection of the Exceptions” to increase the projection of the Exceptions” to increase the projection of the Exceptions” to increase the projection of the porte cochèreporte cochèreporte cochèreporte cochère    

                            5115 West 815115 West 815115 West 815115 West 81stststst    Street Street Street Street         
    
Bob Lindeblad stated that based on the comments directed at him by the applicant at 
previous meetings he does not believe he can be impartial regarding this application,  
recused himself and left the room.   
 
Chairman Randy Kronblad noted this was a continued application with new plans 
submitted in December.  At the October 7th meeting, the Board had found favorably on 
Criteria A “Uniqueness” and Criteria B “Adjacent Property”. 
 
Ron Williamson reviewed the revised plans noting that the depth of the porch increased 
from 6.5 feet to 8 feet. The distance from the house to the outside of the column on the 
north side of the driveway decreased from 21 feet to 17 feet when scaled on the 
drawing.  The proposed driveway is now 11 feet in width between the columns 
compared to 17’ 4” on the initial submission. 

According to the Plot Plan submitted by the applicant, the house sets back 73 feet from 
81st Street. The calculated setback for this house is 72 feet. The dimension from the 
house to the outside of the column base is 17 feet. Since the house sets back one foot 
further than the required setback, the porte cochère can extend 13 feet from the front of 
the house according to the ordinance. Based on the information submitted, the 
requested variance to extend into the front yard is 4 feet. 



Mr. Williamson noted the dimensions of Sheet 3 Partial Right Elevation do not agree 
with those on Sheet 2. The distance between the column bases on Sheet 2 is 
approximately 11 feet, while the distance on Sheet 3 is 15’ 6”. It is recommended that 
Sheet 2 be used by the Board in making its decision. 

The City Staff measured the height of the porch and it is approximately 21”, which is 
three steps.  
 
Nancy Vennard noted in driving by the property the porch is finished with a roof and 
asked the applicant if the variance was still being sought.  Mr. Mancuso stated that if the 
variance is granted the roof will be removed and the porte cochere will be constructed.   
 
Chairman Randy Kronblad led the Board in review of the remaining conditions.   
 
C.C.C.C.         HardshipHardshipHardshipHardship    

That the strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a That the strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a That the strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a That the strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a 
variance is variance is variance is variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property 
owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.    

The applicant has pointed out in his statement that he has a disability and the porte 
cochère would provide protected access for him to enter the house during inclement 
weather. It should be noted that a garage bay is being added on the west side of the 
house that would provide protection during inclement weather. The driveway is already 
in place and the granting of the variance would eliminate the need to remove and rebuild 
it. 
 
Nancy Wallerstein moved the Board find favorably on the on condition of unnecessary 
hardship.  The motion was seconded by Larry Levy and passed unanimously.   
 
D.D.D.D.    Public InterestPublic InterestPublic InterestPublic Interest    

That the variance desired will not adversely affeThat the variance desired will not adversely affeThat the variance desired will not adversely affeThat the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, ct the public health, safety, morals, ct the public health, safety, morals, ct the public health, safety, morals, 
order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.    

The variance is only being requested for the porte cochère and it would setback 
approximately 56 feet from the street and therefore it will not adversely affect the public 
health, safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare. 
 
Nancy Wallerstein moved the Board find favorably on the criteria for Public Interest.  
The motion was seconded by Nancy Vennard and passed unanimously.   
    
E.E.E.E. Spirit and Intent oSpirit and Intent oSpirit and Intent oSpirit and Intent of the Regulationf the Regulationf the Regulationf the Regulation    

That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit 
and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.    

The intent of this section of the ordinance is to preserve the character of an area that 
has been developed with a greater setback than normal. The calculated setback in this 
instance is 72 feet and the projection of the porte cochère, 4 feet into the setback, will 
not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordinance. Lot coverage for 
the existing house is 4.3% and with the proposed addition will be 6.7%, which is well 
within the 30% maximum lot coverage allowed by ordinance. 
 



Nancy Wallerstein moved that the Board find favorably on the criteria for Spirit and 
Intent of the Regulation.  The motion was seconded by Nancy Vennard and passed 
unanimously.   
 
Nancy Wallerstein moved that since all of the conditions have been met, the Board grant 
a variance as depicted on Sheet 2 for the minimal distance necessary for the porte 
cochère which is a projection of 4 feet into the setback with 11 feet between columns.  
The motion was seconded by Nancy Vennard and passed unanimously.   
 
Bob Lindeblad returned to the meeting. 
 

BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014BZA2014----00007777        Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 
reduction from the 25’ setback  to reduction from the 25’ setback  to reduction from the 25’ setback  to reduction from the 25’ setback  to 17171717.4’.4’.4’.4’        

    3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive    
Gregory Shondell, 3905 Delmar Drive, stated he has revised his plans per the direction 
of the Board at its December meeting and is now requesting a variance of 17’ which is 
the encroachment of the existing house.   
 
Randy Kronblad led the Board in consideration of the essential criteria for the approval 
of a variance:   
 
A.A.A.A. UniquenessUniquenessUniquenessUniqueness    

That the That the That the That the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the 
property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; 
and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.    
In order for the prIn order for the prIn order for the prIn order for the property to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some operty to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some operty to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some operty to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some 
peculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would peculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would peculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would peculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would 
result in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize result in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize result in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize result in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize 
the property without granting the property without granting the property without granting the property without granting the variance.the variance.the variance.the variance.    

The lot is not irregular in shape, but the house was located an additional 10 feet back 
from the street which limits the expansion area. It should also be noted that the house is 
on a slab foundation so an office/bedroom cannot be put in the basement. 
 
Larry Levy noted the elevation of this lot is unusually high.  Nancy Wallerstein moved 
that the Board find that the variance does arise from a condition unique to this property.  
The motion was seconded by Nancy Vennard and passed unanimously.   
    
B.B.B.B. Adjacent PropertyAdjacent PropertyAdjacent PropertyAdjacent Property    

That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights 
of adjacent property owners or residents.of adjacent property owners or residents.of adjacent property owners or residents.of adjacent property owners or residents.    

The existing house sets back approximately 17.5 feet from the rear property line, which 
is in violation of the 25-foot rear yard setback required by the Zoning Ordinance. It is a 
non-conforming building, and should not be enlarged.  It was pointed out that this 
portion of the Homestead Country Club is being proposed for single-family lots which 
would abut this lot. Therefore, this proposed expansion could adversely affect the rights 
of adjacent property. The property to the east would not be affected because the garage 



is located on that side and the house sets at an angle. The lot to the west would not be 
affected. 
 
Bob Lindeblad moved that the Board find the variance would not adversely affect the 
rights of the adjacent property owners.  The motion was seconded by Larry Levy and 
passed unanimously.   
 
C.C.C.C. HardshipHardshipHardshipHardship    

That the strict application of the provisions of That the strict application of the provisions of That the strict application of the provisions of That the strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a these regulations from which a these regulations from which a these regulations from which a 
variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property 
owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.    

The way the house is laid out on the site, and the fact that it is built on a slab foundation, 
makes it difficult to expand. The house also has an unusual configuration; however, it 
appears that expansion to the front of the garage may be an opportunity. 
 
Larry Levy moved that the Board finds the condition of unnecessary hardship upon the 
property owner to exist. The motion was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed 
unanimously.   
    
D.D.D.D. Public InterestPublic InterestPublic InterestPublic Interest    

That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, 
order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.    

The proposed variance would not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, 
order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare. 
 
Bob Lindeblad moved the Board find favorably on the criteria for Public Interest.  The 
motion was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously. 
    
E.E.E.E. Spirit and Intent of the RegulationSpirit and Intent of the RegulationSpirit and Intent of the RegulationSpirit and Intent of the Regulation    

That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit 
and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.    

The applicant is requesting a variance of the rear yard setback to reduce it from 25 feet 
to 17.5 feet.  This is the same as the setback on the existing non-conforming house. 
 
Bob Lindeblad stated that in reducing the rear yard setback no further than the existing 
non-conforming encroachment he feels the spirit and intent of the regulations is met.   
 
Larry Levy moved that the Board find that the granting of the variance would be not be 
opposed to the general spirit and intent of these regulations.  The motion was seconded 
by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously.   
 
Bob Lindeblad moved that since the Board found favorably on all the criteria for a 
variance that it grant the requested variance for only that portion of the building 
proposed to be enlarged as shown on the plans dated December 12, 2014.  The motion 
was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously.   
    



BZA201BZA201BZA201BZA2015555----01010101        Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a Request for a Variance from Section 19.06.035  “Rear Yard” for a 
reduction from the 25reduction from the 25reduction from the 25reduction from the 25    feetfeetfeetfeet    setback  to setback  to setback  to setback  to 11 feet11 feet11 feet11 feet        

    3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive3905 Delmar Drive    
    
Gary Mayerle, with Boyle & Mayerle Architects, presented the application on behalf of 
the homeowner Cybele Kanin.  The applicant is proposing to add 8.5 feet on the west 
side of the existing house and approximately 6 feet on the west 19.5 feet of the 
southwest corner of the house. Currently the existing house is approximately 28 feet 
from the house to the west and the ordinance requires a separation of 14 feet and a 
minimum side yard of 5 feet. The applicant meets this requirement. 
 
The problem occurs on the south property line. The existing house appears to be 
approximately 16 feet from the rear property line where the expansion is proposed and 
approximately 21 feet for a portion of the house to the east.  Cybele Kanin distributed 
photos depicting the distance between homes. 
 
Mr. Mayerle noted the ranch style home, built on a slab, approximately 1,543 sq. ft. plus 
a 240-sq. ft. garage were built in 1953. A portion of the existing house is in violation of 
the rear yard setback. 
 
It should also be pointed out that this property is located within the Countryside East 
Overlay District which has guidelines that override the normal requirements in the 
Zoning District. One of those requirements is that the side yard for the dwelling shall be 
12.5% of the width of the property at the front property line. The property is 85 feet wide 
and 12.5% is 10.6 feet. The proposed addition on the west side does not meet that 
requirement. However, Mr. Mayerle stated a hearing was held on December 18th and 
approval was granted by the appeals board.   
 
Randy Kronblad led the Board in consideration of the following five criteria for approval: 
A.A.A.A. UniquenessUniquenessUniquenessUniqueness    

That the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the That the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the That the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the That the variance requested arises from such condition which is unique to the 
property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or property in question and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; district; district; district; 
and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.and is not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the applicant.    
In order for the property to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some In order for the property to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some In order for the property to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some In order for the property to meet the condition of uniqueness, it must have some 
peculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would resulpeculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would resulpeculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would resulpeculiar physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition that would result t t t 
in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize the in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize the in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize the in a practical difficulty as distinguished from a mere inconvenience to utilize the 
property without granting the variance.property without granting the variance.property without granting the variance.property without granting the variance.    

The lot is unique in shape. It is a trapezoid with a large notch out of the southwest 
corner which limits the building envelope. There also is a 10-foot utility easement along 
the south lot line and through the middle of the east portion of the lot that further limits 
expansion. 
 
Bob Lindeblad noted the unique shape of the lot and location of utility easements meet 
the criteria for uniqueness and moved the Board find favorably on Criteria A 
“Uniqueness”.  The motion was seconded by Larry Levy and passed unanimously. 
    
B.B.B.B. Adjacent PropertyAdjacent PropertyAdjacent PropertyAdjacent Property    



That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights That the granting of the permit for the variance would not adversely affect the rights 
of adjacent prof adjacent prof adjacent prof adjacent property owners or residents.operty owners or residents.operty owners or residents.operty owners or residents.    

The proposed addition would not affect either the house to the east or the one to the 
west. The lot to the south which would be most affected is over 220 feet deep and the 
rear of the house is approximately 60 feet from the rear property line; therefore, the 
proposed addition should not affect that property. 
 
Larry Levy moved the Board find favorably on Criteria B “Adjacent Property”.  The 
motion was seconded by Nancy Wallerstein and passed unanimously.   
    
C.C.C.C. HardshipHardshipHardshipHardship    

That the That the That the That the strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a strict application of the provisions of these regulations from which a 
variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property variance is requested will constitute an unnecessary hardship upon the property 
owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.owner represented in the application.    

Because of the configuration of the lot, it is difficult to expand the floor plan of the 
dwelling and meet the setback requirements. The house was built in the fifties and 
updates need to occur to meet the needs of today’s family, as well as the housing 
market. 
 
Larry Levy moved the Board find favorably on Criteria C “Hardship”.  The motion was 
seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously.   
 
D.D.D.D. Public InterestPublic InterestPublic InterestPublic Interest    

That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, 
order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare.    

The proposed variance would not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, 
order, convenience, prosperity, or general welfare. 
 
Bob Lindeblad moved the Board find favorably on Criteria D “Public Interest”.  The 
motion was seconded by Nancy Wallerstein and passed unanimously.   
    
E.E.E.E. Spirit and Intent of the RegulationSpirit and Intent of the RegulationSpirit and Intent of the RegulationSpirit and Intent of the Regulation    

That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit That the granting of the variance desired would not be opposed to the general spirit 
and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.and intent of these regulations.    

The proposed variance would not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of these 
regulations. The rear yard setback is met on the east 60 feet of the lot.    
 
Larry Levy moved the Board find favorably on Criteria E “Spirit and Intent of the 
Regulation”.  The motion was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously. 
 
Bob Lindeblad moved that since the Board found favorably on the criteria as required by 
State Statutes, BZA2015-01 granting the requested variance be approved subject to the 
following conditions: 
1. A variance be granted from 25 feet to 11 feet for the proposed addition, as shown 

on the Site Plan; and 
2. A variance be granted for the existing house that is in violation of the rear yard 

setback, as shown on the Site Plan. 



The motion was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously.  
 
 
    
OOOOTHER BUSINESSTHER BUSINESSTHER BUSINESSTHER BUSINESS    
The Board Secretary stated that no new applications have been filed and the Board will 
not meet in February.   
 

    
ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
Chairman Randy Kronblad adjourned the meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals at 
6:55 p.m. 
 
 
 
Randy Kronblad 
Chairman 
 
    

 



1 
 

PPPPLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESLANNING COMMISSION MINUTESLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES    
April 7April 7April 7April 7, 2015, 2015, 2015, 2015    

    
    
ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    
The Planning Commission of the City of Prairie Village met in regular session on 
Tuesday, April 7, 2015, in the Municipal Building Council Chambers at 7700 Mission 
Road.  Chairman Bob Lindeblad called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. with the 
following members present: Nancy Vennard, Gregory Wolf, Larry Levy, James 
Breneman and Randy Kronblad. 
 
The following persons were present in their advisory capacity to the Planning 
Commission:  Ron Williamson, City Planning Consultant; Wes Jordan, Assistant City 
Administrator; Mitch Dringman, Building Official and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City 
Clerk/Planning Commission Secretary.    
 
    
APPROVAL OF APPROVAL OF APPROVAL OF APPROVAL OF MINUTESMINUTESMINUTESMINUTES    
The following changes were made to the minutes:  Page 4 paragraph 4 the word “since” 
was deleted; Page 6 paragraph 6 the duplicated words “accounting for the” were deleted 
and Page 14 the first sentence was changed to read “One sign may be permitted per 
facade with no requirement that the tenant has a direct outside entrance or that the sign 
be adjacent to its space.” Randy Kronblad moved the approval of the regular minutes of 
Planning Commission for March 3, 2015 as corrected.  The motion was seconded by 
Larry Levy and passed by a vote of 6 to 0. 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    
PC201PC201PC201PC2015555----00004444    Request for Request for Request for Request for Renewal of Special Use Permit for Wireless Renewal of Special Use Permit for Wireless Renewal of Special Use Permit for Wireless Renewal of Special Use Permit for Wireless 

Communication FacilityCommunication FacilityCommunication FacilityCommunication Facility    
3921 West 633921 West 633921 West 633921 West 63rdrdrdrd    StreetStreetStreetStreet    
    

Curtis Holland, with Polsinelli Law Firm at 6201 College Blvd., addressed the 
Commission on behalf of Verizon Wireless.  Mr. Holland introduced Fire District #2  
Chief Tony Lopez and Battalion Chief Doug Yonke; several representatives from Sprint 
and Trevor Wood and Mike Owens from Selective Site Consultants.  Mr. Holland 
provided a brief history on the existing wireless facility owned by the Fire District located 
at 3921 West 63rd Street that was issued its initial Special Use Permit five years ago 
after extensive searches by several communication providers for an appropriate and 
acceptable location for their equipment.  Currently located on the tower are Verizon 
Wireless and AT&T.   
    
This is a request to renew the Special Use Permit for the monopole and equipment 
compound located at Consolidated Fire District #2 Station at Mission Road and 63rd 
Street. The original application was made by Verizon Wireless who constructed the 
monopole and equipment compound. Upon completion of the construction, the facility 
was deeded to Consolidated Fire District #2 who is now the owner. 
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At its regular meeting on May 4, 2010 the Planning Commission found the findings of 
fact to be favorable and recommended approval of the monopole and equipment 
compound subject to 21 conditions and subsequently approved the Site Plan. The 
Governing Body approved the recommendation of the Planning Commission on June 7, 
2010.    
 
The first condition established the initial permit be for a maximum duration of five years. 
At the end of the five year period, the permittee shall resubmit the application and shall 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Planning Commission and the City Council that a 
good faith effort has been made to cooperate with other providers to establish co-
location at the tower site, that a need still exists for the tower, and that all the conditions 
of approval have been met. The Special Use Permit may then be extended for an 
additional ten years by the City Council and the permittee shall resubmit after each ten 
year reapproval. The process for considering a resubmittal shall be the same as for the 
initial application. 
 
Mr. Holland noted that staff is recommending a permit length of three years.  He 
understands the staff position, but respectfully requested that the tower facility and the 
current providers located on the tower be issued a permit for ten years with the Sprint 
application be granted a temporary permit for three years matching the agreement that it 
has with the Fire District.    
 
Trevor Wood, with Selective Site Consultants, 9900 West 109th Street, representing 
Sprint, noted that initially it had intended to file a separate independent application to 
locate on the tower, but was advised by staff to file a single application for the wireless 
facility permit.    Sprint has conducted a multi-year search of a site that would allow them 
to improve their service coverage in this area.  The propagation studies submitted 
clearly reflect that Sprint is currently providing inadequate coverage for this area 
 

Therefore, Sprint is requesting a three-year temporary permit to install antennas on the 
exterior of the tower. The existing canisters on the tower are not technically able to be 
used because the interior of the tower is at capacity and there is not enough space in 
the tower to accommodate the Sprint antennas and equipment. The Sprint antennas will 
be mounted on the exterior of the monopole and will be encased in a shroud. The 
shroud will be approximately 63” wide and 90” long. The monopole is approximately 29” 
wide at this point so the shroud will extend approximately 17” beyond the monopole. 
The equipment boxes supporting the Sprint installation would be located in the existing 
equipment compound. Sprint is requesting the temporary use for a period not to exceed 
three years in order for them to explore other alternatives to providing service to this 
area. If this request is approved for the three-year period they can install quickly and be 
providing service to customers within a few months.  

Mr. Wood noted a permanent solution may require the replacement of this monopole 
with a larger, not taller one, the addition of a second tower or perhaps an alternative 
tower structure which may be a “monopine,” a man-made tree. The application approval 
and the actual construction of the proposed facility take a considerable amount of time.  

 



3 
 

The five-year renewal period as set out in Condition #1 will expire June 7, 2015 and the 
applicant is requesting a ten-year renewal. When the monopole was approved, it had six 
canisters for antennas at elevations 145 feet, 135 feet, 125 feet, 115 feet, 105 feet and 
95 feet. Verizon took the top two. AT&T took elevations 125 feet, 115 feet and 95 feet; 
and T-Mobile took elevation 105 feet, but did not install its antennas. Condition #12 
approved the tower for Verizon and two additional carriers. Sprint is requesting co-
location on the tower and would be the fourth carrier and this condition would need to be 
modified to accommodate them. Sprint’s technical analysis the 105-foot elevation is not 
useable because the pole is at capacity and Sprint’s antennas and equipment cannot 
physically fit within the tower. Therefore, Sprint is requesting approval to install its 
antennas and RRUs on the outside of the monopole, but enclosed within a shroud, for a 
maximum period of three years while it finds a permanent solution to serve the area. 
The equipment proposed by Sprint will be located within the existing equipment 
compound. 
 
Randy Kronblad asked Mr. Holland if the 105 ft. canister would be able to be used by 
any provider.   Mr. Holland responded that it would be very challenging because of the 
limited space within the monopole.  Mr. Holland added finding appropriate wireless 
communication facilities has been a long-term problem in Prairie Village that needs to 
be addressed with a permanent structure that will allow for multiple providers due to the 
limitations of stealth structures.  There is a current need for another tower at this location 
and this has been discussed with the Fire District Board.   
 
Ron Williamson noted that a site plan for T-Mobile was approved by the Planning 
Commission in 2011 to locate at the 105’ location, but they did not install the antennae 
and supporting equipment.   
 
Bob Lindeblad stated that the initial approval was granted with the understanding that 
the facility would provide for three carriers all within the confines of the monopole.  Mr. 
Holland agreed the tower was to be able to handle three carriers.  Trevor Wood noted 
Sprint’s design would work if there were two canisters, but not with the current 
availability of only one canister. 
 
Bob Lindeblad expressed concern that the neighborhood letter did not clearly indicate 
that the antenna would be on the outside of the monopole.  He does not support two 
monopoles at this location.   
 
Trevor Wood stressed that Sprint has no intention of leaving the antenna on the outside 
for any longer than they need to and are asking for a maximum of three years.  They are 
currently working on alternative design options.   
 
Mr. Lindeblad asked if the Commission could approve a ten year permit for the existing 
carriers and a three year permit for Sprint.  Mr. Williamson responded that staff felt the 
City would have more control if it were approved in its entirety for three years.  Sprint 
would need to have an alternative operable within that time.   
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Since this wireless facility was approved in 2010, there have been several changes. 
Locally, case law has determined that Special Use Permits should be treated the same 
as rezoning and therefore the Golden Factors must be considered. Also, there is a 
protest petition process for Special Use Permits. At the Federal level, FCC has adopted 
new rules to process applications faster and more efficiently. However, these rules will 
not actually be effective until April 8, 2015 and some sections will not be effective until a 
later date. 
 
The proposed FFC rules do not apply to an existing wireless facility that will result in 
substantial change to the facility. Substantial change is defined in the proposed rules 
and it is the opinion of Staff that it would fall under Section v. which reads as follows: 
 v. It would defeat the concealment elements of the eligible support structure; 
 
The existing monopole has all the antennas concealed within the pole,  in terms of 
timing, the new rules require an application which is not a substantial change to be 
acted on within 60 days of the filing date or it is automatically approved. The applicant 
and the City can agree to a longer time period. 
 
Ron Williamson reviewed the initial approval given for this facility and conditions of 
approval which were included in the staff report to the Commission.   
    
The applicant held a public information meeting for the neighborhood for the original 
application on December 21, 2009. Approximately 10 people attended and several 
indicated opposition. The neighbors asked a number of questions regarding the 
application but none specifically addressed the new location and new height.  
 
The applicant held a public information meeting for the neighborhood on March 16, 2015 
for the proposed renewal of the Special Use Permit and no neighbors appeared. 
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad opened the public hearing on this application.  No one was 
present to address the Commission and the public hearing was closed at 7:50 p.m.   
 
Larry Levy stated he felt the City had a responsibility to its residents to make available 
acceptable phone service.   
 
Randy Kronblad asked if Sprint would be able to install its antenna if there were two 
open canisters.  Mr. Wood responded they would if there were two open canisters and a 
clear pathway through the monopole for wiring, but there is neither.  Mr. Kronblad noted 
the three carrier monopole approved in 2010 is not capable of doing what it was 
presented to and approved to do.  He understands the needs of the carriers and that 
most carriers are constantly upgrading their sites to meet user demand.  This continues 
to be a problem as no additional sites have been approved since 2010.   
 
Nancy Vennard asked who would be responsible to maintain the structure and 
landscaping.  Mr. Williamson replied it would be the Consolidated Fire District as the 
owner unless it was addressed in their lease agreement.     
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Ron Williamson noted the initial structural analysis was completed prior to the shroud 
being added and it noted over stressing at the base plate and anchor bolts, but within 
acceptable regulatory standards.  A new analysis has been conducted with ratings of 
96.9 previously 105.9 and 98 previously 104.9 which is a significant improvement.   
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad led the Commission in review of the following criteria for 
approval of Special Use Permits:   
 
A.A.A.A. The The The The character of the neighborhood.character of the neighborhood.character of the neighborhood.character of the neighborhood.    

The neighborhood is largely residential in character except for the fire station, a church 
and Indian Hills Middle School that are public uses. These are typical public uses that 
are found in residential areas. 
 
B.B.B.B. The zoning The zoning The zoning The zoning and uses of property nearby.and uses of property nearby.and uses of property nearby.and uses of property nearby.    

The property on the north side of the 63rd Street is Zoned R-1B and is occupied by 
single-family residential and a church. The area to the south, east and west is zoned R-
1A and is occupied by Indian Hills middle School. The area on the southeast corner of 
Mission Road and 63rd Street is residential and located in the City of Mission Hills. The 
area on the northeast corner of 63rd Street and Mission Road is residential and located 
in the City of Fairway. 
 
C.C.C.C. The extent that a The extent that a The extent that a The extent that a change will detrimentally affect neighboring property.change will detrimentally affect neighboring property.change will detrimentally affect neighboring property.change will detrimentally affect neighboring property.    

All the adjacent property is owned by Shawnee Mission School District and the 
monopole and equipment compound should have little if any detrimental effect on the 
school. The wall of the school building that faces this site has no windows and is 110’ 
from the monopole. The monopole is the tallest structure in the area and is visible from 
all surrounding sides, however, when the trees leaf out the monopole will be screened to 
some extent and will be less noticeable. The monopole is located behind the fire station 
approximately 130’ south of 63rd Street and 160’ west of Mission Road. The Governing 
Body approved setback reductions from the north, east and south property lines in 2010. 
The neighbors expressed some concerns during construction and when different 
carriers were installing their antennas, but since that time, there have been no 
complaints. 
 
D.D.D.D. The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of The relative gain to public health, safety and welfare by destruction of value of 
the applicant’s property athe applicant’s property athe applicant’s property athe applicant’s property as compared to the hardship on other individual s compared to the hardship on other individual s compared to the hardship on other individual s compared to the hardship on other individual 
landowners.landowners.landowners.landowners.    

The existing cell tower provides better communications to the public particularly in-
building reception and provides a predictable flow of revenue to the fire district to offset 
its costs of operation. Because of its location away from both 63rd Street and Mission 
Road, it has little if any negative impact on surrounding residential areas. 
 
E.E.E.E. The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of these 
regulations, including intensity of regulations, including intensity of regulations, including intensity of regulations, including intensity of use regulations, yard regulations and use use regulations, yard regulations and use use regulations, yard regulations and use use regulations, yard regulations and use 
limitations.limitations.limitations.limitations.    

The new Wireless Communication Facilities ordinance requires that equipment 
compounds meet the minimum setbacks for principal structures in the district in which it 
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is located and that towers setback from all property lines a distance equal to the tower 
height. 
 

The side yard setback in the R-1A District is five feet and it appears that the compound 
meets that requirement. The rear setback is 25’ and the compound sets back 
approximately 25’ from the rear property line. 
 
The tower or monopole sets back approximately 130’ from the north property line, 94’ 
from the east property line, and 35’ from the south property line and 210’ from the west 
property line. Therefore, it was necessary to grant setback reductions from the north, 
south and east property lines in order to approve the original Special Use Permit. In 
approving the reduction or waiver, the Planning Commission and City Council 
considered the following: 
1.1.1.1. That there are special circumstances or condiThat there are special circumstances or condiThat there are special circumstances or condiThat there are special circumstances or conditions affecting the proposed cell tions affecting the proposed cell tions affecting the proposed cell tions affecting the proposed cell 
tower installation;tower installation;tower installation;tower installation;    
Location of a cell tower to serve this neighborhood is difficult because of the 
limited number available sites and the predominance of single-family 
development in the area. The 150’ height has been proposed in order to 
accommodate three carriers which could reduce the number of towers need to 
serve the area.  
 
The applicant has submitted a report from an independent engineer addressing 
the monopole design and fall zone. It states that the monopoles are designed to 
ANSI, BOCA and ASCE standards and materials are tested to certify their quality. 
The report further states that monopole structures do not experience or have ever 
experienced “free fall” type failure due to wind or seismic induced loads. It further 
states that the monopole could be design to collapse within a fall zone radius of 
1/3 to 1/2 the pole height. It appears that the only building that would be affected if 
the pole collapsed would be the fire station. 
 
This is a large public use area and is the type of location in which the Planning 
Commission and Governing Body would prefer towers to locate. 
 

2.2.2.2. That the setback waiver is necessary for reasonable development of the cell That the setback waiver is necessary for reasonable development of the cell That the setback waiver is necessary for reasonable development of the cell That the setback waiver is necessary for reasonable development of the cell 
tower installation or the landowners property;tower installation or the landowners property;tower installation or the landowners property;tower installation or the landowners property;    
The Fire District Board determined that this would be the best location for the 
proposed tower and equipment compound because it would have the least 
impact on the fire department operation and the aesthetics of their site. There are 
other locations on the site that could accommodate the facility, but a setback 
reduction would still be needed. The Fire District property is only 165’ deep from 
63rd Street so any tower over 85’ in height would require approval of a setback 
reduction. 
 

3.3.3.3. That the granting of the setback wThat the granting of the setback wThat the granting of the setback wThat the granting of the setback waiver will not be detrimental to the public aiver will not be detrimental to the public aiver will not be detrimental to the public aiver will not be detrimental to the public 
welfare or cause substantial injury to the value of the adjacent property or other welfare or cause substantial injury to the value of the adjacent property or other welfare or cause substantial injury to the value of the adjacent property or other welfare or cause substantial injury to the value of the adjacent property or other 
property in the vicinity in which the particular property is situated.property in the vicinity in which the particular property is situated.property in the vicinity in which the particular property is situated.property in the vicinity in which the particular property is situated.    
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The setback reduction would only affect the Indian Hills Middle School and the 
closest point of the building to the tower is approximately 110’. There are no 
single-family residences in close proximity. The single-family dwellings are further 
protected by the 60’ wide right-of-way on Mission Road and 63rd Street. 
 

F.F.F.F. The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the The proposed special use at the specified location will not adversely affect the 
welfare or convenience of the public.welfare or convenience of the public.welfare or convenience of the public.welfare or convenience of the public.    

The monopole and equipment compound are located behind the fire station away from 
single-family development and the facility has not adversely affected the welfare or 
convenience of the public. On the other hand the facility benefits the community by 
providing better in-building, in-vehicle and street coverage. 
 
G.G.G.G. The location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the opeThe location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the opeThe location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the opeThe location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the operation ration ration ration 
involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with involved in or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with 
respect to streets giving access to it are such as the special use will not cause respect to streets giving access to it are such as the special use will not cause respect to streets giving access to it are such as the special use will not cause respect to streets giving access to it are such as the special use will not cause 
substantial injury to the value of the property in the immediate neighborhood so as tsubstantial injury to the value of the property in the immediate neighborhood so as tsubstantial injury to the value of the property in the immediate neighborhood so as tsubstantial injury to the value of the property in the immediate neighborhood so as to o o o 
hinder development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the hinder development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the hinder development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the hinder development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the 
applicable zoning district regulations. In determining whether the special use will applicable zoning district regulations. In determining whether the special use will applicable zoning district regulations. In determining whether the special use will applicable zoning district regulations. In determining whether the special use will 
cause substantial injury to the value of property in the immediate neighborhood, cause substantial injury to the value of property in the immediate neighborhood, cause substantial injury to the value of property in the immediate neighborhood, cause substantial injury to the value of property in the immediate neighborhood, 
consideration sconsideration sconsideration sconsideration shall be given to:hall be given to:hall be given to:hall be given to:    
a.a.a.a. The location, size, nature and height of buildings, structures, walls, and fences on The location, size, nature and height of buildings, structures, walls, and fences on The location, size, nature and height of buildings, structures, walls, and fences on The location, size, nature and height of buildings, structures, walls, and fences on 
the site; andthe site; andthe site; andthe site; and    

b.b.b.b. The nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.The nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.The nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.The nature and extent of landscaping and screening on the site.    

The facility is located behind the fire station and the wall enclosing the compound is an 
extension of the building using brick that matches the existing building. The wall is 
approximately 10’ in height and this is because the elevation drops rapidly 
(approximately 6’) from the building to the south property line. 
The design of the wall and its materials are compatible with the existing building. The 
monopole will be the tallest structure in that area at 150’. The monopole is located in a 
large public use area and the closest residence to the east is approximately 300’ and to 
the north is approximately 285’.  
Additional plants have been added to the south side of the equipment compound to 
provide additional screening. 
 
H.H.H.H. OffOffOffOff----street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with the street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with the street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with the street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with the 
standards set forth in these standards set forth in these standards set forth in these standards set forth in these regulations and such areas will be screened from regulations and such areas will be screened from regulations and such areas will be screened from regulations and such areas will be screened from 
adjoining residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from adjoining residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from adjoining residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from adjoining residential uses and located so as to protect such residential uses from 
any injurious effect.any injurious effect.any injurious effect.any injurious effect.    

Off street parking is not necessary for this particular use other than a parking space 
available for service people to maintain equipment. The parking provided on the site is 
adequate for this need. 
 
I.I.I.I. Adequate utility, drainage, and other such necessary facilities have been or will be Adequate utility, drainage, and other such necessary facilities have been or will be Adequate utility, drainage, and other such necessary facilities have been or will be Adequate utility, drainage, and other such necessary facilities have been or will be 
provided.provided.provided.provided.    

Adequate utilities are available and stormwater management was addressed as a part 
of the original approval. 
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J.J.J.J. Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so Adequate access roads or entrance and exit drives will be provided and shall be so 
designed to prevent traffic hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in public designed to prevent traffic hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in public designed to prevent traffic hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in public designed to prevent traffic hazards and to minimize traffic congestion in public 
streets and alleys.streets and alleys.streets and alleys.streets and alleys.    

The facility will require construction equipment to maintain the tower, install or change 
out antennas, and install equipment cabinets. 
 

K.K.K.K. Adjoining properties and the general public shall be adequately protected from any Adjoining properties and the general public shall be adequately protected from any Adjoining properties and the general public shall be adequately protected from any Adjoining properties and the general public shall be adequately protected from any 
hazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing processhazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing processhazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing processhazardous or toxic materials, hazardous manufacturing processes, obnoxious odors es, obnoxious odors es, obnoxious odors es, obnoxious odors 
or unnecessarily intrusive noises.or unnecessarily intrusive noises.or unnecessarily intrusive noises.or unnecessarily intrusive noises.    

The antennas and equipment do not have any hazardous or toxic materials, obnoxious 
odors, or intrusive noises that would affect the general public. 
 

L.L.L.L. Architectural design and building materials are compArchitectural design and building materials are compArchitectural design and building materials are compArchitectural design and building materials are compatible with such design and atible with such design and atible with such design and atible with such design and 
materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed facility is to be built or materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed facility is to be built or materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed facility is to be built or materials used in the neighborhood in which the proposed facility is to be built or 
located.located.located.located.    

The architectural style and materials are typical of those used for utility type electrical 
poles and towers that are frequently found in urban neighborhoods. This tower is a 
monopole which has more of the appearance of a flagpole and no antennas are visible 
from the exterior. The screening wall surrounding the equipment compound at the base 
of the tower is brick and the brick matches the building on the site. Having the 
compound attached to the fire station improves the appearance of the site and presents 
a more compatible and aesthetic design. 
 
M.M.M.M. City Staff recommendations.City Staff recommendations.City Staff recommendations.City Staff recommendations.    
This location is appropriate for a wireless facility installation and the Special Use Permit 
should be renewed. It is a large public use site; it is not adjacent to any single-family 
dwellings and carriers have demonstrated that there is a need in this area to provide 
better service. Service has been improved in-building, in-vehicle and at the street level. 
The need for better cell service is being driven by the public demand for service plus the 
demand for additional services such as data. The provision of wireless service is 
considered more of a utility more than a luxury and the ideal situation is to integrate the 
facilities in an area with the least negative impact on the residents. This site seems to 
accomplish that. There are a number of conditions that need to be attached as a part of 
the approval or the renewal of the Special Use Permit. 
 
N.N.N.N. The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its The suitability of the property for the uses to which it has been restricted under its 
existing zoning.existing zoning.existing zoning.existing zoning.    

The property is developed primarily for a fire station which is an approved use in a 
residential district. The wireless communications facility is a compatible use with the fire 
station and is a suitable use of the property. 
 
O.O.O.O. The length of time of any vacancy of the property.The length of time of any vacancy of the property.The length of time of any vacancy of the property.The length of time of any vacancy of the property.    
The property is developed for a fire station and is not vacant. 
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P.P.P.P. Conformance with the Comprehensive Conformance with the Comprehensive Conformance with the Comprehensive Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.Plan.Plan.Plan.    
Wireless communications are not specifically addressed in Village Vision. However, it 
falls into two general goal areas; which are maintaining and improving infrastructure and 
improving communications between the City and its residents. 
 

Mr. Williamson advised the Commission that in order to accommodate the Sprint 
temporary request, Conditions #1 and #13 will need to be revised. #13 currently reads 
as follows: 
13. The monopole shall be approved for a maximum height of 150’ and shall have a 
hot dipped galvanized finish. All antennas and cables shall be installed internally 
in the monopole and the design and installation shall meet the standards set out 
in Section 19.33.035.C. Tower/Antenna Design. 

It is recommended that it be reworded as follows: 

13. The monopole shall be approved for a maximum height of 150’ and shall have a 
hot dipped galvanized finish. All antennas and cables shall be installed internally 
in the monopole for permanent installations and the design and installations shall 
meet the standards set out in Section 19.33.035.C. Tower/Antenna Design. One 
temporary installation shall be permitted that allows shrouded external antennas 
for a period not to exceed three years from the date of approval by the Governing 
Body. At the end of the three-year period, or when a permanent solution is 
implemented, whichever comes first, all external antennas and the shroud shall 
be removed and the monopole shall be restored to its original condition. Within 
six months after the approval of this application by the Governing Body, the 
applicant must submit an application for a permanent solution. 

Since a long-term solution is needed for this location, it is recommended that the Special 
Use Permit renewal be approved for three years rather than ten as the ordinance allows. 
 
Randy Kronblad moved the Planning Commission finds favorably on the findings of fact 
and recommend the Governing Body approve the renewal of the Special Use Permit for 
a wireless communications facility at 3901 West 63rd Street subject to the following 
conditions:  
1. The approval of the Special Use Permit renewal shall be for a maximum of three 
years. Within six months after the approval by the Governing Body, the applicant 
shall make application for the approval of the permanent solution shall and shall 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Planning Commission and the Governing 
Body that a good faith effort has been made to cooperate with other providers to 
establish co-location at the tower site, that a permanent solution for all providers is 
determined, that a need still exists for the tower, and that all the conditions of 
approval have been met. The Special Use Permit may then be extended for an 
additional ten years by the Governing Body and the applicant shall resubmit after 
each ten year reapproval. The process for considering a resubmittal of the Special 
Use Permit shall be the same as for the initial application. 

2. Any tower, antenna or other facility that is not operated for a continuous period of 
twelve (12) months shall be considered abandoned and the owner of such tower, 
antenna or facility shall remove the same within 90 days after receiving notice from 
the City. If the tower, antenna or facility is not removed within that 90 days period, 
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the governing body may order the tower, antenna or facility removed and may 
authorize the removal of the same at the permittee's expense. Prior to the issuance 
of the Special Use Permit, the applicant shall submit a bond to the City in an 
amount adequate to cover the cost of tower removal and the restoration of the site 
or otherwise guarantee its removal. This bond will be secured for the term of the 
Special Use Permit plus one additional year. In the event the bond is insufficient 
and the permittee otherwise fails to cover the expenses of any such removal, the 
site owner shall be responsible for such expense. 

3. The applicant shall have a structural inspection of the tower performed by a 
licensed professional engineer licensed in the State of Kansas prior to every 
renewal and submit it as a part of the renewal application and the report shall be 
submitted to Staff prior to the meeting of the Governing Body. 

4. The wireless communication facility, monopole and antennas shall be structurally 
maintained to a suitable degree of safety and appearance (as determined by the 
City and any applicable law, statute, ordinance, regulation or standard) and if it is 
found not to be in compliance with the terms of the Special Use Permit will become 
null and void within 90 days of notification of noncompliance unless the 
noncompliance is corrected. If the Special Use Permit becomes null and void, the 
applicant will remove the facility tower antenna and all appurtenances and restore 
the site to its original condition. 

5. The permittee shall keep the property well maintained including maintenance and 
replacement of landscape materials; free of leaves, trash and other debris; and 
either regularly cleaning up bird droppings or installing anti-perch devices that 
prevent birds from perching on the installation. 

6. In the future should the levels of radio frequency radiation emitted be determined to 
be a threat to human health or safety, the wireless communication facility, tower or 
antenna shall be rectified or removed as provided for herein. This finding must be 
either mandated by any applicable law, by federal legislative action, or based upon 
regulatory guidelines established by the FCC. 

7. In order to ensure structural integrity, all wireless communication facilities, towers 
and antennae shall be constructed and maintained in compliance with all 
applicable local building codes and the applicable standards for such facilities, 
towers and antennae that are published by the Electronic Industries Alliance. 

8. The installation shall meet or exceed all minimum structural and operational 
standards and regulations as established by the FCC, FAA, EPA and other 
applicable federal regulatory agencies. If such standards and regulations are 
changed, then all facilities, towers, and antennae shall be brought into compliance 
within six (6) months of the effective date of the new standards and regulations, 
unless a more stringent compliance schedule is mandated by the controlling 
federal agency. 

9. It shall be the responsibility of any permit holder to promptly resolve any 
electromagnetic interference problems in accordance with any applicable law or 
FCC regulation. 

10. CFD#2 shall have the ability to enter into leases with other carriers for co-location 
and CFD#2 shall be responsible for the removal of the communications tower 
facility in the event that the leaseholder fails to remove it upon abandonment. 
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11. Information to establish the applicant has obtained all other government approvals 
and permits to construct and operate communications facilities, including but not 
limited to approvals by the Kansas Corporation Commission. 

12. The Special Use Permit renewal is for three additional carriers. Additional carriers 
may locate on the tower subject to approval of a Site Plan by the Planning 
Commission in accordance with Chapter 19.32 Site Plan Approval and an 
amended Special Use Permit will not be required. 

13. The monopole shall be approved for a maximum height of 150’ and shall have a 
hot dipped galvanized finish. All antennas and cables shall be installed internally in 
the monopole for permanent installations and the design and installations shall 
meet the standards set out in Section 19.33.035.C. Tower/Antenna Design. One 
temporary installation shall be permitted that allows shrouded external antennas for 
a period not to exceed three years from the date of approval by the Governing 
Body. At the end of the three-year period, or when a permanent solution is 
implemented, whichever comes first, all external antennas and the shroud shall be 
removed and the monopole shall be restored to its original condition. Within six 
months after the approval of this application by the Governing Body, the applicant 
must submit an application for a permanent solution. 

14. There shall be no security lighting installed around the base of the tower. 
15. The approved Site Plan, dated March 6, 2015 shall be incorporated as the Site 

Plan for approval of this application. If any changes are made to the Site Plan as a 
result of the approval, the plan shall be revised and submitted to the City prior to 
obtaining a permit. 

16. The applicant may change out equipment boxes, cable and antennas provided that 
the replacements are generally consistent with the approved plan. If change-outs 
are significantly different, as determined by the Building Official or his/her 
designee, a revised Site Plan shall be submitted to the Planning Commission for its 
review and approval. 

17. The applicant shall not prevent other carriers from locating on the tower. 
18. In the event that a carrier transfers its facilities to another carrier or changes its 

name due to merger acquisition, etc., it will notify the City within 30 days of such 
change and will provide a description of the service provided by that carrier. If 
modifications are required as a result of this change they will be approved by Staff 
unless in the opinion of Staff they are significant changes, then they will be 
submitted to the Planning Commission for Site Plan Approval. 

19. A setback waiver is hereby granted for the tower from the north, east and south 
property lines to reduce the required setback from 150’ to the actual distance 
between the existing tower and the property lines which are approximately 130’ 
from the north, 94’ from the east and 35’ from the south. 

20. The applicant shall maintain the landscape and replace plants that die. 
21. Only one standby generator shall be approved for this complex. The generator 

shall be shared by all carriers and shall be owned, operated and maintained by the 
same entity that owns the tower. The generator will be connected to a natural gas 
line. Staff will need to review the specifications for the proposed standby generator 
before it is installed to be sure that the noise created by it is minimized. The 
maximum noise level should not exceed 68-db and as much noise reduction as 
possible should be incorporated into the unit. 
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The motion was seconded by Gregory Wolf.   
 
Mr. Kronblad and Mr. Lindeblad expressed disappointment that the initial facility that 
was supposed to accommodate three providers with all antenna located within the pole 
cannot provide for this application without having the placement of antenna outside the 
monopole.  However, they acknowledged the difficulty of providers to find acceptable 
sites in this area.    The motion was voted on and passed unanimously.    
 
Chairman Bob Lindeblad led the Commission in the following review of the criteria for 
site plan approval of the proposed site containing the existing monopole of 150’ in height 
and the equipment compound is approximately 67’ by 17’ 6”: 
 
A.A.A.A. The site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives with The site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives with The site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives with The site is capable of accommodating the building, parking areas and drives with 
appropriate open space and appropriate open space and appropriate open space and appropriate open space and landscape.landscape.landscape.landscape.    

There is adequate area on the site to accommodate the monopole and equipment 
compound. The monopole location does not meet the setback requirements, but a 
setback reduction was approved as a part of the original Special Use Permit. The 
proposed facility is served by the existing parking and drives. 
 
B.B.B.B. Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.Utilities are available with adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.    
Basic utilities are available to serve this location. 
 
C.C.C.C. The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.The plan provides for adequate management of stormwater runoff.    
The installation has created more impervious area. The applicant submitted a 
stormwater management plan to Public Works which was approved. 
    
D.D.D.D. The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation.The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation.The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation.The plan provides for safe and easy ingress, egress and internal traffic circulation.    
The proposed site utilizes the existing fire station driveway and parking lot for circulation 
which will adequately serve the use. 
 
E.E.E.E. The plan is consistent with good land planning and good site engineering design The plan is consistent with good land planning and good site engineering design The plan is consistent with good land planning and good site engineering design The plan is consistent with good land planning and good site engineering design 
principles.principles.principles.principles.    

This is a major installation and the location has been designed so that it blends as well 
as possible with the existing fire station. 
 
F.F.F.F. An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality of An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality of An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality of An appropriate degree of compatibility will prevail between the architectural quality of 
the proposed installation and the surrounding neighborhood.the proposed installation and the surrounding neighborhood.the proposed installation and the surrounding neighborhood.the proposed installation and the surrounding neighborhood.    

The monopole is 150’ in height which is taller than any other structure in the area. It is a 
slim line design and all antennas and wiring are within the monopole. The applicant is 
requesting that one carrier be permitted to place antennas on the exterior of the 
monopole. The applicant has agreed to provide a shroud around the antennas so the 
appearance will at least have the antennas internal. The appearance of the pole will not 
be the slim line as it is today, but the antennas will be enclosed. 
 
A brick screening wall was constructed using the same materials that match the existing 
fire station around the perimeter of the equipment compound and it will be maintained. 
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G.G.G.G. The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the The plan represents an overall development pattern that is consistent with the 
comprehensive plan (Village Vision) and othcomprehensive plan (Village Vision) and othcomprehensive plan (Village Vision) and othcomprehensive plan (Village Vision) and other adopted planning policeser adopted planning policeser adopted planning policeser adopted planning polices    

Wireless communications are not specifically addressed in Village Vision. Perhaps it 
falls into two goal areas which are maintaining and improving infrastructure and 
improving communications between the City and its residents. 
 
Randy Kronblad moved the Planning Commission find favorably on the findings of fact 
for PC2015-04 and approve the Site Plan for the cell tower installation including the 
Sprint antenna installation at 3901 West 63rd Street subject to the following conditions:  
 
1. That the antennas be shrouded in a material that matches the monopole and 
shall be installed as shown on the plans dated 3/25/15. 

2. That the cable be within the monopole. 
The motion was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously.   
    
    
PC201PC201PC201PC2015555----101101101101                Request for Front Yard Platted Building Line Modification Request for Front Yard Platted Building Line Modification Request for Front Yard Platted Building Line Modification Request for Front Yard Platted Building Line Modification     

From 75 feet to 65 feetFrom 75 feet to 65 feetFrom 75 feet to 65 feetFrom 75 feet to 65 feet    
4021 West 864021 West 864021 West 864021 West 86thththth    StreetStreetStreetStreet    

Chairman Bob Lindeblad announced that Sohail and Ivett Shah, 4021 West 86th Street, 
have withdrawn their application for a requested building line modification.   
 
 
PC201PC201PC201PC2015555----101010105555            Request for Request for Request for Request for Temporary Use Permit for ADHD Summer Treatment Temporary Use Permit for ADHD Summer Treatment Temporary Use Permit for ADHD Summer Treatment Temporary Use Permit for ADHD Summer Treatment 

Program at 4801 West 79Program at 4801 West 79Program at 4801 West 79Program at 4801 West 79thththth    StreetStreetStreetStreet    
Carla Allan, with Children’s Mercy Hospital at 5520 College Blvd, noted the success of 
last year’s program at this location and is requesting approval to operate the program 
this summer.  This is one of only 12 programs of this type in the world.   
 
Children’s Mercy South provides an eight-week Summer Treatment Program for 
approximately 50 children with ADHD. The program will be held at the Kansas City 
Christian School from June 1, 2015 through July 24, 2015. The hours of operation will 
be 7:30 am to 5:30 pm; Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Friday; and 7:30 am to 8:00 
pm on Thursday. Staff will train the previous week, May 26th through May 29th. The 
program will use three classrooms, the cafeteria, the gymnasium, and the outdoor 
playgrounds. The proposed Summer Treatment Program will use the existing building, 
parking lots, and outdoor areas and there will be no changes made to the property.  
    
Ron Williamson stated the Planning Commission approved the same Summer 
Treatment Program last year. Kansas City Christian School and the City did not receive 
any complaints about the use.  Staff feels this is a very good use for a facility that is 
unused during the summer months.  Since the short-term use is for more than 30 days, 
it requires Planning Commission approval.    
 
The Planning Commission may approve the temporary use permit provided that the 
application meets the following: 
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1.1.1.1. The apThe apThe apThe applicant shall submit in written form a complete description of the proposed plicant shall submit in written form a complete description of the proposed plicant shall submit in written form a complete description of the proposed plicant shall submit in written form a complete description of the proposed 
use, including drawings of proposed physical improvements, estimated use, including drawings of proposed physical improvements, estimated use, including drawings of proposed physical improvements, estimated use, including drawings of proposed physical improvements, estimated 
accumulation of automobiles and persons, hours of operation, length of time accumulation of automobiles and persons, hours of operation, length of time accumulation of automobiles and persons, hours of operation, length of time accumulation of automobiles and persons, hours of operation, length of time 
requested, and other characteristicrequested, and other characteristicrequested, and other characteristicrequested, and other characteristics and effects on the neighborhood.s and effects on the neighborhood.s and effects on the neighborhood.s and effects on the neighborhood.    

The applicant has provided a detailed description of the proposed operation, as follows:    
The applicant has submitted a description of the program, floor plans of the area to be 
used. The applicant stated on the application that the program will be provided from 
7:30 am to 5:30 pm; Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and Friday; and from 7:30 am to 
8:00 pm on Thursday from June 1st until July 24th. Staff training will occur from May 26th 

to May 29th. There will be approximately 50 children and 26 staff. There will be no 
external changes to the facility or grounds so it should have no adverse effects on the 
neighborhood. The program will use approximately 25 parking spaces and the site is 
more than adequate to accommodate them. This provides a needed service for the 
community and is a good use of a facility that would remain unused for the summer. 
    
2. If approved, a specific time period shall be determined and a shortIf approved, a specific time period shall be determined and a shortIf approved, a specific time period shall be determined and a shortIf approved, a specific time period shall be determined and a short----term permit term permit term permit term permit 

shall not be operated longer than the period stipulated inshall not be operated longer than the period stipulated inshall not be operated longer than the period stipulated inshall not be operated longer than the period stipulated in    the permitthe permitthe permitthe permit. 
The applicant has requested that the short-term use be approved for the period from 
June 1, 2015 through July 24, 2015, with staff training May 26th through May 29th, and 
that would be the maximum time of operation that would be permitted. 
 
3.3.3.3. UpUpUpUpon cessation of the shorton cessation of the shorton cessation of the shorton cessation of the short----term permit, all materials and equipment shall be term permit, all materials and equipment shall be term permit, all materials and equipment shall be term permit, all materials and equipment shall be 

promptly removed and the property restored to its normal condition. If after giving promptly removed and the property restored to its normal condition. If after giving promptly removed and the property restored to its normal condition. If after giving promptly removed and the property restored to its normal condition. If after giving 
full consideration to the effect of the requested shortfull consideration to the effect of the requested shortfull consideration to the effect of the requested shortfull consideration to the effect of the requested short----term permit on the term permit on the term permit on the term permit on the 
neighborhood and the neighborhood and the neighborhood and the neighborhood and the community, the Planning Commission deems the request community, the Planning Commission deems the request community, the Planning Commission deems the request community, the Planning Commission deems the request 
reasonable, the permit for the shortreasonable, the permit for the shortreasonable, the permit for the shortreasonable, the permit for the short----term use may be approved. Conditions of term use may be approved. Conditions of term use may be approved. Conditions of term use may be approved. Conditions of 
operations, provision for surety bond, and other reasonable safeguards may be operations, provision for surety bond, and other reasonable safeguards may be operations, provision for surety bond, and other reasonable safeguards may be operations, provision for surety bond, and other reasonable safeguards may be 
written into the permit. Such permit may be apprwritten into the permit. Such permit may be apprwritten into the permit. Such permit may be apprwritten into the permit. Such permit may be approved in any zoning district.oved in any zoning district.oved in any zoning district.oved in any zoning district.    

There will be no external changes to the building and grounds; therefore, no adverse 
effects on the adjacent neighborhood.    

    
Gregory Wolf moved the Planning Commission the temporary use permit for an ADHD 
Summer Treatment Program at 4801 W. 79th Street subject to the following conditions: 
1. That the temporary use permit for the ADHD Summer Treatment Program be 
approved for a period from June 1, 2015 through July 24, 2015, with staff training 
May 26th through May 29th. 

2. That the hours of operation shall be from 7:30 am to 5:30 pm on Monday, Tuesday, 
Wednesday, and Friday, and 7:30 am to 8:00 pm on Thursday. 

3. That the Summer Treatment Program use the existing building, parking, driveways, 
and playgrounds and will make no external changes to the property. 

4. That the applicant properly maintains the exterior area of the property and will 
leave it in an acceptable condition when the program ends on July 24th. 

The motion was seconded by Jim Breneman and passed unanimously. 
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OTHER OTHER OTHER OTHER BUSINESSBUSINESSBUSINESSBUSINESS    
Ron Williamson noted the City Council approved the rezoning request for Chadwick 
Court (3101 West 75th Street) with the four waivers requested by Mr. Royer.  The Final 
Plat will be on the May Planning Commission agenda for approval.   
    
    
Next Next Next Next MeetingMeetingMeetingMeeting    
The May Planning Commission agenda will include the request for a Special Use Permit 
for a storage facility by St. Ann’s Church for the storage of athletic equipment near their 
baseball field.  Other improvements to the site include a new backstop, batting cage, 
and pavilion area.  The Commission will also meet as the Board of Zoning Appeals to 
consider a requested variance for 6737 Granada Lane to exceed maximum lot coverage 
of 30% to 33.2%.   
 
It was noted that the new concept plans that were presented to the Governing Body for 
Mission Chateau are posted on the city’s web site.  The Governing Body also granted a 
30 day extension to the current Special Use Permit for Mission Chateau.   
 
Wes Jordan advised the Commission that the city would be putting out a request for 
qualifications for a City Planning Consultant this month.  Mr. Williamson has agreed to 
remain until a new consultant is selected.   
 
 
AAAADJOURNMENTDJOURNMENTDJOURNMENTDJOURNMENT    
With no further business to come before the Commission, Chairman Bob Lindeblad 
adjourned the meeting at 8:15 p.m.   
 
 
 
Bob Lindeblad 
Chairman   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



JazzFest Committee Minutes 
April 9, 2015 

 
 

Present:  JD Kinney, Dave Hassett, Kyle Kristofer, Brian Peters, Jane Andrews, Jack 
Shearer, Brooke Morehead, Larry Kopitnik and Joyce Hagen Mundy. 
 
The minutes of the March 10, 2015 meeting were approved as submitted. 
 
Budget UpdateBudget UpdateBudget UpdateBudget Update    
JD Kinney distributed and reviewed an updated budget and financial statements noting 
the following: 

• A verbal commitment from Claridge Court to do the fans with a $2500 donation 
• Brian Peters reported he has a verbal commitment of $1000 from US Bank. 
• We have received approximately 60% the amount of Friends donations (less than 

$500) to date based on last year’s donations. 
• We have received approximately one half the value of last year’s large donations 

(in excess of $500).   
• The current balance in the account is $11,877.97 without the transfer of the 

$10,000 budgeted funds from the City; the $3,500 in verbal pledges and $5000 
sponsorship by the Arts Council for a working balance of $30,378. 

• The talent budget has been increased for a possible high end act from $20,000 to 
$32,000. 

• The stage budget has been increased from $6853 to $11,100 for a larger stage 
area and backline.  Meghan reported that she received a stage quote that was 
less than last year’s SECT quote by approximately $800. 

• Table & Tent rental was increased from 2014. 
• Advertising/Marketing was increased with the potential of a big name headliner.  
• Banners & yard sign budget was increased as a new stage banner will be 

necessary with the larger stage and the new Prairie Village Foundation and 
Prairie Village Arts Council logos, and banners promised with sponsorships.  

• Other areas of the budget remained similar to 2014. 
 
The following individuals will follow-up with past donors: 
 Brooke – UMB and First Washington 
 Joyce – KS Heavy Construction, Tutera and Lathrop & Gage 
 Jack – Alan Gaylin and Renewal by Andersen 
 
FoodFoodFoodFood    
Dave Hassett reported that he has spoken with Prairie Oven regarding serving as the 
Caterer for the VIP Tents and the volunteers.  They are very interested and quoted a 
cost of $1600  ($1800 is budgeted).  He also noted he sampled their food at the recent 
Earth Fair and it was excellent.   
 
Food Vendors will again come from the Elite Street Eats Group used last year with the 
following providers:  Indios Carbonsitos, Wilma’s Real Good Food and Cajun Cabin.  He 



has also contacted Werner’s Sausage who is very interested in participating in the 
Festival and possibly creating a special JazzFest Sausage for the event.   
 
He has contacted a dessert vendor – Polar Oasis Frozen Treats who have ice cream, 
shaved ice, iced tea, lemonade, etc.  He is trying to make connection with a possible 
popcorn vendor.   
 
Committee members felt there was a good variety of different types of food and enough 
vendors to keep waiting times down.  Joyce will prepare the vendor agreements and 
have them reviewed by the City Attorney.   
 
EventsEventsEventsEvents    
The Beer Tasting Fund Raiser at Johhny’s will be on Friday, July 10th.  Jack Shearer will 
follow-up with Crawford’s and Johnny’s on details.   JD asked Jane to make sure the 
volunteers are aware of this event and are welcomed to attend.   
 
The Prairie Village Art Fair will be May 29, 30 and 31st.  Committee members discussed 
having fans for the event.  Brian Peters will contact Donna Potts regarding having 
information at the information booth and possibly selling leftover T-shirts from the 2014 
festival.   
 
Kyle Kristofer said the radio stations are interested in supporting the festival again and 
noted possible options.   
 
TalentTalentTalentTalent    
The committee congratulated Larry on his new position as Editor of JAMM magazine.   
Larry noted the tremendous respect the jazz community has for the Prairie Village Jazz 
Festival.  He was unable to negotiate with Al Jarreau’s agent to a cost that the 
committee could afford.  Bobby McFarrin is also outside of the available talent budget.  
Branford Marsalis is only performing with his quartet.  Kurt Elling is playing in Lawrence 
in April making his draw in September in Kansas City questionable.  Committee 
members felt that he was still an option.  
 
Larry reported that the American Jazz Festival Board is discussing moving their festival 
date to the end of August – two weeks before the PV Festival.  If this is done, it could 
negatively impact the press coverage that would be available for the PV Festival.   
 
Larry stated his latest thoughts for the headliner is Marilyn Maye and Doc Severson with 
the KC Jazz Orchestra.  They would have a very strong promotional value.  The 
potential cost would be in the $22,500 and he felt he could book the lead-in acts for 
$4500 for a talent cost with riders of approximately $30,000.   
 
Next MeetingNext MeetingNext MeetingNext Meeting    
The next meeting will be held on Tuesday, May 12th at 7 p.m.   
 
 
 





Prairie Village Arts Council 
Wednesday, April 15, 2015 

7:00 p.m. 
City Hall MPR 

 
Meeting Minutes 

 
The Prairie Village Arts Council met at 7:00 pm in the Multi-Purpose Room.  Members 
present:  Shelly Trewolla, chair, Julie Flanagan, Dan Andersen, Serena Schermoly, 
Shervin Razavian, Jack Shearer, Truss Tyson, and Art Weeks.  Also present were Ted 
O’Dell (Council Representative) and Wes Jordan (Assistant City Administrator).  
 
Minutes Minutes Minutes Minutes ––––    were approved as presented. 
 
Financial Report Financial Report Financial Report Financial Report ––––    Wes Jordan presented a report (attached) detailing the available 
funds through the PV Foundation and the line items in the Prairie Village Budget.   Wes 
also explained how expenses/revenue(s) are processed by Finance.  The Finance was 
approved as presented.  Wes did make one amendment that denoted $5,000 was 
encumbered for headliner expenses for Jazzfest. 
 
PV Arts FairPV Arts FairPV Arts FairPV Arts Fair    ––––    Donna Potts, PV Merchants Association, reported she had received 500 
applications from artists for the PV Arts Fair scheduled May 29-31, 2015.  Donna said 
that unfortunately there are only 100 slots/booths available since the placement area 
has been mapped out differently due to construction in the area.  There will be a space 
available for the Arts Council and Dan Andersen thought it would be a good idea to ask 
the Jazzfest to share voluntary efforts during the event.  A sign-up list for volunteers will 
be presented at the May meeting.  Donna was also pleased to announce an added “fun” 
addition…. Pianos on Parade and explained that 2 pianos would be temporarily placed at 
the PV Mall and 1 piano at Corinth Mall.  She added that maybe the pianos could “tie in” 
to an Arts Council initiative.  Donna also discussed how volunteers would be utilized and 
also that the pancake breakfast on Sunday had been discontinued.  Councilman O’Dell 
thought it was also be a good idea to invite the new property owners – First Washington 
to the event….he will follow up on that contact.  Wes Jordan asked about the budgeted 
funds available for the event – the Arts Council approved the expenditure of $2,000 
unanimously.  
 
        
City Council Report City Council Report City Council Report City Council Report ––––    Councilman Ted O’Dell presented a report from the April 6, 2015, 
City Council meeting that included an overview of the following items: 

• Approved request for extension to SUP for Mission Chateau for 30 days 
• Approved a request for rezoning 3101 West 75th Street from RPlb (planned 
single family residential) to RP-1a (planned single family residential) and 
approving a preliminary development plan  

• Traffic Island with unapproved Fire pit 



Committee on Committees (COC) - Councilman O’Dell informed the Arts Council the 
COC report would be presented at the April 20th, 2015, Council Meeting for 
consideration of approval.  Councilman O’Dell discussed the goal of the COC was to 
review the organization, need, budgeting, policies, attendance, and structure of all 
City Committees.    Councilman O’Dell reassured the Arts Council the Governing 
Body is still very supportive and appreciative of voluntary efforts; however, some 
changes are necessary to better align with the prioritization of Council initiatives…and 
added that new initiatives such as the Future of the Arts & the PV Arts Enrichment 
Grant would need to be endorsed by Council. 
 
Councilman O’Dell also expressed concerns about staff workload and late night 
meetings.  He said Committees are strongly encouraged to move the meeting times 
to 5:30 pm and try to limit the number of meetings.  The Arts Council agreed to 
change future meeting times/dates to 5:30 p.m. and to the Wednesday preceding 
each Monthly Art Exhibit.  They also expressed some concerns about the reduction 
in meetings in relation to future initiatives, but will try to avoid any unnecessary 
meetings in the future. 
 
Councilman O’Dell and Wes Jordan discussed the 2016 Budget and that the balance 
of funds available to the Arts Council had exceeded requested expenses and that 
additional funding would not be recommended until the funds available through the 
PV Foundation did not support the initiatives of the Arts Council.  Dan Andersen 
discussed the possibility of presenting a budget to Council for approval.  Wes Jordan 
explained the programs/projects would need to be submitted in a line item format 
and presented to Governing Body for consideration.  The Arts Council decided to 
have Shelley Trewolla, Dan Andersen, Serena Schermolly, and Art Weeks prepare a 
budget/list of expenditures for approval at a future City Council meeting.  In addition, 
Councilman O’Dell informed the Arts Council the Mayor had approved the $5000 
headliner sponsorship for Jazzfest; however, the $5000 line-of-credit would not be 
an approved expense. 
 
Councilman O’Dell and Wes Jordan also spoke about “next steps” concerning the 
possibility of future efforts to align committees under the umbrella of the PV 
Foundation.  Dan Andersen asked about the possibility of Jazzfest becoming a 
subcommittee of the Arts Council.  Councilman O’Dell said there will need to be 
more discussions in the future and that all ideas would be considered in the future. 

    
    
Exhibits/Exhibits/Exhibits/Exhibits/ReceptionsReceptionsReceptionsReceptions     
 
Reception -  Shelly Trewolla reported the reception for “The Saturday Group,” a 
continuing education photography class through Johnson County Community College, 
was very well attended throughout the evening.  Shelly also discussed the continued 
need for volunteers from the Arts Council during such events and member participation.  
Any help/support is appreciated.   
 
May Exhibit – Art by Stacy J. Krieg is scheduled for May 8, between 6:30 – 8:00 p.m.   



 
August 14 Exhibit – Shelly Trewolla will continue to follow up with Wayne Wilkes about 
the open date.  Note…during the March 2015 the committee previously approved for 
Shelly to select an artist to fill the vacant date if Wayne was unable to schedule an 
interested artist. 
 
Old BusinessOld BusinessOld BusinessOld Business    
    
Fallen Soldier Statue – Wes Jordan reported that a location in the front court yard had 
been located to place the donated statue and he would be working with Public Works for 
installation.  Wes discussed the need for a memorial plaque to honor the fallen soldier’s 
service….the Arts Council approved necessary installation for an amount to not exceed 
$500. 
 
Logos – Serena Schermoly and Dan Andersen presented logo revisions for the Arts 
Council and Future of the Arts.  After discussion and amendments the Arts Council gave 
final approval. 
 
Tabled – CAFÉ Update and Future of the Arts 
 
New Business New Business New Business New Business     
 
R.G. Endres Gallery – Wes Jordan informed the Arts Council that the corridors of the 
Gallery were in need of painting through funding provided through the PV Foundation.  
The Arts Council unanimously approved the expense at the contracted rate through 
Public Works.  Several committee members also believed the color should be slighter 
darker in order for the art to stand out better.  Wes will arrange input as the project 
moves forward. 
 
Arts Council Shirts – Dan Andersen thought it may be a good idea to purchase shirts with 
the newly adopted logos for Art’s Council members.  There was discussion about 
possible costs, types of shirts, etc. and will be reviewed again at the May meeting. 
 
Adjournment Adjournment Adjournment Adjournment – The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: 
 
Wes Jordan 
Assistant City Administrator 



1 
 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE    
May 4May 4May 4May 4, , , , 2012012012015555    

 
 
The Council Committee of the Whole met on Monday, May 4, 2015 at 6:00 p.m. in the 
Council Chambers. The meeting was called to order by Council President Ashley 
Weaver with the following members present:  Mayor Laura Wassmer, Ashley Weaver, 
Jori Nelson, Ruth Hopkins, Steve Noll, Eric Mikkelson, Andrew Wang, Sheila Myers, 
Brooke Morehead, Dan Runion, David Morrison and Terrence Gallagher.  
 
Staff Members present: Tim Schwartzkopf, Chief of Police; Sgt. James Carney; Keith 
Bredehoeft, Director of Public Works; Katie Logan, City Attorney; Quinn Bennion, City 
Administrator; Wes Jordan, Assistant City Administrator; Nolan Sunderman, Assistant to 
the City Administrator; Lisa Santa Maria, Finance Director and Joyce Hagen Mundy, 
City Clerk.  
 
 
PRESENTATION PRESENTATION PRESENTATION PRESENTATION ––––    Northeast Johnson County Chamber of CommerceNortheast Johnson County Chamber of CommerceNortheast Johnson County Chamber of CommerceNortheast Johnson County Chamber of Commerce    
    
Deb Settles, President and CEO of the Northeast Johnson County Chamber of 
Commerce, congratulated Mayor Wassmer on her recent election and provided 
background information on the chamber.  The Northeast Johnson County Chamber 
represents ten cities in northeast Johnson County.  It is the only regional chamber in the 
state.  She expressed appreciation for the city’s partnership with the chamber and 
reviewed some of the many events sponsored by the chamber.  Ms. Settles announced 
the upcoming graduation of the Leadership Northeast Program Class including Council 
member Ashley Weaver and Nolan Sunderman on May 21st.    She encouraged council 
members to visit the chamber’s website for more information on events and programs 
and urged them to contact her with any questions they may have.   
 
 
COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----11115555        Consider Consider Consider Consider aaaapproval of pproval of pproval of pproval of 2016201620162016----2020 County Assistance Road System 2020 County Assistance Road System 2020 County Assistance Road System 2020 County Assistance Road System 
(CARS) Program(CARS) Program(CARS) Program(CARS) Program    
 
Keith Bredehoeft stated in order to receive CARS funds, the City must annually submit 
an application containing the preferred street projects and the estimated costs.  The 
following streets are recommended for the five-year CARS program, 2016-2020.   The 
work will include where necessary full depth pavement repair, curb and gutter 
replacement, sidewalk repair, new sidewalk and milling/overlaying the pavement.   
 

Program 
Year 

Street 
Segment From To 

CARS 
Eligible 
Costs 

County 
CARS 
Funds 

            

2016 Mission 
Road 

75th  
Street 

83rd 
Street $1,776,000 $888,000 
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2017 Mission 
Road 71st Street 75th 

Street $1,000,000 $500,000 

    
2018 Roe 

Avenue 
63rd   

Street 
67th  

Street $852,000 $426,000 

    
    

2019 Roe 
Avenue 

67th  
Street 

71St 
Street $858,000 $429,000 

    
2020 Roe 

Avenue 
71st  

Street 
75th 

Street $854,000 $427,000 

     
He noted that the City submits an application annually committing only to the first year 
with the ability to revise future year requests.  The costs include construction and 
construction administration.  Design costs are not included, as the CARS program does 
not fund design.  There is a risk if the right project is not selected. 
 
The proposed 2016 project is Mission Road from 75th Street to 83rd Street.  This project 
was listed in last year’s CARS submittal as a 2019 project but due to rapidly 
deterioration pavement it was determined the project needed to be moved up to 2016.  
This project will be a basic rehabilitation project and will replace the sidewalk on the 
west side with an 8’ wide sidewalk.  The project involves the repair and replacement of 
concrete, street maintenance and does not include any change in traffic flow. 
 
Keith Bredehoeft reviewed the process followed in prior years for a significant 
CIP/CARS project, such as Mission Road from 71st to 75th Street: 

• For significant project start developing 18 months prior to bidding 
• Council approval of Consultant agreement 
• Establish Council Sub-Committee 
• Preliminary traffic study and concept 
• Public meeting to get input on Project concepts and goals 
• Council Sub-Committee to discuss Concepts and Goals 
• Consultant finalize traffic study and develop preliminary design including field 

survey of corridor 
• Public meeting to review plans and get input 
• Council approval of final design concepts 
• Consultant develops final plan 
• Easement acquisition if necessary 
• Utility Relocations 
• Project bid 
• Begin construction 

 
Recently the idea of reconfiguring Mission Road from 71St to 75th has been requested 
due to concerns of the sidewalk at back of curb as many children routinely use these 
sidewalks given the proximity of Shawnee Mission High School and St. Ann’s School.  
Retaining walls at the back of the sidewalk add to the concerns in this area.  This project 
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is proposed in 2017 and would narrow Mission Road to a three lane section road with a 
wide sidewalk along the west side.  It is desired by residents for this to be a 2016 
project.  This is a significant project and would require 18 months of planning. Due to 
resident concerns along with the overall desire to improve the pedestrian experience on 
this section of Mission Road staff is proposing to construct this project in 2017.   
 
Mr. Bredehoeft stated that this has the potential to be very good project.  He noted that 
he had stated it was “possible” to do the project in 2016; however, he feels the project 
merits full investigation to ensure the best solution.  He does not feel this is an 
emergency situation that cannot wait for the appropriate study of options.   
 
Chief Tim Schwartzkopf stated that sidewalks construction next to the roadway are not 
ideal, but based on accident records for this location, this is not a major safety issue.  
There have been 9 accidents within the school zone during the past five year period.   
 
Andrew Wang asked if there was any common thread for the accidents.  Chief 
Schwartzkopf replied these have generally been rear end collisions resulting from 
inattentive driving.   
 
Jori Nelson stated her daughter had an accident at 7301 Mission in November, 2013 
that is not included in the accident list.  Sgt. Carney responded that her accident was 
classified as 73rd Terrace and Mission Road based on the accident report for the 
accident.  Ms Nelson question why they did not look at the entire corridor.  Chief 
Schwartzkopf replied that with the limited time available staff were only able to research 
the designated area.   
 
The traffic ticket data reflected 28 citations in the school zone area.  The discrepancy is 
due to 13 of the violations being primary violations (11 for speeding and 2 for texting) 
 
Staff has the following concerns with moving this project forward as the 2016 CARS 
project:  

• It is a significant project that needs time to develop, the normal 18 month process 
will guide the project and clearly identify what action is needed.  

• This is not a normal CARS project. 
• A full traffic study is needed with counts on this section as well as to the north and 

south with full accident analysis of the corridor.  A study of how the project would 
affect signal intersections and study the impacts on traffic to the north and south.   

• Acquisition of easements may be required. 
• Bike needs should be studies. 
• The main street concept with aesthetic features should be incorporated 
• There should be full public involvement in the process.   

 
Eric Mikkelson stated that a June/July start of construction would allow the completion of 
the project.  Mr. Bredehoeft stated if the project was let in March, it would not be started 
until after the completion of school.   
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Eric Mikkelson noted a possible compromise would be save money as the proposed 
project costs more money. 
 
Keith Bredehoeft stated there is not sufficient time to develop this project properly and 
does not support this project as the CARS 2016 submittal.   
 
Terrence Gallagher noted the identified costs are estimates.  The proposed project has 
an estimated cost of 1M.  He noted there is some flexibility built into the project but 
noted the concepts for this project are not similar to Mission Road – 71st to 75th.  Mr. 
Gallagher confirmed that if the project is submitted for $1M and costs are higher, the 
County would only provide $500,000 in funding with the additional costs being paid fully 
by the city.   
 
Dan Runion asked how long the resurfacing of 75th to 83rd would last.  Mr. Bredehoeft 
answered 10 years.   
 
Cindy Siegsukon, told the Council that this area is a real safety concern, urgent action is 
needed.  The safety concerns warrant the Council stepping outside their comfort zone 
and take immediate action.  There is still 13 to 14 months available for planning.  She 
stated that this is not only a St. Ann’s issue, Shawnee Mission East students use this 
sidewalk as well as residents travelling to the shopping center.  The February accident 
is a manifestation of the danger that exists and needs to be addressed before a serious 
accident happens.    
 
Eric Mikkelson made the following motion, which was seconded by Andrew Wang:      
 
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2016201620162016----2020 COUNTY 2020 COUNTY 2020 COUNTY 2020 COUNTY     

ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) INTERCHANGING THEINTERCHANGING THEINTERCHANGING THEINTERCHANGING THE    
RECOMMENDED PROJECTS FOR 2016 and 2017RECOMMENDED PROJECTS FOR 2016 and 2017RECOMMENDED PROJECTS FOR 2016 and 2017RECOMMENDED PROJECTS FOR 2016 and 2017    

                    
The motion was voted on and defeated with Mayor Wassmer voting to tie the vote 6 to 
6. [This motion was later determined to be approved 6-5 as Mayor only votes on 
ordinance items.] 
 
Steve Noll made the following motion, which was seconded by Ruth Hopkins:      
 
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2016MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2016MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2016MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE 2016----2020 COUNTY 2020 COUNTY 2020 COUNTY 2020 COUNTY     

ASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFFASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFFASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFFASSISTANCE ROADS SYSTEM (CARS) AS RECOMMENDED BY STAFF    
                    
The motion was voted on and defeated with a 6 to 6 vote. 
 
Dan Runion asked about the 75th to 83rd Street Project.  Mr. Bredehoeft responded this 
is a basic mill and overlay project with no reduction of the roadway with some sidewalks 
to be widened and provide greater sidewalk connectivity.  A study is not necessary. 
 
Terrence Gallagher noted the goal is to create a safe corridor with investigation to find 
the best solution.  Mr. Bredehoeft agreed a full investigation was needed.  Mr. Gallagher 
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asked who would do the study.  Mr. Bredehoeft stated an independent analysis would 
be conducted by an outside firm.  Mr. Gallagher expressed concern with bottlenecking 
traffic on Mission Road causing more traffic on side roads.  Center turn lanes would be 
investigated as well as additional sidewalks.   
 
Eric Mikkelson noted that Mission Road immediately north of 71st goes down to two 
lanes of traffic.  The intersection at 71st and Mission Road is one lane in both directions.  
It is south of 75th Street where traffic volume increases.  He also felt that congestion 
would be lessened once the change is made to make walking safe as drivers would use 
State Line or Metcalf.  More parents will allow their children to walk or bike to school.  
This will be a huge benefit for both bikers and walkers.   
 
Steve Noll stated as someone who has travelled this area for several years agrees that 
changes are needed; however, the question is about process and risk.  There is not 
sufficient time to appropriately study this project.  It should not be done immediately 
simply to get it done.   
 
Terrence Gallagher asked if the CARS project could be adopted as recommended but 
with the city also beginning working on 71st to 75th and still get funding in 2017.      
 
Jori Nelson confirmed that both projects would be starting at ground zero.  Mr. 
Bredehoeft noted that 75th to 83rd Street does not need a traffic study to sub-committee 
involvement as it is a normal CARS maintenance project.   
 
Quinn Bennion stated what is necessary to move forward with 71st to 75th Street is 
significantly more than currently exists.  Mayor Wassmer noted that this project has not 
been formally discussed at length.  Approximately 10 years ago, it was discussed in 
concept only.   
 
Eric Mikkelson noted that pedestrian improvements at this location were identified in 
Village Vision.  He does not feel additional study is necessary. 
 
David Morrison asked if the CARS project needed to be completed in the year it is 
funded.  Mr. Bredehoeft replied he did not know and that the city always completed their 
CARS project in the years they were funded.  He does not like to have projects left 
open, particularly in residential areas.   
 
Sheila Myers noted that there would likely be additional construction costs for 75th to 
83rd  if it were delayed one year to do 71st to 75th.  Keith Bredehoeft stated that 
temporary repairs to the roadway would need to be made at an approximate cost of 
$20,000 to $30,000 until the project could be done.   
 
Sheila Myers asked how long the reduction of Nall Avenue took to be completed.  Mr. 
Bredehoeft responded it was started in 2009 and completed in 2011.  Mrs. Myers 
questioned if the impact of a reduction of Mission Road to three lanes would create 
safety issues for people coming out from St. Ann’s or driveways and entering Mission 
Road. 
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Dan Runion noted the Johnson County website indicated that CARS payments are 
made within 20 days of request for reimbursement. Mr. Bredehoeft noted 
reimbursement request can be submitted throughout the project on a monthly basis.   
 
Council President Ashley Weaver noted that several items remain on the agenda and 
stated this item would continue to be discussed under Committee Reports during the 
City Council meeting without a committee recommendation.    
    
COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----16  Consider approval of Construct16  Consider approval of Construct16  Consider approval of Construct16  Consider approval of Constructiiiion Contract with Phoenix Concrete and on Contract with Phoenix Concrete and on Contract with Phoenix Concrete and on Contract with Phoenix Concrete and 
Underground, LLUnderground, LLUnderground, LLUnderground, LLC for Project CONC2015:  2015 Concrete Repair ProgramC for Project CONC2015:  2015 Concrete Repair ProgramC for Project CONC2015:  2015 Concrete Repair ProgramC for Project CONC2015:  2015 Concrete Repair Program    
    
On April 24, 2015, the City Clerk opened bids for Project CONC2015, 2015 Concrete 
Repair Program.  The following four bids were received: 

  Phoenix Concrete & Underground, LLC   $589,949.00 
  Kansas Heavy Construction, LLC          $660,304.25 
             McAnany Concrete                             $833,775.00   

Freeman Concrete Construction, LLC   $1,207,890.00 
Engineer’s Estimate                                   $748,200.00 

Keith Bredehoeft noted this program consists of repairs to deteriorated concrete 
sidewalk, curb and ADA ramps. The location of work includes streets in the City’s yearly 
maintenance districts.  Not all streets in the identified area will require work.  The area 
for this construction season is area 51 and 41. We will also being completing concrete 
repairs at approximately 15 additional miscellaneous locations throughout the City.    
 
Mr. Bredehoeft noted Phoenix Concrete is a new company; however, noted many of its 
employees were part of Miller Paving, which the city has worked with previously with 
much satisfaction.  City staff has reviewed the bids for accuracy and found no errors.  
Funding is available in the Capital Infrastructure Program Project CONC2015 in the 
amount of $700,000.  The bid document requested bids for the quantity of product 
estimated to complete the identified work.  With the low bid coming in under the 
estimate the City will be able to increase the amount of work it can do based on the 
material quantity bid prices.   
 
Jori Nelson noted a difference in the bid price and the contract amount of over $110,000 
and asked why such a cushion was being built into the project.  Mr. Bredehoeft replied 
that based on the quantity prices reflected in the accepted bid, the city will add 
additional streets to the project to the amount budgeted.   He explained the process 
provides estimated quantities for materials to determine the best bid and based on the 
base quantities bid is able to determine how much work can be done with the amount of 
funds budgeted.  This is not cushion, more areas will be added to the project at the base 
bid unit price 
 
Eric Mikkelson made the following motion, which was seconded by Andrew Wang and 
passed unanimously:   
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 MOVE THE CITY CMOVE THE CITY CMOVE THE CITY CMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AOUNCIL AOUNCIL AOUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN     
THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH PHOENIX CONCRETE & THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH PHOENIX CONCRETE & THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH PHOENIX CONCRETE & THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH PHOENIX CONCRETE &     
UNDERGROUND, LLC FOR PROJECT CONC2015, 2015 CONRETE UNDERGROUND, LLC FOR PROJECT CONC2015, 2015 CONRETE UNDERGROUND, LLC FOR PROJECT CONC2015, 2015 CONRETE UNDERGROUND, LLC FOR PROJECT CONC2015, 2015 CONRETE     
REPAIR PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $700,000.REPAIR PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $700,000.REPAIR PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $700,000.REPAIR PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $700,000.    

                        COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION TAKENTAKENTAKENTAKEN    
                        05/04/201505/04/201505/04/201505/04/2015    
    
    
    
COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----17  Consider17  Consider17  Consider17  Consider    approval of Constructapproval of Constructapproval of Constructapproval of Constructiiiion Contract with Vance Brothers, Inc. for on Contract with Vance Brothers, Inc. for on Contract with Vance Brothers, Inc. for on Contract with Vance Brothers, Inc. for 
Project P5000:  2015 Crack Seal/Micro Surfacing ProgramProject P5000:  2015 Crack Seal/Micro Surfacing ProgramProject P5000:  2015 Crack Seal/Micro Surfacing ProgramProject P5000:  2015 Crack Seal/Micro Surfacing Program    
    
On April 24, 2015 the City Clerk opened bids for Project P5000, 2015 Crack Seal/Micro 
Surfacing Program.  The following three bids were received: 
 
  Vance Brothers, Inc.  $270,110.74 
  Intermountain Slurry Seal  $325,188.46 
  Pavement Management              $336,142.15 
  Engineer’s Estimate   $367,163.20 
 
Keith Bredehoeft noted this contract consists of two separate maintenance programs at 
various locations throughout the City.  A Micro Surfacing program, which is a 
maintenance tool to assist in preserving the existing asphalt pavement, thus extending 
the pavements life cycle; and a Crack Seal program which seals existing cracks in the 
asphalt pavement.  Sealing cracks and joints helps to prevent water from entering the 
base of the pavement.   
 
There is $312,000.00 budgeted for these projects and the contract will be awarded for 
that amount.  Locations of work will be increased to utilize the $312,000 budget.   City 
staff has reviewed the bids for accuracy and found no errors.  Funding is available in the 
2015 Capital Infrastructure Program Project P5000. 
 
Dan Runion confirmed the base bid unit stays the same with additional work being 
added to reach the budgeted amount.   
 
Steve Noll made the following motion, which was seconded by Brooke Morehead and 
passed unanimously:   
 
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN     

THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH VANCE BROTHERS,THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH VANCE BROTHERS,THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH VANCE BROTHERS,THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH VANCE BROTHERS,    
INC FOR PROJECT P5000:  2015 CRACK SEAL/MICRO INC FOR PROJECT P5000:  2015 CRACK SEAL/MICRO INC FOR PROJECT P5000:  2015 CRACK SEAL/MICRO INC FOR PROJECT P5000:  2015 CRACK SEAL/MICRO     
SURFACING PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $SURFACING PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $SURFACING PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $SURFACING PROGRAM IN THE AMOUNT OF $312312312312,000.,000.,000.,000.    

                        COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION TAKENTAKENTAKENTAKEN    
                        05/04/201505/04/201505/04/201505/04/2015    
    
    
COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----18  Consider approval of Construction Contract with Metro Asphalt, Inc. for 18  Consider approval of Construction Contract with Metro Asphalt, Inc. for 18  Consider approval of Construction Contract with Metro Asphalt, Inc. for 18  Consider approval of Construction Contract with Metro Asphalt, Inc. for 
Project P5001:  2015 Street RepairProject P5001:  2015 Street RepairProject P5001:  2015 Street RepairProject P5001:  2015 Street Repair    ProgramProgramProgramProgram    
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On April 24, 2015, the City Clerk opened bids for Project P5001, 2015 Street Repair 
Program. The following five bids were received:  

Metro Asphalt, Inc.       $114,199.30 

Little Joe’s Asphalt, Inc.             $130,205.20 

McAnany Construction, Inc.                $137,562.00 

Pavement Management $143,526.50 

Seal- O- Matic Paving Company, Inc. $182,692.65 

Engineers Estimate                            $150,933.00 

 
Keith Bredehoeft noted this program consists of asphalt street repairs at various 
locations throughout the City.  The program also addresses areas where settlement or 
deterioration has occurred, and makes repairs to those areas. 
 
There is $150,000 budgeted for this project and the contract will be awarded for that 
amount.  Locations of repairs will be increased to utilize the $150,000 budget.  City staff 
has reviewed the bids for accuracy and found no errors.  Funding is available in the 
2015 Capital Infrastructure Program Project P5001. 
    
Steve Noll made the following motion, which was seconded by Eric Mikkelson and 
passed unanimously:   
 
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN UTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN     

THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH METRO ASPHALT, WITH METRO ASPHALT, WITH METRO ASPHALT, WITH METRO ASPHALT,     
INC., FOR PROJECT P5001:  2015 STREET REPAIR PROGRAMINC., FOR PROJECT P5001:  2015 STREET REPAIR PROGRAMINC., FOR PROJECT P5001:  2015 STREET REPAIR PROGRAMINC., FOR PROJECT P5001:  2015 STREET REPAIR PROGRAM    
ININININ    THE AMOUNT OF $THE AMOUNT OF $THE AMOUNT OF $THE AMOUNT OF $150,150,150,150,000.000.000.000.    

                        COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION TAKENTAKENTAKENTAKEN    
                        05/04/201505/04/201505/04/201505/04/2015    
    
    
    
COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----19  Consider approval of 19  Consider approval of 19  Consider approval of 19  Consider approval of Emerald Ash Borer Tree Removal and Treatment Emerald Ash Borer Tree Removal and Treatment Emerald Ash Borer Tree Removal and Treatment Emerald Ash Borer Tree Removal and Treatment 
PlanPlanPlanPlan    
    
Keith Bredehoeft reported the Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) will affect approximately 700 
ash trees located on City owned right of way and parks.  EAB has been identified to be 
present in Prairie Village and will have a significant presence in the near future and will 
eventually kill all ash trees.  This year is the second of a multi-year plan for removal, 
replacement, and treatment of Ash trees.  This proactive approach will spread the 
impacts over multiple years and prevent a situation where all the ash trees are dead at 
one time.  In 2014 approximately 100 Ash trees were removed and replacement trees 
were planted. 
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There is $100,000 in the 2015 budget for addressing the EAB issue.  We will continue 
the removal and replacement of Ash trees in 2015 as well as treat Ash trees in areas 
where there is a high concentration of right of way Ash trees on a given street.  The 
treatment process is being used as a way to manage the removal of all the Ash trees 
without having significant visual impacts due to removing all the trees in just a few years 
time.   
 
There are less than 10 streets and about 50 trees that have been identified for 
treatment.  Staff anticipates treating these trees for about 10 years while the other Ash 
trees on those streets that will be removed this year can grow thus minimizing the visual 
impact of the Ash tree removal.  It is proposed that City staff perform the treatments 
under the direction of Bill Billings, Field Superintendent and Certified Arborist.  The first 
year cost will be the highest yearly cost as we will treat all 50 trees and purchase the 
treatment equipment.  The first year cost of treating will be under $10,000 and the future 
cost will average under $3,000 per year as treatment is only required every other year. 
Funding is available in the 2015 Public Works Operating Budget. 
 
The Tree Board assisted with these recommendations and members of the board rated 
all the ash trees in the inventory last year.  
 
On streets where treatment is proposed letters and maps showing the removals and 
trees planned for treatment to all the residents on that street.  We want all the residents 
to understand this removal and treatment process even if they do not have an Ash tree 
adjacent to their property.  We will get comments from residents and adjust the 
removal/treatment plan as appropriate. 
 
On streets where treatment is not being considered staff will communicate with each 
resident prior to removal so they fully understand the issue and get their input as to the 
type of replacement tree.  This process worked well in 2014.  The website will be 
updated with details of the 2015 plan as well. 
 
Steve Noll confirmed that the trees treated will eventually succumb to the disease.  Mr. 
Bredehoeft noted that residents will be allowed to treat their trees as long as they want.  
 
Brooke Morehead confirmed the tree removal contract for this work had followed the bid 
process. 
    
Steve Noll made the following motion, which was seconded by Terrence Gallagher and 
passed unanimously:   
 
 MOVE THE CITY MOVE THE CITY MOVE THE CITY MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL ACOUNCIL ACOUNCIL ACOUNCIL APPROVE THE EAB ASH TREE PPROVE THE EAB ASH TREE PPROVE THE EAB ASH TREE PPROVE THE EAB ASH TREE     

REMOVAL AND TREATMENT PLAN AS PRESENTED BY STAFFREMOVAL AND TREATMENT PLAN AS PRESENTED BY STAFFREMOVAL AND TREATMENT PLAN AS PRESENTED BY STAFFREMOVAL AND TREATMENT PLAN AS PRESENTED BY STAFF    
                        COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION TAKENTAKENTAKENTAKEN    
                        05/04/201505/04/201505/04/201505/04/2015    
    
    
COU2015COU2015COU2015COU2015----20   Consider approval of amendment to 120   Consider approval of amendment to 120   Consider approval of amendment to 120   Consider approval of amendment to 1----301 301 301 301 ––––    Appointive OfficesAppointive OfficesAppointive OfficesAppointive Offices    



10 
 

    
Quinn Bennion stated that per City Code, the Mayor appoints city officials with the 
consent of City Council. The current term is four years for all positions. It is 
recommended that the term be modified to two years for nonemployee held offices. 
 
The new amendment includes the following changes: 

• Two year terms for City Attorney, Assistant City Attorney, Municipal Judge, City 
Prosecutor, City Engineer, City Architect and City Treasurer (nonemployee held 
offices). 

• The Municipal Judge position is added to the list of appointed officials. The 
appointment of the Municipal Judge position is also included in Chapter 9 of the 
Municipal Code. 

• Salary ranges of employee positions are included in the annual Resolution and 
for nonemployee appointed positions the salary will be included within an 
agreement or letter of understanding. 

 
The positions of City Architect, City Engineer and Assistant City Attorney are currently 
vacant, but may be desired in the future. 
 
Jori Nelson asked if the open positions have funds budgeted for them.  Mr. Bennion 
replied that they did not.   
 
Eric Mikkelson asked what the intent of the change from salaried positions to a contract.  
Mr. Bennion replied as it is currently done the salaries are approved both in a salary 
resolution as a range and again in the claims ordinance.  A contract or letter of 
understanding would provide a more accurate accounting.  
 
Eric Mikkelson asked what the difference was in the level of approval needed.  City 
Attorney Katie Logan responded the approval by ordinance requires a majority vote of 
the Council or 7 votes.  The approval of a contract or resolution would require a simple 
majority of the quorum present.   
 
Andrew Wang asked why the change was being proposed from 4 years to 2 years.  
 
Mayor Wassmer stated she requested the change noting that as a new mayor she is not 
familiar with the work of these appointed positions and a two year appointment would 
provide time for their performance to be evaluated without committing to four years.  
She noted these appointments were previously two year appointments.  The City Clerk 
confirmed the length of the appointments changed from two to four years with the 
change in the length of the Mayor’s term of office.   
    
Steve Noll made the following motion, which was seconded by Brooke Morehead and 
passed unanimously:   
 
 MOVE THE MOVE THE MOVE THE MOVE THE GOVERNING BODY ADOPT ORDINANCEGOVERNING BODY ADOPT ORDINANCEGOVERNING BODY ADOPT ORDINANCEGOVERNING BODY ADOPT ORDINANCE2330233023302330        

AMENDING SECTAMENDING SECTAMENDING SECTAMENDING SECTIONIONIONION    1111----301 ENTITLED “APPOINTIVE OFFICES; 301 ENTITLED “APPOINTIVE OFFICES; 301 ENTITLED “APPOINTIVE OFFICES; 301 ENTITLED “APPOINTIVE OFFICES;     
TERMS AND SALARY” OF ARTICLE 3 ENTITLED “OFFICERS TERMS AND SALARY” OF ARTICLE 3 ENTITLED “OFFICERS TERMS AND SALARY” OF ARTICLE 3 ENTITLED “OFFICERS TERMS AND SALARY” OF ARTICLE 3 ENTITLED “OFFICERS     
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AND EMPLOYEES” OF CHAPTER 1 ENTITLED “ADMINISTRATION”AND EMPLOYEES” OF CHAPTER 1 ENTITLED “ADMINISTRATION”AND EMPLOYEES” OF CHAPTER 1 ENTITLED “ADMINISTRATION”AND EMPLOYEES” OF CHAPTER 1 ENTITLED “ADMINISTRATION”    
OF THE PRAIRIE VILLAGE MUNICIPAL CODE.OF THE PRAIRIE VILLAGE MUNICIPAL CODE.OF THE PRAIRIE VILLAGE MUNICIPAL CODE.OF THE PRAIRIE VILLAGE MUNICIPAL CODE.    

                        COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION TAKENTAKENTAKENTAKEN    
                        05/04/201505/04/201505/04/201505/04/2015    
 
    
Council President Ashley Weaver recessed the committee meeting to allow for the 
regularly scheduled city council meeting and noted the meeting would be reconvened 
after the conclusion of the Council meeting.   
    
                        COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION COUNCIL ACTION TAKENTAKENTAKENTAKEN    
                        05/04/201505/04/201505/04/201505/04/2015    
    
    
    
Council President Ashley Weaver moved to reconvene the committee meeting at 9:49 
p.m. The motioned was seconded by Andrew Wang and passed unanimously.  
 
PRESENTATION of 2016 Significant Budget ConsiderationsPRESENTATION of 2016 Significant Budget ConsiderationsPRESENTATION of 2016 Significant Budget ConsiderationsPRESENTATION of 2016 Significant Budget Considerations    
Finance Director Lisa Santa Maria presented the 2016 Significant Budget 
Considerations. The 2016 budget objectives include maintaining high quality services, 
programs, quality streets, parks and infrastructure; continuing strong financial condition 
and maintaining AAA bond rating; increasing financial transparency and citizen 
participation; emphasize the Equipment Reserve Fund for non-routine equipment 
purchases; budget for General Fund balance to be 25% of revenues; and tighten the 
actual budget ratio by reducing and more reliance on contingency.  
 
She noted that the Council would be looking at the operating budget only. Restricted 
funds cannot be changed by the Council. She also noted that the Equipment Reserve 
Fund was established to plan for high cost purchases. By setting aside funds in advance 
of major purchases, it keeps expenditures more level from year to year. 
 
Lisa Santa Maria highlighted City Expenditure categories including Personal Services, 
Contract Services, Commodities, and Capital Outlay. Other uses of city funds include 
the Economic Development Fund, Solid Waste Fund, Storm Water Utility Fund, Alcohol 
Tax Fund, CID Funds, and Unrestricted Funds. Quinn Bennion explained the Economic 
Development Fund is restricted; however, it is self restricted  
 
Dan Runion asked what personnel costs were. Lisa Santa Maria reported that had not 
been determined yet. Quinn Bennion will make a recommendation at the next budget 
meeting.  
 
Lisa Santa Maria reported budget increases for the Mayor and Council; Public Works to 
conduct bridge inspections, tree removal, and utility costs; Public Safety for vehicles, 
utilities, and pension administration; and the overall budget due to aging computers.  
 
Lisa Santa Maria outlined upcoming budget dates. 
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Eric Mikkelson stated he is not comfortable that there are not opportunities for budget 
decreases. Lisa Santa Maria replied that the budget discussions are on large ticket 
items only. She has a line by line budget available for review.  
    
    
    
ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
With no further business to come before the Council Committee of the Whole, Council 
President Ashley Weaver adjourned the meeting at 10:05 p.m.   
 
 
 
Ashley Weaver 
Council President 
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    Council MembersCouncil MembersCouncil MembersCouncil Members    
    Mark Your CalendarsMark Your CalendarsMark Your CalendarsMark Your Calendars    

May May May May 18181818,,,,    2015201520152015 
  
 
May 2015May 2015May 2015May 2015    Stacy Krieg exhibit in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
May 18 City Council Meeting 
May 23 Prairie Village Pool Opens 
May 25 City offices closed in observance of Memorial Day 
 
June 2015June 2015June 2015June 2015    Shawnee Mission East Co-Lab exhibit in the R.G. Endres Gallery    
June 1 City Council Meeting 
June 12 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 8:00 p.m. 
June 15 City Council Meeting 
 
July 2015July 2015July 2015July 2015    Senior Arts Council exhibit in the R.G. Endres Gallery    
July 3 City Offices closed in observance of July 4th Holiday 
July 4 VillageFest Celebration 
July 6 City Council Meeting 
July 10 Artist reception in the R. G. Endres Gallery 6:30 – 8:00 p.m. 
July 20 City Council Meeting 
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