
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE 
 

July 5, 2016 
 

Council Committee Meeting 6:00 p.m. 
 

City Council Meeting 7:30 p.m.  
 



 

*Counci*Counci*Counci*Council Action Requested the same night      l Action Requested the same night      l Action Requested the same night      l Action Requested the same night          
 

COUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE    
Council ChambersCouncil ChambersCouncil ChambersCouncil Chambers    

Tuesday, July 05, 2016Tuesday, July 05, 2016Tuesday, July 05, 2016Tuesday, July 05, 2016    
6:00 PM6:00 PM6:00 PM6:00 PM    

    
AGENDAAGENDAAGENDAAGENDA    

    
    
TED ODELLTED ODELLTED ODELLTED ODELL,,,,    COUNCIL PRESIDENT COUNCIL PRESIDENT COUNCIL PRESIDENT COUNCIL PRESIDENT     
        
AGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSIONAGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSIONAGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSIONAGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION    
 

 Northeast Johnson County Chamber update 
Deb Settle 

 
 Highlawn Cemetery presentation 

Marianne Noll 
 

*COU2016-42 Consider approval of the design agreement with Affinis Corp for the 
design of the 2017 Mission Road Rehabilitation Project from 75th Street 
to 84th Terrace 
Keith Bredehoeft 

 
 Teen Council program review and discussion 

 
 



 
 

PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 

Council Committee Meeting Date:Council Committee Meeting Date:Council Committee Meeting Date:Council Committee Meeting Date:    July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016    
Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:    July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016    

    
    
CONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDER    DESIGN DESIGN DESIGN DESIGN AGREEMENTAGREEMENTAGREEMENTAGREEMENT    WITH AFFINIS CORPWITH AFFINIS CORPWITH AFFINIS CORPWITH AFFINIS CORP    FOR THE DESIGN OF THFOR THE DESIGN OF THFOR THE DESIGN OF THFOR THE DESIGN OF THE E E E 
2017201720172017        MISSION ROAD REHABILMISSION ROAD REHABILMISSION ROAD REHABILMISSION ROAD REHABILITATION PROJECT FROMITATION PROJECT FROMITATION PROJECT FROMITATION PROJECT FROM    77775TH5TH5TH5TH    STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO 84TH   84TH   84TH   84TH       
TERRACETERRACETERRACETERRACE....    

    
RERERERECOMMENDATIONCOMMENDATIONCOMMENDATIONCOMMENDATION    

Move to approve the design agreement with Affinis Corp for the design of the 2017 
Mission Road Rehabilitation Project from 75th Street to 84th Terrace for $91,005. 

BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    

This agreement is for the design of the 2017 Mission Road Rehabilitation project form 
75th Street to 84th Terrace.  The final design will include rehabilitation of the pavement, 
concrete replacement, drainage improvements, and well as other items of work including 
continuing the pedestrian lighting from the 71st Street corridor to 83rd Street.  
Construction is anticipated to begin in the late spring of 2017.   

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    

Funding for the design of this project is as follows- 
 
2016 CARS CIP Project    $75,000.00 
Additional Street Funds    $16,005.00 
       ____________  
TOTAL         $91,005.00 
    

RELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISION    

TR1c. Ensure that infrastructure improvements meet the needs of all transportation 
users. 

CFS3a. Ensure streets and sidewalks are in good condition by conducting maintenance 
and repairs as needed. 

ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    

1. Design Agreement with Affinis Corp 

PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    

Melissa Prenger, Sr Project Manager     June 30, 2016 
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AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER     
    

ForForForFor    
    

DESIGN SERVICESDESIGN SERVICESDESIGN SERVICESDESIGN SERVICES    
    
OfOfOfOf    
        

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT MIMIMIMIRDRDRDRD0005000500050005----    2012012012017777    CARS PROJECTCARS PROJECTCARS PROJECTCARS PROJECT    
    

MISSION ROAD 7MISSION ROAD 7MISSION ROAD 7MISSION ROAD 75555thththth    STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO 84848484THTHTHTH    STREETSTREETSTREETSTREET    
    
    
    
    

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 corporation with offices at 8900 
Indian Creek Parkway, Suite 450, Overland Park, KS, 66210 hereinafter called the “ConsultantConsultantConsultantConsultant”....    
    
WITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHEREAS,EAS,EAS,EAS, the City has determined a need to retain a professional engineering 
firm to provide civil engineering services for the    Design of the 2017 CARS Project hereinafter called the 
“ProjectProjectProjectProject”, 
 
AAAAND WHEREAS, ND WHEREAS, ND WHEREAS, ND 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 City ResponsibilitiesCity ResponsibilitiesCity ResponsibilitiesCity Responsibilities    
    
A.A.A.A. Project Definition Project Definition Project Definition Project Definition     The City is preparing to design and construct roadway and stormwater 

improvements throughout the city as part of CARS Programs.  

B.B.B.B. City Representative City Representative City Representative City Representative     The City has designated, Melissa Prenger, Public Works Senior Project 
Manager, to act as the City’s representative with respect to the services to be performed or 
furnished by the Consultant under this Agreement.  Such person shall have authority to transmit 
instructions, receive information, interpret and define the City’s policies and decisions with respect 
to the Consultant’s services for the Project. 

C.C.C.C. Existing Existing Existing Existing DDDData and ata and ata and ata and RRRRecords ecords ecords ecords     The City shall make available to the Consultant all existing data and 
records relevant to the Project such as, maps, plans, correspondence files and other information 
possessed by the City that is relevant to the Project.  Consultant shall not be responsible for 
verifying or ensuring the accuracy of any information or content supplied by City or any other Project 
participant unless specifically defined by the scope of work, nor ensuring that such information or 
content does not violate or infringe any law or other third party rights.  However, Consultant shall 
promptly advise the City, in writing, of any inaccuracies in the information provided or any other 
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violation or infringement of any law or third party rights that Consultant observes. City shall 
indemnify Consultant for any infringement claims resulting from Consultant’s use of such content, 
materials or documents. 

D.D.D.D. Review For Approval Review For Approval Review For Approval Review For Approval     The City shall review all criteria, design elements and documents as to the 
City requirements for the Project, including objectives, constraints, performance requirements and 
budget limitations. 

E.E.E.E. Standard Details Standard Details Standard Details Standard Details     The City shall provide copies of all existing standard details and documentation 
for use by the Consultant for the project. 

F.F.F.F. Submittal Review Submittal Review Submittal Review Submittal Review     The City shall diligently review all submittals presented by the Consultant in a 
timely manner.    

G.G.G.G. The City has funded the 2017 CARS Project with this street: 

1. Mission Road (75th Street to 84th Street)  
 

 
 
Article IIArticle IIArticle IIArticle II Consultant ResponsibilitiesConsultant ResponsibilitiesConsultant ResponsibilitiesConsultant Responsibilities 
A.A.A.A. Professional Engineering Services Professional Engineering Services Professional Engineering Services Professional Engineering Services The Consultant shall either perform for or furnish to the City 

professional engineering services and related services in all phases of the Project to which this 
Agreement applies as hereinafter provided.   

B.B.B.B. Prime Consultant Prime Consultant Prime Consultant Prime Consultant The Consultant shall serve as the prime professional Consultant for the City on 
this Project. 

C.C.C.C. Standard Care Standard Care Standard Care Standard Care The standard of care for all professional consulting services and related 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’s profession, practicing under similar conditions at the 
same time and in the same locality.   

D.D.D.D. Consultant Representative Consultant Representative Consultant Representative Consultant Representative Designate a person to act as the Consultant’s representative with 
respect to the services to be performed or furnished by the Consultant under this Agreement.  Such 
person shall have authority to transmit instructions, receive information, and make decisions with 
respect to the Consultant’s services for the Project. 

 

 

Article IIIArticle IIIArticle IIIArticle III Scope of ServicesScope of ServicesScope of ServicesScope of Services    
A.A.A.A. Design Phase:Design Phase:Design Phase:Design Phase: Upon receipt of notice to proceed from the City, the Consultant shall provide all 

consulting services related to this project including, but not limited, to these phases and tasks. The 
scope is generally defined below. 

1. Schedule and attend one startup meeting with City to confirm project goals, schedule, budget 
and expectations.   

2. Schedule and attend up to three (3) utility coordination meetings.  Request utility comments, 
coordinate planned relocations among agencies and verify relocation/adjustment schedule. 

3. Conduct field reconnaissance with City to evaluate and identify: 
a. Design issues. 
b. Identify existing drainage components in project area (location, size, material, capacity, 

storm design adequacy and condition). 
c. Need for drainage improvements. 
d. Need for full depth pavement repairs. 
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e. Need for sidewalk replacement.  
f. Location for new sidewalk. 
g. Need for curb and gutter replacement. 
h. Need for and limits of driveway replacement.  
i. Need for which type of ADA ramps.  
j. Utility locations and conflicts. 
k. Tree conflicts. 

4. Determine and design storm sewer system modifications resulting from roadway configuration 
changes. 

5. Perform topographic survey of project locations where curb Inlets will be adjusted or features 
may change. Survey scope assumes six inlet locations.  

6. Gather aerial and topographic data from Johnson County AIMS mapping for project locations 
that are not topographically surveyed. 

7. Prepare preliminary construction plans (60%). 

a. Project title sheet. 

b. General site plan showing and identifying surface features such as street right-of-way, edge 
of pavement, sidewalks, driveways, boring locations, trees, house outline, address, owner 
name based on latest AIMS coverage data, irrigation systems, known electronic dog fences 
and any other pertinent surface feature.  

c. Plan sheets for street improvements showing all utilities, sanitary sewer, water, gas, electric, 
telephone, traffic signals, and street lights, as well as all conflicts and test pits.  Profiles will 
be provided for streets when a topographic survey is performed. 

d. Typical sections. 

e. Cross sections for streets with a detailed topographic survey. Intersection details showing 
the elevation and drainage pattern information. 

f. Construction phasing showing temporary traffic control measures per MUTCD for various 
phases of construction.  

g. Pavement marking and signing measures per MUTCD. 

h. Erosion control plan. 

i. City details drawings and other special details pertinent to the project. 

j. Street lighting plans for pedestrian scale lighting along west sidewalk. 

8. Submit one set (one full size and one half size) of preliminary (60% completion) construction 
plans for City review.   

9. Present one set (half size) of preliminary plans to appropriate governmental agencies and utility 
companies requesting comments and verification of potential conflicts. 

10. Perform field check with City. 

11. Schedule, prepare for and attend one (1) public meeting for the 2017 CARS project.  The City 
will be responsible for sending notifications to the residents and property owners. 

12. Present a detailed opinion of probable construction cost of City defined construction pay  items 
with quantities and current unit costs.  Add to the total construction cost, a contingency of 15 
percent. 

13. Attend and prepare minutes for up to six (6) project meetings and disperse the minutes to City 
representative and all other attendees within five working days. 
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14. Prepare final documents based of review and comments from City and other review agencies of 
the preliminary plans. 

15. Submit one half size set of final (95%) plans and specifications for City review. 

16. Submit one half-size set of final (95%) plans and specifications to other appropriate 
governmental agencies and utility companies with identification of significant changes to 
preliminary design plans. 

17. Prepare a final opinion of probable construction cost.   

18. Prepare bid documents for oneoneoneone    bid packagebid packagebid packagebid package using the City’s standard documents for to be 
included in the 2017 Paving Project.   

19. Provide one hard copy and electronic copy of any report or plans.  Provide files of the plans in 
PDF Format. 
 

B.B.B.B. Bidding Bidding Bidding Bidding Services Services Services Services PhasePhasePhasePhase    

Bidding Service will be provided with the 2017 Paving Program and are not included in this scope. 

C.C.C.C. Construction ServicesConstruction ServicesConstruction ServicesConstruction Services    PhasePhasePhasePhase 
Construction Services will be provided with the 2017 Paving Program and are not included in this 
scope. 
 

Article IVArticle IVArticle IVArticle IV Time ScheduleTime ScheduleTime ScheduleTime Schedule 
A.A.A.A. Timely Progress Timely Progress Timely Progress Timely Progress The Consultant's services under this Agreement have been agreed to in 

anticipation of timely, orderly and continuous progress of the Project.   

B.B.B.B. Authorization to Proceed Authorization to Proceed Authorization to Proceed Authorization to Proceed If the City fails to give prompt written authorization to proceed with any 
phase of services after completion of the immediately preceding phase, the Consultant shall be 
entitled to equitable adjustment of rates and amounts of compensations to reflect reasonable costs 
incurred by the Consultant as a result of the delay or changes in the various elements that comprise 
such rates of compensation. 

C.C.C.C. Default NeitherDefault NeitherDefault NeitherDefault Neither City nor Consultant shall be considered in default of this Agreement for delays in 
performance caused by circumstances beyond the reasonable control of the nonperforming party.  
For purposes of this Agreement, such circumstances include, but are not limited to, abnormal 
weather conditions; floods; earthquakes; fire; epidemics; war, riots, and other civil disturbances; 
strikes, lockouts, work slowdowns, and other labor disturbances; sabotage; judicial restraint; and 
delay in or inability to procure permits, licenses, or authorizations from any local, state, or federal 
agency for any of the supplies, materials, accesses, or services required to be provided by either 
City or Consultant under this Agreement.  Should such circumstances occur, the consultant shall 
within a reasonable time of being prevented from performing, give written notice to the City 
describing the circumstances preventing continued performance and the efforts being made to 
resume performance of this Agreement. 

D.D.D.D. Completion Schedule Completion Schedule Completion Schedule Completion Schedule Recognizing that time is of the essence, the Consultant proposes to complete 
the scope of services as specified in the Scope of Services:  

  Design Phase   Due by January 13, 2017 

  Bid Advertisement Date February 3, 2017      

  Letting Date   February 27, 2017 

      

Article VArticle VArticle VArticle V CompensationCompensationCompensationCompensation    
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A.A.A.A. Maximum Compensation Maximum Compensation Maximum Compensation Maximum Compensation The City agrees to pay the Consultant as maximum compensation as 
defined in Exhibit B for the scope of services the following fee is $91,005.00. 

B.B.B.B. Invoices Invoices Invoices Invoices The compensation will be invoiced by phase, detailing the position, hours and appropriate 
hourly rates (which include overhead and profit) for Consultant’s personnel classifications and the 
Direct Non-Salary Costs.  

C.C.C.C. Direct NonDirect NonDirect NonDirect Non----Salary Costs Salary Costs Salary Costs Salary Costs The term “Direct Non-Salary Costs” shall include the Consultant payments 
in connection with the Project to other consultants, transportation, and reproduction costs.  
Payments will be billed to the City at actual cost.  Transportation, including use of survey vehicle or 
automobile will be charged at the IRS rate in effect during the billing period.  Reproduction work and 
materials will be charged at actual cost for copies submitted to the City. 

D.D.D.D. Monthly Invoices Monthly Invoices Monthly Invoices Monthly Invoices All invoices must be submitted monthly for all services rendered in the previous 
month.  The Consultant will invoice the City on forms approved by the City.  All properly prepared 
invoices shall be accompanied by a documented breakdown of expenses incurred and description 
of work accomplished.      

E.E.E.E. Fee Change Fee Change Fee Change Fee Change The maximum fee shall not be changed unless adjusted by Change Order mutually 
agreed upon by the City and the Consultant prior to incurrence of any expense.  The Change Order 
will be for major changes in scope, time or complexity of Project. 

 

Article VIArticle VIArticle VIArticle VI General ProvisionsGeneral ProvisionsGeneral ProvisionsGeneral Provisions 
A.A.A.A. Opinion of Probable Cost and SchedulOpinion of Probable Cost and SchedulOpinion of Probable Cost and SchedulOpinion of Probable Cost and Schedule: e: e: e: Since the Consultant has no control over the cost of labor, 

materials or equipment furnished by Contractors, or over competitive bidding or market conditions, 
the opinion of probable Project cost, construction cost or project schedules are based on the 
experience and best judgment of the Consultant, but the Consultant cannot and does not guarantee 
the costs or that actual schedules will not vary from the Consultant's projected schedules. 

B.B.B.B. Quantity ErrorsQuantity ErrorsQuantity ErrorsQuantity Errors: Negligent quantity miscalculations or omissions because of the Consultant’s error 
shall be brought immediately to the City’s attention.  The Consultant shall not charge the City for the 
time and effort of checking and correcting the errors to the City’s satisfaction. 

C.C.C.C. Reuse of Reuse of Reuse of Reuse of Consultant Consultant Consultant Consultant Documents:Documents:Documents:Documents: All documents including the plans and specifications provided or 
furnished by the Consultant pursuant to this Agreement are instruments of service in respect of the 
Project.  The Consultant shall retain an ownership and property interest upon payment therefore 
whether or not the Project is completed.  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's sole 
risk and without liability to the Consultant.  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 documents. 

D.D.D.D. Reuse of City Documents Reuse of City Documents Reuse of City Documents Reuse of City Documents 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.  

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

1. Workers’ Compensation -- Statutory Limits, with Employer’s Liability limits of $100,000 each 
employee, $500,000 policy limit;  

2. 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;  
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3. Commercial Automobile Liability for bodily injury and property damage with limits of not less 
than $1,000,000 each accident for all owned, non-owned and hired automobiles;  

4. 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.   

5. In addition, Consultant agrees to require all consultants and sub-consultants 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. 

F.F.F.F. Insurance Carrier Rating Insurance Carrier Rating Insurance Carrier Rating Insurance Carrier Rating 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 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's Agent shall be waived.  Consultant's insurance policies shall be endorsed to indicate that 
Consultant’s insurance coverage is primary and any insurance maintained by City or City's Agent is 
non-contributing as respects the work of Consultant. 

G.G.G.G. Insurance Certificates Insurance Certificates Insurance Certificates Insurance Certificates 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's agent, and other specified interests as additional insureds thereunder. 

H.H.H.H. Waiver of Subrogation Waiver of Subrogation Waiver of Subrogation Waiver of Subrogation Coverage shall contain a waiver of subrogation in favor of the City, and its 
subdivisions, departments, officials, officers and employees. 

I.I.I.I. Consultant Negligent Act Consultant Negligent Act Consultant Negligent Act Consultant Negligent Act 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’s 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. 

J.J.J.J. 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). 

K.K.K.K. Controlling LawControlling LawControlling LawControlling Law This Agreement is to be governed by the laws of the State of Kansas. 
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L.L.L.L. Indemnity Indemnity Indemnity Indemnity 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 sub-consultants 
hired by Consultant, the Consultant agrees to indemnify City, and its agents, servants, and 
employees against all claims, damages, and losses, including reasonable attorneys’ fees and 
defense costs, caused by the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant or its sub-
consultants, to the extent and in proportion to the comparative degree of fault of the Consultant and 
its sub-consultants. 

M.M.M.M. 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. 

N.N.N.N. 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. 

O.O.O.O. 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. 

P.P.P.P. Written Consent to Assign Written Consent to Assign Written Consent to Assign Written Consent to Assign 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. 

Q.Q.Q.Q. Duty Owed by the Duty Owed by the Duty Owed by the Duty Owed by the ConsultantConsultantConsultantConsultant    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 WHEREOF:IN WITNESS WHEREOF:IN WITNESS WHEREOF:IN 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, Kansas        Affinis Corp 
 
By:      By       
Laura Wassmer, Mayor   Kristen E. Leathers, PE  

    
Address for giving notices:   Address for giving notices: 
 
City of Prairie Village    Affinis Corp 
Department of Public Works 
3535 Somerset Drive    8900 Indian Creek Parkway, Suite 450 
Prairie Village, Kansas  66208         Overland Park, KS 66210 
 
Telephone: 913-385-4640            Telephone:  913-239-1122      
Email: publicworks@pvkansas.com              Email: kleathers@affinis.us 
 
ATTEST:         APPROVED AS TO FORM BY: 
 
__________________________               ____________________________ 
Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk   Catherine P. Logan, City Attorney 

    
    

    



ADMINISTRATIONADMINISTRATIONADMINISTRATIONADMINISTRATION    
 

CoCoCoCommitteemmitteemmitteemmittee    MeetingMeetingMeetingMeeting: : : : July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016    
    
    
    

Review and discussReview and discussReview and discussReview and discuss    the Teen Council programthe Teen Council programthe Teen Council programthe Teen Council program    
    
    
 
Background: 
 
In August 2014, the City Council approved the implementation of the Teen Council Program 
and authorized the allocation of up to $500 for program costs (see attached minutes). 
 
Councilmember Jori Nelson presented the program and an ad-hoc committee was established 
to design the pilot program for Prairie Village.  The program was initiated as a Council led and 
operated program. The Council acknowledged that there would be limited staff involvement 
due to work load and other projects. 
 
The Teen Council pilot program has operated for two years – the 2014-15 & 2015-16 school 
years. Six students completed the program the first year and three students participated the 
second year. 
 
At this time, the Council will discuss the current program and future of the program. With 
school starting in mid-August, the Teen Council program will need some attention and work in 
the coming months if the third year program is to start soon. 
 
Items to consider and discuss: 

- What changes, if any, to the current program are suggested? 
- Does the Council desire to continue the program in August 2016? 
- Which Councilmembers are interested in being on the committee and managing 

the program? 
- What additional efforts can be taken to recruit interest from students (3 applied for 

the 2015-16 program)? 
- Is there a desire for staff to be more involved?  Staff does not currently manage the 

program, although there is still general staff support and coordination. If the 
program is assigned to a city staff member, it would be required to identify another 
ongoing program that will be discontinued and replaced. 

 
Attachments: 

• Excerpt of minutes – Committee of the Whole – August 4, 2014 
• Excerpt of minutes – Committee of the Whole – August 18, 2014 

 
Prepared By:  
Quinn Bennion 
City Administrator – June 30, 2016 
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CCCCIIIITYTYTYTY    COUNCILCOUNCILCOUNCILCOUNCIL    

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

                                                                                                                                                                                                    June June June June 20202020,,,,    2016201620162016    
    
    

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

June 20, 2016 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, Serena Schermoly, 

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

Courtney McFadden and Terrence Gallagher. 

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

Works Director; Melissa Prenger, Public Works Project Manager; Katie Logan, City 

Attorney; Quinn Bennion, City Administrator; Wes Jordan, Assistant City Administrator; 

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

 
INTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTSINTRODUCTION OF STUDENTS & SCOUTS    

    Mayor Wassmer welcomed Boy Scouts in attendance from Troop 283 for their 

merit badge and three students from Shawnee Mission East attending for their summer 

course in American Government.   

    
PPPPUBLIC UBLIC UBLIC UBLIC PARTICIPATIONPARTICIPATIONPARTICIPATIONPARTICIPATION    

 Ashley Stark, 7610 Russell Lane, addressed the Council regarding the existing 

animal ordinances asking for a repeal of the prohibition of pit bulls residing in the City.  
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She opposes breed specific bans, noting that any breed may demonstrate aggressive 

behaviors.  Mrs. Stark noted that as a local animal rescue group volunteer she is unable 

to foster or adopt pit bulls due to the city’s ban.  She was not aware of the pit bull ban 

when she moved into Prairie Village and wants to continue to live in Prairie Village; 

however if the ban is not repealed, they will move elsewhere.    She does not feel it is 

appropriate for the City to tell its residents what type of dog it can own. 

 Public Participation was closed at 7:50 p.m.  

    
CONSCONSCONSCONSEEEENT AGENDANT AGENDANT AGENDANT AGENDA    

 
Eric Mikkelson asked for the removal of the City Council Minutes of June 6th from 

the Consent Agenda for clarification.  He requested his comments on page 9 relative to 

the discussion on council priorities be amended to clarify that his comments were relative 

to “commercial” zoning code review and read “questioned the review of the commercial 

zoning code as a high priority.”  With that change being made Mr. Mikkelson moved for 

the approval of the City Council minutes of June 6, 2016.  The motion was seconded by 

Andrew Wang and passed unanimously. 

Brooke Morehead moved the approval of the remaining Consent Agenda items  

for June 20, 2016: 

1. Removed 
2. Approve an agreement with the Kansas City Crime Commission for the TIPS 

Hotline Crime Stoppers Program 
3. Approve the 2016-2017 School Resource Officer agreement with the Shawnee 

Mission School District 
4. Approve an Interlocal Agreement with Johnson County, Kansas for Public 

Improvement of Mission Road from 71st Street to 75th Street 
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A roll call vote was taken with the following members voting “aye”:  Weaver, 

Nelson, Schermoly, Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers, Morehead, Runion, McFadden and 

Gallagher. 

    
COMMITTEE REPORTSCOMMITTEE REPORTSCOMMITTEE REPORTSCOMMITTEE REPORTS    

Council Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the WholeCouncil Committee of the Whole    
COU2016-38   Consider approval of Agreement with Primetime Contracting for the 2016 
Parks Improvement Program 
 
 Eric Mikkelson moved the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the 

Construction Contract with Primetime Contracting Corporation for the 2016 Parks 

Projects in the amount of $222,755.75 and approve the transfer of $31,755.75 from the 

Parks Infrastructure Reserve Fund to the Project.  The motion was seconded by 

Terrance Gallagher and passed unanimously.  

COU2016-39   Consider changes to the employee handbook regarding conceal carry 
policy for employees 
 
 City Attorney Katie Logan read a recent statute the states municipalities allowing 

concealed carry of weapons are to be held harmless. 

Andrew Wang noted that the proposed change in the city’s employee handbook to 

allow conceal carry of weapons by employees is being mandated by state legislation that 

becomes effective July 1st.  The proposed revisions will bring the city into compliance 

with the legislation.  Although he and most of the city council are not supportive of the 

legislation, he moved the City Council approve the proposed amendments to Employee 

Personnel Policy 5.10 entitled “Carrying of Weapons” to be in compliance with Kansas 

State Law (House Bill 2502).  The motion was seconded by Sheila Myers.   

Eric Mikkelson stated he would be voting for the ordinance only because it is 

required to be in compliance with state law.  



4 
 

Jori Nelson stated that she cannot support this change as she does not feel it 

makes employees, the workplace or the city any safer and requested that a roll call vote 

be taken. 

A roll call vote was taken with the following votes cast:  “aye”  Weaver, Schermoly, 

Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers and Morehead; “nay” Nelson, Runion, McFadden and 

Gallagher.   

    
Planning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning CommissionPlanning Commission    
PC2016-04   Consider amendments to Zoning Ordinances in R-1a and R-1b regarding     
 

Mayor Wassmer acknowledged the presence of several residents in attendance 

and asked for a show of hands of those present for the discussion of this item.  Several 

residents raised their hands, she then asked for a show of hands of those in support of 

the proposed ordinance and of those opposed.  The majority of the individual residents 

present were in support of the proposed ordinance revisions.   

Graham Smith with Gould Evans gave a brief presentation and overview of the 

proposed changes which address the following there main areas: 

1.1.1.1. Height:  Reducing the overall building height by (a) altering how building 
height is measured; and (b) changing the maximum height in R-1B from 35 
feet to 29 feet.    

2.2.2.2. First Floor Elevation:  Amending sections of the code that apply to the first 
floor elevations new residential buildings, so that a generally applicable 
standard for building placement based on the site and grade can apply 
regardless of where the elevation of the prior existing home is.    

3.3.3.3. Side Setbacks:  Amending the side setbacks from the existing 4 feet (R-1B) 
and 5 feet (R-1A), with additional building separation requirements 
dependent on adjacent buildings, to 10% of the lot width on each side 
regardless of where adjacent structures may be.    

 
The proposed changes are the result of several meetings, work sessions and 

focus groups over the past eight months to address concerns expressed by residents 

regarding the growth in tear-downs/rebuilds taking place within the city.  Since 2010, 65 
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new homes were constructed with 58 being tear-down/rebuilds.  Through these 

discussions, consensus on some of the concepts considered was not evident and a clear 

direction could not be determined.  These items continue to be discussed and 

investigated specific to architectural design elements.      

On Tuesday, June 7th, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the 

proposed ordinance revisions.  Public comment was taken and the Planning Commission 

voted to recommend approval of the proposed revisions as presented.   

Mr. Smith noted the Governing Body can 1) adopt the ordinance as recommended 

by the Planning Commission by a majority vote, 2) revise and adopt the ordinance by a 

2/3 majority vote, 3) return the item to the Planning Commission with direction for further 

study or 4) continue the item.   

1.   Height:    
Currently height on pitched roofs is measured to the mean height of a pitched roof 

structure.  This is typically done in zoning ordinances to accommodate the different scale 

and mass that results from different pitches of roofs.    However,  it can result in buildings 

being significantly out of scale with existing development.  The maximum height 

measured from the grade to the mean of pitched roofs can be up to 35 feet, and 

consequently the overall height of some buildings could be significantly higher than 35 

feet, possibly upwards of 42 to 45 feet.   Many of the homes that have caused concern in 

neighborhoods are well within what is allowed by current standards.  The proposed 

change to address this situation is to change how height is measured in R-1A and R-1B 

so that it is measured from the top of foundation to the highest point (or “peak”) of the 

roof structure (instead of from grade to the mean of pitched roof).    

    



6 
 

Mr. Smith noted that currently the height limit in R-1A and R-1B is 35 feet.  The R-

1B lots are the smallest residential lots, allowing lots as small as 60 feet by 100 feet, with 

most typically 65 feet by 120 feet.  Existing homes originally built on these lots are 

typically 1-story, 1.5-story, or 2-story with the appearance of 1.5-story elements on the 

front elevations.  It has been determined that most new homes built, including the 

rebuilds done in 2015, are within (or could be easily modified to be within) 29 feet from 

top of foundation to the high point on the roof structure.  The proposed ordinance 

reduces building height in R-1b to 29 feet with R-1a remaining at 35 feet.  

 To build in some flexibility on height the proposed code allows the Building Official 

to accept up to a 3% tolerance from the height on any approved site plan or building 

elevation to account for field conditions or normal construction practices.   

2.   Building Elevations:   
Currently new residential structures are required to be set at the same first floor 

elevation or lower than the original structure.  This appears to be an attempt to reduce 

the scale of new homes in relation to the existing and adjacent homes.  However, in 

addressing only the first floor elevation, these standards do not adequately address this 

issue.  With the noted issues on overall building height, a new structure built at the 

elevation of a current home could still be substantially higher and out of scale with 

existing homes while meeting this standard.   

Mr. Smith noted that since many existing homes are built at grade (some “slab on 

grade”), which produces drainage problems. Often the appropriate design from a building 

code or drainage and site design process is forced to get an exception.  This, combined 

with the fact that the standards and exceptions do not seem to adequately address the 

reason for these standards to begin with (deal with building scale), caused staff to revisit 
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these standards.  The goal was to allow all lots a reasonable foundation elevation based 

on the site grade and lot, and not necessarily tie it to where an existing structure’s first 

floor elevation happens to be.  Further, since the proposed draft addresses some of the 

overall height concerns on the upper end, a more reasonable allowance for foundation 

elevations based on typical building practices seems appropriate.  The response to this 

situation is to allow all residential lots a top of foundation that is 6 inches to 24 inches 

above grade along the front façade, and to improve the current exception process for 

greater elevations with more specific criteria.    

3. Side Setbacks:   
The relationship and the scale and mass of structures adjacent to each other have 

been a big part of this discussion.  The current side setbacks – 4 feet (R-1B) and 5 feet 

(R-1A) allow structures in close proximity.  Therefore the current standards also have a 

minimum separation requirement from existing structures (12 feet in R-1B and 14 feet in 

R-1A).  Since this pins a standard to what a neighbor may or may not do, and is subject 

to change as different property owners build at different times, these types of standards 

can become difficult to administer.  Standards roughly similar to the current standards 

and keyed to the lot are being recommended.  The response to this situation is to set the 

setback at 10% of the lot width resulting in a setback for a minimum size R-1B lot of 6 

feet on each side (10% of the required 60 foot lot width) and a setback for a minimum 

size R-1A lot of 8 feet on each side (10% of the required 80 foot lot width).  This would 

result in approximately the same scale, massing and dimensions of the current building 

separation standards (12 feet and 14 feet, respectively) if each lot were built to the extent 

of the setback, yet is independent of what has been construction on the neighboring 
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property. The setback would also scale to the size of the lot, requiring a slightly greater 

setback the wider the lot is.    

    
 Eric Mikkelson confirmed that the current side yard setback in R-1a is five feet and 

that those lots generally have a wider dimension, thus the proposed change to 10% 

could result in a significant change, possibly doubling the required setback on a 100’ 

wide lot.  He would like to see more flexibility in the regulations that would maintain the 

overall desired 20% side yard setback, but not require it to be evenly distributed on each 

side.  Mr. Smith confirmed the R-1a lots are typically 125’ in width and the proposed 

change would have the greatest impact on them.   

 Mr. Jordan noted that most homes association covenants are written as a 

percentage setback, rather than a stated number.  The flexibility proposed by Mr. 

Mikkelson would allow one home’s placement to directly impact the placement of the 

neighbor’s home.  He noted the proposed code has a variance process that provides 

flexibility. 

Mr. Jordan noted the requirement for the additional side yard setback is to protect 

the neighboring property from damage and trespassing during construction on the 

adjacent lot.  Mitch Dringman noted that a home constructed within the existing 4 feet of 

the property line in R-1b has a foundation being dug approximately at the property line 

undermining decks, fences on the adjacent property and requiring contractors to trespass 

on the adjacent property with equipment.  This is the number 1 complaint received from 

neighboring property owners.   
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Mr. Gallagher agreed with Mr. Mikkelson that the 20% total side yard setback 

would provide more flexibility.  He also questioned the impact of raising first floor 

elevations above the existing elevation on water flow onto neighboring properties.   

Jori Nelson questioned the domino effect if the setback is to the property line and 

not to the structure on the adjacent property.  She would like to see some flexibility with 

perhaps a minimum identified setback with an overall side setback percentage being 

met.   

Mayor Wassmer reminded the Council that this issue has been vetted at several 

meetings by the public, by architects and the Planning Commission.  She does not feel 

the Council should throw out random numbers changing the recommendation. 

Jori Nelson noted the overall purpose is to maintain the character of 

neighborhoods and to be respectful of adjacent properties.  This has been extensively 

studied and has had significant resident input.   She urged the Council to move forward 

with the Planning Commission recommendation. 

Serena Schermoly noted at the Planning Commission meeting there was 

significant discussion on increasing the height in R-1b from 29 feet to 30 feet, noting that 

with that increase only one of the homes built in 2015 would not be in compliance with 

the new regulations.    Jori Nelson stated that the comments at the Planning Commission 

meeting supporting the increase to 30 feet were primarily from architects and builders.  

The residents in attendance strongly supported the proposed 29 feet.   

Dan Runion asked for clarification on the proposed first floor elevation increase, 

confirming a possible increase of 6” to 24”.  He asked if this addressed the issue of 

disproportionate houses next to each other.  Graham Smith replied the changes in the 

measurement of height from the midpoint to the highest point on the structure.  This 
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together with the greater side yards creates a smaller building envelope.  He noted this 

would be further addressed in the phase II discussions on mass and scale.   

Eric Mikkelson noted the amount of impervious surface would be the same with 

10% setbacks on each side and a 20% setback overall.  Ms. Nelson noted the closer the 

structure is to the neighboring structure the greater the impact would be.  Mr. Gallagher 

stated he likes the flexibility achieved with a 20% overall side yard setback opposed to a 

required 10% on each side.    

Terrence Gallagher  moved the Governing Body adopt Ordinance 2350 amending 

the Prairie Village Zoning Ordinance by amending Chapter 19.02, entitled “Definitions: by 

Amending Section 19.02.100 “”Building Height”; amending Chapter 19.06 , entitled 

“District R-1a Single Family Residential District,” by amending Sections 19.06.020 

“Height R-1a” and 29.06.030 “Side Yard (R-1a)”; amending Chapter 19.08, entitled 

“District R-1b Single Family Residential District,” by amending Sections 19.08.015 

“Height (R-1b) and 19.08.025 “Side Yard (R-1b)”; and amending Chapter 19.44, entitled 

“Height and Area Exceptions,” by amending Sections 19.44.015 “Height” and 19.44.030 

“Building Elevations”.  The motion was seconded by Brooke Morehead. 

Eric Mikkelson noted the Planning Commission voted on each code revision 

separately and stated he would like to vote on the changes individually.  He moved to 

amend the motion by requiring a minimum five foot side yard setback in R-1b within a 

20% overall side yard setback and a minimum six foot side yard setback in R-1a within a 

20% overall side yard setback.  The amendment was seconded by Jori Nelson. 

Katie Logan advised the vote on the amendment would require a simple majority.  

If adopted, the vote on the ordinance as amended would require a two-thirds majority 

vote.   
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Jori Nelson asked if what Mr. Mikkelson was attempting to achieve by his 

amendment could be achieved through the variance process.  Mr. Smith stated it would 

be possible if the requested variance met the five criteria required by state statutes.   

Mayor Wassmer noted a 10% setback on a 60’ R-1b lot would be 6 feet.  The 

proposed change would allow a lesser setback.  Sheila Myers noted this amendment fits 

the R-1a zoning district which has the wider lots resulting in a greater impact and 

questioned why it was being proposed for R-1b.   

Wes Jordan noted the proposed ordinance removes the current requirement for 

14 feet between homes in R-1a and 12 feet between homes in R-1b.  Under the 

amendment being proposed, homes could not be within 10 feet of each other.  He 

advised that this could be sent back to the Planning Commission.   Jori Nelson 

responded this has been discussed for over a year.  Serena Schermoly replied that the 

proposed amendment has not been discussed by the Commission.  Mr. Mikkelson 

suggested that the other Sections of the code could be acted upon and this section 

continued.   

Mayor Wassmer noted that the minimum requirements should be 6 feet in R-1b 

and 7 feet in R-1a to maintain the separation between homes.   

Based on the discussion, City Attorney Katie Logan, presented possible revisions 

to the proposed ordinance.   

The Council discussed whether the measurement was taken from the building 

foundation or from the building façade and the impact of cantilevers and appurtenances. 

Building Official Mitch Dringman noted they would be addressed in the design standards.  

He stated the concern he has seen from his inspections is from the location and 
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excavation of the foundation.  Cantilevers are currently limited by code to 50% of the side 

yard.   

Katie Logan presented the following new language relative to side yard setbacks 

in R-1a District and R-1b District respectively: 

A. A side yard shall be provided on each side of the lot. Such side yard on 
interior lots shall not be less than 20% in total of the lot width, but not less 
than seven (7) feet on each side, and there shall not be less than fourteen 
(14) feet between a dwelling on said lot and the dwelling located on adjacent 
property.   

 
A.   A side yard shall be provided on each side of the lot. Such side yard on 

interior lots shall not be less than 20% in total of the lot width, but not less 
than six (6) feet on each side, and there shall not be less than twelve (12) 
feet between a dwelling on said lot and the dwelling located on adjacent 
property.   

 

Terrence Gallagher amended his motion to  approve Sections 19.06.030 Side 

Yard (R-1a) and 19.08.025 Side Yard (R-1b) as revised.  Brooke Morehead seconded 

the amendment.   

Eric Mikkelson withdrew his amendment. 

The amended motion was voted on by a roll call vote with the following votes cast:   

“aye”  Weaver, Nelson, Schermoly, Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers, Morehead, 

McFadden, Gallagher and Wassmer; voting “nay” Runion.  Mayor Wassmer declared the 

ordinance adopted.  She thanked the residents for their input and the committee and staff 

for the hours of work that went into this zoning change.  She particularly acknowledge to 

leadership and work of Assistant City Administrator Wes Jordan.   

 
Mayor’s ReportMayor’s ReportMayor’s ReportMayor’s Report    

Mayor Wassmer expressed the city’s support and sympathies to the victims of 

Orlando and to Council members dealing with serious family issues.  Over the past weeks 
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she represented the City at the MARC Regional Leadership Awards Luncheon, The First 

Suburbs Coalition Awards Ceremony honoring the cities of Mission and Roeland Park.  Mr. 

Bennion and Mr. Mikkelson accepted an award from Tobacco 21/KC for the city’s leadership 

and participation in this initiative.  She attended going away functions for city staff Nolan 

Sunderman and Donna Blake.  She and Mr. Bennion met with Public Works Field 

Superintendent James Carney.  Mayor Wassmer distributed to Council a survey completed 

by Cerner on desired housing, transportation, services and community amenities being 

sought by young adults in the next ten years.  She reported on recent Johnson/Wyandotte 

Mayors Meeting  and noted that she and Wes Jordan would be participating in a Kansas City 

Area Council panel on local teardowns/rebuilds.  Mayor Wassmer encouraged those Council 

members that are able to attend the ground breaking for the Mission Chateau project on 

Wednesday morning at 9 a.m. 

    
STAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTSSTAFF REPORTS    
Public SafetyPublic SafetyPublic SafetyPublic Safety    

• Chief Schwartzkopf noted the court date for the individual recently removed from 
the pool complex is September 8th 

• The fatality accident at 75th and Belinder is still under investigation 
• Corporal Adam Taylor recently was inducted into the Special Olympics Hall of 

Fame for his work and support of Special Olympics.   
 

Public WorksPublic WorksPublic WorksPublic Works    
• Mr. Bredehoeft provided an update on Mission Road 71st to 75th Street.  All 

sidewalk easements on the east have been acquired. 
• Work is continuing in conjunction with the City of Overland Park on 75th Street 

west of Mission Road to Metcalf. 
• Meadowbrook Project is on-going.  The city inspector for the project is monitoring 

the removal of trees.   
• Public Works crews are planting flowers.   

 
Sheila Myers noted the traffic backup on Mission Road due to the construction and asked 
if that should be anticipated after completion of the project.  Mr. Bredehoeft replied it is 
primarily due to the construction and he does not anticipate it to continue after the project 
is complete.  Jori Nelson asked when the project would be completed.  Mr. Bredehoeft 
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replied street work would be completed by late July/early August in time for school 
openings.   
 
Jori Nelson thanked Chief Schwartzkopf on the placement of “No Truck Traffic” signs on 
63rd Street.  She asked if staff had gotten cost estimates for railings to be placed along 
75th Street in front of the preschool.  Mr. Bredehoeft noted he was gathering data as 
requested and has not received cost estimates.  Andrew Wang did not see how the 
properties at 75th and Rosewood were in any greater danger from traffic going off the 
roadway onto their property than any other properties along 75th Street.  

 
ADMINISTRATIONADMINISTRATIONADMINISTRATIONADMINISTRATION    

• Lisa Santa Maria stated the CAFR was complete and has been placed on the 
city’s website.  She expects to receive the printed documents shortly.      

• Wes Jordan stated the RFP for Solid Waste Services will be published on 
Tuesday with proposals due July 21 and the recommendation coming to City 
Council at the first meeting in August.     

• Quinn Bennion reported that he had followed up with VanTrust regarding the 
senior living component of the Meadowbrook Project.  Legends is not pursuing the 
site, but they are in final negotiations with another provider.  When selected, they 
will be introduced to the City Council.      

• Mr. Bennion has begun the search for a new Assistant to the City Administrator.      
 
 

OLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESSOLD BUSINESS    

    There was no Old Business to come before the City Council. 

    
NEWNEWNEWNEW    BUSINESSBUSINESSBUSINESSBUSINESS    
    
    There was no New Business to come before the City Council.  

 
AAAANNOUNCEMENTSNNOUNCEMENTSNNOUNCEMENTSNNOUNCEMENTS    

Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include:    

VillageFest Committee 06/23/2016 5:30 p.m. 
Council Committee of the Whole 07/05/2016 6:00 p.m.  
City Council (Tuesday) 06/20/2016 7:30 p.m. 

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

The Prairie Village Arts Council is pleased to present the works of Jean Cook, Luke 
Severson and Sara Nguyen in the R.G. Endres Gallery in the R. G. Endres Gallery 
during the month of June.   
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Plan to attend the Ground Breaking ceremonies for Mission Chateau on Wednesday, 
June 22nd at 8:30 a.m.  
 
July 4th free swim for all Prairie Village residents at the pool.   
 
Plan to attend the 20th annual VillageFest celebration.  The committee would welcome 
additional volunteers.  Contact Meghan if you can help out.   
 
City offices will be closed on Monday, July 4th.  Trash services will be delayed one day 
that week as Waste Management also observes the Monday holiday.   
 
 
ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
    
 With no further business to come before the City Council the meeting was adjourned 

at  9:35 p.m. 

 
 
 
Joyce Hagen Mundy 
City Clerk 









ADMINISTRATION 
 

Council Meeting Date: July 5, 2016 
CONSENT AGENDA 

 
Request Permission to Publish the 2017 Proposed Budget 
 

 
SUGGESTED MOTION 
 
Move to authorize staff to publish the 2017 Proposed Budget as required by State statutes. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
Over the last several months the Council and staff have worked to develop the 2017 budget.  On May 
16th, staff handed out binders to Council that contained a preliminary 2017 budget.  The presented 
budget maintained the same level of services as the 2016 Budget.  The 2017 budget includes these 
enhanced services. 
 

1. Added full-time Building Inspector position 
2. Increased Police Pension Plan funding  $100,000 ($450k to $550k)  
3. Included a salary/compensation study, budgeted at $20k 
4. Reassigned election budget of $63k to Council compensation (contingent on Council approval)  

 
Solid Waste Fund – the annual household assessment will remain the same the 2016 assessment: 
 

o 2015 Assessment:  $174.00  
o 2016 Assessment:  $174.00 
o 2017 Assessment:  $174.00 

 
The proposed budget maintains a total mill rate of 19.500. The mill levy rate has been the same since 
2012 when two police officers were added. 
 
The 2017 budget includes a property tax levy that exceeds the computed amount (line 18) on the State  
Budget forms (page 2).  Prior to the adoption of the 2017 budget, a resolution authorizing such levy will 
need to be adopted.  The resolution to authorize the levy will be on the July 18, 2016 Council meeting 
agenda.  
 
State statutes require that the City hold a public hearing on the proposed budget at least ten days prior to 
the date the budget is certified to the County Clerk (August 25th) and that the City publish the budget at 
least ten days prior to the date of the public hearing.  To comply with these statutory requirements, the 
public hearing has been scheduled for the City Council’s regular meeting on Monday, August 1, 2016.   

 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
The Budget Summary will be published in The Legal Record on Tuesday, July 12, 2016. 

 
ATTACHMENTS:  

 State Budget Forms 

 2017 Budget  
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
Prepared By: 
Lisa Santa Maria 
Finance Director 
Date: 6/29/2016 
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PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 
    

                CCCCouncil Meeting Date: July 5ouncil Meeting Date: July 5ouncil Meeting Date: July 5ouncil Meeting Date: July 5, 2016, 2016, 2016, 2016    
    

CONSIDER INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH JOHNSON COUNCONSIDER INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH JOHNSON COUNCONSIDER INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH JOHNSON COUNCONSIDER INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT WITH JOHNSON COUNTY FOR THE FINAL TY FOR THE FINAL TY FOR THE FINAL TY FOR THE FINAL 
DESIGN OF THE 2016 SMAC DESIGN OF THE 2016 SMAC DESIGN OF THE 2016 SMAC DESIGN OF THE 2016 SMAC     MEADOWBROOK MEADOWBROOK MEADOWBROOK MEADOWBROOK REGIONAL DETENTION PROJECTREGIONAL DETENTION PROJECTREGIONAL DETENTION PROJECTREGIONAL DETENTION PROJECT    
    
    
    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    
    
Move to approve the interlocal agreement with Johnson County for the Final Design of 
the 2016 Stormwater Management Advisory Council (SMAC) Meadowbrook Regional 
Detention Project. 
     
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    
    
An Interlocal Agreement has been received from Johnson County for execution by 
Prairie Village.  This agreement will limit the County share to 75% of the project’s design 
costs or $198,275.  The maximum city funding would be $49,568.75.  The County’s 
funding for this project comes from the Stormwater Management Advisory 
Council(SMAC) Program.   
 
    
FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING SOURCESOURCESOURCESOURCE    
 
City Funding for the City portion will come from the Meadowbrook Project TIF Funds. 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    
    
1. Interlocal Agreement with Johnson County. 
 
 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    
 
Keith Bredehoeft, Public Works Director    June 29, 2016 
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Agreement between  

Johnson County and the City of Prairie Village 

For Design of a Stormwater Management Project known as  

95th & Roe Area Stormwater Improvements 

IC-11-001 
 

 

 This agreement is entered into by and between the Board of County Commissioners of 

Johnson County, Kansas (the "County") and the City of Prairie Village (the "City") pursuant to 

K.S.A. 12-2908. 

 

Recitals 

 

1. Pursuant to K.S.A. 19-3311, by Resolution No. 38-90, the County has established a county-

wide retailer’s sales tax for the purpose of providing funds for stormwater management 

projects, and by Resolution No. 76-90, created a Stormwater Management Advisory Council 

to identify and recommend projects for inclusion in the Stormwater Management Program. 

 

2. The County has established a Stormwater Management and Flood Control Fund for the 

purpose of funding Stormwater Management Program projects. 

 

3. The County, by Resolution No. 66-92, as modified by Resolution No. 034-94, adopted the 

Johnson County Stormwater Management Policy and the Administrative Procedures for the 

Johnson County Stormwater Management Program ("Policy and Procedures") to promote 

interlocal cooperation between the County and the participating municipalities in stormwater 

management activities. 

 

4. The County has established a Five-Year Master Plan consisting of a list of proposed 

stormwater management projects that meet the established criteria for funding from the 

Stormwater Management and Flood Control Fund.  The County, upon the recommendation 

of the Stormwater Management Advisory Council, has selected certain projects from the Five 

Year Master Plan to be included in the County's Project Priority List which contemplates the 

timely design and construction of those selected projects. 

 

5. In accordance with the Policy and Procedures, the City has requested that the County 

participate in the funding for the design of the stormwater management project identified as 

95th & Roe Area Stormwater Improvements (the "Project Design"), which Project is on the 

County's Project Priority List, and the County is willing to provide such funding upon the 

terms and conditions set forth in this agreement. 
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Agreement 
 

 In and for the consideration of the mutual covenants contained in this agreement and the 

mutual benefits to be derived from the Project, the City and the County agree as follows: 

 

1. Policy and Procedures.  The City acknowledges receipt of the Policy and Procedures.  The 

City and County agree that the Project Design shall be undertaken, designed, and administered 

in accordance with the terms and provisions of the Policy and Procedures provided, however, 

in the event a conflict exists between any provision of the Policy and Procedures and any 

provision of this agreement, the terms and conditions of this agreement shall control. 

 

2. Design Costs.  The parties acknowledge and agree that this agreement only obligates the 

parties to proceed with design of the Project.  For budget and accounting purposes, the 

estimated cost of the Project Design is One Hundred Ninety Eight Thousand Two Hundred 

Seventy Five Dollars ($198,275). 

 

3. Engineering and Design Services.  The City shall be responsible for the selection of qualified 

engineering professionals to provide engineering services for the design of the Project.  The 

City may provide engineering services, in whole or in part, for the Project Design utilizing 

qualified City personnel.  The City agrees to provide to the County for review the identity and 

the qualifications of engineering professionals and City personnel under consideration by the 

City prior to entering into any binding contract for engineering services and prior to permitting 

any City personnel to perform engineering services relating to the Project Design.  The County 

shall have the right, but not the obligation, to comment upon the qualifications or suitability 

of the engineering professionals and City personnel.  Upon the request of the County 

Engineer, the City agrees to provide additional information or clarification, if available, 

regarding the qualifications of the engineering professionals or City personnel. 

 

 It shall be the City's duty and obligation to select only qualified engineering professionals and 

to permit only qualified City personnel to perform Project Design related services.  The parties 

agree that the County has no obligation to comment upon, evaluate, or object to the 

qualifications of any engineering professional or City personnel and the County's failure to do 

so shall not be deemed an approval of the engineering professional or the City personnel.  In 

the event the County Engineer determines that the City's selection of an engineering 

professional or City personnel is not in the best interests of the Project, the County Engineer 

may request the City to reconsider its selection.  Upon such request, the City shall either select 

a different engineering professional or City personnel, as the case may be, or shall seek a 

reconsideration by the County Engineer.  In the event the City and the County cannot agree 

upon the selection, either party may terminate this agreement upon fifteen days notice to the 

other, and from and after the date of such termination, neither party shall have any further 

duties or obligations under this agreement. 

 

Within sixty days from the date of the termination of this agreement as provided in this 

Paragraph, the City shall provide the County with a final accounting of Project Design costs 
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and the County's share of such costs whereupon the County shall reimburse the City as 

provided in this agreement subject to any limitations on reimbursement set forth in the Policy 

and Procedures and this agreement. 

 

4. Estimated Project Cost.  The parties acknowledge and agree that the County Stormwater 

Management Program has established an estimated total design cost of the Project of One 

Hundred Ninety Eight Thousand Two Hundred Seventy Five Dollars ($198,275) based upon 

engineering and design assumptions that the Preliminary Study may or may not confirm.  The 

parties shall, upon the completion of the Preliminary Study, analyze and consider the proposed 

scope and conceptual design of the Project as set forth in the Preliminary Study.  If the parties 

cannot agree upon the scope or conceptual design of the Project, then either party may 

terminate this agreement upon fifteen days notice to the other.  Upon such termination, the 

City shall be reimbursed by the County for costs and expenses incurred in connection with 

the Preliminary Study subject to the limitations set forth in the Policy and Procedures and in 

this agreement. 

 

5. Option to Terminate.  In the event the Preliminary Study reveals that the estimated cost of 

Project Design exceeds either City or County expectations, the City and the County each shall 

have the option of terminating this agreement as set forth in this Paragraph. 

 

 The City agrees to notify the County whether it desires to terminate this agreement within 

thirty days following the delivery of the Preliminary Study to the County.  Within thirty days 

after the City gives its notice of intent to terminate this agreement to the County, the County 

may, at its option, elect to contribute a higher percentage of the estimated Project Design costs 

sufficient to allow the Project Design to continue, in which event this agreement shall not 

terminate but shall continue in full force and effect except that the County's obligation for 

Project Design costs shall be increased accordingly. 

 

 Within forty-five days after the date the Preliminary Study is received by the County, the 

County agrees to either:  

 

a. Notify the City of the County's intent to terminate this agreement and re-

prioritize the Project, or; 

 

b. Authorize the City to proceed with the preparation of the "Preliminary Project 

Plans and Specifications" (as defined in this agreement). 
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 Within thirty days after the County gives its notice of intent to terminate this agreement to the 

City, the City may, at its option, elect to contribute a higher percentage of the estimated Project 

Design sufficient to allow the Project Design to continue, in which event this agreement shall 

not terminate but shall continue in full force and effect except that the City's obligation for 

Project costs shall be increased accordingly.  If the City does not elect to participate in a higher 

percentage of the estimated Project Design costs, this agreement shall automatically terminate 

on the thirty-first day following the date on which the County gave its notice of intent to 

terminate this agreement. 

 

 Within sixty days from the date of the termination of this agreement as provided in this 

Paragraph, the City shall provide the County with a final accounting of Project Design costs 

and the County's share of such costs whereupon the County shall reimburse the City subject 

to the limitations set forth in the Policy and Procedures and in this agreement. 

 

 Upon the termination of this agreement as provided in this Paragraph, the Project shall be re-

prioritized according to the Policy and Procedures. 

 

6. Notice to Affected Municipalities.  The City shall contact all upstream and downstream 

municipalities that possibly may be adversely affected by the Project and shall inform such 

municipalities of the nature and scope of the Project.  The City shall notify the County of any 

objection to the Project that is received by the City from any upstream or downstream 

municipality.  The City agrees that it shall provide the upstream and downstream 

municipalities with an opportunity to review and comment upon the Preliminary Study prior 

to submitting the Preliminary Study to the County.  The City shall keep the municipalities 

informed during the design, planning, and construction phases of the Project. 

 

7. Project Plans and Specifications.  Within ______ days following the County's notice to 

proceed with the preparation of "Preliminary Plans and Specifications" (as defined below), 

the City shall provide the County with a copy of the preliminary plans and specifications for 

the Project which shall include, without limitation, all proposed and draft engineering and 

construction documents, plans, drawings, construction schedules, cost estimates, and bid and 

contract documents ("Preliminary Plans and Specifications").  The County may, at its option, 

provide written comments and suggestions to the City regarding the proposed Preliminary 

Plans and Specifications and shall do so, if at all, within forty-five days from the date of receipt 

by the County of the Preliminary Plans and Specifications.  Any comment, suggestion, 

approval, or disapproval by the County with respect to the Preliminary Plans and 

Specifications, or any portion thereof, shall be for the sole benefit of the City for its use and 

consideration in preparing its "Final Plans and Specifications" for the Project which shall 

include, without limitation, all final engineering and construction documents, plans, drawings, 

construction schedules, cost estimates, and bid and contract documents.  It is expressly 

understood and agreed that the County's approval or disapproval of the Preliminary or Final 

Plans and Specifications shall not be considered, nor argued by the City in any court or 
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proceeding, as a representation or warranty that the Plans and Specifications comply with or 

meet engineering or design principles or criteria or any applicable law. 

 

 The City shall submit its Final Plans and Specifications to the County for review within 

______ days from the expiration of the forty-five day Preliminary Plans and Specifications 

review period.  It is acknowledged and agreed by the parties that the County's role, and the 

purpose of the County's review, is to satisfy itself, to the extent practical, that the Project, as 

designed, is likely to meet the stormwater control desired and contemplated by Stormwater 

Management Program.  As part of the County's review of the Preliminary and Final Plans and 

Specifications provided for in this agreement, the City agrees to and shall submit to the County 

for review a copy of the proposed construction contract or contracts for the Project. 

 

 In the event the City and the County cannot agree upon the Preliminary or the Final Plans and 

Specifications, either party may terminate this agreement upon fifteen days notice to the other 

and from and after the date of such termination neither party shall have any further duties or 

obligations under this agreement.  In the event of such termination, the City shall be entitled 

to reimbursement for actual costs and expenses incurred in the preparation of the Preliminary 

Study and the Preliminary and Final Plans and Specifications, subject to any limitations on 

reimbursement contained in the Policy and Procedures or this agreement. 

 

8. Administration of Project.  It is acknowledged and agreed that the City shall enter into all 

contracts relating to the Project Design in its own name and not as the agent of the County.  

The City agrees to be solely responsible for the administration of all contracts for the Project 

Design.  Any contract disputes shall be resolved by the City at the City's sole cost and expense. 

 

 The City shall require adequate indemnity covenants and evidence of insurance from 

engineering service providers for loss or damage to life or property arising out of the 

engineering service provider's negligent acts or omissions.  The required insurance coverage 

and limits shall be established by the City but shall not, in any event, be less than $1,000,000 

professional liability coverage for engineering service providers.  The City may, in the 

exercise of its reasonable judgment, permit any insurance policy required by this agreement 

to contain a reasonable and customary deductible or co-insurance provision. 

 

9. County Contribution Toward Project Costs.  The County shall reimburse the City from 

the Stormwater Management and Flood Control Fund for expenditures made by the City for 

the Project Design as follows: 

 

Not more than once each calendar month, the City shall submit to the County a 

request for payment, invoice, or statement satisfactory in form and content to the 

County Engineer detailing total Project Design costs and expenses, in line-item 

detail, for the preceding calendar month ("Payment Request") and for year-to-date. 

 

The City's Payment Request shall list, by category, those particular expenditures that 

are reimbursable according to the Policy and Procedures.  The City represents and 
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warrants that each Payment Request shall seek reimbursement for only those 

expenditures that the City determines, in good faith, to be reimbursable by the 

County.  The County Engineer may require the City to supplement the Payment 

Request as needed to satisfy the County Engineer, at his discretion, that the Payment 

Request accurately reflects properly reimbursable costs and expenses. 

 

The County agrees to make payment to the City within thirty days following the 

County Engineer's approval and acceptance of a properly documented Payment 

Request in an amount equal to seventy-five percent (75%) of the Payment Request. 

 

10. Limitation of Liability.  To the extent permitted by law and subject to the provisions of the 

Kansas Tort Claims Act, including but not limited to maximum liability and immunity 

provisions, the City agrees to indemnify and hold the County, its officials, and agents harmless 

from any cost, expense, or liability not expressly agreed to by the County which result from 

the negligent acts or omissions of the City or its employees or which result from the City’s 

compliance with the Policy and Procedures. 

 

This agreement to indemnify shall not run in favor of or benefit any liability insurer or third 

party. 

 

11. Only if the City has proposed a Project design that contemplates a deviation from the 

American Public Works Association (APWA) specifications contained in Section 5600 

Storm Drainage Systems and Facilities, shall the following provisions apply: 

 

a. The City represents that it has determined that APWA Section 5600 

specifications are not feasible, are impractical, or cannot be met without an 

expenditure of funds that, in the City’s opinion, significantly exceeds the 

anticipated Project benefit.    

 

b. The City represents that, based upon its own analysis, the APWA Section 

5600 specifications set forth on the attached Exhibit ______ are not feasible, 

are impractical, or cannot be met without an expenditure of funds that 

significantly exceeds the anticipated Project benefit.  

 

c. The City acknowledges and agrees that the costs of “flood proofing" any 

structure within the Project area shall not be a reimbursable expense under 

the Stormwater Management Program but shall be borne solely by the City.  

"Flood proofing," for purposes of this section, means any method by which 

a structure’s windows, doors, or other openings are covered or sealed in an 

effort to prevent flood water entering the structure through such openings.  
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d. The City acknowledges that it has, in its sole and absolute discretion, 

determined to deviate from APWA Section 5600 specifications by 

approving a Project design that may result in seven inches or more of water 

flooding over a street or roadway during a 100 year storm event. The City 

hereby represents that: 

 

e. The City has concluded that the relevant APWA Section 5600 specifications 

are not feasible, are impractical, or cannot be met without an expenditure of 

funds that, in the City’s opinion, significantly exceeds the anticipated 

benefit. 

 

f. The City agrees to and shall develop an emergency plan to protect life and 

property at the anticipated flooded crossing point during a 100-year storm 

or other high-water event. 

 

g. The City represents that it has endeavored to advise its citizens in and near 

the Project area of the City’s proposed deviation from APWA Section 5600 

specifications and its alternative plans to protect life and property at the 

flooded crossing point during a 100 year storm or other high-water event. 

 

h. The City agrees to and shall take appropriate measures to protect the public 

at low-water crossings, which are allowed to exist as part of the City’s 

Project. 

 

i. The City acknowledges that it is deviating from the APWA Section 5600 

specifications upon its discretion based upon its own investigation, analysis, 

and risk assessment and without reliance upon SMAC or the Board of 

County Commissioners, or their respective employees or agents.  To the 

extent permitted by law and subject to the maximum liability provisions of the 

Kansas Tort Claims Act the City expressly agrees to and shall hold SMAC 

and the Board of County Commissioners, and their respective employees 

and agents, harmless from any property loss, property damage, personal 

injury, or death arising out of the construction of the Project. 

 

The City also agrees that notwithstanding any assistance, advice, technical consulting, or 

engineering services provided by SMAC or the Board of County Commissioners, or the 

failure to provide any such assistance, advice, technical consulting, or engineering services, 

the City shall bear the sole and absolute responsibility for the Project’s design, 

construction, maintenance, and repair. 
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12. Notice Addresses.  Any notice required or permitted by this agreement shall be deemed 

properly given upon deposit in the U.S. mail, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 

 

 

If to the County: 
Mr. Kent Lage, P.E. 

Urban Services Manager 

Johnson County Public Works 

1800 W. Old 56 Highway 

Olathe, KS  66061 

 
If to the City: 
Mr. Keith Bredehoeft, P.E. 

Public Works Director  

City of Prairie Village 

3535 Somerset Drive  
Prairie Village, KS  66208 

 

 

In addition, any notice required or permitted by this agreement may be sent by telecopier or hand 

delivered and shall be shall be deemed properly given upon actual receipt by the addressee. 
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13. Effective Date.  Regardless of the date(s) the parties execute the agreement, the effective date 

of this agreement shall be ____________________________ provided the agreement has 

been fully executed by both parties. 

 

 

Board of County Commissioners of 

Johnson County, Kansas 

 City of Prairie Village 

   

 

 

 

 

Ed Eilert, Chairman  Laura Wassmer, Mayor 

Attest:   Attest: 
   

 

 

 

 

Linda W. Barnes 

Clerk of the Board 

 

 City Clerk 

 

Approved as to Form:  Approved as to Form: 

 

 

 

 

 

Robert A. Ford  

Assistant County Counselor 

 City Attorney 
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PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 

Council Meeting DateCouncil Meeting DateCouncil Meeting DateCouncil Meeting Date::::    July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016    
    

    

CONSIDER PROJECTCONSIDER PROJECTCONSIDER PROJECTCONSIDER PROJECT    CONC201CONC201CONC201CONC2016666: 201: 201: 201: 2016666    CONCRETE CONCRETE CONCRETE CONCRETE REPAIR PROGRAMREPAIR PROGRAMREPAIR PROGRAMREPAIR PROGRAM    
CONSTRUCTION CONSTRUCTION CONSTRUCTION CONSTRUCTION CHANGE ORDER #1CHANGE ORDER #1CHANGE ORDER #1CHANGE ORDER #1    (FINAL)(FINAL)(FINAL)(FINAL)    

    
RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    

Move to approve Construction Change Order #1 (Final) with O'Donnell and Sons Construction for 
the 2016 Concrete Repair Program for $17,848.85.  
    
BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    

This Final Change Order reflects the final field measured quantities for all bid items.  These items 
include repairs to curb and gutter, sidewalks, driveways, and ADA ramp reconstruction.   
 
As part of our annual Concrete Repair Program ADA ramps are routinely reconstructed and 
partially funded from the ADARESV.  As part of this years’ program, there were 18 ADA ramps 
reconstructed and 2 ADA ramps constructed new. A total of $24,500.00 was spent with this 
project on ADA ramps. The additional funds for these repairs will come from the ADA Project: 
ADARESV funding for 2016 in the amount of $17,848.85. 
 
The final contract amount with O'Donnell and Sons Construction for the project will be 
$707,848.85.  The total project amount, including inspection and materials testing, is 
$717,848.85. 
  
FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    

The funding is available as shown below: 

2016 Concrete Repair Program (CONC2016) $700,000.00 
 
2016 ADA Project (ADARESV)   $  17,848.85 

Total Contract                  $717,848.85 
 
RELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISION    

TR1c. Ensure that infrastructure improvements meet the needs of all transportation 
users. 

CFS3a. Ensure streets and sidewalks are in good condition by conducting maintenance 
and repairs as needed. 
 

AAAATTTTTACHMENTSTACHMENTSTACHMENTSTACHMENTS    

1. Construction Change Order #1 (FINAL) with O'Donnell and Sons Construction. 
 
PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    

Melissa Prenger, Senior Project Manager     June 29, 2016 

 



 City's Project: CONC2016 - 2016 Concrete Repair Program

Date Requested: Contract Date: March 7, 2016

Consultant's Name: Contractor's Name:

Contract Quantity Previous Amount Unit Adj. Quant. Unit Price Adjusted Amount

0 $0.00 LS LS $17,848.85 $17,848.85

 TOTAL $0.00 TOTAL $17,848.85
$17,848.85

          

Contract Value

Original Contract $690,000.00

CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

CONSTRUCTION CHANGE ORDER NO. 1  and Final

July 5, 2016

REQUIRED CHANGES TO PRESENT CONTRACT

 

N/A O'Donnell and Sons Construction

Item Description

Finalizing Quantities for the 2016 Concrete Repair

        EXPLANATION OF CHANGE - This change order is to cover the following items:

Net Increase

Contract Days

          Finalizing quantities for the 2015 Concrete Repair Program -  Funding -  $17,848.85

Program

Current Contract including previous Change Orders $690,000.00

NET This Change Order $17,848.85

New Contract Price $707,848.85

 
Contractor Date

Melissa Prenger, Senior Project Manager Date
City of Prairie Village, KS

Laura Wassmer, Mayor Date
City of Prairie Village, KS
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POLICE PENSION BOARDPOLICE PENSION BOARDPOLICE PENSION BOARDPOLICE PENSION BOARD    
 

CCCCommitteeommitteeommitteeommittee    Meeting Date:  Meeting Date:  Meeting Date:  Meeting Date:  June June June June 20202020thththth, 2016, 2016, 2016, 2016    
    

    

COUCOUCOUCOU    2016201620162016----::::    CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSIDER CONSIDER CHANGING THE ASSUMEDCHANGING THE ASSUMEDCHANGING THE ASSUMEDCHANGING THE ASSUMED    RATE OF RETURN IN THRATE OF RETURN IN THRATE OF RETURN IN THRATE OF RETURN IN THE E E E 
POLICE PENSION PLAN POLICE PENSION PLAN POLICE PENSION PLAN POLICE PENSION PLAN TO 7.5% FROM TO 7.5% FROM TO 7.5% FROM TO 7.5% FROM 7.757.757.757.75%%%%    

  
 
 

RECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATIONRECOMMENDATION    

The Police Pension Board recommends changing the assumed rate of return in the Police 
Pension Plan to 7.5%. 
 

COUNCIL ACTION REQUESTEDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUESTEDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUESTEDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUESTED    ONONONON::::    July 5July 5July 5July 5thththth, 2016, 2016, 2016, 2016    
 

SUGGESTED MOTIONSUGGESTED MOTIONSUGGESTED MOTIONSUGGESTED MOTION    

Motion to approve changing the assumed rate of return to 7.5% from 7.75% in the Police 
Pension Plan. 
 
 

BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    

Currently, the Police Pension Plan has an assumed rate of return for investments at 7.75%.  
Based on the current economic climate, this rate of return is not realistic.  Since inception, the 
Police Pension Plan investments have had an annualized rate of return of 7.54%.  In order to 
fiscally responsible, the Pension Board feels that lowering the assumed rate of return is 
appropriate and more consistent with the current market place.  As the rate of return is 
lowered, the amount of contributions to properly fund the Plan increases.  Sworn police officers 
contribute 4.0% of their salary towards the Plan, the remaining contribution is from the City 
budget.   
 
The change in the assumed rate of return to the Pension Plan increases the City contribution 
from $466,565.00 to $535,450.00 or a difference of $68,885.00 
 
 
 

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    01010101----03030303----XXXXXXXX----5019501950195019    
 
 

PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    

Steve Noll 
Council Member / Police Pension Board Member 
Date:  June 10, 2016 

 
2016 Police Pension Rate of Return Decrease 
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COUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLECOUNCIL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE    
June June June June 20202020,,,,    2016201620162016    

 
 
The Council Committee of the Whole met on Monday, June 20, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. in the 
Council Chambers. The meeting was called to order by Acting Council President Brooke 
Morehead with the following members present: Mayor Wassmer, Ashley Weaver, Jori 
Nelson, Serena Schermoly, Steve Noll, Eric Mikkelson, Andrew Wang, Sheila Myers, 
Brooke Morehead, Dan Runion, Courtney McFadden and Terrence Gallagher.   
 
Staff Members present: Tim Schwartzkopf, Chief of Police; Keith Bredehoeft, Public 
Works Director; Melissa Prenger, Project Manager; Katie Logan, City Attorney; Quinn 
Bennion, City Administrator; Wes Jordan, Assistant City Administrator; Lisa Santa 
Maria, Finance Director and Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk.   
 
CCCCOU2016OU2016OU2016OU2016----33338888            Consider approval of Consider approval of Consider approval of Consider approval of a agreement with Primetime Contracting for 2016 a agreement with Primetime Contracting for 2016 a agreement with Primetime Contracting for 2016 a agreement with Primetime Contracting for 2016 
Parks ImprovementsParks ImprovementsParks ImprovementsParks Improvements    
Keith Bredehoeft presented the contract for the 2016 Parks Improvements.  This project 
includes work in Porter and Windsor Parks. 
Porter Park will have a new nature play and sand area added to the west side of the 
existing play area and shelter.  There will also be drainage improvements made at the 
ball field and improvements made to the backstops. The trail will be extended to Roe 
with the existing trail between the fields being improved as well. Windsor Park will have 
a new nature play area with play mound and drainage improvements at the ball field. 
On June 10, 2016, the City Clerk opened bids for the project with the following four bids 
received: 

Primetime Contracting 
Corp. 

$222,755.75 

McConnell & Associates 
Corp 

$228,069.46 

National Streetscape $257,583.00 
Tandem Paving Co $258,370.11 
Landscape Architects 
Estimate 

$212,456.50 

 
The Landscape Architect has reviewed all bids and has recommended award of the low 
bid.  Primetime Contracting Corp constructed our 2015 Park improvement project and 
performed well. 
 
Mr. Bredehoeft noted the installation of the replacement of the fence along the creek at 
Porter Park, with material supplied by the City, was added to the project instead of 
constructing under a separate project.   This work was not part of the original budget for 
this project.  He added the playground equipment  for Windsor, Taliaferro & Bennett is 
not part of this contract and will be a separate project.   
 
The recommended bid is not more than 10% over the Architects Estimate and is 
reasonable for this work.   
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Funding is available in the 2016 CIP Parks Projects ($191,000) and the Park 
Infrastructure Reserve  ($31,755.75). 
 
Eric Mikkelson asked if Windsor Park would be getting new benches.  Mr. Bredehoeft 
replied not part of this project, he has funds in his operating budget for replacement of 
benches and is aware of the need for new benches at Windsor.  This will probably take 
place in late 2016, early 2017.   
 
Dan Runion asked what the city attorney approved on the contract.  Katie Logan 
responded her approval is related to the form and noted that this is a standard contract 
that has been used by the city for the several years.   
 
Terrence Gallagher advised Mr. Mikkelson that the Park & Recreation Committee was 
putting together a five year plan identifying park priorities.  Several of the parks need 
new benches.  This is on their priority list as well.   
 
Eric Mikkelson made the following motion, which was seconded by Andrew Wang and 
passed unanimously: 
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE MAYORUTHORIZE THE MAYORUTHORIZE THE MAYORUTHORIZE THE MAYOR    

TO SIGN THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH TO SIGN THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH TO SIGN THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH TO SIGN THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT WITH     
PRIMETIME CONTRACTING CORPORATION FOR THEPRIMETIME CONTRACTING CORPORATION FOR THEPRIMETIME CONTRACTING CORPORATION FOR THEPRIMETIME CONTRACTING CORPORATION FOR THE    
2016 PARKS PROJECTS IN THE AMOUNT OF $222,755.752016 PARKS PROJECTS IN THE AMOUNT OF $222,755.752016 PARKS PROJECTS IN THE AMOUNT OF $222,755.752016 PARKS PROJECTS IN THE AMOUNT OF $222,755.75    
ANANANAND APPROVE THE TRANSFER OF $31,755.75 FROMD APPROVE THE TRANSFER OF $31,755.75 FROMD APPROVE THE TRANSFER OF $31,755.75 FROMD APPROVE THE TRANSFER OF $31,755.75 FROM    
PARKS INFRASTRUCTURES RESERVE TO THE PROJECTPARKS INFRASTRUCTURES RESERVE TO THE PROJECTPARKS INFRASTRUCTURES RESERVE TO THE PROJECTPARKS INFRASTRUCTURES RESERVE TO THE PROJECT    

CCCCOUNCIL ACTION TAKENOUNCIL ACTION TAKENOUNCIL ACTION TAKENOUNCIL ACTION TAKEN    
                    06/06/06/06/20202020/2016/2016/2016/2016    
    
COU2016COU2016COU2016COU2016----39   Consider 39   Consider 39   Consider 39   Consider Amendments to Employee Personnel Policy 5.10 “Carrying of Amendments to Employee Personnel Policy 5.10 “Carrying of Amendments to Employee Personnel Policy 5.10 “Carrying of Amendments to Employee Personnel Policy 5.10 “Carrying of 
Weapons”Weapons”Weapons”Weapons”    
Wes Jordan stated that in accordance with Kansas State Law (House Bill 2502), legally 
qualified civilian employees will be authorized to carry/possess a concealed handgun 
while engaged in their duties of employment effective July 1, 2016.  Mr. Jordan reviewed 
the proposed changes to the city’s employee handbook to be incompliance with the new 
law.  He noted that this only applies to employees at this time, not to residents.  
According to House Bill 2502, the city cannot restrict the employee from carrying a 
weapon in the field, in his/her vehicle or in buildings.  The proposed policy amendment 
follows that used by other governmental entities. 
 
Sheila Myers confirmed residents or businesses can restrict an employee from entering 
their property.  Dan Runion asked if there were any exceptions.  Mr. Jordan responded if 
a building had a secured manned entrance guns could be prohibited.  In the case of City 
Hall, the building could have only one access point for efficiency.  Mr. Runion asked for 
clarification been concealed care and open carry.   
 
Courtney McFadden asked what would happen if the city failed to change its policy.  
Katie Logan replied that the Attorney General could bring action against the city or an 
employee could file suit against the city.  Wes Jordan reminded the Council that three 
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years ago the city applied for an exemption which will expire July 1, 2017 allowing 
residents to conceal carry in the building.   
 
Serena Schermoly asked if active shooter training had been conducted.  Chief 
Schwartzkopf replied that Captain Roberson has conducted this training in the past.   
 
Eric Mikkelson asked if the new policy was amending an existing policy or totally new.  
Mr. Jordan replied it is an amendment to an existing policy which prohibited employees 
from carrying weapons.  Mr. Mikkelson asked what the term “legally qualified” meant.  
Mr. Jordan replied the term is defined in HB2502.   
 
Dan Runion asked how this would impact the city’s insurance coverage and rates. Mr. 
Jordan replied staff has discussed this with our insurance carrier and been advised that 
any incident would not be viewed as an action of the employer, but as an action of the 
employee.  Therefore, the employee would bear the liability.  Katie Logan stated there is 
language in the statutes that provides for cities allowing concealed carry to be held 
harmless.  
 
Terrence Gallagher stated he cannot support this change.  Mayor Wassmer questioned 
if this was another violation of home rule.  Katie Logan replied that this is an exception to 
home rule as it is applied uniformly to all cities.  Jori Nelson stated that she agrees with 
Mr. Gallagher.  This does not make the employee, workplace or community any safer.  
She believes in the individual’s right to own a gun, but does not believe in having 
firearms in the workplace. 
 
Eric Mikkelson said that although the state has the right to direct cities, he felt the city 
should explore all possible ways to challenge this legislation.  He noted the Mayor will 
be presenting a proclamation to the Council at its next meeting addressing the issue of 
firearms in the home and firearms education.   
 
Brooke Morehead asked if action was needed at this meeting.  Mr. Jordan replied this is 
the last Council meeting prior to the implementation of the law on July 1st.  Mayor 
Wassmer stated that she does not feel any of the Council are supportive of this change 
but she feels the city’s hands are tied and there is no reason to delay action.   
 
Andrew Wang stated he agrees with Mr. Gallagher and Ms. Nelson’s sentiments; 
however, he agrees with the Mayor that if action is not taken an order from the attorney 
general would be forth coming.  Therefore, he reluctantly made the following motion, 
which was reluctantly seconded by Steve Noll: 
  
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE PROPOSED AMENDMENTSMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE PROPOSED AMENDMENTSMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE PROPOSED AMENDMENTSMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS    

TO EMPLOYEE TO EMPLOYEE TO EMPLOYEE TO EMPLOYEE PERSONNEL POLICY 5.10 ENTITLED “CARRYINGPERSONNEL POLICY 5.10 ENTITLED “CARRYINGPERSONNEL POLICY 5.10 ENTITLED “CARRYINGPERSONNEL POLICY 5.10 ENTITLED “CARRYING    
OF WEAPONS” TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH KANSAS STATE OF WEAPONS” TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH KANSAS STATE OF WEAPONS” TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH KANSAS STATE OF WEAPONS” TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH KANSAS STATE     
LAW (HOUSE BILL 2502)LAW (HOUSE BILL 2502)LAW (HOUSE BILL 2502)LAW (HOUSE BILL 2502)    

COUNCIL ACTION TAKENCOUNCIL ACTION TAKENCOUNCIL ACTION TAKENCOUNCIL ACTION TAKEN    
                    06/20/201606/20/201606/20/201606/20/2016    
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Jori Nelson requested a roll call vote was taken with the following votes cast: “aye” 
Weaver, Schermoly, Noll, Mikkelson, Wang, Myers and Morehead; “nay” Nelson, 
Runion, McFadden and Gallagher.   
 
COU2016COU2016COU2016COU2016----40   Consider approval of modifications to the Poli40   Consider approval of modifications to the Poli40   Consider approval of modifications to the Poli40   Consider approval of modifications to the Police Pension Plan including ce Pension Plan including ce Pension Plan including ce Pension Plan including 
a new assumed investment return of 7.5% from 7.75%a new assumed investment return of 7.5% from 7.75%a new assumed investment return of 7.5% from 7.75%a new assumed investment return of 7.5% from 7.75%    
Steve Noll stated the source of funding for the Police Pension Plan is from employee 
contributions, city contributions and return on investment.  Currently, the Police Pension 
Plan has an assumed rate of return for investments at 7.75%.  Based on the current 
economic climate, this rate of return is not realistic.  Since inception, the Police Pension 
Plan investments have had an annualized rate of return of 7.54%.  Mr. Noll reviewed the 
historical return on investment.  In order to be fiscally responsible, the Pension Board 
feels that lowering the assumed rate of return is appropriate and more consistent with 
the current market place.  As the rate of return is lowered, the amount of contributions to 
properly fund the Plan increases.  Sworn police officers contribute 4.0% of their salary 
towards the Plan with the remaining contribution coming from the City.  The change in 
the assumed rate of return to the Police Pension Plan increases the City contribution 
from $466,565.00 to $535,450.00 for an increase of $68,885.00 
 
Dan Runion asked if the plan was underfunded or overfunded.  Mr. Bennion responded 
the annual report provides the minimal actuarial contribution.  Mr. Noll stated the current 
fund is at 75.2% which is normal for pension plans.  Very few plans are funded at 100%.   
 
Erick Mikkelson stated he felt this was a prudent action by the Board. He noted the 
$68,885 stated in the staff report is different from the number stated in the budget.  
Steve Noll stated the Board contemplates making two changes impacting the pension 
with the second one addressing extending accrual.  Mayor Wassmer  noted the second 
change is still be discussed by the police department and will be presented at the next 
City Council meeting.  Mr. Mikkelson asked if this plan was competitive.  Mr. Noll stated 
the plan, which has been in place for over 50 years, is under a perpetual review.  It is 
the city’s commitment to current and past employees and has to be funded.  Mr. 
Bennion noted an alternative plan could be adopted for future employees. 
 
Chief Schwartzkopf noted the Prairie Village is one of only two departments that have 
private plans.  In 2011, the City of Overland Park, switched its new employees to the 
Kansas Police & Fire Pension Plan.  The city’s plan is competitive with others. 
 
Jori Nelson asked how many years an officer needed to become vested.  Chief 
Schwartzkopf replied a minimum of 20 years of service are needed to be fully vested; at 
15 years you can retire but will not be able to receive benefits until you are 55, with 
retirement at 20 years of service you are eligible for benefits the day after you retire.   
 
Sheila Myers asked if this was an annual process.  Mr. Noll responded the actuarial 
provides statements every quarter.  She feels that the proposed 7.5% may still be too 
high.  Mayor Wassmer noted there has been lots of discussion on the rate and the board 
feels that 7.5% is probably too high and that it will need to come down more in the 
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future; however, it wanted to spread out the significant financial impact of a large 
reduction.  
 
Steve Noll made the following motion, which was seconded by Andrew Wang and 
passed by a vote of 10 to 1 with Mr. Runion voting in opposition: 
 MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE CHANGINGMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE CHANGINGMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE CHANGINGMOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE CHANGING    

THE ASSUMED RATE OF RETURN IN THE POLICETHE ASSUMED RATE OF RETURN IN THE POLICETHE ASSUMED RATE OF RETURN IN THE POLICETHE ASSUMED RATE OF RETURN IN THE POLICE    
PENSION PLAN TO 7.5%PENSION PLAN TO 7.5%PENSION PLAN TO 7.5%PENSION PLAN TO 7.5%    

COUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIREDCOUNCIL ACTION REQUIRED    
CONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDACONSENT AGENDA    
    

COU2016COU2016COU2016COU2016----41   Consider including a stipend for elected officials in the 2017 budget and 41   Consider including a stipend for elected officials in the 2017 budget and 41   Consider including a stipend for elected officials in the 2017 budget and 41   Consider including a stipend for elected officials in the 2017 budget and 
direct staffdirect staffdirect staffdirect staff    to draft enabling ordinances and policiesto draft enabling ordinances and policiesto draft enabling ordinances and policiesto draft enabling ordinances and policies    
    
Currently, the Mayor and City Council receive a ceremonial $1 a year in compensation 
for their role and positions. Elected officials are eligible for the $25 a month 
communications stipend. 
 
Most area cities provide compensation to their Mayor and Councilmembers to recognize 
the dedication, sacrifice and efforts serving as an elected official. Fulfilling the role of an 
elected official requires dedication of time and resources including attending committee 
assignments, committee of the whole meetings, council meetings, and neighborhood 
meetings, ad-hoc committees, responding to residents and city staff, and community 
events. 
 
Serena Schermoly reported a behalf of the work group formed by Mayor Wassmer in 
January to include Councilmembers Odell, Schermoly, Noll, Myers and Mikkelson with 
staff members Nolan Sunderman and Quinn Bennion. The work group was tasked with 
researching and discussing the advantages of providing compensation versus the 
current system. The group held two meetings (although not every member was able to 
attend each meeting). The Mayor did not participate in the work group meetings. 
 
The group submits the following proposal for Council’s consideration: 
 
Starting in January 2017, the Mayor position would be eligible to receive each month: 

- $600 stipend  
- $400 car allowance 
- $200 expense stipend for other expenses associated with the responsibilities 

and obligations of the Mayor position 
- The optional $25 per month communication stipend would be included in the 

above stipend amount. 
- The above compensation would be subject to payroll taxes. 

 
Starting in January 2017, each Councilmember would be eligible to receive each month: 

- $300 stipend 
- The optional $25 per month communication stipend would be included in the 

above stipend amount. 
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- The above compensation would be subject to payroll taxes. 
 
It was also proposed that the stipend increase 2% each year, rounded to the nearest 
dollar. The increase would not occur if during that budget year employee salaries 
remained constant (such as in 2010). 
 
The work group discussed the advantages (reasons) for providing compensation to 
elected officials. The advantages include: 

- Likely expand the candidate pool. It was generally thought that additional 
candidates would express interest if there is offsetting compensation. 

- Offsets cost and expenses associated with the responsibilities of the position 
o Vacation time / days off 
o Child care costs during meetings 
o Missed employment opportunities 

- May increase the accountability of the elected official 
- May encourage an increase in expectation and activity of elected officials in 

attending community events, committee meetings and other meetings such as 
MARC. 

- It was discussed that some volunteer positions do receive stipends 
- The group discussed that the Mayor’s role, involvement and expectation is 

more significant than the role of a Councilmember.  
 
The group also discussed the advantages of keeping the current system which include: 

- Tradition. It is a “badge of honor” to serve with no compensation. 
- Initiating compensation or stipend can be a politically charged issue and it is 

difficult to approve compensation for one and increases in the future. 
- The elected positions are considered to be volunteers. If Councilmembers are 

compensated, it may discourage other volunteers to become involved. 
- Compensation could encourage candidates for office to run for the wrong 

reasons. 
 
Other considerations: 

- An idea was proposed to start the stipend for the Mayor in 2017 and delay the 
Councilmember compensation for two years. Use the budget amount to hire a 
Council liaison to help with Council priorities and resident projects. 

- The idea of setting the Council President’s compensation different than 
Council was discussed. It was determined to keep the same amount as the 
position rotates each year and the Council President does not typically have 
other committee assignments while President. 

- The group discussed the use of expense reports or mileage reimbursement 
forms. It was preferred to use a flat stipend amount despite the payroll taxes. 

    
Mrs. Schermoly stated that she personally does not support council being paid; 
however, she does support pay for the Mayor. 
 
Steve Noll stated he previously was adamantly opposed to council compensation based 
on the size of the council and the expectation that staff, not council, represented the city 
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functions.  The Mayor’s position has changed dramatically in the past 15 years.  Both 
former Mayor Shaffer and Mayor Wassmer have spent significant time representing the 
city at meetings and events.  As we’ve seen the Mayor’s report on activity grow and 
grow, it is time for a change and to provide compensation for the Mayor.   
 
Eric Mikkelson clarified that although on the committee, he was unable to attend the two 
meetings and did not have input into the committee recommendation nor does he 
endorse it.  Regarding the process, he views this as the ultimate conflict of interest for 
the Council to consider taking taxpayer money and putting it in their pockets.  Regarding 
the issue, he is open to discussing the issue, but he does not feel it merits a special 
election.  The only way he would support such action would be if it would not be put in 
place for a council member until after their next election thus providing for residents time 
to express their opinions.  He sees both the pros and cons addressed in the committee 
report.  He does feel with compensation there is a risk of individuals seeking office for 
the wrong reasons and you are more apt to get good people without compensation.   
 
Sheila Myers stated initially she opposed council compensation.  Ideally she would like 
to see the issue put to a vote and would like to have more input from residents.  The 
amount of compensation is open to discussion.  She stated that amount of time she has 
spent related to her position on Council is greater than she anticipated.  Time is an 
important commodity of limited supply.  She noted that the Mayor or a Council member  
could opt out of receiving the stipend.  Steve Noll stated that staff would be directed to 
draft the ordinance with an opt-out provision.  He agrees this needs to be vetted to the 
public, however, the position tonight is solely related to placing funds in the 2017 budget 
for this if approved at a future date.   
 
Andrew Wang noted there has not been any discussion by the Council on the 
importance or priority of this issue.  He acknowledged that their work as a Council has 
monetary value.  He questioned who determines when it is to become effective.   
 
Jori Nelson stated she knew when she ran for Council that the position was unpaid and 
would require many hours of work.  She has raised her children to understand the 
importance of giving back to the community.  She feels the greatest gift she can give the 
city is her time.  Ms. Nelson read the following quote:  “Volunteering is the ultimate 
exercise in democracy”.   
 
Mayor Wassmer noted this was identified at the Council Work session in January as a 
priority.  It is before the Council now because of the potential impact on the city’s 2017 
budget.   
   
Steve Noll moved the City Council direct staff to include $63,000 as a placeholder in the 
2017 budget for the potential funding of Mayor and Council compensation with Council 
determining whether or not to move forward with this during the third quarter.  The 
motion was seconded by Courtney McFadden: 
  
Eric Mikkelson stated he does not support allocating funds for this and views council 
authorize pay as the ultimate conflict of interest.  He feels this should wait until all 13 
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members of the Governing Body have been reelected by the citizens.  If this is a good 
idea, it will be a good idea in three years.  
 
Andrew Wang asked if the motion would allocate funding to the budget with the intent to 
pay.  Mr. Noll responded it would not.  If the decision was made not to go forward, the 
money would return to the general fund.   
 
Sheila Myers felt it was realistic to have this discussion before the end of the year.  Mr. 
Runion asked if it would be possible for any of these funds to be spent.  Staff replied if it 
was approved by the City Council and set in an ordinance.   
    
Terrence Gallagher stated the motion calls for funds to be placed in the 2017 in the 
appropriate line item with discussion and action taken on this issue later in the year.  
The funding is merely a placeholder.  Jori Nelson asked why funds were being held in 
2017 if they are not going to be used in 2017.   
 
A roll call vote was taken with the following votes cast:  “aye”  Weaver, Schermoly, Noll, 
Myers, Morehead and McFadden; “nay”  Nelson, Mikkelson, Wang, Runion and 
Gallagher.   
 
Executive SessionExecutive SessionExecutive SessionExecutive Session    
Terrence Gallagher 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 20 for a period not to exceed 20 for a period not to exceed 20 for a period not to exceed 20 
minutes minutes minutes minutes for the purpose of discussing possible acquisition of property.  Present will be 
the Mayor, City Council, City Administrator and City Attorney. The motion was seconded 
by Ashley Weaver and passed unanimously. 
 
The meeting was reconvened at 7:35 p.m.  Acting Council President Brooke Morehead 
recessed the committee meeting until the conclusion of the City Council meeting.   
 
 
Council President reconvened the Council Committee of the Whole meeting at 9:40 p.m.   
 
 
2017 Budget2017 Budget2017 Budget2017 Budget    
Finance Director Lisa Santa Maria briefly reviewed the general budget items discussed 
at the last Council Committee of the Whole meeting and noted the change would be 
made adding $63,000 to the Mayor & Council budget as directed as directed early for 
council and mayor compensation.   
 
Personnel BudgetPersonnel BudgetPersonnel BudgetPersonnel Budget    
The Personnel budget is based on the following assumptions: 

• 1 new FTE – Codes Building Inspector 
• Health insurance increase – 10% 
• Dental insurance increase – 5% 
• Vision insurance increase – 5% 
• KPERS – 11/18% Employer contribution 
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• Police Pension contribution - $100,000 increase to $550,000 
• City Supplemental Pension Match – no change 
• Employee Merit Pool – 3.25% 

Personal Services budget makes up 75% of the General Fund budget.  The proposed 
budget is a $322,081increase over 2016 (3.51%). 
 
Brooke Morehead asked what the current COLA was. Bennion stated that the 
percentage increase is a reflection of several factors including information from area 
cities.  Staff recognizes that this is a major part of the city’s budget and takes seriously 
Council direction to be fiscally responsible in its recommendation.  The salary pool 
history over the past ten years was reviewed noting the proposed merit pool amount is a 
decrease from the past two years.    
 
Mayor Wassmer reminded the Council that the city has been operating on short staff in 
all departments with remaining staff covering the responsibilities of the vacant positions.  
She feels staff deserves more than the cost of living increase.   
 
Dan Runion confirmed the true increase in this area is more than the 3.25% merit pool.  
Mrs. Santa Maria replied there are several items directly related to potential salary 
increases and these have been adjusted in the proposed budget as well as other benefit 
cost for an overall personal services budget increase of 3.51%. 
 
Economic DevelopmentEconomic DevelopmentEconomic DevelopmentEconomic Development    
Mrs. Santa Maria explained that this is funded by a transfer from the General Fund and 
interest on idle funds.  Past economic development fund expenditures were reviewed.  
 
At the Council Work session in January an Economic Development Ad Hoc Committee 
was formed to discuss potential uses for this fund.  The following is their 
recommendation: 
 

Park Land Acquisition & Improvements $1,200,000 
Contingency Fund $272,943 
Exterior Grant Program (3 years) $150,000 
Mission Road 71st to 75th St. (aesthetic items) $100,000 
Village Square Concept Study (Harmon) $50,000 
 $1,772,943 
 

Brooke Morehead reviewed the proposal for possible development of Harmon 
Park/Municipal Complex property into a Village Square.  The square could include an 
amphitheatre, a skating rink and other amenities becoming a gathering place for 
residents and possible revenue source for the city.  The proposed conceptual study 
would look at the total plan for the area.   
 
Serena Schermoly asked what the projected costs were for the proposed amenities.  
Mrs. Morehead replied $300,000 for the rink and $900,000 for the amphitheater.  Mrs. 
Schermoly asked how this was considered economic development.  Mrs. Morehead 
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replied that it would brand the city and become a marketable area noting the aquatic 
center is underused. Village Square would be a place where families could come.   
 
Eric Mikkelson noted the concept study is more of a “concept design” study and that the 
Council is not approving any of the items identified as part of Village Square.  If the 
Council decided to accept the study and move forward the funds from Park Land 
Acquisition & Improvements could be used.  He supports the committee 
recommendation.  
 
Terrence Gallagher noted that no dialogue has occurred regarding Village Square with 
the Parks & Recreation Committee regarding changes to Harmon Park.  Mrs. Morehead 
responded the initial feature would be the amphitheatre.  Mayor Wassmer noted the 
parks master plan deals primarily with the upper portion of Harmon Park and this study 
would focus on the lower part.   
 
Serena Schermoly asked why there was a three year notation on the Exterior Grant 
Program.  Mayor Wassmer replied that after three years if the city wanted to continue 
this program it would be brought into the city budget or an outside funding source 
sought.   
 
Eric Mikkelson noted that a funding source has been found for the amenities along 
Mission Road 71st to 75th and suggested those funds be designation for Mission Road 
75th to 83rd.  He also suggested the Village Square study be designated as a 
design/concept study and moved the Council Committee approve the proposed 
recommendation from the ad hoc committee with the changes noted.  The motion was 
seconded by Courtney McFadden and passed unanimously.   
 
Decision Points 
Lisa Santa Maria presented the following decision points for Council direction: 

• 2017 Preliminary Budget overall    
• Tax Lid Legislation – may be last year the city can increase mil levy without a 

public vote    
• Johnson County ¼ cent public safety sales tax - $5.4 Million over 10 years – 

include in 2017 budget?    
• Include a salary/compensation study in 2017 budget at $20,000    
• Include a citizen survey at $20,000    

 
It was noted that the last salary study was done in 2006.  Mayor Wassmer felt that 
unless the Council was willing to accept the recommendations of the study it should not 
be undertaken.  
 
Andrew Wang stated he supported a study, but does not feel the Council needs to be 
bound to follow the recommendations of the study.  He wants to see what is happening 
in the area of compensation out there.  He noted that not all city positions are limited to 
other municipal positions.  He would like to see if 3% is absolutely necessary. He noted 
that 3% increases are not a yearly occurrence in the private sector. 
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Dan Runion stressed the need to be careful in assuming that salary increases will take 
care of turnover issues.  He noted that there is lots of information available on-line 
regarding compensation and questioned if a study was necessary.   
 
Quinn Bennion stated that MARC does a salary survey based solely on position titles.  
The study is used by the city to set position ranges.  Mayor Wassmer said she 
remembered the 2006 study being closer to $30,000.  The estimate amount is based on 
recent experiences of nearby cities. 
 
Lisa Santa Maria advised the Council that the new property tax “lid” will be effective with 
the 2018 budget.  Had the lid been effective for the 2017 budget, the city would be faced 
with the decision to put the property tax levy to a popular vote or reduce General Fund 
expenditures by about $47,000.  An important exception to the tax lid is provided for 
debt service payments – principal and interest on general obligation bonds.   Mrs. Santa 
Maria recommended the Council consider a 0.5 mill levy increase for infrastructure 
which would result in an additional $152,972.  The impact to the average Prairie Village 
resident would be an increase of $14.08.  Even with this increase, the cities mill levy 
would be well below most other Johnson County cities.   
 
Brooke Morehead stated that while it is easy to say it is only $14.08, but it is difficult for 
her to raise the mill levy.  Sheila Myers noted the city just incurred a large debt with the 
purchase of Meadowbrook while promising residents there would not be a tax increase.  
Eric Mikkelson stated he has no appetite for raising the mill levy.  Quinn Bennion stated 
that staff is looking at the long term impact. 
 
Mayor Wassmer stated she would like to do some type of citizen survey noting no formal 
citizen engagement has occurred since Village Vision ten years ago.  Jori Nelson asked 
if something could be done in conjunction with the city newsletter.  Brooke Morehead 
asked if it would be possible to do a phone survey.  Eric Mikkelson noted that city has 
several sources through which it is receiving information via face book, twitter, the Post 
and individual contact with council members.  Serena stated she felt it was the city’s 
responsibility to reach out to its residents.  Terrence Gallagher noted that Ward 
meetings have been doing that effectively.  He sees the value, but is not sure a survey is 
the way to go.  Sheila Myers stated that a survey done correctly can be very beneficial.  
Mayor Wassmer stated that perhaps the time is not right and perhaps the city wait until it 
has a specific question.  She is concerned that the city is not meeting the needs of the 
changing demographics of Prairie Village.  She does not feel the city has a full pulse on 
its residents' needs and priorities.   
 
Andrew Wang stated he felt it was an error to blindly increase salaries and felt that a 
salary/compensation study was needed.  It is not just about money, but also how to 
become a better place to work.  Dan Runion noted that the proposed expenditure of 
$20,000 for the study is very low percentage of the city budget.  A tie vote was taken 
with the Mayor supporting the staff recommendation to include a salary/compensation 
study in the 2017 budget.   
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Lisa Santa Maria noted the next step in the budget process will be the Council 
authorization to publish the hearing for the 2017 budget with the budget hearing to be 
held at the August 1st City Council meeting.   
 
CIP and Economic Development FundCIP and Economic Development FundCIP and Economic Development FundCIP and Economic Development Fund    
Keith Bredehoeft, Public Works Director, began with a brief review of the current 2016 
CIP Projects including work on 10 streets,1 CARS project, 1 drainage project, concrete 
repair project, asphalt repairs and crack seal/microsurface project.  
 
Melissa Prenger explained the infrastructure rating process done by the City on an 
annual basis and noted the change in the condition ratings over the past year. She 
reported that 78% of the city's arterial and collector streets have received a good to 
excellent rating.   
 
She noted that 77% of the residential streets have this rating.  In 2015, 10% of 
residential streets had a rating of poor while in 2016 14% of the residential streets rated 
poor with 9% rated fair reflecting a continuing decline in the condition of city streets. For 
example, in the past four years the rating on Booth has declined from the 80th% to the 
50th%.   
 
Over time the city has been able to maintain 30% of its streets in Excellent condition.  
Streets in Good condition fell from 56% to 48% and streets in the Fair & Poor categories 
increased from 14 to 23%.  Ms. Prenger stated that paving funds are spent on streets in 
the fair and poor categories.  It costs approximately $1M to reconstruct one mile of 
street.   At the current level of funding streets falling into the poor category in 2016 
would not be addressed until 2020.  The city does the “WOW – worst of the worst” 
streets each year.   
 
Mayor Wassmer stated that the trend is concerning.  If the city would increase the mill 
levy this year for infrastructure it would help.  This is the area that is going to be hit the 
hardest from the impact of the tax lid.  The city may have to take out a loan in order to 
cover infrastructure costs.   
 
Jori Nelson stated she would support not funding council/mayor compensation with that 
money going to the CIP. 
 
Eric Mikkelson stated he continues to believe the city has well maintained streets.  He 
has not heard complaints and stated that if it becomes a problem the city can bond the 
work.  Lisa Santa Maria responded that bonding is expensive.  Ms. Nelson stated she 
felt good streets were wanted by residents and that they would approve a mill levy 
increase for infrastructure.   
 
Mr. Wang agreed with Mayor Wassmer that it is important to keep good streets good.  It 
becomes expensive to replace the “WOW” streets.  However, 0.5 mill increase will not 
get the job done, a lot more is needed.  It becomes more expensive the longer the street 
go in need of repair.  
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The proposed General Fund Transfer to CIP is $4.1M due to no transfer being made to 
the Equipment Reserve Fund.   
 
The proposed 2017 CIP funding is from the following sources: 
 

• Transfer from General Fund                       $4,100,000 
• Transfer from Special Highway Fund           $  570,000 
• Transfer from Stormwater Utility Fund             $1,000,000 
• Transfer from Special Park & Rec Fund          $   130,000  

 Total                                                      $5,800,000 
 

• Prior Year CIP funding    $   441,000 
• Funding from CARS and Federal Funds  $1,294,000 

$7,535,000$7,535,000$7,535,000$7,535,000 
 
Recommended Parks Program Recommended Parks Program Recommended Parks Program Recommended Parks Program ----    $$$$277,000277,000277,000277,000    
The 2017 Parks Program includes the following projects: 

• Park Infrastructure Reserve                       $  120,000 
• Porter Park              $     80,000  
• Harmon Park      $   127,000 
• Harmon Park Skate Park    $     30,000 

 Total      $   277,000 
 

Mr. Bredehoeft noted that the 2017 funding for the Skate Park was for design with 
construction funded in the 2018 budget.   
 
RRRRecommended Drainage Program ecommended Drainage Program ecommended Drainage Program ecommended Drainage Program ----    $$$$900900900900,000,000,000,000    
Public Works Director Keith Bredehoeft noted this program is totally funded by the 
stormwater utility fee.  No new funds have been added.  An independent consultant 
review of the Larkin Study of the Delmar/Fontana Drainage Project is underway.  
 
Affinis has completed a study of the Reinhardt Drainage issues and will be working with 
the City of Leawood to address these in a future SMAC project.  
 
The 2017 Drainage Program includes the following projects: 

• Drainage Repair Program               $  900,000 
 Total                $  900,000 

 
Dan Runion noted there was no funding for the Delmar/Fontana project and asked if this 
was going to continue to be pushed down the road.  Mr. Bredehoeft replied there is 
funding and it would be a 2018 project.  Mrs. Morehead noted the expenditure of over 
$250,000 in consultant fees with no project being done. 
    
Recommended Streets Program Recommended Streets Program Recommended Streets Program Recommended Streets Program ----    $$$$5,413,0005,413,0005,413,0005,413,000    
Mr. Bredehoeft noted the 2017 budget does not include any additional funding of the 
traffic calming program.  There are funds remaining to handle any possible requests 
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The 2017 Streets Program includes the following projects: 
• Paving Program 2,345,000 
• Overland Park UBAS Overlay 400,000 
• Mission Road – 75th to 84th Ter (CARS) 2,518,000 
• Roe Avenue – 67th St. to 71st St (CARS) 75,000 
• Mission Road – 84th Ter to 95th St (CARS/Leawood) 75,000 

 Total       $5,413,000 
    
Andrew Wang asked Mr. Bredehoeft to remind Council when they approve new projects 
that will result in funds being taken away from streets.   
 
Recommended Buildings Program Recommended Buildings Program Recommended Buildings Program Recommended Buildings Program ----    $$$$50505050,000,000,000,000    
This budget contains funding for an assessment of the Public Works facilities along with 
a budget reserve.   
 
The 2017 Buildings Program includes the following project: 

• Building Reserve     $     23,000 
• PW Building Assessment                       $     27,000 

 Total      $     50,000 
 
Mr. Bredehoeft reported that the Municipal Campus Entrance project is in design and 
will go out to bid the end of the week.   
 
Recommended Other Programs Recommended Other Programs Recommended Other Programs Recommended Other Programs ----    $$$$898989895,0005,0005,0005,000    
The 2017 Other Program includes the following projects: 

• ADA Compliance Program                       $    25,000 
• Concrete Repair Program              $  700,000 
• Street Light Replacement (OP)   $  100,000 

 Total      $  895,000 
 
ADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENTADJOURNMENT    
The Council Committee of the Whole meeting was adjourned at 11:35 p.m.  
 
 
 
Brooke Morehead 
Acting Council President 



 
 

PUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKSPUBLIC WORKS    DEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENTDEPARTMENT    
 

Council Committee Meeting Date:Council Committee Meeting Date:Council Committee Meeting Date:Council Committee Meeting Date:    July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016    
Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:Council Meeting Date:    July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016July 5, 2016    

    
    
CONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDERCONSIDER    DESIGN DESIGN DESIGN DESIGN AGREEMENTAGREEMENTAGREEMENTAGREEMENT    WITH AFFINIS CORPWITH AFFINIS CORPWITH AFFINIS CORPWITH AFFINIS CORP    FOR THE DESIGN OF THFOR THE DESIGN OF THFOR THE DESIGN OF THFOR THE DESIGN OF THE E E E 
2017201720172017        MISSION ROAD REHABILMISSION ROAD REHABILMISSION ROAD REHABILMISSION ROAD REHABILITATION PROJECT FROMITATION PROJECT FROMITATION PROJECT FROMITATION PROJECT FROM    77775TH5TH5TH5TH    STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO 84TH   84TH   84TH   84TH       
TERRACETERRACETERRACETERRACE....    

    
RERERERECOMMENDATIONCOMMENDATIONCOMMENDATIONCOMMENDATION    

Move to approve the design agreement with Affinis Corp for the design of the 2017 
Mission Road Rehabilitation Project from 75th Street to 84th Terrace for $91,005. 

BACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUNDBACKGROUND    

This agreement is for the design of the 2017 Mission Road Rehabilitation project form 
75th Street to 84th Terrace.  The final design will include rehabilitation of the pavement, 
concrete replacement, drainage improvements, and well as other items of work including 
continuing the pedestrian lighting from the 71st Street corridor to 83rd Street.  
Construction is anticipated to begin in the late spring of 2017.   

FUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCEFUNDING SOURCE    

Funding for the design of this project is as follows- 
 
2016 CARS CIP Project    $75,000.00 
Additional Street Funds    $16,005.00 
       ____________  
TOTAL         $91,005.00 
    

RELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISIONRELATED TO VILLAGE VISION    

TR1c. Ensure that infrastructure improvements meet the needs of all transportation 
users. 

CFS3a. Ensure streets and sidewalks are in good condition by conducting maintenance 
and repairs as needed. 

ATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTSATTACHMENTS    

1. Design Agreement with Affinis Corp 

PREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BYPREPARED BY    

Melissa Prenger, Sr Project Manager     June 30, 2016 
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AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER     
    

ForForForFor    
    

DESIGN SERVICESDESIGN SERVICESDESIGN SERVICESDESIGN SERVICES    
    
OfOfOfOf    
        

PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT PROJECT MIMIMIMIRDRDRDRD0005000500050005----    2012012012017777    CARS PROJECTCARS PROJECTCARS PROJECTCARS PROJECT    
    

MISSION ROAD 7MISSION ROAD 7MISSION ROAD 7MISSION ROAD 75555thththth    STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO STREET TO 84848484THTHTHTH    STREETSTREETSTREETSTREET    
    
    
    
    

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 corporation with offices at 8900 
Indian Creek Parkway, Suite 450, Overland Park, KS, 66210 hereinafter called the “ConsultantConsultantConsultantConsultant”....    
    
WITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHERWITNESSED, THAT WHEREAS,EAS,EAS,EAS, the City has determined a need to retain a professional engineering 
firm to provide civil engineering services for the    Design of the 2017 CARS Project hereinafter called the 
“ProjectProjectProjectProject”, 
 
AAAAND WHEREAS, ND WHEREAS, ND WHEREAS, ND 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 City ResponsibilitiesCity ResponsibilitiesCity ResponsibilitiesCity Responsibilities    
    
A.A.A.A. Project Definition Project Definition Project Definition Project Definition     The City is preparing to design and construct roadway and stormwater 

improvements throughout the city as part of CARS Programs.  

B.B.B.B. City Representative City Representative City Representative City Representative     The City has designated, Melissa Prenger, Public Works Senior Project 
Manager, to act as the City’s representative with respect to the services to be performed or 
furnished by the Consultant under this Agreement.  Such person shall have authority to transmit 
instructions, receive information, interpret and define the City’s policies and decisions with respect 
to the Consultant’s services for the Project. 

C.C.C.C. Existing Existing Existing Existing DDDData and ata and ata and ata and RRRRecords ecords ecords ecords     The City shall make available to the Consultant all existing data and 
records relevant to the Project such as, maps, plans, correspondence files and other information 
possessed by the City that is relevant to the Project.  Consultant shall not be responsible for 
verifying or ensuring the accuracy of any information or content supplied by City or any other Project 
participant unless specifically defined by the scope of work, nor ensuring that such information or 
content does not violate or infringe any law or other third party rights.  However, Consultant shall 
promptly advise the City, in writing, of any inaccuracies in the information provided or any other 
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violation or infringement of any law or third party rights that Consultant observes. City shall 
indemnify Consultant for any infringement claims resulting from Consultant’s use of such content, 
materials or documents. 

D.D.D.D. Review For Approval Review For Approval Review For Approval Review For Approval     The City shall review all criteria, design elements and documents as to the 
City requirements for the Project, including objectives, constraints, performance requirements and 
budget limitations. 

E.E.E.E. Standard Details Standard Details Standard Details Standard Details     The City shall provide copies of all existing standard details and documentation 
for use by the Consultant for the project. 

F.F.F.F. Submittal Review Submittal Review Submittal Review Submittal Review     The City shall diligently review all submittals presented by the Consultant in a 
timely manner.    

G.G.G.G. The City has funded the 2017 CARS Project with this street: 

1. Mission Road (75th Street to 84th Street)  
 

 
 
Article IIArticle IIArticle IIArticle II Consultant ResponsibilitiesConsultant ResponsibilitiesConsultant ResponsibilitiesConsultant Responsibilities 
A.A.A.A. Professional Engineering Services Professional Engineering Services Professional Engineering Services Professional Engineering Services The Consultant shall either perform for or furnish to the City 

professional engineering services and related services in all phases of the Project to which this 
Agreement applies as hereinafter provided.   

B.B.B.B. Prime Consultant Prime Consultant Prime Consultant Prime Consultant The Consultant shall serve as the prime professional Consultant for the City on 
this Project. 

C.C.C.C. Standard Care Standard Care Standard Care Standard Care The standard of care for all professional consulting services and related 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’s profession, practicing under similar conditions at the 
same time and in the same locality.   

D.D.D.D. Consultant Representative Consultant Representative Consultant Representative Consultant Representative Designate a person to act as the Consultant’s representative with 
respect to the services to be performed or furnished by the Consultant under this Agreement.  Such 
person shall have authority to transmit instructions, receive information, and make decisions with 
respect to the Consultant’s services for the Project. 

 

 

Article IIIArticle IIIArticle IIIArticle III Scope of ServicesScope of ServicesScope of ServicesScope of Services    
A.A.A.A. Design Phase:Design Phase:Design Phase:Design Phase: Upon receipt of notice to proceed from the City, the Consultant shall provide all 

consulting services related to this project including, but not limited, to these phases and tasks. The 
scope is generally defined below. 

1. Schedule and attend one startup meeting with City to confirm project goals, schedule, budget 
and expectations.   

2. Schedule and attend up to three (3) utility coordination meetings.  Request utility comments, 
coordinate planned relocations among agencies and verify relocation/adjustment schedule. 

3. Conduct field reconnaissance with City to evaluate and identify: 
a. Design issues. 
b. Identify existing drainage components in project area (location, size, material, capacity, 

storm design adequacy and condition). 
c. Need for drainage improvements. 
d. Need for full depth pavement repairs. 
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e. Need for sidewalk replacement.  
f. Location for new sidewalk. 
g. Need for curb and gutter replacement. 
h. Need for and limits of driveway replacement.  
i. Need for which type of ADA ramps.  
j. Utility locations and conflicts. 
k. Tree conflicts. 

4. Determine and design storm sewer system modifications resulting from roadway configuration 
changes. 

5. Perform topographic survey of project locations where curb Inlets will be adjusted or features 
may change. Survey scope assumes six inlet locations.  

6. Gather aerial and topographic data from Johnson County AIMS mapping for project locations 
that are not topographically surveyed. 

7. Prepare preliminary construction plans (60%). 

a. Project title sheet. 

b. General site plan showing and identifying surface features such as street right-of-way, edge 
of pavement, sidewalks, driveways, boring locations, trees, house outline, address, owner 
name based on latest AIMS coverage data, irrigation systems, known electronic dog fences 
and any other pertinent surface feature.  

c. Plan sheets for street improvements showing all utilities, sanitary sewer, water, gas, electric, 
telephone, traffic signals, and street lights, as well as all conflicts and test pits.  Profiles will 
be provided for streets when a topographic survey is performed. 

d. Typical sections. 

e. Cross sections for streets with a detailed topographic survey. Intersection details showing 
the elevation and drainage pattern information. 

f. Construction phasing showing temporary traffic control measures per MUTCD for various 
phases of construction.  

g. Pavement marking and signing measures per MUTCD. 

h. Erosion control plan. 

i. City details drawings and other special details pertinent to the project. 

j. Street lighting plans for pedestrian scale lighting along west sidewalk. 

8. Submit one set (one full size and one half size) of preliminary (60% completion) construction 
plans for City review.   

9. Present one set (half size) of preliminary plans to appropriate governmental agencies and utility 
companies requesting comments and verification of potential conflicts. 

10. Perform field check with City. 

11. Schedule, prepare for and attend one (1) public meeting for the 2017 CARS project.  The City 
will be responsible for sending notifications to the residents and property owners. 

12. Present a detailed opinion of probable construction cost of City defined construction pay  items 
with quantities and current unit costs.  Add to the total construction cost, a contingency of 15 
percent. 

13. Attend and prepare minutes for up to six (6) project meetings and disperse the minutes to City 
representative and all other attendees within five working days. 
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14. Prepare final documents based of review and comments from City and other review agencies of 
the preliminary plans. 

15. Submit one half size set of final (95%) plans and specifications for City review. 

16. Submit one half-size set of final (95%) plans and specifications to other appropriate 
governmental agencies and utility companies with identification of significant changes to 
preliminary design plans. 

17. Prepare a final opinion of probable construction cost.   

18. Prepare bid documents for oneoneoneone    bid packagebid packagebid packagebid package using the City’s standard documents for to be 
included in the 2017 Paving Project.   

19. Provide one hard copy and electronic copy of any report or plans.  Provide files of the plans in 
PDF Format. 
 

B.B.B.B. Bidding Bidding Bidding Bidding Services Services Services Services PhasePhasePhasePhase    

Bidding Service will be provided with the 2017 Paving Program and are not included in this scope. 

C.C.C.C. Construction ServicesConstruction ServicesConstruction ServicesConstruction Services    PhasePhasePhasePhase 
Construction Services will be provided with the 2017 Paving Program and are not included in this 
scope. 
 

Article IVArticle IVArticle IVArticle IV Time ScheduleTime ScheduleTime ScheduleTime Schedule 
A.A.A.A. Timely Progress Timely Progress Timely Progress Timely Progress The Consultant's services under this Agreement have been agreed to in 

anticipation of timely, orderly and continuous progress of the Project.   

B.B.B.B. Authorization to Proceed Authorization to Proceed Authorization to Proceed Authorization to Proceed If the City fails to give prompt written authorization to proceed with any 
phase of services after completion of the immediately preceding phase, the Consultant shall be 
entitled to equitable adjustment of rates and amounts of compensations to reflect reasonable costs 
incurred by the Consultant as a result of the delay or changes in the various elements that comprise 
such rates of compensation. 

C.C.C.C. Default NeitherDefault NeitherDefault NeitherDefault Neither City nor Consultant shall be considered in default of this Agreement for delays in 
performance caused by circumstances beyond the reasonable control of the nonperforming party.  
For purposes of this Agreement, such circumstances include, but are not limited to, abnormal 
weather conditions; floods; earthquakes; fire; epidemics; war, riots, and other civil disturbances; 
strikes, lockouts, work slowdowns, and other labor disturbances; sabotage; judicial restraint; and 
delay in or inability to procure permits, licenses, or authorizations from any local, state, or federal 
agency for any of the supplies, materials, accesses, or services required to be provided by either 
City or Consultant under this Agreement.  Should such circumstances occur, the consultant shall 
within a reasonable time of being prevented from performing, give written notice to the City 
describing the circumstances preventing continued performance and the efforts being made to 
resume performance of this Agreement. 

D.D.D.D. Completion Schedule Completion Schedule Completion Schedule Completion Schedule Recognizing that time is of the essence, the Consultant proposes to complete 
the scope of services as specified in the Scope of Services:  

  Design Phase   Due by January 13, 2017 

  Bid Advertisement Date February 3, 2017      

  Letting Date   February 27, 2017 

      

Article VArticle VArticle VArticle V CompensationCompensationCompensationCompensation    
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A.A.A.A. Maximum Compensation Maximum Compensation Maximum Compensation Maximum Compensation The City agrees to pay the Consultant as maximum compensation as 
defined in Exhibit B for the scope of services the following fee is $91,005.00. 

B.B.B.B. Invoices Invoices Invoices Invoices The compensation will be invoiced by phase, detailing the position, hours and appropriate 
hourly rates (which include overhead and profit) for Consultant’s personnel classifications and the 
Direct Non-Salary Costs.  

C.C.C.C. Direct NonDirect NonDirect NonDirect Non----Salary Costs Salary Costs Salary Costs Salary Costs The term “Direct Non-Salary Costs” shall include the Consultant payments 
in connection with the Project to other consultants, transportation, and reproduction costs.  
Payments will be billed to the City at actual cost.  Transportation, including use of survey vehicle or 
automobile will be charged at the IRS rate in effect during the billing period.  Reproduction work and 
materials will be charged at actual cost for copies submitted to the City. 

D.D.D.D. Monthly Invoices Monthly Invoices Monthly Invoices Monthly Invoices All invoices must be submitted monthly for all services rendered in the previous 
month.  The Consultant will invoice the City on forms approved by the City.  All properly prepared 
invoices shall be accompanied by a documented breakdown of expenses incurred and description 
of work accomplished.      

E.E.E.E. Fee Change Fee Change Fee Change Fee Change The maximum fee shall not be changed unless adjusted by Change Order mutually 
agreed upon by the City and the Consultant prior to incurrence of any expense.  The Change Order 
will be for major changes in scope, time or complexity of Project. 

 

Article VIArticle VIArticle VIArticle VI General ProvisionsGeneral ProvisionsGeneral ProvisionsGeneral Provisions 
A.A.A.A. Opinion of Probable Cost and SchedulOpinion of Probable Cost and SchedulOpinion of Probable Cost and SchedulOpinion of Probable Cost and Schedule: e: e: e: Since the Consultant has no control over the cost of labor, 

materials or equipment furnished by Contractors, or over competitive bidding or market conditions, 
the opinion of probable Project cost, construction cost or project schedules are based on the 
experience and best judgment of the Consultant, but the Consultant cannot and does not guarantee 
the costs or that actual schedules will not vary from the Consultant's projected schedules. 

B.B.B.B. Quantity ErrorsQuantity ErrorsQuantity ErrorsQuantity Errors: Negligent quantity miscalculations or omissions because of the Consultant’s error 
shall be brought immediately to the City’s attention.  The Consultant shall not charge the City for the 
time and effort of checking and correcting the errors to the City’s satisfaction. 

C.C.C.C. Reuse of Reuse of Reuse of Reuse of Consultant Consultant Consultant Consultant Documents:Documents:Documents:Documents: All documents including the plans and specifications provided or 
furnished by the Consultant pursuant to this Agreement are instruments of service in respect of the 
Project.  The Consultant shall retain an ownership and property interest upon payment therefore 
whether or not the Project is completed.  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's sole 
risk and without liability to the Consultant.  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 documents. 

D.D.D.D. Reuse of City Documents Reuse of City Documents Reuse of City Documents Reuse of City Documents 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.  

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

1. Workers’ Compensation -- Statutory Limits, with Employer’s Liability limits of $100,000 each 
employee, $500,000 policy limit;  

2. 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;  
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3. Commercial Automobile Liability for bodily injury and property damage with limits of not less 
than $1,000,000 each accident for all owned, non-owned and hired automobiles;  

4. 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.   

5. In addition, Consultant agrees to require all consultants and sub-consultants 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. 

F.F.F.F. Insurance Carrier Rating Insurance Carrier Rating Insurance Carrier Rating Insurance Carrier Rating 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 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's Agent shall be waived.  Consultant's insurance policies shall be endorsed to indicate that 
Consultant’s insurance coverage is primary and any insurance maintained by City or City's Agent is 
non-contributing as respects the work of Consultant. 

G.G.G.G. Insurance Certificates Insurance Certificates Insurance Certificates Insurance Certificates 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's agent, and other specified interests as additional insureds thereunder. 

H.H.H.H. Waiver of Subrogation Waiver of Subrogation Waiver of Subrogation Waiver of Subrogation Coverage shall contain a waiver of subrogation in favor of the City, and its 
subdivisions, departments, officials, officers and employees. 

I.I.I.I. Consultant Negligent Act Consultant Negligent Act Consultant Negligent Act Consultant Negligent Act 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’s 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. 

J.J.J.J. 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). 

K.K.K.K. Controlling LawControlling LawControlling LawControlling Law This Agreement is to be governed by the laws of the State of Kansas. 
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L.L.L.L. Indemnity Indemnity Indemnity Indemnity 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 sub-consultants 
hired by Consultant, the Consultant agrees to indemnify City, and its agents, servants, and 
employees against all claims, damages, and losses, including reasonable attorneys’ fees and 
defense costs, caused by the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant or its sub-
consultants, to the extent and in proportion to the comparative degree of fault of the Consultant and 
its sub-consultants. 

M.M.M.M. 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. 

N.N.N.N. 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. 

O.O.O.O. 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. 

P.P.P.P. Written Consent to Assign Written Consent to Assign Written Consent to Assign Written Consent to Assign 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. 

Q.Q.Q.Q. Duty Owed by the Duty Owed by the Duty Owed by the Duty Owed by the ConsultantConsultantConsultantConsultant    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 WHEREOF:IN WITNESS WHEREOF:IN WITNESS WHEREOF:IN 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, Kansas        Affinis Corp 
 
By:      By       
Laura Wassmer, Mayor   Kristen E. Leathers, PE  

    
Address for giving notices:   Address for giving notices: 
 
City of Prairie Village    Affinis Corp 
Department of Public Works 
3535 Somerset Drive    8900 Indian Creek Parkway, Suite 450 
Prairie Village, Kansas  66208         Overland Park, KS 66210 
 
Telephone: 913-385-4640            Telephone:  913-239-1122      
Email: publicworks@pvkansas.com              Email: kleathers@affinis.us 
 
ATTEST:         APPROVED AS TO FORM BY: 
 
__________________________               ____________________________ 
Joyce Hagen Mundy, City Clerk   Catherine P. Logan, City Attorney 
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MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

Tuesday, July 5,  2016 
 
 

Committee meetings scheduled for the next two weeks include: 

PV Arts Council  07/06/2016 5:30 p.m. 
JazzFest Committee 07/07/2016 5:30 p.m.  
Board of Zoning Appeals 07/12/2016 6:30 p.m. 
Planning Commission Meeting 07/12/2016 7:00 p.m. 
Council Committee of the Whole 07/18/2016 6:00 p.m.  
City Council 07/18/2016 7:30 p.m. 

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

The Prairie Village Arts Council is pleased to present the works of the Senior Arts 
Council in the R.G. Endres Gallery during the month of July.  The artists’ reception will 
be Friday, July 8th, from 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. 
 
The pool is open plan to enjoy the second Moonlight Swim on Friday, July 8th  from 8:30 
p.m. to 10 p.m. 
 
Prairie Village Swim Team will host the All City Swim Meet on Wednesday, July 13th.  
The pool will close at 3:30 p.m.   



INFORMATIONALINFORMATIONALINFORMATIONALINFORMATIONAL    ITEMSITEMSITEMSITEMS    
July 5,July 5,July 5,July 5,    2016201620162016    

    
1. Planning Commission Agenda – July 12, 2016 
2. Board of Zoning Appeals Agenda – July 12, 2016 
3. VillageFest Committee Minutes – May 19, 2016 
4. Mark Your Calendar 

 
 
 



    
    
    

PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDAPLANNING COMMISSION AGENDAPLANNING COMMISSION AGENDAPLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA    
CITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGECITY OF PRAIRIE VILLAGE    
TUESDAYTUESDAYTUESDAYTUESDAY, , , , JULY 12JULY 12JULY 12JULY 12, 2016, 2016, 2016, 2016    
7700 MISSION ROAD7700 MISSION ROAD7700 MISSION ROAD7700 MISSION ROAD    

7:00 P.M.7:00 P.M.7:00 P.M.7:00 P.M.    
**IN MULTI**IN MULTI**IN MULTI**IN MULTI----PURPOSE ROOM**PURPOSE ROOM**PURPOSE ROOM**PURPOSE ROOM**    

    
    
I.I.I.I. ROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALLROLL CALL    

    
II.II.II.II. APPROVAL OF PC MINUTES APPROVAL OF PC MINUTES APPROVAL OF PC MINUTES APPROVAL OF PC MINUTES ––––    JUNE 7,JUNE 7,JUNE 7,JUNE 7,        2012012012016666    

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

    
    

IV.IV.IV.IV. NONNONNONNON----PUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGSPUBLIC HEARINGS    
    PC201PC201PC201PC2016666----111111119999     RequestRequestRequestRequest    for for for for Preliminary & Final Plat Approval forPreliminary & Final Plat Approval forPreliminary & Final Plat Approval forPreliminary & Final Plat Approval for    
                Mission Chateau Mission Chateau Mission Chateau Mission Chateau ––––    2222ndndndnd    PlatPlatPlatPlat    
                8500 Mission Road8500 Mission Road8500 Mission Road8500 Mission Road        

Current Zoning:  Current Zoning:  Current Zoning:  Current Zoning:  RRRR----1a1a1a1a    
Applicant: Applicant: Applicant: Applicant: BHC Rhodes for MVS, LLCBHC Rhodes for MVS, LLCBHC Rhodes for MVS, LLCBHC Rhodes for MVS, LLC    
    

    PC201PC201PC201PC2016666----120120120120    RequestRequestRequestRequest    for Preliminary & Final Plat Approval forfor Preliminary & Final Plat Approval forfor Preliminary & Final Plat Approval forfor Preliminary & Final Plat Approval for    
                Replat of Prairie Ridge Lots 3, 4 &Replat of Prairie Ridge Lots 3, 4 &Replat of Prairie Ridge Lots 3, 4 &Replat of Prairie Ridge Lots 3, 4 &    5, Block 235, Block 235, Block 235, Block 23    
                5201 West 775201 West 775201 West 775201 West 77thththth    StreetStreetStreetStreet        

Current Zoning:  Current Zoning:  Current Zoning:  Current Zoning:  RRRR----1a1a1a1a    
Applicant: Applicant: Applicant: Applicant: Harold Phelps, Phelps EngineeringHarold Phelps, Phelps EngineeringHarold Phelps, Phelps EngineeringHarold Phelps, Phelps Engineering    
    
    

V.V.V.V. OTHER BUSINESS  OTHER BUSINESS  OTHER BUSINESS  OTHER BUSINESS      
    
    

VI.VI.VI.VI. ADJOURNMENT  ADJOURNMENT  ADJOURNMENT  ADJOURNMENT      
    

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

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



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        
July 12July 12July 12July 12,,,,    2012012012016666    
6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.6:30 P.M.    

**IN MULTI**IN MULTI**IN MULTI**IN MULTI----PURPOSE ROOM**PURPOSE ROOM**PURPOSE ROOM**PURPOSE ROOM** 
    
    

 
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     ----    June 7, June 7, June 7, June 7,     2016201620162016    
 
 
III.III.III.III. ACTION ITEMACTION ITEMACTION ITEMACTION ITEM    
    
  

BBBBZA2016ZA2016ZA2016ZA2016----00005555    Request for Request for Request for Request for a Variance from PVMC 19.0a Variance from PVMC 19.0a Variance from PVMC 19.0a Variance from PVMC 19.06666.030.030.030.030(A) (A) (A) (A)     totototo    allow allow allow allow aaaa    
    New home to encroach the required 14’ separation between New home to encroach the required 14’ separation between New home to encroach the required 14’ separation between New home to encroach the required 14’ separation between 

dwellings by 1.5” to 2.5”dwellings by 1.5” to 2.5”dwellings by 1.5” to 2.5”dwellings by 1.5” to 2.5”    
    3009 3009 3009 3009 West 7West 7West 7West 71111stststst        StreetStreetStreetStreet    
    Zoning:   RZoning:   RZoning:   RZoning:   R----1111aaaa    Single Family Residential District Single Family Residential District Single Family Residential District Single Family Residential District  

Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Applicant:  Debra HudacekDebra HudacekDebra HudacekDebra Hudacek 
  

 
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 

 
 



VillageFest Planning Committee 
May 19, 2016 | 5:30 p.m. 

 
In attendance: 
Meghan Buum, James Carney, Cindy Clark, Susan Forrest, Ted Fritz, Tobias Fritz, Patty Jordan, Kathleen 
Murray, Sheila Myers, Corbin Trimble, Sale Warman, Sgt. Ivan Washington 
 

I. Introduction 
Cindy Clark opened the meeting at 5:30 p.m.  
 

II. Review and Approval of Minutes 
Tobias Fritz moved to approve the March 2016 meeting minutes. Toby Fritz seconded the 
motion and it passed unanimously. 
 

III. Staff Reports 
Updates provided by staff as the committee worked through the agenda. 

 
IV. Subcommittees 

 
Pancake Breakfast—No new updates 
 
Children's Craft--Patty Jordan shared the selected items, an American Flag decoration and a 
summer whale magnet. Meghan Buum will order them from Oriental Trading. Patty 
reported that the balloons are on order and Home Depot will be present at the event.  
 
Pie Contest—Susan Forrest reported that she is lining up volunteers for the pie contest. She 
has successfully recruited four judges.  
  
Food Vendors—The committee discussed moving the handicap stalls to accommodate more 
space for the food vendors.  
 
Craft Vendors—No new report. 
 
Entertainment—Corbin shared the entertainment schedule: 

• 8:35 a.m. - Kristy Lambert with SSB (Pavilion) 
• 8:45-9:10 a.m. - Janie Next Door (Stage) 
• 9:25-9:50 a.m. - Funky Mama (Stage) 
• 10:15-11:10 a.m. - Mr. Stinky Feet (Stage) 
• 11:10-11:30 a.m. - The Marching Falcons (coming from the Pavilion through the 

VillageFest activities 
• 11:40 a.m.-1:00 p.m. - MultiPhonics (Stage) 

 
Information Booth—No new report.  
 
Volunteer Coordinator—The committee discussed having 1-2 helpers at the dunk tank and 
4-5 at the slip and slide. 
 
Historic Exhibit--Ted Fritz reported that he is researching the possibility of having military 
vehicles on site at the event, however, it is not confirmed yet. The committee discussed 



possible locations for the vehicles. Ted reported that he had a variety of war relics to 
display.  
 
Spirit Awards—The committee voted unanimously to award the Lifetime Spirit Award and 
Business Award. Names not included to protect surprise. ☺ 
 
WOW Event—Cindy, Meghan, Kathleen and James met to discuss the slip and slide logistics. 
The event is on as previously discussed.  
 

V. Reports on New Items 
Collector Cars—Cindy reported that   Rob has contacted Brighton Gardens about their car 
display.  
 
Banner—Kathleen reported that she will move forward and order a 4 x 50” banner to 
display over Mission Road.  
 
T-Shirts—The committee voted and selected a winning t-shirt. 250 shirts will be ordered.  
 
Marching Band—Teresa reported that she will reach out again to the Marching Falcons, a 
group similar to the Marching Cobras that performed at the Brookside St. Patrick’s Day 
parade.   
 
Dunk Tank—Mayor Wassmer, Commissioner Shaffer, and several Police Officers have 
agreed to be dunked. 

 
VI. Other 

Meghan asked committee members to review their needs for items like tables and chairs 
and bring a list to the next meeting.  
 
Next Meeting:  June 23 at 5:30 p.m.   
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    Council MembersCouncil MembersCouncil MembersCouncil Members    
    Mark Your CalendarsMark Your CalendarsMark Your CalendarsMark Your Calendars    

July 5July 5July 5July 5, 2016, 2016, 2016, 2016 
  
 
July 2016July 2016July 2016July 2016    The Senior Arts Council in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
July 13 All City Swim Meet – Pool closes at 3:30 p.m. 
July 18  City Council Meeting 
July 22  Moonlight Swim – Pool complex remains open until 10 p.m.  
 
August  2016August  2016August  2016August  2016    Mary Ann Coonrod & Cookie Cave in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
August 1 City Council Meeting 
August 5 Moonlight Swim – Pool complex remains open until 10 p.m. 
August 8 Reduced pool hours begin – Pool opens at 4:30 p.m. weekdays 
August 15 City Council Meeting 
 
September  2016September  2016September  2016September  2016    Gary Cadwallader & Jodi Harsch in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
September 4 Labor Day Holiday – Pool Closes at 6 p.m. 
September 5 City Council Meeting 
September 6 Puppy Pool-ooza (Dog Swim)  5 p.m. to 7 p.m.  
September 10 Prairie Village Jazz Festival 2:30 – 10:30 p.m. 
September 19 City Council Meeting 
 
October  2016October  2016October  2016October  2016    State of Arts in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
October 3 City Council Meeting 
October 14 State of the Arts Reception in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
October 20 City Council Meeting 
 
November  2016November  2016November  2016November  2016    Jeff Foster, Jonathan Crabtree & Louanne Hein in the R.G. Endres 

Gallery 
November 7 City Council Meeting 
November 21 City Council Meeting 
November 24-25 City Offices Closed for Thanksgiving Holiday 
    
December 2016December 2016December 2016December 2016    Chris Willey  in the R.G. Endres Gallery 
December  5 City Council Meeting 
December  Mayor’s Holiday Volunteer Party 
December 19 City Council Meeting 
December 26 City offices closed for the Christmas Holiday 
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